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filod 80 far, hdvein that fulfilment | preme court’’ of Divine revelation
been uecompunied by divine reveln- | to ippeal to in order to ascertain jts

tion.

Those proibheciee that remain to be
iflled will ne surely e accornpn-
nied by revelations. When Christ
first camne His coming was heralded
by angels, by the Spirlt of God ope-
ruting on men; Hix ministry waos
followed by revelations on the
mount, in Gethpemane, and the
Hpirit was poured out upon His fol-
lowers. A nd yet, at His first com-
ing, He appeared in humility, de-
spised by men in general. What
will not His second coming, judg-
ing from this, brimg with it? Bureiy
revelations cannot cense as ljong as
God has promired to send His Son
in glory to visit this euarth and its
inhabitunts. Preparations on the
earth are necessary for such an
event, preparations that no wan enn
mike without the aid of Diviue rev-
elutions.

Duriug the ages paat God hag tried
the human race In every respect.
The patriarchal dispensation ended
In a corruption which even the de-
luge could not ¢heck., The Mosaic
dispensation ended in the rejection
und dispersion of the covenant peo-

le. The Quspel Jispensation ended

u the apostuey of the apostolie
churches wnd the reign of A ntichirist.
But God is prepared to gain the vig-
tory yet. He promised im the ond of
time to esta hlish that kingdom which
shall stand forever, never to be over-
thrown, nod hence the npecessity of
contipuous revelation,
DIFFICULTIES IN ASCERTAINING

THE MEANING OF T'HE
SORIPTURES.

In cousidering the question
whether the Bible is sufficient for
the guidance of men tu.alvation, it
becomes n matter of great import-
ance to pscertdin whether the lan-
guage employed by the savred writ-
ers is pufficiently clear to he under-
stood, in all main pointe at least. 1f
the Spirit of God, in dirceting the
compusition of the bLooks of thie
Bibije, iutended to make these books
n code of dlvine laws whereby fur-
ther revelntion should be rendered
superfluous, we may reasonably ex-
pect to find in the Bible a clear lan-
gunge conveyiog the lleas in n
mnnnet to be easily uaderstood hy
the enruest reader. We may expect
to find no aisbiguity, no indistinet-
ness.

Humun laws are written with the
greatest possible eare.  Lonwmalers
aim at clearne-s, seving that this is
indispensable when laws are made
ror Is)w guldance of the gitizen.
Yet with ul) pussible care jn fratuing
laws, it has been.found thal no law
ever was framed, however carefully
worded, thnt could not be construed
in more than one wny. Hence the
necessity of 8 supreme court to
which all cases can he appedled, the
meaning of nny disputed paragraph
of the law authoritatively given.

No human law would ever be af,

complete guidance for- the citizens
without sudgh & supreme court.

Now, the question is simply this:
s the Bible clear enough so that it
nntloubtedly ean be undermtood in
only oue way? If it be. then there
muy Dot be uny need for the “‘su-

mmeaning, singe this is in no instance
doubtiul. Butif the Bible is notclear
suough; if it is so worded that, in
miany instances, the pane passige
iy Le understood in more than one
way, then further revelition is nec-
essary io order to setlle these points.
If every pursage of the Bible does
nol ¢onvey only nne menning,- and
this unmistakeably;if wnny passages
ean be, and have been, construed in
various ways, anod 1 bivinu reveli-
tion be abolished, then weo e ex-
uetly in this position: We have a
code of laws and a collection uf doe-
trines; but for the right understand-
ing of those luws and doctrinea we
are euntirely at the merey of the
sagacity or the stupidity ©f the (theo-
logical) lawyers with wbom we hup-
pen to be conoected. There, s, then
no appenl, no autbortty, no certain-
ty. *
Let us honestly consider some of
the facts in the case, without sbrink-
ing from the inevit Lle cunelusion.
Firat, we are met by the sad fact
that inankind has not yet been able
to declde exactly how many and
wideh of the ancient books really
belong to the Bible. The Protestant
churches now ucceptsixty-five books
in all, viz., thirty-eight in the Old
Testament and twenty-seven in the
New. But Luther was not quite
certain about the canouiclty of all
of the twenly-seven books of the
New Testament. The Revelation of
John was always suspieious to him,

'because he did not understand it,

and the Epistleof James, he thought'
wns more fit to be hurned than to be
reatd. As to the buoks of the Old
Teslament, a much Iater nnd better
informed critic¢, Michaelis, has pro-
posed to execlude the two books of
Chronicvles from the capon, while
others have had their grove donhts
concerning the dHSong of Bongs.
But the Catholic ehureh, Bo fur
from hetug disposed to dJimin-
jsh the oumber of hooks, has
added nll those which by Protestants
have been called apocrypbal. The
whole apoeryphal collectivn was
by the Couneil of Trent, 1545, de-
clured to be holy Beripture, and the
eouncil Jdid so witl some antiguity
in support of the deeision too. For
the book of Baruch 1s quoted ad can-
vnical by Onrngen, Alhanasius, Cyril
and Epihanoius. Tabith, Judith,
Wisdom of Bolowon, Kccleglasticus
ubu two Maccabees sre quoted as
cabnouical by the great Augustime.
W hether, then, the Bible should
consist of seventy-nine houks {(in-
eluding the fourteen apoerypha) or
of sixty-five, or of only sixty-vne,
excluding the two Chronicles and
James und the Revelation,, is
yel u  question awaiting  Its
final decigion, And it would seem’
but reasonable not to abolish the
immediate rovelatlons {from God
until this prohlem has been sutisfne-
torily solved.

Becondly, accepting nny of the
nbove mentivned books as canont-
cal, u great difficulty presents itself
in determining the precise text.
What the lirst authors wrote is in
some cases impossible to determine,
La:t #t be: remembered that our pres-
ent Bibles, with their divisious of

'THE DESERET WEEKLY.

chapters and verses, are by no
meands exactly such as the first
authors left them. Much is the
work of upinepired man - The
original manuscripts were copied in
pumerour editions, and it wne al-
ways possible 1o copying w drep
a letter, to misspell o word, to
leave out . word, ete. Trausiations
ang paraphirases have been 1ade.
These were nut always correct in
every particular. Iu the cuse of the
014 Testament the original authurs
did not writp the vowels, but only
the consouants. It was the work of
later men to {nsert all the vowels,
but whether these Jater men in all
ingtaneces, er even in most, inserted
the right vawels is another open
guestion. Atall events, il it were
pusgible to  prove that all the
consonants of the Old Testament
are idienticnl with those writteo hy
the origlnal authors, and therefore
inepired, yetnll the vowels, which
areadded’ many years afterwuards by
uninepired men, cannot be proved
to he of divine origin or sueh as God
oviginully intended them to be.

A few instances may be quoted to
ilustrute the nature of sueb ensily
recogpized changes ns the sacred
text has suffered. In Jonah i: 9,
the Prophet saye: “1 ama Hebraw >
where the original reading probably
was (as the Septuagint has it): “I
am a servant of Jehevah.” The
difference ia hetween fvri, Hebrew,
nmd fvdi, the servant of Jehovah.
In 1 Per iit 8, it will always be
dubisus whether the correct reading
is: -¢If ye have tasted that the Lori
18 grucious,” or ¢that the Lord is
Ohrist.?- The fuect is that both thege
wurds were someties written with
the Jetters Chs, standing both fo.
Chrisiva apd (Mrestus, gracivus. In
Geunesia §: 8, the words: ““God saw
that it wns good?? is wanting at the
end of the second day’s creation,
but it is found in verse 10, ln the
miildle of the third day’s work, in-
dicating a transpusition, Bometimea
verses have been udded hy later
copyists. Suech varjations amount
to many thousumds in all, leaving
the present text very far from satis-
factory in its detuils.

Theologiane, in ndmitting this,
aa they are compellcd to do by the
fucts, generally smooth the disagree.
nble impression over with the assur-
ance that none of ull these varia-
tions in the text affect the meaning
in the least degree. ““The most in-
ageurate text ever written,”’ they
say, ‘“‘Jeaves the truths of Beripture
substantinlly unchanged.’”” But this
is evidently said more tor the suke

of the effect than for the
sake of truth. For the thevlogiaps
tliemselves  aftways  iosist oo

the very letter of the text. The little
words “*this is”’ weresufficient in the
quibble between Luther und Calvin
to cut the Protestantic body in twe
halves, enclh wishing to roast the
other in hell, Yes, the theologians
Luild doctrines not only on words
but on forms of words, discriminate

'fng between the meaning of the

saue words when uged in this form
or the olher. Inn text where words
are so important, it ia ridicuious to
gay that wnny thousand varia-
tions are of no importance. And
besides, sinee we know there are



