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ipg year. 'The avernge
'::eit::lp:;c?ge Evool wae estimated to
be 7.57 pouniia to the fleece.

Whiie tbe prioes of wool Lthe pael
three yenrs huve heen disconraglng,
yel the present outlocK hids fair to
make the gatn of Moutaua In sheep
Inost profitable one to the State; Lhe
prospect helDg that the increased price:
of mutton »nd wool will compeosate
for past inrses and leave 8 hasdeomr
margjn, Lt wonld secm that there wae
wisdom in the Montans ebeepowners
bolding on to thelr flocke, even when
the great fnaustry seemed to be goling
to the wall Bo far 8 western ,wool-
Efowers were concerned.
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THE DIVINITY OF CHRIST.
n———

It s a pecullarity ot this latter time,
We hejleve, thal from pulpita professed.
Iy Christian the divinity and satoning
work of our Baviorare belng denled,

The eommlesion given lo His amhbae-
®adors on enfth was 1o proclsim 1o Hie

bstne galvution to every creatule.
abfigels nlways have denled thls as sn

pow It bar come Lo Lhje
{;‘::lrd::ﬂ,“l:l;:”y Corlstian minjsters
ofler ';bell hesrers alleged demonstra-
tlons of {nfidel propositiont—snd thi
an spitable worsbip oD the Lora’saday.
Only |ast Bundsy 8 _congregallon 0
thiz pigy was Lold thsat “there Is no rea-
80n, with the pvidence we have, why
&0Y jntellige ot mind :uhould consider
Jetus Chrletl ©¥9 God,’? and the siule-
men; was hrought to thouosands ol
bomes hy one of the dally papers,

The fagt 18 that there s every reason
why anp inteliigent mind ehould coo-
slder gur Baviol 28 _Gou. and the chief
of thews remsons i that He bimeels
alaime,y divine honol and attnbotes.

hen He wal brought hefore the grest
HBanhedrym snd every othet chalge
made upajnst Him failed to farnish an
eXones for pronounoing the death
senlence, Ho W88 poleminly urged to
00Dfess whether He olalmeg njvin-
ity, 't A rpihou the Bon ol Gou?”? He wae
akked py the preeldirg officer. And
there, fujly awsare of the copseguences
of  con ressior, H® °F solemnl];' aa.-erled
tbut He wan, snd He added: ° From
benopeigrth shnll the BHon of man be
mested nl the rlght hand of the power

»
orl?:oﬂ;e gume way, when taken bufore
Pilate ap n Jangerons rival totheim pe-
risl power, He stated thatlo Him were
due royal honors,althongh His kingdom
was not of tiis world hut ofthe domaln
of

:\rll'::l:' the resarreotion He furtber
Cisimey that all suthority or power in
hetvep and on esrih had besn giveo
Onto Him, and tbe entire work of
Chrigtjgns for the Master’s canes reste
oD thig faet. If Dot true, Christianity
$n al] §1¢ ramifiontions is a deoeptlon
and Qprist Himself the obliel of de-
celverp,

Tbe firay followers of Jesus, who
had recejved instrootions of Him, and
ais0 Pau), who stood in the midst of
tbe Bposlolic nge, 8aW tn tbe Master o
peraon ot the God nead, They descrlibe
Him us the exprees lmage ol Lhe
Falber, a areator, the flret born before
the creatures, the resiorer ol fallen
men epd the object ot sngelle wor-
ship. Theimmediate followers ot the
A portles understood theee tenchings,

and they made a dirtinotlon between
the worebip Lbey lendered Jesus apnd
the bonor tbey pald other marmn
tyrs. In a letter drawn ap by the
Choristians of HBmyrpas o which
an aeoccunt is givem of the mear
tyrdom of Pelycarp, they reply to ap
asccusation that tbey worehiped Poly-
carp: ‘‘Thie 1s impoeelble, for QOhrist
only le, or can be, the obleol vf wor:
ship: to Him slone we offer aderailon,
and the martyre are objeots of gratitude
apd love.”” It js therefore not troe
that tbe adding of divine atirlhutes to
Chrlst s an sfter-thooght, born in the
nged of tbeologieal decay, Troly esays
Eueehjus that the faithful from the
fArat atirlouted divioity to Cbrist.

Aund how could It be otherwise? If
the Iollowers of Jesus verily beljeved
Him to he the promired Meralah, they
rwund divinity attribated to Hijm in
the Old Teetsment. The ‘‘stone of
stumbling” on which Ierael fell 18 hy
isnlah eaid to be Jebovah, and the
ssme Prophet emys every knee is lo
bow to Jehoval, an exptession whioh
Psul applies to Chriet, The vision in
Ie9.,6: 3==10 John epeaks of asihe sigbt
ot Coris's glory, »nd Dumerous other
passagen are explalned in the sime
way, It is loutepotable that the Qlu
Testament writers olatm divinity for
Mesninb; that Jesus Himeelf taught
that He was this Meessinbh, and that
His troe followers In the first ags, as
ever afterwarde, have accepted Him
as siob. Thi!s i= testimony Do intelll.
gent mind oan refoee to aceept.

The revelations in this age ocorrobgr-
ate ir, Throogh Joeeph the Prophet,
the Lord saya:

Hearken and listen to the voice of Him
who is tfrom eternity to sall eternily, the
great “I am' [Jehovah] even Jesun
Christ, 1he light and the lie of the world.
—Docirine and Covenants, Sec. 39: 1, 2.

There I8 0o uncertalnty in thle test!-
mony.

There nre at present two dis-
tinot forces at wolk mgalnst
the suthority of Jerur. They hoth

epring from the same pource and bhave
the eame sjm-—Lthe estahlishment of
gumsan ressvn in the place of dlvine
revelatlon. Blnoe the days of the
Freoch revolulion when the folly of
human respon withoul light (rom
hesven was demonstrated as perbape
never before, lofidelity lost mogh o
its gronnd. It has renppesred. Rat
whether It comes [n the new garhb of
ngnostloiem ot of thal *‘oriticlsm?
% bloh ¢leime soperiority over {aith in
God snd His Hon, it s powerless
nealoal the progress of Hism kinguom,
whoee right i1 I8 o reign. The Cburob
of Jeenz Chrlst ie in thie age the forireas
against which all opposition must
finally ceane,

DISCUSSION AND DEBATE.

In tbe varlons methode of acquiring
ah understanding of theorles anu
priaciples, debste nnd dlscarelon fre.
quentiy are resorted (o mes meane (o
secure the desired end. There are
mutiers upon which snoh s divergence

of opinion exists, and regarding which
lhere is no ultimate pertainty, that de-
hates may be factorsin determining the
lesues; there are alao queations not in-
volving vital principle where properly
conduoted dehstes do nol requires

distortion of facts, hol are eurceptlble
ol good reeults in aharpening the

perceplive facullies and aroneing
latent mental foreee. But tbere also
are topics regardieg which the trae

reialtions nre known, where dehntes
pro and con In arriving at an under-

standing of those troe relatlone are
a positive injury. Upon thess
topice, dlecomelcm !8 an avallable

method for reaching the desired
end, bhut it ehould alwaye be from the
stapdpolnt of right, The oppoelte ox
mistaken vlew may he pel forith a8 &
propusition to be argued agalnost,
showing iis fallacy by demonstia~
ting the couelstenoy, heaoly uwnd in-
volnerabllity of the true eituaticn; hot
po argnment ffom & wrony standpoint
shruld ever be reqalred (romaetudent,
lor tbe reasol that it is bolbh unneces-
suly and injurious,

This distivcilon betweea discosslon
and certajn forme of debate 13 especially
aspplieshle jn the fleld of religiocus
sludy., An
mind is the eilalement that In some
Hunday schools the study of relliglons
Jdoolrines 18 made the subjeot of dehate,
whele certald memhera of toe olams
are required Lo arguve from a stand-
polat opposed to thst of the Enowm
iruth in the caee., For instange, a
prioelple upon which sectarlane differ,
botupoh which Lhe revemled word of
God bhen made clear Lhe truth,
Is under conelderalion; snd n member
ol the eclase is appointed to make ap
argoment on behuliofthe view opposed
to the word nf the Liord, aod other
members are called opon to combat hias
argoment and show ite fallacy. This
pruoees ot stady of religious prinoiple
s wholly wroog, helng dlrectly op-
pozed to [he spirit of the Queapel. The
latter in troth, and the study of its
prineiples does Dot require the advp-
caoy, by any student, of a doetrine or
idea that is false.

Any lpetroctor with s teir noder-
stunvlng of the prineiples of menta)
phllosaphy wlll recogpizs the vital
error thul exists in the melhod to
which our oblectlon e rajsed. Xt g
well known that men can convince
themselves thal wrong ia not wrong,
Henoo when a claes member jg onlled-
to majotaln a fales idem In religion
eveu thoogh he he warned -againat u'
hie desire to make a creditahle show-
ing for his own eide lsade him
to make the most of the pointa that ap-
pear to be Jp bhie favor, and to helittle
those oppored Lo bim. Thos his mind
Is given a wrong beotj and all who
besr bhlm apd whon are lmpressed by
vis argumente or uffected hy his per-
sonal influence nre Jikewise drawn
toward an error. Hlis upponent may
draw them all back, bol to esy lhe
lemst thetlme inthledrawing is wasteds:
sventhen, the probability 1s thal lh;
trend to the wrong has leftl an
smpresejon of doubl thet wiil require
much tlme and effort Lo effuce. The
operation bas been 1o cause members
of & claes Who ehould be keplin (he
nafrrow way of lite to gn for a Ume
into the brosd way whloh lesds (o
destruotiop, snd whote mespeistion
even for a hrief perlod does notblog
but bhsrm. Hence the rule of the
Chureb le ngslnst sugh an vperation,
beonnse 1L 18 contrary to the spirit of
the Gospel,
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