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by Prof. Stuart, it is a most singular and -unexampled catastrophe,

beginning as. it does nearly 1800 years ago, and stretching over, the -

middle ages, and about to be completed at some indefinite future
time. Indeed, it is difficult to conceive of more ingongruities and
inconsistencies than are involved in-the endeayor, to blend Nero,
the Roman Emperors collectively, and the future enemies of the
Church, together with all intervening eneraies, in one and the same
catastrophe. It sets at defiance-all laws, poetical, historical, exege~
uw,qrpropheﬁc, . o . s o .
. The centre of. this theory, as presented; by Prof. Stuast, lies in
the assumption that Nero is the beast deseribed in chap. 17. This
view exerts-in this theory @ wide-reaching inflaence through.the
Apocalypse. It is made extensivelyto control its interpretation,,
and to reverse, en grounds of internal -evidence, the prevailing
opinion of the ancients, that it was written in the time of Domi-
Uan, and to fix. it before the fall-of Jerusalem. How then is this
theory established? .It 18 by. assuming that John has in chap. 17,
in direct terms, asserted the truth of certain rumors concerning the
death of Nero, and his return to life, and ta the imperial authority,
which heathen s_oathaay&m had circulated in the Roman empire,
not because he believed them, but to point out Nero as the beast
Now this, we do net hesitate to say, is at war with every sound
principle of interpretation, The words of Jobn are—¢ The beast

which thou sawest was and is net, and shall ascend from.the abyss,

and go'into perdition, and all who dwell upon the earth, whose
. nameg were not written from the foundation of the world, in the

Lamb’s book of life, shall. wonder when they. behold. the beast,
that was and is not, and yet is.” (17 : 8. N

‘These are -as absolute and solemn - tions as it is in the
power of language to make, and they oceur in 3 series, the rest of
which is admitted to consist of absolute affirmations; e. g. The
seven heads are seven meuntains, on which the woman sjtteth
(v. 9) ; and there are seven.ki:ﬁ: five have fallen, one is, the other
not yet come, &c. (v. 10). g ten horns mf ten kings (v. 12).
They shall fight with the Lamb, and he shall overcome them (v.
14). God hath put it in their heart to give their kingdom to the
beast (v. 17). The.woman is the great city, &ec. (v. 18). All
these -are .not. rumors, but. direct assertions of facts. But verses
8 and 11 are.in the same style of affirmation, and are closely in-
terwoven to the series.. Whe, then, has a right to break out
these -links from the chain of assertions, and to declaré that thejr
design is not what it seems to be, and what the words imply—-—to
assert real facts, but something quite different; ¢. e., to retal un-
founded rumors of heathen soothsayers concerning Nero, in such
a way a8 to poini him out as the beast? We. protest most ear-
nestly against -such a violation of every spund law of interpreta-
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tion. © When the editors-of the improved version of the New Tes-
tament came to John 1: 10, “He was in the world, and the
world was ‘made by him, and the world knew him not,”" they
merely inserted meguriousvos after syswero, and then all became
¢ facile and congruous.” “He was in the world, and the world
was enlightened by him,” &c. But with what indignation was
the question’ asked, what right have you to insert wmegwuioparos?
John says nothing about it. But this is a small affair, compared
with the insertions needed to bring out the new sense of Rev.
17:8. Let us listen to Prof. Stuart. We have enclosed his ad-
ditions in brackets, in order that the reader nray see at'd glance
what John actually does say, and.what additions are needed to
bring out the new sense. B :

“What the angel says, seems o be () equivalent to this. ¢ The
deast [means the Roman emperers, specifically Nero, of whom the
report spread through the empire 1s, that he] will revive, after
being [apparently] slain, and will: come [as it were] from' the
abyss or g{’a‘des; but he will still perish, and that speedily. [The
beast symbolizes him, of whom it is saeid that] all the world will
wonder at [and worshii] him when they see him thus~returned
Las they suppose] from the under world, lEtlm!: is, all) whose names

ave not been inscribed in the book of life, before the world was
made.’”’ (ii : 323.) T :

Now, it will be seen that the effect of the additions is not merely
to modify, but directly to centradict, what John .actually sa
Johin affirms, that the beast will revive after being slain, and that
this fact shall excite universal wonder. The additions imply that
nothing at all of this kind will take place, but that it is a mere un-
founded rumor. g ’ : T

But there is one part of this verse that no violence ean per-
vert or silence. "It is the exception of those whose names were
written in the Lamb’s book of life. Was this a part of the
heathen rumor? ' Did the soothsayers declare that all should
wonder at the return of Nero from the abyss, except those whose
names were written in the Lamb’s book of life from the founda-
tion of the world? The ‘supposition is absurd. What did they
know orbelieve concerning the Lamb’s book of life and ‘election
from eternity 7 This exception, then, can'be no part of the heathen
rumor—of course the universal wonder to which it is an exception,
is no part of that rumor, but a reality ; for would the inspired a
tle John gravely make so solemn and emphatic an exception,
to an unfounded heathen rumor about a universal wonder, which
be well knew never would take place? But if the universal
wonder is ‘a reality, the canse of it is also a reality ; that is the
coming up of the beast from the abyss is-a reality, and not a hea-
then rumor about Nero. Therefore, the whole statement is a
reality and not a rumor. Thus, not only the whele scope of the
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passage, but also a most irresistiblé exvgentia.loci, refute. and ex-
plode 4he. theory that would force the languiage of John into a
reference to heathen rumors concerning Nero. ‘ .
We do not know, in the whole history of interpretation, of a
case of 'such violence done to' the plainest laws of language ag is
found in this effort to turn aside and nentralize the. pointed asser-
tion of John. With sach laws of interpretation, it is possible to
make aliquid ex-aliquo. - - . o R
True, Prof. Stuart asserts that the object of John is dilucidation,
and not prediction, in this passage. . But how are we to know that?
Out of a given series of similar assertions, who can select some,
and say these are meant for dilucidation, but the rest are meant
for prophecy ? And if once such a principle is introduced; who is
to limit its use? It is easy to raise the devil, but not so to
lay him when once raised. And so Prof. Stuart has fo it.
For in v. 16, Ewald interprets the assertion that the ten horns and
the beast should hate the -whore; as having referemce to- the
rumored return of Nero from the East, and his union with certain
kings to destroy. Rome. But Prof. Stuart tells us, ¢ kere there is
. not so much of explanation on the part of John, as of prediction;”
and then gives a lame account of what seems to be the sense:
But finally he says, ¢ after all,.there would not perhaps be much.
to object t0 Ewald’s exegesis here, provided it should be re-
garded merely in the light of a'diluctdation.” Thus does one
false principle, or: precedent, like the dry'rot in timber, corrupt
and destroy the whole framework of interpretation. For if - Prof.
Stuart has a right to say that in one case John is not predicting,
thongh he seems to predict, why has not Ewald or any oneelse, a8
ood a right to make the same assertion anywhere else 7 Indeed
the thing does not stop here. "In chap.'16 : 12; Ewald and others
refer the pouring out the vial on the river” E*:Eh'mte,s, and pregnr-,
ing the way for the kings of the East, “ta the hariolation which
predicted, that Nero should flee to the East, and there rouse up
and unite many kingdoms, and then come and invade Italy and
burn .Rome.” Prof. Stuart admits the existence of such rumors
concerning Nero in the East, but still he assures us deﬁﬁiﬁlg; that.
¢ John is here predicting a reality, something which will take
place, not merely, as In some other cases, saying- something
concerning Nero, which might serve to make him known to his
readers.” It is easy to make such assertions, but we should
be ‘gratified to know on what principle they are made. Who i
to tell: us when John is prophesying, and when not 7y We have a
great respect for Prof. Stuart’s assertion ; but'we 1n§mt.ely prefer
one definite principle to his or any other man’s assertion, But he
has destroyed the principle that ds- essential to our defence, and
in place of it; seeks to erect a mere barrier of assertions. .
ut he informs us ii : 442, that .some.circumstances, which he
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has not seen distinctly noticed by .any of the comméntatars, tend
to oonfirm his view. ¢ These are the somewhat veiled, but stll
sufficiently plain, intelligible, and oft-repeated.cautions of the writer
of the Apocalypse, that the readet should weigh his words, and not
give them an inferpretation such as a superficial reading .might
suggest.”” We do not wonder that none of the commentators have
noticed these cautions. One is, 13: 9, © if anyman have an ear,
lethim hear.” A caution often repeated by our Savier, and found
in all the letters to .the churches. Does this intimate that these
letters are  not-to be interpreted by the letter or aceording to the
first appearance of the words > That they are not to be ““inter-
preted in the ordinary way 7’ If they do net, why give the same
words that foroe here 1 : o :
Again, the assertion, ver. 10, ¢ he that leadeth into captivity, shall
g»einto captivity, he that killeth by the sword must be kitled by
sword,” is said to point out Nero. But these words have no
more a natural reference to Nero, than ‘the assertion of Christ,
¢ they that take the sword shall perish by the sword.” :
Again, in 13 : 18, and in 17 : 9,'it .is intimated that peculiar
wisdom is needed in order. to get at the meaning of Jobn ; and
from this he infers that the passages were not intended to be
£ interpreted in the- ordinary way.”” He says, ¢ Interpreted in
the ordinary way, we might make out from our text the meaning
that Nero had been already wounded,” &c. Of course, according
to Prof. Stuart, the text is not to be interpreted in the ordinary
way. ' And are we then, in order to manifest peculiar wisdom, to
abandon the ordinary laws of interpretation, and to attach a mean-
ing to the Word of God by a reference to unfounded rumors-and
beathen hariolations? For our part, we cannot see that this is any
more consistertt with the true dignity of prophecy than the practice,
so soundly reprebated by Prof. Stuart, of interpreting it as if it
were a series of “ riddles and conundrums.” \{ge oconfess that this
whole effort to force Nero into ch. 17, as the wounded beast, and
the beast that ascends fram the bottomless pit, savors toe much of
that German infidelity that regards- John as little better than a
soothsayer himself, and does not hesitate to affirm that he believes
the rumors concérning Nero. - They are at least consistenit, for
they teach thet.John really thought that Nero would come
to life, and they are not ob{iged to neutralize his assertion by
saying that he did not mean what he actually says. But Prof:
Stuart of eaurse, abandons -this ground. He says emphatically,
“Ido No'r:&y, that John meant to convey the smpression that Nero
would actually revive and re-appedr on the, stage of -action ; for
this. I do not belseve.”’ (ii: 441.) -And yet he asserts that he spoke
as if he believed it, and that in order to'get at his true mean-
ing, we are not to interpret his words in the ordinary way. For
ourselves, we decidedly reject not only the root of this German
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infidelity, but-all thiat has ever grown from. it. ¥ This theory as to
Nero has decided, infidel associations. It is perfectly consistent. .
in the hands of one who denies the inspiration of John; but it
cannot be so grafted on the tree of tyue Christian interpretation,
as to appear like one of its true and genuine branches. In short,
we are deeply eonvinced that it is no part. of a true interpretation
of the word of God. . T . .

Still further, we objeet to this theory that it eonverts prophecy
into an undjgnified syllabus of minute contemporanepus évents,:
and .does not give to its symbols that sublime. magnitude and
far-reaching scope, which accord with the magnitude.and vast ex-
tent of the system:of God. 'To a fini{e mind, near events assnme
a disproportional magnitude and importance. But an infinite
mind -can see all events in their true magnitude and relations,
and sketch the bold outlines, and omit the minute details.

Now let us look at a few facts as given by Prof. Stuart: ¢The
persecution of Nero began in the middle of Nov. A. D., 64 (ii:
279). It ended with the death of Nero, A. D., 68, June 9; for
Galba was proclaimed Emperor on the 8th of June in the same
year, and Ngro was assaseinated ‘on the same day. It is not im-
probable that Galba was on his march from Spain when the Apo-.
calypse was written, so. that the time of deliverance for the church
was very near when the book was written (ii : 280). Again, the
evidence that the persecution d frem Rome into the provinces
is so feeble; that ablest modern historians deny that it did, e. g.
Neander, Liicke, Giesler and others. Stuart, indeed, labors to
controvert their views ; but this state of facts showa of itself, that
the persecution was not great and prominent, except at Rome, else
it would have made a d impression and left stronger evidences
of its existence. Not zg;ris this true, but it was also just at ite
close. The Apocalms,' we are told, was writtei ‘during the
year in which Nero died; and yet its main- end was to console
and sustain the chutch under his persecutions. Is not this toe
much like crying fire, after the fire is. put out? Before the book
eould be ﬁniabl:g, copied and circulated, Nero would be dead and
the persecution over. Now, doesitcomport with any just sense of
the elevated and expanded views of God, to suppose that he would
devote so much space, in such circymstances, to a minute syllabus
of events, and even rumors. about Nero? After- presenting the
beast in ch. 13, the development of omens of wrath goes on, tll at
the end of ch. 16, the seven vials are all poured out, all aimed at
the beast. Then comes np the question who is this beast ?. And
in ch. 17, in a rhost mysterious way, John intimates that it is Neuz
by a minute detail of pagan rumors about him ; and then the fin
catastrophe comes on, and somewhere.at last, though Prof. Stuart,
Gaes not indicate wherne, Nero is slain. Now after all that has been
said-about the msthetical merits of this theory, it seems to us.a de-
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gradation of prophécy, thus to exhanst all its emblems of magnifi-
eence and terror on an occasion so little calling for it. Even a
heathen could say, nec deus sntersit nis dignus vindice nodus.
How much less such a waste of divine displa{s on such an occa-
sion! -No less unworthy of the splendid prophetical symbols ém-
ployed, is the interpretation of the flight of the church-into the'
wilderness, which is a part of this theory. - A portian: of the
church fléd from Jerusalem to Pella, before the capture of Jerusa-
lem.  But neither the apostles nor the main body of the church
were there.- The few at Pella were in' no sense ZAe church. And
yet the splendid and sublime symbol of the church, in ch. 12 1,
6, 14, is.applied to them; and the time of their stay there is mi-
nutely limited to three years and a half. =Such a contracted idea of
the c{urch in the wilderness, and such minuteness of detail cen-
cerning a few Christians at Pella, are unworthy of the words THE
cBURCH, and of the dignity of. prophecy. A.ni the true tendency
of the whole theory is to expose the book. itself to contempt, as un-
worthy of such a being as God.” - = :

‘Another effect of excluding the Romish Church from this book,
and referting chap. 18 to Pagan Rome, is to produce of necessity
a false interpretation of the marriage supper of the Lamb in chap.
19. The great-and obvious idea that lies upon the face of chap.
182nd 19, is this : God will judge and terribly destroy the false and
harlot church which has so long corrupted the world, and shed the-
blood of his saints. In her place will follow, as the natural result
of this judgment, & pure and holy church, whom God will publicl
own and espouse, and throngh whomr he will speedily destroy d’l'
remaining enemies, and reign. Hence the hallelujahs of Heaven
over the judgment of the harlot, and their anticipation of the speedy
reign of God as the natural result of this judgment and of the con-
se%nem marriage supper of the Lamb. R

ow it is noterious that no such marriage sugper‘of the Lamb
took place-after the judgment and fall of pagan Rome. The dark
ages and the Romish apostasy followed them. Of course, Prof.
Stuart’s theory finds no place for the marriage supper of the' Lamb
on earth. He is oblige£ therefore, to ctall it an episode, and to
transfer it to Heaven (ii: 340) : But before the final consum-
mation, the episode (so usual in this book) of praise, thanksgiv-
ing and anticipated completion of victory, comes in, with a delay

teful in itself to-the reader) of Ae main action.” So, then,
the marriage supper of the Lamb 1s no.part of the main sction ; it
is but a grateful delay of it. But what j8it? - In it, ¢ the glorious
prospect for suffering mugn is disclosed: - They will be guests
at the marriage supper of the Lamb.” So in his commentary on
v. 8, he says, ‘ All that'is here said, is said for the sake of point-
ing eut the reward, which awaits Christians in the world to come.”
These are mere sssertions. Of their ‘truth he offers no proof.
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The reason is plain. ' There is no proof to- be offered. They are
in direct conflict with the imperious demands of the passage.
They destroy the real ground of the angelic and heavenly joy,
expressed in the passage. That joy is not so much called forth.
by the judgment of the harlot,as by the succession of a pure church
in her place. *Let us be 51“1 and rejoice, For the marriage of the
Lamb 15 come, and his wife has made herself ready.” It is as
plainly spoken of as a present event, and a cause of heavenly joy,
as is the judgment and doom of the harlot. It is one cPart of a
grand antithesis. ¢¢ Let us rejoice, for the harlot church is destroyed
—the true church takes her place. The earth shall no more be
corrupted.as'it has been. Hallelujah, for .the Lord God omnipe-
tent reigneth.” To say that this 18 merely disclosing the glorious
r:;oopect for suffering martyrs, is merely to contn%ict both the
ter and the-spirit of the passage, It has nothing to do with the
future prospects of suffering martyrs. It is on 1ts very face, an
expression of heavenly joy in view of the most glorious result
which the mind of a created being can conceive, in' the history of
this world,—the removal of that corrupt power, which has degraded
Christianity, eorrupted civil governments, debased human society,
and deluged the world with the blood of saints, and the presenta-
tion in her stead of thetrue bride of Christ,royally arrayedin robes of
heavenly righteousness. And well might the angel say, happy is.
he'who lives to-behold; and is permitted to enjoy so glorious a
consummation. It will indeed, be life from the dead to this misera-
ble world. What, then, shall we say of a theory which compels
its advocate to throw aside the very essence of the result at which
the whole system of God dims, as an episode, and.a' delay of the
main action ! The final conssmmmation of the great -work of puri-
gmg the church on earth, and perfecting her glorious union to
hrist, a delay, an episode! Surely this. one result is enough to
condemn the whole theory; for it is-not Prof. Stuart’s fault—he
does the best that the theory will allow: It is the necessary result
of the theory, and is therefore, a demonstration-of its absurdity.
But take theother view, and it is easy to account for thefact that
at this point-the joy of heaven reaches its highest.degree of inten-
sity. Christianity-is restored to its purity ;- the Ghurch appears in
her true holiness, unity and glory. No more an ‘adulteress, ne
more ruled and debased by the civil powers of the world, and a cor-
rapt hierarchy; but free from all- bondage, and relying solely on
her own glorious Lord and Savior, she shines forth, fair as the-moon,
clear as the sun, and terrible as an army with banmers. - The anti-
cipation of such a dayis not an idle dream, for these ¢ are the true
sayings of God.” : - a .
“To what has been said asit regards Nero, the Church-in the wil-
derness, and the Marriage supper of the Lamb, let that be added,
which at the outset we proved, concerming the main beast, and it



300 Sisart's Commentary on the Apocalypes. [April,

will be seen that the-second part of the theory of Alcassar, after
all that Prof. Stuart hes done to support it, is. totally at war with
any just interpretation of ch..13-20. By the same course of rea-
‘'soning as ‘we applied to the first beast, 1t can be shown. that the
effort to interpret the.second beast, called generally the false pro-
phet, as the priestly hierarchy of pagan Rome, is at war with the
radical structure of this part of the b:vﬁx. The pagan hierarchy has
heen long extinct. The false prophetis yet alive, and with the
heast, is yet to be taken and slain. Of course, he.represents the
pajm.l hierarchy of false teachers, and not the pagan hierarchy of
ld Rome. - o . . L -
.Thus far we have regarded only the bold outlines of the German
theory. We have lomd at.the framework: of the building which
they have tried to erect. If now we were to descend to more
minute -details, it would be easy to accumulate evidence of the
falsehood of the theory to any extent, but it would be wearisome,
and our limits forbid. There are also, some other topics which
deserve discussion, such as Prof. Stuart’s views of the modes of
designating time in the Apocalypse, and on the question of a literal
resurrection of the dead before the millennium. But either of these
peints would require an independent essay for its fill discussion,
and we omit them here. I y
-We will only notice one striking fact : Prof. Stuart is a decided
op;:g:er of the millennarian theory ; and yet more arguinents can
be derived from his commentary for its support, than from any other
book we know of, not written by a millennarian. Now itis of little
avail to ridicule the millennarians, as Prof. Stuart once did, and yet
concede to-them their interpretation of their.lead.in% proof texts.
" It is well known . to the readers of their works, how.much they
rely on Rev. 20 : 4-6. Phi). 3 : 8-11, Luke 14: 14. Isa. 26 : 19.
1Cor. 156 : 23, 24. 1 Thes. 4 : 16, to prove their theory of a literal
first resurrection, before the general resurrection. And yet Prof.
Stuart mot only concedes, but insists that these -&uaages do teach-
or intimate that doctrine. True, he denies that these who partake
of the first resurrection, will remain; and reign on earth. He insists
that they will ascend and reign with Christ in heaven (ii : 486) :
“ May we not conclude, then, that John did not mean to designate
8 resurrection apparent to all the dwellers on earth, or apparent to
thie fleshly eye, but one which, althongh not outwardly seen by
men, and unattended by any proofs, or outward and visible tokens,
will in reality take place, in ﬂ?:'l'er thal..mugn ‘::lyd faihhful oaind::
may, as it were, anticipale thewr final state of glory, and enjoy
triumphs of the church, in the splendor and eéxcellence with which
redeeming love will invest them.” N
Doubtless the millennarians are willing that Prof. Stuart should
bave his own opinions an this point. . They will also give them
Just 28 much weight in regulating their own opinions as they see fit.
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Bat one other thing they will surely do.- They will exult ip the
fact that the power of truth has at last compelled the great father
of ,philology in’ America, to admit the fundamental correctness of
their interpretation of these passages. And they will fee}-that the
barriers that prevent a transition from such a concession to the rest
of their doctrine, are shadowy and imperceptible, - . EEE
We say not this by way of reproach. If their views are
correet, let them prevail. But we do net regard them as correet.
In our judgment they introduce a false theory as to the conversion
of the world, and" tend -to paralyse the present efforts to effect a
purely spiritual regeneration of. the human race. We therefore
regret to see them gain strength by what we regard as unauthoriz-
ed concesstons: We will only say that.the interests of thie Chuich
require a radical re-investigation of this subject, in a werydifferent
spirit from what has often been manifested in the discussion of millen~
narian views. ' I R
- In our review of Prof. Stuarty we have spoken with earnestness
and freedom. We could not in any other way have done justice
to our feelings and convictions on & subject, of such morgent. The
most careless observer must see that a-great crisis in-the history of
this world hastens on. The.free ¢church movenient in Scotland,
and recent events in Switzerland, are.raising the question of the
entire dissolution of the union of chyrch and. state throughout
Europe. . The efforts of- the Romish hierarchy to regain their lost.
sscendency are redoubled: - We are the special objects of. their
wiles. All things tend to are-investigation of the whole history-of
the Romish church, and to such a judgment as she has never yet
undergone. The great want of the world is a pure, a united
chureh. Never did the people of Gad:more need guidance and
stren%th. They need to see among them a pillar of cloud by day
and of fire by night. They need to see that pillar standing between
themselves and their foes, shedding light on one side.and darkness
on the other. In the Apocalypse we see such a pillar of cloud and
of fire. In it we hear God’s exposition of the present crisis, and
of coming events. The Apocalypse is THE TRACT FOR THE TIMES.
In it there is no spurious charity, no pantheisti¢ philosophy of his-
tory, no transcendental liberalism. It is a clear, pure, amnipotent
atterance of the heart and mind of God. It is the sharp, twe.
edged sword, that proceeds out of the mouth of Christ. It is the
iron rod, with which he will break his foes. S -
The interpretation of such 2 book stands high above all personal
,considerations. In it not only the whole world, but the whele
universe, are vitally interested.. -At this very hour an intense. inte-
rest fills all heaven—yea, it fills God himself, in view of the events
iring and soon to transpire on earth. . And what we solemnly
believe and deeply feel to be acceptable to God, and for the high-
est good of man, that ‘we Must speak-~that-we have spoken.
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. To tnfold the details 6f what we regard as the true interpre-
tation  of this book, is inconsistent with our limits. That we
rd-the papacy, and the unholy union of church and-state,
which have been the main corrupters of the church, and of human
society as included in it is plain from what we have said. Still,
we would not make it a syllabus of history. We would sketch
only a grand outline of the great mystery of God, and pay a due
regard to the great laws of poetry and of symbolical prophecy.
Nor would we neglect even trichotomy. - But-we'would insist on
it that the crises of the book, and those of history, shall correspond.
The nature of history is such that we know what its crises are,
without a revelation. They reveal themselves.” And we would
not by force, apply the most splendid crisis of the Apocalypse,
‘where in the book -of history, we find no crisis at all. Prophecy
and history ure counterparts; and their similitude to each other on
the great scale, is natural and obvious. That similitude we would
- ‘never-disregard. Nor would we ever contract the mind of God to
the narrow dimensions of the generation when Jobn wrote. We
. Uo notbelieve that the generation then living either did or could
understand all of the Apocalypse. Much they could understand.
The letters to the churches were plain. The grand idea, Gop
WILL FINALLY TRIUMPH OVER SATAN AND ALL HIS HOSTS, lies on
the face of the book, Its'moral influence iz always elevating and
bracing, even if not understood in detail. But'it was derigned as
a'book for ages; providence was to.aid in its interpretation, and i
should become most clear when. most needed. Such a book we
believe God can make, such a book we believe he has made-—and
as such with dll gratitude and reverence, we receive it. :
If Kepler was willing to wait centuries for an intelligent reader
of his exposition of God’s works, because God had waited_ thou-
sands of years for an exposition, uttering the memorable words::
“¢ Jacio en aleam, librumque scribo, seu presentibus, séu posteris
legendom, nihil interest ; expectet tle suum lectorem per annos
centum ;& Deus ipse annorum sena millia tontemplatorem
astolatus est ;71 shaﬁler we think an inspired apostle incapa-
ble of such sublime waiting? Nor does it move us that, at the
opening of his book he says; ¢ the time is at hand.”? He was
then judging from God’s point of visian, with whom a thousand
years are as one dey—le was judging on the scale of eternity—he
was, in fine, surveying the scene from the same point of Vision as
Cllllnlst, when at the close he said lin viewhof the comphlatibn- of the
-whole system, Surely I come quickly; to whom the apostle responds,
Amen, even 8o, oonZe Lord Jesus. Who will nomin ‘with the
beloved disciple in a response so heavenly ? ~
- But there 18 not time fully to discuss the principles of prophetic

1 See Bacou's Sermon at the Ondination of President Woolsey, p. 9.
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interpretation, or of interpretation in general. - We will only say
that if any. have ever gone to the extreme of overlooking the cir-
cumstances of the writer; and the thoughts and feelings of his age,
and his peculiarities ag a man, the prevailing danger is not now of
that kind.  All things now tend to break up the Bible into a series
of writings to be looked at exclusively on the human side, and
nterpreted as the resylts of human minds. . - : .
The,idea of jone great centralizing, inspiring mind, who saw
each book as the part of one great system, as its human author
could not see it, and who saw: the reference of his words to future
results, as he could not see it, is in multitudes fast fading away..
For our own pait, we behieve the present tendency ta be far the
most dangerous. Edwards may have erred in. too minute an
interpretation of types and symbols; but standing as he did at the
point of vision of the great eternal mind, breathing the air, and seeing
the light of Heaven, he correctly grasped the great system of the
Word of God. And when the trial of the fiery day shall come,
and the wood, hay, straw and stubble of human error shall be con-
sumed, we fuily.believe that the German theory of interpreting the
Apocalypse on which we have commented, will be utterly reduced
to asbes, while the main features of that of Edwards, as - disclosed
in his history of - the work of redemption, will for ever shine. as
pure gold in the bright splendors of eternal day. T
We will also add, since so much has been said of late of the
progress of interpretation in general, and especially since Mr.
Barnes has called in. question the antecedent probnbi{ity that any
of the Scriptural fuotations of Edwards are apposite, that. we
regard such things as adapted unduly to degrade our hely prede-
cessors in the great battle of God, and fo inflate the men of the pre-
sent age with an extravagant idea of the attainments of the age.
.We are. sorry to see so much that -tends to this result in Prof.
Stuart’s work. We freely admit that much p hasbeen
made in interpretation in some respects. But it-is long before the
vast mass of German interpreters will reach-the heights where
Calvin stood three- centuries ago. .Noble exceptions, we freely
admit, there are. But it cannot be denied that the predominating
‘tendency of German interpretation has been to relax the nerves of
-faith in-a full inspiration of the Wérd of God, and to reduce. its
interpretation tothe same dead level with the interpretation of
merely human books. We would avail ourselves to the utmost, af
every advantage furnished by German industry and investigation.
But after all, nothing can malyte good the loss of that eminent power
of spiritual interpretation which is the peculiar gift of the Spirit
of God, and which Edwards possessed to a degree rarely, if- ever,
on earth. - - o : . -
. A man thus guided, and so eminent in logical power, could not
miss the. main ‘scope of the Word of God, as it regards the great



system of doctrines—or, as a general fact, misapply the Word
of God; and in' truth few writers interpret Scripture/on all great
doctrinal points with such precision and correctness as President
Edwards. . . . - : .
. May God give the same spiritual insight-into his Word to all
our young men, and especially may he guide them into the true
Anterpretation of that glorious beok of prophecy which was the last
message. of Christto his own churchyto guide her on to victory !

AL NAAL
- . ) -
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‘ARTICLE' V. .
' " ‘MIRACLES. -
By Ritv. Enoox Pox, .0, Prot. of Theology, Baugar Theclogloal Seminary.

Ix the following article, I propose, first, to define or describe
miracles; secondly, to show, that the Bible contains veritable
accounts of real miracles ; thirdly, to consider the leading object of
_miracles, and their bearing on the divine authority of the Bible ;
and then to consider the question of their continuance. o
By .a miracle, I understand an-event or work, not only out of
the common course of nature, but Contrary to. 1t ; transcending,
obviously, the capacities of creatures ; and implying, in every case,
-a direct intervention of the divine knowledge or power. A clear
33;1 proper miracle is. always, and may be known .to be, @ work of
Miracles may be divided into two classes,.viz: those of know.
dedge, and.of power. In-miracles of the first class, there is a display
of knowledge-~there .are disclosures, which are possible to no
being but.God, In those of the second class there is a display of
powery which no being can exercise, except the Creator.
- Intelligent creaturés in this world may arrive &t various kinds
and degrees of knowledge ; and ‘they may make displays of. their
knowledge which shall astonish and confound the uninitiated ; but
they never work miracles. ‘Intelligent oreatures in other worlds
may have knowledge vastly superior to our own; and were they
permitted to have communieation with us, might make disclosures
far exceeding all our present conmceptions. But there' are some
things which .even they cannot do. They cannot perform a
proper miracle. - N o S
I can conceive that gome ministering spirit, if he were allowed to
muke the communication, might inform me what had been doing in
the city-of Lendon to-diy, or-yesterday. 'But could lie tell me, of





