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PREFACE, v.

PREFACE

“ OF making many books there is no end,” said
Solomon. What would he say if he were alive
now? But among all, as Solomon said, one is
indispensable if we would be saved—the Bible,
of course, ‘‘ the words of the wise,” ** given from
ONE SHEPHERD "’ (Ecc. xii. 11). Have we read
it? Or rather, the question should be, Do we
read it ? If not, why not ?

When God condescends to write to men “ the
great things of His law,” they ought to read. Of
old, Israel did so. Moses read the words of the
book of the covenant, which the people reverently
accepted (Ex. xxiv. 7). The King was to read in
the book of the law all the days of his life (Deut.
xvii. 19). At the end of every seven years, in the
year of release, the law was to be read solemnly
in public (Deut. xxxi. 10-11). Joshua, at Shechem,
read all the words of the law (Josh. viii. 34).
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Individual illustrations of the results of heed-
ing or defying the Word of God are frequent in the
Scriptures. For example, JosiAH, when the book
of the law was found, trembled at the reading of
God’s word, and was divinely favoured in conse-
quence (2 Kings xxii. 8). On the other hand,
JenO1AKIM rejected the word, and cut up and
burned the scroll of Jeremiah, which was being
read before him. His dishonoured dead body was
the evidence of God’s displeasure (Jer. xxxvi.).

When CHRIST came, his frequent rebuke of
the ignorance and wickedness of the religious
leaders of his day was in the form of the pointed
question, ““ Have ye not read? ” In the matter
of their condemnation of his disciples for plucking
~corn on the Sabbath—‘‘ Have ye not read what
David did? ” (Matt. xii. 3, 5). Rebuking the
Pharisaical attack concerning divorce—‘‘ Have ye
not read ? ” (see Gen. ii., with Matt. xix.). Justi-
fying the acclamation of the children when they
shouted Hosanna |—‘ Have ye not read ?*’ {see
Psa. viii., with Matt. xxi.). Clenching his parable
of the vineyard—‘‘ Have ye not read” of the
rejected Stone ? (Ps. cxviii. 22, with Matt. xxi.).
Silencing the Sadducean quibblers concerning the
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resurrection of the dead—* Have ye not read ”
how God revealed it to Moses at the burning bush ?
(Ex. iii. 6, with Matt. xxii.). Warning his disciples
to flee from the wrath to come upon Jerusalem—
* When ye shall see the abomination of desolation
spoken of by Daniel the prophet, stand in the Holy
Place (whoso readeth let him understand), then
¢ . . flee” (Dan. viii. 9-14: ix. 27, with Matt.
xxiv.). And when the time came, they were warned
and fled—a very practical illustration of the value
of reading the Scriptures.

When Christ is on earth again—in a world full
of Bibles—similar questions will come home with
great force. Now is the time to read and be wise,
that we may know of things to come, and what
God would have us do that we may be saved.

This little book is an attempt to indicate some
reasons for believing the Bible to be ‘‘ the Word
of God.”
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The Word of God

I
LETTER, WORD, AND SPIRIT.

TrE HoLYy SCRIPTURES are made up of written
words, and it is of these that Paul says they are
all “given by inspiration of God.” (He was
speaking, of course, of the Old Testament.)

The spirit of a writing is the true meaning
of its words. If the words be known, the spirit
can be known; though the words may be mis-
interpreted. But if the words be not known,
the spirit cannot be known.

LETTER.

It seems worth while to pursue this simple
thought in some illustrations as to letters and
words as affecting the spirit.

The difference between pathos and bathos, as
concerns the mere writing, consists in the produc-
tion of a part of a letter below or above the line
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respectively ; but how great is the difference
between the ideas or ‘“ spirits ”’ of the two words.

The difference between shibboleth and ssbboleth
is a single letter (in Hebrew ‘‘ schin *’ and *“ samech *’
respectively—see Psalm cxix.). But it was death
to the unhappy Ephraimite who ““ could not frame
to pronounce it (shsbboleth) right ”’ (Jud. xii. 6).

Here are three instances of the value of an
tota .— v

1.—In 2 Sam. v. 22-25 we read that the
Philistines invaded Israel, and God delivered
them into the hands of David by directing him
to ambush them. He was to “ fetch a compass
behind them, and come upon them over against
the mulberry trees”” in the Valley of Rephaim.
And God said: ‘“ When thou hearest the sound
of a going in the tops of the mulberry trees, then
thou shalt bestir thyself, for then shall the Lord
go out before thee to smite the host of the
Philistines.”

In the first edition of The Visible Hand of
God (see page 245, third line from bottom) this
episode is made the basis of some profitable re-
flections. But the printer dropped the iofz out
of “going”’ and turned it into ‘“gomg.” The
grammatical sense of the sentence remained
excellent, but what had become of the idea ? The
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divine signal to David was a rustling of the leaves,
or perhaps the sound of the ‘ marching ”’ of the
angelic host of the Lord ‘“ going forth,” or perhaps -
even the echo of the tramp of the Philistines
(compare R.V.); unintelligible to the Philistines
even if noticed by them, but the signal of attack
and victory for David.

2.—In the last edition of Dr. Thomas’ Pictorial
Illustration of Deity Manifested in the Flesh
there is an equally interesting and annoying
combined illustration of the value of a “ jot and
tittle ” (fofa and keraia, Matt. v. 18), In the
upper left hand corner of the Chart, over the sun
emblematic of the Father, is the text:  From
Everlasting to Everlasting thou art God.” But
for “God” Dr. Thomas put Ail, to represent
the Hebrew word for God, now generally trans-
literated E! (Psa. xc. 2). The word was in capitals
—“ AIL,” but the printer misread it and put
“ALL,” and thus the Zofa gave place to a letter
differing from it only by a #itle or little horn
(which is the meaning of keraia). But how great
is the change in the “ spirit ”’ of the text! It is
nothing less than a change from truth to falsehood !
It is perfectly true that the Almighty is God
(El, Power) without beginning or end, but his
being ““ All in all ”” (1 Cor. xv. 28) is a still future
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consummation, as declared by the Apostle Paul
to the Corinthians.

3.—In the fourth century A.p. Christendom
was convulsed over an ¢ota, as the pagans derisively
remarked, in the Trinitarian controversies that
raged round the question of the relationship of the
Lord Jesus Christ to God the Father. There
were homoousians and homotousians, those who
believed that the Son was ‘ begotten, not made,
being of one substance (homoousios) with the
Father,” as the Nicene Creed puts it; and those
who believed that the Son was ““ of like essence
(homotoustos) with the Father, and not of the
same essence.” And much blood was spilt in the
threshing out of the matter with carnal weapons.
Dr. Thomas refers to it in Eureka, vol. ii., p. 324 ;
vol. iii., pp. 122, 128. See also Pearson on the
Creed. In this case both parties seem to have
been sadly lacking in perception of the truth
concerning ‘‘ the mystery of Godliness,” of which
Paul speaks to Timothy, his son in the Faith (1 Tim.
iii. 16). But that is not here in question—only
the importance of the sofa.

Further, as to the importance of a letter,
see the exposition of Paul concerning the divine
promise to Abraham (Gal. iii. 16) :—‘* To Abraham
and his Seed were the promises made. He saith
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not, And to seeds, as of many, but as of ONE,
And to thy seed, which is Christ.”” Here in the
English translation the difference is a single
letter.

These illustrations, and many more that
could be given, enable us rightly to appreciate
Christ’s words about the Law (Matt. v. 18), and
to realise how implicitly he depended upon the
scriptures, which he declared ‘‘ could not be
broken.” It seems strange that there should be
such an inveterate tendency to depart from
Christ’s view. If men are scrupulous concerning
the letter of their writings—and they are—surely
God, who taught men knowledge, is not less
scrupulous. And surely ¢the word of God" is
more important than that of men.

WoRbD.

It almost goes without saying that if the
letter be so important in relation to the word,
the word must be equally important in relation
to the spirit. And in practice we find that itisso.
Christ does not hesitate to hang an argument on-a
single word: Thus, “ Is it not written in your
law, I said Ye are gods? If He called them gods
unto whom the word of God came, and the scripture
cannot be broken ; say ye of him whom the Father
hath sanctified and sent into the world, Thou
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blasphemest, because I said I am the Son of
God ” (John x. 34-36). Here the whole argument
hangs on ‘‘ gods >’ (Elohim) (Psa. Ixxxii. 6) ; and
is buttressed with the inspired comment: ‘‘ The
scripture cannot be broken.”” Further, the Psalm
is ranked with the Law—'your law”—and
regarded as the voice of God and a portion of
‘ the word of God.” Is it “ Bibliolatry * to follow
this example of the Lord in our estimates of
‘ the Word of God *’ ?

' Again, Jesus asked the Pharisees *“ What
think ye of Christ? Whose son is he? ”” They
answered, * The son of David.” He replied, *“ How
then doth David in spirit call him Lord, saying,
The LorDp (Yahweh) said unto my Lord (Adons),
Sit thou on my right hand, till I make thine enemies
thy footstool? If David then call him Lord,
how is he his son ? And no man was able to answer
him a word, neither durst any man from that day
forth ask him any more questions’ (Matt. xxii.
41-46). Here again the whole argument hangs
on a word, and that word is by Christ said to have
been uttered by David, by the Spirit (compare
Mar, xii. 36-37). Yet Dr. Driver does not scruple
to say: ‘‘Psalm cx. can hardly have been

. composed by David!” He would scarcely have

dared to say that to the Lord himself had he lived,

say, in A.D. 29. Be that as it may, the word is
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with us, and the fulfilment thereof has been history
nearly nineteen hundred years. The coming
fulfilment of the second verse of the Psalm will
end all controversy concerning the oath of God
concerning Christ, and the order of Melchizedek.

The word of the Lord came to Jeremiah (ch. °
xxxvi.) saying : ‘‘ Take thee a roll of a book and
write therein all the words that I have spoken
unto thee against Israel and against Judah . .
Then Jeremiah called Baruch, the son of Neriah ;
and Baruch wrote from the mouth of Jeremiah
all the words of the Lord which he had spoken unto
him.” And Baruch read ““ the words of the Lord.”
The princes asked: ‘“ How didst thou write
all these words at his mouth ? ”’ To which Baruch
simply answered: ‘‘He pronounced all these
words unto me with his mouth, and I wrote them
with ink in the book.”” When Jehoiakim burned
the scroll, judgment was divinely pronounced
upon him, and God commanded the prophet to
take another scroll and write in it ““ all the former
words,” and he did so. And there were added
“‘ many like words.” Jehoiakim was taken captive,
and the word of the Lord was fulfilled.

This was dictation by inspiration. It is
not contended that the genealogical lists of
Chronicles, or the copy of a blasphemer’s letter,
have been similarly produced ; but it ¢s contended
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that inspiration guided the writers in all things,
and that it covers all the words of the original
scriptures.

SPIRIT.

But, it is objected, that is a cold and
mechanical ‘‘ theory of inspiration,” which can
by no means be maintained in view of ‘‘ the his-
torical and scientific errors in the Bible "—i
view of ‘‘ the dark and cruel things attributed to
God.” Besides, is it not written, ‘ The letter
killeth, but the Spirit giveth life ”’ ?

One thing at a time. Let us leave over for
the present the alleged ‘‘ historical and scientific
errors,” and the alleged *“ dark and cruel things,”
. and look at “ the spirit.” It is certainly written
as alleged, that *‘ The letter killeth, but the spirit
giveth life ’ (2 Cor. iii. 6). But is that apostolic
writing in conflict with our initial thesis that
‘“ the spirit of a writing is the true meaning of
its words,” and that the said words ‘ may be
misinterpreted ; but if the words be not known
the spirit cannot be known "’ ? Very far from it ;
it is a striking corroboration of that thesis. For
what is the apostle talking about in this allusion
to “letter ” and “ spirit ” ? He is speaking of the
old and new covenants, Moses and Christ, “ the
ministration of death written and engraven on
stones” and ‘‘ the ministration of the spirit " ;
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or by another contrast, ‘‘the ministration of
condemnation *’ and ‘‘ the ministration of right-
eousness.”’

The letter *‘ killed,” inasmuch as a faithless
and disobedient endeavour to observe the law
whilst rejecting Christ, to whom the law bore
testimony, only worked death. See his argument
in Rom. ii. 12-29 and vii. 6. The spirit * gave
life,” inasmuch as a faithful and obedient
acceptance of Christ as “ the end of the law for
righteousness” would at last result in the bestowal
of eternal life by the Lord in * the day of Christ.”
‘“ The testimony of Jesus is the spirit of prophecy "’
(Rev. xix. 10), and the spirit of the Law as well.
The apostle did not and could not mean that the
question of the literal text of the law was a matter
of little or no concern ! His words are rather to
be read in the light of Christ’s own rebuke of the
punctilious scruples of his enemies, who made so
much of the letter while so sadly missing “ the
testimony of Jesus.””. ‘ Ye tithe mint and anise
and cummin,” said he (Matt. xxiii. 23),  and have
omitted the weightier matters of the law, judgment,
mercy, and faith : these ought ye to have done,
and not to leave the other undone.” ,

The Pharisees were ““ blind guides.” CHRIST
is the ““ Leader.” His view of letter, word and
spirit is all that need concern us.
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1L

“ THE WORD OF GOD.”

WHAT are your reasons, we are asked, for accepting
the Bible as “ the word of God ”’ ? Is it not more
reasonable to say, not that it is the word of God,
but that it comfains the word of God? To the
former question all of what follows may be con-
sidered an answer. To the latter we reply with
another question: ‘“How do you propose to
discriminate the confained from the comtainer? ™
Is every man to be judge for himself as to what
in the Bible is *“ the word of God’’ and what is
not ?

““ The word of God,”’ “‘the word of the Lord,”
and kindred phrases are common in Bible usage
and it seems to be only reasonable to ascertain
that usage that our ideas may be conformed to
God’s ideas, as revealed to mankind in the Lord
Jesus Christ and the prophets and apostles.

Paul was ‘‘a chosen vessel” unto Christ
(Acts ix. 15), a man whose ministry God attested
* with signs and wonders and divers miracles, and
gifts of the Holy Spirit according to His own will
(Heb. ii. 4). ““God wrought special miracles
by the hands of Paul "’ (Acts xix. 11). Here then
is a man of inspiration and dsvine authority. How
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does he speak of ‘“the word of God,” ‘‘the word
of the Lord”?

If we read carefully the opening chapters
of the first epistle to the Thessalonians (i., ii.),
we get an answer : ‘‘ Qur gospel,” he says, came
not unto you in word only, but also in power and
in the Holy Spirit. . . . And ye became followers
of us and of the Lord, having received the word
in much affliction, with joy of the Holy Spirit ;
so that ye were ensamples to all that believe in
Macedonia and Achaia. For from you sounded
out the word of the Lord” (i. 5-8). * We were bold
in our God to speak unto you the gospel of God
with much contention . . . As we were allowed
of God to be put in trust with the gospel, even so
- we speak : not as pleasing men, but God who trieth
our hearts . . . Being affectionately desirous
of you, we were willing to have imparted unto
you not the gospel of God only, but also our own
souls, because ye were dear unto us. For ye
remember, brethren, our labour and travail .
because we would not be chargeable unto any of
you (when) we preached unto you the gospel of God.
. . . We thank God without ceasing, because
when ye received the word of God which ye heard
of us, ye received it not as the word of man, but
as it is in truth the word of God, which effectually
worketh also in you that believe *’ (verses 2-13).
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And he goes on to rank his own ministry with
that of * the Lord Jesus and their own (the Jews’
own) prophets” (verse. 15).

These parallelisms are noteworthy: * Our
gospel,” * the word,” ‘‘ the word of the Lord,”
“ the gospel of God,” * the word of God "’ ; and
we might at once conclude from this example of
apostolic usage that, so far as the Scriptures are
concerned, ‘ the word of God *’ is the written record
of the will and purpose (* gospel”’) of God wpon
earth. Such a definition certainly applies to the
whole Bible, and the words of the apostle concern-
ing ‘‘ the holy scriptures *’ of * their own prophets *’
(the Old Testament) apply not less powerfully
to the New Testament. ‘‘All scripture is given
by inspiration of God "’ (2 Tim. iii. 16).

It will strike every reflective reader that
the term ““ word ”’ of the foregoing extracts from
the apostolic writings has a broad and compre-
hensive usage, and is by no means to be confined
to the actual utterances of the Almighty as upon
Mount Sinai, or even to the direct messages given
to the prophets. It will be advantageous to make
sure that we have an adequate conception of the
term, first of all in our own mother tongue. From
the Century Dictionary we select the following :—

WORD. 1.—A sound or combination of sounds
used in any language as the sign of a conception,
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or of a conception with its grammatical relations ;
the smallest bit of human language ; a vocable ; a
term. ‘

2.—The letter or letters, or other characters,
written or printed, which represent such a vocable.

7.—An expression of will or decision.

10.—Affirmation, promise, obligation, good
faith, etc.

These definitions, rightly combined and co-
ordinated, will be seen to bear out the foregoing
definition arrived at from apostolic usage.

In the Orp TESTAMENT SCRIPTURES, the
phrase ‘“ word of the Lord " occurs hundreds of
times in the comprehensive sense above indicated.
Thus we read in Genesis (xv. 1), ‘“ The word of
the Lord came to Abraham in a vision, saying,
Fear not, Abraham: I am thy shield, and thy
exceeding great reward.” In Exodus (ix. 20):
‘“ He that feared the word of the Lord among the
servants of Pharaoh made his servants and his
cattle flee into the houses. And he that regarded
not the word of the Lord, left his servants and his
cattle in the field.”” In chapter xx.1: “ God spake
all these words *’ (the Ten Commandments), which,
in Deut. x. 4 (marg.) are called *‘ the ten words.”
Balaam, though a wicked man, spoke the word
that God put into his mouth (Num. xxii., xxiii.).
The prophet like unto Moses was to speak God'’s

7;;;
/?3/

-
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words (Deut. xviii. 18, with John viii. 47). Joshua
rehearsed ‘‘ the words of the Lord ” (iii. 9). In
the days of Samuel’s childhood, * the word of the
Lord was precious. . . . there was no open
vision” because.of the iniquity of the house of Eli.

THE Psarms are full of allusions to the word
of the Lord and of the praise thereof, and David
in particular spoke by the Spirit the word of the
Lord concerning Messiah and his sufferings, death,
resurrection, and ascension.

THE PROPHETS all claim to speak the word
of the Lord. Thus Isaiah (i. 10): ‘‘ Hear the
word of the Lord.” And in verse 2: ‘““Hear O
heavens and give ear O earth, for the Lord hath
spoken.” And Jeremiah : ‘‘ The words of Jeremiah
. to whom the word of the Lord came "’
@i. 1, 2). Ezekiel: “ The word of the Lord came
expressly unto Ezekiel” (i. 3). Daniel: * The
commandment (word) came forth” for Gabriel
to enlighten him concerning the times of the
manifestation of Messiah (ix. 23). Hosea : “ The
word of the Lord came to Hosea” (i. 1). Joel :
“The word of the Lord came to Joel” (i. 1).
Amos : ‘“ The words of Amos . . . which he
saw . . . and he said The Lord will roar from
Zion " (i. 1-2). Obadiah : ‘‘ The vision of Obadiah.
Thus saith the Lord God” (verse 1). Jomah:
“ Now the word of the Lord came to Jonah ” (i. 1).
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Mgcah : *‘ The word of the Lord came to Micah ”
(i. 1). Nahum : * The vision of Nahum

God is jealous” . . . ‘ The Lord hath given
commandment ”’ (i. 1, 14). Habakkuk: * The
burden which Habakkuk the prophet did see”
« + o “The Lord answered me ” (i. 1: ii. 2).
Zephaniah : ‘‘ The word of the Lord came unto
Zephaniah ”’ (i. 1). Haggai: At such a time
““ came the word of the Lord by Haggai the prophet
unto Zerubbabel ”’ (i. 1). Zechariah : At such a
time *“ came the word of the Lord unto Zechariah
(i. 1; and so throughout his book). "Malachi :
*“ The burden of the word of the Lord to Israel
by Malachi”’ (i. 1).

No one can ponder all these allusions without
feeling the force of Peter’s allusion to “ the sure
word of prophecy ’—* Prophecy came not in old
time by the will of man ; but holy men of old spake
as they were moved by the holy Spirit ”’ (2 Pet.
i 21).

This is not less the case in the NEW TESTAMENT
ScripTURES. The Lord Jesus Christ is the Greatest
of the Prophets, and his prophecy ‘ came not by
the will of man.” He spoke ‘“ God’s words,”
and the Father gave him not the Spirit by measure
(John iii. 34). He prophesied concerning the
‘* prophets and apostles ”’ he would send forth :
‘ Therefore also said the wisdom of God, I will
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send them prophets and apostles, and some of them
they shall slay and persecute ; that the blood of
all the prophets which was shed from the founda-
tion of the world, may be required of this genera-
tion ” (Luke xi. 49, 50). And so it came to pass.

In the New Testament the Greek word logos,
word, translates dakhvahr of the foregoing passages
from the Old Testament, and carries forward the
same ideas. Definitions are given by Liddell and
Scott as follows *—

Logos. The word or outward form by which
the inward thought is expressed. Also the inward
thought or reason itself.

I.—The word (in plural) words, 7.e.,language,
talk.
II.—The word in the fuller sense: the
sentence. :

III.—Dialogue, conversation, discussion.

X.—That which is laid down or stated. The
principle, position, etc.

In the Septuagint, Greek translation of the
Old Testament, the occurrences of Jogos for *“ word *’
throw light upon the New Testament, as when
we read in Psa. xxxiii. 6: “ By the word (logos)
of the Lord were the heavens made, and all the
host of them by the breath (pneuma) of his mouth.”
This connects * word ”* with * spirit,” as we read
elsewhere (Job xxvi. 13) : ““ By his spirit he hath
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garnished the heavens ”; or (Gen. i. 2): “ The
spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters.”
This brings us back to Liddell and Scott’s primary
definition of logos: ‘‘ The inward thought or
reason itself.” It has been well said that the
Universe is but the manifested idea of the Almighty;
and coming down to earth and contemplating
God’s purpose therewith, we are told (John i. 14)
that ** The Word was made flesh and dwelt among
us.”

Here are some New Testament usages of
logos, word —

In Matt. vii. 24, in the end of “ The Sermon
on the Mount,” Jesus alludes to * these sayings
of mine,” which he exhorts men not only to hear,
but to do. In Matt. xiii. 18, he alludes to his
gospel as ““the word of the Kingdom.” In Mar.
iv. 14 he explains that ““ The Sower soweth the
word.”” The Jews by their doctrine concerning
*“ Corban ”” made “ the word of God of none effect "’
(Mar. vii. 13). A certain woman, carried away
by her admiration of Jesus and his doctrine, called
out, ‘‘ Blessed is the womb that bare thee, and the
paps which thou hast sucked. But he said, Yea
rather, Blessed are they that hear the word of
God and keep it” (Lu. xi. 28). He declared
“ Heaven and earth shall pass away; but my
words shall not pass away "’ (Lu. xxi. 33). In John
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viii. there are some enlightening usages. Jesus
said to those Jews who believed on him: *‘If
ye continue in my word then are ye my disciples
indeed ”’ (verse 31). And to those who believed
not, ““ Ye seek to kill me because my word hath
no place in you ”’ (verse 37). In verse 43, he asks,
‘“ Why do ye not understand my speech ? (lalia),
even because ye cannot receive my word >’ (doctrine,
logos).

In the Revelation there are further striking
testimonies. John ‘‘ bare record of the word of
God and of the testimony of Jesus Christ " (i. 2).
He was an exile in Patmos * for the word of God,
and for the testimony of Jesus Christ” (verse 9).
He kept the word and maintained the testimony
though on pain of death. To the church in Phila-
delphia the Lord said: “ Thou hast kept my
word, and hast not denied my name . . . Because
thou hast kept the word of my patience, I also will
keep thee from the hour of temptation *’ (iii. 8, 10).
In chapter vi. 9 there is a vision of the souls under
the altar. They were “slain for the word of
God, and for the testimony which they held.” In
the terrible course of the persecutions of the
second and third centuries, they would not give
up the scriptures, nor relinquish ‘‘ the testimony
of Jesus.”

In chapter xii. 11 we have a glimpse of the
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turn of the tide, when the name of Christ prevailed
against Paganism in the days of Constantine: .
“ They (the Christian community) overcame him
(the Pagan * Dragon ”’) by the blood of the Lamb,
and by the word of their testimony; and they
loved not their lives unto the death.” In ch. xix.
9, the angel, heralding the marriage of the Lamb,
says: ‘ These are the true sayings of God,” and
in the next vision, the Lord is revealed in judgment,
and it is said of him, ‘‘ He was clothed in a vesture
dipped in blood; and his name is called THE
- Worp oF Gop.” Consequent upon his return
to judgment, John sees the millennial thrones]:
*“1 saw thrones and they sat upon them, and
judgment was given unto them. And I saw the
souls of them that were beheaded for the witness
of Jesus, and for the word of God, and which had
not worshipped the beast, neither his image, neither
had received his mark upon their foreheads, or
in their hands; and they lived and reigned with
Christ a thousand years.”

A careful consideration of all these examples
of divine usage will convince us that the phrase
the word of God is much more comprehensive
that we might at first sight suppose, and will show
how just is its application to the Bible as the written
record of the will and purpose (*‘ gospel ”’) of God
upon earth.
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Having reached the conclusion that the
phrase “ Word of God ”’ as applied to the Bible
means the written record of the will and purpose
(“ gospel ”’) of God upon earth, it remains that
the “ spirit ** of that record is the right interpreta-
tion of its words and letters.

As we have said before: ‘ The spirit of a
writing is the true meaning of its words. If the
words be known the spirit can be known ; though
the words may be misinterpreted. But if the
words be not known the spirit cannot be known.”

What then are we to make of certain errors
in the Bible as we now have it ? For it is beyond
dispute that there are interpolations, as in the
notorious case of 1 Jno. v.'7-8; and arithmetical
errors, as in the case of the sum of the Levites in
Num. iii. (7,500 +8,600 +6,200 =22,300, whereas
the total is given in verse 39 as 22,000). The
answer is, charge such errors to transcribers and
translators, but not to the Spirit of God. A proved
interpolation is, of course, to be rejected without
cavil, and there are plausible suggestions for the
explanation of arithmetical and other errors.

The example of Christ, who knew, is what
we have to follow. He said the scripture could
not be broken, and did not hesitate to base an argu-
ment  upon a word. Doubts concerning letters
and words would have interfered with the potency
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of his appeal ; but, with all their sins, his enemies
never questioned the inspiration and infallibility
of the scriptures of Moses and the prophets. These
were (as Paul afterwards said of his own ministry)
“not in the words which man’s wisdom teacheth,
but which the Holy Spirit teacheth *’ (1 Cor. ii. 13).
Man’s wisdom may err, but not the wisdom of
God. Let us not attribute error to God, but accept
the word of God as “ perfect " as all His work.
“ He is the Rock, his work is perfect ; for all his
ways are judgment : a God of truth and without
iniquity, just and right is he ” (Deut. xxxii. 4).
‘ For ever, O Lord, thy word is settled in heaven ”’
(Psa. cxix. 89).
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III.

CREATION.

TrE Word of God opens with a brief pronounce-
ment on ‘‘ creation.” There is nothing like it
elsewhere. It has become fashionable to regard
it as a kind of distillate from the old Babylonian
legends ; but the true view would rather appear
to be that these are a corruption of the original
divine traditions.

The Bible is Monotheistic, and reveals God
as the One Father and Source of all Creation.
The Babylonian legends are polytheistic, and
represent the present cosmos as the result of titanic
warfare between the gods of good and evil. The
Babylonian Creation and Deluge Tablets may be
studied in the British Museum with the help of
translations provided by the learned. They are
really interesting only in so far as they testify to
the existence of widespread traditions somewhat
akin to the Bible in those early days. But so far
from Babylon being the source of the writings of
Moses, these condemn Babylon out of hand as the
centre of confusion, from which the friend of
God (Abraham) must be taken out, and to which
he would on no account return. It was only when
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Israel sinned against God that they were sent back
to Babylon in punishment of their sins.

Very erroneous ideas have gathered round
the term ‘‘ create "’ in Gen. i. It has been supposed
to mean the manufacture of all things out of
nothing, and thus has encountered the contempt

. of those who were wise in their own conceit. But no

such meaning attaches to the word, as a study of
its divine usage will show. The radical meaning
of the original word is said to be ““ to cut, to
carve out, to form by cutting,” certainly not to
produce out of nothing.

The spirit of God is represented in the Bible
as the Source of all creation. ‘‘ By his spirit he
garnished the heavens” (Job xxvi. 13). “The
spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters ”’
(Gen. i. 2). “ To us there is but ONE Gob, the
Father, of whom are all things ” (1 Cor. viii. 6).
As to how ‘‘ all things ”’ are “ in God the Father,”
we cannot understand it. It is sufficient to note
that here we have an adequate source of all creation,
and no contradiction of the maxim that *“ Out of
nothing nothing comes.” Nor is the view here
expressed to be considered pantheism, or the
doctrine that God and the universe are identical ;
a view that has led to such enormities as the
statement that a corpse is but “a God-kissing
carrion.” God is distinct from His works, and



24 THE WORD OF GOD.

nothing is clearer than the Lord’s recognition of
this in the prayer he taught the disciples, beginning,
“Our Father who art in heaven.” The same
doctrine of the Father’s personality in heaven
runs through the Old Testament Scriptures, as
for instance in Solomon’s prayer at the dedication
of the Temple: ‘ Hear thou from heaven thy
dwelling place” (2 Chron. vi. 30). And there
are many similar passages.

The “ beginning ”’ spoken of in the opening
of Genesis is quite indefinite in relation to the
present time. All we know is that it was some time
in the immensely distant past, and that the
characteristics of this world of ours then were
chaos and darkness.  The earth was waste and
void and darkness was upon the face of the deep.”
The Babylonian legends reproduce in a crude and
distorted form this vision of original elemental
chaos. So also in a more reasonable way do the
speculations of modern science.

Laplace’s celebrated Nebular Hypothesis
(1796), whatever may be its demerits, has at least
this merit, that it agrees o some extent with the
opening verses of Genesis.

* Laplace was struck with certain remarkable
characteristics of the solar system. The seven
planets known to him when he wrote, revolved
round the sun in the same direction, and such
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motions of rotation of suns, planets, and satellites
about their axes as were known followed the
same law. There were thus some 30 or 40 motions

all in the same direction. If these motions of the

several bodies were regarded as the result of chance,
and were independent of one another, this uni-
formity would be a coincidence of a most extra-
ordinary character, as unlikely as that a coin
when tossed the like number of times should
invariably come down with the same face upper-
most.”

“ These motions of rotation and revolution
were, moreover, all on planes but slightly inclined
to one another; and the eccentricities of all the
orbits were quite small, so that they were nearly
circular.”

““ From these remarkable coincidences Laplace
inferred that the various bodies of the solar system
must have had some common origin. The hypothesis
which he suggested was that they had condensed
out of a body that might be regarded either as
the sun, with a vast atmosphere filling the space
now occupied by the solar system, or as a fluid
' mass with a more or less condensed central part
or nucleus; while at an earlier stage the central
condensation might have been almost non-existent.'
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“ Observations of Herschel’'s had recently
revealed the existence of many hundreds of bodies
known as nebulae, presenting very nearly such
appearances as might have been expected from
Laplace’s primitive body. The difference in
structure which they showed, some being appar-
ently almost structureless masses of some extremely
diffused substance, while others showed decided
signs of central condensation, and others again
looked like ordinary stars with a slight atmosphere
round them, were also strongly suggestive of
successive stages in some process of condensation.”

“ Laplace’s suggestion, then, was that the
solar system had been formed by condensation
out of a nebula ; and a similar explanation would
apply to the fixed stars, with the planets (if any)
which surrounded them.”

.

“That Laplace himself, who has never
been accused of underrating the importance of his
own discoveries, did not take the details of his
hypothesis nearly as seriously as many of its
expounders, may be inferred from the fact that
he only published it in a popular book, and from
his remarkable description of it as  these conjec-
tures on the formation of the stars and of the solar



CREATION. A 27

system, conjectures which I present with all the
distrust (defiance) which everything which is not
a result of observation or of calculation ought to
inspire.” *’— Hist. Astron., ch. xi.

The speculation here referred to presents the
idea of some common origin of earth, sun, moon
and stars with a nebula as the suggested source
and some undefined power behind it all. The Bible
revelation is a common origin with the spirit of
God as the source and ““ the power of the Highest
behind it all. The speculation is therefore rather
in the direction of revelation than against it.

Laplace (like Newton), in his last words,
was free to confess the paucity of human know-
ledge and the colossal ignorance with which it is
accompanied, and this presents him in a more
amiable light than that in which he is often placed
by apologists for the Scriptures.

It has been well remarked as contrasting
Babylonian legends with the Scriptures that
whereas Babylon was the home of astrology and a
pseudo-scientific stargazing, the Bible roundly
condemns the whole system and practice and
challenges comparison with the revelation of the
Lord God of Israel. Thus the word of God by
Isaiah against Babylon (ch. xlvii.): ‘Stand
now with  thine enchantments, and with the
multitude of thy sorceries, wherein thou hast
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laboured from thy youth; if so be thou shalt be
able to profit, if so be thou mayest prevail. Thou
art wearied in the multitude of thy counsels. Let
now the astrologers, the stargazers, the monthly
prognosticators, stand up and save thee from
these things that shall come upon thee. Behold
they shall be as stubble ; the fire shall burn them ;
they shall not deliver themselves from the power
of the flame ” (verses 12-14). And so it came to
pass. Babylon fell before Cyrus at the time and
in the manner predetermined in the Word of God,
and the astrologers did mot deliver themselves.
Yet astrology has survived from that day to this
notwithstanding this striking combination of
prophecy and history. It is a remarkable testimony
at once to human ignorance and presumption
on the one hand, and on the other to the unspeakable
superiority of the Word of God.

The harmony between the Bible (rightly
interpreted) and Nature is perfect. It is only
where there is misinterpretation of either of these
works of God that discord is introduced. Un-
happily for the present the proximate interpreter
of both is sin’s flesh, so it is not to be wondered
at that much discord prevails. To. paraphrase
the saying of the Samaritan woman : ‘“ We know
that Messias cometh who is called Christ ; when
he is come he will tell us all things ”’ (John iv. 25).

L4
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She had the great honour of speaking to him face
to face (at first sncognito), and of receiving from
him the first plain declaration of his office and
mission : ‘‘ I that speak unto thee am he.” When
he is upon earth again, no longer in the flesh,
but in the spirit, and surrounded by the immortals,
the interpretation of the Bible and Nature will
be lifted on to a higher plane. ‘‘ For now we see
through a glass darkly; but then face to face;
now'I know in part ; but then shall I know even
as also I am known ”’ (1 Cor. xiii. 12).

. It has often been remarked that THE ORDER
OF CREATION in Genesis is in harmony with what
is discoverable in nature by science. On the
Jirst day there is light, and the division of day and
night. On the second the expanse, and the division
of seas and clouds. On the third the division of
sea and land, and the sprouting of herbage. On the
Jfourth the revelation of ““ lights *’ in the expanse—
sun, moon, and stars. On the fifth the waters
bring forth fish, and the earth fowl. On the sixth
the earth brings forth beasts, and, by a special
creation, man in God’s own image. On the seventh
is the sabbath.

It seems to be fitting that light should come
first. Although, as Dr. Thomas points out in
Elpis Israel, “‘ the Mosaic account is not a revela-
tion to the inhabitants of other orbs remote from
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the earth of the formation of the boundless universe,
but to man as a constituent of the terrestrial
system,” there appears to be a majestic harmony
between that revelation and the ascertainable
facts relating to light and the sun and ‘‘ the other -
orbs and their inhabitants.” Thus * God is light,
and in him is no darkness at all” (1 Jno. i. 5).
And although the apostle’s reference here is
primarily to mental and moral “li