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PREFACE

THE Introductory Chapter presents generally the
plan of this work. The following indicates the
occasion and purpose of its production. Observers
in late years have known that multitudes, classified
in Christian categories, have suffered loss of faith
in the Bible. To them the Bible has ceased to be
the Word of God — ceased to be the record in hu-
man language of revelations of God to man of His
love, law, and economy of grace. Its counsels
are no longer to them regulative authority in
matters of religion and spiritual life. On the
contrary, the Bible has become to them mere litera-
ture, the product solely of human thought, with no
element whatever of divineness in its production.
Embraced in this class are many in the Christian
ministry, in educational work, and in the laity of
the churches.

The inception and spread of this new disbelief
in the Bible synchronizes with the advent and
spread of a new attack on the Bible. The attack
flatly denies the miracle and supernatural inherent
in the Bible record from Genesis to Revelation.
This attack is championed by devotees of what is
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known as advanced (sometimes called destructive)
Higher Criticism of the Bible, As disclosed by
their literature the attack has its base in supposi-
tion of natural evolution in human history and the
world. A concrete statement of the attack is made
by a foremost leader of these critics—A. Kuenen,
Professor of Theology in Leyden. We quote his
statement: “ So soon as we derive a separate part
of Israel's religious life directly from God, and
allow the supernatural or immediate revelation to
intervene in even one single point, so long also our
view of the whole continues to be incorrect. . . . It
is the supposition [italics ours] of a natural de-
velopment alone which accounts for all the phe-
nomena.”

The contention of these advanced critics 1is
hased, also, on the presupposition that miracles
are impossible, and therefore cannot be the basis
of history; hence they should be expunged from
the Bible. The reasons assigned for such denial
proceed on the Bible conception of miracle and
assert: (a) miracle is irrational; (D) miracle is
not God's way of working in the world; and (¢)
miracles cannot be proved to be true. Analytical
consideration of the three propositions shows that

*Prophets and Prophecy in Israel (1877), p. 4.

Preface vii

the first two are dependent on the third; for, mir-
acles being provable, then (b) miracle is one \va?'
of God's working in the world; and (@) God's
working in the world is not irrational. The pro-
position that miracles are not provable is evidently
the basis of such disbelief and denial. To counter-
act these attacks upon the Bible; to show that
due employment of the rules, tests, and ordeals of
the proper science (that of jurisprudence) upo‘n
the Bible record will demonstrate that there 1s
within human control competent evidence, ample
and adequate when duly dealt with, to prove the
Bible record of miracles true and a verity, to dis-
prove the contention of the negators, and to vindi-
cate the truthfulness of thé Bible, were the pur-
poses for which the work was undertaken. Th
result is herewith presented.

The value of jural science to religion has not,
we venture to suggest, been adequately appre-
hended. After showing the capacity of that science
in proving miracles to be verities, we have set forth
to some extent its capacity in simplifying difficult
and perplexing questions in religious matters, and
in solving serious problems in theology and cog-
nate questions. The value of that science in such
inquiries may be seen, also, when, by its due em-
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ployment on the Bible record, it ascertains rational
certainties and provides for faith foundations of
fact and verity.

It is proper to state to the reader that our use
of italics in Scripture quotations is for emphasis —
not as indicating words supplied by translation in
our English version. If the literary cast of the
book in any part shall seem to any reader to par-
take of the nature of a brief for the truthfulness
of the Scriptures, or a brief against opponents who
charge God with unrighteousness, it may be sug-
gested in reply, that a lawyer’s brief seems an ap-
propriate method of complying with the Scripture
exhortation to “contend earnestly for the faith
which was once for all delivered unto the saints.”

Francis J. Laus.
MabrsoN, WiscoxNsIN, June 2, 1909.
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ERRATA

Page 38, note. For Apple Gate read Applegate.

126, line 12 from pottom. For presented, read pre-
served.

156, lines 6 and 10. Omit BishoD.

204, note. Add Bx. 33:17; 84:5-T.

218, line 6 from pbottom. For One, read Yet one.

296, line 12. For irrupted, read erupted.

299, line 4. For sands, read dust.

241, line 6 from pottom. Omit and devils.

942, line 1. Omil 10:17.

302, line § from bottom. For Holy Spirit, read
an angel of God.

803, line 9 trom pottom. Ditto.

328, note, line 3 from bottom. For John himself,
read Jesus himself.



Miracle and Science

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTORY —PROBLEMS STATED

“ Come, let us reason together, saith the Lord.”
Isatah 1:18,

TrE Bible embraces sixty-six Ancient Docu-
‘ments. They record more than two hundred mira-
cles. One has truly said:

“We can discuss Christianity to a certain dis-
tance without accepting its alleged miracles as true;
but we cannot discuss it at all, without accepting
them as a part of the system. If we leave them out
of it we shall not be discussing Christianity but
some figment of our own.”

| MIRACLE DEFINED—PREGNANT QUESTIONS
./ The Bible presents miracle as: A wonderful,

 §\supernatural, and superhuman transaction wrought

’by the special fiat of Deity; a transaction possible

) to Deity alone (John 3:2; Acts 3:22). The Bible

{ also presents miracles as integral and constituent in
4 . .
. God’s economy of grace and revelation — his moral

i
{ government of men. This estimate which the Bible

¥
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itself puts upon miracles has been the faith of Chris-
tians from the beginning. Opponents of Christianity
have from ancient times denied the miracles. But
the strange anomaly * has appeared, in late years,
of great numbers in all walks of life who, while
still adhering to the Christian Church, question,
disparage, or deny the verity of the Bible record of
miracles. These conditions are forcing to the front
in the religious world such radical questions as these:
Are the alleged Bible miracles verities? Is there
competent evidence within human control adequate
to prove the alleged miracles true? Are miracles
integral and constituent in God’s economy of grace
and revelation? Is miracle made the testimony of
God? Do miracles have any function in theology,
the science of religion? Can man have rational
certainty that purported revelation is really such
unless verified by objective evidence which Deity
alone can produce, i.e. supernatural evidence, which
at the same time is evidence man by his normal
powers can scrutinize, test, and know to be verity?

TESTING MIRACLES BY SCIENCE

Literature on the Bible miracles is abundant; but
after extended inquiry we do not find that any

1 Anomaly examined in Chapter VII.
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work has yet been published that employs the tests

- of science, or the scientific method, in examining

the miracles or in attempting to solve the above
and cognate questions.

These conditions justify, if they do not demand,
renewed examination of the subject in the ligh? of
applied science. This will deal with old doctrines
long adhered to; but if the use of tests and meth-
ods science has established for ascertaining truth
and fact in regard to those questions shall yield
more accurate conceptions of doctrines regarding
“miracles and more rational foundations upon which
the doctrines stand, the result may well justify the
labor. We propose such examination. It may lead
into new paths and lines of inquiry, and the cafltifm
of Professor Simon Greenleaf, eminent as a jurist
and authority on evidence, on a related inquiry
made some years ago, may be renewed here:

“ Tt is essential to the discovery of truth that we
bring to the investigation a mmd free from :jtlll
pride of opinion—open to convxct1.on—n‘ot host.1 e
to the truth sought for, willing to investigate with
candor, to impartially weigh the argun‘{ents .amd
evidence, follow the truth wherever tl.le investiga-
tion leads us and acquiesce in the judgment of

right reason.”
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DENIALS OF MIRACLES

Often, perhaps generally, negators base their
contention on the ground that science shows or
scientists declare that as nature is constituted mir-
acle is impossible. This contention of negators
overlooks the relation nature sustains to powers
outside of or over and above nature. This rela-
tion and its consequences on this question have

been lately well and briefly stated by a scientist of
more than national fame:

“The best definition of nature is that which con-
ceives of it simply as the system of causally con-
nected sequences of the universe. Thus conceived,
the free wills both of man and the Creator are
forces outside of nature having the mysterious
power of piercing the joints of this harness of cau-
sally connected sequences, and modifying the re-
sults according to an intelligent purpose. Man by
his volition brings about new and unexplainable
combinations of natural forces. To a limited ex-
tent he changes the face of nature. He forms com-
binations that are new, and produces results which
are extranatural. Nature herself would never pro-

duce a house, or build a railroad, or develop do-
mestic plants and animals.” !

1 G, Frederick Wright, Scientific Confirmations of Old

Testament History, pp. 84, 85; see, too, Bushnell, Nature
and the Supernatural.
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If one admits the existence of God as in any in-
telligible sense the upholder of all things, there is
no ground on which one can consistently say that
miracle is impossible. Evolutionists who believe
in the existence of God admit that the origin of
life is to be attributed to interposition by him: this
admits all that is necessary to establish the possi-
bility of miracle, for such intervention is what mir-
acle is defined to be.

Atheistic evolutionists use their theory to dis-
pense altogether with God in the universe. While
nature may be to some extent so explained as to
show development from lower to higher forms,
there are gulfs which evolution cannot bridge. In
this view, evolution declares that the forces now
operating are the same as in all ages. But, that
being true, spontaneous generation of life does not
now occur; and so no presumption can be allowed
that it ever did. It follows, inevitably, that there
is a break in the chain of evolutionary continuity
that requires for the production of life such an in-
tervention as miracle is. In short the appearance
of life is a miracle, so far as evolution is concerned,
as really as any of the mighty works wrought by
Jesus are miracles. Hence evolutionists of the

Introductory — Problems Stated v

Atheistical School cannot consistently or rationally
maintain the position that miracles are impossible.!

Science, briefly stated, is “ knowledge obtained
by exhaustive investigation, and that knowledge
systematized.” We have as many sciences as sub-
jects o dealt with. It follows that the science to
be employed in investigating any subject must be
adapted to the matter to be investigated. A ques-
tion in astronomy could not be tested by the sci-
ence of botany, nor a question in grammar by
the science of chemistry. The Bible comes to
men purporting to be evidence. Every written or
printed document purports to be evidence of its
contents. Jurisprudence is the science that deals
especially ‘{xfitfi"'é»"iciénce; and by its rules, tests,
and standards, and maxims which the sagacity and
experience of ages have established as the just
means of discriminating truth from error,® it de-
termines the competency of what is proposed as
evidence, and through evidence ascertains and
establishes fact and verity. Obviously, jurispru-
dence is the appropriate science for testingw‘t‘he
verity of the Bible record of miracles. But juris-
prudence, in common with other sciences, has its

data, rules, tests, and standards.

! Ree W. M. Taylor, Miracles of our Saviour, pp. 19-21,
*A. P. Will, Circumstantial Evidence, p. 2.
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A statement of the more important of thegse
rules and methods is necessary, to enable the
'reader to appreciate their application in the exam-
nation of the evidence of miracles here proposed
Whatexj'er in fact produces belief is evidence, Evi-.
dence is what produces belief. This fact is pri-
m.ary, fundamental. Jural science and legislation
w1t.hin the last one hundred years, acting on this
basic truth, have very greatly liberalized rules and
standards of competency of evidence. These will
be noticed later.

Evidence is power. Evidence produces results,
In connection with correct reasoning, evidence
I.Jroduces knowledge. But, like every power sub-
Ject to man, that which may be evidence must be
controlled and applied in the elucidation of truth
or fact by appropriate means, in order that it ma

produce its just effect. The power of steam tZ
be available, must he confined by the rigid cyh'n’der
and applied to the work by the moving piston
The primitive power of the ox, to he :vailable.
f!lust be controlled and applied to the load by the,
indispensable yoke,
The power of evidence is addressed to the intel-
.lect; hence the instrument that controls and applies
it in administering jural science must be adapted
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to that condition. That instrument in this science
in evolving truth or fact from evidence is desig-
nated ‘““the issue.” It defines the precise question
in dispute.?

In administering jural science, consideration is
given to all allegations of contestants, and what-
ever is alleged by one party and not denied by op-
ponent is deemed admitted. On ascertaining on
what a controversy between disputants hinges,
jurisprudence requires that contention to be stated
as a proposition, affirmed by one party, denied by
opponent, and constitutes that “the issue.” By
thus precisely defining the exact question in dis-
pute, “the issue” not only gives each party full
intelligent opportunity to produce his evidence,
but “the issue” controls and excludes or applies
what is proposed as evidence; for only matters
that are relevant to the “ issue,” that will help to get
at the truth of the precise question in dispute, can
be evidence. This is a cardinal doctrine of jural

science.?
This employment of “the issue” is seen con-
stantly in litigation in courts of justice, where

i1 Gould’s Pleading, 196; Seller o. Jenkins, 97 Ind.

438,
22 Greenleaf on Ev. sec. 3.
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results of trial are formally announced and com-
pulsorily enforced. But the issue ”” a5 a jural in-
ftrt.lment 1S as old as the Bible, from which
Jurisprudence may have derived it,

ILLUST “
STRATIONS OF “‘ 1SSUE ¥ —SOLVING QUESTIONS

The use of “the issye is not limited to com-
Pulsory litigation in courts. It is available for try-
n?g and deciding any and all contentions between
disputants when truth or fact is to be ascertained
and established through evidence. Abraham Lin-
coln.’s use of this instrument of jural science in his
oration at Cooper Institute, 1860, may illustrate

In the heat of political strife over slavery t.he
South, appealing to Washington’s warning ag;inst
local prejudice, charged the dominant party of the
I\.Iorth with sectionalism. Mr, Lincoln in public
fhs?ourse employed this part of the machinery of
jurisprudence, the ¢ issue,” to test and try the
charge, Identifying himself with that party at the
North, and addressing the ~South, he said:

“You Say we are sectional. We deny it. That
makes an 1ssue, and the burden of proof is on you
;(;ou produce your proof and what is it? \}gfhy
ge:: I;);Jr party has no existence in your section;
gets votes in your section. The fact is substan-

Y true, but does it prove the issue? If it does,
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then, if we should without change of principle be-
gin to get votes in your section, we should thereby
cease to be sectional. You cannot escape this con-
clusion; and yet are you willing to abide by it?
If you are, you will probably soon find we have

ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in
your section this very year. You will then begin
to discover, as the truth is, that your proof does

not touch the issue.”

Mr. Lincoln by the use of this machinery of jural
science took the disputed question out from the
indeterminate sphere of mere argument or debate
and, carrying it forward, advanced it to “issue,”
test, and the ordeal of trial and judgment, as con-
clusively to the public—all honest minds—those
who were affected by it and who constituted the
tribunal—as though the decision had been an-
nounced by a court in formal session.

DIVINE EMPLOYMENT OF “ I1SSUE”’

Speaking reverently, we shall see later that when
the deity of Jesus was in dispute, he not only
recognized, but insisted on, the use of * the issue ”
in the rational examination of evidence, in proving
his divinity in dealing with the palsied man at Ca-
pernaum. Also, we shall see that Jehovah or-
dained and employed ‘“the issue” in proving his
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exi
xistence and supremacy as facts at the Exodus

Again, when the existence and supremacy of God
were denied by worshipers of Baal at Carmel, God
especially ordained the use of “the issue”’ a
formulated by Elijah for trial by evidence throualj
altar sacrifice and fire from heaven whereb GZd
could and did prove openly to the physical };ens
of mo'n his existence and supremacy. -
Elijah’s prayer in immediate connection with the
acfual production of that evidence demonstrat
this. The prayer is: Lord God of Abraham Isaaes
and Israel, let it be known this day (1) thz’lt th .
art God in Israel, (2) that I am thy servant atolz
(8) that I have done all these things at thy \:VOI‘d

« ...
. A gﬁroposxtxon of fact is proved when supported
y sufficient and satisfactor, i
» ctory evidence—which is
’lc1 nat a.mo'unt of Proof which ordinarily satisfies a;
Wﬁzrudlc;d mm'd beyond a reasonable doubt
we have this degree of evidence it is unre '
sonable to require more. -
‘ [P
- If ;tl is suoh [evidence] as usually satisfies
) i:o:lall e min in matters of ordinary transactions
any skeptic has a right t i i
! . ght to require, for it is
y such evidence alone that our rights are deter-

mined in civil tri
m te}fl in civil trxounals; and on no other evidence
ey proceed in capital cases.” ?

! Greenleaf, Test. of the Evang. sec. 41
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EVIDENCE—FUN CTION——’OPERATION

What may be termed the philosophy of the oper-
ation and use of evidence should be noted among
these preliminary matters. A late writer describes
this as follows:

« Evidence is always a relative term. It signifies
a relation between two facts, the factum proban-
dum or the proposition to be established, and the
factum probans or material evidencing the propo-
sition. :

« The former [the proposition to be established]
is what one party affirms and the other denies. . ..
The latter, the evidentiary fact, is brought forward
as a reality for the purpose of convincing the tri-
bunal that the former is also a reality. No correct
and sure comprehension of the nature of any evi-
dential question can ever be had unless this double
or relative aspect of it is distinctly pictured. On
each occasion the questions must be asked: What
is the proposition to be proved? What is the evi-
dentiary fact offered to prove it?

« part of the confusion which is often found
arises from the circumstance that each evidentiary
fact may in turn become a proposition to be proved
until some ultimate evidentiary fact is reached.

« For example, to prove the proposition that a
murder was committed by John Doe, the eviden-
tiary fact may be offered, that John Doe left the
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victim’s house shortly after the murder; to prove
this in turn, as a proposition, the evidentiary fact
may be offered that John Doe’s shoes fit the track
left near the house by the murderer; and this again
as a proposition may be evidenced by the statement
of a witness on the stand who has placed the shoes
in the tracks. Here each evidentiary fact in its
turn, becomes a proposition requiring the marshall-
ing of new evidentiary facts more or fewer accord-
ing to its complexity.”

“In a case of burglary, the thief had gained ad-
mittance to the house by means of a knife, the
blade broken in the attempt and part of the blade
left in the window frame; the broken knife was
found in the pocket of the prisoner and corre-
sponded exactly with the fragment left in the win-
dow frame. In another case identification was
established by the correspondence of the wadding
of the fire arms of the prisoner with a part of a
torn letter found in his possession—and in another
case on the Northern Circuit when a man had been
shot by a bullet the wadding of the pistol which
stuck in the wound was found to be a part of a
ballad which corresponded with another part found
in the pocket of the prisoner.” ?

Other rules, tests, and standards of jural science
may be noted as occasion for their use arises.

1 Wigmore on Ev, sec. 2. 2 Jbid. seec. 149,

CHAPTER II

AMINED BY
ERITY OF MIRACLES EX
v JUDIC1AL STANDARDS

¢h is good.”

; st that whi
« prove all things; hold fa 2L

SectioN 1

Are the reported Bible miracles verities? This

is a question of fact. Questions of fact are solved

by evidence.

Hence the question may 1
Are there facts or matters within human con:cro ,
which, tested by the rules and standards of jural

stitute evidence that proves the
in seeking

be narrowed to this:

science, will con
alleged miracles verities? We propose, cekin
an intelligent, rational answer to the question, 1o

examine a prominent and representative instance.

This we propose to do by the same tests, rules, and

s of jural science by which the greatest,

rinciple
y : honor, char-

the most serious issues of life, liberty,
acter, and property are determined between man
3

and man in courts of justice in the administration

of the science of jurisprudence.
The raising of Lazarus from death t

sufficiently important and representative for this

o life seems
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purpose. We therefore propose here examination
of that alleged miracle by the method, rules, and
tests of that science in seeking an answer to this
question: Is there now competent, relevant, admis-
sible evidence within human control which, tested
by jural science as administered in courts of jus-
tice, establishes rationally, as verity, the alleged
miracle of raising Lazarus from death to life?

The question brings to mind the famous chal-
lenge of David Hume, that “no amount of human
testimony can prove a miracle.”

This challenge of Hume has constituted a fa-
mous maxim of skeptics ever since it was an-
nounced. Hume’s assertion has been met suf-
ficiently by argument,® but we are not aware that
the challenge has ever been brought to the ordeal
of actual issue, test, and trial. Hume’s proposition
seems to furnish the means for such ordeal, and
gives opportunity for using the issue by the rules
and standards—the instrumentalities in constant
use—in administering jural science in courts of
justice, to ascertain: First and especially, whether
such evidence amenable to human control exists,

1Lord Brougham, Discourse on Nat. Theol. (Ed. 1825),
note 5, pp. 210-214; Trench, Miracles, p. 60; Hopkins,
Lowell Lectures, pp. 81-40; Taylor, Miracles of our Sa-
viour, p. 11.
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which, when duly considered, establishes the verity
of the miracle; secondly and only inc1denta113.f,
whether such proof can be made by human testi-

mony.
ISSUE AND ORDEAL

We therefore propose here such ordeal. as fur-
nishing rational opportunity for examining and
testing by established and approved methods of
ccience the principal question; viz. Regarded from
the standpoint of science, rigorously, f‘ightfully,
and impartially applied, is that alleged miracle fact
—is it verity? Hume's challenge is:

« Now a miracle is a violation of the laws of na-
ture; and as firm and unalterable experience has

established these laws, the proof against a miracle,
from the very nature of the fact, is as ample as any

argument from experience can possibly be ima;lg—
ined ; and if so it is an undeniable consequence that
it cannot be surmounted by any proof whatever de-
rived from human testimony.”?

Mr. Hume's contention is universal against all
miracles, excludes none, includes those recorded in

the Bible, and embraces that of raising Lazarus

from death to life. -
Divested of any petitio principit and argumenta-

1 Hume’s Works (Ed. 1809), p. 120,
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tive portions, and limiting it to the miracle of rais-
ing Lazarus from death, Mr. Hume’s proposition is:

“ A miracle [namely, that alleged of raising Laz-
arus from death to life, described in the Gospel of
John, chapter 11] is a violation of the laws of na-
ture; and as firm and unalterable experience has
established these laws, the proof against [the] mir-
acle . . . . cannot be surmounted by any proof
whatever, derived from human testimony.”

Believing Christians deny the proposition. That
makes an issue. It is an issue of fact to be deter-
mined by competent testimony, examined by rules,
tests, and standards of jural science and evidence
as administered in courts of justice.

The narratives left by the Evangelists of matters
occurring within the personal knowledge of the
recorders and persons named may be brought to
the tests to which other like class of evidence is
subjected in human tribunals—courts of justice—
to ascertain their competency, relevancy, and ad-
missibility as evidence on this issue.

The importance of the facts testified to and
their relation to a miracle can make no difference
in the principle or mode of determining their ad-
missibility as evidence or the mode of weighing it.
Tt is still the evidence of matters of fact capable of
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being known and related as well by one man as an-
other.

“ If the testimony of the Evangelist, supposing 1t
to be relevant and material to the issue in a ques-
tion of property or personal right, between man
and man, in a court of justice, ought to be believed
and have weight, then upon the like principles it
ought to receive our entire credit here.” *

That standard of Professor Greenleaf for test-
ing the competency and admissibility of the Bible
documents as evidence is simple, plain, and read-
ily apprehended. It has our approval, and we
propose to examine the competency of those docu-
ments as evidence when tested by that standard
as it is established by the rules, principles, and
maxims of jural science as administered in courts

of justice.

COMPETENCE OF EVIDENCE GENERALLY

The rules and standards of jural science which
determine the competency and admissibility of
what is offered as evidence are the maxims which
the sagacity and experience of ages in the admin-

" istration of that science in courts of justice have

established as the true means of discriminating

truth from error. An important fact in regard to
1 Greenleaf, Test. of the Evang. sec. 3.

LS
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some of those rules as now administered deserves
notice in this connection.

Jural science in the department of evidence has
within the last one hundred years been rescued
from some imperfections of some of its rules by
improvement, especially of rules controlling the
competency and admissibility of evidence.

Radically speaking, whatever influences one’s
mind for or against a proposition is evidence. It
may be faint or cogent in its operation on the
mind or judging faculty; that is a matter of de-
gree. But if it operates “in any degree” to im-
press the mind with a conviction that the proposi-
tion is true or that it is not true, it is evidence.

We quote to this proposition the doctrine laid
down by jurists of deserved fame and authority in
both Europe and America. Justice Edward Liv-
ingston, in his work on “ Code of Evidence,” says:

“Ultimately the whole machinery of Jurispru-
dence, in all its branches, is contrived for the pur-
pose of enabling the judging power to determine
on the truth or falsehood of every litigated propo-
sition. This is done by hearing and examining
evidence; that is to say, hearing and examining
evervthing that will contribute to bring the mind
to the determination required.

“If we refuse to hear what will in any degree
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produce this effect, we must determine.on imper-
fect evidence; and in proportion to the 1mportanc-e
of the matter thus refused to be h.eard must evi-
dently be the chance of making an incorrect rather
than a correct determination.” *

The English jurist, William Wills, on t.he ﬁrs,t’
page of his work on ¢ Circumstantial Evidence,
says:

“ Every conclusion of the judgfnent Wl'latevecrl
may be its subject is the result of evxdence—-.a wor
which is applied to denote the means l?y v.vhmh any
alleged matter of fact the truth of wh1c‘h is subr?t-
ted to investigation is established or disproved.

Greenleaf, in the first section of his great work

on Evidence, says:

«“ The word evidence, in legal acceptation, in-
cludes all the means by which any alleged .mattef' off
fact, the truth of which is submitted to investiga-

tion, is established or disproved.”

In former times jural science had by artificial
rules excluded many classes and kinds of evidence
as irrelevant, immaterial, or otherwise improper.
For example, the testimony of a party' and jchat of
any witness having the least pecumary interest
in the subject of litigation were excluded.

But extended experience had demonstrated that

11 Code of Ev. (1823), D. 421,
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such rules, artificially made at first to protect suit-
ors from possibly false testimony, became in num-
berless cases a fatal barrier, which excluded the
only real evidence by which the truth could be as-
certained, and thus defeated the very fundamental
function of jural science; namely, the elucidation
of truth and fact from evidence.

Decisions of the Supreme Court of Georgia may
illustrate this:

“The judges both in England and in this
country are struggling constantly to open the
door — aye to take it off the hinges to let in all
facts calculated to affect the minds of the jury in
arriving at a correct conclusion. . . . Truth, common
sense and enlightened reason alike demand the
abolition of all those artificial rules which shut out
any fact from the jury however remotely relevant
or from whatever source derived which could as-
sist them in coming to a satisfactory verdict. . . .
This court stands pledged by its past history for
the abolition to the extent of its power of all ex-
clusionary rules which shut out from the jury facts
which may serve directly or remotely to reflect light
upon the transaction upon which they are called
upon to pass. For one case gained by improper
proof, ninety-nine have been lost or improperly
found on account of the parties being precluded by
artificial rules from submitting all the facts to the
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tribunal to which is committed the decision of the
cause. Verdicts . . . will never speak the truth.. ..
until the door is thrown wide open to al% facts. c.al-
culated to assist in the slightest manner in arriving
at a correct conclusion in the pending contro-

versy.” *

Such miscarriage of justice, and consequent re-
proach of jurisprudence, called for and secured re-
form. As formulated by Bentham, the.: r.ef.o.rmers
proposed, as the perfect rule of admissibility of
evidence, the following: “ In the character of ob-
jection to competency no objection ought to be al-

lowed.” 2

Changes of the old rule in the line 'of that pro-
posed standard have been made by leglslattfres. and
courts as experience and observation have .Jushﬁed,
until now, by such advance in jural science, all
matters productive of belief and conviction as 10
the truth or falsity of a question in dispute are
admitted. Parties may testify in their own .behal.f,
and no one is excluded because of his relau'onshlp
to a party or because of interest in the subject of
litigation.

* Jobnson v. State, 14 Ga. 61; Haynes v. State, 17 Ga.

484,
: Bentham, Rationale of Judicial Ev. (1827), vol. i.

p. 3.
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The wisdom of such advance in liberalizing rules
for the admission of evidence in jural science has
been demonstrated, and the liberal rules justified,
by actual experience and discriminating observa-
tion; they have been established for all courts and
tribunals of the United States and Great Britain
and in enlightened courts generally. It is evident
that in jural science liberality in admitting evi-
dence, instead of restriction, is henceforth destined
not only to continue but to prevail more and more.

Coming now to the issue, the rule of evidence
called into operation is: “On each occasion the
q.u‘estions must be asked: [1] What is the propo-
sition to be established? [2] What is the eviden-
tiary fact (or facts) offered to prove it?”’* To
these two questions, in the case of Lazarus, the re-
sponses are:

1. The principal proposition to be established
is, that by competent testimony the miracle can be
and is proved, ie. that “Lazarus was raised from
death to life.”

Before stating the evidentiary facts to be offered
to prove the “ principal proposition,” it seems neces-
sary to note again the rule of evidence; namely,
that “ evidentiary facts may in the process of il;— |

*1 Wigmore on Ev. sec, 2.
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vestigation become themselves * principal facts”
to be established by other evidentiary facts until
some ultimate evidentiary fact is reached. Here
the principal proposition, the miracle of raising
Lazarus from death, will be proved if the following
evidentiary facts are established: (1) that the dead
body of Lazarus was in a tomb in which it had lain
four days; (?) that Jesus, at the open door of the
tomb, said, “ Lazarus, come forth,” and immediate-
ly Lazarus came forth from the tomb alive and con-
tinued alive. But each of such facts evidentiary
as related to the principal fact becomes a proposi-
tion proper to be proved by other evidentiary facts.
2. The answer to the second question, viz. the
evidentiary facts to be produced to establish the
principal proposition if found admissible, will be
such portions of the Gospel of John as describe
facts that are relevant and material—the separate
items of fact—the facts described by the language.
Bringing the issue now to trial, we offer, as evi-
dence to maintain the issue on behalf of believing
Christians, the Gospel of John, especially parts of
John (chap. 11) relevant and material to the issue.
John does not say in words, A miracle was wrought,
but he sets down the facts — facts which, if compe-
tent, constitute the transaction a miracle.
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OPPONENTS’ OBJECTIONS EXAMINED

We here recognize the fact that all opponents in
the contention here at issue have jural right to ob-
ject to the proposed evidence, on the ground that
it is unsworn or uncertified or is incompetent or
immaterial—in short, on any and every rational
ground. We will assume such objections are now
here interposed. We recognize that the proposed
evidence is to be held admissible only if, after full
and due consideration of the rules and principles
of jural science as administered in courts of justice,
the evidence is found competent and proper, all ob-
jections of opponents to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. If those objections are not valid, the evidence
must be received and given its due weight.

Section II

ANCIENT DOCUMENT EVIDENCE

The Gospel of John is more than thirty years
old. This brings it at once into a class of evidence
expressly recognized and provided for by jural sci-
ence, viz. the class of Ancient Documents. The
experience and sagacity of ages have established a
body of principles and law in regard to that class
of evidence, particulars of which, including reasons

Miracles Examined Judicially 7

and grounds of the rule, we now adduce to meet
any objections by negators against admitting the
Gospel of John, or any part of it, as evidence on
the issue on trial.

TESTS OF THE VALIDITY OF EVIDENCE

We recognize the rule, that ordinarily, when a
document is offered in evidence, it must first be
proved to have been executed. This proof of its
genuineness is properly made by calling living wit-
nesses, who were present and knew the execution
of the document, to testify to the fact. This pro-
cess of proving the genuineness of a document is
what is known as confirmation or sanction by the
ordinary tests of truth* DBut jural science long
ago established also other tests of the validity of
documents as evidence. After a document has been
executed, time passes, witnesses die, or are removed
beyond the reach of subpcena, or process of courts.
Hundreds of years ago, early in the establishment
of the science of jurisprudence, it was found wise
and just in experience, as well as indispensable for
securing justice in its administration, to provide for
saving the evidence of documents when death or
effectual absence of witnesses prevents sanctioning

11 Wharton on Ev, sec. 689, and cases cited.
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such documents, by the testimony of living persons
— the ordinary test of truth,

That great jurist, Lord Mansfield, in a brief but
pregnant decision, describes this feature of the law
of evidence.

A claimant of land, under an ancient will of one
Ludlam, offered an alleged copy of the will in evi-
dence, not being able to produce the original. His
opponent strenuously objected to the alleged copy.
In deciding the document was admissible as evi-
dence, Lord Mansfield said:

“‘ ’I.‘he rule is clear, 2 man by losing evidence of
his title does not lose his estate. If you cannot
prove a deed by producing it, you may produce the
counterpart; if you cannot produce the counterpart
you may produce a copy, even if you cannot prove
It as a true copy. Ifa copy cannot be produced
you may go into parol evidence.” 1 '

In this decision Lord Mansfield enforced a pri-
mary rule of competency of evidence — the ryle
that requires that the best evidence be produced.

“As long ago as the fourteenth century the
courts of England laid down the rule that a party
must bring the best evidence he can and that if he
did this, no more was required.” 2

' Ludlam’s Will, Lofft. Rep. 362
*2 Encye. of Ev, 278.
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“The effect of the rule is, that when, from the

- nature of the transaction, superior evidence may be

presumed to be within the power of the party, that
which is inferior will be excluded. But when it is
manifest that evidence of a higher degree is not
within the power of the party, that of a lower de-
gree will be received; and the general rule never
excludes the best evidence that can be produced.”*

The rule requiring the best evidence of which the
nature of the case is susceptible is only another
form of expression for the idea that when the
higher proof is lost or is unattainable the best
attainable may be given.

“The law of evidence would have a poor claim
to the praise justly bestowed upon it, if it did not
foresee and provide for such a case as this. That
rule which is the most universal, namely, that the
best evidence the nature of the case will admit shall
be produced, decides this objection; for it is only
another form of expression for the idea, that when
you have not the higher proof you may offer the
next best in your power. The case adwmits of no
better evidence than that which you possess, if the
superior proof has been lost without your fault
[italics by the Court]. The rule does not mean
that men’s rights are to be sacrificed and their prop-
erty lost because they cannot guard against events

1 Jackson v, Cullum, 2 Blackf. (Ind.) 228.
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beyon.d their control, It only means that so lon

the 'h1gher or superior evidence is within your 502
Session, or may be reached by you, you shall giv
no inferior proof in relation to it.” s

The Supreme Court of the United States, in

a late case, stated the rule in reviewing the action
of a lower court:

“The rule on the subie
?h? loss or destruction oi’ i;edzzsculgznte X[atchte tI;:f
1g1nal.] should be proved beyond all possibility
of. mistake. It only demands that a moral cer
tamnty should exist that the Court had eveer-
opportunity for examining and deciding upon t;}é

g t

EVIDENCE — ANCIENT DOCUMENT RULE

On the ground that the age of a generation
was generally thirty years, and witnesses after
maturlt?r usually did not survive beyond such 2
g.ex?erauon of thirty years, it was ordained in jy-
dicial science that the lapse of a period of thith
yea‘rs :itf'ter a document existed should be sufﬁcien}t’
to justify the legal presumption that witnesses to g
document of such age were dead or beyond the

re i
ach of the court; and it was ordained further

:Th?mas v. Thomas, 2 La. O, S. 166
?United States o, Sutter, 21 How, (U. 8.) 170, 175
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that after a document had (1) existed thirty years,
(?) been kept in proper custody, it should be an
Ancient Document, be dealt with as such when
offered in evidence; and that such age and custody
should sanction and authenticate the document
without calling witnesses to prove it. Greenleaf
states the law as follows: )
“Where these instruments are more than thirty
years old and are unblemished by any alterations,
they are said to prove themselves; the bare pro-
duction thereof is sufficient; the subscribing wit-
nesses being presumed to be dead.”? N

Later, in stating an additional rule, that required
generally the production of the identical subscrib-
ing witnesses to a deed to prove it, Greenleaf says
that there are exceptions to these rules:

“The first is, where the instrument is thirty
years old, as we have heretofore seen [ante, sec.
21], the subscribing witnesses being presumed to
be dead and other proof being presumed to be be-
yond the reach of the party. But such document
must be free from just grounds of suspicion, and
must come from the proper custody . ... and in
this case it is not necessary to call the subscribing
witnesses, though they may be living. . . .

“This exception is co-extensive with the rule

11 Greenleaf on Ev. sec. 21, and cases cited. ,aa’
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appl}.fing to ancient writings of every description
providing they have been brought from the proper,
custody and place; for the finding them in such
custody and place is a presumption that they were
honestly and fairly obtained and preserved for use
and are free from suspicion of dishonesty.” 1 ’

“ Documents found in a place and under care of
persons with whom such Papers might naturally
and reasonably be expected to be found, or in the
poss.ession of persons having an interest in them
are in precisely the custody which gives authentic-,
1ty to documents found within it. . . .

. “ So far then as concerns the admission of An-
cient Documents without direct proof of their
execution, the above rule makes four require-
ments: (a) the document must have been in exist-
ence for thirty years; (b) it must have been found
in Fhe proper custody; (¢) it must not have a sus-
picious appearance; and (d) there must be (if it
purports to convey title to land) some attendant
c1rcums.tance corroborating its genuineness — etther
possession of the land or some item of corrobora-
tion. The rule may be applied to any kind of docu-
ment.* And if the proper showing as above can be

1
o t1‘t(‘}rreen'leaf on Ev. sec. 570 and 575b ; 12 Viners Abr,
o i - Evidence A.B. 5. DL 7. cited by Ld. Ellenboroush
- in Roe », Rawlings, 7 East 291, o
Doe ». Turnbull, 5 U. C. Q. B. 129: “dny written
dgcument whatever”; Enfield v. Ellington, 67 Conn
459 ; Smucker », Penn, R. Co., Pa, 41 AtL 457; Almy zv'
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made, a copy may be used where the original is
lostt The circumstances above operate as suffi-
cient evidence, not merely of the genuineness of
signature, but also of other facts, going to consti-
tute due execution, such as the existence of a power
of attorney to make a deed.” ?

3

WRITINGS UNACKNOWLEDGED AND UNRECORDED

As further illustrating the reason of the rule, we
quote from the judgment of the Supreme Court of
Equity of New Jersey. An ancient writing pur-
porting to be a deed but unacknowledged and un-
recorded was offered in evidence and objected to,
The court held it admissible under the Ancient

Document rule of evidence, saying:

“ Such account must be given of the deed as may
reasonably be expected under all the circumstances
of the case and as will afford a presumption that
it is genuine. This definition has been approved.
‘See 2 Phil. Ev. (4th Am. Ed.) 475, note 430 by
C. & H....Neither party has shown possession;

Church, 18 R.I, 182; Aldrich v». Griffith, 66 Vt. 390:
“Phough the last requirement i not essential except for

documents dealing with land.”

1 Greene v. Proude, 1 Mod. 117; N, Y. & N. H. Ry. Co.
. Benedict, 169 Mass, 262; Briggs v. Henderson, 49 Mo.
531 ; Townsend v. Downer, 32 Vt. 183, 211,

22 Greenleaf on Ev. sec. 575¢, 16th Ed.; Robinson ».
Craig, 1 Hill, S. C. 389; King v. Little, 1 Cush, 436.



34 Miracle and Science

on the contrary both admit that the land has been
vacant for a century so that possession speaks
neither for nor against the deed. But the proofs
show that just such use has been made of it [the
document] and that just such claims have becn
made under it as would in the usual course of such
transactions among men of a very early day have
been made, had the persons dealing with it known
it to be an honest paper. It has been dealt with,
treated and preserved as an honest valid paper. ...
It should be admitted in evidence and full effect
given to 1t 2

This has been the law of evidence in administer-
ing judicial science for centuries. We find it ex-
pressly adjudged in 44 Elizabeth, a.p. 1602, in a
case cited, approved, and followed, viz. Wright <.
Sherrard, 1 Keb. 877. The court says: “An ancient
decd is good evidence without proving or seal on
it as [a case] 44 Eliz.”

Many pages might be filled with citations of
cases in which this law of evidence has been ex-
pressly enforced. We will cite a sufficient number
of decisions to show that jurists and courts of first
rank in the world, with united voice, sanction and
enforce the doctrine; to show the nature of the
documents held to be embraced in the rule; the

tHavens ». Sea Shore Land Co. 47 N. J. Eq. 3G5.
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kind of custody; that the rule embraces copies;
and the cogency and value as evidence of such
Ancient Documents, found in such custody.

The Bishop of Meath v. Marquis of Winchester
was a leading case in England, decided by Chief-
Justice Tindall, and his associates on the bench.

A simple, unsworn statement, over thirty years
old, alleged to have been used by one Dopping,
formerly Bishop, for the purpose of procuring an
opinion of counsel, was offered in evidence but
objected to. It was found in a house Dopping had
occupied when Bishop, and which his descendants
occupied after his death when the document was
found. It was a mere statement of matters affect-
ing the diocese and bishopric, but material on the
contest between the new Bishop of Meath and the
Marquis. Had it been less than thirty years old, it
would not be admissible in evidence without being
confirmed by the ordinary tests of truth, the sworn
testimony of witnesses who knew it was so used
by Dopping. But its antiquity, its preservation,
and the custody in which it was found, sanctioned
and confirmed it, and dispensed with calling wit-
nesses who knew its having been used by Dopping.
and, under the Ancient Document rule of evidence,
sufficed, instead of the sworn testimony of wit-
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nesses, otherwise requisite to make it competent
and admissible evidence.

As to the objection to the custody, and the sanc-
tion and authority claimed for the document by its
preservation, its custody, and its age, the court
said:

“ The document was found in a place in which
and in the care of persons with whom papers of
Bishop Dopping might naturally and reasonably
be expected to be found, and it is precisely the
custody which gives authenticity to documents
found within it, for it is not necessary that they
should be found in the best and most proper place
of deposit. If documents continue in such custody,
there never would be any question as to their
authenticity; but it is when the documents are
found in other than the proper place of deposit
that the investigation commences, whether it was
reasonable and natural under the circumstances in
the particular case to expect that they should have
been in the place where they are actually found;
for it is obvious that while there can be only one
place of deposit strictly and absolutely proper,
there may be various and many that are reasonable
and probable, though differing in degree; some
being more, some less; and in those cases the
proposition to be determined is whether the actual
custody is so reasonably and properly accounted
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for that it impresses the mind with the conviction
that the instrument found in such custody mtfst'be
genuine; that such is the character and descr}ptlon
of the custody which is held sufficiently genuine to
render a document admissible appears from all the

cases.” *
Tt is this defect, namely, that they do not come

from the proper or natural depository, which
shows the fabulous character of many pretended
revelations, from the “ Gospel of the Infancy” to
the “ Book of Mormon.”

Chief-Justice Holt says: “An old deed is good
evidence without any witness to swear it was exe-
cuted.” *

« Tt is an established rule which holds in the case
of every deed that if it is above thirty years old it
proves itself.” ®

Lord Chief-Justice Kenyon says: “All deeds
above thirty years old prove themselves.” ¢

The Supreme Court of the United States ap-
proves and enforces this doctrine, and has done so
again and again. In a comparatively late case
(1885) it enforced the doctrine as to persons not

1 Bishop of Meath v. Marquis of Winchester, 3 Bing.

N. 8. 183.
2Tynch v. Clarke, 3 Salk, 154
sR. v. Farrington, 2 T.R. 466, Buller, Judge.
¢« Chelsea Water Works Co. v, Cowper, 1 Bsp. 275.
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parties or privies to the document. Two deeds,
each over thirty years old, had been found shortly
before the case was tried in the lower court —
found among the files of another suit of July, 1816.
These deeds were offered in evidence and strenu-
ously objected to, but the court held them admissi-
ble under the Ancient Document rule of evideunce,
without proving their execution. The court held
that “ the record of the case [including the deeds
found in the files] was admissible against persons
not parties or privies to prove the collateral fact
of the antiquity of the original deeds offered in
evidence and ‘to account for the custody,”” citing
Barr v. Gratz, 4 Wheat. U. S, Rep. 213-220.1

ANCIENT DOCUMENT RULE APPLIES TO ALL KINDS
OF WRITINGS

“The probative value of the circumstances of
age, custody and the like as evidence of genuine-
ness exist equally for all sorts of documents.? The
rule is not confined to deeds or wills, but extends
to letters and other Ancient Documents coming
from proper custody.®* Any instrument of that age,

*Apple Qate ». Lexington Mining Co., 117 U. S. Rep.
255, 261.

*8 Wigmore on Ev. sec. 2145,

*Wyman v, Tyrwhitt, 4 B. & Ald. 376 ; see Doe v, Turn-
bull, 5 U. C. Q. B. 129

i
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whether deed or will or other instrument, proves
itself.” |

All kinds of documents of the prescribed age and
custody have been expressly adjudged competent
evidence in unnumbered instances.

We note a few as samples of what writings are
within the rule: Parish Terrier, i.e. list of tem-
poral property of a church,? lease,® marriage set-
tlement,* old plan found in hands of man who had
been town clerk,® a sequestrator’s account,® en-
tries in a Bible,? letters,® surveyor’s memorandum

indorsed on a land-warrant.?

A late and exhaustive work on Evidence devotes
a section to showing the kinds of documents that
are under the rule, and the persons in whose favor

the rule is enforced.*®

1PDoe v. Budett, 4 A. & E. 1, 19,

3 Atkins v. Hatton, 2 Anstr. 386.

3 Rees v, Walters, 3 M. & W. 527.
4+ Adams v. Dickerson, 23 Ga. 406,
8 Gibson v. Poor, 21 N, H. 440.

8 Pulley v. Hilton, 12 Price 625.

7 Hubbard ». Lees, L. R., 1 Exch. 255,
8 Bell ©. Brewster, 44 O. St. 690; Doe v. Benyon, L. R,

4, P. & Dav. 193; Bear v. Ward, cited in Starkie on Ev,
p. 522; Rex v. Inhabitants of Bathwick, 2 B. & Ad. 639;
Roe d. Brune v». Rawlings, 7 East 279.

» Holt v. Maverick, 5 Tex. Civ. App. 650.

® Elliott on Ev, sec. 428,
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“Alt}.mugh the most common use of such docu-
njlents in evidence is as the basis of some claim of
right asserted under such documents, nevertheles
they- are admissible for any other purpose; anc?
S;r:.ltes not privy to them may bring them, into
Ca:e d.”a:s any other instruments duly authenti-

COPIES EQUALLY WITH ORIGINALS EMBRACED IN
THE RULE

As already noted, when original documents have
been lost, worn out, or injured, or cannot be pro-
du.ced, a copy is competent and admissible in
evidence under the Ancient Document rule of evi-
dence.

B.aron Gilbert in his work on Evidence, after
statmg. that generally an unauthorized enrc;hnent
or’ an inspeximus (an exemplification), is not re-’
ceivable in evidence, says:

“But the inspeximus of an Ancient Deed may

be given in evidence, though the deeds needed no
enrollment; for an Ancient Deed may be easily sup-

ya‘nM;);ris ». Callahan, 105 Mass, 129; Adams v. Stan-

Kin, N. H. 405; Dobson v. Finley, 8 Jones N. C. 495;

o) gﬁg’l;ﬁears, 91 Ga. 577; Deary ». Gray, § Wall. (Ut

S(;n ;} S:hg)eev;rCamgbell, 10 John (N. Y.) 475; John-

S 2!38' Lx{.] Civ. App. 493 ; Fulkerson v. Holmes,

Tong Bu(;ke H lusky v. Barr, 47 Fed. 154; Rex o.
vy, 7 East 45,
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posed to be worn out or lost, and offering the
inspeximus in evidence, induces no suspicion that
the deed is doubtful, for it hath a sanction from
antiquity, and if it had been ill executed, it must be
supposed to be detected when newly made.” *

« When the alleged Ancient Document is lost

and an Ancient Purporting Copy is offered, made
by a private hand and the purporting maker being
unknown or deceased, it seems toO have been ac-
cepted, that this suffices and that the copy may be
received under the Ancient Document Rule.” ?

The decisions sustain the doctrine.?

ACCOUNTING FOR LOSS OF ORIGINALS, DISPENSED
WITH IN CASES OF VERY ANCIENT
DOCUMENTS

We note here some instances, to illustrate what

copies of instruments have been adjudged admissi-
ble under the rule when the original is lost, de-
stroyed, worn out, Or mutilated; namely, copy of

Ancient Power of Attorney to convey land;* copy

1 Gilbert on Ev. D. 99, citing decisions Goodson 7.
Jones, Styles Rep. 445 (A.D. 1655) and 5 Co. 54 and
Salk. 280.

33 Wigmore on Ev. sec. 2143,
8 Green . Proude, 1 Mod. 1173 Almy . Church, 1I8R. L.

182; Ludlam’s will, Lofft. Rep. 362; Aldrich v. Griffith,
66 Vt. 390; Bradley . Lighteap, 201 1. 511; Gibbons ¥.

Poor, 21 N. H. 440.
+ Win v. Patterson, 9 Pet. U. S. 663.
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Ancient Copy of lost v icars endowment. 2
" jlc\;:in;r;g for loss of an original is done, as
; rk Supreme Court says, “pby th b
evidence the case admits of,” Lo
efﬁir; fj;:t;'cmcun?stances.and conditions, including
ime, without direct proof of loss, justif;

é:rd Mansfield expressly held in Ludlam’s Wiy
se (ante, p. 28), even if you cannot bring wit

Tesses to prove that th
; e co
with the original, Py s e e

1
; ?ex ¥. Long Buckey, 7 East 45
Ucker o, Wilkins, 4 Sim, 241 .

* Fetherly o, Wa
i ggner, .
Shore Land Co, 47 y, 5, Eél 3V6Vsend. 599; Havens v, Sea
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original, or that the alleged copy had been com-
pared with the original. In deciding the document
was admissible as evidence, the court said:
“Those living at its date and who could have
testified concerning the original, have departed
from the scene of action. It was acted on more
than forty years ago, and for many years after its
date, and treated as a genuine instrument by those
who were interested in knowing it was a valid
power. . .. Under this state of facts it may be pre-
sumed, and we are satisfied that the presumption
is the truth, that there was an original of which

this is an exact copy.”?

ANCIENT COPY LIKE BIBLE COPIES

On this doctrine, the case of Attorney-General 2.
Boultbee, decided in the High Court of Chancery
of England, A.p. 1794, reported in 2 Vesey, Jr., 380,
and on appeal in 3 Vesey, Jr., 220, is highly import-
ant and instructive because of the marked identity
of character in the conditions (affecting its com-
petency as evidence) of the alleged copy of
document in that case with the Bible copies of doc-
uments as we have them to-day. The case involved

1 Webster . Harris, 16 O. 490. ‘See, too, to same doc-
trine, Beard v». Byan, 78 Ala. 37; Allison ». Little, 85
Ala. 512; also Havens v. Sea Shore Land Co. 47 N. J.

Eq. 365.
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an alleged trust. It was of such importance as to
require as plaintiff the highest law officer of Great
Britain, the Attorney-General. The alleged date
of the trust was A.p. 1653, one hundred and forty-
one years before the trial. Those interested in the
trust offered in evidence a paper as a copy of an
alleged original writing creating the trust, which
opponents resisted.

We note the identity of conditions of that al-
leged copy and that of the Bible documents. In
that case, as in the case of the Bible documents,
only an alleged copy could be produced. Likewise
no witness could be produced to prove the execu-
tion or existence of the original, or to account for
loss or destruction of the original, or any evidence
to account for the absence of the original save the
very long lapse of time. The alleged copy in that
case, like the Bible documents, as expressly stated
in the report, had * neither date nor signature.”
Furthermore, like the Bible documents, no proof
could be given that the alleged copy had ever been
compared with the original, but, as in the case of the
Bible documents, the paper was more than thirty
years old, and those living at the time of the trans-
actions described in the copy, and who could have
testified concerning the original, had long before
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departed from the scene of action — the paper had
y and from the first when

kept in proper custod
e of th ed on it had been

contents of the paper came to be act .
dealt with and acted upon as a valid COPY of a valid
original. In short, the conditions and mrcumstax.lce:s
of the paper affecting its competency and ad.rn1ss1-
bility as evidence were identical' in all material r;-
spects with the conditions and circumstances of the
Bible documents as they now exist. After 'argu-
ment by eminent counsel and thorough considera-
tion, the court held the alleged copy competent 'and
admissible, and that it should be received and given
effect as evidence according to its full extent and
import. On appeal to the Lord High' Chancel.lc;z
of England, that eminent jurist called in the chief-
justices of the other National courts of Englarfd,
the Lord Chief-Justice Eyre and the Lord C'h.lef
Baron McDonald, to act in the case. Their decision
was unanimous, affirming the judgment of the

lower court in all respects.

N —_— LEAF
BIBLE DOCUMENTS WITHIN THE RULE GREEN

That great jurist, Simon Greenleaf, eminent au-
thority on the law of evidence on both sides of the

Atlantic, some years ago carefully examined the

identical question we are here considering; Viz.
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Are the books of the Bible, including the Gospel of
John, when tested by the principles and rules of
the science of jurisprudence and evidence as ad-
ministered in courts of justice, admissible in evi-
dence to prove the facts recorded therein? An
extended extract from his decision follows. The
ample review we have just made of decisions and
announcements of the law on the subject by courts
and jurists foremost in standing and authority in
the judicial world, extending back for more ghan
three hundred years, will enable the reader to see
that the judgment of Professor Greenleaf is not
only fully sustained, but might have been, if possi-
ble, more emphatic in affirming the competency
and admissibility in evidence of the Gospel of John,

a‘s well as other books of the Bible, under the An-
cient Document rule of evidence.
Professor Greenleaf says:1

(13
That the Books of the Old Testament as we
now bave them are genuine; that they existed in
the time of our Savior and were commonly re-

“cetved and referred to among the Jews as the sa-

c;ed books of their religion; and that the text of
.t e Four E\f’angelists has been handed down to us
n the state in which it was originally written, that

*Test, of the Evang. pp. 7-11.
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is, without having been materially corrupted or

falsified, either by heretics or Christians; are facts
which we are entitled to assume as true until the
contrary is shown.

“The genuineness of these writings really ad-
mits of as little doubt and is as susceptible of as
ready proof as that of any ancient writings what-
ever. The rule of municipal law on this subject is
familiar, and applies with equal force to all ancient
writings, whether documentary or otherwise; and
as it comes first in order in the prosecution of these
inquiries, it may for the sake of convenience be
designated as our first rule.

“Every document apparently ancient coming
from the proper custody and bearing on its face no
evident marks of forgery, the law presumes to be
genuine and devolves on the opposite party the bur-
den of proving it to be otherwise.

“An Ancient Document offered in evidence in
our courts is said to come from the proper reposi-
tory when it is found in the place where and under
the care of persons with whom such writings might
naturally and reasonably be expected to be found;
for it is this custody which gives authenticity to
documents found within it. If they come from
such a place, and bear no evident marks of forgery,
the law presumes that they are genuine, and they
are permitted to be read in evidence, unless the

opposite party is able to successfully impeach them.
‘The burden of showing them false and unworthy
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of credit is devolved upon the party who makes
that objection. The presumption of the law is the
judgment of charity. It presumes that every man
is innocent until he is proved guilty; that every-
thing has been done fairly and legally until it is
proved to have been otherwise; and that every doc-
ument found in the proper repository, and not
having marks of forgery, is genuine. Now this is
precisely the case with the Sacred Writings. They
have been used in the Church from time immemor-
ial, and thus are found in the place where alone
they ought to be looked for. They come to us and
challenge our reception of them as genuine writings
precisely as Domesday Book, the Ancient Statutes
of Wales, or any other of the ancient documents,
which have recently been published under the Brit-
ish Record Commission are received. They are
found in familiar use in all the churches of Chris-
tendom, as the sacred books to which all denomi-
nations of Christians refer as the standard of their
faith. There is no pretence that they were en-
graven on plates of gold and discovered in a cave,
nor that they were brought from heaven by angels;
but they are received as the plain narratives and
writings of the men whose names they respectively
bear, made public at the time they were written;
and though there are some slight discrepancies
among the copies subsequently made, there is no
pretence that the originals were anywhere cor-
rupted. If it be objected that the originals are
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lost and that copies alone are now produc;fd, (‘;he
principles of the municipal law here :jds.o affor z;
satisfactory answer. For jche multx.phcatlon of
copies was a public fact mn tkfe' faithfulness .o-
which all the Christian communities had been 1
terested and it is a rule of law that — ' .
«Tn matters of public and general interest, a
presumed to be conversant on the

ersons must be :
. dividuals are presumed to be con

principle that 1‘Alin i
/ith their own atrairs.
vef‘s'?[‘r;:erelfore it is that in such matters the pre-
f assertion is resorted to as evi-
dence, for it is to this that every member of the
community is supposed to be privy.l. The persons,
moreover, who multiplied these copies may be;1 re-
garded in some manner as the agents of the C r.xs'
tian public for whose use and benefit thed?olgez
were made; and on the groux.ld of the cre 1tf 11
to such agents and of the public nature of the facts

e copies thus made are entitled to an

themselves, th .
extraordinary degree of confidence, and as in the

case of official registers and other public booksc,1
it is not necessary that they should be conﬁ:‘meﬁ
or sanctioned by the ordinary: tests of trt?th.. o
any ancient document concerning our public rights

1 Morewood . Wood, 14 East 329, n. per Ld. Kenyol;

686: Berkley Peerage Case,
ks v». Sparks, 1 M. & S. ;
szeamp. 416, per Mansfield, Ch. J.; see 1 Greenleaf on

Ev. sec. 128.
: gtarkie on Ev. 95, 820; 1

vailing current O

Greenleaf on Ev. sec. 483.
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were lost, copies of which had been as universally
received and acted on as the Four Gospels have been,
would have been received in evidence in any of our
Courts of Justice without the slightest hesitation.
The entire text of the Corpus Juris Civilis is received
as authority in all the courts of Continental Europe,
upon much weaker evidence of its genuineness; for
the integrity of the Sacred Text has been preserved
by the jealousy of opposing sects beyond any moral
possibility of corruption; while that of the Roman
Civil Law has been preserved by tacit consent
without the interest of any opposing schoo! to
watch over and preserve it from alteration.
“These copies of the Holy Scriptures, having
thus been in familiar use in the churches from the
time when the text was committed to writing; hav-
ing been watched with vigilance by so many sects
opposed to each other in doctrine, yet all appealing
to these Scriptures for the correctness of their
faith; and having in all ages down to this day been
respected as the authoritative source of all ecclesi-
astical power and government and submitted to
and acted under in regard to so many claims of
right on the one hand and so many obligations of
duty on the other; it is quite erroneous to suppose
that the Christian is bound to offer any further
proof of their genuineness or’ authenticity. It is
for the objector to show them spurious; for on
him by the plainest rules of law lies the burden of
proof. If it were the case of a claim to a fran-
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chise and a copy of an ancient deed or charter
were produced under parallel circumstances' on
which to presume its genuineness, no lfzwye'r z't is
belicved would venture to deny either 1ts admissi-
bility in evidence or the satisfactory character of
the proof. In a recent case in the House of Lorc.is,
precisely such a document being an old manuscript
copy purporting to have been extracted from an-
cient Journals of the House which were 10§t and to
have been made by an officer whose duty.lt was to
prepare lists of the peers, was held admissible on

the claim of peerage.’?

SectionN III

EVIDENCE COMPETENT

The specific question before us is that of the
competency and admissibility of the Gospel of John
as evidence on the “issue” on the verity of the
miracle of raising Lazarus from death to life,
which is here on trial, assuming objections have
been made to receiving it. The test and standard
of competency and admissibility as evidence of the
Bible Documents of Professor Greenleaf affirmed
by us has been examined. As specifically applied
to the present “issue ” and the Gospel of John, that

standard and test is: “If the Gospel of John as
1 Qlane Peerage, 5 Clark & F. 23; Fitzwalter Peerage,
10 Id. 946.



52 Miracle and Science

an Ancient Document, or copy thereof, supposing
it to be relevant and material to the issue in a ques-
tion of property or personal rights, between man and
man, in a court of justice, ought to be admitted as
evidence and have weight, then upon like principles
it ought to receive our entire credit here.”

We have examined the actual decisions of the
highest courts of jurisprudence for more than three
hundred years last past, decisions rendered by those
courts in deciding most momentous questions of
property and personal rights between man and
man. We have found a consensus of unnumbered
decisions by those courts and by judges and jurists
of the highest authority and standing in the civil-
ized world, and they show that the Gospel of John,
like the other books of the Scriptures, is clearly
within the Ancient Document rule and law of evi-
dence, and clearly satisfies the test and standard
proposed, and show that that Gospel, tested by the
principles and rules of the science of jurisprudence
as administered in courts of justice in controversies
between man and man, is competent and admissi-
ble as evidence. On like principles (as in any
forum conscientiae) it is competent and admissible
evidence on the “issue” here on trial and should
receive credence accordingly.
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We therefore now introduce in evidence the Gos-
pel of John as an Ancient Document, especia}ly
parts thereof relevant to the “ issue,” viz. as partic-
ular, subsidiary, evidentiary facts, and cite the verse
or verses in which the fact is recorded.

FACTS

Lazarus was a man residing at Bethany, a vil-
lage situated about ffteen furlongs from Jerusalem
(Jobn 11:18).

Mary and Martha were sisters of Lazarus, and
the three were beloved by Jesus (John 11:5,21, 32).

Lazarus was sick, and his malady became sO se-
rious that his sisters became alarmed. Evid.ently
hoping that Jesus would cure Lazarus, the sisters
sent a message to Jesus, who was absent (John
11:3, 21, 23). N

Jesus received the message, and, after rece1Y1ng
it, stayed two days in the place where he received
it; during which time Lazarus died (John 11:6).

Jesus then informed the disciples that accom=
panied him that Lazarus was dead (jc?hn 11 :14.).

Jesus announced to his disciples his determina-
tion to return again to Judaa, where the home of
Lazarus had been (John 11:7, 15).

Jesus and his disciples returned to Bethany, and
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llzouf'xd that the dead body of Lazarys had been
uried and lain in the tomb four days (Joh
11:17), e o
When Jesus arrived at Bethany he found man
of the Jews attendant at the home of Mary an(}i,
Martha, met to mourn with the sisters over the
death of Lazarus (John 11 119, 31)
The sisters, Mary and Martha, each met Jesus

“Lord, if thou hadst b
d, een here, my broth
not died ” (John 11 :R1, 32). 7 ot had
f Jesus told Martha that Lazarus should rise again
rom death, which Marthg said she belieyed would
occur “in the resurrection at th ”
15, 20 e last day (John
The grief of Mary over the death of Lazarus

and .that of the Jews also weeping with her, was
manifested with such intensity that ’

thizing, wept also (John 11 :35),

f .At Jesus’ request, Mary and Marthg and the
dz"lez‘lds in their company conducted Jesus and his
;sc1ples to the tomb, in which lay the dead body
.o ”Lazarus. “It was a cave, and a stone lay against

1t” (John 11 :38, Am. Rev.).

p T.he document shows that, besides Jesus and his
1sciples and Mary and Martha, there wasg a con

Jesus, sympa-
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siderable concourse of Jews met to sympathize with
Mary and Martha over the death of Lazarus (John
11).

In the presence of this considerable assembly,
immediately at the door of the tomb in which the
dead body of Lazarus lay enshrouded in grave-
clothes, Jesus ordered the stone to be taken away.
“ Martha, the sister of him that was dead,” pro-
tested against opening the tomb, because Lazarus’
body had been dead for four days, decay had com-
menced and the body stank (John 11:39).

In obedience, however, to Jesus’ command, those
present removed the stone from the door of the
tomb (John 11:41).

Then, after brief prayer, Jesus at the door of
the tomb spoke with a loud voice, “ Lazarus, come
forth.” Immediately “he that was dead came
forth, bound hand and foot with grave-clothes;
and his face was bound about with a napkin,” and
Jesus said, “Loose him, and let him go” (John
11:43, 44).

Between one and two months later Jesus came
again to Bethany, “ where Lazarus was whom
Jesus raised from the dead,” and a feast was spread

for Jesus, and “ Lazarus was one of them that sat

at meat” (John 1211, 2).
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At that time “the common people therefore of
the Jews learned that he was there; and they came,
not for Jesus’ sake only, but that they might see
Lazarus also, whom he had raised from the dead ”
(John 12:9, Am. Rev.).

The chief priests, hostile to Jesus, when in-
formed of the raising of Lazarus from death, took
counsel to put Lazarus to death, because many
Jews were led to believe on Jesus by reason of his
raising Lazarus from death (John 12: 10, 11).

A few days later, when the Lord made triumphant
entry into Jerusalem and the attention of the vast
assembly of people at the great feast had been
called to the fact of raising Lazarus from death,
“ the multitude that was with him [Jesus] when he
called Lazarus out of the tomb, and raised him
from the dead, bare witness ”; that is, that multi-
tude that was present when Lazarus wag raised
from death, testified to the verity of the miracle to
the people gathered at Jerusalem (John 12:17).,

“ For this cause also the multitude went and met
him, for that they heard that he had done this sign ”’
(John 12:18).

All these separate items, evidentiary facts, are
ordinary testimony. Mary and Martha were per-
fectly competent witnesses to know and testify to
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the sickness, death, and burial of Lazarus, and that
he had been dead and buried four days before Jesus
had the tomb opened. The neighbors of Mary and
Martha were also competent witnesses to know
and testify to the death and sepulture of Lazarus.
All of them, and John who wrote the document,
were competent to observe and testify to the trans-
actions detailed that took place at the tomb when
Lazarus came forth from it alive, and that he con-

tinued alive.

o jf Each and all the items of evidence are of mat-

ters plain and simple in their nature, easily seen, and
capable of being readily and accuratfaly o.bserveii,
scrutinized, comprehended, and detailed m. testi-
mony by witnesses who are of ordinary cap?mty an.d
observation. The amount of competent evidence is
abundant, unimpeached, and uncontradicted.

RESULT OF TRIAL

The evidence would require, at the hands of a
jury, a verdict embodying these facts: (1) that
Lazarus was dead; (2) that Jesus spoke over the
dead body of Lazarus the words “ Lazarus, come
forth,” and immediately Lazarus’ dead body was
alive; and (3) that Lazarus came forth from the

tomb alive, and continued alive,
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A juror would violate his oath if he refused to
find such verdict on that evidence. A contrary ver-
dict would be set aside by a court as not only con-
trary to the evidence, but perverse. In short the
miracle is proved by competent evidence.

The fact that Lazarus was dead and at the fiat
words of Jesus he was immediately alive and con-
tinued alive, establishes the transaction a miracle as
tested by any standard definition; and the proof is
by human testimony.

Nay, the facts proved constitute the transaction
a miracle, tested even by Mr. Hume’s own defini-
tion embraced in his proposition hete in issue, i.e.
“A miracle is a violation of the laws of nature.”
The word “violation” so used seems plainly po-
lemic, but cannot rationally mean other than that
a miracle thwarts or frustrates the operation of the
laws of nature.

It is undoubtedly a law of nature that the dead
body of a man remains dead. It at once com-

mences to decompose, continues to decompose, and
returns to dust. But Lazarus’ dead body did not
remain dead, did not return to dust, but became
alive and continued alive. These facts, thwarting,
frustrating, the operation of the laws of nature,
were clearly and abundantly proved by a multitude

of competent

verity,
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witnesses — by human testimony.

y Mr. Hume's own definition, the

sted even b
o and is proved a

transaction was proved a miracle,
and the proof is by human testimony.

This review of the law and evidence on t?le
«jssue ” tried justifies the conclusion that the mir-
acles of the Bible are capable of being- proved, an'd
are proved, by existing available evidence — evi-
dence competent, proper, and admissible under the
rules and standards of the science of jurisp'rudence
as administered in courts of justice of enhghtex.aed
nations of the earth; also the miracles of the Bﬂ.ale
are verities tested by the same standards b?r which
fact and truth are established on all questions be-
tween man and man in which fact and truth depend

on and are ascertained and are established through

evidence.



CHAPTER III
FUNCTION OF MIRACLE

'y
GOdﬂ:;l;e testlmonies of God are true: the testimonies of
oos the perfect: the testimonies of God are all-suﬁicien;
at end for which they were given.”

Hooxer, Ecclesiastical Polity, ii. 8.
f.\ MIRACLE is the product of the speciafl/“f;ta of
Deity. Inherent in the fiat of God is inteﬁi—gent
purpose. Miracle executes that purpose. Hence
:1:; function of miracle in each instance is found in
wrou;;:forms to, the purpose for which it is
The first miracles recorded — those of creation —
se?m related to man only prospectively, Their
evidential value is indirect or incidental, e.g., “In
the beginning God created the heaver’ls ”? .’(Gen
1:1); “The heavens declare the glory of God’;
(Ps. .19 :1?. The several and successive miracles of
creation, including creation of man in the “image
a.nd likeness ” of God, taken collectively, and coi
51d’ered in connection with the benigna’nt act o;
Defty in endowing man with dominion over ma-
terlal. creation, with its unmeasured capacities for
blessing, in evidential value are profound, and de-
monstrate that “ God i love” (1 John 4:8, 186).

P
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Miracles inflicting penalty on Adam, on Cain;
translation of Enoch; the Deluge; confusion of
language at Babel; destruction of Sodom and Go-
morrah ; staying Abraham’s hand from sacrificing
his son; feeding the Hebrews in their wilderness
journey, and other like miracles, performed func-

. tions of retribution, reward, administration, mercy,

etc. They teach that God’s moral government of
man is sanctioned by rewards for obeying his law,

and punishment for sin, which is the transgression

of that law.
MIRACLE — THE TESTIMONY OF GOD

Pretermitting special examination of other func-
tions of miracles as disclosed by the record, we pro-
pose to limit our further examination to inquiry as
to the function of miracle as evidence, by examining
a sufﬁcieﬁt ‘number of instances to discover what
truth they establish on the questions proposed.

Tt is a doctrine held by Christians from the be-
ginning that miracles are the testimony of God when
wrought to authenticate his message to mem, or his

messengers in his service. Do the Ancient Docu-

ments of the Bible as evidence prove this Chris-
tian doctrine true? More definitely, Has God made
his miracles to be his testimony to authenticate his
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messages, his revelations to men, and ordained his
miracles to be used as such evidence? As revela-
tion distinguished from inspiration is involved in
this question, we notice the discrimination: Reve-
lation, in theology, is that which God makes of
himself "arid his~ will to his_creatures of truths
which could not be ascertained by natural meana
Revelation d@i’fers from inspiration, the latter being
an kexakltation of the natural faculties, the former a
communication through them, not otherwise obtain-
able, not otherwise known (Cent. Dict.).

At that first meeting with his apostles by the risen
Christ, he opened “ their understanding, that they
might understand the Scriptures” (Luke 24:453).
Revelation gives knowledge affecting man and his
eternal as well as present welfare — knowledge man
could not otherwise ascertain or know. Recogniz-
ing God as supreme and sovereign, one finds in rev-
elation that otherwise unascertainable knowledge
indispensable for man’s deepest need and daily life:
and in honest thought one sees it not irrational nor
inconsistent with sound philosophy to believe (God
has made special revelations of himself and his will

to man for man’s welfare, or that the Scriptures of

the Old and the New Testament record such reve-
lations.
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President Mark Hopkins on this subject says:

& That God could give such revelation afld. conc-1
firm it by miracle every Theist must admit ,t alid
the simple question is whether as a free agent a :
a moral Governor (for 1 acknowledge no man :
Theist who does not admit those.characterlstms 10_
God) he would think it best to give such a breve i-
tion. . ... .- I know not why 1t should be co1
sidered so strange a thing that'God shoul'd ma «1:ei
such a revelation to marfl. 1£ T mistake not, it wo'u]ce
have been much stranger if he had not. It ma;}1 ; t
strange that he should have created t}.le gvc;r’ ; 2
all, or put such a being as a m-an upon it, bu 1d ve
believe that God made him with a rat1ona1'an e
ligious nature — 2 child capable of corr{mumon \; o
him and of finding in him only the h1g;1est_ SO_,_ <
of happiness and means of r}xoral per ecl:tczlxonOt N
would be exceedingly strange if God should n -
veal himself to him. Shall not ‘a fathe.zr spea -
his own child? ... .- There 18 n'othmg.stx;:il]cbts
either in the nature of the case, or 11 th.e ms‘[nd :
of humanity with which infidels have 1'nves el :
revelation of God; but the reverse. It is Sl;c:;l; i;e
that God is. In one sense faverythmg 11 sandbt(;
and equally so. But supposing God. to be and
make such a creature as man, a being cap1 o
religion, requiring it in‘ order to the hdeve ;:pf:r; e
of the highest part of his nature. and then n ¢ conr
municate with him as a father in those revela
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which alone could perfect that nature, would be a
reproach upon God and a contradiction.” *

MIRACLE EVIDENCE—ABRAHAM

The miracle recorded in Genesis 15 is highly in-
structive on the question we are considering. God
had called Abraham out of Ur of the Chaldees into
Canaan, and had revealed to him his purpose to
give Abraham “ this land to inherit it.” The reve-
lation included inheritance and was plain in its
terms, but Abraham was childless and in a sense
of ownership was landless. Abraham, therefore,
sought from God evidence that should authenticate
the revelation. Abraham said, “Lord Jehovah,
whereby shall I know that I shall inherit it?”
(Gen. 15:8). God did not condemn Abraham’s re-
quest as lacking proper trust in God’s promise; but
on the contrary respected it, and ordained a miracle
to ratify and authenticate the revelation. Scholars
inform us that in that ancient time the very sol-
emn form of ratifying a contract consisted in draw-
ing the blood from an animal, dividing its carcass
lengthwise as nearly as possible into two equal

parts, which, being placed opposite to each other at
a short distance, the covenanting parties approached

1 Hopkins, Lowell Lectures, no. ii.
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at opposite ends of the passage, and, meetx.ng Ln t:Z
middle, took the customary oath, a practice dy y
means peculiar t0 the Jews.! ]eh.ovah order

Abraham to take three designated ammaI? and.tw.vdo
birds for the ceremony. Abraham complied, d1\{1 S-t
ing the animals and “ laying each half ove.r a.cglaur;l :
the other”; and in due time God ratified 2

. < was
" authenticated the revelation to Abraham. This W

done by miracle. When the sun went down and it

was dark, the objective features of the': miracl;a1 :
(1) a smoking furnace and (?) a flaming .tor;:S -
ﬁassed between those parts of the thrf.:e am;na t,hat
prepared, as God himself had ordained for

pm]j.ioj;nection with that miracle testimony of God,
confirming his covenant with Abraham, Godf re-
vealed to him: “ Know of a surety ” ‘that, after cm:1
hundred years and enduring affliction, 'your se;
shall inherit the land. The plain function of this

i i i hould
confirm that revelation, which evidence $ .
faith in the revelation

ion for

stand as sure foundaticn

to Abraham then, and through renewals to Isaalc;
(Gen. 26 :3), to Jacob {Gen. 35 :12), and throug

in Jer. 84:18.
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Jacob to Joseph (Gen. 48:3, 4, 21), and through
Joseph again to all the patriarchs, his brethren
(Gen. 50:24), and through them to al] Abraham’s
seed to the end of the four hundred years, as the
record shows it did, even to Moses in his young
manhood, and to Israel, through all the vicissitudes
of their foretold afflictions in the dark days of
Egyptian bondage and cruel murder of infants, be-
fore the Exodus. The evidence here is express and
conclusive that God made his miracle to be his
testimony to authenticate and verify his great re-
velation and promise to Abraham and his seed; also
that God expressly ordained his miracle to be used
as such evidence for such purpose,

GIDEON — SYMBOLISM

When God called Gideon from humble life to
raise an army and repel from Israel the marauding
army of Midian, the magnitude of the task seems
to have so appalled Gideon that he humbly prayed
God to enlighten him by God’s own evidence,
Gideon framed his question: Lord, is this which
purports to be thy call to me, verily thy call? If
yea, answer by flooding with dew this fleece I lay
on this dry threshing-floor, and let the floor be dry.
God answered Gideon's question, yea, by depositing

i
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abundant dew on the fleece but none on the dfy
floor. The duty was so heavy that Gideon again
shrank, and humbly prayed the Lord: “Let not
thine anger be hot against me, and I will spe‘ak but
this once; let me prove, I pray thee, but this once
with the fleece; let it now be dry only upon thf
fleece, and upon all the ground let there be dew..‘
This was Gideon’s second question. God by hIIS
miracle answered it in the affirmative. “ God did
so that night; for it was dry upon the fleece only,
and there was dew on all the ground” (Judges
6:36-40).

This tz‘ansaction is proof: 1. That God fnakes
his miracle to be his testimony, and approves its t{se
as such. 2. That the evidence of God by his mir-
acle is found in the predesignated purpose or p1'ropo-
sition it is wrought to prove or to authenticate.
Compared with human evidence, a miracle may be

likened to the answer, “ Yes,” given to an il?terro-
gative proposition. All that is embracted in the
proposition propounded as a leading or dz.;.'ect que%-
tion is affirmed to its full extent and 1mpo1;‘,c if
answered by a man by the monosyllable Yejs, or
by Deity by miracle. 3. That a miracle as" ewden'ce
is not interpreted by symbolism. Every factor in-

volved in the first miracle with the fleece from which
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symbolism might be deduced, was expressly and
d1:ametrically reversed in the second. Yety eazl
I-mracle affirmed the same identical truth — the v l
ity 'of God’s command to Gideon. Postponin : {-
amination of other instances in the Old Testagme}::
for later examination, we notice here some ’

NEW TESTAMENT INSTANCES

.C.onsxder a date, A.D. 30; and the situation, th
millions of men the seed of Abraham then exist,in:
?md ‘the problem, from the human viewpoint t:);
identifying one of all those millions as the Mes;iah
f'or he was to be made flesh and dwell among men’
h\te and be tempted as we are, subject to hbun<I ,
thirst, be weary, and bear the common form obfer’
man in his mission as he did. Superhuman anz
51'1pernatura1 evidence was indispensable to identif
him, for the faet was supernatural and superhum .
_To.hn the Baptist testifies that God made hi .
s?emal, express revelation, accompanying a comllrin i )
sion to preach repentance, and “to baptize wliltsl-
water.” The revelation was, that, in performin:
the commission, the Messiah should be made rnanib-
fest to Israel: “ He that sent me to baptize with
water, the same said unto me, Upon whom thou

shal iri i
t see the Spirit descending, and remaining on
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him, the same is he which baptizeth with the Holy
Ghost ” (John 1:33); « 1 saw the Spirit descend-
ing like a dove, and it abode upon him ? (John
1:32: Matt. 3:16; Mark 1:10; Luke 3:22). This
fulfilled the special revelation and identified Jesus
as the Messiah. But this was to John the Baptist
alone. John proclaimed the facts. The Baptist was
cast into prison, whence he sent two of his disciples
to ask Jesus if he was the Messiah. The question
in effect instituted an “jssue.” Jesus SO used the
question. Whatever moved John to institute the
inquiry, it was respected by Jesus, and gave the op-
portunity to indubitably, publicly authenticate the
revelation and identification of God that Jesus was
the Messiah. Jesus did not answer, Yes,” to
John's question, which to the world would have
been only human testimony, but he gave evidence

on the issue, namely, in that same hour

“he cured many of diseases and plagues and evil
spirits, and on mafy that were blind he bestowed
sight. And he answered and said unto them
[John's messengers], Go your way, and tell John
what things ye have seen and heard; the blind re-
ceive their sight, the lame walk, the lepers are
cleansed, and the deaf hear, and the dead are
raised up, the poor have good tidings preached



i
R
el

Th

70 Miracle and Science

them. And blessed is he whosoever shall find none
occasion of stumbling in me” (Luke 7:21-23).

Those miracles, the testimony of God on the issue

raised, were given expressly and expressly or-

dained by God to be his testimony, and to be used
as such, to authenticate and confirm the express
revelation of God, and to identify Jesus as Messiah
the Son of God.

The purpose of the miracle of raising Lazarus
from death, as authenticating evidence, is stated by
the Master himself. Jesus (John 5:31) recognizes
a fundamental law of evidence, that, although one
cannot usually put his own declarations concerning
himself in evidence in his own favor, yet in this mir-
acle he uses a well-established exception. It is this:
when an actor controlling his own proceedings, for
instance, enters upon land, in order to enforce a
right — say of forfeiture, foreclose a mortgage, de-
fend a disseizin or the like, or in fine does any other
act material to be understood and in itself not une-
quivocal, but depending for its true significance
upon the purpose and intent with which it is done,
the actor’s declarations made at the time, and in
connection with the transaction, and expressive of
its character, purpose, and intent, become an inte-
gral part of the transaction and proper evidence of

Function of Miracle

e record shows that Jesus gave
he case of Lazarus, 11t

fore the miracle, Jesus

its character. Th
his testimony by miracle, inB t
dance with this rule. be
zzc(;rto his disciples regarding stayi‘ng away Zrc;n;
the sick man until after his death: “ I am .gla oe
your sakes that T was not there, t0 the m‘;en’;);
may believe ” (John 11 :15). In a .ﬁgu.re.ol stc;:t
and awakening, he (1) stated to his discip Ies .
he would raise Lazarus from death (ver. 14, S
Jesus also (2) stated to Martha ' that Lazaru
should be raised alive. This prediction Jesus g;vz
twice, and when the stone shutting the tomb .:; .
been removed, Jesus communed with God and sa1 I
« Father, I thank thee that thou hast heard me. ;
knew that thou hearest me always.; but because c;
the people which stand by I sa’1’d it, that t%leiz Z; )y
believe that thou hast sent me (John 11:4 ,1 -
The purpose and intent of ]esu:@’ two pro(c; acrinito
tions, and the miracle as the testlmony' of . ; oy
authenticate and identify Jesus as the Messiah a ]
his mission, were thus particularly preannounce

before the miracle was wrought. Its

immediately ving the fact

! imony, pro
performance was God’s testimony, p

proposed ; also it was divinely ordained to be used

as such testimony.
11 Greenleaf on Ev. sec. 108.
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SUPREME INSTANCES

The supreme illustrations of the doctrine that
Deity has made his miracle to be his testimony to
authenticate his revelation and communications to
men may be said to be: 1. God’s miracle in giving
the law at Sinai; 2. Christ’s miracle in demonstrat-
ing that in him inhered the transcendent power of
resurrection.

Jehovah antecedently made his revelations to
Moses, that he (Jehovah) at a preappointed third
day would in person, in fact, come down upon
Mount Sinai, and meet the whole Hebrew nation.
On that third day Jehovah came down on Mount
Sinai, and “ God spake all these words, saying, I
am Jehovah thy God, who brought thee up out of
the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage.
Thou shalt have no other gods before me,” contin-
uing spoken words through the entire decalogue
(Ex. 19, 20). Jehovah, personally present before
the whole people, spoke in the first person all the
words of the decalogue, with an audible voice, in
such manner that the whole congregation could
hear. The ten commandments, founded in the im-
mutable nature of God, and in the permanent rela-
tions of men on earth, were personally, audibly, and
immediately communicated by Jehovah himself to

| the whole people.

L

. v
Function of Miracle '3

The record is, that Jehovah re-

garded this miracle of supreme importance, as at-
thenticating that pregnant epitome of the whole

" law. For immediately after the miracle he put
-~ special emphasis upon it by commanding Moses:

« Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel,
Ve have seen that I have talked with you. from
heaven,” an injunction Moses obeyed again and
again (Ex. R0:2%; Deut. 4:36; 5:24, 26).

When Martha, contemplating the death of Paza—
rus, spoke to Jesus, voicing the cor.nmon l.aelfef ;f
the Jews that all the dead would “ rise again 11l the

’ az-
resurrection at the last day,” Jesus made the am

i ion: rection and the life;
ing revelation: “1 am the resurre

he that believeth in me, though he were dead, yet
shall he live. And whosoever liveth [at the la.st
day] and believeth in me shall never die.” This
evelation of Deity, and

i ess r
was a special and expr
, d or known. It

could not otherwise be ascertaine
4 M .
was supplemental to Jesus’ revelation:

“ The hour cometh and now is, when thed c}c;idr
shall hear the voice of the SO;’l oft G:co? h;isa.nfor th)e
i not a ;
that hear shall live. . .. Marve :
hour cometh, in which all that are 10 the tombs shall

hear his voice, and shall come forth, they that have

done good, unto the resurrection of life, and they
)
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that have dome ill, unto the resurrection of judg-
ment " (John 5:25, 29, R. V., especially ver. 28 and
29); “1I lay down my life that I may take it again.
... I have power to lay it down, and I have power
to take it again” (John 10:17, 18).

How could this express revelation be indubitably
proved, authenticated, to men? Here Christ’s pro-
cess of authentication brings into operation a some-
what unusual yet clearly established method of
proof, designated Autoptic or Real. It is: “ Such
evidence as is addressed directly to the sense of the
[tribunal] court or jury without the intervention of
witnesses.”” ! That is demonstrating the truth of
the proposition in question by actually performing
it before the tribunal.? Here actual demonstration
by suffering actual extinction of life — being dead,
laid away in the tomb, and rising alive at a time
previously designated — would be autoptic evidence
and proof of the truth of that revelation. Jesus
proclaimed again and again that he should be killed,
and arise from death on the third day thereafter. He
was crucified, dead and buried, and rose from death
on the third day. The revelation, prophecy, and

'1 Greenleaf on Ev. sec, 13a, 16th Ed.; People v. Con-
stantine, 153 N. Y. 24.

22 American and English Encye. of Law (2d Ed.) p.
563.

-2
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i i i in autoptic
God’s testimony by miracle combined m P

 evidence by Jesus himself to authenticate and con-

firm indubitably his special and express revelation,

that inherent in himself was the power of resurrec-

tion of all the dead, and that at the last day, at his
command, all the dead shall hear his voice, and

come forth to meet the consummation of earthly

- things.

The miracles are constantly in evidence in the

and show that God made them his

four Gospels, : 1
sion, and

testimony to authenticate Jesus and his mis
constantly caused their use to prove those facts.
The Apostle John at the end of his Gospe? sums up
the purpose of the miracles recorded by 1‘111‘1’.1:
“And many other (anueia) signs truly did ]esgs
in the presence of his disciples, which are not w:nt-
ten in this book ; but these are written that ye might
believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of (}od; an(,l,
that believing ye might have life through his name
(John 20:30, 31).
THE MASTER'S TESTIMONY
Jesus himself constantly insisted upon, and .ex-
pressly asserted, the doctrine. The Jews at one' tln‘li
« 1f thou be the Christ, tell us plainly.
“Yea,” or by mere words
ould have received

said to him,
If Jesus had answered,
of affirmation, his questioners w

‘?
i
!
1
!

TJ

3



"6 Miracle and Science

it as merely the testimony of a man in his own
favor. Hence Jesus answered: “ The works that
I do in my Father’s name, they bear witness of me ”
(Joun 10:24-26) ; “If I do not the works of my
Father, believe me not. But if I do, though you be-
lieve not me, believe the works ” (John 10:37, 38) ;
and (in John 14:11) Jesus appeals again to his mir-
acles as evidence, “ Believe me for the very works’
sake.” This appeal to his miracles, as a just answer
to the question of the Jews as to his Messiahship,
remitted their question back to their own honest
judgment and national belief; for Nicodemus
voiced the common belief of the Hebrews when he
said to Jesus, “ No man can do these miracles that
thou doest, except God be with him” (John 3:2;
see also Acts 2:22).

In the foregoing we have examined only a mea-
ger selection from abundant instances of miracles
that prove the doctrine announced. We do not pur-
sue such examination further now, for that function
of miracle will come into notice again, and again,
in considering various questions growing out of the
general subject, e.g. in the Exodus, and the inquiry
whether miracle is integral and constituent in God's
economy of grace and revelation. Regarded com-

T

R ey .,
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prehensively, the record shows that, in probative
force, every transaction embracing miracle in the
record that has a bearing on the question affirms
with undeviating unanimity — and especially every
such transaction in the Exodus and others yet to be
examined on this question affirm cogently and con-
clusively — the proposition that God has made his
miracle to be his objective evidence, and ordained
it to be used as his testimony, to authenticate his
special and express revelations to men as well as to
authenticate his agents in his service. The record
evidence clearly proves that doctrine.

The transcendent value to men of that great
truth so established by such objective evidence will
also appear in examining the rationale of the au-
thenticating function of miracle in God’s economy

of grace and revelation.




CHAPTER 1V

MIRACLE AS OBJECTIVE EVIDENCE
IN REVELATION

# The.law of Jehovah is perfect, restoring the soul:
the testimony of Jehovah is sure, making wise the sim’-

ple.”
Psalm 19: 7.

Secrion I

MIRACLE AUTHENTICATING REVELATION

THE Bible records numerous instances of mira-
cles wrought expressly to authenticate Divine reve-
lations. We have already considered those of
Abraham (Gen, 15:8) and of Gideon (Judges 6:
36, 40). See also, among others, the case of Man-
oah (Judges 13: #-20), of Moses at the Bush (Ex.
3), and of Hezekiah (® Kings 20:1-11 and Isa,
38).

The case of Pharaoh, later to be examined, is es-
pecially instructive, because we have in that trans-
action express evidence that the Creator in dealing
with man, created in his image and likeness, a rab—
tional moral being, recognized that when a super-
natural and superhuman message purporting to be

a revelation of God tec man should be communi-
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cated to one man (Pharaoh) by another man
(Moses), Pharaoh as such rational being would be,
and was, entitled to have furnished to him appro-
priate evidence to authenticate the verity of the
revelation and message. Moses was therefore ex-
pressly instructed that, when he communicated to
Pharaoh God's revelation (that God commanded
Pharaoh to emancipate the multitude of Hebrew
slaves), and Pharaoh, as foreseen, should require
supernatural and superhuman evidence to authenti-
cate the Divine message, and should demand of
Moses, “ Show a miracle for you” (Ex. 7:9), for
such authenticating evidence, Moses, in response,
should not only perform the miracle of the rod
changed to serpent, but should also do before Phar-
aoh “all the wonders [miracles] which I have put
in thy hand 7 (Ex. 4:21).

But the supreme illustration is Christ as the per-
fect revelation and revelator of God, his will, law,
and dispensation of grace and truth. Revelation of
God as the Father and Sovereign was a work of
Jesus during his earthly ministry, and his miracles
were daily in authentication of himself, his mission,
and that revelation. Such authenticating function
of miracle was also the faith of the Hebrew people.
John records a special and significant instance illus-
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trating this (John 2: 13-23). Jesus at the Pass-
over cleansed the temple by force, using a scourge
in driving. out the defilers and the sheep and oxen
and he overthrew the tables of the money-changersi
Understanding that Jesus assumed to act in the
matter with the authority of a divine prophet, the
Jews — evidently officials in charge of the temple
— demanded of Jesus, “ What miracle (onpeiov)
showest thou, seeing thou doest these things?”
Foreshadowing their destruction of his body on
Calvary, Jesus propounded the miracle of his res-
urrection, as the future authenticating evidence
asked for. But at the same feast Jesus gave pres-
ent answer, for, as recorded, “Many believed on
him when they saw the miracles he did ” (ver. 23).
These miracles satisfied his accusers, as it appears,
for they acquiesced; did not arrest or condemn
Jesus for his overt acts of force against the prop-
erty and persons that had defiled the sanctuary,

THE DOCTRINE RATIONAL

The doctrine is in accord with sound reason.
When what purports to be 2 revelation from God
comes to man, and in purport imposes obligation on
man affecting the alleged recipient or third persons,
there inheres in the situation this inevitable ques-
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tion, Is the purported revelation verity? Plainly
od, as purported author, alone knows the truth
- responsive to that question. He who alone knows
the truth is alone able to give true answer.
~ What evidence is indispensably requisite to au-
~ thenticate indubitably an alleged revelation of God
“to man? Obviously (1) it must be evidence which
God alone can give; (R) it must be evidence given
by such way, means, and conditions that man,
using his normal powers, can test it as to its reality,
and understand and apply it.
(1) Power to perform a miracle is the sovereign
prerogative of Deity ; possible to Deity alone. When
man appears officially in performing a miracle, it is
merely as agent of Deity. The power that operates
emanates from Deity. So the Master testifies
(Luke 6:19; Mark 5:30). Miracle as evidence,
and miracle alone, satisfies fully the first indispen-
“sable requisite of evidence, viz. that which can
indubitably prove a purported revelation of God to
man to be verity.
(2) As we have seen in examining the miracle of
raising Lazarus from death, the things or matters
that, as evidence, constitute and prove a transaction
a miracle, and the manner of the production of the
evidence, are readily and plainly capable of being
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scrutinized as to their verity, tested and known by
ordinary normal powers of men. Hence miracle
satisfies also the second, the other indispensable, re-
quisite of evidence that shall indubitably prove a
purported revelation of God to be verity. This
simple yet adequate plan for surely authenticating
to man’s normal and rational apprehension super-
natural and superhuman knowledge, God has graci-
ously provided, ordained to be used, and used in fact
in communicating his revelations of his will, truth,
law, love, and economy of grace to men, and record
thereof is preserved for us in God’s word —his Tes-
taments Old and New. God’s miracle evidence not
only satisfies all the indispensable requirements that
inhere in the problem of so proving and authenti-
cating revelations of God to man, but the record
discloses no other plan or method, amenable to hu-
man scrutiny and test, by which purported revela-
tions of God to man can be authenticated; and we
know of no other. No other has yet been promul-
gated.

This rationale of the function of miracle, by which
God’s special and express revelation to men
throughout the Bible has been authenticated, is rec-
ognized by theologians as basic, and used in setting
forth the divine authority of the Bible. In his work

- Wright brings out the fact:
 pensation b
_apostles, — with an | -
 hundred years between Malachi and John the Bap
tist.” and then shows, on good grounds, that all the
books of the Bible received as canonica

written during those periods of special
and that © outside of

ants were
miraculous intervention,

'special divine revelation.” !

Reason without revelation has
“of any historical community,
to certaint
needs, or rule their lives.

Before leaving exanil
function of miracle, we ought

‘opposing views, SO far at least

tion, i.e. as th
~and methods of jur
evidence as administere

1@. Frederick Wright,
Bible, p. 15; see also A. A. Hodge,

pp. 59-61,

« The Divine Authority of the Bible/ :
“A miraculous dis-

egins with Abraham and ends with the

" within the limitation we have set to our 1
| e subject is affected by rules, tests,
al science in the department of
d in courts of justice. These
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* Professor ™.

intermission of about four

1 by Protest-

these books there is 10 trustworthy account of any

never, in the case

availed to lead men

y in matters of religion or to satisfy their

nation of this evidential

perhaps to notice
as they may come
nvestiga-

will be examined in the next section.
The Divine Authority of the

Outlines of Theology,
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SEcrioN I

UNSANCTIONED SUBJECTIVE CONCEPTIONS
MISTAKEN FOR REVELATION

The.re are many negators who, while insisting
le Othelxr I.oyal’t,y to the Christian religion, oppose the
. nclusions ¥ we have ahove stated. This loyalty
1S asserted on their contention that God is inter-
ested to benefit human souls now the same as in
pa'st ages; that men now attain or achieve divim;_ in-
spiration and revelation the same every way as
t.hat 'which is set forth as inspiration and revela-
tion in the Bible; that inspiration and revelation
Were never bestowed, from without, especially or
expressly, upon any, but that God is immanent
tamong men and his creations, and through that
lp?manerl.ce every one who is adequately attent
will a:ttaxn or achieve revelation. This concept is
501?1et1mes called “ inner light,” sometimes et-hico—
r.ehgious consciousness.” In philosophy, in moderli
times, the word is applied to the ope;ation of a
Creator, conceived as in organic connection with
eVery separate creation — herb, 0X, or man — per-

fOI’lTll'I'IO i g
&

upholding, continuing. In this Divine Immanence

we find nothing of truth byt what has all along
-

Mivacle and Revelation 85

been expressed in the doctrine of the Omnipres-
ence of God, and in the statement that God is the
Creator and Upholder of all things. It is the intro-
duction of a new word to express an old and
familiar idea. Tts use has led to a most harmful
- misconception, i.e. that human actions, both good
~and bad, are nothing but determined divine activi-
ties, and also to false concepts of revelation as well
~as of inspiration.

The contention of these negators is sometimes
_stated thus: Any person having intellectual and
moral qualities like Moses, by seeking and ponder-
ing on phenomena, will, by his human spirit itself,
achieve and attain special divine revelations the
same as that which guided Moses in the Exodus.

SUBJECTIVE CONCEPTION OF REVELATION
The inherent basis on which these contentions
are made, seems to bring the matter directly into
the realm of psychology, and demonstrates that the
mental and spiritual processes by which they con-
tend that alleged inspiration and revelations of
God are so achieved, are subjective, ideal, as con-
trasted with what is objective, real. The results
alleged to be obtained and promulgated are dis-
tinctly within the definition of “subjective,” viz.
“ especially pertaining to or derived from one’s own
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.consciousness.” The contrast between *subject-
ive” and ‘ objective,” by established usa Jec?_
stated by Sir William Hamilton: =
6 e e
Objective’ means that which belongs to
Pro‘ce.eds from the object known, and not fro: tgr
111d1'v.1dua1 knowing, and denotes what is real Iinn :
position to what is ideal; what exists in nat’ureoi;

contrast to [subjective] i
what exists me i
thought of the individual.” rely i the

1. 'Obviously such contention, that man can, by
bf'oc.)dmg or pondering, achieve divine revelatio; is
distinctly and directly in conflict with the essent,ial
concept of a revelation of God, viz. ““ disclosure of
truth which cannot be ascertained by natural means.”
While that conception of revelation of God stand.s
the contention that man can, by his brooding 01:
pondering, achieve revelations of God, cannot sotand
a mom‘ent ; for achievements so conten,‘lplated would
l:: achievement by human means and powers, which
erz:j::;al means, certainly not unnatural or sup-

2. Such contention is also obviously in direct
cox.atradiction of the testimony in the record, of
umx'npeached witnesses, who knew by personaljex-
perience the truth of what they testified. Pete:r,

speakin < inspirati
p g.e:\pressly of inspiration and revelation,
says of himself and his associate apostles:
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« We did not follow cunningly devised fables,
when we made known unto you the power and
coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but we were eye-
witnesses of his majesty. For he received from God
the Father honour and glory, when there came such
a voice to him from the excellent glory, This is my
beloved Son, in whom T am well pleased; and this
voice we ourselves heard come out of heaven, when
we were with him in the holy mount. And we have
the word of prophecy made more sure; whereunto
“ye do well that ye take heed . . .. knowing this first,
that no prophecy of scripture is of private interpre-
tation [setting forth]. For no prophecy ever came
by the will of man; but men spake from God, being
moved by the Holy Ghost” (2 Pet. 1:16-21, Rev.
Ver.).

3. The contention that such subjective processes
yield verity in results in regard to religion and
spiritual life is not only doubly contradicted (1) by
the essential in revelation, and (2) by the record,
but such subjective concepts are (3) what the
record shows were contended for as verity by men

professing to be loyal, godly teachers more than
two thousand years ago. Such contentions were
then condemned, and declared to be the result of
self-deception of the very persons who promul-
gated them; not only condemned, but declared cal-
culated to foster vanity and self-conceit. Of such
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subjective results the record is, “ Thus saith th
Lox:d. of Hosts . . . . they make you vain; theys eali
a vision of their own hearts . . . . they are pro ph t
of the deceit of their own hearts” (Jer. 23 '16p2f(33 )S

4. It is common knowledge that such subje,ctive;
concepts, although utterly destitute of truth, are yet
capable of becoming imperative over the pe,:rson)b ’
?vhom they have been evolved, even to the extent o}f
1mpfelling to the commission of capital crimes. One
ancient and one modern example may be selected
from many to illustrate this.

UNAUTHENTICATED SUBJECTIVE CONCEPTIONS

Moses. At the end of three hundred and ninet
of tI.le foretold four hundred years which shoulc)ir
terminate Hebrew oppression by the Egyptians
(Ex. 1%:40, especially ver. 41), Moses was a ma-
ture man forty years old; had been wonderfull
pres.erved from the death decreed by Pharaok{
against every male Hebrew infant; been adopted
by Pharaoh’s daughter; highly educated, and, as
sh.own by the oration of the martyr Steph,en “ ,was
mighty in words and in deeds” (Acts 7 :22)t

Moses stands in the front rank of the world’s
g.reat and good men; but that did not safeguard
him from the folly and falsity of the sed:ctive
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power of subjective conceptions of special revela-
tions of God. Brooding over phenomena— God's
reat promises to Abraham, his own unique history,
_the near approach of time for deliverance of
Abraham’s seed from bondage — Moses evolved
~ the subjective conception that the whole situation
* constituted special revelation that God had thereby
‘called Moses to undertake, as he did, the delivery
of the Hebrews; for, impelled by that conception,
EMoses slew the Egyptian (Ex. 2:12). Stephen’s
testimony shows this, for he says Moses supposed
his brethren understood that God by his [Moses]
‘hand was giving them deliverance” (Acts N :R5,
Am. Rev.). Moses could not honestly suppose that
“his brethren so understood, if he did not so believe
‘it himself. Moses’ act and belief received no sanc-
_tion whatever from God, and Moses thereby found
_ Divine repudiation of his subjectively conceived
revelation, and became himself a victim of that
_conviction evolved by ¢ the deceit of his own heart”
(Jer. 3:16, 36), and was forced to flee, 2 criminal
" homicide and an outlaw.

The Man of Cohasset. The records of the Su-
preme Judicial Court of the State of Massachusetts
for Barnstable County show the prosecution of
Charles F. Freeman for the crime of murder, corm=
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mitted May 1, 1879. On a preliminary hearing

1*? reeman was adjudged sane; but escaped convic:

tion of murder, on final trial, on the ground that at

‘fhe moment of killing he was not sane. Court and

jury seem to have been convinced that, in what

F reen‘lan did with the life of his daughter, he was
conscientious, sincere. He was condemned to be
confined in Danvers Lunatic Hospital during his
natural life. Freeman’s case was widely publi:hed
As to what is here involved, the facts are under-.
stood to have been that Freeman (called the Man of
Cohasset) had a little daughter whom he cherished
]%ut he became dominated by a subjective concep—.
tion that it was his duty to prove his religious
devo.tion by sacrificing what he most lovedb and
cherished. His brooding centered on his daughter
and he took her life under the dominating inﬂuence,
of that subjective conviction.

.Th.ese two instances of the folly and crime of
yielding to, and acting on, unsanctioned subjective
conceptions of God and of his supposed revelations,
are extreme samples. They shock us because of
t?le cruel consequences wrought thereby on physical
life. But evils as great or greater to spiritual lives
of men, and evil to the cause of religion, are being
wrought to-day by many in the ministry and edu-
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nal work by promulgating mere subjective
s of God, his will, his work, purposes,
and rule. It is common knowledge that such
teachers, claiming an honest conscience in seeking
to know God’s will, boldly advocate their subjec-
ye convictions, and deny the authority of the Bible
and its recorded facts also, if deemed in conflict
with their subjective conceptions.

But do not the Scriptures exhort men to try to
know God’s will and conform their lives to it? Yes,
doubtless, and great promises accompany the exhor-
« Ask, and ye shall receive; seek, and ye

atio
;onception

_tation:
shall find; knock, and it shall be opened to you.”
While charity concedes and assumes that such vic-

tims of such subjective conceptions of God, his will
ring the dictates of

and rule, are honest in follow
conscience, the assumption of honesty carries with
ally the correlative conclusion that, had such
n reality the light of truth as to the
_ Divine mind and will to guide them, they would

have followed that light and avoided error. How
then can the honest inquirer pe safeguarded in his
Can loyalty to Christ secure him

it logic
victims had 1

quest of truth?
from error?
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SecrioN IIT

CHRIST THE WAY AND GUIDE IN CONCEPTIONS OF
THE DEITY AND OF DUTY

avg;;:;?shall €rror in subjective conceptions be
. If in complying with the Master’s many exhorta-
tl.ons to follow him we may employ, as he so often
did, obvious truths of natural law to illustrate truth
or principles in the spiritual sphere, in seekine
an answer to the above question we may ﬁnz
lesson and light in the mariner’s compass. The steel
needle, ever so carefully suspended, while unmae-
netized, is utterly useless for enabling the sailor :0
know the course his ship is moving. But when
magnetized the needle thereby comes at once into
organic relation, accord, and alinement with the in-
terI.)oIar magnetic current, which Almighty energy
maintains in constant flow north and south betwe:n
.earth’s magrnetic poles. By that current the needle
is held in that alinement. Because, and only be-
. cause, it is so held in that alinement, does the needle
enable the navigator to know his course and guide
his craft to the desired haven. )
Shortly before the crucifixion, at the feast of the
tabernacles in the temple at Jerusalem, Christ
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nght profound basic truths. It was an occasion
which Hebrew law required every male of the
tion to be present. Jesus’ teaching was to the
hole people. The last of those great truths, then
announced in the temple to the great assembly, was
1,,proclamation no mere human being could assert
himself without blasphemy. It was a truth
which Deity only could rightfully declare. Jesus
sroclaimed: “I AM THE LIGHT OF THE WORLD: HE
HAT FOLLOWETH ME, SHALL NOT WALK IN DARK-
NESS, BUT SHALL HAVE THE LIGHT OF LIFE” (John
8:12). The honest seeker after truth who would
come within the benefit of that transcendent prom-
se and pledge, and avoid becoming the dupe of sub-
ective conception, must as a disciple follow Christ
in a spirit in accord with the comprehensive scope
‘and purpose of the proclamation. The following
must be of thought, spirit, and life shown not
_merely in obeying express precepts, but a following,
, kas far and as fully as a human soul can follow, the
‘example of Christ in everything affecting the soul
in its relation to God and the Christian life.
Complying with the condition of the promise re-
“quires the disciple to be in loyal accord and aline-
‘ment with the spirit of Christ, as the magnetized
needle is with the interpolar electric current; so that
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the Bible shall be to the disciple what it was to
Christ. He must be in loyal accord with Christ in
his announcement in his preface to the Sermon on
the Mount, “ Think not I am come to destroy the
law or the prophets; I am not come to destroy but
to fulfil.” He must be in loyal accord with Christ’s
teaching and works done in fulfilment of that older
record ; and in like accord with Christ’s prayer that
his disciples might be one, even as Christ and the
Father are one (a oneness of which we know noth-
ing outside of what is recorded in the Testaments,
Old and New); also he must be in accord with
Christ’s prayer that his disciples might be sancti-
fied, and in accord also with the means and process
of sanctification embraced in Christ’s prayer to the
Father: ‘ Sanctify them through the truth: thy
word is truth ”; and in accord, by righteous living,
with sincere and devout desire to be thus sanctified
in life and purpose through the word of God.
Only as the follower is in alinement with and
conforms to the conditions on which the promise is
based, only by holding in check and testing one's
thoughts and conceptions of God, his will and rule,
by standards set in the Secriptures Christ thus au-
thenticated, and exalted as supreme authority, can
a disciple bring himself within the proclamation
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z';tnd promise, and have that true illu.minatiorf oi
ch Christ described as “ the light of life,

so be saved from the falsity and folly of
subjective ~conceptions of Divine

gpirit whi

nsanctioned
things, the conceit and deceit of one's own heart,

described by Jeremiah (28:16, 26). In this fun('ia—
’ al respect Moses and the Man of Cohasset sig-
ed. They did not hold in check nor test
on by the light of God’s law, that ex-
s homicide, except in punishment

ment
nally fail
their concepti
pressly condemn
adjudged against a malefactor.



CHAPTER YV

MIRACLE AND DOCTRINE — DEITY
OF JESUS

“ Jesus himself testified.” John 4 :44,

. Nor only have we evidence competent and suffi-
c1.ent to prove the reality of the miracles, but the
miracle, so proved, becomes in turn evidentiary
f‘act to prove the truth of the doctrines of the Chris-
tian religion. We select first, for illustration, the
doctrine with which the Apostle John opens his
gospel narrative, viz. the Deity of Jesus, a central
doctrine of the Christian religion. We are aware
that theologians and divines of more than national
fame have announced an opposite conclusion.!

*George P. Fisher, D.D., in his work The Supernat-
ural Origin of Christianity, p. 497, says: “7It haI; be‘en
sometimes thought that the miracles of Christ were to
prove His divinity. But this in our judgment is an
error. The miracles of Christ do not differ in kind from
those which are attributed to the Prophets of the Old
Testament, By the Prophets the sick were healed and
the. dead revived. . ., . The divinity of Jesus is a truth
which rests upon His testimony and that of the apos-
tles, and not upon the fact that He performed works

exceeding human power (citi
Mii ng, in support,
Miller, Essay on Miracles, chap. iii.). pport, Julius
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‘Speaking with deference to such authors, the rec-

ord is before us, and examining it by the rules of

evidence administered in courts of justice will show

what it proves on the question.

Luke (5:15, 17, 18) records that, upon healing a

man of leprosy, Jesus charged him to tell no man,

but Luke adds, “ So much the more went abroad

“the report concerning him, and great multitudes
came together to hear and be healed of their infirm-
ities.” On ““ one of those days” when great multi-
“tudes came together to hear, ‘“ a man that was pal-
sied” (Am. Rev.) was healed. We propose to
examine this transaction by the methods of science,
to ascertain its lesson on the subject of the Divinity
of Jesus. The transaction is in full harmony with
the Bible as a whole. It is reported also by Mat-
thew (9:2-8) and Mark (2:1-12).

Tivme. It occurred, as is generally agreed, about
one year after the first passover in Christ’s minis-
try, and after the first cleansing of the temple
(John 2:13-25); after the imprisonment of John
the Baptist (Matt. 4:12); after Jesus’ discourse
with the Samaritan woman at Jacob’s well (John
4:4-12); after “leaving Nazareth, he came and
dwelt at Capernaum ” (Matt. 4:13); after Jesus
went about all Galilee, teaching in their syna-
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gogues, and preaching the gospel of the kingdom
and healing all manner of diseases among the peo:
ple; and after his fame went throughout all Syria;
so that there followed him great multitudes of peo-,
ple from Galilee, and from Decapolis, and .frorn
Jerusalem, and from Judza, and from beyond Jor-
dan (Matt. 4:23-25).
Place. Tt seems that, after the fame of Jesus
and his teachings caused such a following and
celebrity as Luke records (Luke 5:15), great mul-
titudes came together, to hear Jesus preach and
tea.lch; that a house at Capernaum was appro-
priated for meetings, and was known as such by
common report. Of such building or house, Mark
records of this very day, and transactions we are to
f:onsider, that “it was noised that he [Jesus] was
in th.e house ” (Mark 2:1)* and that the house
was in Capernaum. Luke says of those meetings
evidently at that house, that it came to pass “Zn’
one of those days,” “There were Pharisees and
doctors of the law sitting by, who had come out of
every village of Galilee, and Judza, and Jerusa-
lem” (Luke 5:17). Capernaum was in Galilee
the northern part of Palestine. Judza was the’

1 [ d
. Stee too Mark 7:17 ; 9:28, Indicating the establish-
ment of a fixed place of meeting and teaching,
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southern part. So there was a representation of
educated men, as Luke says, from “ every village ”
in all Palestine. The record shows that it was a
_ peculiarly comprehensive and representative gath-
ering, including the educated, the cultured, as well
‘as the common people.

It was during the period of Christ’s ministry des-
- ignated as the period of Public Favor, before the
rulers and leaders had commenced their opposi-
‘tion; a period in which the marvelous work and
gospel of Jesus had notably arrested the attention
_of the Jewish people. The good, thoughtful, earn-
~est, and religious were evidently in a state of anx-
ious inquiry as to Jesus himself and his gospel.
The audience on that day was familiar with their
Holy Scriptures, and evidently held them in rever-
ence,

JESUS’ USE OF JURAL SCIENCE
Moreover, it must be kept in mind that the Mas-
ter knew perfectly well the intelligent, comprehen-
sive character of that audience, and the importance,
for his mission, that the truth in regard to himself
as Deity, and his mission, should be truly and cer-
tainly promulgated and known, then and there, as
well as for all men in all time everywhere. Such
knowledge and apprehension of the situation fur-
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nishes an explanation and reason for the very un-
usual practice the Master adopted, and the turn or
deflection he gave to the incident when the palsied

man was placed before him. It was a course

adopted by the Master, as the evidence shows, in
order to develop and create “ the issue,” and so’ se-
cure opportunity to prove to the audience then, and
to all men through them, the great truth the deity
of Jesus the Christ. With that assembly filling the
house, and the multitude thronging and barring
the doorways, Jesus within the house having com-
menced his discourse, or as Luke says “ teazhing ”
fc?tlr friends of “a man that was palsied ” brougf,lt
him to be presented to Jesus to be healed. The
de'nse crowd at all portals of the house prevented
bringing the palsied man into the house by usual
efltrances. Therefore the four men took the pal-
sied man to the roof of the house, and, removing
s.ome of the covering, “let him down through thbe
tiles with his couch into the midst before ;eszts ”
(Luke 5:19).

Tl.liS extraordinary, perhaps audacious, inter-
ruption of the public meeting and discourse must
be nft)ticed, for it inevitably drew the immediate
and intense attention of all. What was thus done
gave the Master opportunity to improve the inci-
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ent and situation by teaching lessons in innumera-
le ways. But all those yarious ways of improving
the incident were in the hands and control, and
gvailable at the discretion, of the Master, to be
adopted as he saw fit. The palsied man had been
~ brought to Jesus to be healed. His four friends
d the palsied man ardently desired that blessing.
The audience knew that, and expected the healing.
Jesus knew that also. In view of the usual practice
of the Master in such cases, the natural thing, the
ordinary thing, the expected thing, was that Jesus
would lay his hand on the palsied man, or speak
the fiat word, and heal him. Jesus did neither. He
simply said, “ Man, thy sins are forgiven,” and let
the sufferer lie on his couch, unhealed, sick, pal-
; "sied. That was not what the palsied man sought,
 nor what his four friends had exercised such extra-
ordinary effort to secure. Jesus left them and the
audience disappointed. It must have excited the
“deepest interest, and drawn earnest attention of all
present to what followed.

The perfect goodness of Christ, and the doctrine

to proving which he turned the transaction in the

outcome, compel the conclusion that the Master

purposely did not at first heal the palsied man, but
said, “ Thy sins are forgiven,” for the purpose of
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evolving the « issue,”
those present to the g
and there to prove fo
them for all men — p;
later of his divinity, a

and leading the thoughts of
reat matter he intended then
r that audience, and through
s divinity, Christ’s assertion
e nd po.wer on earth to forgive
proof that he exercised, and intended to b
understood as exercising, the prerogative of De'te
when he declared the palsied man’s sins for iv; .
Hence the learned doctors of the law, the scg;'b .
and educated Pharisees were not wro;g, not Iln?ss-’

taken‘ even, in concluding that Jesus did claim to
€xercise, and meant to be

€xercising, his own power
man's sins forgiven,

understood as himself
when he announced the
Here the transaction halted.
BLASPHEMY CHARGED AGAINST JESUS
After sufficient time had elapsed for the stran
and une.xpected turn the Master had given to tie
transaction and jtg significance to take shape in ’che
thougl.lts of those present familiar with the 1 .
f)f their Scriptures, their thoughts became: K e
15 blasphemy. This Jesus, a mere man i.s i;fe
of blasphemy. “Who can forgive sins,,butg]é}og

alone?” is objecti
That this objection was candid, not merely
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attentive, earnest students. Instead of reproach,
]esus referred to what they ‘reasoned in their
hearts” That reasoning immediately and inevita-
bly raised and involved “the issue,” the deity of
Jesus. As Jesus immediately dealt with the mat-
ter on that exact “issue’ which he had purposely
created, and did not attempt to turn the thought
~f btherwise, we must conclude that that ““ issue ” was
_exactly the outcome the Master intended should be
‘; raised, by saying he forgave the palsied man’s sins
at first, instead of curing his palsy.

Although there are not in the record express
formal or technical pleadings, the facts and lan-
guage used, and the proceedings that took place,
and the results involve the elements of a judicial
proceeding. Examining the record by the rules of
evidence, and terms of enlightened jurisprudence,
enables us to see the evolution of the truth which
the Master then and there established. The charge
in the thought of the accusers of Jesus was blas-
phemy, as in John 10:33, where the Jews said to
Jesus, they would stone him “for blasphemy; be-
cause that thou, being a man, makest thyself God.”
The allegations of the objections constituting the
charge of blasphemy are seen, when formulated, to
be three: 1. That Jesus had publicly formally ar-
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rogated to himself power to forgive a man’s sins,
and had averred the forgiveness was consum-
mated; 2. That God alone could forgive sins;
3. That Jesus was only a man, not Deity. Hence
the legal conclusion that Jesus was guilty of the
crime of blasphemy. Those three allegations of the
accusers of Jesus, tendered, and the situation log-
ically required that Jesus take issue or deny each of
these allegations unless he would admit them to be
true. By legal principles constituting rules of evi-
dence, unless denied, each of these allegations, ju-
dicially regarded, must as to that transaction stand
admitted.

The record shows that Jesus did not deny or
controvert either the first or the second allegation.
The result therefore admitted: 1. That Jesus had
claimed and asserted that he had himself, exercis-
ing his own power in very truth, forgiven the
man’s sins; 2. That God alone had power to for-
give sins. But on the third allegation Jesus assert-
ed indubitably, in effect, that he was Deity, and had
in fact exercised on earth the prerogative of Deity.
That condition presented legally and logically an
actual issue between Jesus and his accusers. The
proceeding was held in suspense until the “issue”
was formed, made available.
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THE “ ISSUE’ — DEITY OF JESUS

The issue was distinct, viz. that Jesus was Deity ;
a proposition denied by his accusers, affirmed by the
Master. It was an jssue of fact; hence, was an
T:issue to be tried, proved or disproved, by evidence
to be produced. The record shows the Master took
k‘upon himself the affirmative, i.e. insisted tl'1at he_
‘had power and right in himself to forgive sins. I'f
‘that affirmative proposition should be proved, it
would in its turn be the evidentiary fact that
proved that Jesus, “the same yesterday, to-da)'f,
and forever,” is Deity. All this inheres in what 1s
set forth in the record.

The Master himself describes the “issue” as a
question of power. He says he will introduce cox?-
clusive evidence, that which gives knowledge evi-
dence, by which “ye may Enow that the Son of
man hath power on earth to forgive sins.” That
“ power ”’ was the prerogative of Deity alone. Je-
sus contrasts the “ power ” to forgive sins witp. the
“ power ” to work miracles of healing. Miracle
power and power to forgive sins are alik.e preroga-
tives of Deity. Each being prerogative power
which Deity exerts at will, each is equal?y e:,asy.
Jesus’ question, therefore, “ Which is easier, to
execute the fiat Thy sins are forgiven, or to exe-
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cute the fiat Arise healed, answers itself; namely,
each fiat is the prerogative of Deity, and each easy
alike. '

Jesus had already issued his fiat, and absolved
the sins of the palsied man. That act of Deity,
Jesus had in fact performed. But, as so well said
by Dr. Taylor,

“from the nature of the case, the forgiveness of
sins is a divine act in the spiritual sphere, the
reality of which cannot be tested by merely human
observation. One may declare to another that his
sins are pardoned, and no earthly investigation can
determine whether he is speaking the truth, for the
transaction is in a department beyond the possi-

bility of human investigation. Forgiveness is the
act of God on the conscience of the sinner, a spirit-

ual exercise in a purely spiritual sphere.”*

In effect, Jesus said, ‘ You do not know that I
have in very truth absolved the sins of the palsied
man, and so do not know I have in fact performed
what God alone can perform, and which demon-
strates that I am Deity, because your human limi-
tations are such that you cannot scrutinize, exam-
ine, or test the evidence of the fact of forgiveness.
I will now perform another prerogative of Deity,
a miracle of instantaneous healing of the palsied

iTaylor, Miracles of our Saviour, p. 127.

Miracle and Doctrine — Deity of Jesus 107

by my fiat, an act which you can by your hu-

man i
’ scrutinize, and know to be verity.

man power scamn, . :
You see the man evidently a neighbor to the dwell

ers in Capernaum, for, when healed, he took up the
ébuch himself and went to his own house. You
see this person, a helpless, palsied man; that is a
fact you already know.’ ‘
 Further the Master’s proposition was: In your
presence I will issue over the palsied man my ﬁ‘at,
“Arise, and take up thy couch and go to thine
house.” These words you can hear and observe,
and know I speak them when I do so. If, at my
fiat, the palsied man immediately arisefs and de--
monstrates he is cured, by himself taking up his
couch and departing to his house, that too you can
observe and know it as it occurs. If, therefore,
these things occur, and you see, hear, and know
them as facts by your human senses, open to yon.}r
scrutiny and inspection, as they occur, you will
know that I have in myself, and in your presence,
exercised the prerogative of God. ’FlTe p.aradox
will be proved, namely, that I, a man living 1n your

midst, born of a woman, am also Deity, God Incar-

nate.”
Therefore, having adequately stated to the au-

i ’ —1 hrase
dience the ““issue” to be proved —1n legal p )
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opened the case to the tribunal for trial, and
brought the very essence of the *issue as to his
power and authority as Deity clearly and plainly to
the attention of the accusers and the whole audi-
ence — Jesus addressed the palsied man, lying on
his couch before Jesus in the midst of the assem-
bly, and issued his fiat, saying: “I say unto thee,
Arise, and take up thy couch, and go into thine
house.” Notice the ego, I say. Instantly, in the
presence of all, the palsied man “ rose up before
them, and took up that whereon he lay, and depart-
ed to his own house, glorifying God.” Jesus’ fiat
was in the first person. He did not act in the name
of another. The proposition denied by his accus-
ers but affirmed by Jesus (that Jesus had in himself
the prerogatives of Deity and was Deity) was con-
clusively proved by autoptic evidence; viz. the ac-
tual performance by Jesus of the prerogative of
Deity in this miracle of instantaneous healing,
wrought publicly by Jesus by his personal fiat for
the express purpose of proving his divinity. This he
did in the immediate presence, observation, and
scrutiny of his accusers and the multitude which
then constituted the tribunal, that they might then
and there decide for themselves, as we must now for
ourselves, upon the evidence. The evidence was by
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‘miracle, the testimony of God, wrought by Jesus as
‘himself Incarnate Deity, having inherent in himself
the prerogatives of Deity,— power and authority as
Deity to (1) perform miracles, and (2) forgive
ins. The proof was like the proof of the truth of
a mathematical problem, which is designated dem-

onstration.
THE VERDICT

The tribunal, the audience, not excepting the
doctors of the law or the learned, immediately
- pronounced their verdict. The result of the evi-
dence and the verdict are found: “And they were
all amazed, and they glorified God, and were filled
with fear, saying, We have seen strange things to-
day ” (Luke 5:26). The effect of the evidence on
the audience is described as threefold: 1. They
were amazed; 2. They glorified God; 3. They
were filled with fear. In the Greek it is “ filled
full,” a plethora of fear. The mere miracle of
healing does not account for the ‘“amazement,”
nor for the extraordinary “fear” or “awe,” for
many such miracles had before been wrought by
Jesus in that same city of Capernaum (Matt. 8:2-
4, 5, 16; Mark 1:21-26; Luke 4:31, 33, 38).

The fame of former miracles wrought by Jesus
at Capernaum had reached Nazareth; for, when
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Jesus preached there, he said to the Nazarenes, ‘You
wish me to perform miracles, such as you learn I
have wrought at Capernaum.” Something other
and different from a miracle of healing is required
to account for the amagement and awe that was
produced by the transaction with the palsied man,
When the situation and facts are duly considered,
their awe and amazement are explained. Here, for
the first time, our Master brings miracle into the
field of view and action, to be employed as evidence,
to prove specific fact — in this case, the specific fact
of the deity of Jesus, i.e. to maintain “ the issue”
on that question, which issue the doctors of the law,
scribes, and Pharisees had themselves caused by
alleging the non-divinity of Jesus. When the issue
they had thus participated in creating was proved
against them, in their immediate presence, by the
miracle, whose function as such proof on that issue
Jesus had predeclared, and they realized that Deity,
in the person of Jesus, stood in their midst, wield-
ing omnipotent and prerogative powers of God, they
were awe-struck, astounded. They confessed the
reason of their awe and astonishment by the Greek
word they used in their verdict, namely, “ We have
seen rapddofa to-day.” It should have been trans-
literated parador. In view of the transcendent im-
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rtance of the transaction, the translation we have
the common version, “ We have seen strange
things to-day,” seems pitiably weak and unfortu-
nate, quite missing the force and concept of the
”riginal. The verdict when truly translated fur-
nishes the cause and explanation of the amaze-
‘ment, awe, and fear. ’
Literally the verdict is: ‘We have seen (rapa-
:'Sofa) paradox this day.” A paradox is something
which apparently contradicts some ascertained
truth, but which, when duly investigated, is found
o be true (Cent. Dict.).

AN APPARENT IMPROBABILITY IS WHEN VERIFIED
THE SUREST WITNESS TO THE TRUTH.
' The verdict in Mark, though not so full, is ex-
traordinary. Literally, ‘ We have not at any time
seen thus” What transpired was something over,
k'above, and beyond any former miracle; and tha.tt
was what produced amazement, fear, awe, and is
described as paradox. Jesus, a being in human
flesh and blood, living and being with and among
men; born of a woman; a human physical organi-
zation; subject to hunger, weariness, joy, SOrrow;

requiring sleep when exhausted; and yet demon-

strating, in the transaction, that he exercised the
prerogative of God, power to forgive sin — Jesus,
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at once man and God, God-man, was a paradox
The sense of God, holy, then and there in theix:
midst in human form wielding prerogative power
of God, created in the mind of devout Jews awe
and amazement. It was g paradox. Jesus, appar-
ently a mere man, had proved by evidence openly to
n'len that he was Deity by performing the preroga-
tives of Deity; (1) by his fiat forgiving sin, and
(2) by his fiat healing a palsy.

DEITY OF JESUS CONFIRMED

Divine confirmation of the deity of Jesus, as
shown by the record, seems worthy of note in this
connection. If Jesus was not Deity, but merely
man, he was clearly guilty of blasphemy in the
above transaction, and incurred condemnation of
God and punishment for the guilt, as in the case of
Moses, who inferentially joined himself, as miracle-
worker with God, by the pronoun “we,” in draw-
ing water from the rock at Meribah, for which blas-
phemy God’s judgment excluded Moses from the
Promised Land. After nearly forty years of subse-
quent faithful service, Moses, deeply repentant,
prayed the punishment might be remitted, but In-
finite. Wisdom decided it could not be condoned.
God gave answer to Moses’ prayer: “ Let it suffice
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_kee; speak no more unto me of this matter”
(Det. 3:26), and strictly enforced the penalty.
ut Jesus claimed power personal to himself to
aise the dead of all the ages at the last day (John
5:28,29), to give eternal life to men (John 10:28) ;
he publicly persisted in making himself equal with
God, until the people repeatedly charged him with
blasphemy therefor (John 4:11 and 10:16); and
claimed he exercised his personal supernatural
power in forgiving sin and healing disease by his
personal fiat in dealing with the palsied man at Ca-
- pernaum. Yet, in view of all this, God Omniscient,

cognizant of all and contemplating the whole earth-
ly course of Jesus, his claims, acts, and teachings,
and speaking on the Mount of Transfiguration, pro-
_claimed of Jesus, “This is my beloved Son, in
~whom I am well pleased; hear ve him” (Matt.
17:5; Mark 9:7; Luke 9:35; 2 Pet. 1:17). It
was express confirmation, ratification, and approval
of all Jesus had claimed, and done, and taught, —
confirmation, ratification, and approval to men, by
the Almighty, of the deity of Jesus.



CHAPTER VI

MIRACLE AND DOCTRINE-——JEHOVAH
“ He left not himself without witness.” Aects 14: 17

“He established g testimon
¥ in Jacob. . .. His Si
in Egypt, and his Wonders in the field of Zoan.” e
‘l Psalm 78,
o SecTION I

SCOPE OF PROPOSED INQUIRY

The miracles of the Exodus involve fundamental
doctrines regarding Jehovah, which are denied by
three classes: (1) Atheists deny the existence of
God. (2) Agnostics deny the possibility of know-
ing God or of making proof of his existence! ( 3)
Skeptics, although Deists or Theists, on the alleged
hardening of Pharaoh’s heart, deny the righteous-
ness of God. These are denials of the Word of
God, and denials of God as he is disclosed in his
Word — Old and New Testaments — which word
and disclosure of God constitute the body of faith,
“once for all ” delivered to the saints, which Chris-

. t“Agnosticism assumes a double incompetence—the
Incompetence not only of a man to know God but of God
.to make himself known. But the denial of competence
Is the negation of Deity, for the God who could not
Speak would not be rational, and the God who would not
speak would not be moral.” Principal Fairbairn Place
of Christ in Modern Theology, p. 386. o
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ans believe, and which they are exhorted to con-
tend for earnestly (Jude, ver. 3). Existence of
d as fact is fundamental, necessarily primary, in
theology and religion. Hence proof of the fact of
the existence of God, evidence that establishes that
proof, is correspondingly fundamental and impor-
tant. No Christian life can commence or continue
without genuine belief in God as living, existing in
' ct, and caring for his creatures: * He that com-
eth to God must believe that he is, and that he is
~a rewarder of them that diligently seek him”
- (Heb. 11:6). But normal rational belief, in a hu-
‘man soul, is produced by the power of evidence,
~and ought to be by evidence that the individual can
test to know to be verity, and that he can under-
stand and intelligently appropriate.

It is common knowledge that professors and in-
structors in theological schools teach that the ex-
istence of God is established by a series of argu-
~ ments designated “ theistic proofs.”

As very briefly described by a theologian, these
érguments “are derived from the necessity we are
under of believing in the real existence of the in-
finitely perfect Being,” that grounds creating that
condition are, namely, necessity (1) “of a suffi-
cient cause of the contingent universe,” (2) “of an
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intelligent author of the order and manifold con-
tr.ivances observable in nature,” and (3) “ of a law-
giver and judge for dependent moral beings, en-
dowed with the sense of duty and an ineradiéable
feeling of responsibility, conscious of the moral
contradictions of the world, and craving a solution
of them and living under an intuitive perception of
right which they do not see realized.” ?

| Treatises that develop the arguments called
“theistic proofs ” of the existence of God, based
as they are, on the “ necessities” just describedz
are monuments of vast learning, ripe scholarship,
profound reasoning, and are of corresponding
value, prized and honored by Christians. But it i‘s
obvious that a real, conscious sense of the existence
of God, thus deduced from a series of arguments
thus wrought out by erudite learning, profound
metaphysical reasoning, based on grounds of ne-
cessity, can be apprehended by but a few compara-
tively of the millions of the race. The mass of
men have neither the time, the ability, scholarship,
or training, for such original and radical investiga-
tion of the question of the existence of God as Zre

by such arguments and reasoning wrought out as
“ theistic proofs.”

1 T qe ¢
B. B. Warfield, art. “ God,” Davis, Bible Dict. p. 252.
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~ Therefore if examination of God's Word by the
rules, tests, and standards the science of jurispru-
ence has instituted for evolving and establishing
truth and fact from evidence shows that God has
hereby provided proof of his existence and char-
"a;,cter, by evidence simple, and such as the non-
erudite man can readily comprehend; then such
~proof of God’s existence and character ought to
have our reverent respect, and be given its high
“place of honor in religion, literature, and the coun-
sels of men.

In view of these denials of atheists, agnostics,

and skeptics, the question may be asked, Is there

evidence available to men to-day, evidence ever

given to men, evidence which ordinary men, using
normal human pOWers, could scrutinize, test, un-
derstand, and know to be verity, which then and
which now, when tested by rules and standards of
es the existence of God? The

“jural science, prov
Has the existence

inquiry may be more specific.
of God been proved as a fact, substantially as facts

are proven in administering jurisprudence in courts

of justice?
The denials of those three classes of oppugners

of the Word of God raise issues of fact which seem

proper to be subjected to trial and determination
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by .evidence, examined by the rules and standard
of jural science and correct reasoning. We pr S
pose such examination. For that purpose we Ifa:-
before us the several Pentateuchal as well as othee
books of the Bible, each of which is an Ancienz
Document. Their competency as evidence has
been stated in a former chapter. Some preliminar
matters first need consideration. ’
. We are to consider not only the proof of the ex-
1ste1'1ce and supremacy of God, but also the alleged
unrighteousness of Jehovah in dealing with Pligar—
:(;?. Whel'z the moral quality of the act of an in-
ﬂe]aigzi b:;z:f is_. imp.ugned, jurisprudence requires
" time, situation, and conditions affecting
question involved, and also the purposes of the
actor, be ascertained and clearly understood, be-
for.e condemning the act. Unrighteousness is’ re-
eminently a matter of religion, which, as genef lle
al?prehended, is defined, “ Recogniti,on and aile}-'
giance in manner of life to a superhuman power or
sr._lperhuman powers, to whom allegiance and ser-
vice are regarded as justly due” (Cent. Dict.).

STATE OF RELIGION — EXODUS ERA

fThe rec?rd shows that, from a period shortly
after the dispersion at Babel, the race of mankind
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’ gpostatized, and forgot God. Instead of recogniz-
ing Jehovah, “ the only true God,” and observing

allegiance to him, the whole world was full of con-

ceptions of Deity, utterly false, manufactured by

men. Those conceptions of Deity were not only
false in origin, but false in purpose, because, being
in fact mere figments of the imagination of men,
ff upon the world, and accepted
by the race as real, as true. In their conceptions
such gods were only human, with unbridled lust,
lying and selfish passions, destitute of purity, holi-
Every nation and every
supposed to

they were palmed o

ness, or righteousness.
¢ribe had its separate god or gods,
have supernatural and superhuman power to oper-
ate through the air, the elements, through animals,
insects, diseases, and innumerable agencies, to help
promote, injure, or destroy men. National gods
were each deemed 2 rival of gods of other nations
or peoples.

The situation furnished a good illustration of
natural evolution. A concrete case may best illus-
trate the then prevalent conception of gods. Syria
remained unreformed in this respect in the time of

Hezekiah. Rab-shakeh, Sennacherib’s captain, de-

manding the capitulation of Jerusalem, shouted to

the people:
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“ Heafken not to Hezekiah, when he persuadeth
you, saying, Jehovah will deliver us. Hath any of
the gods of the nations ever delivered his land out
of the hand of the king of Assyria? Where are
the gods of Hamath, and of Arpad? where are
the gods of Sepharvaim, of Hena, and Ivvah? have

they delivered Samaria out of my hand? Who -

are they among all the gods of the countries, that
have delivered their country out of my hand, that
Jehovah should deliver Jerusalem out of my ha’md i
(? Kings 18: 32-35, Am. Rev.). |

The king of Assyria had theretofore conquered
Samaria and the Kingdom of Israel, removed the
Israelites to Assyria, and colonized the conquered
country, including Samaria, with men from Baby-
lon, from Cuthah, Ava, Hamath, and Sepharvaim.
The colonists suffered from a plague of lions
which was attributed to the failure of the co]onist;
to fear the god of Israel. So the Assyrian mon-
arch caused one of the Hebrew priests who had
'beffn carried away, to be returned to Samaria, who,
1t 1s said, taught the colonists how they should fear
Jehovah (2 Kings 17:28). The Scripture is:

“ Howbeit every nation made gods of their own,
and put them in the houses of the high placeé

‘}Vthh .tl.le Samaritans had made, every nation in
their cities wherein they dwelt. And the men of
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abylon made Succoth-benoth, and the men of
th made Nergal, and the men of Hamath made
Ashima, and the Avvites made Nibhaz and Tartak;
and the Sepharvites burnt their children in the fire
o Adrammelech and Anammelech, the gods of
Sepharvaim. So . ... they feared Jehovah, and
served their own gods, after the manner of the na-
‘tions from among whom they had been carried
~away ” (2 Kings 17:29-33, Am. Rev.).

- We may not affirm the specific rise of such con-
ceptions of gods, but we know that, from remote
record up to the Christian era, and since even,
whenever a wonderful, supernatural, and superhu-
man transaction has been, or believed to have been,
wrought, men have spontaneously concluded the
“actor was a god. If the actor was not known, still
the phenomenon was attributed to a god ; as witness
he altar Paul found at Athens inscribed to “ an
unknown God” (Acts 17:23).

When Paul with Barnabas, as God’s agents, acted
in healing the impotent man at Lystra, the people
spontaneously “ lifted up their voice, saying in the
speech of Lycaonia, The gods are come down to us
in the likeness of men,” and proposed in very fact
to offer sacrifice to them (Acts 14:11, 13). But,
however originating, the conception of the gods thus
set up was at best that of human beings of super-
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na}tural power, with all human passions unbridled
with consequent vices, but destitute of purity hc?l"
ness, or righteousness. Men worshiping such, od1~
grew like unto them, and corrupted their morzjr nas-
ture accordingly. This debasement spread until
the race seemed again as described when destroyed
by the flood: “All flesh had corrupted their way
upon earth ” (Gen. 6:12). ’
Such was the conception of God or gods, and the
consequent condition of religion, througl’mut the
world at the Exodus. Pharaoh and the Egypti
must. be contemplated, with the rest, as imbi);z :;l;
do'n‘fmated by those false conceptions of Deity or
deities. The record discloses that, to meet yand
overc?me that corrupt and deplorable condition of
mankind, convert and bring men back in life, love
?.nd obedience to Jehovah, was the purpose o’f G c;
in the new dispensation, initiated in the call Zf
Abraham some four centuries before the Exodus
We call it the Christian dispensation. The recorci
discloses great purposes in that dispensation, to be
erought out in the Exodus in view of these ,condi-
tions; among them, (1) to establish a testimony to
z;zv:u;:ez;e: b); objec.tive evidence the existence
e y of God .m all the earth, and cognate
s; (R) perform His covenant with Abraham to
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udge the nation that had for more than eighty
years cruelly wronged Abraham’s seed; and, (3) as
cidental to that judgment, emancipate the He-
brews as a step in promoting the Christian dispen-
These several objects cannot, without tedi-
n in considering the evidence, be
distinct, because often

sation.
ous elaboratio
kept entirely separate and
items of evidence operate on more than one or on
all the objects, nor can they be duly considered en-

tirely unitedly. This may explain the medial

course we propose, and we hope also will excuse,
ion of any evidence

in a few instances, reéxaminati

found necessary in duly elucidating one or more ob-

jects separately.
As already indicated, the record shows that an

_avowed purpose of Jehovah in the Exodus was 10
- prove to men, that he (Jehovah) exists and is su-
preme, “‘the only true God 7. that the Egyptian
and world’s conceptions of God were utterly false,
and to prove those momentous facts by evidence
just as any other matter of fact is proven to men,

and to do this by evidence which men could exam-

ine, scrutinize, and test by their normal human
dity. The statement

powers to be assured of its vali
if not universal, heard from the

seems common,
that the existence of God (Je-

pulpit and teachers,
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hovah) cannot be proved, We are aware also that
agnostic scholars and philosophers of fanie have
aff?rmed the same, and further that, even if Gog
exists, we cannot prove or know the fact or know
Jehovah. But, as shown by the record, those things
were precisely what was proposed to be prov:d
and were proved, by Jehovah's evidence in the Ex-,
odus. The guaranty of Jehovah is: “Ig anything
too hard for Jehovah?” (Gen. 18:14) ; and “ The
things which are impossible with men are possible
with God ” (Luke 18:27).

Further purpose of Jehovah appears to have
been that, in performing his promise to Abraham,
that in his seed should al] the nations of the earth
Pe blessed, its accomplishment was to be not solely
i the advent, work, and mission of Christ. Alsc;
that Jehovah’s purpose of securing blessinvs’
through the seed of Abraham, to all natio;s’
should include men and women of that seed from’
Abraham, Jacob, Joseph, Moses, and extending
down through Joshua and the rest to Malachib'
that by and through them Jehovah would coinmu:
nicate truth, revealing himself, his will, plans, and
pu.rposes, in the administration of his kingdom in
this and the future life; also, that thoseapersons
should record such communication in writing, so

Dt
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that the whole should be preserved, “A lamp to the

feet, and a light to the path,” for all men for all

times; and that the whole should constitute a body

‘of truth from God, that could be described by the

Master as the “ Word of God” as he did in his

‘aforesaid prayer for his disciples, “ Father, sanc-

tify them through thy truth; thy word is truth”

(John 17:17).

Further, and momentous in that record, Jehovah
proposed that the evidence by which he should es-
tablish his existence and supremacy should be
reduced to writing, and preserved in that record
forever for men, “in all the earth,” even as it was
done by Jehovah’s recording prophet Moses, who
participated in the production of that evidence,
- throughout not only the Exodus from Egypt, but
all through the forty years, until the hosts of Israel
were encamped on the plains of Moab in sight of
Canaan. Also that Jehovah purposed in the Exo-
dus, that the nation that should be born should fur-
nish a national organization, a country and dwell-
ing-place wherein his prophets and teachers might
be raised up of the seed of Abram to be so inspired
and endowed, and so work in promoting that new
dispensation. In line with and emphasizing those
purposes of Jehovah, and others expressly declared,
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was his prophecy and pledge, “Against all the gods
of Egypt I will execute judgment ” (Ex, 19. 12)

SeEcrioN II

DEITY — ATTRIBUTES PROVED

The record shows that Jehovah announced ex-
pressly, repeatedly, again and again, that he would
tes.tify and give such evidence of himself and his
existence, supremacy, and character, that men
should thereby not only believe, but realize and
know, that he existed and was supreme. Jehovah
also repeatedly announced his purpose, that the evi-
dence and proof of his existence and supremacy
should be so given and presented that it should
be secured for “sons and son’s sons,” for future
ages published and declared throughout the
whole earth. All this, as the record shows, Jeho-
vah proposed to accomplish, so to speak, juridi-
cally, by employing the methods and procedure of
jurisprudence, by miracle evidence; for those great
purposes were to be accomplished by convincing
Pharaoh and the Egyptians by that evidence that
Jehovah existed and was supreme, and so secure
their consent to obey him. The plan was unique.
It seems to have been nothing less than conquering
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a haughty king and stubborn people by convincing
them against their will, by the cogent power of
evidence.

Of the issue between Jehovah and Pharaoh, the
particular question of the supremacy of Jehovah
over the gods of Egypt was first made prominent
and brought to trial. We will examine the record
n that order, although existence of Jehovah is in-
évitably involved also.

‘We have seen the spontaneous consensus of men
o attribute a wonderful, supernatural, and super-
human transaction to Deity. The record shows
 that the correlative of this is also true, viz. that,
: for a message purporting to come from Deity,
~ there may reasonably be required by men, as ob-
_jective evidence, a miracle to authenticate the mes-
sage. This was recognized by Jehovah as just. He
anticipated that would be required by Pharaoh.
- Hence he instructed Moses, as already noted, that
~when he communicated Jehovah’s command to
Pharaoh to free the Hebrews, and Pharaoh should
demand “ Show a miracle for you” (Ex. 7:9), to
authenticate the message and messengers, that
Moses and Aaron should perform not only the mir-
acle changing the rod to a serpent, but all the mir-
acle power Jehovah had intrusted them to call into



128 Miracle and Science

operation: “ When thou goest back to Egypt, see
that thou do before Pharaoh all the wonders which
I have put in thy hand ¥ (Ex. 4:21).

Moses and Aaron appeared before Pharaoh, the

Thereupon

sovereign of a great nation of, as it appears, 7,000,
000 or more people, of an empire 500,000 miles i’n
area — a nation advanced in civilization, arts, and
science — holding 3,000,000 Hebrews as slaves.
Moses as Jehovah’s commissioner communicated
his command to Pharaoh, that he let the Hebrew
slaves go. Considered juridically, Jehovah was
prosecutor in a contest planned and prescribed by
Jehovah himself, with Pharaoh defendant in a con'-
test to be determined by evidence and its convincing
power.

The claim and demand of Jehovah, as Deity,
Sovereign and Supreme, against Pharaoh was,
“Let Israel go.” Emancipate them. Pharaoh, as
defendant, made answer to that claim and demand.
His answer was, “ Who is Jehovah, that I should
hearken to his voice to let Israel go? I know not
Jehovah, and moreover I will not let Israel go”
(Ex. 5:2, Am. Rev.).

dence, this on Pharaoh’s part was pleading “the

In the language of jurispru-

general issue”; that is, considered juridically, it
constituted a denial that Jehovah existed, and de-
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nial of any right in Jehovah, if he did exist, to com-
‘mand Pharaoh to let his slaves go.

We must contemplate the matter from Pharaoh’s
‘viewpoint. That was, that every nation and tribe
“had its own separate god, and that the god of the
Hebrews, if they had one, was the god of Pha-
raoh’s slaves. Pharaoh denied Jehovah’s existence,
“and refused Jehovah’s demand. Pharaoh having
" denied the existence of Jehovah and his alleged
right, the application of the rule of jurisprudence
 to the situation shows a clear “issue” raised as to
the existence and supremacy of Jehovah — an issue
proper to be tried and determined by evidence.
That trial required, as the first step, that the mov-
ing party (Jehovah demanding freedom for the
Hebrews) should produce evidence to prove the is-
sue on his part, that is, evidence to prove that he
existed, — was Jehovah God, Supreme and Sov-

¢in all the earth,”— and rightfully required

ereign
was an issue

obedience to his command. That
involving supernatural and superhuman facts, to be
determined and proved or disproved accordingly by
evidence of the supernatural and superhuman.
Further, although Pharaoh’s contention did not
in literal words demand, “ Show a miracle for you,”

it did so in effect and by the rules and principles of
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jurisprudence; for Pharaoh’s answer, in legal par-
lafnce, put the opposite party, Jehovah, to his proof
viz. that he existed and was supreme. That called’
for evidence to prove the supernatural and super-
human, and consequently called for miracle evi-
dence to determine it; miracle evidence by Jehovah
to maintain his claim, and permitting miracle evi-
dence by Pharaoh, if any existed, to oppose Jeho-
vah’s claim. Therefore as commanded
Moses and Aaron appeared “ before Pharaoh anc;
before his servants” (officials of the empire), and
gave evidence to maintain Jehovah's demand.

later,

Aaron cast down his rod and “it became a ser-
pent” (Ex. 7:10). This was a wonderful and su-
pernatural and superhuman transaction, a miracle,
the testimony of Jehovah. It sustained “ the issue”
on the part of Jehovah. It met the contention
of Pharaoh’s answer and proved the issue against
] But, jurid-
ically considered, when that evidence was intro-
duced, two courses were open for Pharaoh, the
defendant. He might (1) accept the proof, make
no defense on his part, and confess judgment by
emancipating the Hebrews; or (2) he might meet
the miracle evidence Jehovah had given, by counter
miracle evidence, if any such counter evidence was

Pharaoh, if the matter stopped there.
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tainable, i.e. by calling on the gods of Egypt to
rform supernatural and superhuman wonders, to
controvert the supremacy of Jehovah, the (to Pha-
joh) god merely of the Hebrews.

- The record shows Pharaoh chose the second
~k,kcou‘rlse. He called Jannes and Jambres, as Paul
_discloses,® as representing the god or gods of
: Egypt, to perform countervailing wonders. The
:f"HebreW word in Exodus 7: 11 for the persons Pha-
: raoh called to testify is C hartumim, and the lexicons
_give its English equivalent, first, as “ scribe,” and

after that “ magician.” The same word is found in

‘Genesis 41:8, 24, where Pharaoh called on the

same class of persons to interpret his dream fore-

~ shadowing the seven years of plenty succeeded by
seven years of famine, where, in the American Re-
vision, the Revisers give « gacred scribes” as the
rendering (see margin). They were a class of per-
sons claiming to have been, and believed by the na-
tions to be, in relation with their gods, and repre-
- senting their gods, as (to them and their concep-
tions) Moses and Aaron represented Jehovah as
God of the Hebrews. Young's Concordance gives
“ seribe ” as the primary English rendering of the

word. Clearly the situation and “the issue” in
19 Tim. 8:8; Davis, Bible Dict. p. 339.
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contention between Jehovah and Pharaoh justify
an rationally require that Jannes and Jambres be
(14 :
eemed ‘“sacred scribes,” or men representing the
(=]

gods of E?gypt, and not merely men skilled in tricks
of dexterity or legerdemain.

SACRED SCRIBES

We .must contemplate the proceeding as Pha-
raoh did, imbued and swayed as he was by the uni
versal conception of his age, of rival gods Wl;
must also contemplate Jehovah’s purpose to’ teach
and.convince Pharaoh and the Egyptians the utter
falsity of their conception of gods. Therefore
whether we now assume or believe that what wa;
dc?ne by Jannes and Jambres was in fact merel
tr1c'k and legerdemain, or whether we assume oi"
believe that Jehovah, as he did in the case of Job
and as Christ did with the spirits named Legion ir;
the case of the possessed man and the swine at
Gadara, permitted Satan or some demon to exercise
to some extent wonders under restriction and con-
trol of Deity,— on either assumption or belief, the
tr'ansa.ction was brought forward by Pharao}’x as
his miracle evidence, produced on his part to meet

.?md countervail the miracle evidence of Jehovah as
in Pharaoh’s conception, simply the god of the He-’
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brews, and to show Jehovah not superior to the
gods of Egypt. Pharaoh was the sovereign of
Egypt, and to Pharaoh the issue was an issue of
contested miracle power between rival gods. The
maxim of jurisprudence is, that when a transaction
is as compatible with honesty as dishonesty, hon-
esty is always preferred.* Hence conditions com-
pel the conclusion that, in calling Jannes and Jam-
bres, Pharaoh and his counselors acted candidly,
and believed they were calling sacred scribes of the
god or gods of Egypt, as Moses and Aaron were
such scribes of the god of the Hebrews, and that
the acts of Jannes and Jambres were not brought
forward dishonestly by Pharaoh as mere tricks of
dexterity to cheat and deceive the eyes of behold-
ers.

Other rules of jurisprudence support the same
conclusion. These rules recognize and enforce
grades of evidence, evidence of a higher and lower
degree in character and value. An agreement re-
duced to writing, signed, and sealed, is of a highef
grade than oral testimony. For that reasomn, such
sealed document cannot be disputed by oral testi-
mony. Oral testimony is not competent to meet Of

deny such higher grade of evidence. So here miracle
1 Chapman ¥. MelIllwrath, 77 Mo. 38, 44.
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evidence could be met only by what was believed to
be produced as miracle evidence. The dignity of Pha-
raoh’s office and the dignity and seriousness of the
issue of supremacy, as Pharaoh and his people un-
derstood it between the god of the Hebrews and the
gods of Egypt, as Jehovah had himself planned the
issue, requires us to conclude that the evidence
Pharaoh produced was produced as being in his
conception, and the conception of his people, evi-
dence given by the gods of Egypt. It was plainly
a principal purpose of Jehovah in the Exodus to
refute and prove the falsity of that conception. It
is only as Pharaoh and the Egyptians deemed Jan-
nes and Jambres’ acts wonders wrought by gods of
Egypt that the false conceptions of king and peo-
ple could be affected. Hence, when the rods of
Jannes and Jambres, cast down, assumed the same
appearance of serpents that Aaron’s rod did, Je-
hovah’s case, considered juridically, was appar-
ently met and countervailed by the evidence pro-
duced by Pharaoh. Hence, if the trial had stopped
there, the claim of superiority of Jehovah over the
gods of Egypt would be held to have failed. The
preponderance of evidence that the rule on that
subject requires would be lacking.

) 35
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DS OF
IUDGMENTS EXECUTED AGAINST THE GO

EGYPT
udence, ]ehovah, as

ad the right to pro-

But, by the rules of jurispr
1 ty, h

prosecutor or moving par -

?iice evidence to rebut that produced by Pharao

. 1,
That was done by the new miracle of Jehova

nes
_when Aaron’s rod cwallowed up the rods of Jan

and Jambres (Ex. 7.12). So here, at the begin-

y of
ning of the trial of
Jehovah, he “ execute

of Egypt.” .

Following this were

1 Egypt to

changing waters of and ! N
lagfe of frogs upon Egypt. Agal, like resztl
p’t Pharaoh’s order Were at least apparently
) es
wrought by Jannes and Jambres. What ];r:nby
and Jambres did was put forward as wroug

the god or gods of Egypt to meet and confute the
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I e, .
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the miracles of Jehovah
blood and bringing 2
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reply took a step which made the next mir
Jehovah to be express eviden o of
also of his existence. For Moses proposed
Pharaoh that he fix a definite time at which J hto
vah by his miracle should remove the pla ue Of.
frogs. Pharaoh named “to-morrow,” Mosegs’ero
Ply was, “Be it according to thy word: that thoe-
mayest know that there is none like unto Jehovah 3
(Ex: 8:10). On Moses’ prayer “ Jehovah did ac
cording to the word of Moses,” and removed the-
plague (Ex. 8:13). Here again Jehovah “exe-
cuted judgment against the gods of Egypt.” Bth
when Pharaoh saw there was respite, he ha.,rdened
g(ztr(zlfh;?:gg. his heart and refused to let Israel
Thereupon Jehovah wrought the miracle of a
plague of lice upon men and beasts of E t
Pha::aoh attempted to meet this miracle evidi,fe.
by. like evidence by the gods of Egypt, but such:
evidence could not be obtained. Jannes ’and Jam-
bres, believed by Pharaoh to be servants of the
gods of Egypt, confessed that such evidence could
not be produced, and expressly acknowledged
“This is the finger of God” (Ex. 8:19). Here,

Ud “

ce of supremacy and
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‘All the miracles wrought upon the Egyptians by
ehovah at the Exodus in effect constituted judg-
nents executed against the gods of Egypt. But we
notice one more that is express, the miracle of
boils. It caused Pharaoh to call again on the gods
of Egypt to protect Egyptians against Jehovah'’s
“ miracle of boils ”’; but the record is, ““ The magic-
ians [sacred scribes] could not stand before Moses,
ecause of the boils; for the boils were upon the”
men representing the Egyptian gods (Ex. 9:11);
and here again Jehovah “executed judgment
against the gods of Egypt.”

It is recorded that Jethro visited Moses his son-
in-law after the emancipation of the Hebrews.
Moses recounted to Jethro all that Jehovah had
done in the miracles in Egypt. Jethro’s verdict on
that evidence was:

‘“ Blessed be Jehovah, who hath delivered you
out of the hand of the Egyptians, and out of the
hand of Pharaoh; who hath delivered the people
from under the hand of the Egyptians. Now I
know that Jehovah is greater than all gods; yea, in
the thing wherein they dealt proudly against them.”

Jehovah executed judgment against “all gods” as
gods of nations and peoples as nations and peoples
conceived such gods at that time.



138 Miracle and Science

Secrion III

EXISTENCE OF GOD

The contention of agnostics is that the existence
of God cannot be proved by evidence. But that
seems plainly what the record shows Jehovah pro-
posed to do, and did do, by his miracle evidence at
the Exodus, as already mentioned and shown indi-
rectly. The “issue” Pharaoh made by his denial
is stated ante (p. 128). We propose to examine the
f:vidence on that issue, specifically, by the rules of
jurisprudence.

Proof of the existence of Jehovah began at the
Burning Bush, the initial communication of God to
Moses. That communication deserves careful and
discriminating attention, because the record shows
that Jehovah, then and there, with peculiar elabora-
tion and detail, communicated a conception of him-
self to Moses, so that Moses could thereafter truly
represent Jehovah to men, especially in the Exodus,
as he did as God’s ambassador and spokesman, in
giving Jehovah’s words to Pharaoh and the Egyp-
tians. Moses’ memory of his fiasco, forty years be-
fore, when he vainly tried to induce his brethren to
believe he was then called by Jehovah to de-
liver them, as heretofore noted, may have inspired
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e particular question by which Moses asked the
e of God. God answered, “ T aM THAT I AM,”
d directed Moses to say to the people, “1I
ot hath sent me” (Ex. 3:14).

‘he expression “I am” in its plain, simple
i;port, stands for the concept of * existence,” — I
m, I exist. The Hebrew word translated “ I aM ”
: *ehyeh, identical in root derivation with yahve

r Jehovah,— Jehovah meaning “ the existing one.”

essence and substance, as scholars announce,

'Viyhyeh is, “ He who in the absolute sense exists, and
ho manifests his existence.” ! Jehovah existing in
fact is the essential content of the language. A mir-
cle becomes proof of any fact or truth when it is
vrought professedly to attest such fact or truth.
Tence, to make a miracle such proof, the purpose
for which it is wrought is predeclared, or prédeter-
mined, and such prestatement communicated to the
persons to be affected by, or the tribunal to act on,
the evidence.

SPECIFIC PROOF

~ Applying rules and principles of ]
to the evidence, we find that the predeclared pur-
pose in ten, at least, of the miracles wrought in

Egypt, as announced by Jehovah himself in the first
31 Davis, art. Jehovah,” Bible Dict.

urisprudence
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person through Moses, was to prove his existence

as fact —to men as facts are usually proved by

evidence — and to prove that fact so that both
Hebrews and Egyptians should be fully convinced
and in fact should know, that God exists, and that;
they should know him as Supreme, as Deity. To
tfnle Hebrews: Jehovah announced he would eman-
c1{>ate the Hebrews from Egyptian bondage by his
fmracles——“ an outstretched arm, and with great
judgments,” whereby “ye shall know that I am
Jehovah” (Ex. 6: 6, 7). The miracles were
wrought accordingly, the Hebrews emancipated
and God’s existence was thereby proved as fact to’
the Hebrews. To Pharaoh and the Egyptians:

1. The first miracle of the Exodus whose pur-
pose and function as evidence was particularly pre-
de?lared to be to prove to the Egyptians the
existence of God, was that of changing the waters
of Egypt to blood (Ex. 7:17). Stating that trans-
action with some fullness will suffice as to formal
statements in the other instances,

Embodying the conception of God as given to
Moses at the Burning Bush, the function prede-
clared to Pharaoh of that miracle turning water
of Egypt to blood was, “In this thou shalt know
that I am Jehovah ?—’ehyeh — this in connection
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h Jehovah’s revelation of himself to Moses at
Burning Bush was: ‘ehyeh “ who in the abso-
¢ sense exists, and who manifests his existence
his character.” The miracle was wrought ac-
ording to its professed and declared purpose, and

- established the truth it was professedly wrought
0 prove, namely, the existence of God, Jehovah.
2. In connection with the second miracle proof
f the existence of Jehovah, when the plague of
rogs became a scourge, as already noted, and
haraoh could get no relief from the gods of
gypt, he called for Moses and Aaron and said,
Entreat Jehovah, that he take away the frogs
rom me, and from my people; and I will let the
eople go” (Ex. 8:8). This prayer was com-
plied with, and the new miracle, wrought in re-
j:sponse, was added proof that Jehovah existed, and,
as heretofore stated, proved the existence and
f supremacy of Jehovah as fact by autoptic evidence,
e. evidence of Jehovah immediately without the
intervention of witnesses (see p. 74). It was
evidence which only God could give; and, being
given pursuant to its predeclared purpose to prove
‘existence of God to the immediate senses of the
Egyptians, it proved Jehovah existed and was then

and there acting in the matter.
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3. The third miracle proof of the existence and
supremacy of Jehovah was the plague of lice (E
8:16-19). Its function and force as evidenc x
stated in the verdict of Pharaoh’s people, * Thi: l's
th.e finger of God” (Ex. 8:16, 19), i. e’. that thls
miracle was wrought by the hand of God, then anz
there actually living and acting in the matter, and
proved his existence and supremacy. ’

4. The fourth miracle proof of God’s existence
v.vas the plague of flies, To emphasize the proba-
tive function of the miracle, as to both the existence
of God and his supremacy, Jehovah predeclared
not only the probative purpose of the miracle of
sx.varms of flies, that roam freely in the aérial re-
gions, but declared through Moses, “I will set
apart in that day the land of Goshen, in which my
people dwell, that no swarms of flies shall be there;
to the end thou mayest know that I am Jehovah in,
the midst of the earth.” The miracle plague was
wrought, flies afflicted all Egypt, excepting the lan;i
of Goshen, and proved the existence of Jehoval,
the predeclared and professed purpose for which
the miracle was wrought (Ex. 8:21, 22, 24).

.5.. The fifth miracle was a like divided or dis-
criminating miracle, proof of God’s existence and
supremacy, namely, disease, a murrain upon the
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ksts of Egypt, inflicted as predeclared. The mir-
le was wrought accordingly, and the cattle of
ot died, “And Pharaoh sent, and, behold, there
as not so much as one of the cattle of the Israel-
s dead” (Ex. 9:2, 3,6 7). It established the
ct which it was wrought to prove, the existence
fact of Jehovah.

6. The sixth miracle evidence was pre
sease, a boil breaking forth upon man and upon
ast. It proved Jehovah's existence and superi-
Egypt as admitted by the
ryptians, for the sacred scribes, representing
gyptian gods, were helpless, could not stand before
Moses because of the boils, for the boils were upon
them (Ex. 9:8,9, 11).
. %, The seventh miracle plague of hail and light-
_ning was made God’s testimony Dby predeclaration
hat it should be wrought the next day for the pur-
: Jehovah’s existence and supremacy,
“ that thou [Pharaoh] mayest Enow there is none

like me in all the earth ” (Ex. 9:14). The miracle
d did not harm the Israelites.

lief through the gods of
Aaron, and

declared

rity over the gods of

pose of proving

was again divided an

o Pharaoh could get no 1€
Egypt, and again sent for Moses and
confessed, “I have sinned this time: Jehovah is

righteous, and I and my people are wicked.
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Entreat Jehovah; for there hath been enough of
these mighty thunderings [marg. “ voice of God ”]
and hail; and I will let you go.” Moses, as Jeho-
vah’s agent, said he would go out of the city, and
then would petition Jehovah that the thunders
should cease and there be no more hail, “ that thou
[Pharaoh] mayest know that the earth is Jeho-
vah’s.” The miracle was wrought accordingly and
proved the proposition (Ex. 9:27-29, 33).

8. The eighth miracle evidence was the plague
of locusts. The gods of Egypt believed in by the
Egyptians could give no deliverance. The evidence
convinced Pharaoh of the fact that Jehovah ex-
isted, and he confessed to Moses and Aaron, “I
have sinned against Jehovah your God, and against
you. Now therefore forgive, I pray thee, my sin
only this once, and entreat Jehovah your God, that
he may take away from me this death only ” (Ex.
10:4, 16, 17, 18). This was done, and the new
miracle evidence intensified the proof that Jehovah
existed, and acted then and there.

9. The ninth miracle evidence was the prede-
clared plague of darkness, that was felt for three
days in Egypt, “but all the children of Israel had
light in their dwellings” (Ex. 10:21-23). It
proved Jehovah existing and acting.
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SUMMARY — JEHOVAH’S EXISTENCE PROVED
All through these instances of miracle evidence,
the personality as well as the existence of Jehovah
is constantly in proof. Jehovah exists, and is acting
in every miracle. Jehovah constantly speaks in
the first person and in present time, in predeclaring
the miracle and its function and purpose, i. e. as
his testimony to prove his existence and his su-
premacy. The miracles were wrought according
to the prediction, and professedly to prove the
transcendent truths the existence of God and the

supremacy of God.

The factum probans, or evidentiary facts, consti-
tuting the miracle in each case to establish the
factum probandunt, or fact to be established or
proved — the existence of Jehovah and his suprem-
acy — were simple. Each evidentiary fact or item of
evidence was easily understood, entirely amenable
to scrutiny and tests by normal powers of ordinary
men, whereby they might be assured of the verity
of the evidence. The record shows no dealing with
Pharaoh’s heart until after the harmless miracle of
changing the rod to a serpent and his rejection of
that proof. As the predeclared miracles of Jehovah
succeeded each other, the Egyptians knew the fact
— knew the waters of their river were changed to
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blood, for they could not drink it — the fish died
and the river stank — the frogs swarmed into their
bed-chambers, into their ovens and kneading-
troughs; they knew the flies corrupted their land;
they knew lice, boils and blains were, as foretold,
inflicted upon their sacred scribes; they knew
murrain destroyed their cattle, hail destroyed
their crops, and locusts devoured them, and men
remained each in his place three days of darkness
that was realized with horror. The people knew
those predeclared facts, which were personally
addressed to their immediate physical senses and
apprehension. When the plague of locusts was
predicted the people said to Pharaoh, * Let the men
go . . . . knowest thou not yet that Egypt is de-
stroyed ?” (Ex. 10:7).

The testimony of God’s miracles was pressed
and inflicted on the attention of Pharaoh and the
Egyptians until they could neither disregard it,
obviate it, or flee from it, or in any way escape from
its presence, its persistence, its meaning, or its con-
vincing potency. Against their will, against their
pride, and against what they deemed their pecuni-
ary interest, the evidence of God by the miracles
compelled attention and produced conviction in
Pharaoh and the whole nation, and compelled them
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not only to believe, but, as Jehovah over and over
_again declared they should, they were made to
know Jehoval existed —was acting and was su-
preme. They confessed it in express words, and
_indisputably by their deeds, in surrendering the
enormous wealth of that age of services of
3,000,000 slaves, after an additional miracle, to be
- examined in another connection.

" The existence and supremacy of Jehovah were
indubitably proved as facts by that evidence, as
~ Moses said later in a great oration, “ Our enemies
themselves being judges” (Deut. 32:31).

SectioN IV

PERPETUATING EVIDENCE

Another rule and principle of jurisprudence
should be noticed in connection with the evident
purpose of Jehovah in the miracle evidence he gave
of his existence and supremacy at the Exodus. It
is this: When any fact or truth may be proved by
evidence, and may or will affect persons or people
in the future (persons or people it may be not yet
born), jural science provides that, on public notice
being given, the evidence may be produced, put in
written form, denominated deposition, and then
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committed to proper custody to be evidence of

those facts or truths forever thereafter, whenever
any person or people may be interested in or affect-
id by that evidence, In human affairs it is called
perpetuating testimony,” 1
Here, in. giving the miracle evidence we have
been examining, public nctice that God’s testimon
by the miracles would be given was served wit}):
eafnest warning and given to a whole nation as the
evidence progressed — given in such terms and
effect that it could not be ignored — given at the
seat of government of the nation, at the palace of
Pharaoh, to king and to counselors on whom
rested the official duty to prevent error or aught of
anything that was wrong in the evidence, )

. In each
mmstance the evidence w

as given as notified.

Thereupon God’s agent and prophet
.required by Jehovah, reduced the eviden
118 @s part of the word of God. The p
of facts and evidence by writing which pervades
the Pentateuch from the fundamental Iaw op tables

of stone “ written by the finger of God,”
b

erary of their journey

wrote

Moses, as
ce to writ-
reservation

to the itin-
from Egypt which Moses
-+ . by the command of God,”

vTo carries con-
viction that God’s

command to Moses to preserve
'3 Blackstone, Com. 450,
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~for “sons and son’s sons ” — future generations —
the evidence of the miracles God wrought in the
Exodus required Moses to do so in writing in a
‘book or scroll as God expressly commanded Moses
in regard to that relatively unimportant matter of
Amalek, ““ Write this for a memorial in a book,”
or “the book” (Ex. 17:14, Am. Rev. marg.).
Speaking reverently, but juridically, that evidence
of the existence of Jehovah was the deposition of
Jehovah himself, proving then and proving now
the fact, as fact, by legitimate and conclusive evi-
dence, produced therefor on due issue and actual
contest, the existence and supremacy of Jehovah,
and proving it to all men everywhere throughout
the world, to the end of time; for a proposition once
duly proved is forever proved. That inestimable
proof could not be made or given by other than
Jehovah himself. It was Supernatural and Super-
human Evidence, given to prove Supernatural and
Superhuman facts, the Existence and Supremacy
of God.
CUSTODY OF THE EVIDENCE

That deposition — deposit of truth —as a docu-
ment was committed to the custody of the Hebrew
Church, and the Church of Christ since its institu-
tion; and in that custody it remains. It should be
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deemed, as the fact is, proved “ once for all.” T
gre'at and Ancient Document — the book of. Exoc?x?:
thelsl af‘:z)v-day, as shovx‘rn b}f extended examinations of
O.n the subject in a former chapter, com-
petent evidence, by the rules and laws of jux,'is r
dence, as an Ancient Document, to prove the fi:-
narr‘ated in it. It is the testimony of God gracio::
ly given to men, once for all, on a scale ’of magni-
tude appropriate for the great truths the:;b
proved, the existence of God and his suprema s
pro.ved in an actual controversy, in a real cont C}‘:
which Jehovah himself formulated and emploechi
’.co be tried and proved by his miracle evidence '}an
1s.sue between Jehovah and a great nation anc{ it
king, which involved the emancipation from slaverS
o'f 8,000,000 human beings, and the making of a nat}j
tion formed from that emancipated people. The
transcendent and inestimable value and imp(;rt n
of thf.:lt proof was noticed at the beginning ofat;:
examination of this part of our subject.

Tested by the rules and standards of science
these mighty purposes of God in the Exodus we ’
accomplished by the evidence he gave by hi 're
acle object-lessons; viz. FE

1. God’s existence and supremacy as facts
proved to men, by evidence, as facts are proved to’
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men in administering the science of jurisprudence

in courts of justice.
9. Those proofs were written in the record of
the Word of God.

3. The record was committed to and has con-
tinued in proper and adequate custody established
in the Exodus and in the Church of Christ since it
was founded to the present time.

4. By all these the Name, Character, and Su-
“ the only true God” were,

premacy of Jehovah
antly  declared ”’ more

have been, and still are const
and more © throughout all the earth.”

The profound jmportance in religion and the-
ology of these truths, proved and established by the
evidence of Jehovah at the Exodus, we have al-
ready noted for reasons then briefly stated. But the
preservation of that evidence and that proof i
writing embraced in the Word of God deserves
special notice in estimating the importance of that
evidence and proof. Before the Exodus, evidence
and proof of those great truths given to Adam,

Enoch, Noah, and other servants of Jehovah
) existed in oral tradition. In

fully preserved oral tradition,
he Exodus, those truths

(so far as appears
contrast to even care

the record shows that, at t
were wrought out purposely and formally as the
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evidence established them, so that the proof of th,
truths might be recorded and surely preserved o
truly promulgated throughout all the earth e
To this should be added Jehovah’s specia;I co
mand, given through Moses to the Hebrews T‘
stand by and adhere to that evidence and t};o .
proofs which Jehovah had thus made of his exisj:
‘ence, supremacy, and character at the Exodus
including the decalogue spoken by Jehovah ’
sonally and audibly to all the people at Sinaj: o

. aIf 5:1::; earlsef in the midst of thee a prophet,

e s r 3 dreams, and he give thee 3

oo towon er, and the sign or the won-

i pass, whereof he spake unto thee,

o g;,mt ekngiv ngo af(;:ei other gods, which thou
, and le ;

shalt not hearken unto th: ::;r;: r;f tftlgfn;;o;g:tu
’

Isi}(l)all be Put to death; because he hath spoken rebel-
Ou;loe}fg;aﬁ:slt {;:hovah your God, who brought you
o of t and of Egypt, and redeemed thee out of

ouse of bondage, to draw thee aside out of the
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way which Jehovah thy God commanded thee to
walk in” (Deut. 13:1-5, Am. Rev.; see, too, the
exhortation of Christ to the same effect in Matt.
21:24; Mark 13:22).

dmak
In view of the whole situation, that command
and exhortation of Jehovah seems basal, and to
plainly proceed upon the proposition that at the Ex-
odus those great fundamental truths the existence
of God and the supremacy of God, he purposely,
formally, fully, and conclusively proved to stand
embraced within the doctrine of &mwaf,* once for
all,” the doctrine that transactions or truths that
_ are basic, fundamental, primary, in religion, when
‘once accomplished or established, and record thereof
made, are not to be, or need not be, repeated. This
- doctrine is illustrated in the Epistle to the Hebrews,
. where the imperfection of human priests and their
sacrifices is contrasted with the perfection of Christ
as high priest, ““ who needeth not daily, like those
high priests, to offer up sacrifices, first for his own
sins, and then for the sins of the people; for this he
did (@raf)once for all” (Heb. 7:23-28). Again,
contrasting Christ’s offices and sacrifice with the
tabernacle sacrifices, the record is, Christ, “ through

his own blood, entered (dmaf) once for all into the
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holy place, having obtained eternal redemption”
(Heb. 9:11, 12, Am. Rev.). Again, in furthe
contrast, “ But now (dmaf)once [for all] at the e ;
of the ages hath he [Christ] been manifested to I:n-
away sin by the sacrifice of himself ” (Heb. 9: ;)3-
26, Ar.n. Rev.). Again, connecting Christ’s s;xcri-
fice with the Old Testament Scriptures, the record
is, “ We have been sanctified through the offering of
the body of Christ(@maf) once for all” (I—?eb
10:5, 10, Am. Rev.). |
Christ’s express teaching is, he came not to de-
stroy the law: “I came not to destroy but to fulfil ”
(Matt. 5:17, 18). Christ’s work in fulfilling the
Old Testament Word of God is pictured auu;> pre-
served to men in the Gospels, Acts, Epistles, and
Revelation, supplementing the Old Testamen‘; the
whf)le constituting the Manual of Christianity ,what
bellxevers from the first have agreed in callin.oi “the
Fa§1th,” because the cardinal virtue in the sysbtem is
faith, and because, for men, all depends on faith.
But‘, even in the times of the apostles, men had
crept into Christ’s Church claiming to be godly men
b-ut whose teachings tended to sap the very foundai
tions of truth. Jude tells us that, upon reflecting
c.arefully upon what he should communicate to dis-
ciples in view of that defection and evil attempted

(44
ot
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ainst the Christian religion, he was constrained to
ste and exhort believers “to contend earnestly

r the faith which was (&mrak)once for all delivered
to the saints” (Jude, ver. 3, Am. Rev.). Addi-
onal illustrations of the doctrine are:

« Christ being raised from the dead dieth no
ore; death no more hath dominion over him.
2or the death that he died, he died unto sin (dmwaf)
nce for all” (Rom. 6:9, 10, Am. Rev. margin).

« Because Christ also suffered for sins (amaf)
once [for all], the righteous for the unrighteous,
that he might bring us to God” (1 Pet. 3:18).

- That great purpose of God in the Exodus—proof
f his existence and supremacy having been thus in-
dubitably given by Jehovah himself openly before
the world on a scale of commanding magnitude, be-
fore and upon two nations, by his prerogative mi-
racle evidence, profoundly affecting every house-
old, every family, and every one of 10,000,000
“people throughout oneé of the great and foremost
empires then in the world, preserved to be promul-
gated throughout all the earth in the very nature
~of the case and on rational grounds the proof from
a human point of view —is also within the doc- -

trine of (draf)  once for all.”
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SeEcTiON V

RIGHTEOUSNESS OF JEHOVAH DENIED By
SKEPTICS

Christians contend that the judgments of Jeho
vah are true and righteous altogether ” (Ps. 19 9)-
Slfeptics deny this, and allege that God in deaiin .
with Pharaoh wag unrighteous. The skeptics’ acg-
cusation regarding God’s dealing with Pharaoh, as
‘stated, we believe accurately, by Bishop Horne’ is
‘A just God could not Punish the Egyptian m,on-’
arch for a hardness of heart of which he himself
was‘ evidently the cause, This is the objection in
all its force,”1 Bishop Horne’s caution regarding

the alleged Scripture basi i
asis of this accusati
be repeated here : o

113
" tVVhen We meet with an assertion apparently
ntrary to all the truth and equity in the world, it

is but common justice to any writer, human or di-
vine, to suppose that we mistake his meaning, and
that the ez.cpression employed to convey it is c’:a a-
ble of an Interpretation different from that whli)ch

may first present itself.” 2
’.l‘h1s accusation of skeptics has been a frequent sub-
Ject for commentators and theologians, They have

*Horne’s Introduction
i , vol. 1. p.
Horne's Works, vol, vi. p. p4851§8'
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met the skeptics’ charge with great learning and
bility. Their works are prized, and their conclu-
ions refuting the skeptics are adopted, by the mass
f disciples in the Christian connection. We do not
iscuss nor criticize their works. We simply do
not follow in their path, but, as at present advised,
‘we approach the examination of the question from
a different base and by different methods. We say
“this because our reason and excuse for dealing with
this charge of the skeptics is, that we have under-
taken to examine the Bible record of miracles by
rules, tests, and standards which jural science as
administered in courts of justice has established for
‘discriminating truth from error, and this contention
of the skeptics, accusing God of unrighteousness,
cannot be disengaged from the miracles of the Ex-
odus.

The profound gravity of the accusation charging
God with unrighteousness justifies any elaboration
or thoroﬁghness of detail in the examination that
may be necessary to elucidate the truth. That may
not be avoided. The facts, the situation, and the
circumstances disclosed by the whole record re-
quire contemplation and examination from several
points of view. These, when isolated, may not at
once appear to be closely related; but when they
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have been severally examined, and we are prepared
.for rational induction in regard to the questif))nre
15sue, we believe logical relations will pe sho )
and the truth evolved, The issue made p tvltn
skeptips’ accusation is an issue of fact t)(; be
determined by evidence and reasoning ap 1ie§
‘thereto. Consideration of the record of cll)eal
Ing  with Pharaoh’s heart is deferred to an:
other section, Jural science requires that before
considering the evidence, the “jssye ” b,e made
clear and distinct, showing the grounds of dispute
and that it be clarified of aught that mioht hilr)lde’
Or prevent a right decision, ) r

SKEPTICS’ ACCUSATION ANALYZED

Stated in propositions that may be examined and
dealt with by jural science, the skeptics in charging
God with unrighteousness allege three propositions
logically connected: viz, 1. God’s destruction of’
the ﬁrst—bom of the Egyptians was inflicted es-
pecially as punishment for Pharaoh’s refusal to let
the Hebrews go; 2. Pharaoh’s refusal was caused
by his being hard-hearted, or caused to stand ;
3. God caused Pharaoh to be hard-hearted or to
stand ; hence, God was himself the responsible cause
of Pharaoh’s refusal to let the Hebrews go.
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 On those alleged propositions the skeptics con-
end that God is unrighteous, because a just God
could not inflict punishment for conduct he himself
ad caused. Maintenance of all three of these
ropositions is indispensable for establishing the
keptics’ accusation, for the grip and force of their
ccusation center in their contention that God pun-
shed conduct which he himself had caused. To
lustrate ; consider the first of their three proposi-
ions. The skeptics must maintain that the destruc-
tion of the first-born of Egypt was specially and
expressly punishment for Pharaoh’s refusal to let
‘the Hebrews go, in order to fix on God their charge
that God inflicted punishment for a specific refusal
‘of Pharaoh, which specific refusal God himself had
caused Pharaoh to make. For that charge is, by
necessity of the skeptics’ logic and reasoning, made
to hinge expressly and directly on their contention
that God’s act inflicting the punishment was spe-
cifically for specific refusal to let the Hebrews go —
a refusal which God had himself caused. Analysis
and examination of each of the other propositions
yield the same result, for each, like the first, is a
necessary and indispensable link in the chain of
logic and reasoning by which the skeptics contend
that they show God unrighteous, because, as al-
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ready mnoticed, he punished conduct which he him
self had caused. -
. The skeptics’ first proposition will be first exam.-
mmed. It is: “ God’s destruction of the first-born of
the Egyptians was inflicted especially as punishment
for Pharaoh’s refusal to let the Hebrews go.” Is
this true? We deny the proposition, and allege, on
the contrary, that the destructi