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Referring to the thought in the statemsnts with

which we commenced the study yesterday morning: The gospel is ihe
announcanrent of good tidings concerning a perscn, and facts
conceraing that person.  Our Christian experisncs 1s the relation
that #we sustaln to that parson and those fsats. The facts are
targsly presented to us in the éospel. Taking now the idea of
the personal manifestation -~ the manifestation-of the person
sst teforz us in the gospel; thersfores the gospels are the
very foundation of Christian 1ifa.

e muss aaal with these things mow as 2 mere

system of theology, but I daél ¥ith this matter as a fach;

and ghen w2 coma

to the manifestation of the person the fadtis
are beforz us in the gospel, thsrafora the nesd of Jamiliarity
with the gospel and of dealing with these matiers as matters of
fact ccncerning the person, the mesnifesiation, What he said and
did while hers as a psrson upon earth; ocompassing the whole
field in ihe gospel.
Qégsrzog {Elder Tait): Vhen you mention ”5omp&ssing
the whole field,® do you mean the four bhocke of the gospel?
ANSTER: Thcsé four bocks, Yes.
We find a sclid basis of fapt, an authentic rscord. 1 mean that
ag authenstic regords the?_set-bgfore us the facis concerning
the person. I cannot take tme, of course, %0 d7all upcn the
facts a3 broughs out in that thought. The matier turns upen the
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evation of thess Tacys, the meaning of thess factis.
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furthe word than mere record of fact, but in the meaning, the
interpratation cf those facts, and cur personal relaticn to thess
facts, it is in the epistles that we find very largely tbe )
inteypretation, the key z&xaXzahxy that intezrprets tha'facts to
ug, and which shows us our personal ralationship té thosa facta.
That is our Christian exzperience. ?he;efore I want o go on #lth
you now, leavinz you $o rsmamber the facts and deal with
tha_f&cta,and wa will deal with the intsrpretation of thoss
facts, |

First a3 to the daath of that parson. 1 Cor. 5:i7;
Eph, 5:13; John 10:17-18 -~ these thras texts first,

1 Qor. 5:7, as tc the interpreistion of the death of
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urga ou srefore the old leavsn, th
new lump, &8 ys are unleavensd, Fecr even Christ our passover
is sacrificged for us.®

*Even Christ our Passover hoih been sacrifioced.?®
The d2ath of Christ was a sacrifice. It was not a suicide.

In & carstain sanse 11 was a murder. But as we go.on we will
ass furthsr light.

Eph., 5:3: 9And walk in leve, as Christ slso hath
loved us, and hath given himsslf for us an offariﬁg and & . ~ -
sacrifice to Gecd feor a sweetsmslling savour,® Ag#in that
idsa that thexnagz;ggxs of Chzrist was & sagrifice — that i3
~ what I went to emphasize, |
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John 10:17-18 - tells us that whils it was a murder
T
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me, bascause 1 lay down =y 1lfe, that I might taka it again.
¥o man taketh 1% from me, but I lay it down of wysell., I have

pewar %0 Loy 4% down, and 1 have powar 10 take 1% sgain, This
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commandmant have I received of amy Father.® This Scripturs
brings in the thcught that the death c¢f Christ was &
voluntary sacrifice.

’“Eow as 3¢ the meaning -- as t¢ the hint on his part
28 10 the meaning. Matt., 18:34; Jchn 19:17; Luks 23:36.
In the gospel I think vou will usually find some germ of the
thought thai is developad in the'epistlas;‘ thara will 'be scma
hing iﬁ hie teaching on which the 1nterpretéticn or-d&velépment

-

83 sei forth in the epistlias, is basad,

Mats., 15:24: "Then azid Jesus unto his disciples,

RI

up his eross, and foillow me.? Now thara is the relation of
the individual $c Christ. What 4id taklinzg the o2oss mean 0
Christ? -~ Denying himself. When hs ®%a8 bearlng his cross
he was on the way to death. Here he unites us with that
axperisnca. He died on the oross. His followers must also
taka up the crces, and they must dis. That thought 13 developad
in the epiatles. | |

Let us taka ih2 othar two Seriptures togadher:
*And he bearing his ¢ross want forth into a place callad
ths placa of a skuli, which is called in the Hebrasw Golgctha.®*
Bxxxzzxx{xB4x John 19:17. “And as thay led him away, they
laid hold upon one Simon, a Cyrenlan, coaming cut of the
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aftar Jesus,.¥ Luke 23:28,
AN
Hom see tiese two faots broughit out in these
texss without any varticular comment. Ons tells us thas

Me bore his ¢ross, and the othsr %ells us that they made
]
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Simon bear the cross., And both facts are trus. By putting them

together, John is presenting to us the work of Christ from one

standpoing, and Luke from ancther. Luks especlally saphasizes

the human sids of human sxperience. He borg the Oross; Simon

bora the oross alsv. These two facis are fagts teaching the some

+himoy aa ﬁgnd Anvn Unkd TR.D ,ﬂ. . BTP mwmer weowm A1 Acmas nfetarn
BALLiiE, Ceid Taah Ald IBTE NV eh e TR T Lk ThAAY JiAld T Sdrde W AWANMT b Y rS
me, ie% hinm y hinself, and take up his orocss, and follew

ma.® He bors the cross; we bear the oross: he bhore the
Sross; Simon bore tha oross., The fact and the tesching go
together.

- Te see in the epistles zxmaxs the wors direct meaning.
The Ravissd Version prgaents the quastion ae it is, and if
you will excuse me, I will read from the Hevised Version, for
it bringsoust this point inv o differsnt wayfrom the Authorized
Varsion. )

2 Coz. 5:14; Rom, 6:1—4,8,?,11; Rom. 7:14,6;
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ksy that open up the eubject fo our situdy. I would like to have
h

2 Gor. B:ld: %For the love of Ohrist constralneth
us, bscause we thus judge that one died for all, therefore all
died.® |
ELDER DAHI 'LLS: How doss the first part of that
read?
PREF.PRESCOTT: t¥or the love of Christ constiraineth
us, bagauss we thus judge, that ong died for sll, thersfors
all died. ¥ Bhen Christ took ths flesh nhe was given (o

us azsthe head of a negw order of bsinge ~~ of a naw huzanliy,
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and he was the head of that humaniiy. And inasmuch as he was

PRy -

the divinse Son of God himself, coning $0 be $he head of ihat

mumanity, in him was 511 the humanity, that new order, Jjust

In the first Adam the whols human family vas looked upon,
in the last Adam 1% is iha sama,. - '

To illusirate that, turn to Romans 5:12, and see hom
this law worke: "As by one man sin enssred into the world, and
death through sin, and s0 death passed unito 21l wen, for
© that a1l sinned.® Thet is the firast Adam. The penalty of
that 8in 45 deathe The last Adam -- Wones died for 211, therefore

all 4ied.® JIn the firs${ Adam 211 sinned, in the laaﬁ Adam all

died.

RILOFR TANIELLS: Thet mekes z very different
meaning in this verss herse., I do noi like the geaning very
wall.

PROF. PRESCOTT: I am sorty.

ELDER DANIELLS: It spoils the besutiful harmonious
thought, 11 sesms Lo ms,

PROF, PREéGGTT: The practical question wiih us 43
whather we shall decside ﬁa keep our place in the Firat Adam, or
whether we will 3z2ke our placge in the sscond Adam. That is the
whole question. IT¥ we take ocur place in the first Adam, we
ghall have $o suffer the result of that position. I¥ we itzke
our plaze in the last Adam, we are alsc o enjoy the resulis
of thzt positiocn. But taking our place in ithe 1ast Adam ameans

that we 3le, that wa agcepi that deatl.
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QUESTION (PROF. LUNGACRE): Do all accept of 11?
Do you mean that all died? A

PROF. PRESCOTT: I think it doess not apply to those who

do noi ageept that experience. Becsuse all died in him, no man

those who personally accept 1%, Ths provision ie for all,

the acceptance is a personel matter., The death of Chfist
.8et1led the whole quaestion of the eln of the first Adam and its
consequences; therefore we are judeged, convinoed of sin,
bedause we believe nct on him,

Romans 8:1-4., This is very fundazentzl ic me.
"F2 whe died to sin®-— acceptimp his death as our deatlh,
twe who died tc sin, how shall we live any lohger thezrsina.
Or are ve ignorant thabt all we vwho were bapilzed into his
dszk Christ Jesus were bapilzed into his desath, %o Aere

1iriad *thansaPrnras wid+h h
ko i s LRSS o e e id

2 I
accepiance
That is the maxgszizagez of his death 1s our death. Further
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n the same chapter, 4th, 8%h and 7%k verses: YFor ke that
kath disd is justifisd from sin.® S$Sixik verse: "Knowing

this, thail our old man mas cruoifisd with him, that ths body

of s»in might ve dons away, that so we should no longer be in
bondage to ein; for he that hath died is justified froa sin.®
Eleventh verse: YEven so reckon yz slsc vourselves 30 be desd.®
®RRLwxzin Thare is o definite exXperisnce. He died; ws

acvept our dsath in him, It ie & continual exXperience ~-—

rachon yourselvas to be dsad. RBow often ars we to diel
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YOICE:  Daily. 1973
Rom. 7:4,8: ﬁﬁherefore, ry brethren, ye also Were
mada dead to the law through the body of Christ; that ye

éhould be joined to another, even to him who was raised from the

dead, thai we might bring forth fruit unio God. -{Ath verse)
- Bul now wé have ?een dischsrged from the law, having died

to that wherein we wers held; so that we serve in newness
of thé gpiris, and not in oldnsss of the lattex.”

These Scripsures emphasize the idea of
,éeath. of union with Christ in that death; and to xzke 1%t &
definite thing we died.with hix, we Were gzrg orucifisd
with him. There is s Zefinite experienss in &t which we
musi enter with hixm, and shaty ig the very £irst step in
discipleship. _

Gal. 2:507 91 have been crucifisd with Christ;
and 15 is no longer I that live, but Chrlst liveth in ns,®
A definite exporience, made very definite --PI have besn
cruoifisd with him.® '

Col. 2120 ~~ If I dle with Christ, then what? _
8If ve died witk Christ from the rudiments of the world, why,
as though 1living in the world, do y= subject yourselves %o
ordinances, ¥ Ths third verse of the ithirid chadier -

*For ys dled, and your 1life is hii witk Chzist in Cod¥—

H ar wvn A% ad
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8hall be manifssted, then shall ye also wiith him be menifested
in glory.
Rom. 83113, Thet 158 the laat of this series of

texts. "For if yve live aftsr the f£lesh, ve must die;
3
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but if by the Spirid ye put to death she dseds of the body,
die

rghall 1llve.® = “a ¢ dsily. This is the pracilcal side

of tnis mauﬁer. It is putting to death the o0ld man. It

begins ﬁita a very definite expsriende, and is refaerred Lo

in thls way as a definits experience at .some vize. Uh ﬁ“en that
death 1s onterad into, thot is where wsawconquer the old man.
There is no such thing as ¢civilizing the old man. Thers is o
such.fhing a8 improving the old man. That ig what has been
atverpted all the timd ~- 0 i.nipmva, and eivilize, and
culiivate the old mzn so he willl appear batter end do bhatier
things. ?he only way to deal with the old @xan is to pud him
on the cross. He cannot be improved; he cannot be clvilized.
You cannoi desl with him £2om that stalnpeoint. The onily way
you can desl with the old man is 0 put bim on the cross #ith
Chriss, T will tell vou frankly how I deal wish him myseslfy
make a personal application which helps me. I just %ake these
Sériptures and repsat them -- I take itiuets ag definitely as
thait, and 1 say 30 the Lo?d in the morning, *This morning I
accept your death ms ny aeaﬁh, and 1 die with vou.® .

I make this as & definiie fact in my experiencae. 1 4o notd
always say this in public praver, but when 1 am talking to

him alone -~ I just say to him "This morning I put the

old =an on the oross. This morning I acoape your d=ath

oam pmer Aandlre T lemewa e
&5 Oy &8avily 4 avae o

that.® Buf I go further -~ ¥1 zuoepy yuus liic &3 &F -

lifs, 4 {Amens)
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QUESTION (PROF. AYDERSON) This dying on our part is

a spiritual procass, is it not, and not a physical proesss?

...PROF, PRES{OTT: Yes, but it is Just as real as ths

physical process

a physical dsath. I 4o not want %o pﬁilosophize on thag,

It i3 not a i »

I have not been able 4o 8&3We?'m?881f. " But what I anm
interested in is fha fzct, 2nd the fa0t that oomes to us in
exparience; and I am speaking out of my owﬂ expérienca.

In what I say to you of this experienge I refer to that which
has helped me in my own perscnal expsrienca, and I weuld like
to have all get hold of these facts; but I am not abls to
philosophize, I tzy to accept it &a it is, and apply it; -
and it is in the application of this, not~in theory but in
application, that I get my help; and it is in ths applica-

tion that my struggls comes. That is whar2 my struggle comes

b
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and I say, "lord, I aécept your death as my death

this morning, T have been orucifised with you; I put myself
there; I put the old man on tha cross thi§ morning, hslp

re to.keep him there.? Buf I go further. John 11:235:

#Jesue salth unto her, I am the resurrsction, and the life,®

Tha resurrection is before the 1ifa. ¥No man can be raised from
the dead who has not died. That is plain enough, isntt it.

So w2 cannct obtain the resurrsction 1ife of Christ unisss

there has besn a ﬁeatﬁ.
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W E DRESONTT: ¥We can't clzim the resurrection 1ife of Chnrist

unless we have entered with him inteo the death. Isn't that plan?

o576

That is just a sisple fact. We know as a matier of fact that a
man csn't be raijsed from the dend if he has netl died. The {irst
step Lo a resurrection is death, gec that the first gtep in this
whols éatter of the pover and victory of 1ife is Chriat, his resur-
rection life, hig death. And if we are not willing as an actual
fact of experlence Ic accept death of the old man, we can't look
fcf the victerious resuireceisn life. fThat's right. I know itts
right. You se= what is involved in the dsath of the 0ld man. That
is =n =bsolute fazlling upon the rock and beling broken, «mk an
sbsolute swrrender of =sl) that is purselves. Just like z man that
ig buried in the physical death and physical grays. Thai invelves
a constant struzgle. The way I put it ia thig. ¥We surrander the
0ld man on the orces in the morning, and perhaps in an hour we find
he wants tc come dowmn. ¥We have to go through that cometant struggle
to keep him on the cross, or else he 1s down. active, revealing him-
galf in our experience. I find that means a struzrle every day.

I know we hear about going to heaven on flowery bBeds of ease,
becauze Christ does it all for us. But I tell you it does mean a
daily strugrle, because persistently the old man tries tc come up
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thouzht or wrong fesling, and in not beinz sbls io copgusr oure
feelings. The only ithing that %11l conuer our feelings is the
love of Christ, =nd that love is life. That love is his resurrec-
tion lifs. Ve oan't force ourselves to love each other and liks

zach gther, We may De able To force ourselves togris our teeth
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and keep still.
F H WILCOX: iusi we be able t0 keep up the strugszle as long

28 ¥ ares in thia 1ife?

¥ W PRESCOTT: A =man doesn't mind a fight if he 1g sure of
victory. That is the thing, tec be sure of conguering in it.

A G DANIELLS: But may not this atruggsle resolve itself iste
a plezszod, sweel, pas-ive surrender? iMust it be an égcnizing

uggle all the time?

¥ ¥ PRESOQTT: Each one has hla own experience ovsr that.
I wznt £0 tell you frankly zy brathren, fellow workers, that I have
rad & tresendous strupgle over this matter in the last year, and
you knows it. 4 tremsndous alruggle $0 submit to whet hasz come

to me. B I know what it means, snd I know what I am $alking

o

nrsd s T
A~

) - +hat 4= wh T
Ay ey % A2 L C I R &

=
ok LR

W
5

that unless I oan oowe $0 thal, that I don’t get om. I have to
come to that in sonite of all these circumatances. And I Xnoew that
it involves a2 gstruggle. But I au thankful for ths peace that

dogs come, and I ax thankful for the assurance of ?iétary that
enaples us 3¢ ge on victorious in spite of all thess things., But
I have nobt got by the atrugzsle yet. It is 3 atrugzle for a man $0 -
die to self ewery day in the face of tewptations and difficulties
and 211 that. It i3 3 atruggle, bul it is a surrender, i{ is a
paszive e xmerlence, bul a very =2tive passive exnerience. There
are so many parasdoxes there., 1 1ike %hat word ®put to death

ny tody¥ rather than ®Mortify sy body, *Decause mortify is a latin
word. 1 like that expression "put 1o degath?® =zome way i3 is a

-+
stronger teram.
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I shink wg accept this exparience in the sxnerience of Christ.

Don'% you think it was a sirugzle for his? Didn'$ he say over and

that experience znd 1t affected him, and you read furiher that
zhen he was on the mount of transfiguration that MHoses znd

Elias appeared and talkad with him aboui hiz death. Now don't
you thimkx that those men tzlked w=ith thai Han about the death

that he was .to accosplish, gave him the buman encoursgesent

for from his dicsiples and they didn't give it to

o

that he looke
him because they wers asleep? Ha waa facinz that fresendous
ex~erience, and thoss t=0 men sgppeared and talked o him abouil 1%.
The disoiples wmere wesry and fall azleep and couldnt'i tzlk with hiam

sbout 1t. But those itwo men, Hoses and Elias, apveared and talked
£

the way t0 ses in that $hat a Man was fzoing the tremendous trizl
and crisis of his 1ife, and these two men appsared and talxed with
him over 1%, and halped him.

R D QUIEN: %nile the old man of the flesh is not converted
or improved or expunged from the 1ifs, yet by a constant surrender

%11l rnot the oid 1if8, the o0ld man, that is, =111 not its resistance

4

1g2inst the spirit become weaker and weaksXl a3 a san holds himself

S
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on “he cro=3? Hers is a guotation that I feel is to the point?
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use ovedience comes fros the hearit. It was heart-smork
. 4ind if we oon-ent, He will s0 identity Hlimself with
o7 thouzhits and nlss, 30 blend our hkearts and minds intc conformiby

%o Hiz will, ihat when obsying Him ws shall bhe bul carrying out our

[OR—
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eat delight in doing His service., When we XKnow (God as 1t is our

E-4

Through an appreciation of the ¢haracter of Christ, throush ccmmuning |

with God, sin will become hateful %o us.® Desire of Ages, Chapter

73, paragraph 223. ) 7 |
The thought I had was that by livinz this 1ife, that th: flesh

#1111 become increzsinzly leas abie t0 overcome the higher 1lifs of

Ban. - : f
¥ ¥ PRESSCOTT: Well, no theory or staieument will get me amay

from my G9aily experizncte with it. 1 may be assured by sozscone that

thera is no struggle, btut I know there iz. My comiort is that in

that sirugcle 1 am mssured of viotery if I am willing to surrender

[y
3
i
1
I

¥ C BILSOXy The one great thought that came to me waa thoss
expressions in the eighth of Romans, "If by the Splrit ye put to
death the deeds of the Sody, ye ghall live.¥ And ia Coll. 3:5:
"Put to death tharefore your membera which are upon the sarth.® _ ﬁ

¥ W PRESCOTT: You take Epheslans for instance, the most won-
derful unfolding of the blessings and privileges that are in

Christ, but it iz right in that epistle that we find something

about Christian experisnce. What itmeans. The application of
those exXperiences. He w»roie to the Bewim Colossians, and he
¢alled them sainds in Christ Jdesus, Bnd yet he glves them some
wurning thers azbout their living. |

m -
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r3t step is daaik to the old =man, snd that is not any

nlg:-3an% grocess, and h2 1s alwayde prote3ting =zgainst it. ¥e

ot
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¢ insist upon i%.
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It begzins every morming and it may continue all day. Yet in that
very experience we wmay have the peace of God which passeth all
underataﬁ&ing, and tha assurangs of wictory right along with i%.
I dent't discount that a bit. |

Let us go on. As to this resusrecetion and the signiiicancs
of the resurrection, He is the Tesurrection. He is the 1ife.
It is the resurrection 1ife, that 1ife that we have is the lifs
that has conquered. W®hen we consider that it was 2 temptation to
Chrigt all the way through his human experisnce, 3 Tisk «- it i3

he hag motuslle die
= gegdally Cie

(o]
mn
j

nly when he has completed the
and been raised from the dead «- there is where we ¢ome in to this
victerious life. I am he, he states in the first chapter of Rev-
zlztion. "I am tha firs$ and the last, and the Living cne; =nd I
was dead, snd behold, I am alive for evermeres, and 1 have the kKeys
of desth and of Hades.® The words are not the wewde one word

I 1live, but the verb I am, followesd by the participie living --

I z2m living forevermore. That is thelife we take held of, the
life that has conquered, and that ie whers we get the victory.

If these facta have begcme fact in hia 1ife, we take held of the
1ife that hag conquered. It is 2 viclorious life, and therefors
right in the experience we have the vigitorious 1ifs. The struggle
is t0 be able to let that viotery manifest itself in our exper-

ience. DPui to death these things. That 1s the masnifestatlon of

the victoricus 1ife in our experience.

Let us read some sceriptures. Homang 8 again. These experienes e
2re g0 closely connected that they come right tegeithexr. Rom, 5:4:
"Je ware buried therefore with hims throuzh baspitiem into death: that

lize =z Christ =as ralsed fzom the dead through the glory of ths
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¥Father, so we ziso might walk in newness of 1ife.®

Eighth verse: ®But if we died with Chriast, we believe that we

k-3 i o -

Hot,
There the two are pui right together. 1If wo are dead we shall
live, bub, if we die eve if wa pass through that definite experience

"of ase eptance of his death as our death, this daily dying is simply
the holding en to that experience. There is a definita time. Wo
died with him. Our daily dying is holding on to that experience,
not letting it go. Wow if we die with Christ, wa belisve that we
shall alsgo- live with him.

Eleventh verse: ®Even 3¢ recion ye also yourselves 1o be
dead unto ain (There is the present. ¥We died with him. That is
a definite thing. Daily we hold to that experience.) bui alivs unto
God in Christ Jesus™ our Lord. There is where we get a victory,
an gsperience in living. 8¢ in the sixzxth versge of the seventh
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now weg have i the 1
$tothat wherein we were held: so that we gerve in nswnass of the
spirit, znd not in oldness of the latier.t

Romans 8:8: "Bui ye are not in the flesh, buf in the Spirig, if
g0 be that the Spirit of God dwelleth inyou.® 1 get the =meanlng
of that whan I read it in this way. But I would not have you being
in the flesh bud in the spirit. It is the plain verb zxe in the
text, but it is just the same word that is in Acts 17 where it
ig rendered "In him we live and move and have our beinz.® That is
the szwe sord. But iY we take it in thig phrasgse, ¥e are not in the

flesh vut we are in the apirit, that i¢ not the ides, becaunas wme

Eno¥ ws are nsre in the fleszh.
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Howell: Thare igs no article with flesh or spirit

AT b e W

there. The emphasis ig on the are,

F F PREICOrT: I get the msaning when 1 szy, You do noi have
your belng, you ayve not men, oi flesh and-dependingjupon fizah
znd yoursell, you don's have your being in {iesh, budt In apirit.

Hos will that be? Why, I do not havs his -being in flesh, but in
epirit, "i7 so be that the spirii of God dwelleth in you.® Thai's
our 1ifg. We have our being thefe. Ae are spiritual dbeings there,
not fleshly beings.

Another Scripture: Iph. 2:4-8t "But God, being rich in mercy,
for his great love wherswith he loved us, even when we were dead
through our trespasses, made ug aliwe together with Chriet {by gracs
have ye teen saved), and raised us up with him, and made us to sit

#ith him in the heavenly places, in Christ Jesus.®
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PRESCOTY: Thersg are ths thre2e sispd. Ve die wlith bim,
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n heavanly places, ROw here is a statsment , 2 s0z2% of Interpre-

3

2%ion of this experieance--ithe gxperience o0f Broch,.zs related

in Gospsl Workars, pages, 52, 53:

s shus _ )
; Enoch camsmoras an:
opmuning with God, Eno

Ia-l-
]

[

wore $0

the divine image. His faca was radiant with a holy Iight,

even the 1i-ht thet shineth in the fa@e of Jesue. &z As he

gzre forth from $hese divine comrunlings, aven the ungodly

W

teheld with ave $he smociaizgax impress of heaven upon his
CORZLSNAnCS, o« « o

#8ut Enochts hesrt was upon eternal frsasures, Hs

had locked upon the oslestlal ciiy, He nad seen the Xing inm

¥is glory in the rldst of Zicn, The greater the exlistind

inigdkty, the more sarnest was his lomsing for the home of Cod.

¥hile s%111 on sarth, he dwsit by falth in the realms of light.”

. That is what T undsrstand to b9 thils sxperience: ¥We dis with

W



H3M 17 7=11
(Discussiocn on the Covenants) *584

TRESCOTT; I would like to say something about the interpres

tation and transiation of Hebrewss 8:15. The guestion is as to

the proﬁér rendering, snd thersfore, undersiznding of Hsbrews
9:15-18;

"And for this cause he 1is the medlator of &
2 W covenam , that 2 deafh having taken place for the ro-
derption of the tranagressione that wzre under the first covenant,
they that have Yeen c2lled zmay recelwe the promise of thz etarnzl
inheritance. For whsre = testament is, there masi of nacassiity
b2 the death of hix thai made it, For a testamzent is of foroe whers
there hath been death: for 1t doth never a2va2il while he that
made 1% liveth., Vharefore even the first covenant hath not
bezn dedicated without bilood.*

The marginal rendering for the (reek word

Btestatment® hers signifiss both "iestament® and "covenant®., But

i
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and not put "testament® in the margin. These verses, 16 and 17
are the oply plaoces in the Epistle to the Hebrews whars the

Révised Veraion rsada the word "iestameni®, In evwery oiher place
it is oalled "covenant.® I would read the text substantially

this way: *"For this cause {15 ®s.) he is the medistor of the new
covenant, thst & desth havirz taken place for the redscoption

cf the transzressicns that wers undar the firet covenant, that they
that have besn called may receive the promlse of the esternal
inheritznge, for where a cévenani is thezrs msst of nzeoessity

be the deatn of that whioh (or him) who made 1%, for the cevenant

e e A e e e e e e
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is in foros whare there hath besn 2 death, for it doth no%
avail while that which establisheth it X3 s¢ill liveth, whare~

fore even the first covemant hath not besn establ ished wiithout

transgressions that were under the firsti covenant® 2 You

sge how the loglc of the passage lays. How what differencs
doze it maks which way you r2:d 13?7 It makes 1itke diffsrsnce whether
we are swung off from the maln 1line of the epistle with reference
to the covenant and on to what is really a falss view of this
quessiam.,

Take for instance thls patier of ths inhsritance.
Thzat includes cf course ithe Rew E-2th---taxnal 1life. Xow we
don't derive the new sarth by testamentary dispositlon of one
who had 1t =2nd dled =nd 1sft 1t %o us. In the ordipary soplil-
cation of a will ths pariy who gats the benafit of 1%, does
so bscause someiody slse dlsed and 1sit 1t to hilm, but that
pomebody 8lss musit dis and ordinarly,gﬁgx,ggéga If I have a

rolative of mind di= and loaws me & large sstage, and wken I

gome 10 Drove up ny claim to it, I am Informed that that person

e e mm e s i R il i A = T 2t

hag come back to 1ifs, I do not get my esiats, Bow we do mot

get ths irheriiance bescause of the death of some one who. (I speal

G
s

this becauss T think it has 2 marked infliusnce upon our view

]
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gospel.

Now jtake the promise of the inheritance in Genesis
12: 7. he first promiss of the inhsritance o Abraham was
mt madis to hir in parson, The prowmise is not *"Unto thss

" w11l T give thils land, " but "unto thy essd will I glve this

izand,? Thzs s2ad wae Christ. Abrzham gets th:f inheritancs
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Just as w2 40, by his unicr with Christ, thé One to whom 1%

wzs given-—the Seed. When he is identified with the ome %o i
i
whom it wss given hs comes in. We come in the same way. E
1
o x

ak 2

with ocur splris), thatme are children of God: =znd if children,
then heirs; heirs of Goi end jolnt~heirs with Christ,®
W2 do not racelive the inheritance because he nad 1% a2nd

dled znd lef% it to us. We are joint-heirs with him, snd we 2424

ihe inhﬂritance the same &3 we g2t svery blessing of ths gospel,
by union wita him and not a8 Bexik sowething th:t cumes to us |
bacause ge had 1% a2nd died snd left it to us, 7 |

Sé%ond Psalm, 2nd verse: "I will tell ¢f the decres: Jehovahxsd %
aaid u&%c me, Thou art my scp; This day have I begotien thes. Ask 2
of m#i and I will give thes the natlons for thins inheritance, %

and ;he;utzermcst parts of the esarth for thy possaselon..”®

' Heirs of God, and }oint-heirs with Christ, [Ye shars

o

4
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2 is
finiéﬁadiwith them and passesa them on to us. 4And so the whole
ﬂg céﬁiars in the person of Christ. It is a gusstion of
paraonal ralationship with him,
.. Yow as to the use of this word. My attentlon was gall@é ‘

to this ¢9mment on ths Gresk Texigbg --"The Expositortas Greek
Tast ment® on verses 15 t0 17 of the 9th chapier of Hebrews, in

- {Reading)
which 1% 82y9: #He is the medizator o & ned covenant®--'The 014
covenant with sacrifices whion could only cleanss ths flesh allowed
sins to gp&umulate, But Christ, zs &.ovae stated, obtalned
slesansing from sins, z2nd so 1aid the assentlal foundatlon of a
ney covenans, “that a death having taken place for dsliverance from
the transzressionsfcommitted 1 under the first

\
N

Covanant,
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The zeandng of these words [*Covenant®; *testameni®?] is doubiful
In the Ssptuasgintzac&wzax $his word occurs zbout 380 times and in
all-but four instaﬁcea kExkzxmsxx3=d translates ®covenant®. In
clessicalz and Hellenistlc Greek, however, 11 is the common word
for "wiii; or Yitestament®, ., ., .Acgcordingly it has Dsen supplss=d
by ssveral interpreters that the writer, .tzking aﬁ%an?age of

dn2s doubls meaning of the Lword], at this point 1a§zo§u¢es éé

arguwent vhich applies to 1% in the senss of 'will* or ‘tsata-

msntt, but not in the sense offcovenani'"~-~Exvositors frask
' ' ?

Testament,” B
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H.,C.LACEY: Thers ig an intersstiag contribuitlon to that dig-
cussion in the latest issug of the "Vocabulary of the Crzek Testament,®

by Moulitod and Milligan, published in 1918. It gives ths vocabulary

of {he Few Teatament as illustrated from the papyri and othsr nom-
literary sources. Hotlce this fander the mord diathéke:

PIn papyrl and inscrr. ths word means testawens, will, with

absolute unanimity, and such frequency that illustraticn is supsr-
fluoua,® And then he goss on and glves mome illustratlons:

"This passage is enough to prove that diathsk€ is properly dis-
posiiio, an 'axrang\ement" made dy ens party with ﬁlemry’ rnower, which
ths other pé.rty nmay accept or rejeot, buil cannot alter., 4 wil}l is
sizply the most conspicucus azzzx oxample of such an inatrument, which
vltimately monopolized the word just becauss it suitad ite diffsrentia
so complately," "Diatheks in its primary ssnse, as dascaibed ahovs,
was azéctly the nesded word,”

Then he says: "The visw to whioh we have caplimlaied, aftsr
strongly supporting the Westcolt docirine, is isee herolc than consisi-
snt holding %o cne English word, bul it can claim %o aodbﬁnt for its in-
coneifstancy.”- o

The use of the word was avsolutely will, without sxesvtion.

W W DOTPCHNP ., T A andt Ao Jamint ha wnrA
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way or the other, but I like to kesp the inisrpretation f«tizg.,"; will~
keep ma in this line, the vital 1lips of ths scrippure, that it all
dspands upon Chricst ’and onr union with him, Ve are joint heirs with
him, rot heirs that recelve our lmheritance because he dieci ard handed
1t on to us, “ ;

FoH HILCOY: How will that affect the old argument we used to use?

W.¥ ,PRESCOTT: It %ill zake a loit of Irouble with i%; but that
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7as one of the arguméﬁts I have always thoughi was beitter omiitted,
H.CLLACEY: I leodok ai the matter like thig, that it is by viz-
tus of’cur’ﬁéian #1th Jezus thac everyiniag ¥2 have iz ours, Fhen
He disd, we died inm 2im, potsniially; when He ascendsd to heaven, %2
agtended with him, potentially; when He sat down ai tha righi-hand of
the Fathsr, we did ihe same, potentially., '
¥. W, PRESCOTT: I do nod oaze 0 fake the time io argue Zuz
‘¢n this aquaatisn, but hare iz a spéeial adi%ticn of "Ths Epistis to
tha Hebraws® #ith noies, vhich goes into this Question abt vonsidsradls
bud they helped me $o phrase up %hs thought, Hare is a beok taad
taxes the same view sxagily, and shows tha difforsnge batwosa agoapi~
ing thesd® blessings through tha naturs ¢of ths will, and what it neans

L

to accept it as a zift by the Sovsnant,
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ie %o tha Hebraws®
ig gdited by F. Randall, published by Maoaillan, YThg Vediajion of
Carist? i3 by Térry (7}, pubiishsd by the Methodist publishing house
in 1903, I did not get these books to find thay, but I found it in
them, and it appssred to me to Do the proper rendering,.
R, &, UHDERY0OCD: lLet me read this from H, L. Hastings,-~his

comment on this same thing: F (Not verified) "The subject under dils-
cugsion in Hebrews 9 1s not ¢¥o testaments or wills, but two covenants

or agreensnis. The death referrvasd to seems to be not thse death of the

testator, or madiator, but tze death of the sasrifice, malsixyzaxzaIZszan

fozxina . . . The Tirst cowvsnant wse esaled with thz Llood of Owlives
an.d goats, apnd the sgcond covernani with the Mood of the Son of God."
Fare is another: “2nd for shiz purposs hae is the nmediatewr ¢of

ths new covenant, that by mears of death for the redexpitlcn of the

transgrezasions unisr the first covenani, ihoss who are called might

S
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receive the Qromiéed biessing of the sverlasiing inneritance, for

where & covenant is there must also of nescgessity be {the death of that
which estaéiishes 1%, for it is ¢f no force while that whioh establishes
it liveth, Thils transialion of this passags makes it'consistent with
the dedication of the first covenant as recorded im Ex. 34:5-8.%

That comes rignt along the line of what Brother Presccit sald.
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PROF. HOWELL: How do you harmonize iths covenant ldea
with the idea of bsing an inheritance?
. PROF. PRESCOTT: We can do 1t in the light of thre

Scriptures, ve cammot do it by gcing to the dictionazy.

we have to take 1t from the Scriptures, and not from the
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covernant 1s ®an agree@ent betwesn two partlies,® and ﬁhen we‘
are under the old covsnant, . This déea not depend upon
our zagreament.
FLDER URDER¥0OD: 14 erbraces the fact that thers
must be an agreermernt, but that that agreement is not ou-rs.
PROF. PRESCOTT: The irnheritance is given. It 1is
spoken cf 2s given == "] have given ycour," He has appeinted
him heir of 2ll things, Christ is not heir of all things
because his Father has di;d and ieft it-to him, and he gilves
it to us, I% is not ihat idea when he 1s spoken of ae
f
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"heir of all
meaning of the word "heir® that he recsives all things,

it cannot bve becaqge hie ¥athar has died and left it to him,
We cannot understand that to b2 ths meanink, That is the
ordinary use of the word *heir.” The ®"hair® receives his
property after one has died; but as long as the original
ovner iz alive, it is nct his, only in a will, His fathér

is alive, but he has it in =2 will{ he has to waif until the
relative is dead befors he gets it, 1 de net undsrstand that
Christ was "zopointed heir of 21l things" on that basis

at 211, He is peir of all tkings. The inheriftance is

given to him, Ve do not get it because hez got through
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with it and handed it cver to us, We get it becauss we are
in unicn with him tc whom it has been given, and he has
besn appointed heir of all things.

- ELDER UNDER®OOD: Heirs sith him.

PEBF. HOWELL: Tke difficulty ia harmony 1s that
we take the term "inheritance® and etop shert of carryling
out the full meaning, and apply it only as a gift, while
with the cther part, the will is carried cleszr through in
every aspect of it to nmake it appeaf that that is not that
kind of a2 gift. ¥e do not establish the harmony, the
" recenciling between the two terms. The inhéritanca is
in the nature of = gift wren it comes to our relationship
e Christ; but doss not the Scripture attempt at every
polnt to make these highly spiritual things conceivable tc us
by the uge of these torms within the rangs of our experisnce?
I caﬁnct see why it was proper to call fha gift to Christ
an inheritanée, using the cther tern asg we.de, as resoelving
from one who is gdead, why the other does not harmonize very
fully with that thougnt; why should we make the application
tc one and not tc the other? If we give this passage thais
interpratation, we have some very seriocus difficultiss with

the reading in the original., | 7

PROF, PRESCOTT: It appears to me that -here is no
oppesition in the meaning, as I have referred te, and that
that is the only way t0 make the origiral harmondze.
In Heb, 1:14 it is stated ¥"Are thyy not all ministsring
spirits, sent forth t¢ minisisr for them who shall D& heirs
of salvation,? Do we get that by a will? Do we get

salvation by & will?
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PROF., PRESCOTT: Do we have salvatlion through a
willlb; a testament?

QUESTIOR: (Twe or three words - could nét hear).

PROF. PRESCOTT: That 1s not the point.

PROF. LACEY: This i3 just a quéstion of a 1little
hairesplitting, I think, ¥Yheiher it is testament or will,
it makes no differsnce to me; gc far a3 that is concserned,
But this strik=s at the very’gégzg of the gospel to ms,
¥y thoughi is this, -He nas blessed us with every spiritual

blessing in Chriat; every blesslagz comss to us through cur
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are heirs, then, in the same gense that he is, and 1
oannot .think that he gets his inheritance by will from
his Father,

PROF. HOWELL: Dont't get it =211 through will from
- the Father, -
-------- That is the will of documend; a will

axpressed by other things, '

PROF. PRESCOTT: There iz guite a difference. When
we take it ia the dictlonary sense the id=a i3 that one
must dis and stay dead. i

~ PROF. HOWELL: It dcea not siate, die and stay dead,

PROF. PRESCOTT: You know full well thas a will is
net in force when a m3n ig alive, We 4> not want to try it

PROF. LACREY? Thara 13 another 1litsle point.
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It ééh connsotaed with the ratify;ng of the covenant,

Do I understand that we wre 1o look upon the co&eﬁant‘r
aé ratified cn the crosa? In order tc present the

truth as it is, and the faith in 1its beauty, we‘must

keep in mind the sacrificial service. And we notice that
the ratifying of the old covenant was‘more than?ﬁhe

daat h of the victim, First the animal had to be slal

vn- n-— Ba N
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the pacple were sprinkled with the blood; and thsfboéks ware
sprinkled. The death of the.vietim was nob th.ea:zra.tifying
of the oldi covenant. After the victim was slain, thebooks,
representing the covenant, had to be sprinkﬁéé wifﬁltha
blood, then the people had to be spriﬁklad, signifying
their acgesptance of ths covenaﬁi; Is it not the same

mith reference to the new covanant, thai on the‘cgasa Jésus
did not fully ratify the covenant., He provided %ﬁa ﬁlpcd;
he died; and in the intent of God, of course, it\wasx

ratified. Then the terms have to be deliversd 3o the

13 .I \
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being presented -~ between the first and the seoond: advents
of Christ, A3 they acceotad these terms, 1in the cld
oovenant, they, the peOple were sprinkled; and aswwetégbapt
Christ now, .so we are sprinkled with his bleed. By aﬁd‘by,
at the end of the judgment, the books will be Bprlnkled;-‘
and then the covenant in completed, and when the Lord retu;na
he will come and deliver the everlasting ccvenant 3
And Fist-r white speaks of this, when she says the voice of
God ringa fhrough fhe land, . . . . ani the everlastiné

covenant iz deliversd to the people. And 80 ii is ratified.
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The statement was zade before, that it was ratified on the
cross, wuagd.:* ‘not be more oonsistent o say that ithe
blocd was ghed ~- the viotim was provided on the cross,

and th;f’we are living in ihe timé of the presentation-of the
terms, that every irndividual who comes into oovenant rela=
tionship wiﬁh God is peraonally qleanaad from hi; sins,

he is aprinklgd; by'anQ ty the books will be spfinkled ——
ch'é part of it in heaven-- then the evérlaatiag covenant

will be delivereaflo 'Eﬂ/i:ﬂflb

BELDER UNDERTOOD: Could we use this expression o

—ALEJJ‘-A e b le s meo s — rogeTap W PO Sy o om ot -k - am e
ratified on the cross; wmade certain, and f{inlshsd or

completed, ® when the gogds ars not dalivsred?
PROF. LACEY: JVO' e Biole doea ﬁg? gsay that the time
P b zlgﬁﬁLﬁd‘éfamwn—\
will come rhen he will complete the &ows, The Lord &

SrTtoiebmer potentially., But hlsuor*cu*ly we are living in
: AU

the daz of recelving the terms of aceceptance, ofr\clea.nsing’% Tét/@eum{

the bocks are yet to be sprinkled, and by and'by"
the everlastlng covenant will be finished and delivered.
PROF. PRESCOTT: That would make the new covenant
Just 1like the o%f tfvenant then? o
PROF. LACFY.f\It iz al;guA “h*ist ind all the lessons
we are 10 bring out 'is how we EIRXXAXITAIXLXAUTXATIAXL
may realize in ourselves thése things which are potentially
ours in Christ,
PROF. YIRTH: 1 should hate %¢ belisve, brethren, that
it took any of us to retify thal covenant.

PROF. LACEY: I &o nod mean Ihat #3 ratify i,
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PROF¥. WIRTH: You =aid it was pnot ratified fully
on the cross,-ﬁut that 1% was Yo coms to the people and be
raﬁifisd by thsm, I do no% place my faith on that.

’“'EEQF. LACEY: I think there is 3 parallel between
the wo. That when the old covenant was mads thQ
Lord provided the victim, the blocd wis sprinkled on the
peopls ard on the books. The world —;avSIYbody in thes world
is.bsing sprinkled with the blood of Jesus today, When a
sinner comss into covenant felationahip with Sod, he thsn
accepts Christ's death, and then ne is sprinkied with ths
blood, and it cleanses him., That is the psople being
gprinklsd. That iz not ratifylag the covenant, By abd by
the booka will ve sprinkled —-ths books conitaining the 1ife
reooéds; and when it is 21l over, then is complessd ths
covenant, and wheén he comes he dslivsrs the everlasting
covenant 1o the peopie =- ®T will bs to tham a G&é and they
shall be t¢c me a people. And they shall %Feach no moré
svery man his neighbor, and every man his brother, saylng
Xnow the Lord; for they shall all ¥now me,?

ELDER DANTIELILS: 1I% 5; at that time the atonsmark is
cempleted, Does not that ides give the atoning work, N ~
ths storminz idea from the death of Chrizt to the Judgment?
I think there is somsthing ir there, brethren, that cusght -
to be developsd from the cld visw of no atonement until |
#e come@ to the Judgment hour,

QUESTION (By Prof.Prescott =- thres or four words, could

not hear) v

FLDER DANIELLS: No I do not mean thas. I said it



was an idea that cught to be desveloped more fully, as far
as I have seen. ‘ .

- QUESTION <- as to whether the atonement and ratification

¢f the covenant sares synonyzous,

PROF, WIRTHY I have hzd to study this guestion,
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referring to this in the 9th 6hapter\of Hebrews, and I
have had to give study to the mattef. T wish to
substantiate what pProfessor pregestt hazs breught out.

It is in harmony with the whole conbext of wﬁaz Paul is
talking avoud ia the Tpistle to the Hsbrews . ¥e need not
nscessarily think, because the word "inheritance® is
brought in, that 1t musht neosssitate a will, When we come
to tha Nld Tastament we find thab Pinheritance® is used by the
Jews without any idea of a will, I refer to the passagzes
which relats to the promised land: Deut. 4:80-37; 1 Chron.
16:15=~18; ps, 105:8-11, ¥e find that the inharitance

in all of these referencés refers to the possesaion in the

inheritance.® There was never any idea of a will, and I
fzil to find anything there that reveals a will., But you
de find that the inheritance there meant possession that

w238 tc come to them as a result of the covenant guestion,
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G FIRTH: Hare are some texts on that point: Deut. %:20=-23,

1 Chron. 15:15-18, P3. 105:B=-11. There we find the inhsritance

refers to tns possession. It rerers to the land. I #ill give
them the land for inherifance. Wills were not made back there.
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means z possession that was to gome 10 them sz & result of the
covenant olessing. In gumaing t0is up, I don't know of anything
better than to read = few extracts from "Word Studies in the
New Testament® by M. R. Vincen$, and if I may be indulged I mould
ju=st like to read éome of hig articles.

"Azainst the rendering iesimument for diatheke, and in {avor
of retaining covenant, are the following considerations: (a)
The abruptness of the change, and its interiuption of the line of
reszaoning. It is introduced into the middle of a continuous argu-
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new ¢ovenant is Soapared snd oon
the Mosaic covenant {¢h. 8:5-10, 18). (b) The turning-point, both
of the analogy =2nd of the conrtmat, is that both covenants were in-
angurated =nd ratified by death: not ordinary, natural deatn, but
szcrifieial, violent death, accompanied by blood-shedding as an
essentizl feature. Such a death is plainly indicated in verse 185.
If diathexe signifies testament, Thanaton, dsath, in verse 18

must @mean natural death mithout bloodshed. (ec0 The figure of a
tegtasent would not zppeal to Hebrews in connection sith an in-
heritznce. On the contrary, the ides of the kleronomia was

21555 aszocisted in the Hebrew zind with the inheritance of (Canaan,
and thst inheritance with the idea of & ocovenant. See Deut. 4:

Z0~-23; 1 Chron. 18:18-18; Ps. 105:8-11. {(4) In LXX froz which our
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wr ter nabitually quobtes, diztheXe has universally the meaning of

covenant. - It ceours about 350 tises, mosily representing

covanant. In the Apoehrypbal PooXxs it has the same sense, except

n Sizr. 3B¥33, where 1t signifies disposition Or arrangezent,

1
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hew divide. The phrase to out {(i.e., make) 2 covenant, 1s very
comson. The verb marks a digposing by the divine will, t0 wmhich
man Dacowes a pariy by agsent; zhile scuntithesthsl indicatsa an
arrangement baétween two equal pariies. Thera is not = trace

of the meaning testameni in the CGreex 0. T. In the classics
diatheke is usually testowent. Phile uses the word in ths senas of |
acvenant, bui alsc shows bow it acouirsd that of testament

(De Butatione ¥owinun, 8£€.). The Wlgate has testamentum, even
wher e the sensa of covenant is indisputable. Seé Ex. 30:28; Rum,

14:44; 2 Lings 8:15; Jer. 3:18; Mal., 3:1; Imke 1:73; Aots 3:35;
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of the 0. T., 1t uses foeduse « . « (&) The ratification of a coye
gpant bv the 9a01ifice of a victia is attested by Gen. 18; Ps.

BO:5; Jeor. 34:18. This is suggested also by the phrase to cut =2
covenand, which fipds abundant znalogy in both (reekx and Latin . . .
(£} 12 testament is the correct translation in versaes 16, 17, the
rriter is falrly chargeable with =2 rhetorical blunder; bot verse 18§,
ff., is rlizinly intended 23 a nistorioml illustration of the nrono-
sitions in verses 135, 17, and the illussrsiion turns on 2 point

entbrely different from ths matier illustrated. The writer ig made
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te say, & will is of no force unt t=s death;
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therefore the first covenant s Is

a plocd of victims. ®
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H S PRENITER: How the premise is thas the 1280 days ended

in 1798....1 have given a gstatewment Iroa sn eys-witness, ir.

Richard Bupna, of London, England, in =z book written in 1728, of
the thing that he saw. Ths French trocps.were advancinz toward
the city, and I like to make deiermination of the 1250 days,

not necessarily the capiivisy of the popek for he waé‘taken
captive more thazn once, tut ths proclamation of religlious liberty
and the prowvlamaticn of the Roman republice for the firat time
zince tha Caessars.

[Reading] Till the 15%h, the dauy on which the trse of liberty
was planted on thae ecasitel, nothing of any lmgortance took place.?
Hom from that time till this, religiouz 1iberty I think has be:cn
the order ir It2ly. 5o B33 wmarks the ascendency of Vergliius, apd
the liberty given to the popes to govsrn iLhemselves, though ws know

they had their difficulties now and then, tut the election of popes

wzs the privilege of the papacy untii 17398, when we find religious
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liverty proociaimed on the Capitaline Hill
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my e in your minds, but time will not permlit. I enjoyed studyinm
thiz matier of corroberating the date given to ue for so many
yezre. %e have in ths lzst paragraph of page 2Z: "Corroboraied by
Jose Hicholas de Azara, #cbassador of Spain t0 Rome during 40
yezrs. "Revolucloues de Roma.® Original Hemolrs of the celebrated
Diplomat and distincuished Spanish Literary man . He teliz us the
shele shory, plcturing it out in the Spanigh, telling us of the re-

volution of Romz mmd the fzet of this ravolution of 1798 marking a

great crisis. This man %as a mediator betwesan the Pope, Pius the Bih,
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and Berthier, ihe Frenech genersl.

wish I had tisze to read these many things that he says, tazken from

the origzinal confidentizl lstters of Napoleonm with ths Directory and

bls agency in Italy, and leading up to the great event in 1793,

1 don't xnex just where to begin because the time is iimitei.
"Jcgeph EBonaparte, brothex-ta Kapglecon, had been appeinied

aubaseador at the oourt of Rome; but as his character was deemed

too honourable Tor politigal intrigue, General Duéhot and Sherlogk

zers sent along with him, the formes of whox had besn so sucueasiul

in effecting the overthrow of the (Gencese aristocracy. The Frehch

gabazay, under their direciion, zoon becawme the center of the

the Italian cities zbound, flocked there to a comzon fosus, Ifrom

thence the next great explosion of Democratic power was %0 be

eaxpected. In this extremity, Pius 6, who was above eighty yeara of
age, and sioking into the grave, called to his counsels the Austria
General ?zovera,'already distinguished in the Itslian caspaigng;

vut the Directory scon compelled Lhe himiliated pentiff $0 dismigs
that iptrepid oounsell¢r. As his recsovery then seemed hopeless, the
ingtructions of the Gevernment to their ambassador were to delay
the proclamation of a Republio i1l his dezth, when the vacsntchair
of 3t. Peter might be overturned with little difficuliy; but sach

w23 the activity

QO

i the revolutlonary sgeniz, that the irain waa

ready to tz2ke fire b

o0
(4]

fore that event tock place, and thes earz of

(4 d

he Romens were asssiled by inocessant abuse of the ecclesiazstical

ravolutionary action, and those numerous ardent characfers with which
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onz in favor of Republican freedom.®

{From 411ison's Modern History of Europe) |
I think 1% 21l turns on the Lact of = republie in Reme, znd not

- i

necessaiily the downfall of the pope biuself, the ¢aptivity of ;

fHeading] *In thiz itemper Of men's minds, a spark was sul-
ficient $o occasion sn explosion. On the 27th of Decewder, 1797,
an imménss growd assesbled, with geditions cries, and mcoved to the
walace of ths Erench ambassaﬁcr,'whsre they erclaimed, 'Vive la
Hepublicue Romaine! ' and loudly invozed the ald of the French to

enable them %o plant tke tricolor fiag on ithe Cuapitol.
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B. C, 45T Autumn

To prove

45834
the correct date for beginning

Arrangsd by Prof. H., 5. Preniey

Lancaster Acadermny Bible Chart No. 6

&3

Oct, Nov, Dec,

2300 YEARS

1. Study outline of Boek
of Ezra in Chart Five.

Proclamation of third decree
' Going forth of command.

ment ta rehuild and restors

Jerusalern ' Dan, 8 :25

equels
456 3¢

TE. Study margin of Chart
Five.

By adding the years of the
Persian Kings from Cynis to
7th year of Ariaxerxes.
[Proclamation { equala

43814

III. Christ crucified on
April 7th, A.D. 31 kuowa by
Hebraws as Pagsover, cailed
Good Friday by the Christian
world.

Actual time 30 years plus
three months [ Jan. Feb, and
Mch.} or 1 gr. year equals
%) 14 subiracted Erom the
number of years o the cruci-
fixion {see diagram 496 12
equzls

438Ly

= 17 nlus 453 vra.
it - Time: B8.C. 1AD.
Symbolic weeks x T equals prophetic days or literal years
M
P Wx T equals " vy g 49D o Jewish vation rejected
S 8012 x 7 equals N 5 L ABBEC Crucifixion :\\
D B0 %7 equals " w om 483, Messiabymp 8 !i {}
. 3
T wesks 1 62 weeka 1 week
. ¥ L : -
T 4534 483 48634 450
B 40 B.C, 4563y 4383 45614
z . —— — —— —
P2 40734 equals 408 B.C. in autumn A.D. 26834 3014 333
: Autumn Spring Aatumn
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Passover
ot
Good Friday

puy —
. g e - i S B . gy, .
— -.—--ﬂ._. vy

vy B

T Lol Y S
e T 2Tyt e = TR, T —
f’ - /—’i’f
- -
- -,
> ”
o %7
o7 /,f
JFORMALZEUPREMACY
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ACTUAL SUPREMACY
G. C. pp. 308, 353, 439
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See Eeplpmatory Noter with History refevences,
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DANIEL. AND THE REVELATION

TIME PROPHECIES .

604

Events and dates which stand out clearly in ths history of the Papacy, and
which mark the beginning of new evas in its development.

By W, W. Prescott

Rearvanged Abridged Reprint by H. S. Prenier

Explaining Bible Chart—No. 6

Introduction:

A candid reader of the prophetic books of
Daniel and the Revelation cah hardly escape the

. conviction that the “time and times and half * of

Dan. 7: 25, the “time, times, and a half” of Dan.

12: 7, the “forty and two months” of Rev. 17:2,
the thousand two hundred and threescore days,”
and the “time, and times, and a half 3 fime"” re-
ferring to the same period in Rev. 12: 6, 14, and
the “forty and two months” of Rev. 13: g, all
refer to one and the same portion of time, viz,,
twelve hundred sixty prophetic days, or twelve
hundred sixty literal years. So ably and so con-
vincingly has this view been presented and so
generally has it been accepted by many thinkers
and writers that, it may be regarded as one of the
axioms of prophetic interprefation. It will
therefore simply be necessary to suggest that in
the expressionr “at the end of times, even of
years.” {Dan. 11: 13}, “years” iz exploanatory
of ‘times,” and to state the well-established con~
clusion that “z time and times and half a time”
is equivalent to three and ome-half prophetic
years, which being translated imto literal time
would be twelve hundred sixty years. We are
in consequence now called upon to show that the
supremacy over the things of God and the people
of God was conceded te the Papacy for this
period of more than twelve centuries,

It may simplily the subject, and make it
easier for the reader to appreciate the force and
value of the evidence submitted, if we first give
a brief outline of the facts o be viewed, and
state the conclusion to which we shall endeavor
to lead. '

: THE OQUTLINE

The removal of the seat of empire irom
Rome to the East in a. p. 329, the suppression
of paganism by Theodostus in the latter part of
the same century, the fail of the empire in 476,
sthe baptism of Clovis in anb. the of ficial act of a

Roman council in 503 by which the Pope was
acknewledge to be the vicegerent of Ged, and as
a chwmcr to oll these sieps the decree of the em-
peroy Justinian in 533 recognizing the Pope as
thé hoad of all the chorches. When the Pope,
by an act of the hierachy, had become the rep-
resentztive of God on earth, and this assump-
tion had Dbeen recogmized by a decree of the
empevor, then the supremacy of the Pope in
ecclesiasiical affairs was formeelly established,
and the wuy was soon cleared for the applica-
tion of this authority in acts of repression and
persecation,

Weo therefore comclude that 533 is the

primary date for the commencemeni -of the

twelve bundred sixty years of papal supremacy,
although, as we shall show later, we allow a
five-year period, ending in §38, as extending
o an imporiarg tuming—po'mt in the praciical
developiment and persecuting tendency of that

. suprezaacy. The period thus commiencing in

the first half of the sixth century teyminztes at

the close of the eighteenth century, the primary
date being 1793, the pivotal year of the French
Revolution, and the five-year period extending
to 1703, \rhen the Pope was deposed by the
civil pewer

A ,.c:crdmg o this interpretation the twelve-
hundred-sixty-year period of the papal suprem-
acy spocified by the prophecy commenced with
the peried which has 533 for its primary date
and 338 for its secoudary date, and extended
to a simiiar period having 1793 for its priniary
date and 1798 for its secondary date. This is
the {;-‘mr which 191nt1-AA:- both the formal and the

actuzl supremacy. The prophecy does not say
“Juring,” but “ until the time, and times, and
half a time,” and ihere was = respite from
tribulation before this limi was reached, ac-
cording to the words of Christ. Matt. 2422
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We are now prepared to deal MORE
FULLY with the events to which refersnce has

heen made in this outiine. Of conditions in the
West after the downfall of the empire, 476 A. D.
and of the way in which the authority and in-
fluence of the head of the church were aug-
mented by thi 5 national catastrophe, one
writes :—

605

the legislator.—"Decline and Fall of the Roman
Empire” chap. 28, pars. 1, 10.

The same writer states in a few words the
great meaning attached to the conversion of
the Frankish king:—

But earth, as well as heaven, rejoiced in
the comversion of the Franks. On the mem-
orable day when Clovis ascended from the
baptismal font, he alone, in the Christian world,

After the conquest of Rome, where was
the barbaric congueror to look for any guide to
internal umity, or any relic of the vanquished
empire by which to connect himself with the
past? There was only the church, whick was
now not only the professed teacher of obedi-
ence, peace, and holiness, but the only unde-
stroyed institution of the state. The old pop-
ulation of Romé had been wasted by the sword,
and famine, and deportation. The emperors
of the West had left the scene; the Roman
Senate was no more. There was but one au-
thority which had any influence on the
wretched crowd who had returned to their
ancient capital, or sought refuge in its ruined
palaces or grass-grown streets from the pur-
suit of their foes; and that was the bishop of
the Christian congregation — whose palace had
been given to him by Constantine, who claimed
already the inheritance of St. Peter, and who
carried to the new government either the sup-

.port of a willing.people, or the enmity of a
seditions mob.~ The Eighteen Christian Cen-

turies,” Rev. Jomes White, New York, 1865,
page 118. )

MOTTTY AT TR MY T T 177 TIA M A NTTOR Y

THE OVERTHROW OF PAGANISM
during the reign of Theodosius, 4. p. 378-395,
and the conversion of Clovis, the king of the
Salian Franks, in 406, were further steps in
preparation for the exaltation of the ambitious
Bishop of Rome. The historian Gibbon gives a
detailed account of the former event, from
which we take these significant statements:~

The moin of paganism, in the age of Theo-
dosius, is perhaps the only example of the
toral extirpation ol any ancient and popular
superstition; and may therefore deserve to be
considered as 2 singular event in the history of
the human mind. The Christians, more es-
pecially the clergy, had impatiently supported
the prudent delays of Constantine, and the
equal toleration of the elder Valentintan; nor
could they deem their conquest perfect or se-
cure, as long as their adversaries were per-
llllLLt'_'U. LU !‘.'.Klbl

The generation that arpse in the world
after the promulgation of the Imverial laws
[forbidding the pagan worship}, was attracted
within the pale of the Catholic Church: and
so rapid, yvet so zentle, was the fall of pagan-
ismn, that only twenty-cight years after the
death of Theodosius, the faint and minute
vestiges were no longer visible to the eve of

[

deserved the npame and prerogatives of a
Catholic king. The emperor Anasiasius enter-
tained some dangerous errors concerning the
nature of the divine incarnation; and the Bar-
barians of Ttaly, Africa, Spain, and Ganl were
involved in the Arian heresy. The eldest, or
rather the only, son of the church, was ac-
knowledged by the clergy as their lawful sov-
ereign, or glorigous deliverer; and the armies
of Clovis were strenuously supported by the
zeal and fervor of the Catholic faction—Id.,
chap. 38, par. 6.

As a result of a combination of the In-
fluences thus far enumerated the Bishop of
Rome and his sycophants now indulged in as-
pirationsconcerning the Roman See whichwould
have astonished, and perhaps shocked, their
earlier predecessors. The form in which these
aspirations took expression and the meaning of
the blasphemous assumption concerning the
headship of the church have been so well ex-
pressed by other writers of. good repute that
we will permit them to rehearse these facts:—

1A7th RAamea 231 havea follam lase hichon
VY1t AGIe WOouid dve fduell el UisLop

had he not, as if by anticipation of the crisis,
reserved till this hour the master-stroke of his
policy. He now boldly cast himself upon an
element of much greater strength than that of
which the nnhhr-nl convulsions of the times had
deprived hun namely, that the Bishop of Rome
is the successor of Peter, the prince of the
apastles, and, in virtue of beiﬁg so, is Christ’s
vicar on earth. In making this claim, the Ro-
man pontiffs vaulted at once over the throne of
kings to the seat of gods: Rome became once
more the mistress of the world, and her Popes
the rulers of the earth. . . .

In the violent contention which raged be-
tween Symmachus and Laurentius, both of
whom had been elected to the pontificate on the
same day, we are furnished with another proof
that at the beginning of the sixth century not
only was this lofty prerogative claimed by the
Popes, but that it was generally acquiesced n
by the clergy. We find the council convoked
by Theodoric demurring to investigate the
charges alleged against Pope Symmachus, on
the grounds set forth by his apologist En-
nodins, which were “that the Pope as God’s
vicar, was the judge of all, and could himself
be judged by no one” “In this apology,” re-
marks Mohseim, * the reader will perceive the
the foundations of that enormous power which

M Ay s 415 b et 1 e e e et $omm e St e T i = e
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the Popes of Rome afterward acquired were .

now laid.” Thus did the pontiffs, providing
timeously against the changes and revolutions
of the future, place the fabric of the primacy
upon foundations that should .be immaovable
for all time—"The Papacy,” by Rev. J. A.
Wylie, poges 354-30. .

A council having been convened at Rome,
4. p. 501, by King “Theodoric’s command, to
judge of certaid’ charges against him. [Pope
Symthachus], the council demurred to enter-

“ing on the matter, on the ground of incom-

petency; considering that the person accused
was supremne above all ecclesmastical jurls-
diction. And, a little after {to crown all) an-
other Roman synod [a. D. 303], with Sym-
machus himself presiding and consenting, in the
most solemn manner adopted a book written by

. Ennodius, in defense of the resolutions of the

former synod: in which book it was asserted
“that the Pope was Judge as God’s vicar, end
could himself be judged by no ome”

“Vice Dei judicare Pontificem,”—"a nullo
mortalium in jus vocari posse docuit” (scil
Ennodins}— Mosh- VI 2. 2 2. 4 Qu its
adoption bv the Roman synod under Sym-
machus, assembled 4. D, 503, see Hard. L. 583
It was just in accordance with the previous Ro-
man council, that has shouted in acclamation to
Gelasius, “ We behold in thee Christ’s vicar:”
—a term thus sometimes ncautiously applied
before to bishops generally, in their owih par-
ticular restricted spheres of action, and in the
character of Christ’s am&asjadars but now at-
tached to, and assumed by. this one bishop dis-
tinctively and alome, with the world itself as
his sphere, and in the character of God’s own
appomnted and supreme administrator and
judge. Tt was a step per saltuss, mightier than
imagination can well follow, by which he
vaulted at omce from the mere ecclesiastical
rank of patriarch, to that of supremacy over all
the kings of the earth—" Hora Apocalypticz,”
Ijz‘raz:Vol Ed., Vol. III, poges 132, 133

5 T bishops re-assemble on the 6th of No-
vember and decide that in the eyes of men
Pope Symmachus is free from: crime and stain;
but that the question of his culpability or in-
nocence in the sight of .heaven must be re-
served to God, who alone has jurisdiction to
judge the Vicar of Christ. They pronounced
him “free from all and every alleged incrim-
ination and outside the reach of .legal pursuit
in all things that regarded men, re-established
in full jurisdiction over all churches dependent
on the Holy See and entitled to all the eccles-
iastical rights of Sovereign Pontiff within and
without the city of Rome. ILet no Christian,
therafore, in those churches hesitate to com-
municate with him or to receive Holy Com-
munion at his hands”—* Totarm causam Dei
judicio reservanies, universos hortamur, vt sa-

cram communionem (sicut respostulat) ab so 606

percipiant.”

Just at the moment when the Church
seemed almost strangled by sedition her voice
rings out clearly, to be carried down through
the centuries on the wings of time, her un-

changing and infallible accents. ¥t was a de- .

cree of colossal importance, at once solidify-
ing and entrenching the Papal supremacy,
while it thrust back in confusion and impotence
the powers of hell that had charged with such
desperate ferocity., - Digitus Dei est hic; un-
doubtedly, but humanly viewed the brunt of the
fight was born cheerfully and well by the ma-
terial resources, the tact, the ability and the
Christian  {ortitude of Ennodius, powerfully
supporied by the Semafor Faustus.* Catholi¢
Quarterly Review,” 1912, pp. 527-528.

' Nothing further remained to be transacted
by this Council except the question of dealing
with the vile and danperous pamphlet that as-
sailed so insidiously the legality and motives of
the Qyi‘)f’hu Palmaris. A cammission is zum.ld,uy
given to Ennodius 51 the name and by the au-
thority of the Council to embody the views of

the assernbly and the arguments supplied by the

Canon Law, with which he was known 1o be se
intimately conversant, in an orderly and ex-
haustive reply to all the enemy’s statemients of
law and fact. Some writers are of opinion
that this order was issued by the faith Council;
that Enrodius happened to be at Rome, as in-
deed we may fairly assume, and that a few
days sufficed t{o enable this brilliant and ready
expert in pleading to prepare his famous
“ Apslogiz” . 1t matters little {rom which as-
sembly he received the command; both pos-
sessed the same supreme authority under the
presidency of the Pope, and even in personnel

there is oot any notable difference. The open-

ing addvess supplics the date, “afier the cob-

sulship of Avenius” or 303, and proceeds to -

announce the object for which the synod was
convened, unamely,” to hear the * Apologia”
composed by Eanodius read by that eminent
ecclesiastical and to approve of it as embody-
ing the principles of true doctrine and right
discipline.~"“Catholic Quarterly Review,” 1912,
P 531-532

It thus appears that in 3503 the ecclesias-
tical authorities took a most important actior,
which, so far as human intent was concerned,
robbed the Son of God of the place which be-
tonged to him as the true vicegerent of the
Most High, the one mediator between God and

men, and exalted a man in the place of God.-
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It only needed the conmcurrent action of the
civil power to place this claim upon a legal
basis and by force of arms to bring into sub-
jection any who might refuse voluntary sub-
mission to this supreme authority on earth.
This need was supplied by the emperor Jus-
tinian, concermmmg whose famous decree we

quote the words of a student of pxupnccy who
wrote nearly a century ago:—

The Papacy -being a spiritual power within
the limits of the Roman empire, Mr. Faber
argues, I think rightly, when be says that the
giving the saints into the hand of the Papacy,
must be by some formal act of the secular
power of that empire constituting the Pope to
be the head of the church. If is not, in fact.
easy to conceive in what other mode the saints
could be delivered into the band of a spiritual
authority, which, in its infancy at least, maust
have been in a great mneasure dependent apon
the secular power for its very existence, and
much more for every degree of active power
which it was permitted to assume or exercise.

Accordingly we/are informed, by the un-
erring testimony of history, that an act of the
secular government of the empire was issued in

‘the reign of Justinian, whereby the Roman

pontiff was solemnly acknowledged to be the
head of the church. . . At an early period
of his reign, he promulgated a severe edict
against heretics [aimed especially at the Mani-
cheans], which confained a confession of his

own faith, and was intended to be the common
and universal standard of belief to his sub-
jects. The severest penalties were enacted by
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A second edict of the same nature was is-
sued by Tustintan in the month of March, 533;
and on this occasion be formally wrote fo the
Pope, as the acknowledged head of all the
churches, and all the hQIv priests of (‘nﬂ for
his approhatlon of what he had dome. The
epistle which was addressed to the Pope and
another to the patriarch of Constantinople,
were inserted in the volume of the civil law;
thus the sentiments contained in.them obtained
the sanction of the supreme legislative au-
thority of the empire; and in both epistles the
above titles were given to the Pope.

The answer of the Pope to the imperial
epistle was also published with the other decu-
ments; and it is equally important, inmasmuch
as it shows that he understood the reference
that had been made to him, as being a formal
recognition of the supremacy of the See of
Rome—Wm. Cunninghame, Hatchard, 1813:
cited in “ History Unveiling Prophecy,” by H.
Gratian Guinness, pages 34I, 342.

For the benefit of those who may desire to
know the exact wording of this remarkable

document we print herewith the portion vital to
the gquestion at issue as it runs in the original
Latin, and also a translation, for which we are
indebted to “ The Petrine Claims,” by R. F.

Littledale, LL. D.-—

Reddentes honorem apostolicee sedi et vestrz
sanctitati (quod semper nobis in voto et fuit et
est} ut decet patrem honorantes vestram beatu-
dinem, omnia quz ad Ecclesize statum pertinent,
festinavimus ad notitiam deferre vestrs sancti-
tatis: quoniam semper nobis fuit magnum stu-
dium, unitatem vestr® apostolice sedis et
statum sanctarum Del Fcclesiarum custodire,
qui hactenus obtinet et incommote permanet,
nulla intercedente contrgrietate: Idecque omnes
sacerdotes universi Orientalis tractus et sub-
jicere et unire vestree sanctifati properavimus.
In praesenti ergo que commota sunf, quamvis
manifesta et indubita sint, et secundum apos-
tolicee vesirze sedis doctrinam ab omnibus
semper sacerdotibus firme custodita et pra-
dicata: necessarium duximus, ut ad notitiam
vestre sanctitatis perveniant. Nec enim pati-
mur quicquam quod ad Ecclesiarum statum
pertinet, quamvis manifestum et indubitatum
sit quod movetur, ut non efiam vestre innotes-
cat sanctitati, quee caput est omnium sanctarum
Ecclesiarum, Per omnia enim (ut dictum est)

proveramus honorem et anctoritatem crescere
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vestre sedis— Cod. Justin I, #i Bearonii
Annales Feclesiastici, fom. vit, Ann. 533, Sec.
XII.

Paying honour to the Apostolic See and to
your Holiness, as always has been and is our
desire, and honouring your Blessedness as a
father, we hasten to bring to the knowledge
of your Holiness all that pertains to the condi-
tion of the Churches, since it has always been
our great aim to safeguard the unity of your
Apostolic See and the position of the holy
Churches of God which now prevails and
abides securely without any disturbing trouble,
Therefore we have been sedulous to subject
and unite all the priests of the Orlent through-
out its whole extent to the See of your Holi-
ness, Whatever questions happen to be mooted
at present, we have thought necessary to be
brought to your Holiness's knowledge, however
clear and ungestionable they may be, and
though firmnly held and taught by all the clergy
in accordance with the doctrine of your Apos-
tolic See; for we do not suffer that anything
which is mooted, however clear and unques-
tionable, pertaining to the state of the
Churches, should fail to be made known to
your Holiness, as being the head of all the

Churches. For a¢ wa have caid hefara we
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are zealous for the increase of the honour and
anthority of vour See in all respects.

This “ formal recognition of the supremacy
of the See of Rome™ on the part of Justinian,
although it established “a legal intolerance,”
did not result in the immediate persecution of

those who refused to acknowledge this su-
premacy and who were from that time until
the present regarded as heretics. The con-
ditions in Italy were unfavorable to the en-
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forcement of the Catholic faith. The Ostro-

ooths nr'f*ﬂﬂtprl 'ﬂ'u:l I’prrﬁ‘nr}r :H'IA their 1.'1'710

goths territory, and their kin
Theodoric, was an Arian —a most offenswe
heretic. So long as an Arian king exercised
any control over the papal succEssion, ortho-
doxy was in danger. It mattered not that
Theodoric had treated much more considerately
those who differed from him in faith than had
Justinian; his disposition might change, as it
did in later life, or his successor might adopt
a different policy; the power of Arianism i
Ttaly must be broken. This was accomplished
by the forces of Justinian under the leadership
of Belisarius in the campaigns of 535-538, al-
though the Ostrogothic kingdom was not com-
pletely overthrown until fifteen years later un-
der his successor, Narses. That the year 538
marked an important point in the fortunes of

Rome and of the Papacy is evident from the’

testimony of various writers. Thus we read (—

With the conquest of Rome by Belisarius,
the history of the ancient city may be consid-
ered as terminating; and with his defense
against Witiges [the Ostrogothic kine in the
siege of Rome which ended so disastrously to
the Goths in 538}, commences the history of
the Middle Ages, of the times of .destruction
and of change—" Greece Under the Romans,”
George Finlay, London, 1844, page 205

The vigor of the Goths [in the same siege]
was excited by the hope of victory and spoil;
and if a single post had given way, the Romans,
and Rome itself, were irrecoverably lost—* De-
cline and Fall of the-Roman Empire” chap. 41,
par. 25

Vigilius, a pliant creature of Theodora,
acended the papal chair under the military pro-
tection of Belisarius. (538-354).—" History of
the Christign Church,” Schaeff, Vol III, page
327.

justified in declaring that the long period of
papal supremacy designated in the prophecy as
“a time and times and half 2 time™ (iwelve
hundred sixty yeors), dates from Justinian's

decree in A, D. 533, with 2 notable turning-’

point at the end of a five-year period, A. D. 538.

Tt is at once evident that if we have cor-
rectly located the beginning of this period, it
would terminate in 1793, with a probable event
of importance in 1708. OQur next inguiry will
therefore be whether at that time history testi-
fies of any occurrences which would appropri-
ately mark the close of papal supremacy — any
final and successful protest against the arbi-
trary authority of the papal hierarchy, A few

hetfaf cfal’nmm-\l'c nracant +tha fﬂur‘ing and a+m].-,
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ing facts. The year 1789 marked the com-
mencement of the French Revolution. It was
- then that the untoward circumstances in France

From the evidence here submitted we feel

induced the king, Louis XVI, to decide upon u608
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rapid steps after this came the fearful out-
break againstthe monarchical supremacy both
in state and in chaorch. “The -proud and
tyrannical monarchy, which had persecuted and
banished the Huguenots, was overthrown and
abolished in a national convulsion of revolu-
tionary crime and excess in which all restraints
of law and order, human and divine, were re-
laxed and dissolved; government delivered into
the hands of sanguinary wretches; monarchy
brought to the scaffold; aristocracy abolished;
estates confiscated or piundered; the nobles
slain or exiled; youth, talent, beauty ruthlessly
sacrificed; prisons glutted with victims; rivers
choked with corpses; churches desecrated;
priests slaughtered; religion suppressed; an in-
fidéi calendar substituted for the week and its
sabbath; and the worship of a harlot as the
goddess of reason for the worship of the host
on the altars of the Church’ of Rome”—Guin-
ness. The central year of this terrible carnivol

- of crime was 1703, with its Reign of Terror.

Trom the very beginning of the Revolution
the Papacy was as much the object of attack
as the monarchy. In vain did the Pope attempt
to use his oldtime power of decree and an-
athema to stay the tide and to restore the wan-
g authority of the monarchy. The same na-
tion which under the leadership of Clovis so
many centuries ago had been a most powerful
factor in establishing the papal rule now tore
down what it had formerly built up. The limit
of the supremacy, as foreseen by the prophet
Daniel, had been reached, and the events justi-
fied the prophecy.

This destructive protest against a monarch-
ical hierarchy was not confined to France, but
spread to other countries. In Italy it resulted
in a deadly blow to the Papacy, signalized in
the year 1708 by the establishment of the Ro-
man Republic by the French arms under Gen-
eral Berthier, the capture of the Pope, who
died afterward in exile, and the spoliation of
Rome and especially of the Vatican. In this
way a five-year period, 1793-1798, correspond-
ing to the five-year period already mentioned,
533-538, was distinctly marked, and all the re-
quirements of our outline have thus been fully
met. The close of the period of papal su-
premacy was just as distinctly marked as was
the commencement, and the time covered‘ was
533-538 to 1793-1798.

Price 15 cents. Address Bible Department,
South Lancaster Academy.
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THE CONTINUAL

(The Daily) of Daniel Eight
By W.W. Prescott

Rearvanged Abridged Reprint by H. 5. Prenier

Introduction:

Every interpretation of 2 fulfilled prophecy
must be in barmony with facts; and ques-

tinme nf AifFargmcs aea b ant+lod
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mere assertions or unwarranted claims, but
by such evidence as will stand the closest ex-
amination. It should be our sincere zim to
know and teach the truth, and we should be
prepared to do what we are constantly asking
cthers to do, viz, to accept evidence, and to
change our views when they are proved to be
incorrect. . . . To rectify a mistake which
bas been made in the interpretation of the
" daily ” does not make any change in a funda-
mental doctrine of the third angel's message,
but rather ‘brings out with greater clearness
the importance of that prophecy which has
haped this advent moventent — the 2200 days.
There is.'the most convincing evidence, both

Liblical and historical, that this period com- -

menced in B ¢ 457 and terminated in A D
1844, ot which time our great High Priest com-
menced his ministry in the most holy place of
the heavenly sanctuary, and our interpretation
of the “ daily " only serves to emphasize the im-
portance of this prophetic period in its rela-
tion to our work for this generation. It, there-
fore, seems  thousand pities that any effort
should be made to withhold this knowledge from
our people by attempting to maintain an inter-
pretation of this prophecy which is contrary
both to history and to sound principles of Scrip-
tire interpretation. W. W. PrE3COTT.

THE CORRECT INTERPRETATION OF THE
PROPHECY
Ve think it is satisfactorily proved that it
will not be possible to maintain longer that the

“ daily Y- of Daniel 8 rafers tn pacanism. and
ual]] A CRELEl W P F =T . ) LS E Smliulil’ Craiva

that it was taken away in 508. The history of
that period positively forbids such an inter-
pretation, and there is nothing in the spirit of
prophecy which requires it. Furthermore, we
regard such an exposition of the prophecy as
contrary to the sound principles of Scripture
evegesis. ‘To this proposition we now briefly

invite attention, and in order that the reader
may judge the better for himself, we print

umc:w1u1 Ult: ext accoramg to Ine A.mencan
Standard Revised Version -

“And out of one of them (the four horns
of the goat} came forth a little horn, which
waxed exceeding great toward the south and
toward the glorious Jand, and it waxed
great even to the host of heaven; and some
of the host and of the stars it cast down to
the ground, and trampled upon them
Yea, it magnified itself, even to the prince of
the host; and it {ook away from him the
continual burnt-offering, and the place of his
sanctuary was cast down. And the host
was given over to it together with the continual
burnt-offering through transgression; and it
cast down truth to the ground, and it did its
pleasure and prospered. Then [ heard a holy
one speaking; and another holy one said unto
that certain one who spake, How long shall.-be
the vision concerning the continual burnt-of-
fering, and the transgression that maketh des-
olate, to give both the sanctuary and the host
to be trodden under foot? And he said unto
me, Unte two thousand and three hundred
evenings and mornings; then shall the sanctu-
ary be cleansed.” - Dan. 8:9-14.

Let the word " sanctuary” in this passage
refer in every instance to the heavenly sanctu-
ary, and the “host” to the people of God.
The word “ continual ” includes all the leading
features of the priestly mediation iypified by
the morning and evening sacrifice {Ex. 29:
38-42), the incense offering (Ex. 30:1-8, the
word “ perpetual ™ in this text being from the
same Hebrew word as is elsewhere translated
“ continual ), and the shewbread. Num. 4:7.
(Compare also 2 Chron. 2:4.) These were
symbols of the great Mediator. To make this
clear, we supply the word “ mediation” in the
text instead of the word “ sacrifice,” and apply
the statement to the heavenly sanctuary. We,
therefore, give to the prophecy, beginning with
the tenth verse the following Interpretation:—

“And it (the little horn, the Papacy),

waxed great, even to the host of heaven (the

“people of God); and some of the host (the
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people of God)}, and of the stars (their leaders)
it {the httle horn) cast down to ths ground,
and trampled vpon them. Yea, it (the little
horn) magnified itself, even to the prince of
the host (Christ); and it (the httle horn) took
away from him (Christ) the continual (media-
tion), and the place of his (Christ’s) sanctuary
(the heavenly sanctuary) was cast down. And
the host (the people of God) was given over
to,1t (the little horn) together with the con-
tnual (mediation) through transgression and
it {the little horn) cast down truth to the
ground, and it (the littie horn) did its pleasure
and prospered. Then I heard & holy one speak-
ing; and another holy one said unto that cer-
tain one who spake, How long -shall be the
vision concerning the continual (mediation),
and the transgression that maketh desolate (the
same transgression as im verse 12), to give
both the sanctuary (the heavenly sanctuary)
. and the host (the people of God) to be trodden
under fpot? And be sald unto me, Unto two
thousand three hundred evenings and mornings;
then shall the sanctuary (the heavenly sanctu-
ary be cleansed.”

WHAT THE PAPACY HAS TAKEN AWAY

The brief space at our command will pre-
vent us from giving more than an outline of
the many weighty reasons for adopting 'this
interpretation of the prophecy, A more ex-
tended treatment of the subject must be de-
ferred until another time, but attenton i3 now
invited to the. following facts.

" Christ is the only and exclusive mediator
between God and men (1Tim 2:3), and to
put any man in his place is to take from him
his mediatorial work and to cast down the
place of his sanctuary. The Papacy has done
just this in making the Pope the vicar of God
and the vicegerent of Christ. The vital doc-
trine upon which the whole Roman Catholic
system rests is stated by Cardinal Newman
(Roman Catholic) in these words:—

We observe that the essence of the doc-
trine that “ there is one only Catholic and apos-
tolic church” lies in this— that there is on
earth a representative of our absent Lord, or
a something divinely interposed between the
soul and God, or a visible body with invisible
privileges. All its subordinate characteristics
- flow from this description.

Upon this claim to be the vicegerent of
God and vicar of Christ is based the authority
for the priesthood which derives all its power
from the Pope—

All the power of the Western priesthood
is summed up in the Pope, who according to
the Roman dogma, by virtue of divine appoint-
ment, is-head of the collective church, the
viceroy of Christ upon earth—Fon Hase.

From these claims have been developed the
whole system of the priesthood and the sacri-
fictal service of Rome. By thus usurping the
mediatorial -work of Christ, and establishing
upon earth a complete counterfeit of the true
sanctuary service, the Papacy has taken away
from Christ his continual mediation, and has
established another way of access to God. This
kas been clearly expressed by another writer
in the following language:—

Few of us have ever grasped the full sig-
nificance of sacerdotalism as a papal device.
It puts the priest beyween the soul and 2ll else,
even God, at every stage of development, in

the most ingemious and subtle system ever’

tmagined. From cradle to grave, and
even afterward (in masses for the dead), there
is always a human mediator to interpose; and
this alone accounts for the marvelous power
of the priesthood wherever this eternal tribunal
holds sway.~—Dr. Arthur T. Plerson.

That the Papacy has actually accomplished
the work described in this prophecy will hardly
be denied by any Protestant who is familiar
with its history. It has trampled upon the peo-
ple of God and magnified itself ip place of the
Son of God. Instead of mainfaining the teach-
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ing of the Scriptures concerning the heavenly .

sanctuary, and the mediatorial work of our
great High Priest therein, it has established an
earthly sanctuary with an earthly altar, and
an earthly offering, and an earthly priesthood,
and claims to be “the medium of all inter-
course between Christ and: Christian people
(the laity) —so that the gate of heaven Is
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the priest.” All this has been summed up in
a remarkably forceful way by that eminent
writer on the Papacy, Rev. J. A, Wylie:—

Fopery has a god of its own — him, even
whom the canon law calls the *“Il.ord, our
God.” It has a savior of its own — the mass.
It has a mediator of its own — the priesthood.
It has a justification of its own— that even
of infused righteousness. It has a sanctifier
of its own— the sacrament. It has a pardon
of its own-—the pardon of the confessional.

And it has in the heavens an infallible, all--

prevailing advocate wnknown to the gospel —
the “mother of God.” It thus represemts to
the world a spiritual and saving apparatus for
the salvation of men; and yet it neither sancti-
fies nor saves any one. It looks like a church.
It professes to have all that a church ought




_to have, and yet it is not a church. It is a
grand deception —“ the all deceivableness of
unrighteousness.”

By such substitutions as these, the Papacy
robbed Christ of his meditatorial function, and
shut away from the people the knowledge of
his intercession in the heavenly sanctuary, mak-
ing, in fact, such an office entirely unnecessary
by substituting another mediator and another
intercessor. Thns did the man of sin sit in
the temple of God, and set hzmself forth as
(zod.

WHAT THE THIRD ANGELS MESSAGE
RESTQRES

After such a work as this had been re-
vealed to the prophet Daniel, he then heard the
inguiry as to the limit of this usurpation of
the mediatorial work of Christ, and the reply
was given, “Unto two thousand 2and three
hundred evenings and mornings, then shall the
sanctuary be cleansed.” This period extended
to A, D. 1844, immediately after which this
great threefold message had its rise. And in
view of the facts already stated, it is of great
significance that in this movement there was
brought back to the people the knowledge of
the mediatorial work of Christ in the heavenly
sanctuary. This is in perfect harmony with
the prophecy thatsthe Papacy would be al-
lowed to tread down both the host and the
sanctuary until the expiration- of the period
of the 2300 years. When the-time came for
our great High Priest to enter upon his final
work of atonemtent in cleansing the sanctuary,
then the knowledge of his mediatorial’ work
must be restored to his people so that they may
co-operate with him.

Inasmuch as the leading feature of the
third message, which aiter 1%44 would give
the distinct character to the threefold move-
ment, is its pronouncement against the worship
of the beast and his image, it is certainly an
essential part of this work to show clearly that
the Papacy has taken from Christ the very
means by which he would reconcile man unto
God, and has substituted a2 merely human
means of salvation. What the Papacy took
away, this message is to restore; and for this
reason the everlasting gospel must now be pro-
claimed in the sancinary setting, in order that
it may do its most effective work both among
Roman Catholics and Protestants. Thus Christ
is to be proclaimed again as the “ minister of
the sanctuary, and of the true tabernacle,

which the Lord pitched, not man” This gives
a significance to this great movement such as
it derives from no other source; and this pro-
phecy in the eighth chapter of Daniel, when
correctly interpreted, is a most important means

of apprehending an essential feature of the
work which we are called upon to de.

THE “DAILY” IN “EARLY WRITINGS”

(edition of ¥893), page 64 of the first part:—

] have seen that the 1843 chart was di-
rected by the hand of the Lord, and that it
should not be altered; that the figures were as
he wanted them; that his hand was over and

hid a mistake in some of the figures, so that’

none could see it, until his hand was rem0ved.

Then I saw in relation to the H daﬂy
{(Dan. 8:12) that the word “sacrifice” was
supplied by man’s wisdom, and does not be-
tong 1o the text; and that the Lord gave the
correct view of it to those who gave the judg-
ment-hour cry. When urion existed, before
1844, nearly all were united on the correct view
of the- “daily”; but in the confuszon since
1844, other views have been embraced, and
darkness and confusion have followed. Time
has not been a test since 1844, and it will never
again be a test.

The Lord has showed me that the message
of the third angel must go, and be proclaimed
to the scattered children of the Lord, but it
must not be hung on time. 1 saw that some
were getting a false excitement, arising from
preaching time; but the third angel's message
15 stronger than time can be. I saw that this
message can stand on its own foundation, and

needs not time to strengthen it; and that it

will go in mighty power, and do its work,
and wiil be cut short in rightecusness.

The reading of this extract will make it
clear that the topic under consideration is the
question of time. The application of the coun-
sel here given will be understood more clearly
by a consideration of the experiences of the
Advent believers up to the time when this
testimony was given in 1850. The orthodox
interpretation of the little horn of the eighth
chapter of Daniel was that it was a symbol of
Antiochus Epiphanes; that the 2300 days were
literal days, commencing with the time when
Antiochus poliuted the temple at Jerusalem;

and that “the daily sacrifice” referred to the '

daily offerings made -according to the cere-
monial law. In harmony with this view the
translators supplied the word “ sacrifice™ in
the expression *the daily sacrifice” The Ad-
ventists, on the other hand, maintained that

~ the little horn was a symbol of Rome, pagan

and papal; that the 2300 days were prophetic
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days, fulfilled in literal years; and that this
period commenced in B. ¢ 457 and ended in
1844. After the passing of the time in 1844,
there was an effort made to readjust this
period of 2300 years to some point in the fu-
ture; and up to 1850 at least six different ad-
justments had been. made, bringing. much con-
fusion into the Advent ranks. Then came this
counsel through the spirit of prophecy, that
the word “sacrifice” should not be supplied,
and that, therefore, the interpretation which
found in the work of Antiochus-the fulfilment
of this prophecy was incorrect; that the view
entertained previous to 1844, which made the
vear 1844 the true termination of the prophetic
period of 2300 years, was correct; and that a
true time message would never again be pro-
claimed. “Time has never been a fest since
1844, ard it will never again be 2 test.”

This seme general statement was made
later, and is found on page 107, second part
of the same edition of “Early Writings,” be-
ing the seventh paragraph of the article en-
titted “ The Advent Movement Ilustrated” —

Jesus did not come to earth as the wait-

ing, joyful company expected, to cleanse the
sanctualy by purifying the earth by fire. I

saw that they were correct in their reckoning.

of the prophetic periods; prophetic time closed
in 1844, and Jesus entered the most holy place
to cleanse the sanctuary at the ending of the
days. Their mistake consisted in- not under-
standing what the sanctuary was and the na-
ture of its cleansing.

That this is the right view of this in-
struction given through the spirit of prophecy,
will appear more plainly when we remember
that since 1844 there has been until recently
no difference of opinion as to what the “ daily ”

was, and that the cenfusion which arose after’

1844 was not on accournit of a change of in-
terpretation in this respect, but because of the
many attempts fto readjust the prophetic
period of 2300 years and to set new times still
in the future for the expiration of this period,
and for the appearance of Christ in the clouds
of heaven; therefore, it is said: “ When union
existed before 1844, nearly all were united on
the correct view of the ‘daily’; but in the
confusion since 1844 other views have been
embraced, and darkness and confusion have
followed.”  The “other views” were with
reference to the time, concerning whichk many
different interpretations were brought forward,
causing “ darkness and confusion,” but during

all that period there-was mo comtroversy as to
what the “daily” represented.

In interpreting this prophecy the early
Adventists placed the emphasis upon the gues-
tion, “ How long shall be the vision concern-
ing the ‘daily’?” etc., and upon the reply, “Unto
two thousand and three hundred evenmings and
mornings.” This period of time and the date
which marked its expiration were the subjects
which claimed their chief attention, and con-
cerning these matters they had the correct
view. -

That this.is the true meaning of .this pass-
age in “Early Writings” becomes still- more
evident when we state some views entertained
previous to 1844 in the exposition of the
“daily.” An examination of William Miller’s
lectures and of the writings of other Advent
believers in the publications of that time, shows
that the following views were taught:—

BEerorg 1844
1. The first beast of Rev. 132, pagan Rome.
2. The second beast of Rev. 13, Papacy.
3. The six hundred sixty and six (Rev.
13:18) represented the duration of the life of
the pagan Roman beast.
4. The commencement of this period in

B..c. 158, when it was declared that the league

with the Jews was made. &

5. The termination of this period of. 666
years was obtained by subtracting 158 from
666, thus giving 508 A. D. '

AFTER 1844

1. Papacy

2. The United States

3. The number of the name of the beast

4. The League of the Jews rather in B. C.
161 ’

It will be seen at once that if the statement
in Early Writings"” that “ when union ex-
isted, BEPORE 1844, nearly all were united on
the correct view of the ‘daily,” means that
they taught the correct interpretation of this
subject, theri-we have some very serious read-
justments to make in our present teaching.
Furthermore, granting every other position to
be true, if the 666 years commenced in 8. ¢

158, they would end in a. D. 509, not in 4A. D.
508, '

There are two leading ideas connected
with the “ daily” in Daniel 8; one is the mean-
ing of the “ daily,” the other is the time period
connected with the “daily” as indicated by
the guestion, “How.long shall be the vision
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this passage in “Early Writings” refers to

the time period and testifies that the view which

made this period end in 1844 wa.s “ the correct
view of the ‘daily.”

SOHME HISTORY CONSIDERED

It may be proper here to examine briefly
the history which is adduced in support of the

clnim that paeanisrm was taken awav in n
Likdd Lt~ HCI. CLAkd11L Y ag LCEDLLLL =31 a-} iy I\.‘ ¥

508. “Decline and Fall,” Vol. IV, page 526,
Milman’s “ History of Latin Christianity,”
‘standard edition, book three, chapter one.

Rerurarion No. 1

It will be seen that ihese quotations deal
with the sameé subject and that these events
occurred in the years A. b. 5I0-13. Two things
are evident from these quotations: First, that
the disturbances referred to by Gibbons, were
quarrels between the Monophysite monks and
the orthodox monks, two factions in the one
church, and not a conflict between the Papacy
and paganism. And second, that the particular
outbreak referred to in the quotation from
Gibbon, occurred ‘after a. D. 508.. Neander’s
church History, Clark’s edition, Vol. IV, page
257, deals with the same general subject and
fixes the date,
" From these extracts from Milman and
Neander it is plain that the events referred to
in the quotation from Gibbon in “ Thoughts
on Daniel” occurred in the period A. . 510-14,
and it must be clear to all that even though the
subject referred to was the taking away of
paganism, it would not be historically correct
to fix upon the date A. D. 508 as the time when
these events occurred. - When also the fact is
taken into consideration that the history does
not deal at all with the overthrow of paganism,
but with the settlement of a quarrel between
the factions in the church itself, it must be
doubly plain that this history can not be used
in order to establish the year 508 as the time
for the t:-ﬂ(mcr away of ﬂamm‘:m

SraremMeEnT No. 2
The last contest with paganism was In
508, when the French and Britons accepted
Christianity; the “ daily ™ spoken of in Daniel
had been taken away.
Rerurarion No. 2
No quotations are made from, or any
reference given to, a.ny history as a basis for
these statements, and we are, uin‘t‘uGI‘t‘:, under
the necessity of examining the record for our-

selves. If the writer refers to the Franks

and their conversion under Clovis, this tock
place in 496. In 508 Clovis was engaged.in
his war against the Visigoths,

The history of that period shows that in
508 the Britons were engaged in the defense of
their country against the inrvoads of the An-
glo-saxons and Jutes, This war commenced in
440, and was continued into the sixth century.
There is absolutely no foundation in history

for the assertion that either the Franks or .

the Britons accepted Christianity in 508.
StarEMENT No. 3

It is evident from the language of Gregory
of Tours that the conflict between the Franks
and the Visigoths was regarded by the orth-
odox party of his own and preceding ages as a
religious war, on which, humanly speaking, the
prevalence of the Catholic or Arfan creed in
Western Europe depended. )

Rerurarion No: 3

In deciding the value of these extracts iny
relation to the guestion of an alleged downfall
of paganism in 508, three things should be
noted: I. The campaign of Clovis against the
Visigoths was an effort to overthrow Arianism
and to establish the orthodox Catholic faith.
But the Arianism of that period was not the
paganism to which William Miller referred
when he attempted to show that paganism was
taken away in 508. If, therefore, as the writer
of this leaflet emphatically asserts, those who
gave the first message had the correct view of
the “daily,” viz., that it was the religion of
the pagan Roman empire, it is entirely incor-
rect to bring forward the downfall of Arianism
as the taking away of the “ daily,” and accord-
ing to his view, it would be in contradiction
of the teaching of the spirit of prophecy. 2.
But even granting that the overthrow of the
Arian Visigoths was the taking away of the
“ daily,” the conflict, which determined the suc-
cess of Clovis occurred in 507 “in the decisive
battle of Veille, near Poitiers.” In the fol-
lowing year, 508, “ Clovis inet with a decisive
repulse before Arles, the Visigothic capital”
{See “Library of Universal History,” Vol. IV,
page 1200.) It is, therefore, incorrect to de-
clare that the Visigoths were conguered in 508.
3. But more than all this, if the downfall of
an Arian power constitutes the taking away of
the “ daily,” why is the overthrow of the Arian
Visigoths selected, and the time fixed for 5o8,

..... A f absy anvthanwr Af fha Asine Vanmdnla
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in §34? The evident answer must be that the
date was selected before the history was read.
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StaTeMENT No. 4

There was no claim made that any one act
of the Roman empire set aside paganism for
the whole empire, and that in 508 when

Rritain accnnfpﬂ (‘Twrlctrnn1hr as their rnhg;op

— they bemg the last to reject paganisor,—

marked the overthrow of that cult, and was -

the completion of -the *taking away of the
daily.” ”
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In reply to th1s claim, we will state that
such historians as Hume (“History of Eng-

land,” Vol 1, chap. 1, pages 25, 26), Mosheim

(“ Eeclesiastical History,” Vol II, part 1,
chap. 1, par. 2), Neander (* General Church
History,” T. & T. Clark’s edition, Vol V,
page 13}, and “ The Historlan’s History of the
World” (Vol, VIII, page 532), all agree that
Pope Gregory sent Augustine with forty
Benedictine monks to Britain in 396, that
they arrived in 597, and that the conversion of
Britein to Christianity extended far into the
seventh century. This is certainly sufficient
to dispose of the unfounded assertion that
Britam accepted Christianity in 508.

For the information of those interested
in this subject, we will give. the date of the
conversion to the Catholic faith of some of
the ten kingdoms,  The complete statement
‘may be found in Gieseler’s “ Ecclesiastical His-
tory,” Vol. II, second period, div. 2, sec. 123
The dates are as follows: The Burgundians,
s17; Suevi, 350-560; Visigoths, 589; Anglo-
Saxons, after 396. i

THE TESTIMONY OF HISTORY -

Pagagism, the official religion of ancient
Rome, was tzken away before 508, The sub-
ject of chapter 28 of Gibbon’s “ History of
the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire”
veads thus: * Fimal Destruction of Paganism.
Introduction of the Worship of Saints and
Relics Among Christians.” Chapter 28. The
tirne covered by this chapter as given in the
table of contents is A. D. 37Q-420, and the time
covered under the heading “ Destruction of the
Pagan Religion” is 378-395. The first state-
ment of this chapter is as followsi—

“The ruin of paganism, in the age of The-
odosius, is perhaps the only example of ths
total extirpation of any ancient and popular
superstition; and may therefore deserve to be
considered as a sincu]ar event in the history

L e T

\.u le.'ic !ﬁ'usunu NG,
From another work we take the followmg
interesting and decisive gquotation:—
Among the most interesting historic

secret and private lurking-places.

mernories asseociated with the Curia of the im-
perial period, is a transacton which marks a
stige in the struggle between heathenism and
Christianity at the national capital, where the
have mentioned the altar and image of Vic-
tory in the vestihule of the Senate House,
sacred to Minerva, before which image every
senator had to throw incense on the altar as he
passed into the hall of assemblage —an act of
political rather than religious significance, but
utterly inexcusable in the eyes of the primitive
of a symbol and standard m the great conflict
of principles carried on during the fourth cen-
tury., The first emperor who removed both
from their place in the Curia, about A. D. 3357,
was Constantius, the second son of Constantine,
and sole ruler of the Roman world after the
deaths of his two brothers. DBoth objects were
replaced by Julian, his successor, probably in
the- first year, a. D. 360, of his short reigm.
Altar and image were again removed, in, or
soon after, the year 38z, by Theodosxus who
was, in fact, through his stringent laws and
more decided measures against the old super-
stition, the actual destroyer of pagan worship
an suppressor of s priesthood. | agen-
iug, a usurper proclaimed emperor by a military
factionin Gaul A p. 372, ordered the altar and
tmage to be replaced during his short sojourn,
after his irregular election, at Rome. His
fecble efforts to revive the ancient superstition
was soon crushed by Theodosius, who defeated
him in battle (A. D. 304) and sentenced him to
death. Again, and for the last time, were the
objectionable relics of heathenism set aside —
the incense-cloud no more ascended to the Di-
vine Victoria in Rome’s Senate House~—" His-
toric and Monumental Rome””  Charles Isi-
dore Hemans, pages 244, 24%5. Published by
Williaras and Norgate. London, 1874.

In Milman’s “ History of Christianity,”
standard edition, Armstrong & Son, New York,
the following quotation is found. The title of
chapter 8, book 3, page 63, is * Theodosius.
Abolifion of Paganism.” The date given is the
date printed in the margin of the text. Note
the following important statements:—

A. D. 392. While this reaction was taking

Dlace in the Waest, perhaps irritated by the in-

telhgence of this formidable conspiracy of
paganism, with the wsurpation of the throne
(by Eugenius), Theodosius published in the
East the last and most _peremptory of those
edicts which, gradually rising in the sternness
of their 1anguage, proclaimed the ancient wor-
sh‘sp a treasomable and capital crime. In its
mimate and searching phrases, this statute
seemed eagerly to nursue paganism to its maost
Thenceforth
no man of any station, rank, or dignity, in any
place in any city, was to offer an innocent vic-
tim in sacrifice; the more harmless worship of
the houschold gods, which lingered, probabiy
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roore deeply In the hearts of the pagans than
any other part of their system, was equally for-
bidden,— not merely the smoke of victims, but
even lamps, incense, and garlands: To sacri-
fice, or to consult the entrails of victims, was
constituted high treason, and thereby a2 capital
offense, although with no treasonable intention
of calculating the days of the emperor.

An indefinite ‘Aumber of quotations, all to
the same effect, could easily be supplied if space
permitted. Historians are unanimous in their
testimony concerning this matter.

Norg:—~The two expressions, “the daily (desola-
tion)” and “the transgression of desolation,” are in no

sense symbols, and there is no precedent for making
them represent two great desolating powers. Furthermore,
the expression * the transgression of desolation ™ would
more correctly read, as in the Revised Versiom, *the
transgression that maketh desclate™ or “the desolating
transgression,” because the Hebrew word translated *thag
maketh desolate™ is in form a2 pariciple, and in gram-
matical comstruction modifies the word “transgressionX
To render this participle as a poun, and then to reake it
into 2 symbol either of paganism or the Papacy, is zl-
together unwarranted. Such an arhitrary handling of
the scripture opens the way for the unrestrained play
of the imagination, and makes possible the most fanci-

‘ful interpretations of prophecy.

Copies of this reprint may be procured by addressing Bible Department
South Loncaster Academy, South Lancaster, Massachusctts

Price 20 cents




South Lancaster Academy Bible Notes

S}u worsinn bk tha Parnal A vernmen ¥

CiAF Y Wi DAVWVAL WVl  MidW

la}'m u ¥ wd RARRAAAL

By Richard Duppa, an Eye-uniness

London,

England,

Secand Edition, 1798

Explaining Date 1798 mentioned in Bible Charts No. 6, 7, 11, 12, 13.

Reprint by H, S. Premur

Sec. 3, pp. 35743

They advanced toward Rome, and on the
ninth of February encamped on Monte Mario
before the Porta del Popolo. On the 1oth of
February, the castle of 5t. Angelo was sum-
moned to surrender and the Pope's troops had
four hours given them to evacuate it. . .
The gates of the city were immaediately taken
possession of and the Pope, the Cardinals,
three only excepted (Braschi, York and Al-
bani} with the whole people of Rome, were
made prisoners, at the discretion of the re-
publican army.

Till the 15th, the day on which the tree
of liberty was plantad on the capitol, nothing
of any importance took place. . . . On
that day the general-in-chief {General Alex-
ander Berthier) made his triumphal entry into
Rome, 1111 then he had constantly remained at
the Villa Madonna, and when he arrived at
the capitol, he delivered the following ora-
tion— . . . At the same time was also pub-
lished a proclamation declaring the Romans
iree and independent, etc., Section 4, pages
$6-47. '

That the head of the Church might be
made to feel with more poignancy his humil-
iating situation, the day chosen for planting
the tree of liberty on the capitol was the an-
“niversary ol his election to the sovereigntv
whilst he was aCCOi"dLuS to custom, in the Sis-
tine chapel, celebrating his accession to the
papal chair. and receiving the congratulations

of the Cardinals, Citizen Haller, the commis-
sary-general, and Cervoni, who then com-
manded the French troops within the city,
gratified themselves in a peculiar triumph
over this unfortunate potentate.

During that ceremony they both entered
the chapel and Haller announced to the sov-
ereign Pontiff on his throne, that his reign
was at an end.

The poor old man seemed shocked at the
abruptness oi this unexpected notice, but soon
recovered himself with hecoming fortitude;

and when General Cervoni, adding ridicule to _

oppression, presented him the national cock-
ade, he rejected it with a dignity that showed
he was still superior to his misfortunes. At
the same time that his Holiness received this
notice of the dissolution of his power, his
Swiss guards were dismissed, and Republican
soldiers put in their place.

The temporal power of the eeclesiastics
being now done entirely away the Cardinals

were called upon to praise God, and return

Him thanks in the most public and solemn
manner, for being stripped at once both of
their authority and possessions.

Before they had been three days in pos-
session of his capitol, they made barracks for
their soldiers in his palace; and in less than a
week they contracted his liberty by confining
him to his own rooms, and put the seals of

confiscation upon everything that he had. . . .
page 53-53.
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Pope Pius VI Exiled

The time however, was arrived when it
out of the way in order that his effects rmght
be disposed of with a better grace. . ..

Page 54. It was decreed that he should
go; and on the morning of the 20th of Feb-
ruary, about seven o’clock, he left Rome ac-
companied by three coaches of his own suite,
and a body of French cavalry, to escort him
safe to Tuscany, and on the 25th arrived at
Siena, where he was requested to remain till
further orders. Here he was received into the
monastery of the Augustinians, whose mem-
bers sorrowiully welcomed him at the gate,
and offered all that their convent couid be-
stow, to console him for his fallen honors.

Thus Pius VI, in the space of ten days
was dethroned, exiled, and imprisoned, his
state given up to plunder, and his subjects to
the slavery of military despotisim,

On the 28th of May, the Pope was re-
moved from Siena, to a Carthusian convent,
within two miles of Florence, on the 2yth of
March 1799, to Parma, from whence he had
been conducted to Briangon in France.

Section 4, Foot note page 35

The Sacking of the Vatican Palace

Section 3, page 59.

The French had hardly taken possession
of the gates, when they entered the houses
of all such as had any employment in the
government, received presents, and put seals
upon whatever was thought worth confisca-
tion. The Vatican and Quirinal palaces were
consequently nof neglected, and the Pope be-
inoc now gone the doors were nns-ns-d_ and an

My 0 QLM it GDDLLS

exact inventory made of every article.
Section 5, page 63-64

The Vatican palace was entirely stripped,
in the most extensive signification. There
was not left the least possible thing that could
be taken away, from the most trifling culinary
utensil, to the most valuable furniture of the
State Chambers, and to make sure that noth-
ing was overiooked, the walls and partitions
were broken through in one or more places
in each apartment, to be satisfied that nothing

Price 10 cents.

was concealed, and that no room had been
missed for want of finding the door.
(Footnote) *“ Richards ,says there were
only 4,42z rooms, Bonnanni 13,000, :but then
it is said he must include cellars”
Note foot page 64

The palaces at Monte Cavallo, Terracina,

and Castel Gandolio, T was told, underwent
the same severe fortune; but of the Vatican
I can speak with more confidence as T was my-
self in that palace the whole tlme of its being
plundered. - -

Section 8, page oI, in the

Coreco dissolved March 2.
The éleventh of May, when thirty-four

Monastery

‘other monasteries were dissolved; and their

respective incomes appropriated to the use of
the government.
(Footnote page 91)

Althonoh in Rerthier's firet pvnrunm—; 11
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on the roth of February, he pledged himself
that the religion should remain wuntouched,
vet, on the I5th of the same month, the head
of the church was not only deposed, but de-
prived of exercising any function; the Chris-
tian aera was laid aside, the Sunday abolished,
and now to make a final conclusion to the su-
premacy of military law over ecclesiastical

raffairs, in this proclamation to dissolve the
(This was preceded by names

monasteries.
of 34 monasteries.)

Section IO, page 132,

By public authority, religion on the one
hand became disrespected, and the professors
of it made infamous; and by =2 tolerated, if not
an authorized jacobin education, on the other.
all social virtue was considered as prejudicial
to the interest of the state, and at best a
derogatory weakness unworthy of a true re-
publican.

Corroborated by José Nicholas de Azara,
Ambassador of Spain to Rome during 40
years. “Revoluciones de Roma.” OQOriginal
Memoirs of the celebrated Diplomat and dis-
tinguished Spanish Literary man.

Address Bible Department,

South Lancaster Academy
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The insurgents displayzd the tricolor cogkada, and svinced the most
manzcing disposition; the danger fns exurame; from simil«r veginnings

the ovartﬁrow of the governments of Benlce and Gznod had rapliily fol-

lowad, Tha vapal ministers sakx sent @ reglment o dragzoons Lo proven

any sorties of thes Revolutionisis Irom the place of the Fraech
anbzasador; and they repsatedly warned the insurgzenis that tkelr

orders warg to 21low Do one 0 lsazva its ﬁracints. Duphot, ho#ever,
g vk .nt =zt Pelag restrainsd by the pontifical troops, drew Lis
sword, rusi2d down the sﬁairéase; and put himseli at ths hesd of
one hucdred and f£ifty armed Homan D2zocra$s, who Ware no¥ contanding
with the dragoons im the Sourtyard of tie place; he was Imsdiztely
kiilad by = dischurge ordersd by the sargeant commanding the patrol
f thz ezl troops; and the azbassador hims e}f who had followed
to a2+ . 2a82 tne tumult, narrowly escaped the same fats, A vicient
szuffle 2ns.a2d; seysral persons wore ¥illz=d snd wmounded on heth
siles; 2nd u:fter remalninz s2veral hours in the gréateat
alars, Joseph Bonaparie, with bhis suite, retired tolFlorance.

*This czéastruche, howaver, ObViUUSIO'OOvabiﬁnﬂé by ths
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*Berthler appeared on thz 10tk of Februsry before the
Eternal City. The Pope, in the utzost consternatio;; shut himself
up in the Vatiocan, and spent night and day at the foot of the éltar
lnpdoring the Divine protectimn. Rome, almost defenaaiess, would
hava offered no obstacle to the en%rgnae of the French troops; but
it was part of the policy of the Directéry to maksa it“aﬁ%ear that
thelr =214 was 1n§ekad by the spontansous efforts of the inhadbitants,
Contenting himself, thereiora, with<o¢oupying the castle of S%t., Angele
from whioh the feeble guards cf.tﬁa po#a warae s00n oxpelled, Berthier
kapt hils troops encampad for flee da&s within the walls. The Pope,
who had been guszrded by five hundred soldlers a&er since the entry
of tue Republicans, was directed to retire into Tuscany; his Swiazs
gusrd relisved by a2 Freach 6&3, and he himself ordersd to dispoggess
hirmsslff of 211 his temporal authoriﬁy. Force was soon amployed |
tc dispossesy him of his guthority; he wos dragged from the altar
in his pelace, his repositorles all ransacked and plunderad, the
rings evsn torn from his fingers, the wiole 2f’ects in the Vaticen
and Quirinal inventorled and seizad, and the aged pontiff oonducted
with only z fow domestics, amld the brutal jestas an&lsacrilagiqus

songad of the French drasgoe:ns, into Tuscany, where the gsnerous

' hospltality of ths grand-duke atrove to sofien the haquhips~of nis

oxile., N

It w111 be seen that Allson's sumpathies ware with the Pope,
He weraely says thai "force wze employed tc disposees ﬁim of his
authority,® In Rotteck!s History of the World, that affair ia\gore
explleitly mentioned:

"The papal -ovsroment was abclished, and the Roman republic
prociaimad, At ths head of the governmént were placed fiﬁeuconéuls

assisted by the Senate and a sribumate, But the heavy contrzibusions
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pillags of treasurss of art, diminpished the joy of the libsraied,

b"'i

The Pope, ainhough HE RAD SIGNED HTS ARDICATION IN RELATION TO HIS
TEWPORAL POYER, was neveribelsss conveysd ¢ France as a prisonsr,
and treated #ith indignity.” _
Thus the DOMINION wes cqnpletaiy gone, and w2 mighi
add twaaoty e%har proofs of i, but we must be content #1th ths
fcllogingg'fx@m Horrison's Theoiogieal Dictionary, pﬁb;iehed 1807:
“Ontthe 18th of Febzua;y; 1788, Hr, Haller;‘a Calvinist,Awas
officially 3§nt by Bonaparte to the Popsa,and announded io him before

the whole sacrad oollege, that his kiazdow wag at 2n end; and

sinoe that time, we certainly cannot oonslder th Pope as any longer
s 1ittle hgrn, or tamporal princge,®

“fhs navw popa is Cardiﬁgi Crezoris Bafnaby Chiramonte,
who'tGOR.tha;nama of Pius the Seventh, He 1s an-Italizn; is said te be
one 01 uhe maat obscure of ths sarred coll=ga, and'a man of mild and
Aumana dassositien, It is canjeo“ured that s IT IS NQOT THE INTEZ-
TION Or I*"}'."‘I‘:TE.R PARTY THAT THL FUTURE »QPZ SHOULD AS$U%& THE TEMPORAL
PO:LR, comninad kings may hz ve psrmittad an cbsoure individual to

ba elgcted, a8 least likaly\to_giva them any opposition,”

THE 1360 DAYS OF TRIBULATION SHORTERED
Telera lon was decrsed in Poland, 1738,
Simultanaeue awitations on ths part of the gre”t Roman Catholilc
n3t10ﬂ3f30ﬂy1031ﬁ° the Holy Rowan Ziplrs, to shake off the shackles

of sniritual slavery of she Jesuits comes nearer to ths event,

_mark* g the oiose of the uh?é of trioculation, The anti—Jesuitical

‘movemant thrcuchmxt “uroae 23 recerd 4 in a orisd p@ra?raph

by tha Franch Historian Duruy in his vHistovy of NodernTimss?

sphe demand Wi mad? for zeliglous

Buru'j, ' CEBQ. 30, p. 500.
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toleration inategﬁvaf a dogma imposa2d undar penalty of dgath, n
{abous 1768) - | :
. Ths House of Hapséurg Divided_égainst}ltgeli.
At the death of Francas I of Jdrraine in 1785, yaria
Theress his wife had herson elestad Ewperar of Germany as go-rzgant,

/
shg continued in power in the Ausirian siztes, "He, Joseph II, was s

"reformer of the most thorough~going'typa.? W¥hen ha p;ggﬁed fox
ratirisus folasration and-restricﬁian of the censarahipifﬁis yoice

#-s as the volge of Frederick of Prussia saybng, "In my country

2avery one shall gat €0 hsaven in his'own way. ¥ -Sopire the

sentiments of the Queen mother with those of h2r son zbout 1783

when "Uorla Theresa was detarmined that her sub}zcis should have

no such liberty. Hsrasy was an unpardonadle sim, forwnicha po

penalty could be too severe, Had sha2 1iv2d in the ﬁiidle

Ages, she gsculd s¢arcely have 3hown more animosity to‘ﬁa Jaws. fwwBut
thoursh she couwld =28 the med of ppﬁtigg down abusas w tnin the Churah,
she refused %o admit that ar w28 a subject wcr h serious

oonsideration., ~~"Maria Tharssa¥ by M, V¥, Eoffatt chan 28, pp.293,3%94,

English Gommant/

-

L

Jonn Prlestiy, LLD, F.R.S., ia "Princi “lns of Govérnmgnt,"
second asdition, pp. 396,387, written in 1765, said-. :
"this sszems to be ths time, when the minds of men 2re opaning
to large and generous viewsz ol things. ?olitics &re BOTE OX~
tended in praciice, and batter indorsad in thsqry. Rﬁligious

knowl sdze 18 greatly advanced, 2nd 4$be prinsiplss of ﬁniverbq;
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Principlss of Jovarnmant, Ssotim 3, p/ 136w—ﬁh§ foliowing

words were written in 1788: "Besides, when 2 yQ?iSh courﬁry (Pola*d)
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s2versl respectis, tnan any which ths Chur

zsilows to thosa %ho dizsent from her, is it not time o
gdyznoa a 11tt_u farthar?
”?c}itieal considarations may justly bs allowed 1o hava

8042 Weight in $t2is case Franos may redsonably be = xXpsoted to

foliow and improve upch the example of Poland; and if wa do no}
somg spesdy ;mﬁrcvament of libarty, that great and iladefatiable
rival poasr,'( rznce) by one master stroke of policy; may almost

depopulate this great and flourishing kingdom, "

Jesuits and Mariz Theresa

M, ¥, Moffat, "Maria Theresa®, Chap. 34, p. 335,

"Expulsion from one kincdom aftar anothar, Politiczl
intrigus led to thelr banishment {rom ?égéugal 1758, In Francs
and Cpain it cume to be reconlzsd that the absdlutez power of their
General was g standling menaca tcjpha suthority of ths croan, Both
countriss contrivad to rid‘themselves of the Jesults in 1767. The

sraller B.ouzbon states adeptad the same pollcy. Mariaza Theress was
glvan to understand that hvr 31Li°5 expected nﬂr te join them in

ssgking the oo mplate supnression of the Company of Jasus,
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sans hopad for hsr assistance-in saving it, and this would have been
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her own prefsrenc

ware 1dentified with the party demanding suppression,

depanded on shoices of a naw pope, Joseoh betook hilmsself to

Roze, =nd vorew 211 bis influenoce into the Anti-Jasulisic scale.
The Tagali 23 iae slsction of an swred enemy of the Company,
Czrdinel CGanganelll, who became Clemsnt XIV. M

¥arlah Tharesatl's azresmpent t0 the suppression of ths

But her oo-Regent and ner Chancellor {Zaunisz)

¥nen e varything
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Jasuits throughout Europs in 1??3_brought th= days of itrivulation to
an izmzdizts olose? Duruy, Chap. 30, p. 503. "History of Hodern
Timag, ®

Jesults Izpeiled friw Portuzal, 1759,
Portuszal, = moment galvenlzad by his {Joseph ds= Car#alho) administra~

ticn, feil back after him into its former feelWlensss.®

"Spain. Don Carlos {Charlas III) summoned to the
ministry in 1786 an able dipiomat, Couni BtAranda, wa0 in a
single nizht nad 3300 Jesults arrested and conducted beyond tha
frontler (1767). All correspcondasnce wt%h them was forbiiden; and.ﬁhé
they were allowed only a small pansion; of this they were finally
all isprived on sgcount of ths bad éonduet of one ¢f their mmbar,
Haples and Psrma imitated this exze-ple, and in 1773 Pep2

Qlement XTIV degre=2d the abolition of tha order.t

"Ths-ampxeas waa obliged to content herself with deolaring
her sbgoluie neutrallity in ihe gquarrel, and her willingness, .
while doinz nothdng stther for or against the Jesultas, to
aocept without questiopn, 28 an cbhedlent daughter of the Church,
the declsion of the Papal See, Th.s, when ln-1773 sha w28 1in-

forred thst tha King of Spain actually h=21ld in his hand ths

A wondarful transformation was imuoediately 2pvarent
throughoul tha empire unpon th= downfell ¢f the Jesulis, Educalion
consrolled oy the orderwas reicrmad, a nsv sysgem ol educaflon
insuzuratald, Fslglver the expart sas lesrt by Enperor Fredsrick

of Prussia %o Austris, it¢ organilze ths school systan,
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The x£ Sunpr°99101 of the Jesuiis in 1773 was immedilziely
follow=d by drastic change in the "Codex Theresiznus,”
Druruy, "¥odern Times®, ohap, 30, p. 507,
“&5?17?3 n272rly 211 the provincial authoritiss advocated
ths resiricticn of torturae, as 3 means of s=zouring evidence, to such
crizas as trsasop, false colinage, and robbary without vioclence,
& majority of th2 Counsil of State, thouéh not of ths whoie ody
af coﬁsultants, declared for sbolition. |
"uzria Therasa was pramarad to endorse the proposal of the
Consszryvative narty for the limitntion of jorturs, when Josspn, whe
hed hithzarto reserved his opinlon, intervensed on the slde of
Sonnenizls and the atolitlomnists., His Influence, szoonded by that of
¥zunitz, 1t rn2d the sczle,

"In 1780, tithes, foroed l:zbor; =nd seignorial righis wexe
2volishzd, & single relizion, ths Roman Catholis, was Te=coznized;
but tze -vapal Bulls hsd no force £111 a2fter ap-roval b th2 suoeror
eund the remdbers of the Clergy w=re subordinated to the texporal
power, the rovenues of certain bishopéiosxvare rsduced: morez than ona
'tho%aand monasteries“were converted into hospitals and houses
of instruetion, or barracks, four hundred nsw parishes wers
fovnied, worship was fraed fror gartain aupérstitions and -
practices: the richt of primo-zaniture was sbolished; marriage was
deslared & ¢livil contrzet and dlvorce facilitatad., A celsebratad
edict of tolaration {notober 13, 1721) zuthorlzzd the exscciss

a

=% and Protastant worship, the Jews #=2r2 grittsd to tae

@

¥ Or
public schoola, and 2 new translation of the Blble was mada
into Gorazan,

*pepe Plus VI., who und:rtcok & journay 10 Viecna in ordsr



his reforms, obtzain=d only the courtzaiss.

duz to his ags and hls charaCtier."-~"Druruy, "Modsrn Tima=g, " Chapter
5&.3 }.3= ‘——3? %



BPF . - 37 . . 7-11 G286

O(/ o T rmaneen f/_,e;q_,, cf“/wf /"»’Lryk_(_-u// e 'f/

Zot back to a ﬁ»cree, 563, but the fhlllllEMﬂt the accomplishing of

those things centered in that decrss in 508; not sliding back to 523

tc a dacree,--Fe ars glad for all ihis sup;&lting cur po3sition a3 his-

toric evidsnce,-but to 538, Nob back to 1793,--wa ara giud for ail
that anda fer its complete fulfiliment, but to 1?98.‘ Rot back %o

1838,~-nho knows what happensd?—I don't, T wish there %as & deorese

to help soms,—-but to 1844, the cleansing of the sauctuary. g

W. ¥. PRESCOTT: You used this outline at Souih Lancaster?

T 3 TYDTIrhn
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¥, ¥. PRESCOTT: see¢ you put ay name at ths begluning, agd

1
you quocte frem me the 503 to B08. Did you g2t up this oulline and ume
| ny naae in Qrier to disprove what I said?

H,85,PRENIER:; FHo, sir, I want %o sxplain that, You nobice 1%
says at the top ¢f bthe paze, "South Lancaster Acadeny.' %8 havs
changed our paaes since that., I was here to the ocusneil in 1813, and !
I agreed to sverything that Professor Prescott said at that &tlme, and
80 We had this maiter printed to Eslp the siudenis; bu¥ siacs thad
time I have dianged =y mind, and bave taken the old pcsition oncsi
again, 1t seams more definlte, more satisiying; and in ny lgnorance
I thought thers was such powerinl support in *Great Controversy,*® and
8¢, noi kmowing any hetter, I fell back to the 0id way. Posslinly I
am wroang; and 1¥ so, I shall bs vary glad to have 1f all corgaeted
in ths discussicn.

W. ¥. PRESCOTT: By distributing this with my name on 1%, I
supposed you either put it in becmuse you belleved it or sznted Lo
gonbradiolt it.

H.S.PRENTEZR: ¥o, I thought it wouid be a help %o &1l to have

thiz matiser in haad, 30 that yon could follow re mers olosaly.
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H.C.Wiloox: May T ask what bearing the dark day kad of 1780
has upon this quesiién?

H, S. PRENIER: Only that it is involvsd on that one pags ¢of
tGreat Ccnéré:veray.* These arsz coniroverted points, and T thouzht
as long as I had studied this gquestlion before, and 1t is brought out
in connection with the 1280 days and the shortening cf these days,--
"in thoas’daya, after the tribulation, shzll the sun be darkxsnad,--

X&x it sesmed %o belong to thse subjsect.

(4djournsd to Sunday morning)-



