He was graduated from the University of California at
Los Angeles with highest honors in 1934; he then attended
the University of California at Berkeley on a fellowship,
earning his Ph.D. in ancient history. Following - his
graduation, Dr. Nibley taught history and languages at 3
Claremont Colleges in California. In 1942 he joined the
army, serving in Great Britain and Germany. After his i
service, he became professor of history and religion at
Brigham Young University in 1946, where he has since g
remained. s

Dr. Nibley is not content to teach in an ordinary way. L
He interests himself in the research on subjects that prove
valuable to the general reading public.

His studies have led him into areas as “Lehi in the i
Desert,” “The World of the Jaredites,” but always be-
hind these unusual studies has lain his dominant inter-
est in the early Church. His sabbatical leave of 1953 was
spent entirely at Harvard and at Berkeley, filling in the
gaps for the present study, “The Way of the Church.”

The events and discoveries of the years since World
War Il1 have given rise to an unprecedented amount of
speculation on the nature of the Christian Church. New
finds have required the readjustment of all the long- 1\
established and prevailing ideas on the subject. Of key
significance in contemporary discussion is the problem of
the expectations of the early Christian regarding his
church: Was it to remain firm and steadfast on the earth, ’
to convert Bablyon and spread steadily and irresistibly to :
the end of time? Was Christ to come in glory in a few -
days? Was the final judgment expected momentarily? .

All these and other questions are treated in this new
series by Dr. Hugh Nibley. The author takes the texts
in their chronological order and considers what each has s
to say about the future of the Church and the world.
All the major periods into which the texts fall are today
being reconsidered. The discovery of the Scrolls in Pales-
tine and new discoveries in Egypt are playing significant s

Dr. Hugh Nibley

R. Hucn NiBLEY, whose current series of articles “The
Way of the Church” begins in this issue of THE Im-

PROVEMENT ERA, has built himself an enviable position as
an historian. His training has pginted him toward this
work, for from the early age of seventeen he went to the
Swiss-German Mission, ending his activities by going to
Athens, to consolidate his studies in Greek and Anglo-

parts in the complete reevaluation of the genuine and the
spurious elements in teachings which anciently went under
the Christian label. The purpose of this series is to an-
swer questions in the words of the ancients themselves, in
order that the reading may take its own bearings in the
radically shifting scene of Church history.

Saxon which he had begun when he was very young.

Controlling the Past

(a consideration of methods)

1. THE QUESTION

RANTED that Jesus founded a
G church, was that church expected
by its founder and members to
remain upon the earth for a limited
time only, to be removed and restored
at a later date, or was the “apostolic
church” the ultimate and final foun-

s “THE WAY OF THE CHURCH” ~
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dation of God on earth, destined ‘“to
remain firm and steadfast until the
end of the world”? That is one of
the most important questions that
confront students of church history
today.

Every day it becomes more appar-
ent that on its solution depends the
whole nature and history of the

Christian church. The solution is not
far to seek: By the simple, almost
mechanical, process of extracting from
the literature of the ancient church
those passages dealing specifically
with the church’s future, or what the
saints thought would be its future,
placing these passages in chrono-
logical order, and reading them over,

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA

1

2

FLAMAAWAALAAVAAMNNANANANNNNRANNY

3



|

1

R U T O T e T ——

anyone who has the requisite time
and patience may discover the an-
swer. That is what the present study
intends to do.

It has not been done heretofore
because when churchmen have found
themselves confronted by the above
question, with its alarming implica-
tion that all the churches of Christen-
dom- might conceivably be astray,
they have dismissed the awful thought
with a shudder. What! cries Tertul-
lian, can all those martyrs have shed
their blood for nothing?'—carefully
evading the declaration of the mar-
tyrs themselves, that the only reward
they ever think of is a crown in heav-
en, where they have been repaid a
thousandfold for their brief sufferings
here below. Conventional church
history is resolved never to raise the
question of whether the church of
Christ actually survived, as the best

way to avoid a disastrous answer.

Thus at the present time leading
church historians would forestall any
embarrassing questions touching the
main issue by devising ingenious titles
for their studies: “The Infant
Church” (L’Eglise Naissante—Batif-
fol), “A World Being Born™ (Un
Monde qui Nait—Daniel-Rops), The
Unquenchable Light (Latourette),
etc., titles as “loaded” as Neander’s
Planting and Training of the Chris-
tian Church.

They are “loaded” because they
suggest and permit research only
along one carefully channeled course.
The mere title “Infant Church” as
used by these authors fixes unalter-
ably the whole course of church his-
tory in advance: If the early church
was by very definition an infant
church or a world being born, we can
tell no other story than one of growth
and advancement regardless of what
happened—calamitous failures are
merely setbacks; success in any di-
rection is growth; the story can have
only one outcome; within a thematic
framework we can ask all the ques-
tions we want to, but the main ques-
tion of whether the church really was
an infant church and not something
totally different, must never be raised.
And what other tale can one tell of
an “Unquenchable Light,” again an
expression of those authors, save that
it never goes out?* That wonderful
title has forestalled any embarrassing
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questions as to whether the light was
to overcome the darkness or the other
way around—for merely to ask such
a question is to remind oneself of
John’s terribly emphatic answer, that
the “Unquenchable Light” was by
no means to remain among men.

“The task of church history,” writes
the author of the latest large church
history to appear, “is to give a clear,
comprehensive, scientifically estab-
lished over-all picture of the evolution
of the visible institution of salvation
founded by Christ.”

This is very much as if he were to
say, “Our business is to describe the
triumph of the church,” as if that
triumph were inevitable. Like the
classic question, “Have you stopped
beating your mother-in-law?” it
cleverly avoids a very important
question by asking a less important
one resting on the assumption that
the other has been answered. The
assignment of describing the evolu-
tion of the institution established by
Christ assumes (1) that there was
such an institution, (2) that it re-
mained on the earth, and (3) that it
underwent an observable process of
evolution. All this is taken for
granted, yet until very recently the
bulk of scholars have regarded the
first proposition as unproven, and
they have only just begun to think
about the second. The third point
is, thanks to the systematic avoidance
of the second, never questioned.

2. THE NATURE OF THE EVIDENCE

The study of church history has
in the past been of interest to but
a few, and their interest has been
a strenuously partisan one. Who
writes church histories? Churchmen.
Who reads them? Divinity students.
It would be hard to find another
branch of science or the humanities
in which so few scholars ever engage
in the study of the thing for its own
sake. Even the rare researcher of
disinterested motives must end up
taking sides, for the nature of the
thing requires it.

“Only one who is personally con-
vinced of the truth of the gospel,”
writes Heinrich Bornkamm, ‘“can
fully grasp its historical manifesta-
tions and what is lasting or changing
in them. There is no such thing as

pure objectivity in the history of
thought, which in fact would be ren-
dered sterile by such.”* In 1699
Gottfried Arnold published his Im-
partial History of the Church and
Heresy, to show that the true church
through age has been that of the
persecuted mystics and heretics—
whether his theory is right or not,
it cannot by any effort of the imagi-
nation be called impartial.

Recently Professor Pfeiffer has vig-
orously deplored any side-taking at
all in the study of religion; he thinks
one can maintain perfect scientific
detachment by “keeping facts and
faith, history and revelation, histori-
cal research and theological specula-
tion separate and distinct.” But is
not this appeal for a double book-
keeping that shall “distinguish sharp-
ly between true facts and true doc-
trines™ simply a device for placing
one’s own particular beliefs beyond
the reach of objective investigation?
Is it fair of the doctors to denounce
with moral indignation those who
have not yet given up those partisan
strivings in which they themselves
engaged for generations, and only
gave up with reluctance when years
of determined seeking led to unfore-
seen and embarrassing conclusions?
It is altogether too convenient when
one’s own methods of soapmaking
have failed, to declare to the world
that soap simply cannot be made and
heap contempt on those who are still
trying and abuse on those who have
succeeeded.

When the professor finds that his
facts do not square with his doc-
trines, then, but not until then, he
announces to the world as a general
moral principle that no one should
ever try to compare facts with doc-
trines. That lets him out. But the
escape is altogether so convenient;
the cause of cool and scientific de-
tachment is defended with such sur-
prising heat and censure; and the
announcement of these so liberal and
so obvious principles has come so
suddenly and so late (for until now
church scholars have all admitted to
a degree of partisan interest) that
one is forced to the conclusion that
all this pleading to keep religion out
of religious studies is possibly just
an extreme form of partisan pleading,

(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)

an attempt to save face by the belated
declaration that the rules do not
hold any more—that religious and
historical facts have absolutely noth-
ing to do with each other. Since the
rules no longer favor us, we will
abolish them!

The modern scientific credo is thus
no exception to the rule that an ulte-
rior motive has marked the writing
of church history from the very be-
ginning. “It is dangerous to en-
quire after truth among later writ-
ers,” wrote the great Baronius, “who
are often found to write that which
false rumors, vain imaginings, private
affection and sometimes Flattery sug-
gested to their Minds, to the great
prejudice of Historical Truth.”” But
what about the earlier writers? “The
age was one of rhetoric,” writes Har-
nack of the period from the fourth
century on, “which did not draw
back at artifice and unveracity of
-every kind. Forgery was the
order of the day. . Already in
the fourth century a spirit of lying
prevailed mightily in the official doc-
uments . and in the fifth, and
sixth centuries it ruled the Church.”
At that time “no one any longer
put any faith in any written record
or official document or report.”

After giving various examples of
the use of falisfication by the most
illustrious fathers as a partisan weap-
on, and describing the controversial
literature as “a morass of lies and
rascality,” Harnack concludes that
“one cannot escape the fear that
present-day historians are still alto-
gether too trusting in their attitude
towards this whole literature.

We stand almost everywhere more
or less helpless in the face of a
systematically fabricated tradition.”

Recently Walther Volker has shown
that the great church history of Euse-
bius was actually a “tendentious”
writing designed to prove a particular
point.” The events culminating in the
riotous councils of the fourth century
led thinking men of the time to doubt
whether the church was still on
earth or not: It was to silence his
own doubts on this head that Euse-
bius undertook the researches that
resulted in the ecclesiastical history.
“By the simple process of excerpting
. . . only what agreed with his funda-
mental thesis,” Eusebius, according
to Volker, “altered the appearance of
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the old church history. All the ten-
sions were removed, all the conflicts
smoothed over. . . .”* This work,
which rightfully won for its author
the title of “Father of Church His-
tory,” laid down the line which
church historians have followed ever
since, namely the implicit and un-
questioning defense at all times of the
basic proposition that the Christian
church of today is actually the “apos-
tolic church” of the beginning, no
matter how strangely and wonder-
fully altered. To this proposition all
conventional church history is dedi-
cated; it is the axiom which may never
be questioned and which predeter-
mines the direction of all research,
the bed of Procrustes into which all
the evidence must be made to fit, cost
what it may.

Before we address ourselves to our
proper task, which is (1) to set forth
in order the early reference to the
future of the church, and (2) to
show what modern scholars have to
say on the subject, it is necessary to
get some idea of the nature of the
documents with which we have to
deal, and of the extent to which
church historians have controlled
those documents, actually inventing
the past which they claim, and often
sincerely, to be only discovering.
The reader should be warned that
the thesis of the present study runs
counter to the massive consensus of
church history for over a thousand
years.

Long ago Socrates showed what a
hollow thing consensus is. More re-
cently, in 1932, Olaf Linton pub-
lished his now famous study of what
he calls “the Consensus” of church
history in the nineteenth century.
Therein he shows how the scholars
when they think they are being most
sound, most objective, and most scien-
tific in their construction of church
history, are actually doing little more
than faithfully reflecting their own
background and conditioning. As
they are liberal, democratic, congre-
gational, individualist, so must the
“primitive church” be; if they like
ritual, so did it; if they eschewed it,
so did the early Christians.'! But
what the general public dreams not
of, and even the experts underesti-
mate is that the invention of history
has been a major industry for many
centuries, one of the primary con-
cerns of scholars having been in

every age to control the past. This
is a serious, but not criminal charge,
for as we shall presently see, it is
virtually impossible for anyone to
handle ancient records without in
some way having to control them;
and so, as the records have been
handed on from one generation to
the next, there has been exercised
over them a cumulative, all-pervasive,
and thorough control.

3. Hanp-pickep EVIDENCE

To begin with, anyone who writes
church history has the inescapable
and dangerous obligation of deciding
somehow just what evidence shall
be made available to his readers and
what shall not; obviously, he cannot
include it all. Now anyone who
takes it upon himself to withhold
evidence is actually determining what
the reader’s idea of church history
is going to be—he is controlling the
past. And when the evidence held
back is a thousand times more ex-
tensive than what is brought before
the jury, it is plain that the historian
is free to build up any kind of case
he desires.

Is there no alternative to this
commission of all but absolute power
to a few notoriously partial authori-
ties? There is none. The only com-
pletely fair presentation of church
history would be a full display of all
known evidence laid out before the
public in chronological order—all the
written stuff: histories, letters, ser-
mons, tomes of philosophy, all the
artifacts, ruins, and inscriptions, all
the traditions, rituals, liturgies, and
legends would have to be there,
without any attempt on the part of
the custodian to interpret or control.
But such a corpus would be all but
useless, an impenetrable jungle of
stuff beyond the capacity of any
reader. To be made available even
to specialists it would have to be
classified, broken up into departments
that could be handled by one man
and, as far as the general public is
concerned, each of these would have
to be further reduced by sampling
or condensing. If one were to in-
clude in a source book but one-tenth
of one percent of the writings in the
old Patrologiae alone—and they are
far from exhaustive, even in their
area—the reader would be confront-
ed by five hundred solid pages of

. (Continued on page 44)
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Controlling the Past

(Continued from page 22)

quotation. But how representative is
a selection of one page in a thousand?
One need only examine Kirch’s En-
chiridion for the answer.’® Aside from
all policy and prejudice, sheer neces-
sity has brought it about that what
has been handed on from generation
to generation as standard church his-
tory is a growing accumulation of
carefully hand-picked evidence.

But the business of control does not
end with the selecting of evidence.
Once our texts have been chosen
for presentation, we discover that
they are all without exception in an
imperfect and fragmentary state,
marred by scribal slips, emendations,
interpolations, and deletions. Gen-
erations of careless, or (what is far
more dangerous) careful and delib-
erate scribes have been busy day
and night at the game of controlling
the past by altering the texts they
were supposed to be copying, and as
often as not the alterations have been
intentional. And what is the cure
for this? More correction! The con-
scientious, modern editor proceeds to
control his text by reconstructing it
to say what he believes the original
should have said. Such reconstruc-
tions are not always infallible. In
fact, in the opinion of most scholars,
the reconstructions perpetrated by
most other scholars are pretty bad.

Once the church historian has
picked out the most highly favored
passages to call to the witness stand
and, as a textual ecritic, carefully
tidied them up and brushed their
hair to make a favorable impression
for his client (the client being the
church of his choice—for most church
historians are professional church-
men) a most effective control still
remains; for before the evidence can
be heard by the general public, it
must be translated. Translation is
a far more effective and aggressive
way of controlling the past than

-most people suppose.

The business of selecting, restoring,
and translating pertinent texts is one
that calls for the constant exercise
of judgment and the constant making
of choices. To enable the scholar to
choose between two or more equally
authentic but conflicting passages,
between equally plausible but con-
flicting readings of the passage cho-
sen, and between equally grammatical
but conflicting translations of the
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text thus selected and restored, he
invariably adopts some rule or policy
in the light of which one interpreta-
tion will always enjoy a clear priori-
ty, thus obviating the necessity of
giving serious consideration to the
others. Let us consider the well-
established principles upon which the
experts operate.
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You who have been hurt—hurt in
your hearts, hurt in spirit, you who
have been offended and have with-
drawn yourselves and become a lit-
tle aloof—you need not be alone.
The door is open.

You who have unanswered ques-
tions (which all of us have); you who
are torn between the teachings of
contending teachers, who are con-
fused by conflicting theories: Keep
faith. Reserve judgment. Be pa-
tient. God lives. He is the source
of all truth, and where there seem
to be discrepancies, it is simply be-

(Concluded on following page)
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Qontrolling the Pact

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

4. A1 FOrR THE PARTY

disturbing novel, Nineteen Eighty-

Four, the tyrannical super-state of
the future is operated by its masters
on the proposition that “who con-
trols the past controls the present,
and who controls the present controls
the future.” That is the secret of
power: If you can control people’s
ideas of the past, you control their
ideas of the present and hence the
future. The unhappy hero of the

IN George Orwell’s much cited and

story works in a public relations
office where the past is controlled.
His task is to check all back news-
papers kept in the official files of

Ramses II. For many years scholars were
convinced that he was just about the great-
est builder and warrior king that ever lived.
He planned it that way.

86

the state for any piece of news, no
matter how old, that might embarrass
the government if brought to light
—old promises and prophecies that
have failed, glorious deeds of men
now out of favor with the rulers,
friendly alliances with governments
now odious to the state, and so forth.

When he comes upon such an item,
our hero immediately cuts it out and
burns it, substituting in its place a
revamped version of the same story
of exactly the same length but so re-
written as to make it seem that the
present government has always been
right, infallibly vindicated in the un-
folding of events. It is a careful,
deliberate controlling of the past, a
rewriting of history in retrospect to
suit the present interests and support
the present policies of the Party,
whose authority is thus confirmed
by the verdict of history.

All this seems to us very cynical
and sordid, and yet, appalling as it
seems, Mr. Orwell has given a very
fair description of what has been
going on for thousands of years in
the learned world! Except in its
cold-blooded mechanics, wherein does
the operation described differ from
that of the learned Hebrew Met-
urgemen? In his business of ren-
dering ancient Hebrew into con-
temporary Aramaic “the most diffi-
cult passages were simplified, or ex-
plained, the incidents of the past
conformed to the ideas of the present

. and, finally, the laws expanded
in accordance with the practice and
teaching of later times the
Meturgeman did not scruple to trans-
form the text before him in the
boldest fashion. 218

His motive in this, we are told, was
“to gloss over or to modify everything
which seemed inconsistent with the
accepted view of the history of the
nation, to magnify and expound

everything which redounded to the
credit of the heroes of the past . . .
to explain away the unworthy and
to emphasize the pious motive which
guided their conduct.”'* These learn-
ed men felt it their duty in present-
ing the message of an ancient prophet
to the unlearned, to restate it in such
a way as “to draw out its implicit
teaching; to harmonize the teaching
of the prophet with the current in-
terpretation of the Jewish schools . . .
to modify the language of the proph-
et where it seemed inconsistent with
the traditional view of the nation’s
history and even, in certain cases,
to reverse the plain meaning of the
text.>’1®

Whether or not all this busy re-
vamping of the record is to be de-
plored as dishonest and unscientific
does not concern us at the moment.
What does concern us. is the fact
that the records have been manipu-
lated in a deliberate attempt to con-
trol the past. For many years scholars
were convinced that Ramses II was
just about the greatest builder and
warrior king that ever lived. Ramses
planned it that way. While his stone-
cutters conscientiously effaced from
buildings and monuments the names
of their real builder (that is, where
other enterprising monarchs had
not already beaten him to it) and
substituted in their place the name
of the ruling Ramses, his historians
were busy writing up the accounts
of battles that had turned out badly
for the king in such a way as to trans-
form them into glorious victories. That
was controlling the past in the grand
manner, a practice as old as Egypt
itself. The Fifth Dynasty, for exam-
ple, based its authority on an histori-
cal account of three brothers, which
is a most palpable forgery.

By now some American college
professors know that conventional
Roman history is largely a pious
party fiction, made-to-order history
that bucks the evidence at every turn.
Likewise the whole body of Greek
literature that has come down to us
has had to pass the scrutiny of gen-
erations of narrow and opinionated
men: it is not the literature of the
Greeks that we have inherited but
a puree made from that fraction
of their writings which the doctors
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have felt proper to place in the hands
of students after much abridgment
and revisal. In compiling their col-
lege omnibuses of “standard” plays,
orations, and poems, and in prepar-
ing their College Outline Series of
humanities and science, the profes-
sors of Alexandria effectively con-
signed to oblivion any writings not
on the approved list: the Greek
schoolmen destroyed the Greek herit-
age.'’

Wherever we look in the ancient
world the past has been controlled,
but nowhere more rigorously than
in the history of the Christian church.
The methods of control, wherever
we find them, fall under three gener-
al heads which might be described as
(a) the invention, (b) the destruc-
tion, and (c) the alteration of docu-
ments. They deserve some attention.

a. Fabrication: Tertullian tells of
a scholar in Asia Minor who “out of
FEBRUARY 1955

love for the Apostle” composed a
fantastic miracle and adventure tale
called “The Acts of Paul,” which
did great damage to the church.*
He meant well. “We write these
things,” the Apostles are represented
as protesting in the Apostolic Con-
stitutions, “that you might get things
straight, and not receive books which
are falsely circulated in our name.
... Simon and Cleobus have pub-
lished books in the name of Christ
and the Apostles, and there are all
sorts of forgeries circulating in the
names of the prophets and patri-
archs.”™® But the practice continued
and grew: “Forgery was viewed by
wide circles of the ancient Church
not merely as an excusable fraud,
but a thoroughly legitimate oecono-
mia (operation, administrative meas-
ure) in the war against the enemies
of the faith. Origen, Clement of
Alexandria, Hilary, and John Chry-

sostom all recommend and use the
kale apate (“fair deception™), and
justify it by Jeremiah 4:10" “—Ah,
Lord God! surely thou hast greatly
deceived this people.”

Just as physicians must sometimes
tell fibs to patients to help them
along, and as those tending small
children or the feeble-minded can
handle them and help them more
effectively by making up stories as
they go, so the Christian priest was
to cultivate a useful deception as an
essential tool in dealing with the
laity according to John Chrysostom.*
“When Jacob deceived his father,”
he explains, “that was not deception
but oeconomia.”*"

Jerome admits to employing “a
sometimes useful deception,” and ad-
mires others for the same practice:
“how cunning, how shrewd, what a
dissimulator!”?' And he cites Origen
as teaching that “lying is improper
and unnecessary for God, but is to
be esteemed sometimes useful for
men, provided it is intended that
some good should come of it.”?2 But
whoever lied with any other intent?
In support of his contention, Origen
appeals to Plato’s doctrine of decep-
tion in the Republic—a thing which
had shocked even the pagans.**

It was common practice for Chris-
tian scholars in the Middle Ages
both “without scruple to put for-
ward older texts, with slight altera-
tion, as their own compositions,”*
and to put forth their own composi-
tions without scruple as ancient texts.
For centuries the Medieval Church
rested its claims to temporal power
on the false Isidorian Decretals,
though recognized from the first as
a forgery, and its doctrinal and ritual
structure on the Pseudo-Dionysius
Areopagiticus, a most obvious fake.

“Whoever knows and understands
the men of the Middle Ages,” Bohm-
er writes, “how many of them, though
excellent bishops, abbots, clerics, and
monks by the standards of the time,
practised falsification of documents,
(here follows a list of important
names) will answer with an
unqualified affirmative” the question,
“could Lanfranc have been a com-
mon forger?”?> The common pur-
pose of such forgeries was to control
the past, specifically to make it ap-
pear that certain episcopal sees, es-
pecially that of Rome, had from the
earliest times enjoyed more powers
and prerogatives for which in fact
no real evidence existed.*®

(Continued on page 104)
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CONTROLLING THE PAST

(Continued from page 87)

The zealous Thomas Comber finds
that in the official editions of the
Councils as in Baronius “there is
such adding and expunging, such
altering and disguising things in the
Body of the Councils, and such ex-
cusing, falsifying, and shuffling in
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the Notes, that a Judicious Reader
will soon perceive these Venerable
Records . . . do not favor them. But
these Corruptions are carried on with
such Confidence and Cunning, that
an unexperienced and unwary Stu-
dent, may be imposed on by this

(Continued on page 106)
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MAY we look further for a moment at a conclusion already
. arrived at: that every man has more faith within him-
self than he sometimes supposes—not only faith in tangible
and touchable factors and forces, but faith also in the unseen,
untouchable intangibles, and in the eternal future. It was
meant that men should live in part by faith; and even the
cynic has more faith than he himself sometimes supposes.
One evidence of our faith is that all of us do some planning

@ for the future. We do not, not any of us, do all our living
;5 altogether in the present or the past; and any thought for the
;‘) future carries with it an element of faith. Another evidence
© s the inherent awareness within us of our own enduring
(('f identity, of the perpetuation of personality by which we are
9’ and always shall be distinguishable from all others. The
;5 evidence is within and all around us: We cannot imagine
@ ourselves as being nothing. We cannot imagine ourselves as
2 being anything except ourselves. All the yearnings we have,
§§ all the awareness within, all the reason, law, and order—
©  our intelligence, talents, personality, character, and all the
ﬁﬁ intimations of immortality within us—all give evidence, as-
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surance, certainty, of the eternal plan and purpose of Him
who made us in his image. And this faith inborn within
us was placed there for a purpose: to help to give us an
awareness of whence we came, and why we’re here, and
what we can become. And all the unessential things with
which we sometimes so much load our lives, the fineries
and fashions, the elaborate equipment of comfort and con-
venience, the many things which most men have never
known, could all be missing, and still life would be meaning-
ful beyond measure because the things that matter most, our
lives, our loved ones, continue always and forever. It is
this faith which is in fact, “the substance of things hoped
for, the evidence of things not seen”;! it is this faith that sus-
tains us in our failures and frustrations, in discouragement,
in sorrow and sickness; it is this faith that assures us of the
love and wisdom and fairness and justice of a leving Father,
whose purpose is to bring to pass our happiness and peace
and everlasting progress. It is this faith that gives us patience
to wait for the ultimate, unseen answers. Thank God for
faith which grows to greater faith, for faith by which men
can and do endure in faithfulness and faith.

jA( \gj:m/w/) /[ '"{"{w/ & FROM TEMPLE SQUARE

PRESENTED OVER KSL AND THE COLUMBIA BROADCASTING

SYSTEM, DECEMBER 12, 1954
Copyright, 1954

1Hebrews 11:1.
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Controlling the Past

(Continued from page 104)
specious show of Venerable Antiqui-
nAEeld

Now in such matters the general
public shows no inclination to be
either experienccd or wary; even so,
any faint stirrings of a critical spirit
have been anticipated and forestalled
by ample professional restrictions and
taboos. On the whole the controlling
of the past with the most reliable of
all human traits, mental inertia, as
its chief ally has been a strangely
easy business. There is, as we have
pointed out elsewhere, no such thing
as a clever forgery—and there does
not need to be, for while no forgery
can succeed without public approval,
no forgery (as the clumsy Piltdown
hoax has proved) can fail if it has
that approval. And public approval
is as sure a thing as the mass igno-
rance and laziness that guarantee it.

A famous letter written by Inno-
cent I of Rome to the Bishop of Gub-
bio in 416 provides a commentary
on this theme, which is all the more
cnllé,htcmnc for being unintentional.
The pope is deploring the fact that
the church of Gubbio (actually with-
in the metropolitan authority of
Rome) observes different rites for
the mass from those found at Rome:
“Where everyone feels free to ob-
serve not what comes by tradition,
but whatever seems good to him,”
writes the Bishop of Rome, “we see
established observances and ways of
celebrating of diverse nature, depend-
ing on the location of the churches.
The result is a scandal for the people
who, not knowing that the traditions
have been altered by human pre-
sumption, think either that the
Churches are not in agreement with
cach other, or that the Apostles es-
tablished contradictory things.”=

Whatever usage they find, the peo-
ple naturally attribute to the Apos-
tles. Why not?—are they not in-
structed to do so? How can they
be expected to know “that the ancient
traditions have been altered by hu-
man presumption” On the igno-
rance and complacency of the general
public the religious innovator can
always rely. Sometimes, however, the
public itself forces the scholars to go
farther than they want to. This is
especially so in the case of church
history, where the demand for im-
mediate and definite answers is con-
stant and pressing. What is the poor

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA



researciier to do? “The sources were
very scarce and fragmentary,” writes
Linton of the great days of “scienti-
fic” scholarship in the field, “in order
to derive any definite information at
all from them, it was necessary to
interpret these sources and to fill
them out. . . . From the very nature
of the thing the passages were read
with modern eyes.”* The public
could only be satisfied at the price
of controlling the past.

b. Censorship: But forgery is a
risky business. Much more safe and
dignified, and equally effective, is
the office of the censor. When the
Septuagint was accepted by the Jews
as the official text of the Old Testa-
ment it was declared to have been
revealed from heaven, and all com-
peting texts were officially destroyed.
But later when ‘“the Hebrew text
was fixed again from old manuscripts
rescued from the temple of Jerusa-
lem,” the Septuagint was found to
disagree with this miraculous dis-
covery and accordingly “was de-
clared to be the work of Satan.” So
carefully was the order for its de-
struction carried out that “with the
exception of . . . two little bits of
papyrus with fragments of a few
verses of Deuteronomy,” to this day

(n

Ramses II returning in triumph from
Syria. (From the monuments of Karnak.)

“not a single line, neither of the
‘Septuagint’ nor of any other parts
of the Greek Bible, written by a Jew,
is so far known to be preserved.”*"
But with the passing of time grave
differences arose regarding the cor-
rect readings of this Hebrew Bible
as those readings underwent constant
change at the hands of copyists and
emendators, and so it became nec-
essary to restore the text to its ancient
purity. This was the work of Maso-
retes, and since they “had no model
of classical Hebrew to which they
could adapt the pronunciation of
Hebrew . . . they tried to create an
ideal pronunciation which they be-

(Continued on page 110)
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(Continued from page 107)

lieved to be correct.”* To establish
this new text all other—and older—
Bibles were ordered destroyed, and
before many years the fact that the
Masorete text stood unchallenged was
taken as clear proof that it must be
the true and original version of the
Bible, for people naturally forgot
that the reason why it stood alone
through the centuries was that its
competitors had all been deliberately
and systematically extirpated. Kahle
compares this to the claims of the
Roman church to pristine purity of
doctrine in the Middle Ages: it was,
or appeared to be, the oldest sur-
viving doctrine only because the oth-
ers had been suppressed or destroy-
ed.??

(To be continued)
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CENSORSHIP 5

that the very first words of the

Bible had been edited and their
meaning changed by “an old Jew
without any authority,” he knew
whereof he spoke.”* Not that the
manipulation of that particular pas-
sage has been definitely proven—
there is not yet enough evidence, one
way or the other—but that the com-
mon practice of such manipulation has
of recent years become an established
fact, thanks to the labors of Kahle and
others. The work of the Masoretes,
far from being, as it was meant to be,
the final and definitive fixing of the
sacred text for all time, simply laid
the groundwork for new and daring
“reconstructions.”

For the Masoretic text in its turn
~suffered the usual process of dete-
rioration until, in the sixteenth cen-
tury, Jacob ben Chaiyim set himself
to the task of rescuing it from the
state of corruption into which it had
fallen: “He was convinced that there
was only one correct Masora—the
Masora compiled by himself—and
that the text arranged by him accord-
ing to this Masora was the very
text which had been established by
the great Masoretic authorities of
Tiberias. ”3t  And so scholars
accepted Jacob ben Chaiyim’s text
as the one authoritative one; and
when through the ensuing four cen-
turies, older and better texts turned
up and showed wherein ben Chaiyim
had been wrong, what did the scholars
do—correct him? Far from it: they
corrected the ancient manuscripts
to agree with ben Chaiyim! His
hasty, superficial, and hopelessly out-
of-date text “has been regarded as
the only authoritative text up to
the present day.”® In the nineteenth
century Baer made the most notable
effort to restore the pure Old Testa-
ment. His method was simple and
effective: from all the material be-
fore him he “selected . . . what he
regarded as ‘correct’ and what dif-
fered he declared to be ‘corrupt,’
‘incomplete,” or ‘in confusion.’
But Baer not only selected what he
regarded as the ‘correct’ text from
the material at his disposal, he also
freely altered reading of his manu-
scripts when they did not give what
he regarded as ‘correct.®® So when
confronted by valuable old manu-
scripts or even by texts corrected by
the great ben Asher himself, Baer’s
disciples firmly rejected them, since

152

WHEN Joseph Smith announced

Qontrolling the Pact

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

they differed from Baer’s hypotheti-

cal reconstruction- of them.®?

not as one might suppose, the dis-
covery of new and revealing manu-
scripts that controls and guldes the
it is their
thinking that controls the discoveries.

thinking of the scholars;

“They approach the texts,”

Father Deimel, the Sumerian expert,
“with a preestablished and ready-
made system, and then force them to
conform to this bed of Procrustes.

Even when the scholars

“gnashed their teeth and accepted”
new discoveries, according to Hous-
man, they have been prompt to make
it appear that such findings were no
‘and the history of
scholarship is mutilated to save the
face of those who have impeded

surprise to them,

3339

progress.

Anyone who thinks Kahle may

have exaggerated should con-
sult Goldschmidt’s introduction
to his standard edition of the
Babylonian Talmud.  Over
400 years ago Daniel Bomberg
brought out the first com-
plete printed text of the Tal-

mud. It was widely circulated
and became the “standard
text.” But in the ensuing

centuries, as might be expected,
vast numbers of ancient Tal-
mud manuscripts have been
discovered, texts entirely un-
known to Bomberg and differ-
ing very widely from his text
as well as among themselves.
Even without these discoveries
it is apparent that the Bom-
berg text swarms with mis-
takes” obvious even to the

A CAREFUL CONTROL
JOB: Comparison of this with
less damaged copies of the same
text shows that we have here a
studious inking out of any pas-
sage or word that might possibly
be construed to cast disrespect
on the Christians or heighten
the prestige of the Jews.

Part III

casual reader.
It is

mud,
other editor.

doctors and that
forever.

wrote

=88 Svand: so is his!

have

Bomberg edition
justified by any
schmidt retains it

tion

& culantod o g

In the face of this,
one would expect all kinds of new
and improved editions of the Tal-
since Bomberg claimed no
more divine inspiration than any ¢
But not a bit of it!

His text had been accepted by the

if it cannot be justified he still lets
it stand but makes a modest sugges-
in a footnote.

~

settled the matter

“All subsequent editions

have been virtually stereotype copies -
of the first,” Goldschmidt tells us, ’
He brushes aside all
the great manuscript discoveries—
out of respect for the received text
he will not even consider them.** If
even the most obvious blunder in the »

can possibly be
argument, Gold-
without comment; .

“The present

-
v N«_.._.._.,__r

W EARAEaLe mm«mqmusﬁ o

Lhe L 2 RIS L A AR et
ynmm-um,am—..lmmwmm i
COUOUUISNO  NTh LM L ARE L, L W
&} .,mw ACAIEE AGHEE. K AL e 3

s RO TR L R U €
l..:.s,uma.b: sxwmx., e e
oL Qutkiorg WOiea o 1t 9 thdth s
%qzﬁum..ms.crdmluhexgmﬂ i akh
e w:xmmmwm
WL QLR T i o] e Cilaty 4
chtm.a, dasal o fs :nm;;‘ma

T B !.hf ARG L ﬂ». W.LKK
(LG £ (U L undE o o)
HIROAN CLNT SO x,auz it
S AT LERL LSS LTl

LA cmw.unu o ms.
DI A SO e
43 any s oo sl oot ey

A S AT G B Ui

Fiach i

o ww&umm ank

.
“‘gﬁ.mtc&mw»m‘p uapﬁ -
et L A umalmch_‘m& -
.ﬁ.a»mﬂm"twﬁmwﬁ'!‘&ﬂ 4"t

———-—
Ty u:.wa.:a..em ankedsoalons xal ¥
oda veL
WL hmw:mmu,:w nmmwm
| Amsedhel A weae v NS N VAM e o
M CAT T QAT AT S0 B COARM it
SR 73 W, SO T, £ N Sl RS GO O,
\MwMu,xm.dM‘tm&mwu,u .
drerad et ik 2

o 03 I O 500 LT T 0 LS
LS Ea o W, ATV Slin ae——
< R x
AT AR IR % B W RO
WAL e . W a’sn
R T ) AR LI m
h.ﬁn‘ﬂ.,uw 1A AL LEAR
REES. T T Eﬁ)-mli#-hl Ealid ¥ 4
B g e
it 6 . AR O €L R T
AP & 3 Aovn o,
43 et a0 e Lo o cunliesu B
vy ! sl 0 i e G KNI
w Amdgiod

] TR S LT M e 1 €5
2l e o d ol (R0 i GG ik

1 Ry
EtetRaTE §

wR ] ot ool et gagd

CRLER GO A Sl A s A enad H‘M
iy Mwﬁ:mxwmwmmwa

s

i anm dopiln I—— UL 0L S—————
s “ e :es:,e:.'*u
—‘_ oo - - il i oA B AL WA
. sl coaed aoih, - é:
 oudbibamaacnet s aia. Nnbiiiinm . SLAUAL AU LR GRS Ay
N S A e
e e e e N wmmunm
D e——-— b WD USE w19
i ~ m&mvmwamam A3 140 EUR L
rw— e i BB 3 G Ny g
TR E DAL TICL N AT . G0N0 AT LTLE, LA eE 42

| MIEA S B S0 EORA oo Holk ERI AB!
T T QUL O s L 23 nﬁx'ﬁw
AL UL AR T TR G S AL
158 g Lon. ot m,-ﬁm-lw-l
;Vaulw,w, 4t el uam,mwm— g

o w!mglu:m :A. u:‘.na u*tw.wm
vﬂwmwu,emmm,m act

e |

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA :



g e

7 pyertonme>bwole

o

sehon ywm e osh

, nwfﬁmmwmmmmvn‘ym:‘{;m:wémm !
; o 1 VTP RO DMK D3RIV i b e
3 oo P yon e Kk I3 hap o pr'm:
FIETION N33 TR ATUARTITI CWPOPN K TP ORI R
bk mzmue v 03 s NPy Do KN DR iy K
D3 AR DI AEINYHa3 PN DMK K 0P 13PM0 Y DT A D1E0N 10K

£ w200 53k on MG oMW YT
proeYabn o ph

ey ey

v e on e o3 pan

ot ¥ ropnrein ‘

o

HEAVY-HANDED CONTROL OF THE PAST: An official censor iriked out a passage in a volume of Maimonides (Venice,
1551). The Jewish owner of the book then wrote what he could of the passage from memory in the margin on the left. Later a
surprise inspection by another censor inked out this reconstruction, and probably cost the offender a heavy fine.

edition,” he announces with pride
rather than shame, “is thus an exact
reproduction of the first Bomberg edi-
tion; all other readings, even those
which are obviously more correct, are
put in footnotes as variant readings,
the text itself remaining untouched.”
The official stamp of approval has so
sanctified a text which the doctors
themselves describe as extremely in-
accurate and poorly substantiated
that “no Talmud authority would ac-
cept as reliable any text ‘improved’
from the manuscripts or by scholar-

" ly judgment, or even recognize such

as a Talmud text at all.”’*' Though
it is hard for the layman to believe
that such things can be, they are the
rule rather than the exception.

The rigorous and arbitrary censor-
ship of ancient texts belongs to the
common heritage of all the “people
of the book,” being an established

routine in every age. Antiochus or-
dered all copies of the Jewish scrip-
tures burned, and pronounced the
death penalty on anyone guilty of
possessing a copy.**?  Diocletian
passed a like law against all Christian
writings, and Constantine followed
his example by condemning to death
anyone guilty of possessing writings
by the heretics Porphyr or Arius.**
In 449 Theodosius and Valentinian
passed a law that “all that . . . any
person may have written against the
pious religion of the Christians be
committed to the flames wherever
found.”** Accordingly Bishop Theod-
oret of Cyprus can boast of having
collected and destroyed in his diocese
more than two hundred copies of the
diatessaron New Testament.*> When
it was officially decided (for party
reasons) that Ephraim should be
“regarded as the classical Syrian poet,
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all older forms of Syrian poetry were
regarded as imperfect and were de-
stroyed.”*® The Arabs, raised up in
the same tradition, upon fixing t.he
final text of the Koran, so carelully
destroyed all other texts that for 1200
years it was possible to maintain
that the accepted text was the very
one dictated by the Prophet, though
today, we know that it was nothing
of the sort.*” In this wholesale de-
struction of texts to control the past,
it is precisely the religious who are
least troubled by qualms of con-
science, “for how” asks EuSebius,
“could a man who writes against the
Christians do anything but lie?”*®
But usually the violent economy
of wholesale book burning is not
necessary to control the past. Skil-
ful officials avoid it as the brutal
and straightforward technique of
soldiers and governors, and a risky
business in the bargain—for there is
no telling what slippery or forgotten
pages might escape the flames, and
the subsequent discovery of such has
sometimes proved very embarrassing.
The shrewd administrator can exer-
cise an equally crippling censorship
simply by condemning certain items
(Continued on following page)
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wherever they appear, as when Theo-
dosius ordered all his subjects to con-
sider “any laws or rescripts alleged
in the favor of heretics as either
fraud or forgery.”

To prove that an order is fraudulent
one needs no further evidence than
that the party doesn’t like it: it is
not distasteful to the party because it
is a forgery, but is automatically de-
clared a forgery because it is distaste-
ful. Acting on this principle, modern
scholars tried to decide whether the
account of the Council of Sinuessa
was spurious or not solely on the
grounds of whether its acceptance
would do the Church more harm than
good.

One school accepted it as genuine
because it said something they
thought highly favorable to the
Roman Church; the other school con-
demned it because it said something
else which they thought very damag-
ing. The whole problem was whether
the story was more favorable to the
Church than otherwise—in which
case it would be automatically ac-
cepted as true. Hefele finds the
damage greater than the benefit, and
so declares it false.* With such prin-
ciples to guide him, the clever
scholar in his office of editor can
make the past out to be pretty much
what he wants it to be.

The voluminous writings of Am-
brose are, according to Leander, full
of things “that differ from the
catholic sense,” being “by no means
in agreement with sound doctrine.”
Accordingly, every such statement
was to be regarded automatically as
apocryphal and removed from the
text by a special committee appointed
by the Pope in 1580.°* Does that
sound naive? No less a sophisti-
cated intellectual than Gilson begins
his philosophical investigation of
God with the announcement, “If
we believe by faith that God has
spoken, since what God says is true,
all that contradicts the word of God
can, and must, be at once excluded as
false.””* Is it at all surprising then that
M. Gilson ends up by proving his
faith, since all his arguments must
conform? He is in the position of a
man who declares as an article of faith
that any coin when tossed will al-
ways come down heads. This being
the true faith, anything that contra-
dicts it, such as those times when a
coin comes down tails, “can and must
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be excluded as false.” The religious
censor is thus not troubled by con-
science, and, once he is thoroughly
conversant with the party line, has a
very easy time of it.

A subtle and very effective form
of censorship is the silent treatment.
“It is permitted,” writes St. Augus-
tine, “for the purpose of building
up religion in things pertaining to
piety, when necessary, to conceal
whatever appears to need concealing;
but it is not permitted to lie, of course,
and so one may not conceal by way
of lying.”®* The distinction is too
fine, for silence can be very menda-
cious. The celebrated Duchesne, ac-
cording to his biographer, M. Leclercq,
was honest, open, and impartial in all
the questions of church history that
he treated, “but he would not handle
all the questions: for example, he
built a wall around the life of Jesus
and the founding of the church, and
he would not allow anyone to ap-
proach it. . . . He would not tolerate
any discussion or any hesitation on
that subject.” Yet the whole labor
of his life was “to prove the validity
of the Church’s historic claims,”—
and the whole burden of the proof
rests in the life of Jesus and the
foundation of the Church, the two
subjects of which he would tolerate
no examination, even by himself!**
Recently (1952) the Knights of
Columbus Foundation for the Preser-
vation of Historical Documents in the
Vatican Library sent out a brochure
announcing its admirable project of
microfilming the entire contents of
the Vatican Library and housing the
films in a special building in St. Louis.
Only not quite all of the mighty
collection was to be thus preserved:
“The documents which the Church
has been collecting for nearly 20 cen-
turies,” reads the announcement, “in-
clude, of course, the ecclesiastical
records from the earliest Christian
era. These are housed separately in
the Vatican Archives and are not to
be microfilmed.” Why not? one asks
with surprise; and the answer is a
shocker: *. . . as they are not of gen-
eral interest to scholars.”

Now anyone who consults the card
index of any of our big libraries can
quickly discover that precisely “the
earliest Christian era” has been the
subject of more books and studies
than all the other centuries combined.
If “the ecclesiastical records from the
earliest Christian era” cast anything

like a favorable light on the case of
the Roman Church, we could long
since have expected to see them
splashed on the covers of some nation-
al magazines, not “housed separately”
and withheld from circulation. “Not
of general interest to scholars,” in-
deed! The editors of the Patrologia
are more ingenuous when they explain
their failure to include certain impor-
tant texts in what purports to be a
complete collection of sources: “The
editors have not published these three
letters because of certain calumnies
against the pope.”

The silent treatment is recom-
mended however, only in dealing
with powerfully unco-operative docu-
ments. It is usually possible to con-
trol a text simply by weeding out the
objectionable matter here and there
instead of condemning whole books.
Why destroy all the letters of Cyprian
because some of them refute Roman
claims? You only need declare the
unfavorable ones forgeries, as Arch-
bishop Tizzani did, and accept all the
others. 'When Rufinus of Aquileia,
translating early Christian texts at
the end of the fourth century, comes
upon passages presenting the pe-
culiar and unacceptable doctrines of
the early Christians, especially con-
cerning God, he simply leaves those
passages out, as he explains with dis-
arming frankness.® When he is
translating Origen and finds his text
saying something with which he does
not agree, he just naturally assumes,
he tells us, that Origen never wrote
any such thing and either rewrites
the offending passage or strikes it
out altogether!”” When Eusebius
finds anything in the records of Con-
stantine’s life which might not make
edifying reading (and there is

plenty!), he deliberately omits such -

improper stuff, he explains, lest it
detract from the glory of his sub-
ject.”®
raphers of Mohammed boast that they
have eliminated all offensive pas-
sages and accepted into their histories
only such material as will cast luster
upon the name and reputation of
the Prophet.”

Sometimes, however, one can pre-
serve an entire text almost intact
simply by inserting a single syllable
into it—the little word “not.” Though
a powerful censor, this tiny word
comes so near to being nothing in
itself, that editors apparently think

(Continued on page 166)
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little harm can be done by introduc-
ing it here and there where care-
less scribes seem to have a habit of
leaving it out. Thus in the 127
Canons of the Apostles we read that
the church has lost the power once
enjoyed by the saints to drive out
devils, raise the dead, and speak in
tongues, though those powers were
meant to be “signs to those who be-
lieve.” This agrees perfectly with
Mark 16:17, “. . . these signs shall
follow them that believe,” etc. but
not with the conventional Christian
thesis, that the loss of the signs was
not serious since they were meant to
impress only unbelievers.

And so our editor helpfully in-
serts the little word which the original
writer somehow overlooked: “that
they should be a sign to those who
do not believe!”® In the same spirit
of helpfulness, when Justin Martyr
propounds the doctrine (to which he
refers a number of times) that “God
created the world out of unorganized
matter,” Lange, editing the text in
the Patrologia, is good enough to
oblige with a useful insertion: “.
God created the world not out of un-
organized matter,” to which by way
of clarification he adds a further in-
terpolation, “but out of nothing.”®!
Why bother to condemn Justin as a
heretic when his words can be so
easily controlled?

¢) Emendation—the Rewrite Job:
The excision of annoying passages
and the insertion of useful ones is,
after all, a surgery of last resort. Most
scholars prefer to display their skill
and ingenuity in the more cultivated
art of emendation, the correction of
purely scribal errors. The object of
the game is to make the greatest pos-
sible change in the reading of a text
by the least possible alteration of
the written word; the smaller the al-
teration and the more striking the
change of reading it effects, the more
“brilliant” the emendation is con-
sidered. This, however, is a three-
dimensional chess game reserved for
the elite: the art of rewriting texts
is practised with little enough subtlety
by most churchmen, whose prime
concern has ever been to do a pious
rather than a convincing rewrite job.
At a very early period, “when anyone,
Catholic or heretic, found a state-
ment in the New Testament which
appeared to be wrong,” according to
Kirsopp Lake, “it would seem to him
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a moral duty to correct an obvious
scribal error into a true statement.
But who can say what are the limits
of ‘scribal errors’?”%? Those limits
are set by any pious reader whose
duty it is to alter the text whenever
he feels the scribe is off the track.
This is an unlimited license to con-
trol the past.

In one of the very earliest post-
apostolic  writings, Ignatius repri-
mands those Christians who won’t
believe anything that can’t be proved
from the archives, telling the Phila-
delphians, “My archives are Jesus
Christ, and they can’t be tampered
with.”**  Which shows not only how
soon the Church took to resting its
case on documents, but also how soon
those documents began to be con-
trolled.

The original version of Josephus’
Jewish War (II, 110) contained a
very unflattering reference to Christ.
For this reason the book was con-
demned. Yet the writings of Josephus
had been raised to almost canonical
rank by the Christians—how could
this treasure be saved? In the old-
est surviving manuscripts, the famous
passage about Christ has been sav-
agely inked out, rubbed out, or cut
out, as if in hasty attempts to clear
the owners of any charge of possessing
illicit writings. In later manuscripts,
however, this passage re-emerges, but
this time wonderfully altered: by the
changing of a few words and a little
deft insertion and deletion the insult-
ing paragraph has now become a
glowing character reference for Jesus
from the mouth of an infidel!®*

Coming down to our own time, we
find the emendator still at work in
the same old shop. When Pére
Batiffol reads in the Odes of Solomon,
“Thou hast introduced thy person in-
to the world,” he asks, “How could
God introduce his person into the
world which belongs to him? Let us
rather say that God introduces his
‘countenance’ instead: not prosopon
(person), but morphe (face, form).”%
Let us say, “indeed! And what has
the author to say about it? “This
passage,” Batiffol obligingly explains,
“calls for a rather energetic correction
in order to have sense.”® Sense for
whom? The second-year Greek stu-
dent is constantly running into pas-
sages that make no sense to him, and
which he feels strongly urged to “cor-
rect.” But when a text fails to make
sense to a reader, or makes undesir-

able sense to his church, the last
thing he may do is to alter it to some
form that he and his party can ac-
cept. And that is notoriously the
first thing that religious scholars do—
just look through the footnotes of
almost any early volume of the
Patrologiae.

In all his extensive writings, it is
axiomatic with M. Batiffol that any-
thing not satisfactory to his church
can only be nonsense. Armed with
this supremely practical and conven-
ient rule of thumb, he has no diffi-
culty or hesitation in perpetrating
his “energetic corrections” whenever
an ancient writing refuses to cooperate
with him or his party. The Odes of
Solomon, for example, repeatedly
speaks of “the worlds” in the plural.
In one place it declares of Christ, “In
Him the worlds speak one to an-
other,” making him the common
Lord of many worlds. Such was
early Christian doctrine; but not
modern: “One is surprised,” writes
Batiffol, “to see ‘the worlds’ speak-
ing to one another; one would expect
rather that it would be men. . .. I
would understand it to read ‘men,’
not ‘worlds.” ”* To what purpose,
then, does an ancient author say
“worlds” if an editor many centuries
later can substitute any word that
suits him in its place? Is a poet writ-
ing some eighteen-hundred years ago
under any obligation to put down
what “one would expect” him to write
today? Apparently he is.

(To be continued)
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COLONIA JUAREZ

(Nelle Spilsbury Hatch. Deseret Book
Company, Salt Lake City, Utah. 259
pages, plus photos, maps, tables, and

lists. 1954. $3.50.)

THIS book is an interesting and inti-
mate contribution to a little-known
chapter of “Mormon” pioneer history,
far from the headquarters of the Church.
Colonia Juarez was settled by LDS
Church members in the eighties, and
they worked to build up town, homes,
and schools. The story of their tribula-
tions and triumphs, the “exodus” of
1912 when most of the Saints were ex-
pelled frem Mexico, the troubled several
years of the Mexican revolutionary
period, the amazing friendliness of
Pancho Villa toward the Mormon peo-
ple, and the return of some of the exiles,
is told by one who participated in much
of that about which she writes.

Mrs. Hatch was graduated from Juarez
Stake Academy in 1906, and both she
and her husband taught there later.
She was appointed Juarez Stake his-
torian in 1936, and from her work on
that assignment this book has developed.
She writes, therefore, not as a rigidly
professional historian with cold objec-
tiveness, but with the warm and sym-
pathetic understanding of a spectator
and participant.—S. B. T.

WE BELIEVE
(Ora Pate Stewart. Bookcraft, Salt Lake
City. 112 pages. $1.00.)

HIS is a pocket-sized volume, discuss-

ing in sequence the thirteen Articles
of Faith of the Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints, “written especially
for the youth of the Church.” Major
emphasis is placed on the first principles,
which is perhaps as it should be; this
results in the first four Articles of Faith
filling sixty pages—more than half the
book—while discussion of the last four
articles totals only fourteen pages.

—S. B. T.

A GARDEN IN WYOMING
(Bertha C. Maudsley. Granite Publish-
ing Company, Salt Lake City. 222 pages.
1954.)

HE author grew up under the stress

of pioneer living in Star Valley,
Wyoming. In this book she looks back
over six decades of life, and finds it
prevailingly good. Brief chapters, il-
lustrated with twenty-seven family pro-
traits in singles and groups, deal with
genealogy; most of the rest is personal
reminiscence. Here and there is an
inevitable touch of heartbreak, but most
of the recollections are happy ones, told
in anecdote and dialogue, recording the
highlights of a friendly and fruitful
life—S. B. T.
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6. By WHAT AUTHORITY?

modern standards, find their work

immeasurably simplified by the use
of certain favorite yardsticks. With
the textual critics this yardstick is
“the best manuscript.” Among a dozen
or more ancient manuscripts of a text,
one is certain to have fewer mistakes
in it, that is, to be nearer the original
form, than any of the others. Having
located this one, a critic will turn to
it and it alone in every case of doubt,
oblivious of the fact that the best au-
thority may at times be hopelessly
wrong, just as the worst authority
may be surprisingly right.

That is another way of saying that
there are no authorities. But the
scholars insist on acting as if there
were because if they had such to ap-
peal to, their problem of constantly
having to make decisions would be
solved. And so they solve it by cre-
ating the authorities to which they
then appeal! This procedure drives
Mr. Housman to wrathful sermons:
“By this time,” he writes, “it has
become apparent what the modern
conservative critic really is: a crea-
ture moving about in worlds not
realized. His trade is one which re-
quires, that it may be practised in
perfection, two qualifications only:
ignorance of language and abstinence
from thought. The tenacity with
which he adheres to the testimony of
scribes has no relation to the trust-
worthiness of that testimony, but is
dictated wholly by his inability to
stand alone. . . .” These gentlemen,
he says, “use manuscripts as drunk-
ards use lamp-posts—not to light
them on their way, but to dissimulate
their instability.”""

But relatively few men work with
original manuscripts.  Far more
common are those other yardsticks,
the pet hypothesis and the official
party line. Mr. Toynbee uses pet
hypotheses just as textual critics use
pet manuscripts: “Toynbee’s images,”
writes M. Frankfort, “betray an evo-
lutionistic as well as moral bias which
intereferes with the historian’s su-
preme duty,” since he merely “projects
postulates which fulfill an emotional
need in the West [i.e., his own cul-

THOSE who hold ancient writers to

Qontrolling the Pagt

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

Part IV

tural standards] into human groups
whose values lie elsewhere.”®® Tak-
ing his own culture as a yardstick,
Toynbee has no difficulty at all in
telling at a glance just how advanced
or retarded everybody else has been.

This is one of the oldest and easiest
games in the world, though it was
not until the nineteenth century that
its devotees had the effrontery to call
it a science. The “evolutionistic
bias” of modern scholarship has
played havoc with ancient history,
not oniy predetermining every re-
action of the historian to his text, but
also in most cases freeing him from
any obligation towards the text at
all.  Many large college textbooks
are brought forth by men who, it is
painfully apparent, have never both-
ered to read through the documents
on which their work is supposed to
be based. Their confidence in a
moth-eaten rule-of-thumb is simply
sublime—why should one waste
precious eyesight examining moldy
evidence when everybody knows al-
ready what the answer is going to be?
“Naturally,” writes one of the better
authorities of our time, speaking of
the ancient world in general, “the
earlier kingdoms were neither large
nor firmly established.”

What economy is here! Who
would beat a weary trail to the stacks
in search of early kingdoms when he
can reconstruct them at will by the
application of a simple and universal
rule? If one knows from biological
analogy that early states were natur-
ally small and weak, why spoil the
game by toying with evidence which
might prove that historically they
were nothing of the sort?%?

But more damaging to the past
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even than the wilful and mechanical
application of lazy hand-me-down
“science” to its reconstruction is the
rule of vanity. In the end, as Hous-
man demonstrates at length, a schol-
ar’s right to reconstruct history or
restore a battered text rests on the
possession of personal gifts which
escape analysis. Here is high art in-
deed! The expert feels in his bones
that what he says is what is right, un-
aware that his bones have been under-
going constant Conditioning since the
day of his birth. He is trained and
intelligent; he means to be perfectly
scientific and detached; he is con-
stitutionally incapable of wanton er-
ror; how then can he be wrong?

Answer: simply by being human!
Purity of motive is no guarantee of
infallibility; the greatest of errors are
by no means intentional, and are
often made by the ablest of scholars.
Yet because Dr. Faugh means to write
an honest, impartial, and objective
history we are expected by his pub-
lishers to have the decency, or at
least the courtesy, to believe that his
history is honest, impartial, and ob-
jective. No scholar alive possesses
enough knowledge to speak the final
word on anything, and as to integrity,
let us rather call it vanity.

After surveying the whole field of
Ezekiel scholarship for the period
1933-43, W. A. Irwin came out with
the flat announcement that “not a
single scholar has succeeded in con-
vincing his colleagues of the finality
of his analysis of so much as one pas-
sage.”  Why not? Because “they
have given only opinions, when the
situation cries aloud for . . . evidence.

There is no clearly emerging
recognition of a sound method by
which to assault this prime problem.
Every scholar goes his own way, and
according to his private predilection
chooses what is genuine and what is
secondary in the book; and the figure
and work of Ezekiel still dwell in
thick darkness.”” No common yard-
stick having been agreed on, every
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expert is his own yardstick, to which
Ezekiel must conform. This we call
the rule of vanity, when the scholar
simply sets himself up as the final
court of appeal.

There are, it is true, worse things
than vanity, which is common to all
men, and it often happens that the
very pomposity of a scholar clears him
of any suspicion of cynicism or intent
to deceive. As Scaliger teaches us in
his table talk, the principal weakness
of the learned lies not in their slyness
or vindictiveness but in their almost
childlike simplicity and gullibility
where their own gifts and talents are
concerned.

Professor von Gall, for example,
was perfectly sincere in his conviction
that the doctrine of the Messiah could
not possibly have been known to the
Jews before the Exile; then when he
found passages in the Old Testament
that made it perfectly clear that that

doctrine was known to them, he
solemnly accused such non-co-opera-
tive texts of “obscuring the clear line
of thought” which he was following;
and in all good faith he then removed
those passages from the Bible: “If
we remove these,” he explains, “then
almost everything falls into perfect
order—unless the text is corrupt.” If
any lingering traces of the Messianic
teaching remain in the text after von
Gall has got through with it, he begs
us to attribute such to lurking cor-
ruptions which he has overlooked.
How disarming, and how naive!™

Neither can we charge with mal-
practice those students of history who,
having become sincerely convinced
that there was no organization in the
primitive church, deftly remove as a
corruption of the text anything in
the New Testament that might imply
that there was such an organization.™
Quite recently Professor Bultmann,
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Crippling the word of power:
man emperors, the original intent of book censor-
% ship was to render ineffective the magical power
. of the written word to do harm to the person
of the emperor.
wearing the peaked cap required of all Jews in
the
“Amen!” to a prayer in which the words asking
God to avenge the blood of the Jewish martyrs
have been blacked out, either by a Christian
censor or the Jewish owner who wanted to save

b his book. (After Eisler.)

having decided that the message of
John is a purely spiritual one, is, as
it were, honor bound to remove from
John 3:5 those crass physical words
gz and of water,” which for him
can only be a later interpolation.™"

These people are honest and con-
sistent in their operations, and one
need no more accuse them of bad
faith than one would condemn the
faithful guide in the woods because
he is going north when he sincerely
belw\cs hc is going east. But that
simple vanity which forbids us to
condemn such guides also admonishes
and excuses us from following them.

“What stamps the last twenty
years with their special character,”
wrote Housman at the beginning of
this century, “is . the absence of
great scholars. They now pre-
tend that the relapse of the last
twenty years is not a reaction against
the great work of their Clders, but
a supplement to it. To the Lach-
manns and Bentleys and Scaligers
they politely ascribe the quality of
Gendialitat: there is a complementary
virtue called Umsicht (circumspec-
tion, perspicacity) and this they
ascribe to themselves. Why, I can-
not tell.”” 3

Lest the reader think such charges
of vanity are exaggerated, we repro-
duce herewith a certificate of supreme
competence, written by a famous
scholar in recommendation of himself
to establish beyond a doubt the au-
thority by which he does the amazing
things described in the certificate it-
self. In his preface to his edition of

the Divans of the earliest Arabic
poets, the celebrated Dr. Ahlwardt
writes (with our italics):

In this edition I have chiefly relied on
some manuscripts of the text ... but I have
not abstained from adopting readings which
appeared to me more appropriate, from
other sources. I think myself justified in
claiming this privilege as a right. As 1
would not hesitate, when a verse had
faults in the metre or lacks its proper feet,
to correct it as far as I am able to do so
from the context, so likewise I do not

(Continued on following page)

Under the Ro-

The little figure on the left,

14th century, is pronouncing a fervid
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(Continued from preceding page)
scruple to reject a reading that is not
reconcilable with my appreciation of the
sense, and to select another one or even to
invent one.™*

Ahlwardt claims as a right the
privilege of inventing a line of his
own whenever the text before him
offends his “appreciation of the
sense.” And to what remarkable
personal gifts does Professor Ahlwardt
attribute his infallible judgment of
Arabic poetry?  Not, surprisingly
enough, to any superior knowledge
of Arabic language or poetic idiom,
but solely to the possession of a
quality of superior acumen which
only those trained in a modern uni-
versity possess: “I readily concede,”
he writes, “that the feeling of the
language which the native Arabian
philologians possessed is in great
measure wanting in us. . . . The
faculty which is especially concerned
in these matters, however, is one
which was wholly, or almost wholly,
denied to them . . . critical acumen.”™

This is that very Umsicht over
which Housman makes merry. One
would suppose that “the faculty
which is especially concerned” with
the business of reconstructing ancient
verses would be that “feeling of the
language” by which alone poetry
can be produced or comprehended.
But not so. Unmsicht is the thing,
and Ahlwardt proceeds to ascribe
it to himself in lavish measure: “On
this ground, as I judge, we have a
right to reject readings even when
they have been expressly sanctioned
by them. I readily admit that we
neither now nor ever can equal them
in quantity of knowledge. I do not
rate our knowledge high, but our
power, our method of investigation,
our critical treatment of a given sub-
jest: s

And why is Herr Ahlwardt so frank
and open in confessing limitations of
knowledge? Because he cannot con-
ceal them: any claim to intimate
knowledge of a language may be
quickly and easily put to the test,
whereas in matters of “power, method,
and critical acumen” every scholar is
his own examiner and awards him-
self his own certificate: “Every schol-
ar goes his own way, and according
to his private predilection chooses
what is genuine and what is second-
any.a. 8
Ahlwardt claims training in a won-
derful method by which the initiate
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can bring forth knowledge of the
past; this knowledge, he says, is far
inferior to that possessed by the an-
cients themselves but is to be pre-
ferred to theirs, since their knowl-
edge, though superior to it, was not
derived by the approved method! In-
credible as it seems, this is the normal
attitude of scholars to records of the
past, as Paul Kahle has demonstrated
at great length. In the end, the mood,
the method, the ripe assurance of the
individual researcher, in a word, his
vanity, has priority over all evidence.

But once a text has survived the
ravages of the censor and received its
final, “definitive” form at the hands
of editors, it still had to face new and
deadly perils before being placed in
the hands of the general reader. For
now comes the business of interpret-
ing, a major factor where religious
documents are concerned. Without
adding, removing, or altering a single
letter in a document one may by
simply interpreting it as it stands
effectively control its message. Here
is the field in which the party can
bring direct influence to bear. The
Council of Trent “decrees that no
one, relying on his own skill, shall . . .
presume to interpret the said sacred
Scriptures contrary to that sense
which holy mother Church—whose it
is to judge of the true sense and in-
terpretation of the holy Scriptures—
hath held and doth hold.”"* And
there is no text on earth so clear,
simple, and unequivocal but that
some devout commentator cannot
make it mean the very opposite to
what it says. Thus Justin Martyr in
the Dialogue (120) can demonstrate
with ease that Genesis 22:17 is really
a most terrible curse against the seed
of Abraham!

There is an ‘easy way of discover-
ing in Mansi or the Patrologiae those
texts which run counter to the claims
of the Roman church: when the text
suddenly gives way to long crowded
columns of commentary, it is almost
a sure sign that something has been
said that has to be explained away,
and the more clear and unequivocal
the ancient statement, the more toil-
some and extensive the commentary.
Seventeen pages of Mansi are devoted
to getting around the simply and
clearly stated thirty-seventh canon of
the Council of Arles (309) decreeing
that paintings should be banned from
the churches and explaining why.
Schermann, in all seriousness, tells

us that the remark of Aristides, that
the Primitive Christians rejoiced on
the death of an infant “all the more,
as for one that has left the earth in
a sinless condition” proves the early
Christians baptized babies!” Now to
those reared in churches that teach
and practise infant baptism the pas-
sage may prove just that, but to those
reared in another tradition it seems
to convey the very opposite meaning,
identifying sinlessness with infancy as
such, since Aristides says that though
there was rejoicing at the death of
any faithful member, for an infant
that was something special. The point
here. is that what looks perfectly
natural and logical to Schermann is,
whether right or wrong, really the
reflection of his partisan training.

In a very early writing attributed
to Peter, that Apostle is represented
as complaining to James about “the
varied interpretations of my words”
enjoying currency in the Church:
“They seem to think they can in-
terpret my own words better than I
can, pretending to report my very
thoughts, when as a fact such things
never entered my head. If they
dare so much while I am still alive,
what liberties will they not take after
I am gone!”™

The greatest handicap an ancient
writer has in trying to tell his story
against intrenched opinions of the
scholars is that he cannot be present
to defend himself. The master him-
self is dead, the public in ignorance,
and the field is left clear to the serv-
ants of the household to make them-
selves magnificent at the expense of
their lord; when the master does turn
up unexpectedly, as did Ben Asher,
he is promptly turned out-of-doors
so the masquerade can continue. Al-
ready Tertullian complains of the
technique of reading the scripture so
that it says one thing and means an-
other, as if it were all an allegory,
parable, or enigma. “But this is to
pervert the faith,” he says, “not to
believe plain evidence but to put in
its place unfounded propositions—
and then accept them.”?

Thus, the plain statement in Gene-
sis 18, that the Lord visited Abra-
ham and ate with him, may be ex-
plained in two ways, according to
writing attributed to Athanasius: (1)
If it really was the Lord, then there
can have been no eating, and (2) if
they really ate, then it could not

(Continued on page 258)
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THE LAMANITE

Street in Walpi, Arizona.
stone and mud houses of the town.

(Concluded from page 256)
sied hands and teach untutored minds
and comfort broken hearts.

There are too many who “strain
at a gnat and swallow a camel,” and
too few who have judgment and faith
and mercy and kindness for the un-
fortunate. There are too many who
pray on their knees for fulfilment of
prophecy and too few who let their
hearts be softened and become “nurs-
ing fathers and mothers” to the down-
trodden. There are too many Levites
who pull their robes about them and
pass by with disdain, and too few
who “take them to the inn” and give
them tender treatment and care.

There are too many curiosity seek-
ers and too few laborers. We are
constantly reminded of the eloquent
scripture given to the Nephites:

Wherefore, a commandment I give unto
you, which is the word of God, that ye re-

vile no more against them because of the
darkness of their skins; neither shall ye

A Hopi Indian

—Photo by Josef Muench
unloads his burro outside the quaintly built

revile against them because of their filthi-
ness; but ye shall remember your own filthi-
ness. (Jacob 3:9.)

Again, there are too many who
push down and tread under, and too
few who lift up, encourage, and help.

There are too many goats and too
few sheep. There are too many who
exploit and profit by his misfortune,
and there are too few who give the
stranger meat and drink and clothe
his nakedness and visit him in prison.

My good people: Accept the La-
manite as your brother. I ask for
him, not tolerance—cold, calculating
tolerance; haughty, contemptible tol-
erance; scornful, arrogant tolerance;
pitying, coin-tossing tolerance. Give
them what they want and need and
deserve—opportunity and brotherli-
ness and understanding, warm and
glowing fellowship, unstinted and
beautiful love, enthusiastic and af-
fectionate brotherhood.

CONTROLLING THE PAST

(Continued from page 232)
have been the Lord.** In either case
the scripture is adjusted to our ideas
of what the Lord should do and under
no conditions need we change our
own opinions to agree with what the
scripture tells us he does. Against

those scriptural passages (to cite an-
other case) which tell us that Mary
had other children besides Jesus “we
give this argument,” writes Pope
Siricus, “she could not have, because
that would be vileness and incon-

(Continued on page 260)
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(Continued from page 258)
tinence.”" In vain does the scripture
insist—the clergy has made up its
mind.

(To be continued)
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bells and whining cries of newborn
lambs. A gaily clad shepherdess sits
watchfully on a heap of fragrant sage
amid the running sweep of red
scorching sand.

It is the place of round, earth-
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Qontrolling the Padt

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

®
Part V

FROM ORrIGEN on, the
fathers insist that every verse of the
scripture can be read a number of
different ways, an arrangement which
Aquinas aptly describes as “conven-
ient.” If a passage might prove em-
barrassing taken as it stands, one has
only to read it in some other “sense.”
Needless to say the sense most fre-
quently objected to is the crass, literal,
historical one—beneath the attention
of minds devoted to the contempla-
tion of higher things. In the fathers,
according to Schanz, “allegorical arbi-
trariness and uncontrolled whimsy
run riot,” expressing themselves in the
scholia, the homily, and the commen-
tary.®?

In our own day, both for Catholics
and Protestants, this lavish control
has boiled down to a much simpler
double bookkeeping, in which, ac-
cording to Professor Pfeiffer, one must
“distinguish sharply between true
facts and true doctrine. . .. That the
point of view of science and faith
should be kept distinct is admitted
by a historian who is a Roman Cath-
olic priest, G. Ricciotti, when he
recognized that exegetically ‘the sun
stood still and the moon stayed’ at
Gibeon in a literal sense, but that
scientifically ‘there was no real astro-
nomical perturbation.” ”* So, the sun
stood still literally but not astro-
nomically.

306

What if Constantine only saw a
sundog and not a vision of the cross?
This simply proves for Father Bligh
“that the value of a confession is not
determined by the rational sufficiency
of the motives that produced its first
steps,” and, “what is true for the
Emperor is true for those who imi-
tated him.”** Which is another way
of saying that though Constantine
did not have a vision at all, it is just
the same as if he did since in the end
he became converted.

Peter the Lombard, more bound by
literal mindedness, when he finds the
Bible in conflict with his science, falls
back on the principle propounded by
Hilary: “The thing must not be sub-
ject to the word, but the word to the
thing.”® That sounds reasonable
enough: but when the word is the
scripture and the thing is one’s own
limited experience, then to subject
the word to the thing is to interpret
any line of scripture in whatever way
suits one’s predilections—and as such
the Lombard makes full use of it.
It is an unlimited license to control
the past. It is the boast of the Catho-
lic scholar Schindler that the scholas-
tic philosophers always denounced
lying.*® Of course they did; the pur-
pose of their art was to make it un-
necessary to lie. If one can prove
that black is white by a syllogism,
why should one be guilty of blurting
it out, unproven, as a lie?

The ardent Catholic apologist,
Arnold Lunn, recently wrote: “The
Church claims that her credentials
can be proved from certain books in
the Bible, treating them as purely
human documents. The Bible con-
sists of a series of books selected by
the Catholic Church—books which
the Catholic Church claims the right
to interpret. It is for the church to
say where the Bible records objective
facts and where the Bible uses meta-
phor and allegory.”®” This is self-
certification with a vengeance: the
church waves before us certain docu-
ments which she claims prove her
authority; these documents she has

personally selected, but even so they
do not even remotely suggest what
she claims they do unless they be
read and interpreted in a very special
sense, that sense being carefully pre-
scribed—by the church! Mr. Lunn
is telling us in effect that the church
has a perfect right to control the past
to prove its holy calling, even though
the only proof of that calling is the
doctored document itself. A reading
of Denzinger will show the surpris-
ing degree to which the reading of
the scriptures is controlled by the
Roman church; in this valuable work
the extreme nervousness of the clergy
about letting people read the Bible
for themselves or in their own lan-
guages goes hand in hand with the
frequent and frank admission, that
while the Bible seems to swarm with
anti-Catholic material, to make a pro-
Catholic case out of it requires the
labor of trained specialists equipped
with highly artificial tools of inter-
pretation.*

When in 1865 John Henry New-
man was consulted by a friend re-
garding the founding of a Catholic
historical review he replied: “Noth-
ing would be better—but who would
bear it? Unless one doctored all one’s
facts, one would be thought a bad
Catholic.”®® At the same time Du-
chesne was protesting in vain to his
fellow church historians “that it was
contrary to a sound historical meth-
od to insist on twisting the texts to
make them talk like Athanasius,”
that is, to control the earlier texts in
support of later theology.” In oppos-
ing this Duchesne was bucking the
established practice of centuries. Ac-
cording to De Wulf, when St. Thomas
Aquinas wants to disagree with St.
Augustine, his unfailing guide and
mentor, “he does not contradict him;
he does not consider him suspect . . .
instead he transforms the meaning
of his statements, sometimes by slight
corrections, sometimes by violent in-
terpretations which do violence to the
text. Von Hertling has listed some
250 such deliberately falsified cita-
tions from Augustine.”?*

This business is easily justified
among religious writers by the law
of the greater good. The Moham-
medan doctors established the princi-
ple that anything which Mohammed
would have said could be safely at-
tributed to him, and on this authority
put in his mouth the edict, “What-
ever is in agreement with this, that
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is from me, whether I actually said
it or not.”??

What makes this sort of high-
handed control possible is the con-
fiding of all interpretive authority in
official, appointed bodies of experts,
closed corporations of professional
clergy that may not be challenged
from outside; they are self-certified
and self-perpetuating. Nowhere have
the doctors enjoyed more absolute au-
thority than among the Jews, whose
awe in the presence of formal learn-
ing is just this side of idolatry; what-
ever a clever scholar teaches, accord-
ing to Rabbi Joshua ben Levi, is to
be received as if it were the word of
God spoken to Moses himself on
Sinail®®

By closing ranks and presenting a
proud front to the world of common
men, the clergy are spared the pains
of ever having to answer back to the
strong arguments against their con-
trol of the past. Any who refuse to
accept their verdict are by that very
act disgraced and disqualified. As
often as not they gain the support of
princes and potentates, and then woe
to the wretch who questions them!

When the immortal Pascal, one of
the supremely great intellects of all
time, challenged the tricky but shal-
low and contradictory arguments of
the Jesuits, they put him in his place
by accusing him of being “a brilliant
farceur without ‘authority,” a lay
theologian, an amateur of two days’
standing, ‘the ladies’ theologian,’ ki
and the like, clinching their charges
with the ultimate condemnation of all
upstarts: “He does not even have a
doctor’s degree!”™ Thus Lunn an-
nihilates one who dared to criticize
the matchless double talk of St
Liguori: “The poor man did not real-
ize that casuistry, like other branches
of law, has its technical vocabulary
and, as a result, he made a very com-
plete fool of himself.” As for Pro-
fessor Haldane, though he quotes
Aquinas in the clearest possible terms,
he cannot for Mr. Lunn be anything
but “uninstructed and amateurish.”?
This is the last and favorite resort of
the clergy when they are questioned
too closely: their questioners simply
don’t understand; they are “unin-
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structed and amateurish.” “Unless
you accept our interpretation of the
texts,” the layman is told, “you ob-
viously do not understand them. And
if you don’t understand them, you
have no right to question our inter-
pretation of them!™

And so the layman is put in his
place. The guarded degree, the closed
corporation, the technical vocabulary,
these are the inner redoubt, the in-
violable stronghold of usurped au-
thority. Locked safe within the
massive and forbidding walls of in-
stitution and formality lies what the
Egyptians called “the King’s secret,”
the secret of controlling the past.

1. ““. . . AS FAR AS IT IS TRANSLATED
CORRECTLY.”

After all has been said about the
art of selecting, censoring, rewriting,
and interpreting the records of the
past, the fact remains that the great-
est opportunity for exercising control
over the documents lies not in these
mechanical chores but in the business
of translating the strange and un-
familiar idioms in which the texts
are written. As Joseph Smith knew
so well, next to revelation it is lan-
guage that holds the key to the past.
This key is worth a brief examination
here.

The writers of fantastic fiction often
overlook the very obvious. We have
yet to learn of any creation of theirs
that has surpassed in boldness of con-
ception or economy of operation that
astounding device by which the hu-
man race has throughout its history
been able to preserve the very
thoughts of men and transmit them
through unlimited expanses of time
and space. Writing is a thoroughly
artificial thing—no more a product of
evolution than feathers or water or
algebra are. It is hard to believe that
the first systems of writing that arose
almost simultaneously in Egypt,
Sumer, Elam, and India (all these cul-
tures being at that time in contact
with each other) were each invented
independently or brought forth in re-
sponse to the needs of the business
world.”®  For though writing may
have been suggested by such useful

mnemonic devices as property marks
and tallies,’” busy practical people
have always got along supremely well
without it. Like the calendar—long
supposed to have been the invention
of farmers, who of all people are the
least dependent on the fixed and rigid
setting of days**—writing is only use-
ful in everyday life because everyday
uses have been found for it. But
the businessman, however capable he
may be in other things, often becomes
awkward and self-conscious when he
tries to write correctly, embarrassing-
ly aware that he is handling a
medium that is strange to his calling.

Though writing is as old as history,
practical people have never yet got
used to it, but like the generality of
mankind have persisted in viewing
it as a sort of magic, an affected and
artificial thing, an ornamental ac-
complishment designed for ostenta-
tion rather than for use. It is in-
conceivable that true writing was ever
devised as a tool for these people, let
alone by them. The really marvelous
things that writing does, the astound-
ing feats of thought-stimulation,
thought-preservation, and thought-
transmission for which it has always
been valued by a small and special-
ized segment of society, “the scribes,”
are of no interest to practical people:
business records, private letters,
school exercises, and the like are
periodically consigned to the inciner-
ator by clerks and merchants to whom
eternal preservation and limitless
transmission mean nothing. The
contents of such documents from the
beginning show a complete unaware-
ness, almost a visible contempt, for
the real capabilities and uses of writ-
ing. It is another and equally an-
cient type of document that knows
how to prize the true merit of the
written word, and it is easy to sur-
mise that this wonderful device came
to the human family as a gift from
parties unknown whose intent was
that it should assist the race in a sort
of cosmic bookkeeping. At any rate,
that actually is the principal use to
which the instrument has been put
since the beginning of that history
which it alone has made possible.

(Continued on following page)
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One might as well argue that the
brace and bit was invented as a crude
tool for scratching leather and later
discovered to be useful for boring
holes in wood as to maintain that
writing was conceived as a means of
keeping track of heads of beef and
measures of grain by people who
later discovered that far more won-
derful and significant things could be
done with it. The Great Seal of
England can be used to crack nuts
with—a simple, practical, primitive
operation, suggesting a very plausible
origin—but it also has other uses.
The earliest uses of writing for the
keeping of accounts are in temple
records, sacred things; and right along
with them go the ritual texts, with
an equal claim to antiquity and a
far greater claim to the attention of
those priests who have always been
the peculiar custodians of the written
word. From the beginning the writ-
ten words were the divine words, the
mdw ntr.”

To state it briefly, we find writing
from the first used for two kinds of
bookkeeping: for terrestrial business
it is not really necessary—in fact,
such masters of this field as Commo-
dore Vanderbilt found themselves
better off without it; but for celestial
business it is indispensable. Which,
then, is the more likely to have pro-
duced it? Every indication points
to the temple.

And what an instrument! By its
operation we know not only what
men saw and heard and did and
said three and four thousand years
ago, but actually what they also
thought and felt. The most delicate
nuances and fleeting impulses of the
mind have outlasted the enormous
Cyclopean foundations of world-ruling
cities, and where twenty-ton blocks
may have vanished without a trace,
the dreams, hopes, and surmises of
the fragile people who lived among
them remain as fresh and clear as
ever, available to the modern world
in almost embarrassing abundance.
Embarrassing, because this inesti-
mable treasure lies neglected, even by
those regiments of professional hu-
manists who claim to be its custo-
dians.

The cause of this neglect is to be
found in the peculiar nature of the
instrument. Our thought-transmis—
- sion machine is the simple and eco-
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nomical apparatus it is by virtue of
being at the same time an exceeding-
ly sensitive one. The price of the
thing is nominal in this age of great
libraries and microfilming, but its ef-
fectiveness depends entirely on the
skill and understanding with which
it is operated. True writing is not
picture writing; to receive its mes-
sage the reader himself must be very
specially adjusted. And when such
a reader takes it upon himself to
convey to others the words of the
ancients, he himself becomes a part
of the transmission machine—its most
vital element, in fact. As far as the
general public is concerned, the ef-
fectiveness of the miraculous and age-
old machine for thought-transmission
depends entirely on the man who is
operating it.

All the documents of antiquity
without exception are written in lan-
guages that no one speaks today.
What an opportunity this offers for
controlling the past! In the field of
translation the scope and ambition
of operations are simply staggering.
The ancient writer and the modern
reader—producer and consumer of
history respectively—are alike at the
mercy of a tyrannical middleman
without whose express permission not
one word can be conveyed from the
past to the present. This serious situ-
ation demands a moment’s attention.
Lét us consider briefly the crippling
disadvantages of trying to study
church history through the medium
of translations.

2. Tue FoLLiEs oF TRANSLATION

Folly Number One—Destroying
the Clues: Every page of any ancient
text is a densely compact, all but
solid mass of elaborately interwoven
clues. No two people react the same
way to these clues, and no one person
reacts the same way to them twice.
Yet a translation, no matter how good,
is only one man’s reaction to the
clues at one time of his life. The
most famous and successful transla-
tion in the English language is Fitz-
gerald’s Rubaiyat. Fitzgerald’s, not
Omar Khayyam’s, for though Fitz-
gerald translated the whole thing
again and again, producing a differ-
ent Omar each time, Fitzgerald was
never satisfied that any of his poems
was Omar’s. The translator is like
an officious detective who hands us

his written report of the case but re-
fuses to let us see the evidence for
ourselves. Granted that the con-
stable is smarter than we are and
more experienced at his business, still
we want to see the clues for ourselves,
for in them lie the charm, challenge,
and instruction of the game. In the
place of a teeming, living complex of
hints and suggestions which is the
original text the translator gives us,
as he must, only a limited number of
certitudes—his certitudes, not the au-
thor’s—and whatever fails to attract
his attention and elicit his response
is left unrecorded. Thus the door is
closed to any critical study of any
text in translation, and we have the
well-known dictum that the com-
pletest critical commentary on a text
is a translation of it, or in other
words, that a translation is not a
text at all but only a commentary on
it: after the translator has given us
his views there is nothing more to
say. He places before us his own
handiwork from which all possible
interpretations but his own have been
removed.

Folly Number Two—Opinions for
Evidence: There are two things that
no translation can convey, namely
what the author said and how he said
it. At the beginning of his book on
the translation of Greek and Latin,
Wilamowitz-Moellendorf gives a well-
nigh perfect definition of a transla-
tion: “A translation is a statement
in the translator’s own words of what
he thinks the author had in mind.”
He cannot, of course, state what the
author actually had in mind, for only
the author knows that; nor can he
report what the author said he had
in mind, for the author has already
done that; he can, as Wilamowitz
assures us, only tell us in his own
language what he thinks the author
is trying to convey.

This means that any translation is
at best only an opinion—one man’s
opinion of what another man had in
mind. Now the importance of an-
cient documents as a whole lies in
their value as evidence, the evidence
on which we must build the whole
story of the human race. But an
opinion is not evidence. It is not ad-
missible in the court of scholarship
for the same reason that it is not
admissible in a court of law, because
it always contains a conclusion of the

(Continued on page 364)
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witness. We may not ask A for B’s
testimony—only B can speak for B,
and when Professor Shorey pompous-
ly entitles a book by himself What
Plato Said he is officiously interpos-
ing his own person between Plato
and the reader, offering himself, like
an insinuating dragoman, as inter-

preter for one of the most marvelously

articulate men who ever lived—

whether Plato wants him or not.
Only a perfect translation is ever
acceptable as evidence in any situa-
tion, for if it is anything short of
absolutely perfect, how can we be
sure at any given moment that the
translator has not slipped up? But
can there be a perfect translation?
How would it deal with double mean-
ings and puns of which the ancients
were so fond? Or how should it
convey something which the original
writer had no intention of telling us?
For the student of the past the great
value and charm of many a text
lies in what it reveals without the
author’s knowledge, as when the ter-
minology of the philosophers uncon-
sciously reveals their social back-
grounds and prejudices. The old
writings are like questionnaires which
have been filled out by the subjects
with sly intent to deceive, unaware as
they are that their every word tells
the skilled investigator something
about themselves which they do not
wish told. ~ But a translation should
report, according to Wilamowitz,
only what the translator thinks the
author had in mind, that is, what
he wanted to convey. This rule is
terribly confining, but it can’t be
broken, for if a translator is allowed
to introduce into a writing what the
author neither had in mind nor said
in so many words, there is no limit
to what he might read into a text,
setting forth as actual statements of
the original what is to be detected
only by an interpretation of clues.
The translator has no right to g0
beyond the writer’s intent; but the
reader of an original is bound by no
such obligation—there is no limit to
the things that the text might legiti-
mately convey to him. This is no
mere rationalization: the experience
of any teacher of the classics will
confirm the observation, made with
wonder and amazement by each suc-
ceeding generation, that every read-
ing of an ancient author is a new
THE IMPROVEMENT ERA



experience full of the most surpris-
ing discoveries.

Folly Number Three—The Substi-
tute Flavor: The commonest objec-
tion to translations is that they lose
much of the “flavor” of the original.
Though that is by no means the worst
Charge against them, it is a serious
one, for the “flavor” is not merely
weakened or denatured by transla-
tion, it is usually destroyed altogether,
and in its place is submitted some-
thing far different and almost always
far inferior. That is because the
commonly translated works of an-
tiquity are those of high literary
merit, while the men who do the
translating are almost always those
of low literary gifts. There is a say-
ing in England that translation is
the lazy scholar’s refuge. The more
feeble, unoriginal, and unenterprising
the mind, the more easily and natural-
ly it falls into the vice of simply
translating the text that it has been
taught to construe since childhood.
Thus most translations are made by
the last men in the world who should
be allowed to make them—academic
drones who render the text in a stilted
and artificial classroom jargon no
matter who is speaking in it.

The verses which a translator puts
down in and under the name of a
great poet can never be greater than
his own verses would be. True, he
may be working under the powerful
and constant stimulation of the glori-
ous page at his elbow; but the ex-
ample and inspiration of the original,
while they may give him the uncon-
trollable urge to compose matchless
poetry, can, alas! never give him the
ability to do so. If it could, America
would have produced as many im-
mortal bards as it has professors of
English.

But if dullness is a common defect
of translators, even genius can be a
danger. For if it is unfair of a trans-
lator to do a worse job than the
original poet, it is both unfair and
unkind of him to do a better! The
only solution is for the translator to
be just as great a poet—no more, no
less—as the man he is translating.
And what are the chances of that ever
happening? And if it did, the result
would be not two versions of the same
poem, but simply two poets writing
on the same theme. Homer was to
the Greeks and all who followed the
poet, the greatest master of poetic
language the world has known. Yet
though poets have read and trans-
MAY 1955

lated him in every age, to this day
the only readable Homer in English
is not poetry at all but prose—literal-
ly Homer with Homer left out!
Folly Number Four—the Illusion
of the Literal Translation: “He who
translates a verse quite literally is a
liar,” is the rabbinical rule.’® If two
words in two different languages had
exactly the same meaning in all con-
texts, then it would be possible to
translate the one by the other in any
operation. But it is almost impos-
sible to find two words in any two
languages that have this perfect one-
to-one relationship! Nothing could
be more obvious than that the Latin
“in,” for example, is the same as our
word “in”; yet at least half the time
it is impossible to translate the one
“in” by the other. For a literal trans-
lation every word in one language
would require a word that matched
it perfectly in the other. But the
meanings of words in different lan-
guages do not coincide snugly; they
only overlap loosely in limited areas;
for example, “to follow” may mean
to accompany, to pursue, to under-
stand another, to succeed, to come
after, to chase, to obey another, etc.
All these ideas overlap with the idea
of following. So when a recently
found ancient Christian manuscript
says that miracles come after faith,
and are not meant for the unbeliev-
ing, it is an easy thing for the modern
translator to take the sting out of the
passage by rendering ‘“come after”
(tabat) as “accompany,” because in
some cases it can mean that.''* If
he is taken to task for the obvious
perversion of the meaning, the trans-
lator need only point with wide-eyed
innocence to the dictionary, where,

sure enough, “follow” does mean |

“accompany.” Because words only
overlap in meaning, the most “lit-
eral” translation can be completely
misleading.
(To be continued)
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allocated for construction and mainte-
nance of “state” and local roads, as
distinguished from the new “national”
designated highways. This would per-
mit the construction of the many urban
thruways and parkways, the purely
state, county, farm-to-market, other ur-
ban and rural projects now needed and
to be anticipated in the future; also
connections to the national trunk sys-
tem and its bypasses.

The continuation of the present vol-
ume of federal aid, readjusted to non-
national highway needs within the
states themselves, is an extremely im-
portant consideration. It will help al-
leviate the urban, metropolitan traffic
problem. It will provide the fiscal basis
for important safety, as well as for com-
munication factors in state and local
highway construction. It will tend to
readjust the role of the states in the
federal system by removing some of the
frustrations now associated with the
federal-state highway system. In that,
it will help close the existing gap.

Prorostrion #3

The traffic toll is a compound of hu-
man failures, inadequate highways, and
excessive speeds. A combination of ap-
proaches is necessary to reduce this toll.

With the establishment of the “na-
tional” highway system, it will be
necessary to reconcile the new, swift
streams of traffic with the demands for
safety.

A National Traffic Safety Patrol, re-
cruited and trained comparable to FBI
standards, could be created in the Pub-
lic Roads Administration. Their re-
sponsibility would be to develop safety
standards for the licensing of vehicles

and operators using the national high-
way system and traffic moving in inter-
state commerce thereon, and, to co-
operate with the state authorities.

Traffic offenses in interstate com-
merce on the national highways, so
designated, would be enforceable by
prosecution in existing local and state
courts.

ProrosrTion #4

More adequate provision for research
should be established in order to evalu-
ate properly the data available under
this plan. An important phase of this
research would be to harmonize high-
way construction, fiscal requirements,
safety, and safety regulation without
restricting the creative spirit, the re-

sourcefulness, enterprise, and inven-
tiveness that is embodied and rep-
resented in the American automobile

industry. Here, as in every phase of
American life, public interest must be

reconciled with the recognition of the -

creative spirit of the free individual and
freedom of enterprise. Research, and
collaboration in research, between in-

dustry and the governmental authori-

ties concerned, is the surest and sound-
est way to effect this reconciliation. The
American family and schools must
assume their full share of the respon-
sibility for applying the knowledge

obtained to the problems of human be- -

havior on the highways.

SUMMARY
We have the engineering talent and
know-how to build the best, safest high-
ways in the world, provided we find the
financial resources. It might be asked
whether the states can longer be relied
upon to supply this peculiar national
THE IMPROVEMENT ERA
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IN THIS ISSUE DR. NIBLEY CONTINUES HIS DIS-
CUSSION ON A CONSIDERATION OF METHODS IN

Part VI

Folly Number Four, continued:

guages something like a one-to-one

relationship may be detected in
limited areas, such as sports and sci-
ence. Today an Arabic, Greek, Rus-
sian, English, and French newspaper
will all dutifully report that a meeting
is going to “take place” at such and
such a time, though the expression
“take place” is not native to any of
those languages but one. Still they
all use it, for they speak an interna-
tional idiom, the sophisticated lan-
guage of world civilization. This was
as true two thousand years ago as
it is today, and every student has
wondered why Greek and Latin seem
so much alike—almost like one lan-
guage with two alphabets—though
fundamentally they are as different
from each other as they are from
English. Professor Albright has com-
mented often on the amazing uni-
formity of the languages of four thou-
sand years ago—they too had their
own peculiar world-idiom.'** As
Spengler observed, it is civilizations,
not cultures, that keep records (alle
Geschichte ist Stadtgeschichte); hence
the language of the records is the
language of civilization and at any
given time reflects a fairly uniform
equipment of ideas and things, which
makes the translation of contempo-
rary languages into each other com-
paratively mechanical and reliable.

It is when we want to translate be-
tween languages separated by a gap
of thousands of years or even a few
centuries that the trouble begins. So
completely does any one-to-one re-
lationship vanish between languages
that reflect widely different cultures
that it may be necessary to translate
one line of a text by a whole page or
a page by a single line!'® So much
for “literal” translation. Where a
synthetic language must be translated
into an analytic one or vice versa,
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the idea of literal translation is com-
pletely annihilated, and the experts
often declare any translation at all to
be out of the question. A passage
from Dieterici shows what we are up
against:

In sentence structure the Semites employ
short, disconnected utterances, expressed
only by fits or starts, which reflect the sub-
jective concept only in the most brief and
sketchy form. The Indogermanic lan-
guages on the other hand move in well-
ordered, easily-unfolding periods. = The
Semitic sentence is but the immediate re-
flection of a subjective idea (Affekt), it is
only an opinion; the Indogermanic insists
on the identity of the thought conveyed
with actual reality. . . . At the institution
of the sacrament; Christ cannot possibly
have said anything but “this: my blood,
this: my flesh,” and no one present could
possibly have misunderstood him. . . .

Such a nominal sentence (the usual
thing in Semitic) is utterly untranslatable
into Greek without the word “esti” (is)
which of course in the original language
never existed.104

Yet on that esti rests the whole doc-
trine of transubstantiation. At the
Marburg disputation Luther, it is
said, silenced the opposition by writ-
ing upon the table with a piece of
chalk: Hoc est corpus meum, with all
the emphasis on the est, a word which
in the language of Jesus had no equiv-
alent! Only to one writing Latin do
the fine theological distinctions be-
tween est, ens, essens, essentia, esse,
etc., have a real, if any, significance,
and when M. Gilson triumphantly
defines God at the end of his search
as “the pure act of being,” he is ut-
tering what, to vast numbers of the
human race—in whose languages
“being™ is not an act at all and often
does not even exist as a verb—would
be the purest nonsense. The Latin
fathers often express regret that the
impossibility of rendering Greek ex-
pressions into Latin makes it impos-
sible for them to convey a clear con-
ception of the Godhead.**®

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

Folly Number Five: The Search for
Shortcuts: Most of the energy and
determination that should go into
surmounting the language barrier be-
tween us and the past is at present
being expended in ingenious efforts
to circumvent it. A widespread recog-
nition of the limitations of translation
has, for example, produced a con-
tinual outpouring of bilingual edi-
tions, with the original text on one
page and the English facing it on the
other. Such texts are a pernicious
nuisance: if one can read the original,
the translation is an impertinence, if
not, the original is a rebuke. But worst
of all the double text is a fiendish de-
sign for crippling the mind. No one
ever knows any language as well as
his own, and when confronted by two
texts the eye, following the law of
least resistance, will infallibly gravi-
tate to the more familiar idiom. I
defy the best scholar alive to spend
a week with a Loeb text without los-
ing a good deal of his confidence and
independent judgment, for the ready
translation constantly anticipates and
thereby conditions all one’s reac-
tions to the clues.

Then there are special handbooks
and courses designed to reduce the
language barrier to a minimum by
confining all effort to an assault on
one single book, typical offerings be-
ing Biblical Aramaic, New Testament
Greek, Homeric Greek, Legal Latin,
etc. In these special courses, special
grammars and special dictionaries,
we are told just what the text is go-
ing to say before we read it. If it
does not say just that for us, we have
learned our lesson badly. But if we
know exactly what the original text
is going to tell us before we open it,
why bother to open it at all? We
are told exactly how to react to every
word, when the whole purpose of our
study is to enjoy an independent re-
action.

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA
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Hardly much better are standard
grammars and dictionaries. They can
. * get the student started on his way,
but they accompany him only the
| first few steps of his journey. The
.~ excellence of the great scholars of the
’ Renaissance and after, lay in their
. early discovery that there is no such
thing as the correct dictionary mean-
| ing of a word. For the most part,
grammars and lexicons are loaded
« dice: they are tip-offs on the clues,
. preconditioning the reader and pre-
| * cluding independent reaction to the
\ text. Professor Gardiner shows us the
" limitation of all mechanical helps
when he explains why the transla-
5 tion of Egyptian is so hard:

o The meaning of the large majority of
words employed is either already known, or
else can be elicited through comparison with
other examples; but not the precise nuances
of meaning, its general direction and its

o approximate emotional quality. . . . The

only basis we can have for preferring one

rendering to another, when once the
| exigencies of grammar and dictionary have
been satisfied—and these leave a large

} margin for divergencies—is an intuitive ap-

preciation of the trend of the ancient writer’s

‘ mind. A very precarious basis, all will ad-

mit.106

|

l IF LANGUAGE followed natural laws,
| then the area of intuition might be
. reduced to nothing and a machine
L for perfect translation be devised. But
l , 1 one of the greatest charms of language
| is that it may be used waywardly,
| wantonly, whimsically, ironically,
| subtlely, inanely, or literally to any
* ° degree which a writer chooses—and
g it is the greatest masters of language
l that take the most liberties with it.
'« " The very purpose of literature is to
| annihilate boredom, and for most peo-
' ple the rules of grammar are a bore.
& The rigid rules of grammar infallibly

suggest naughty tricks to the creative
» mind, which loves to crack the mold
of usage upon which the whole regu-
larity of language depends. And once
the genius has struck off in a new
K direction the million promptly and
i gladly follow him, and in their dog-
matic, unimaginative way turn the
new grammatical felony into a law

] of grammar.’” Thus in an endless
| antiphonal the spirit rebukes the let-
1 ter, and the letter checks the spirit,
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and by the time the machine has
caught up with the mind, the mind is
already two jumps ahead of it.

This endless game effectively dis-
qualifies another device by which stu-
dents have hoped to circumvent the
language obstacle. This is the study of
linguistics. The arbitrariness of lan-
guage makes all the general laws sub-
ject to change without notice. In
linguistics one is everlastingly discov-
ering and demonstrating the two
principles, (1) that people are very
conservative, and (2) that in spite of
that, rules do get broken. If the
human race were absolutely conserva-
tive, we could have reliable rules of
language.’*® But fortunately the very
men and women who take the most
liberties with language are those who
have the most influence upon it: The
people who make the rules are the
people who break them.

A belated attempt to remove the
language barrier is the invention of
simplified languages, such as basic
English, and of new international
idioms such as Esperanto, Volapuk,
and Interlingua. These languages
prove what we should have known
long ago: that the languages men
speak today are much harder than
they ever need to be, that people like
it that way, and that they find lan-
guage devoid of challenge to be taste-
less to the point of nausea. After all,
language, as its name tells us, is some-
thing that is on the tongue—it must
have flavor, and a body, or we spit
it out. This was even truer in an-
cient times: “What the evidence sug-
gests,” writes Lord Raglan, “is that
the originators, not of language but
of all known languages, were people
of acute and fertile minds who took a
pride and a pleasure in working out
complex grammatical systems, sys-
tems which merely as a means of
communication are quite unneces-
sary. . ..”"** We may find such arti-
ficiality regrettable, but let us not for-
get that all language is artificial—
there is no rule in speech, any more
than there is in music, that genius
must work with instruments that na-
ture alone has created.

The language of Homer, Virgil, the
Eddas, and the Qasidas is pure pro-

fessional jargon, about as artificial as
a thing can be. While the evolution-
ists think of language as a tool, the
human race itself resents functional-
ism in language as it does in dress.

THE vALUE of a language is not to be
measured by its efficiency: The
greatest languages are the hardest.
The operation of a hard grammatical
apparatus requires a certain minimum
of mental effort, even of those who
have grown up with the language
(does the fact that English is our
mother tongue make the spelling of
English easy for us?); it guarantees
a degree of cerebration which easier
languages do not. The mere state-
ment of a thing in some languages is
a mental challenge. The Romans
envied the superior difficulty of Greek
and did their best to make their own
language like it. Their writings dis-
play a conscious mental effort which
they positively enjoyed and which is
the chief stimulus of Latin to this
day—one never misses a sense of ex-
ercise, of stretching one’s mental mus-
cles, which is disturbingly lacking in
some less vertebrate languages. Look-
ing at a page of Latin one can read-
ily see that almost every word has a
familiar root and that the story might
be very simply and easily told as in
Spanish or French. Yet superimposed
over the whole page, like a compli-
cated template over a map, is a gram-
matical pattern so laborious and arbi-
trary that the best scholars must spend
hours trying to figure out simple sen-
tences. And this tough and annoying
apparatus is entirely unnecessary. It
shows us that language does more
than fill a need for elementary com-
munication. It is mankind’s other
world, a dream world, the playing
field, the parade ground, the shady
retreat, the laboratory, the theater,
the forum, the mirror of the cosmos;
we must allow it infinite scope and
infinite ambition. Along with that it
is also a tool, a means of communica-
tion of man not only with his fellows
but also with himself. This takes us

4. BEyonND THE GADGETS
TODAY we have machines that do

most of our calculations for us.
(Continued on following page)

385



(Continued from preceding page)
IBM machine “702” is now ready to
take over all the functions of account-
ing and bookkeeping in a world which
lives by those disciplines.''" At a
total of only six percent of present
capital outlay, it is estimated, all the
big industry of the United States
could be operated almost entirely by
mechanical controls. Three cheers!
What a machine can do, that a ma-
chine should do. But what remains
for us? Science without gadgets!
That we can do some things that no
machine can or conceivably ever could
do—therein lies our true dignity and
destiny as human beings. The check-
ing and ushering and bookkeeping,
all the automatic and repetitious
things that make up the day’s work
for most modern men, have no busi-
ness being done by living people;
some day they may be done as they
should be by machines, and then
men can really get down to business.

Yet for most of us such a prospect
is simply terrifying. The busy work
that rightfully belongs to the machine
is the refuge of the timid mind, and
it is to the gadgetry of scholarship—
the pretentious secretarial tasks of
compiling, annotating, copying, check-
ing, abridging, and the rest—that the
academic world clings today with a
sort of desperation. Regiments of
workers equipped with costly machin-
ery are busy searching out, digging
up, acquisitioning, classifying, cata-
loging, preserving, reproducing, dis-
seminating, explaining, displaying,
and even selling the documents of the
past—doing every conceivable thing
with the documents but reading them!
They are waiting for the reading
machine that will never come. Three
hundred and fifty years ago Joseph
Scaliger could read more ancient texts
and comprehend what he read more
clearly than any scholar in the world
today. Scientists can stand on the
shoulders of those who have gone be-
fore, but not humanists. The latest
text in astronomy supersedes and sup-
plants whole shelves of earlier text-
books, but the humanist must start
with his ABC’s and read on, page by
page, through the very same litera-
ture that Casaubon and Lipsius had
to wade through centuries ago. Sum-
maries, condensations, and (ransla-
tions will help him not at all, for
they are only opinions and bound to
be out of date. A rapid skimming of
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the stuff is out of the question. What
a joyful thing to contemplate—the
one boundless task left to man in the
universe!'!

During the past century repeated
attempts have been made to handle
the vast and ever-growing bulk of
stuff bequeathed us by the ancients
by certain ingenious experiments in
repackaging. Against a roar of pro-
test Lord Acton introduced the study
of history at Cambridge, but this did
not reduce but only added to the
amount of materials to be handled by
the conscientious student. Today
ambitious men would grasp the whole
message of the human record by re-
packaging it in this or that social sci-
ence: the packages are impressively
tied and labeled—but there is very
little in them, and nothing of the
original source material that makes up
the vast preponderance of the field
notes and lab notes of the human
race. A new school of archaeology is
trying to grasp the same prize, claim-
ing that they can discover the past
simply by looking at pictures—which
is much easier than reading texts.
Leading archaeologists are loudly de-
ploring this tendency, which is bound
to become as popular as it is futile.
While any text may be meaningful
without pictures (though illustrations
are always welcome), no picture can
convey its real meaning without ref-
erence to some text: to abolish the
text is to abolish archaeology, and to
abolish the original language is to
abolish the text. The glamorous
package, a great aid to salesmanship,
has no place in scholarship: it will
do nothing either to surmount or cir-
cumvent the language barrier.

But you can’t expect people to learn
scores of languages to be able to sur-
vey the past! They don’t need to.
It is one of the delightful compen-
sations to the student willing to go
the hard way that Providence, as if
taking pity on his plight and con-
cerned lest the staggering accumula-
tions of the past go neglected in an
inextricable maze of hundreds of for-
gotten languages, had removed the
difficulty by a most marvelous de-
vice: the world language.

One wishing to study twentieth
century world civilization could do so
knowing one language alone—Eng-
lish—and he would pretty well have
to know that. But English still has
serious competitors as a world lan-

guage, and it has only been on top
for forty years. Imagine, then, how
important our language would be if
it had been the only world language,
without competitors, for a thousand
years! What if for ten centuries
everything of any importance that
was thought or said in the western
world had to be said and written
down in English. Well, for a thou-
sand years Latin actually was the one
language of the West, while at the
same time Arabic ruled the East. And
before that for another thousand
years—the most creative period of
all—Greek was the common world
language of East and West. And be-
fore that for yet another thousand
years, a common Semitic idiom was
the learned and diplomatic language
of the world. The greatest and most
significant works of the human mind,
as well as the smallest and most in-
significant efforts of the schoolmen,
are almost all recorded in a few lan-
guages, and the records of the past
run not into unnumerable linguis-
tic puddles to be searched out and
correlated but are conveniently chan-
neled into a few vast, all inclusive
reservoirs. This should make it clear
why a knowledge of certain languages
is absolutely indispensable to any
serious study of the past, and why
their neglect has led to a serious crip-
pling of all our efforts to get a con-
vincing picture of what men have
really been doing and thinking
through the ages. The gadgets will
never answer that question for us.

But if scholarship is not a slide-
rule science, it has certain controls
which any science might envy. An-
tiquity is a romantic study; it has an
irrestible appeal to the glamor hunter
and the poseur; everybody wants to
get into the act. The result is a
chaos of clashing ambitions and wasp-
ish tempers, with amateurs and “pro-
fessionals™ everlastingly accusing each
other of stupidity and humbug. With-
out a governor the humanities get
completely and quickly out of hand.
But in language we have perfect con-
trol: The man who can read off the
ancient text you place before him is
not likely to be an irresponsible
crackpot. The rigid check on the
scholar does not lie in the judgment
of his fellows—scholars band easily
together into groups and schools and
conform their thinking to that of pre-

(Continued on page 455)
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queer ‘peculiar. We don’t want to
appear funny or dowdy, neither do we
want to look crude and vulgar. Why
don’t we create a style of our own?
We may follow dame fashion in many
ways, but if we are wise, I will wager
dame |fashion will be following us
because our girls and women will be
known as regal, smartly, modestly
clothed women who have come to the
realization that it really is smart to be
a Latter-day Saint.

Controlling the Past

(Continued from page 386)
vailing| movements with notorious
servility—the perfect teacher of vir-
tue is [the text itself. The scholar
with an ancient text before him may
do with it as he chooses: He may in-
sert any vowels he pleases if it is in
a Semitic language; he may divide up
consonants into whatever groups
catch his fancy; he may punctuate to
taste; he may give any word, allegori-
cally, any meaning he wants to; in
short, he can cheat to his heart’s con-
tent. But how far will it get him?
Every wrong and wilful reading must
be supported by another one: If one
word is| arbitrarily treated, the next
must be beaten into conformity with
it, and| the |resulting sentence, all
wrong, must match the next sentence,
and so on. With every wrong read-
ing the|student gets himself deeper
into the mud; the farther he carries
the game the more humiliating it be-
comes; with every new syllable his
position| becomes more intolerable
and the future more threatening. In
the end he gives up and starts all
over again—the text, unaided and
alone, has won the day.

The more one considers the power
of the written word, the more mirac-
ulous it appears. The determined and
desperate efforts to control it which
we have been describing are a re-
markable tribute to its uncanny
capacity |to convey the truth regard-
less of designing men. Within the
last decade a few simple scrolls have
successfully overcome the solid and
determined opposition of scholarly
consensus and shattered all the fond-
est beliefs and firmest preconceptions
of church historians. Church history
must now be written all over again,

(Continued on following page)
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Controlling the Past

(Continued from preceding page)
and it is to the most vital questions
of that fascinating subject that we
must now turn our attention.

(To be continued)
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Irma Had a Headache

(Continued from page 389)

Irma could imagine the inadequacy
Brice was feeling. She wondered
frantically if there was anything she
could say that would get them to
start talking. Maybe they’d be in-
terested in her plans for the living
room. She rushed into it, hoping she
sounded enthusiastic. “So I think
we should be able to start shopping
for our new living room suite by this
time next month. Anyone have a
choice as to color?”

Still the three sat without speaking.
She was afraid Brice’s patience was
beginning to strain at their lack of
response. In desperation she began
to tell them what the doctor had said
today. Faye raised her head, and
Irma was shocked at the almost hap-
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spread calamity, those churchmen

who normally exhibit a bland and
easy confidence in the assured and
inevitable triumph of Christianity
through the ages find themselves
pressed by the force of events to ask
questions and indulge in reflections
which in better times are left strictly
alone. We have suggested already
that the key to conventional church
history is its fair-weather determina-
tion not to face up to certain un-
pleasant, nay, alarming possibilities,
in particular the proposition that the
church of Christ did not survive in
the world long after the Apostles.

But today, as at other moments of
great upheaval, such authorities,
Catholic and Protestant, as D. Busy,
Bardy, A. G. Herbert, and F. A. M.
Spencer are moved to remind us that,
after all, Christianity has never come
anywhere near either converting or
saving the world. Instead of the moral
reform which the fourth-century
fathers promised with such confidence
if the empire would only turn officially
Christian, came a disastrous deteriora-
tion of morals; instead of world
peace (also promised), world war; in-
stead of military victory for the Chris-
tian emperor, crushing defeat; instead
of prosperity, economic collapse; in-
stead of the promised intellectual cer-
tainty, violent controversy; instead of
faith, speculation and doubt; instead
of tolerance and love, ceaseless polem-
ic and persecution; instead of trust
in God, cynicism and power politics.
The world once Christianized not only
remained barbarian, but became also
more and more barbaric as it passed
from one century of Christian tutelage
to the next. Contemporary scholars
freely admit, since they can’t deny it,
that something went very wrong. A.
G. Herbert, a Catholic writer, now
even goes so far as to declare that
defeat, not victory, is “the hall-mark
of authenticity” for the church of
Christ on earth.

So much being conceded, the only
question is not whether God would
allow his church to suffer—he has
allowed it—but how far he would al-
low things to go? Some Christians
when pressed will allow that the rule
of evil reached the point of almost
complete extermination for the church
on earth; this is the Baptist “trail of
blood” theory—that the church has
been reduced from time to time to an
almost imperceptible trickle but never
allowed to go out entirely. The last
inch, of course, they cannot concede,
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for that would be fatal to all their
claims. To save at least the tattered
remnants of the true church, modern
claimants fall back on three main
arguments. The first is the perfectly
irrelevant “gates of hell” passage
(Matt. 16:18) which we shall discuss
later. The second is what they like
to call “the simple fact” that the
church has, for all its setbacks and
troubles, persisted in the world un-
intermittently for nigh onto two
thousand years. This is worth a mo-
ment’s thought.

Actually that statement of survival
merely assumes what it claims to
prove, namely, that whatever has
come through so many centuries must
be the true church. But the fact that
churches (never just one, and usually
many) calling themselves Christ’s
have been found on the earth in every
century since the apostles is no proof
in itself that all or any of those
churches really were Christ’s. After
all, did not the Lord himself predict a
time when there would be many
groups bearing his name and saying,
“Lo, here is Christ, or there!” and did
he not warn that at such a time none
of those professing Christians would
be authorized? (Matt. 24:23.) As the
so-called Apostolic Fathers and the
early apologists never tire of repeat-
ing, the name of Christian does not
guarantee the Lord’s approval of
recognition of the individual or so-
ciety bearing it, nor does its presence
in the earth prove at any time that
Christ’s church has survived. So
though we find in every age churches
claiming to be the true heirs of the
apostles, and though we are under ob-
ligation to investigate them all, we
are by no means bound to accept any
one of them simply because it is big
or old—least of all, simply because it
exists. Athanasius says the argument
of bigness is preposterous; Justin
Martyr says the argument of antiquity
is vicious. The argument of mere
existence is the weakest of all, when
at no time since Christ have there
failed to be numbers of Christian

churches all damning each other as
impostors.

The third argument, usually de-
livered in shocked and outraged tones,
is that God simply would not allow
a complete dissolution of his church.
“Can God fail?” cried an angry priest
to the writer, with a great show of
indignation. Well, God has “failed”
to give the earth two moons or equip
the human race with gold teeth—but
is that failure? One can speak only of
failure where an intended aim is not
achieved; where desirable things are
dispensed with, that is not failure
but policy. “How often” would God
have done things for the people—
“and ye would not!” (Matt. 23:37.)
To learn what God’s intention and
policy are in the matter, we must con-
sult not our own common sense or
emotions but the statements of his
prophets: “My ways are not your
ways!” The ancient pagans loved to
charge the Christians with believing
in a God who was either immoral be-
cause he knowingly allowed the ex-
istence of evil or weak because he
could not prevent it. Their logical
minds could not conceive how any-
thing could happen in a universe
ruled by an omnipotent God which
was not the immediate and consum-
mate expression of that God’s desire
and intention. Those Christians are
guilty of the same vanity and impetu-
osity who insist that because they just
can’t see the point in taking the
church from the earth, God would be
foolish and unjust—a failure—if he
permitted it. The solution of the
problem lies not in men’s feelings on
a subject on which they are necessar-
ily very ill-informed, but in God’s
expressed intention in the matter.
Fortunately the New Testament con-
tains full and explicit information.

The Three Acts of the Drama:—
First of all, Christ knew and explained
to others the nature and outcome of
his own mission: what his purpose
was in coming to earth, how he would
be received here, and what would
happen after he left. These points
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are all touched upon in a single
parable—the only parable in the
Bible to which the Lord himself has
left us a full explanation. The par-
able might be called a drama in three
acts. Act One is the Lord’s earthly
mission, in which he likens himself
“unto a man which sowed good in his
field” (Matt. 13:24, 37), the field be-
ing the world, (v. 38). In Act Two
the villain enters: “But while men
slept, his enemy came and sowed tares
among the wheat” (v. 25), and as a
result the crop was spoiled: . . . when
the blade was sprung up, and brought
forth fruit, then appeared the tares
also” (v. 26). This sorry state of
things, with wheat and tares indis-
tinguishably mixed together, does not
represent the state of the church, for
we are explicitly told that the ruined
field is the world, in which the good
seed (“the children of the kingdom™)
have not yet been brought together
(vv. 27-30). This time of confusion
is a long one, lasting “until the har-
vest,” which is Act Three, entitled
“the end of the world” (v. 39). Here
everything is set to rights again, and
the wheat is finally gathered together
out of the world and “into my barn”
(v. 30). “A gathering out” happens
to be the very meaning of the word
ekklesia— ‘church.” In the settling
of accounts in the last act the tares
are bound in bundles for the burning
and, “Then shall the righteous shine
forth as the sun in the kingdom of
their Father” (v. 43). (Italics au-
thor’s.) . . . so shall it be at the end
of this world” (v. 40): It is a happy
ending, indeed, but a delayed one:
first the Lord, then the adversary, who
is the devil (v. 39), and finally the
Lord again.

The parable of the vineyard tells
the same story. In Act One we learn
that the master of the vineyard having
been detained in a far country has in
the past sent many servants—the
prophets—to receive the fruit at the
hand of those he had left in charge;
but his messengers have all been
roughly treated and thrown out. Now
he has decided to send his Beloved
Son, saying, . . . it may be they will
reverence him.” (Luke 20:13; Matt.
22:37.) But in the second act we see
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A problem in addition and subtraction:—This is the kind of adding and taking away

to which John refers in Revelation 22:18-19.
scribe has inserted the famous “Testimony of Jesus,
‘Antiquities of the Jews.”

another writing, the
from a work falsely attributed to Josephus.

Into a text of Josephus’

En)

“Jewish War,” a
taken in its revamped version from
To this he has added yet another excerpt

This was done with a view to making out a

stronger case for the Christians, but a later scribe has scratched out the second addition

and explained in the margin on the right:

“It should be noted that the crossing-out we

have done is ]ustlﬁcd since we have not found this passage in any other copies of this
text, and what is more not a single teacher (or doctor) of the Church of Christ remembers

such

He also e\plalns that the preceding passage, which he has not crossed out, is not

from the “Jewish Wars,” but from the “Antiquities.” (After Eisler.)

the Son treated even worse than the
others, cast out of the vineyard and
slain by villainous men who say, “Let
us kill him, and let us seize on his
inheritance . . .” “let us kill him, that
the inheritance may be our’s.” (Matt.
21:38; Luke 20:14.) So they claim
the vineyard for their own and re-
main in possession until Act Three,
when the lord of the vineyard comes
to destroy the impostors and turns
the vineyard over to authorized work-
ers. (Luke 20:16.) It is the same
three-act theme as the other parable:
first the Lord’s work, then the tri-
umph of the impostor, finally the re-
turn and triumph of the Lord.

The first two of these acts are the
legitimate subject of church history,
since the third either has not hap-
pened yet or opens with the restora-
tion of the gospel, which conventional
church history does not recognize. Let

—I1

us consider the major steps of the
drama as far as the New Testament
is concerned. First of all, the Lord
came into the world knowing full well
that he and his message would be re-
jected: even as Elias had come “and
_they knew him not, but have done
“unto him whatsoever they listed. Like-
wise shall also the Son of man suffer
of them” (Matt. 17:12); “for from
the days of John the Baptist [Elias]

. the kingdom of heaven suffereth
violence, and the violent take it by
force.” (Ibid., 11-12.) At the outset
of his mission he was met by “two
possessed with devils,” who recog-
nized him for what he was and hailed
him as the Son of God, with the re-
quest that he leave them alone and
not torment them “before the time,”
(Matt. 8:28-29.) Immediately there-
after a whole city of mortal men fol-
lowed the lead of those evil spirits
“and besought him that he would de-
part out of their coasts.” (Matt. 8:34.)
Neither devils nor men would ac-
cept his preaching nor did he expect
them to:

Why do ye not understand my speech?
even because ye cannot hear my word.

(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)
Ye are of your father the devil, and the
lusts of your father ye will do. . . .
And because I tell you the truth, ye be-
lieve me not.
Which of you convinceth me of sin?

And, if I say the truth, why do ye not be-
lieve me?

. . . because ye are not of God. (John
8:43-47.)

He expected only hatred from a
world who came to testify of it “that
the works thereof are evil.” (John
7:7.) “I know you,” he said to his
hearers, “that ye have not the love
of God in you,” (Ibid., 5:42) for truly
“he knew all men.” He made no ef-
fort to wheedle, persuade, or meet the
world halfway. Said his enemies:

. . . Master, we know that thou art true,
and teachest the way of God in truth, neither
carest thou for any man: for thou regardest
not the person of men.” (Matt. 22:16; Mark
12:14; Luke 20:21.)

If Jerusalem refused to be gathered to
him, no matter how often he would
have gathered them, he would not
force them. (Matt. 23:37.) If his
hometown people put no faith in him,
he could do no mighty works for
them. (Mark 6:5; Matt. 14:2.) If
they wanted to go so far as to “kill
the Prince of life,” (Acts 3:15), even
then he would not resist them. (James
5:67)

Either we have here a very weak
character or else he has definite rea-
sons for his behavior. The reason
and purpose of his preaching he makes
very clear; like the other prophets, he,
has been sent as a witness by the
Father, “We speak what we do know,
and testify that we have seen; and ye
receive not our witness.” (John 3:11)
“And what he hath seen and heard,
that he testifieth; and no man re-
ceiveth his testimony.” As in the days
of Noah, the witness was given and
rejected:

. . . The world was made by him, and
the world knew him not.

He came unto his own, and his own re-
ceived him not. (Ibid., 1:10-11.)

Even as their ancestors did not be-
lieve in Moses, “. . . ye also have seen
me, and believe not . . . (Ibid., 6:36);
“For neither did his brethren believe
in him.” (Ibid., 7:5.) “The world
cannot receive the spirit of truth.”
(See ibid., 14:17.) Why then bother
to preach it? The answer is clear:
“For judgment I am come into this
world” (ibid., 9:39); that judgment to
504 '
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take place at a later date, “the Father
... hath committed all judgment unto
the Son:” (ibid., 5:22), but during his
earlier mission he did not judge. Men
are free to accept or reject him as
they will: “And if any man hear my
words, and believe not, I judge him
not: for I came not to judge the world,
but to save the world.

“He that rejecteth me . . . hath one
that judgeth him [lit. “one to judge
him”]: the word I have spoken, the
same shall judge him in the last day.
(Ibid., 12:47-48.) No judgment now,
but “in the last day. . ..” “Therefore
judge nothing before the time, until
the Lord come,” writes Paul (I Cor.
4:5), “who both will bring to light
the hidden things of darkness, and
will make manifest the counsels of
the hearts: and then shall every man
have praise of God.” (Italics au-
thor’s.) The time of Christ and the
apostles was not to be the time of
judgment, but of testing; without the
opportunity of freely accepting or re-
jecting, there could be no judgment:
“If T had not done among them the
works which none other man did,
they had not had sin: but now they
have both seen and hated both me
and my Father. (John 15:24.) (Italics
author’s.) That was the purpose of
his preaching to them—to give them
the chance, not to convert them, no
matter what—“That the saying of
Esaias the prophet might be fulfilled,
which he spake, Lord, who hath be-
lieved our report? . . .

“Therefore they could not believe,”
(ibid., 12; John 39-41); . . . their
ears are dull of hearing, and their
eyes they have closed; lest at any
time they should see with their eyes,
and hear with their ears, and should
understand with their heart, and
should be converted, . . .” (Matt.
13:15.) The world is not going to be
converted, but it is going to be judged.
The first act of the drama is all a
preparation, not for the second act,
but for the last one—the second com-
ing and the judgment; on that time
and event all the apostles fix their
gaze as the reward and vindication
of all they are doing. In between lies
the dark and dismal interlude of the
second act about which the Lord and
the apostles have a great deal to say.

Having been as completely as pos-
sible rejected by the world—cast out
of the vineyard and slain—the Lord
was to depart thence and leave the

stage clear to the adversary for the
gloomy second act. This is a long
period in which people go about seek-
ing the Lord in vain and falsely but
loudly proclaiming themselves to be
the true heirs of the vineyard. First,
the departure of the Lord, in no hap-
py mood: “O faithless and perverse
generation, how long shall I be with
you, and suffer you?” (Luke 9:41.)
He is going to rise up and “shut the
door.” (See ibid., 13:25.) . . . the
days will come, when the bride-
groom shall be taken from them, and
then shall they fast.” (Matt. 9:15.)
“Hereafter I will not talk much with
you: for the prince of this world
cometh, and hath nothing in me.”
(John 14:30.)

Then, surprisingly enough, once he
is gone everyone, the wicked as well
as the righteous, will desire Christ
and seek after him—but in vain. Just
as the wicked world venerated the
prophets and painted their tombs after
they had been safely put to death
(Matt. 23:29fF), so they would wor-
ship Christ—at a safe distance.

. . . Yet a little while am I with you, and
then I go unto him that sent me.

Ye shall seek me, and shall not find me:
and where I am, thither ye cannot come.
(John 7:33-34.)

. . . I go my way, and ye shall seek me,
and shall die in your sins: wither I go, ye
cannot come. (Ibid., 8:21.)

Little children, yet a little while I am
with you. Ye shall seek me: and as I said
unto the Jews, Whither I go, ye cannot
come; so now I say unto you.” (Ibid., 13:33.)

. .. The days will come, when ye shall
desire to see one of the days of the Son of
man, and ye shall not see it.

And they shall say to you, See here; or,
see there: go not after them, nor follow
them. (Luke 17:22-23.) (Italics author’s.)

In these speeches the Lord is ad-
dressing not the wicked but his fol-
lowers; even for them the quest will
be vain; plainly there are conditions
and time limits attached to the prom-
ise “Seek and ye shall find,” and “Lo,
I am with you alway, even unto the
end of the world.” (Matt. 28:20.) In
their search they are warned not to
follow after any of the groups claim-
ing to be the church—to have found
Jesus. Those who are looking admit
they have not found him—they are
not the church; and all the rest are
impostors!  Once he has risen up and
has shut the door, then all will call
upon his name and clamor to be num-
bered among his followers—but then

(Continued on page 538)
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(Continued from page 504)
it will be too late: he will refuse to
recognize them. (See Luke 13:25-27.)
In vain do they worship me,” (Matt.
15:9) is not a denunciation of idol-
atry, but of those marching under the
banner of Christ. There is a point
of no return after which even re-
pentance comes too late, as Esau
learned to his sorrow: “For ye know
how that afterward, when he would
have inherited the blessing, he was
rejected: for he found no chance to
repent [metanoias topon, ‘place of
repentance’|, though he sought it
carefully with tears.” (Heb. 12:17.)
He wants to repent sincerely and
makes every effort to be reinstated in
his inheritance, but it is too late; he
is “rejected” even as those will be
rejected who cry “Lord! Lord!” and
try to get into the kingdom of Christ.
(See Matt. 7:21.) The time is com-
ing when vast numbers shall claim
Christ for their own, and when that
time comes, . . . if any man shall say
unto you, Lo, here is Christ, or there;
believe it not.” (Ibid., 24:23. Italics
author’s.) And that time is not far
offe 5 the time draweth near
[when many shall come in my name]
. .. go ye not therefore after them.”
(Luke 21:8.) It is true, the real
church is going to be there for a time,
but the story is one of constantly
deepening gloom until, to use Poly-

carp’s famous phrase, after the apos-
tles “the lights went out.”

The beautiful and much-quoted
words, “I am the light of the world,”
are rarely given in full, since their
purpose is to moke clear that the
light is not going to remain in the
world:

I must work the works of him that sent
me, while it is day: the night cometh, when
no man can work.

As long as I am in the world, I am the
light or the world. (John 9:4-5.)

It is not the night of death referred
to here (the scripture knows no such
expression), but a night that keeps
men from doing a particular kind of
work— “the works of him that sent
me,” the Father’s work, the work of
the church. What follows the Lord’s
mission is not victory but darkness:
“The light shineth in the darkness;
and the darkness comprehendeth it
not.” (Ibid., 1:5.)

. . . Yet a little while is the light with
you. Walk while ye have the light, lest
darkness come upon you:

. . . While ye have light, believe in the
light, . . . (Ibid., 12:35-36.)

“And this is the condemnation [lit-
erally, ‘the process of judgment’], that
light is come into the world, and men
loved darkness rather than light, be-
cause their deeds were evil.” (Ibid.,
3:19.)

(To be continued),

MELCHIZEDEK

(Concluded from page 529)

Melchizedek Priesthood are charged
with the words of eternal life and are
commissioned to give them unto the
world. They should strive continually
in their words, actions, and daily de-
portment to do honor to the dignity
of their priesthood callings. Brigham
Young declared:

Until a selfish, individual interest is ban-
ished from our minds, and we become in-
terested in the general welfare, we shall
never be able to magnify our holy priest-
hood as we should.®

Fourth—Purity, an Indispensable
Quality
In modern revelation, the Lord
commanded Melchizedek Priesthood
holders: “Be ye clean that bear the
vessels of the Lord.” In another
mm_\'nung, Discourses of Brigham Young (ed.

[ohn A. Widtsoe), p. 206.
D, & C.. 38:42,

PRIESTHOOD

revelation to the Latter-day Saints,
God’s commandments and promises
are given as follows:

Let thy bowels also be full of charity
towards all men, and to the household of
faith, and let virtue garnish thy thoughts
unceasingly; then shall thy confidence wax
strong in the presence of God; and the doc-
trine of the priesthood shall distil upon thy
soul as the dews from heaven.

The Holy Ghost shall be thy constant
companion, and thy scepter an unchanging
scepter of righteousness and truth; and thy
dominion shall be an everlasting dominion,
and without compulsory means it shall flow
unto thee forever and ever.”

This important revelation shows
definitely that one must keep his heart
clean and pure, abiding strictly by the
law of chastity, if he expects the holy
Melchizedek Priesthood to operate ef-
fectively in his life and the blessings
of the priesthood to be his eternally.

07hid., 121:45-46.
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HE ROLE OF THE APOSTLES:—But
Taren’t we forgetting about Christ’s

“successors”? A “successor” is one
who comes after and takes the place
of another. To be a successor it is
not enough merely to outlive another
or come after him, one must hold his
identical office and function. Even
a regent is not successor to a king—
only a king can be that; when a vice
president takes over on the death of
a president, he does not become his
successor until he, too, is president.
The scriptures never call the apostles

By no means! “The servant is not
greater than his lord. If they have
persecuted me, they will also perse-
cuteyou,s . o (Thid., 15:205) " 5 it
they have called the master of the
house Beelzebub, how much more
shall they call them of his house-
hold?” (Matt. 10:25.) “If the world
hate you, ye know that it hated me
before it hated you.” (John 15:18.)
The mission of the apostles does not
bring about a new and happy turn of
events in the drama; where the master
has “failed,” we are told not to look

Two Views
of Chutrch History

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

ParT 2

Christ’s successors; there is only one
successor to the Lord mentioned in
the Bible, and that is the Holy Ghost,
“. . . whom the Father will send in
my name, he shall teach you all
things, and bring all things to your
remembrance, whatsoever I have said
unto you.” (John 14:26.) Here is a
true successor, coming expressly to
take the Lord’s place: . .. if I go not
away, the Comforter will not come
unto you; but if I depart, I will send
him unto you.” (Ibid., 16:7.) Sent
by the same authority, he will do the
very same work, speak the identical
words, be a witness for the judgment,
and guide the apostles in all things
exactly as the Lord had done (vv. 8ff).
As for the disciples, the famous
passage in Mark (13:34ff) describes
them as servants left behind with
authorization to do special jobs: the
Lord “left his house, and gave to his
servants the authority, to each one
his task, and commanded the porter
to watch.” There is no mention of
supreme authority being given to any-
one, but to each the authority for his
particular work. The fact that every
soldier in the army acts with the au-
thority of the commander-in-chief
does not give any one of them the
fulness of authority that he possesses.
But what about the servants? Were
they expected to carry on the work
and prosper where the master was
rejected?
570

for success for the servants: . . . be-
hold, I send you forth as lambs among
wolves.” (Luke 10:3, Matt. 10:16)
He had gone as a lamb to the slaugh-
ter; their fate was to be no different.
They are repeatedly told that they are
to occupy a rear guard position in
which they can expect no relief in
this world: . . . I think,” says Paul,
“that God hath set forth us the apos-
tles last, as it were appointed to
death: . . .” (I Cor. 4:9) and he de-
scribes the brethren as . . . the filth
of the world, and are the offscouring
of all things unto this day” (v. 13).
Are the apostles rejected like the
master? They are cast off! Their
orders were to endure to the end, and,
as Tertullian reminds us, (Scorp. 10)
there was absolutely no doubt in the
mind of any early Christian as to what
that meant: to endure to the end
meant just one thing, “to suffer the
end,” to suffer death. “And ye shall
be hated of all men . . .” (Luke
21:17), “Then shall they deliver you
up to be afflicted, and shall Fkill
JouStha

But he that endures to the end shall be
saved. (See Matt. 24:9, 13.) (Italics au-
thor’s.)

In that last sentence we are given
both the expected outcome and the
reward of the apostolic preaching. As
he went to his death, Christ said to
his apostles, “In the world ye shall
have tribulation: but be of good cheer;

I have overcome the world.” (John
16:33.) His victory was in the resur-
rection, and in that alone the apostles
put all their hope of victory and ex-
pectation of reward,

Knowing that he which raised up the
Lord Jesus shall raise up us also by Jesus, . . .

For which cause we faint not; . . . (II

Cor. 4:14, 16.)

“. . . ye shall be betrayed . . . and
some of you . .. be put to death. . ..

“But there shall not an hair of your
head perish.” (Luke 21:16, 18.) Paul
is more than willing to suffer . . . the
loss of all things, and do count them
but dung. . ..

“If by any means I might attain
unto the resurrection of the dead. . . .

“I press toward the mark for the
prize. ;. -} i (Phil. Ba 8 Wienl Ahssiie
prize being “to know him and the
power of his resurrection” (v. 10). So,
at the conclusion of his missionary
labors, Paul can claim for his work an
unqualified success, and that im-
mediately after noting that things are
going to be much worse in the Church
after his departure, (Acts 20:29), that
“all they which are in Asia [the bulk
of his converts] be turned away from
me” (II Tim. 1:15), and that in a
recent controversy ‘“no man stood
with me, but all men forsook me: .. .”
(Ibid., 4:16.) In what then does the
victory and success consist? “Hence-
forth there is laid up for me a crown

. which the Lord, the righteous
judge, shall give me at that day: ...”
(4:8). It never occurs to him or any
other apostle that his success is to be
measured by the converts he makes.
Even spiritual power on this earth
was not their objective: “. . . rejoice
not, that the spirits are subject to you;
but rather rejoice, because your names
are written in heaven.” (Luke 10:20.)
That great institution towards which
the Apostles are striving in no way
resembles any later churches: “I ap-
point unto you a kingdom . . . that
he may eat and drink at my table in
my kingdom, and sit on thrones, judg-
ing the twelve tribes of Israel.” (See
Matt. 19:28.) “For our conversation
is in heaven; from whence also we
look for the Savior, . . .

Who shall change our vile body, that
it may be fashioned like unto his glorious
body, . . . (Phil. 3:20-21.)

The heavenly kingdom, the second
coming, the judgment, the resurrec-
tion—it is clear what these men were
working for. Never once in the days
of the early church does anyone so
much as hint at great expectations for

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA



the church on this earth, never is its
future success and glory suggested as
a motive for their works or a comfort
for their afflictions; even in the midst
of the fiercest persecutions when the
saints need “strong comfort” no one
ever suggests the thought that relief
is on the way, that the church will
win out in the end, that it is their
duty to stick it out so that generations
yet unborn may call them blessed (a
theme familiar to all of them from the
example of pius Aeneas, but never
used by the Christians), that they are
building up the church which is to
fill the earth and save mankind, etc.
These are the noisy trumpetings of the
fourth century which only make more
significant the thundering silence of
the earlier period on the future of the
church. Either the apostles were re-
markably mean and self-centered
men, exclusively concerned with their
individual salvation and a distant
judgment, or else the victory for the
church which they steadfastly refuse
to promise or even mention and for
which they express no yearnings and
to which they dedicate no strivings,
was simply not in the program. When
Tertullian (De Praecr. 29) in a later
age, sorely perplexed by the spiritual
poverty of the Church, tried to com-
fort himself and quiet his misgivings
with the thought that the church
could not have been taken from the
earth because in that case the martyrs
would all have shed their blood in
vain, he was forgetting two all-im-
portant things: first, that the virtues
and sufferings of one man or genera-
tion do not accrue automatically to
the advantage of another—it is quite
possible, as Paul reminds the Gala-
tians, for the church to suffer in vain;
and secondly, that the martyrs have
received the only reward they ever
thought to get—if one wins eternal
life and glory one can hardly be said
to have “run in vain”!

The program of the apostles’ mis-
sion was the same as that of the
Lord’s. Before they ever began to
work, they were told that they would
be “hated of all men” (Mark 13:13),
betrayed and put to death as he was
(John 16:2), allowed to preach for a

while, but then thrust out of the
synagogues and put to death by pious
souls who “think that they are doing
God a favor,” even as the “. . . devout
and honourable women, and the chief
men of the city, . . . expelled them out
of their coasts.” (Acts 13:50.) ... Go
unto this people, and say, Hearing ye
shall hear, and shall not understand;
and seeing ye shall see, and not per-
ceive: . . .” (Ibid., 28:26.) “Behold,
ye despisers, and wonder, and perish:
for I work a work in your days, a
work which ye shall in no wise be-
lieve, though a man declare it unto
you.” (Ibid., 13:41.) “We are trou-
bled on every side, yet not distressed;
we are perplexed, but not in despair;

“Persecuted, but not forsaken; cast
down, but not destroyed. . . .” (II
Cor. 4:8-9.) Whence this indomitable
optimism—in the belief that the work
is going forward and the church
growing? Not a word of that: “Know-
ing that he which raised up the Lord
Jesus, shall raise up us also. . . .

“For which cause we faint not. . . .

For our light affliction, which is
but for a moment, worketh for us . . .
eternal weight of glory;

“While we look not at things which
are seen, but at the things which are

not seen: . . . which are . . . eternal.”
(II Cor. 4:14, 16-18.)
And what point was there in

preaching to a world that would not
listen to them? It is the same as with
Christ and the prophets: “as it was
in the days of Noah,” the gospel of
the kingdom was to be “preached in
all the world for a witness unto all na-
tions; and then shall the end come.”
(Matt. 24:14.) (Italics author’s.)
First the witness, then the end. “But
ye denied the Holy One and the
JuSESR

“And killed the Prince of life, whom
God hath raised from the dead;
whereof we are witnesses.” (Acts 3:14-
15.) (Italics author’s.) Paul tells us
why he bothered to preach to the
Jews who he knew would not hear
him, when ‘“he shook his raiment, and
said unto them, Your blood be upon
your own heads; I am clean: from
henceforth I will go unto the Gen-
tiles.” (Ibid., 18:6.) To the Gentiles
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he preached with the same expecta-
tions and for the same reason. Though
these converts later fell victims to the
wolves, turned against him en masse
(II Tim. 1:15), and became his ene-
mies because he told them the truth
(Gal. 4:16), he can leave them with
the same assuramce of “mission ac-
complished” that he left the Jews:
“. .. I know that ye all . . . shall see
my face no more.

“Wherefore I take you to record this
day, that I am pure from the blood
of all men.” (Acts 20:25-26.) The
concern of the apostles is not whether
they are believed or not but only
whether they bear testimony to all
against the day of judgment. Those
who hear and reject such a testimony
are classed with Sodom and Gomorrah
and reserved for “the day of judg-
ment.” (Luke 10:12.) The apostles
are not to judge until they sit on
thrones in the kingdom: “. . . judge
nothing before the time, until the
Lord cometh, . ..” (I Cor. 4:5) is their

instruction.

The apostles were not to spend
time overcoming opposition and win-
ning people by long-term programs,
as a project of conversion demands;
they were rather to bear their testi-
monies and be on their way in all
possible haste. “And whosoever shall
not receive you, nor hear you, when
ye depart thence, shake off the dust
under your feet for a testimony
against them.” (Mark 6:11.) (Ttalics
author’s.) The program outlined in
Matthew 10 and Luke 9 is not that
of founding solid institutions, but of
last-minute emergency: “. . . I send
you forth as lambs among wolves . . .
salute no man by the way.” (Luke
10:3-4.) What is wrong with a little
civil decency? What is wrong with
purse and scrip, an extra cloak, or
overnight visits? Nothing at all, save
that there is no time left for the
ordinary business and amenities of
life, as Paul tells the Corinthians:
marriage, mourning, celebrating, busi-
ness, careers, all that must be for-
gotten now, for “the time (literally
‘opportunity’) is short: .. .” (I Cor.
7:29), “for the fashion (schema: ‘the
system’) of this world passeth away”
(v. 31). Only for food and lodging
were the missionaries to go to indi-
vidual houses; otherwise, “Go not
from house to house,” (Luke 10:7),
but “in that city that does not receive
you, go your ways out into the streets
of the same and say: Even the very

(Continued on page 599)
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MELCHIZEDEK PRIESTHOOD

(Concluded from page 593)
light of it, to know everything which con-
cerns himself and his individual duties, but
it is not his right and privilege to dictate to
his superior in office, nor to give him coun-
sel, unless he is called upon to do so, then
he may make suggestions.'

Also, President Joseph F. Smith
made the following suggestions re-
garding elders:

It is the duty of this body of men [the
elders] to be standing ministers at home; to
be ready at the call of the presiding officers
of the Church and the stakes; to labor and
administer at home; and to officiate in any
calling that may be required of them;
whether it be to work in the temples, or to
labor in ministry at home, or whatever it
be to go out into the world, along with
the seventies, to preach the gospel to the
world.*

Defining some of the duties of
elders, we read the following in the
Doctrine and Covenants:

. which quorum is instituted for stand-
ing ministers; nevertheless they may travel,
yet they are ordained to be standing minis-
ters to my church, saith the Lord.*

Fourth—Functions Rest on [urisdic-
tion and Authorization

Although an elder, through right of
having received the Melchizedek
Priesthood and having had bestowed
upon him the office of an elder has
the right to perform all the works per-
taining unto that office, he cannot go
ahead and perform those works per-
taining unto that office unless he re-
ceives the proper authorization; for
example, an elder has the authority
to baptize, but in the ward of the

18Discourses of Brigham Young, edited by John A.
Widtsoe (Salt Lake City, 1925), p. 228.
19]oseph F. Smith, op. cit., pp. 184-185.

Church he may not perform this
ordinance unless authorized by the
bishop of the ward; while in the mis-
sion field he receives his authorization
from the president of the mission. The
authorization is necessary from those
two parties because the bishop holds
the keys of the priesthood in his ward
—which keys are the directing
power—while the president of the
mission holds the keys of the priest-
hood in his mission. It is necessary
for elders to receive authorization for
each assignment from those who hold
the keys. The presiding authorities
or presidencies in priesthood quorums
are the ones who hold the keys of
priesthood of those quorums; thus,
keys go with presidency. It is neces-
sary to have only certain people in
the Church possess directive power or
keys so that order may be preserved
in the numerous activities of the
kingdom. President Joseph F. Smith
explains as follows:

The leading fact to be remembered is
that the priesthood is greater than any of
its offices; and that any man holding the
Melchizedek Priesthood may, by virtue of its
possession, perform any ordinance pertain-
ing thereto, or in connection therewith,
when called upon to do so by one holding
the proper authority, which proper author-
ity is vested in the President of the Church,
or any whom he may designate. Every
officer in the Church is under his direc-
tion and he is directed of God. He is also
selected of the Lord to be the head of the
Church and so becomes when the priest-
hood of the Church (which includes its
officers and its members) shall have so ac-
cepted and upheld him. (D. & C. 107:22.)
No man can justly presume to have author-
ity merely by virtue of his priesthood . . .
for in addition, he must be chosen and
accepted by the Church.®

2Joseph F. Smith, op. cit., p. 174,
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20D, & C. 124:137.
(Continued from page 571)
dust . . . we do wipe off against you:

notwithstanding be ye sure of this,
that the kingdom of God is come nigh
unto you.” (See ibid., 10:10.) After
they have had their chance, the apos-
tles’ business with them is over.

ye shall be brought before rulers and
kings for my sake, for a testimony
against them . . . and ye shall be hated
of all men for my name’s sake: . . .”
(Mark 13:9-13.) “Ye are witnesses for
me . . . unto the uttermost part of the
earth.” (See Acts 1:8), for “. . . re-
pentance and remission of sins should
be preached in his name among all
AUGUST 1955

nations, beginning at Jerusalem. And
ye are witnesses of these things.”

(Luke 24:47-48.) (Italics author’s.)

HE PassinGg oF THE CHURcH:—But
even if the apostles were to suffer

the same rejection and death as the
master, is not the gloom of the “sec-
ond act” relieved by the survival of
the church? What of the “little chil-
dren” whom they taught? Alas! they
are given the same promise of extinc-
tion; they, too, are required to “en-
dure to the end” and are given the
same comfort and promise—eternal
life. “If any man will come after
(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)
me,” he must lose his life. (See Matt.
16:24, 25; Mark 8:34, 35; Luke 9:23,
24.) The whole church—not just
the apostles—are to be “partakers in
Christ’s sufferings” in a physical
sense, and receive the incorruptible
inheritance “reserved for you in
heaven, and receive the end (reward)
of your faith, the salvation of your
souls.” (See I Peter 1:5.) “Foras-
much then as Christ hath suffered
for us in the flesh, arm yourselves
likewise with the same mind.
(Ibid., 4:1.) What the saints can
look forward to here is “necessities,
distresses, stripes, imprisonments, tu-
mults, fastings.” (II Cor. 6:4-5.) The
exhortation to the Saints is all for a
last-ditch stand; they are to “take the
prophets for an example of suffering
affliction and patience,” with the only
hope of relief in the coming of the
Lord. (See James 5:10.) They must
work in the limited time they have
here, “while it is called To gyl
For we are made partakers of Christ,

if we hold . . . unto the end; . . .”
(Heb. 3:13-14.) *. . . whose house
are we, if we hold fast . . . firm unto

the end” (v. 6). (Italics author’s.)
When the saints need a “strong con-
solation” what they get is the as-
surance that God will reward them if
they “hope unto the end,” (Heb.
6:11, 18), not a promise of relief or
success or ultimate triumph for the
cause.

The saints were not to put up a
fight: “My kingdom is not of this
world: if [it] were . . . then would my
servants fight.” (John 18:36.) They
are to assemble themselves together
not for “action” but to await the
end—". . . so much the more, as ye
see the day approaching.” (Heb.
10:25.) When the leaders went
around “Confirming the souls of the
disciples, and exhorting them to con-
tinue in the faith,” their specific in-
structions were that we must
through much tribulation enter into
the kingdom of God.” (Acts 14:22.)
These people were already members
of the church; it was another king-
dom for which they strove. Why is
it that none of the apostles wants to
make the noble sacrifice and live for
the church? Why (later churchmen
ask with wonder) did they never
bother to write out full instructions
for the guidance of the church to
come? The “foundation” which Paul
lays he emphatically declares to have

nothing to do with this world. (I
Cor. 3:10ff.) It is all too easy to say
with the pagan philosophers and
fourth century theologians that to
“leave the world” means only to lay
aside the lusts of the flesh. It was
Christ who served as the great exam-
ple in this to the early Christians; all
true believers knew that they “must
suffer with him [Christ], that we
may also be glorified together,”
(Romans 8:17)—but what can this
have to do with turning from lust
to philosophy? The Lord never in-
dulged in either.

We learn from the Bible that the
end of the church was to come in
two ways. The first was the exter-
mination of those who stood fast; that
is, as we have seen, the very condition
of proving oneself a true saint and
winning eternal life, for one had to
endure to the end to be saved. For
centuries the belief persisted in the
church that anyone not put to death
for his testimony (martyr means “wit-
ness”) had failed to achieve the fullest
glory, so emphatic and deep-rooted
were the teachings of the early
church on the subject. The church
were expected in all confidence to be
in the most literal sense “partakers in
Christ’s sufferings.”

But what of the rest? What of the
vast majority that did not stand fast
and “suffer the end? They continued
to profess Christianity, but a Chris-
tianity perverted to their own tastes:

But I fear, lest by any means, as the ser-
pent beguiled Eve through his subtilty, so
your minds should be corrupted from the
simplicity that is in Christ.

For if he that cometh preacheth another
Jesus, whom we have not preached. . .. (I
Cor. 11:3-4. Ttalics author’s.)

There is no thought in these im-
postors of renouncing the name and
claim of Christian: “For such are false
apostles, deceitful workers, transform-
ing themselves into the apostles of

Christ?* (v 13).

I marvel that ye are soon removed from
him that called you unto the grace of
Christ unto another gospel:

Which is not another; but there be some
that . . . would pervert the gospel of Christ.
(Gal. 1:6-7. Ttalics author’s.)

What surprises the apostle in this
case is not what is happening, but
only that it should- be happening so
soon. The Lord himself had foretold
what would happen:

(Continued on page 602)
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(Continued from page 600)

For there shall arise false Christs, and
false prophets, and shall shew great signs
and wonders; insomuch that, if it were pos-
sible, they shall deceive the very elect.
(Matt. 24:24.)

Such a deception could be achieved
(and the scripture says “they shall
deceive”—using the infinitive of re-
sult—not “they would if they could™)
not by any pagan bluster or anti-
Christian propaganda, but only by a
very clever imitation of the real
thing.

The danger that threatens the
masses, according to the apostles, is
not the same danger that threatens
the true disciples: the latter are to
lose their lives and win their glory;
but for the rest there is another fate.
They will go on as followers of
“Jesus,” but it is “another Jesus” they
follow. In various ways they “per-
vert” the truth—not deny it. Some
would “depart from the faith” by
“forbidding to marry,” (I Tim. 4:1fF);
some would be fooled by the false
Gnosis (Ibid., 6:21); some would “err
from the faith” out of “love of
money,” (Ibid., 6:10); some would
“overthrow the faith of some,” by
“denying the resurrection.” (II Tim.
2:18.) But such people do not return
to the profession of paganism—they
would be horrified at the thought!
How much simpler to do it this way:

For the time will come when they will
not endure sound doctrine; but after their
own lusts shall heap to themselves teachers,
having itching ears;

And they shall turn away their ears from
the truth, and shall be turned unto fables.
(Ibid., 4:3-4.)

Paul is greatly alarmed at this pros-
pect which he knows is about to be
realized: “Take heed unto yourselves
and to all the flock,” he says in his
farewell to Ephesus, “over which the
Holy Ghost hath made you overseers,
to feed the church of God, which he
hath purchased with his own blood.”
(Acts 20:28.) Here we have a test
case: Could one ask for a more per-
fect assurance of permanence and in-
vulnerability to a church than the
pronouncement that it is the “church
of God,” that it has been “purchased
by his own blood,” and that it is led
by the Holy Ghost? Yet this is a
solemn warning to take heed,

For I know this, that after my departing
shall grievous wolves enter among you, not
sparing the flock.

THE IMPROVEMENT ERA
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Also of your own selves shall men arise,
speaking perverse things [the “perversion™
motive again!], to draw away disciples after
them.

Therefore watch, and remember, that by
the space of three years I ceased not to
warn every one night and day with tears.
(vv. 29-31. Italics author’s.)

Here we are told that apostolic
guidance is to be withdrawn (Cf. Gal.
4:18), that as a result the wolves will
attack, and that the attack will be
successful—the flock enjoys no im-
munity from such, even though “pur-
chased with his own blood.”

Paul is warning the churches in no
spirit of mild fatherly admonition;
his is not the calm assurance of later
church writers that the church of God
cannot fail and all will be well: He
knows differently—the salt can lose
its savor and be thrown out. (See Luke
14:34.) His alarms have gone on for
years, night and day, and with tears:

I am afraid of you, lest T have bestowed
upon you labour in vain, (Gal. 4:11)
I stand in doubt of you, (v. 20). ... Have
ve suffered so many things in vain? (Ibid.,
3:4)

there are contentions among you. . . .

Is Christ divided? . . .

I thank God that I baptized none of
you. .. . (I Cor. 1:11,. 13-14:)

What kind of winning talk is this?
Is not the important thing to get
people to join the church in numbers
so they can be taught? Apparently
Paul does not think so. Where the
strong members are concerned we
hear of nothing but being put to
death, enduring to the end, partakers
of Christ’s sufferings, thinking only
of the resurrection and hereafter, and
counting all things but dross as far
as this world is concerned. Where
the weak ones are concerned, the pre-
diction is all of perversion, corruption,
and betrayal: theése are not thrown
to the lions; instead (in the words of
the Didache) these sheep turn into
wolves—but still claim to be sheep.
As the Son of Man was betrayed, so
would the apostles be: Betrayal is
not the work of the heathen—it is
an inside job:

And ye shall be betrayed both by parents,
and brethren, and kinsfolks, and friends; and
some of you shall they cause to be put to

death. (Luke 21:16.)

Others died other ways, but the great
danger comes from betrayal—the
pagans can neither betray nor cor-
rupt nor pervert the gospel; only
members can do that. It was the
Jews who betrayed and murdered the

(Continued on following page)
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I’ve tried ready-made starches, but
none of them gives as good results as
freshly-made hot Faultless Starch. Hot
starch is best because it penetrates best.
And with good old Faultless Starch I can
make perfect hot starch in barely a
minute—without cooking!

I use more than one starching method.
For doilies I use cold starch. I like hot
starch for my husband’s shirts and other
washday starching. In between, I use
starch I bottle myself. Faultless Starch is
the only laundry starch that gives me all
three methods from one box.

Do you agree with these

women about starching?

I can’t afford to buy anything ready-
made that I can make myself and save
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(Continued from preceding page)
prophets who later adorned their

tombs. (Acts 7:52f.)
Recently a Catholic writer has de-
clared: “The failure of the Mormon

ness of their accusation,” (i.e., that «.
there was a Great Apostasy).®? The
New Testament is only one of many,
many sources that clearly “explain

K ; when, where, and how” the Christian
spokesmen to explain Whe_n' where,  church completely changed its nature
and how the present Catholic Church \

M. Poetzl, O. F. M., “Was there a ‘Great Apos-
was foundEd eXpOSCS the fatal Weak- tasy’?”’ (St. Paul: Radio Replies Press, 1955.)
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WAXED FOR : Richard L. Evans |
il heard a fath i “H 4
PROTECT'ON ! AVE you ever neara a lather say oI someone: e was // v
BARGAIN H good to my son™ If you have, you have no doubt 9 i
sensed something that goes far deeper than any ordinary ¢

gratitude. It seems that a man will be everlastingly grateful
to someone who “was good to his son.” As parents we ap-
preciate, of course, all the thoughtfulness and favors of our
friends, all the kindnesses and courtesies that come from
other people. We are grateful for every help, for every
recognition, for every consideration that comes to us from
others. But there is a special kind of gratitude, a fervent,
deep, undying gratitude reserved for those of whom we can
say: “He was good to our son.” “He was good to our chil-
dren.” We are grateful to teachers who understandingly
have eased them over difficult periods. We are grateful for
friends who have helped them find their way into useful
work. We are grateful to those who have taken time to
listen to them, to understand them, to steady and encourage
them. We are unspeakably grateful to those who have
helped them over any awkwardness, to those who have helped
them to adjust to life in any constructive way. Words can-
not well express how grateful we are to anyone who takes
the time and trouble to help a son or daughter of anyone of 3
us. And since our hearts are so sincerely warm toward those
who have been good to our children, would we not expect
the Father of us all to turn his blessing and his kindly
countenance toward those who have been good to his chil-
dren? Would we not expect the Father of our spirits, with
his infinite love and wisdom, to be grateful to those who are
good to his children? If we want any day to mean much ) :
more than it could mean in any other way, we should do ¢
something for someone’s son, for someone’s daughter—for )
some of our eternal Father’s sons or daughters, whom all
men are and whom he made in his image—"“For God so
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and the present churches came to be
what they are. To speak of a founding
in a case like this is silly, since natu-
rally no church claiming to have orig-
inated with Christ and the apostles
(and they all claim that!) is going to
go about proclaiming its foundation in
this or that century after Christ! Even
the Protestants will not admit a time
and place of origin after the apostolic
age; they are merely reformers of the
old order—new things have been in-
augurated from time to time, to be
sure, and old things reformed—but
it was really the same church all
along. Every Christian church claims
to go back to the first century: in the
third century Origen admits the
charge of Celsus, that already the
church has long been “divided into
sects, each of which claimed that it
was the depository of the pure old
original form of Christianity passed
down from the beginning, while all
the others were upstarts and inno-
vators.” Whatever groups emerge
from the squabble naturally go on
claiming each that it is the one church
founded by Christ; but in the horrible
confusion of that and the following
centuries, what are such claims worth?
“Let me ask,” writes Father Poetzl,
“was the Catholic Church established
in the 20th century? You must an-
swer ‘No.” If honest, you must say
that the Church of today is the con-
tinuation of the Church which existed
in the 19th century. Very well. Was
the Church established in the 19th
century? . . . The Church of the 19th
century was the continuance of the
Church of the 18th century. Go back
farther, century by century. I defy
the Mormon spokesmen to name any
century in which the Catholic Church
was established, any other century
than the first.”* With equal pro-
priety, and using the same words,
Father Poetzl might ask: “Was the
French language established in the
20th century? You must answer ‘No.’
If honest, you must say that the
French of today is the continuation
of the French which existed in the
19th century. Very well. Was
French established in the 19th cen-
tury? . . . The French of the 19th cen-
tury was the continuance of the
French of the 18th century. Go back
farther, century by century. I defy
Mormon spokesmen to name any
century in which the French language
was established other than the first.”™
Thus it can be shown that Latin never
ceased to exist as the vernacular of
(Continued on following page)
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TWO VIEWS OF CHURCH HISTORY

(Continued from preceding page)
Gaul and that the great apostasy
from the old Roman tongue which
the purists so deplored never took
place. It is the same with space as
with time. Hugo Schuchardt showed
that it is quite impossible to point to
any spot, line, or area on the map at
which TItalian ceases and French be-
gins. Is it Livorno? Milan? Nice? It
is none of them or any other area you
can name. “Very well,” to quote
Father Poetzl, how can you possibly
maintain that different languages pre-
vail in Paris and Rome? The failure
of Mormon spokesmen to show when,
where, or how the Italian language
was founded is fatal to their argu-
ment that spoken Latin disappeared.”™
And yet it did. |

The sophistry of the argument (a
typical and shopworn school demon-
stration) lies in the well-known trick
of confining the discussion to two al-
ternatives only, and excluding all
other possibilities: either a new
church was established or else the old
church continued. Only those two
situations are considered—“have you
stopped beating your mother-in-law”
—a third possibility is not allowed.
But formal establishment is not the
only way to bring a church into being,
and continuity by no means proves
identity. In history actual establish-
ments are extremely rare, and even
then they are but the formal recogni-
tion of conditions that already exist,
while the continuation of institutions
is never without change. It is as if
the white-haired Columbus were to
argue that his hair was really red

since he was born with red hair and
no one could name the date or place
at which it became white.

Since Newman forced the Catholics
to admit (albeit with extreme reluc-
tance) that they have been changing
things all along, they have fallen
back on the argument that once the
church had received divine authority
there was no limit to the changes
that might be introduced without
danger of corruption, since the
Church had the authority to make the
changes. But it was precisely these
self-initiated changes in the church
that worried the apostles; “They
went out from us,” says John of the
perverters. (I John 2:19.) It is en-
tirely possible for important church-
men of high position (a number are
pointed out by name in the New
Testament) to “preach another Jesus”
and to “pervert the gospel of Christ”
and to “corrupt the word of God,”
(IT Cor. 2:17), and to “wrest the
scriptures.” (IT Pet. 3:16.) And it is
quite possible for these to enjoy
great success and become the leaders
of the church after the apostles are
gone. (II Tim. 4:2ff.) This is the
process the apostles and the Lord pre-
dicted—and it takes place without
any break in historical continuity
(the impostors make a great to-do
about being the legitimate heirs of the
vineyard) and without the establish-
ment of new churches: even Tertul-
lian, the greatest authority of his day
on the early church, was fooled into
believing that the Montanists were
the original church of Christ.

(To be continued)

THESE TIMES

(Continued from page 546)

8. The outlines of one approach (not
without its hazards) are now visible in
the slowly strengthening bonds between
the Islamic world and the West. One
of the world’s best highways—the Med-
iterranean-S u e z-Singapore-Manila air
and water route—brings Islam, the West,
and the Afro-Asian realm into juxtaposi-
tion and calls for imaginative policies.

9. Populous India, independent, proud,
and neutral, stands astride this great
route. American naval power, bastion
of the Pacific peace and the NATO
scheme, is less evident in the strategic
Indian Ocean than elsewhere. As does
Israel at the strategic Middle East end of

the Mediterranean, India represents an
element which must receive
respect and consideration.

10. China may well hold the keys to
much of the world’s future. But with
Germany once again a factor in Europe,
with a magnetic-like attraction on Rus-
sia, China may well become less ab-
sorbed with her Russian ally. Foreign
ideologies have made inroads in China
in the past—Buddhism, for example.
There is yet hope that communism may
become less militant and be divested of
some of its rancor in the vast sea of
Chinese culture and institutions. Two
new influences may shortly be felt on
China, in addition to Russia, American
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Jesus said: “After my departing shall grievous wolves enter in among you, not sparing
the flock.” (Acts 20:29.)" The above picture portrays the martyrdom of 10,000 Christians

under King Sapor of Persia.

Two Views

of Church History

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

Part III

immune to corruption no matter

how much it changes is to hold all
the warnings of the Lord and the
apostles in contempt. They felt no
such confidence: “For if God spared
not the angels . . .” what guarantee
of immunity can men expect? (II
Pet. 2:4ff; Jude 5ff.) “For it is im-
possible,” writes Paul, “for those who
were once enlightened, and have
tasted of the heavenly gift, and were
made partakers of the Holy Ghost,
And have tasted the good word of
God, and the powers of the world to
come. . . .” (Heb. 6:4-5.)

At this point let us pause and ask
any Christian, or, for that matter
any thinking man, to finish the sen-
tence for us: just what is impossible
650

To cramv that the true Church is

for people so richly endowed? If the
sixth chapter of Hebrews were a frag-
mentary text broken off at this place,
any thoughtful individual could sup-
ply the conclusion: obviously Paul is
reassuring the saints, telling them that
it is quite impossible—unthinkable, in
fact—for those who have already
qualified for every earthly blessing
plus the sure earnest of the world to
come—it is impossible for such ever
to be lost. “Reason itself” demands
such a conclusion, but it is all wrong
—the rest of the sentence administers
a stinging rebuke to Christian com-
placency: It is impossible, the writer
continues, for those so blessed “If
they shall fall away, to renew them
again unto repentance; . . .” (Ibid.,
6:6.) The falling away is a one-way
process; it cannot be reversed. Heav-

enly powers and gifts once lost can
only come again

. when the times of refreshing shall
come from the presence of the Lord;
. . . the times of the restitution of all
things, . . . (Acts 3:19, 21.)

The heavenly inheritance can be
lost, even to the saints; and no matter
how they may seek it “carefully and
with tears,” once it is gone they shall
“seek and not find.”

The great apostasy did not happen
consciously. The mentally ill (“O
foolish Galatians, who hath bewitched
you”? [Gal. 3:17) do not know what
is wrong with them or when it hap-
pened. What the apostles denounce
most strenuously in their letters is
the complete complacency and self-
satisfaction of the perverters:
lovers of their own selves, covetous,
boasters, proud. . .. Traitors, heady,
highminded, . . .” (II Tim. 3:2ff.)
No lack of assurance here!

Like the slinging of a noose, the
end comes silently, quietly, without
warning, so that the victim never sus-
pects what is happening, being the
while wholly preoccupied with #“the
cares of this life.” (Luke 21:34.) It
is not a process of founding new in-
stitutions that the scriptures describe,
but one of becoming: “love shall turn
to hate,” “evil men and seducers shall
wax worse and worse,” (II Tim.
3:13), “iniquity shall increase,” “the
sheep of the fold shall turn into
wolves,” (Didache)—but go right on
calling themselves sheep! The false
claimants never give up “Having a
form of godliness, but denying the
power thereof. . . . (II Tim. 3:5.)
The end was never formally declared
(heaven forbid!); in the words of
Polycarp, “the lights went out.”

What, then, was “the end”? The
Bible has a good deal to say on the
subject, and scholars have had a great
deal more. At present we are con-
sidering only the former. On the
mountain of the transfiguration Peter,
James, and John, having just beheld
Elias in conversation with the Lord
and Moses, were told that Elias would
at some time come and “restore all
things,” though he had already come
and been rejected. (Matt. 17:11-12.)
It was further explained that the Son
of Man would suffer the same rejec-
tion; and later on Peter declares in a
sermon that Christ would come again
at “the times of the restitution of all
things.” (Acts 3:21; italics author’s.)
Some time after that the same Peter
announces to the church that “the
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end of all things is at hand.” (I Pet.
4:7; italics author’s.) Here we have
“all things” brought to earth, “all
things” coming to an end, and “all
things” restored again. “All what
things?” we ask, for the world itself
seems to go on. Peter gives us the
answer: . . . all things which God
hath spoken through the mouths of
his holy prophets since the world be-
gan,” (Acts 3:21, italics author’s);
“According as his divine power hath
given unto us all things pertaining
unto life and godliness.” (II Pet. 1:3,
italics author’s.) “All things” means
the fulness of the gospel. That is
what passes away when “the end of
all things is at hand.”

The apostles speak of their own
times as the end of the world, and yet
they talk of more history to follow:
“Tust now in the end of the world
hath he appeared . . . and unto them
that look for him shall he appear a
second time. . ..” (See Heb. 9:26, 28.)
Now is here “the end of the world,”
and yet it is to be followed by a time
of waiting and expectation, after
which the Lord will appear again.
Plainly with “the end of the world,”
the whole story is not told. Literally
“end of the world” here means “con-
summation of the periods, or aeons.”
The word aeon appears over a hun-
dred times in the New Testament,
nearly always as the equivalent of the
Hebrew ‘olam ha-zeh, “the age in
which we live.” An aeon is, strictly
speaking, a world period, and hence
was sometimes loosely employed to
refer to this world of ours, our times,
the wicked world, etc. But never is
the sense of a limited span of time
completely absent when this word is
employed: one can stretch a point
and translate “the completion of the
aeon” as “the end of the world,”
but only if it is understood that the
“world” referred to is not necessarily
the physical earth or the physical
universe but the present age of men.

When Christ met with the eleven
by special appointment on a mountain
in Galilee (Matt. 28:16), he sent
them out with instructions to “teach
all nations . . . to carry out all the
instructions he had given them,” and

gave his messengers the promise, “be-

TheWay of the Church

hold I am with you every day until
the completion of the period” (see
vv. 19-20). The “Great Commission™
is not an unlimited call to everyone,
but specifically and privately to the
eleven; it is not an order for them to
tell all men whatever they had heard,
but simply to instruct them to carry
out certain specific orders (the lan-
guage is technical and military);
above all, it is not a promise that the
Lord is going to stay in the world for-
ever and ever or, as John Chrysostom
desperately translates it, “for ages
without end”; aeon is here in the
singular; a definite limit is placed on
the Savior’s personal support, which
is to be enjoyed until the apostles
have finished their work: “until the
completion (syntelesis) of the aeon,
or period.” There is going to be an
end: the Lord said he would send his
apostles out to preach to all the world
for a witness, that they would carry
out that assignment, “and then shall
the end come.” (Ibid., 24:14.) Their
mission, like the Lord’s, was indeed
at the end of the world. There is no
more firmly established belief or more
ancient tradition in Christendom than
the conviction that the apostles them-
selves actually did carry out their
mission, the Lord, as he promised,
“working with them, and confirming
the word with signs following.” (Mark
16:20.) When every man on Pente-
cost heard the gospel preached in his
own tongue, Peter announced that
this was actually the fulfilment of

that which was spoken by the prophet
Joel;

. in the last days, saith God, I will

pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh. . . .
(Acts 2:16-17.)

These were the last days, the gospel
actually had been preached to all
flesh, the prophecy was fulfilled, and
the end could come. For the proph-
ecy was that before the apostles could
be put to death, “the gospel must
first be published among all nations.”
(Mark 13:9f, italics author’s.) The
apostles themselves complete the
whole work of the dispensation; after
them comes not the beginning—but
the end. The clear statement of the
Lord, that “. . . This generation shall
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not pass away, till all be fulfilled”
(Luke 21:32), is enough in itself to
settle the issue: either Jesus was a
false prophet, or the end did come.

WHY po the early Christians express
the keen and anxious concern
they did for “signs of the times™?
Why did they diligently study the
times and seasons and everlastingly
ask the Lord and the Apostles, “When
will it be?” (Cf. Acts 1:7.) It is be-
cause they were expecting an end
and had been instructed to watch
even until the end. Their attitude
would have been hard to understand
if they had ever been given reason
to believe that the church had been
established, once and for all, to re-
main firm and steadfast until the end
of the world.

It has often been noted that the
ancient Christians professed two ex-
pectations: one an expectation of bliss,
the other an expectation of woe. In
their calendar the woe was to come
first.  Paul explains the situation
when he reminds the Thessalonians
that they must indeed look forward
to “the coming of our Lord Jesus
Christ, and our gathering together
unto him,” but not be deceived into
thinking “that the day of Christ is
at hand,” since before that could
come there must come “a falling
away first, and that man of sin be
revealed, the son of perdition.” (II
Thess. 2:1ff.) And Peter reminds
the church, “first, that there shall
come in the last days scoffers, walking
after their own lusts,” and only later
will the Lord come, being mean-
while “not slack concerning the prom-
ise,” since “one day is with the Lord
as a thousand years. . . .” (II Peter
3:3ff.) The joy is coming, but first
the woe. There are ends and other
ends. The “signs of the times” are
significant because things follow a
pattern: “Whenever you see these
events,” says the Lord, stating a gen-
eral rule in a present general condi-
tion, “you know that the kingdom of
God is nigh at hand . . .” (See Luke
21:31); for example, “you look at the
trees, and whenever they now shoot
forth, ye see and know of your own
selyes that summer is now nigh at

hand” (See vv. 29-30, italics au-
thor’s.) It is a characteristic and
repeated event, this “end of all

things” and “restitution of all things,”
which we shall discuss in the next

(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)
section. Whose coming was expected
by the saints? The Lord’s, according
to some accounts, the adversary’s, ac-
cording to others. Why should this
be a cause (as it has been) of fero-
cious controversy? Plainly they ex-
pected both; and not at one and the
same time, but first the deceiver, and
then the Lord.

After the Lord left the world, who
came next? “The prince of this world,
and hath nothing in me.” Who is
to follow up the work of the Apostles
if they are “sent last” and “the end”
is to come when they have completed
their work? Who indeed: . . . after
my departing shall grievous wolves
enter in among you, not sparing the
flock.” (Acts 20:29.) Those are the
only “successors” mentioned. Who is
to take over the place when Peter
leaves it? “The devil . . . abroad as a
ravening lion,” completely on the
loose. When John announces, “Little
children, it is the last time,” is he
expecting the Lord? On the con-
trary: “. . . even now there are many
antichrists; whereby we know that it
is the last time.” (I John 2:18.) You
know the last time is here because
“the mystery of iniquity doth already
work,” and his work is only temporar-
ily held up by an opponent who is
presently to be “taken out of the
way.” (II Thess. 2:7.)

As modern scholars, Catholic and
Protestant, are beginning to realize
(we shall discuss them later), the
prospects were not brilliant: “When
the Son of man cometh, shall he find
faith on the earth?” (Luke 18:8.) It
was a dark interval that lay ahead,
“the Wintertime of the Just,” they
called it in the ancient church. There
is a real element of tragedy here; the
tears of the Lord and the Apostles
were genuine. Paul does not warn
constantly and with tears for the
sake of a few inevitable crackpots and
backsliders: the “wicked one” is
“coming with all powers and signs
and lying wonders,” (II Thess. 2:9);
the night is coming when no man can
work, the time which the closing lines
of Didache describe as the long ordeal
of the human race. There is no
doubt that the early Christians were
convinced that the glorious final act
of the drama would not be played
“before the time.” No city ever had a
better chance of hearing the gospel
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than Capernaum; no city ever re-
jected it more completely; according-
ly, “in the day of judgment” Caper-
naum “‘shall be thrust down to hell.”
But meantime, what is the status of
the cursed city to be? Quite mag-
nificent: “exalted to heaven.” (Matt.
11:23-24, Luke 10:15.) That “mean-
while” is the second act of the drama,
and it lasts until the judgment.

If one is determined to believe that
the primary intent and purpose of
the missions of Christ and the Apos-
tles was the setting up on the earth
of a mighty institution of sure salva-
tion for all, “to remain firm and stead-
fast until the end of the world” (to
use the proud formula of 1870—in the
absence of any appropriate scripture!),
then the negative course of things so
clearly indicated in the Bible was a
terrible mistake. Common sense re-
bels against the dismal prospect of the
whole earth being given into the
hands of “the one who leads the
world astray,” (as the Didache puts
it)—it is a hard thing to take. And
that is exactly why all the prophets
of the New Testament urge the saints
continually not to take the common
sense point of view in the matter:
“In the world ye shall have tribula-
tion: but be of good cheer!” Is that
common sense? “Now is the day of
salvation,” Paul cries joyfully, de-
scribing the day as one of afflictions,
necessities, distresses, stripes, im-
prisonments, tumults, labors, watch-
ings, fastings—"“as sorrowful, yet al-
way rejoicing.” (II Cor. 6:10.) It
seems like anything but fun or good
sense. As to the things that common
sense values, Paul says, “I count them
but dung, just so I win Christ.”
Worldly standards are utterly mis-
leading. Hear what Peter, James, and
John have to say:

Note the emphasis in Peter’s epis-
tles on the evil times ahead and the
postponement of blessings for a
definite interval: “[Ye] are kept . . .
unto salvation, ready to be revealed
in the last time. Wherein ye greatly
rejoice, though now for a season, if
need be, ye are in heaviness . . .
(expecting) praise and honour and
glory at the appearing of Jesus Christ.
...” (Cf I Peter 1:5-7.) “Be sober,
and hope to the end for the grace
that is to be brought unto you at the
revelation of Jesus Christ (Ibid.,
1:13.) ... Pass the time of your so-

journing here in fear (Ibid., 1:17.)
. .. Beloved, think it not strange con-
cerning the fiery trial which is to try
you, as though some strange thing
happened unto you:

“But rejoice, inasmuch as ye are
partakers of Christ’s suffering; that
when his glory shall be revealed, ye
may be glad. . . . (Ibid., 4:12-13.)

“. .. the God of all grace . . . hath
called us unto his eternal glory . . .
after that ye have suffered a while. . . .
(Ibid., 5:10.)

“. .. Humble yourselves . . . that
God may exalt you in due time (Ibid.,
5:6);” etc. The unpleasant interval
is not to be taken seriously, “For all
flesh is as grass, . . .” (Ibid., 1:24);
we are merely “strangers and pil-
grims” here (Ibid., 2:11); it is a
frightening prospect, but “if you will
it shall be as nothing.” Peter preaches
a thoroughgoing exchange of earthly
values for heavenly values.

James (4:4) does not mince words:
“Know ye not, that friendship of the
world is enmity with God? whoso-
ever, therefore, will be a friend of the
world is the enemy of God.” Nor
does John: “Love not the world
neither the things that are in the
world. If any man love the world,
the love of the Father is not in him.
For all that is in the world . . . is not
of the Father, but is of the world. And
the world passeth away, and the lusts
thereof. (I John 2:15-17.) Marvel
not, my brethren, if the world hate
you.

“We are of God: he that knoweth
God, heareth us; he that is not of
God, heareth not us. . . . And we
know that we are of God, and the
world lieth in wickedness. . . .” (Ibid.,
3+ 1354:6:25:195)

These were truly the disciples of
the Lord who said, “Woe unto you,
when all men shall speak well of you!
for so did their fathers to the false
prophets.” (Luke 6:26.) There is no
place here for a popular program. The
whole consolation of the saints is in
the resurrection and glory to come,
“. . . whether we wake or sleep. . . .

L3

Wherefore comfort yourselves. . . .
(I Thess. 5:10-11.) There is a com-
plete disconcern for the possible suc-
cess or failure of the church on earth,
and a total silence on the subject of
future generations—never a thought
of that “inevitable triumph” which
later church historians were to insist
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should have been their chief conso-
lation. *“. . . The foundation of God
standeth sure,” not in a visible institu-
tion of salvation, but “having this
seal, The Lord knoweth them that
are his.” (II Tim. 2:19.) Every op-
portunity to play up the church is
passed by in silence.

The values of the early Christians
were not common sense values. The
translators of the King James Version
use the word lusts for the Greek
epithumia, which means “desire, in-
terest, value,” in the broadest sense,
and thus make it appear that all that
John is condemning is vice and de-
pravity, whereas actually he is re-
nouncing all earthly values good and
bad. The Christian point of view
was not that of another philosophy;
it administered a severe shock to in-
telligent people—“a slap in the face,”
to use Karl Holl’'s apt expression.
Thinking people were not just
amused, they were “scandalized” (a
favorite word) and enraged, sickened,
and disgusted; Tacitus, Celsus, Cae-
cilius, and the Jewish and pagan pro-
fessors cannot think of words strong
enough to express their loathing and
alarm.

Here we have two systems of values
totally and hopelessly opposed to each
other. The things Jesus talked about
were entirely outside the range of
normal human thought and experi-
ence; in time their reality was to be
made manifest to all, but meanwhile
their rejection was to be emphatic
and complete, and pagans could em-
barrass Christians by chanting about
“Jesus the King who never ruled!” A
triumphant rule and a triumphant
church were not on the program, but
the world would settle for nothing
less, and of course the world got what
it wanted—a church modeled after
its idea of what a church should be.
Such an institution was as clearly
prophesied as was the passing away
of the true church.

(To be continued)

INNER SIGHT
By Janet Moore

ovE is not blind as slander claims
But knows the crystal gazer’s art
Of probing through the faulty shell
Others interpret as the heart.

There within the concealing mask,
By some unwritten miracle

Love divines the truer self,
Gracious, tall, and beautiful.
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Two Views

of Chutch History

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

Part IV

NE Act or TuREE?—Few histori-
0 ans at the present time will main-

tain that the Christian church
today is the result of a smooth and
unbroken transmission of institutions
and doctrines without change or shad-
ow of change since the days of the
Apostles. Since no one doubts the
necessity and convenience of making
certain major divisions in church his-
tory, we would strongly urge that the
most meaningful and logical division
is that so clearly indicated by the New
Testament itself. To accept those
clearly marked periods of (1) revela-
tion, (2) darkness, and (3) resto-
ration, however, is to reject the whole
conventional concept of church his-
tory as one long unbroken, irresistible
victory campaign.

Yet even conventional church his-
tory is now being forced to spoil the
simplicity of the accepted plot of the
growing admission that the early
church was something very special.
It would be hard to find a history of
the church that does not honor the
“primitive church” with a section all
of its own; but of recent years the
uniqueness and peculiarities of that
church have become objects of the
most intense research, which is show-
ing more and more how totally dif-
ferent the original Church of Christ
was from any of the churches claim-
ing to be derived from it or from any
of the ideas which scholars have
hitherto entertained concerning it.

The term “primitive church” is it-
self revealing. The early Christians,
far from thinking of themselves as
primitive, tell us often that they are
living at the end of an aeon in a
world ripe for destruction. Though
they lived by prophecy, no allowances
or provisions were made by them for
greater refinements or improvements
in their own institution in the years
ahead. The church of the Apostles
was ready for the end, coming as it
did at “the end of the aeon,” not at
the beginning of a long period of
progress.

708

Still the designation and idea of a
“primitive church™ are necessary to
later generations both as a salve to
conscience (this is very clear in
Chrysostom) and a sop to vanity
(equally ditto in Jerome), for if the
glaring differences between the orig-
inal and the later churches could not
be denied, they would have to be
explained; and the only explanation
that could save the face of Christian-
ity—let alone make it look good—
was that which decided with patron-
izing indulgence that the early
church was just “primitive” and its
disappearance a necessary and in-
evitable phase in the growth and
progress of an institution.

The folly and vanity of a theory
that looks upon the church of the
Apostles with patronizing superiority
and glories in the irrelevant and
highly suspect virtues of size and
sophistication as proofs of progress,
needs no comment. A basic lack of
conviction in the argument may be
seen in desperate attempts to dress
the primitive church up to look like
modern churches; serious students
know better, of course, but that does
not keep the producers of movies and
television from assuring the general
public that the church really has
changed hardly at all, and showing,
to prove it, ancient Apostles dressed
up as eighth-century bishops or
mouthing the sentimental common-
places of the schools through the
whiskers and robes of traveling soph-
ists.

But looking behind such flimsy
tricks, we find that earnest investiga-
tors of church history, Catholic and
Protestant alike, are discovering as it

were for the first time the great gulf
that lies between the ancient church
and conventional Christianity, and
being surprisingly frank in their com-
ments. More and more they are forc-
ing themselves also to face up to the
dark interval of the second act, though
most of them still cling desperately
to the old rewrite interpretations of
“Advance through Storm,” “Strug-
gle and Progress,” “The Certain Vic-

)

tory,” etc.

This interpretation so deranges the
plot that the third act must either be
dropped out entirely or completely
rewritten: naturally we can’t have a
“restitution of all things” if all things
have been -carefully preserved and
steadily improved through the cen-
turies. And so we have the third
and final act, the great culminating
events of world history, studiously
effaced by church historians: what
we have to reckon with, we are now
told, was a “spiritual” second coming
which has already taken place; it
was “the Easter experience,” some
suggest—Pentecost, according to oth-
ers; it was all a mistake, a tragic
miscalculation, according to another
school; it is fulfilled in the Real Pres-
ence, to follow another; others have
maintained that since the crucifixion
was the supreme event of all time,
all that followed was mere anticlimax;
others have made the second coming
a mystical experience. And so they
go: whatever it is, that third act, as
we have called it, is not the great
event predicted by the scriptures. Acts
two and three are out!

What, then, did happen after the
Apostles? Do we have reliable re-
ports for the years following? Was
it all bad? How did the Christians
continue to think of the world and
their position in it? Did they ex-
pect the lights to go out? Were they
surprised when they did? Were they
disappointed when the Lord failed
to come? Did they believe that what
was happening actually was the end?
Such questions are the special food
of church history in our day. The
mere fact that they are being asked
now as never before is an invitation
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—Photo by Camera Clix from the painting

Crucifixion of Peter by Reni Guido

With the removal of the apostles, there came a long period of darkness, ending with

the restoration of the gospel.

to Latter-day Saints to enter the dis-
cussion which seems at last to be
turning to their own point of view.

The history of the church is not
a one-act play, a single, long, pro-
tracted happy ending from start to
finish, with a baffled and frustrated
villain vainly trying to score a telling
point against a cause that is always
assured of success and never in any
real danger. Yet such a fantastically
wishful and unreal plot is the only
alternative to the one set forth in
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the Bible which places the happy end-
ing at the end—"when his glory shall
be revealed and all made glad”—
with a time of heaviness preceding
it, during which the prince of this
world holds sway and all the prom-
ised glories to come are forgotten in
a tragic preoccupation with the things
which please men. The story of the
church is unfolded not in one act but
three.

This is not the discovery of modern
scholars or the private hypothesis

of Latter-day Saints—through the
centuries the church fathers have
been aware of it, and it has worried
them a great deal. It is very im-
portant to understand that the fate
of God’s people on earth, specifically,
the course of “the church” through
the ages (for the idea of “the church”
is a very ancient one) has been a sub-
ject of vital concern to certain men in
every period of history.

From the most ancient prophets to
the latest monograph, men have not
ceased talking and speculating on
this theme. As the Lord was not the
first prophet sent into the vineyard,
neither was his Church without prece-
dent in the world. Church history
does not begin suddenly one day in
Palestine, any more than the story
of the redemption begins with cer-
tain shepherds watching their flocks.
The mighty drama goes back to the
very beginning and leaves its mark
in the documents of every age. It is
a far bigger thing than the seminar-
ists and schoolmen realize.

IN THE preceding articles we first in-
dicated the strong and undeniable
bias which has controlled the writing
of conventional church history since
the days of Eusebius. Next we of-
fered a brief preliminary sketch, based
on the New Testament, of another
view of church history. That view
may be thus briefly summed up: the
original followers of Christ sought
their reward and placed all their
hopes in the other world and the re-
turn of the Lord in judgment, be-
lieving that as far as this world is
concerned the work of the church
would not prosper but soon come to
a close, being followed by a long
time of darkness that would end only
with the restoration of all things in
preparation for the coming of the
Lord. Such in barest outline is the
substance of “the other view” of
church history. It will be readily
admitted that it is not the conven-
tional view, and it remains for us
now to show from the early sources
that it most certainly was the true
authentic view of church history held
by the members of the Early Church
in Apostolic times and after. We
shall also show the present trend
among students of church history to-
wards the recognition of glaring de-
fects in the conventional picture and
increasing awareness of the existence
and the validity of the earlier con-
cept.
(To be continued)
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i. TuE EscHATOLOGICAT DILEMMA

studies on the Christian religion,

historical or doctrinal, the word
eschatology looms large. For the
Christian, we are told, . . . any real
understanding of history is only pos-
sible in connection with eschatol-
ogy.” And what is eschatology?
According to Gressmann, one of the
fathers of modern eschatological stud-
ies, it was originally whatever had
to do with the end of things, whether
of the world, the society, the age in
which we live or merely of the in-
dividual—his death and resurrection.?
But in the 1880’s the German scholars
began using the word in a special
sense, applying it specifically to doc-
trines—]Jewish, Christian, or heathen
—dealing with the end and renewal
of the earth. Immediately and in-
evitably the discussion of such teach-
ings became involved in the terms
and problems of messianic, apocalyp-
tic, mythical, mystical, historical, and
prophetic nature. Whereas formerly
Messianism and eschatology had had
nothing to do with each other, the
new speculations brought them ever
closer together, until Mowinckel was
able to announce that they were one
and the same.* Eschatology and
apocalyptic were identified in every
conceivable degree of relationship:
one of the latest studies insists that
they be sharply separated, since
eschatology “according to my termi-
nology [Lindblom speaking]| is the
prophesying of a new and totally
different age to come.”

According to an equally recent and
authoritative study, eschatology is just
the opposite of that: “Eschatological
thought I take [S. B. Frost speaking]
to be a form of expectation character-
ized by finality. The eschaton is the
goal of the time-process, that after
which nothing further can occur: it
is the climax of teleogical history. . . .
It cannot even in thought be super-
seded by a subsequent event. . .. The
eschaton is that beyond which the
faithful never peers.” So much for
the new age—and this sort of thing
has been going on for seventy-five

IN ANY bibliography of present-day
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years! While one school holds that
eschatology is necessarily a late de-
velopment in Jewish thought, a prod-
uct of the captivity and quite un-
known to the prophets (Lagrange),
another maintains that prophecy itself
“rests from the very beginning on a
. . . fully developed eschatology.””

Again, while some (e.g., R. H.
Charles) have held that the eschato-
logical ideas of heathen nations were
first borrowed by Jews, and hence
Christians, as an anchor to faith when
their own darling prophecies, espe-
cially those concerning the Messiah,
failed to go into fulfilment, others
regard the Jews themselves as the true
originators of those ideas. Today
some are claiming that apocalyptic
writing is simply a combination of
eschatology with myth, and Mr. Frost
issues the resounding statement:
“Whether apocalyptic is to be dis-
missed as merely myth eschatologized,
or whether it is to be taken seriously
as eschatology in a mythological dress,
is perhaps the most urgent problem
confronting the Christian Church to-
day.” Personally, I am glad it does
not confront my church, since Frost
is saying in effect: “The most urgent
problem confronting the court is
whether the accused forged his name
to the check or merely changed the
amount on it.”

Forty-five years ago Father La-
grange distinguished five different es-
chatologies, and, in view of the
completely baffling nature of the evi-
dence, wisely refused to attempt
arranging them in any of those evolu-
tionary or developmental patterns
which the scientific scholarship of the
age found so irresistible. He listed:
I, a temporal cosmic eschatology
without a Messiah; 2, a transcendent
cosmic eschatology without Messiah;
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3, a historic Messianic eschatology;
4, a transcendent Messianic escha-
tology; and 5, a transcendent cosmic
eschatology embracing a less tran-
scendent but historic Messiah.”

In such a way the eschatological
discussion from the first fused and
intermingled a wealth of related and
conflicting terms, periods, and peoples,
and the game of deciding just how
and to what degree, if any, each ele-
ment or combination of elements was
related to the others offered in-
exhaustible opportunities for learned
debate: the endless variety of changes,
the nice shades and dainty nuances
of meaning, the license of bathing
forever in the tepid waters of pure
terminology or spinning spider-like,
from the substance of one’s own
esoteric secretions, lovely fragile webs
of definition without end—it was all

‘the schoolmen asked of life, and the

eschatological discussion “might have
gone on like the Trinitarian debate
for untold generations had not a
series of great and unforeseen events
given a wholly new orientation to
things within the last two decades.
But behind this great outpouring
of words, and what keeps it going,
is the inescapable conviction that
eschatology, that is, what people
really believed about their place in
the universe, holds the key to the
genuine original Christian view of
life—that it represents the unique, the
peculiar, the essentially different ele-
ment that sets Christian thinking
apart from all other thinking. Those
very scholars, such as Harnack and
Albert Schweitzer, who insist most
emphatically on the hopeless inade-
quacy of the evidence, are the most
reluctant to leave eschatology alone.
There is some thing big and porten-
tous hiding here if we could only
grasp what it is. The vague and
twittering host of broken fragments
and wraith-like traditions for all its
mazy confusion is definitely trying to
tell us something, and the voices are
growing louder and clearer every day.
The whole eschatological issue can
best be explained, we believe, by a

(Continued on page 835)
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(Continued from page 817)

brief diversion into one of those little
parables for which we have always
had a weakness.

Imagine, then, a successful busi-
nessman who, responding to some
slight but persistent physical discom-
fort and the urging of an importunate
wife, pays a visit to a friend of his—
a doctor. Since the man has always
considered himself a fairly healthy
specimen, it is with an unquiet mind
that he descends the steps of the
clinic with the assurance, gained after
long hours of searching examination,
that he has about three weeks to live.
In the days that follow, this man’s
thinking undergoes a change, not a
slow and subtle change—there is no
time for that—but a quick and brutal
reorientation. By the time he has
reached home on that fateful after-
noon, the first shock of the news has
worn off, and he is already beginning
to see things with strange eyes. As
he locks the garage door, his long
ambition to own a Cadillac suddenly
seems unspeakable puerile to him,
utterly unworthy of a rational, let
alone an immortal being. This leads
him to the shocking realization, in
the hours that follow, that one can
be rich and successful in this world
with a perfectly barren mind. With
shame and alarm he discovers that
he has been making a religion of his
career. In a flash of insight he recog-
nizes the truth of the old Greek doc-
trine that seeming and being are two
wholly different things, and on his
knees discovers that only his Heavenly
Father knows him as he is. Abruptly
he ceases to care particularly whether
anybody thinks he is a good, able,
smart, likable fellow or not; after all,
he is not trying to sell anyone any-
thing any more.

Things that once filled him with
awe seem strangely trivial, and things
which a few days before did not even
exist for him now fill his conscious-
ness. For the first time he discovers
the almost celestial beauty of the
world of nature, not viewed through
the glass of cameras and car windows,
but at the very element in which he
lives; shapes and colors spring before
his senses with a vividness and drama
of which he never dreamed.

The perfection of children comes to
him like a sudden revelation, and he
is appalled by the monstrous perver-

(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)

sion that would debauch their minds,
overstimulate their appetites, and de-
stroy their sensibilities in unscrupu-
lous plans of sales promotion. Every-
where he looks he gets the feeling
that all is passing away—mnot just
relatively because he is saying good-
by to a world he has never seen be-
fore, but really and truly: he sees all
life and stuff about him involved in a
huge ceaseless combustion, a literal
and apparent process of oxidation
which is turning.some things slowly,
some rapidly, but all things surely to
ashes. He wishes he had studied more
and pays a farewell visit to some
friends at he university where he is
quick to discover, with his new powers
of discernment, that their professional
posturing and intellectual busy-work
is no road to discovery but only an
alley of escape from responsibility and
criticism

As days pass, days during which
that slight but ceaseless physical dis-
comfort allows our moribund hero
no momentary lapse into his old ways,
he is visited ever more frequently by
memories, memories of astonishing
clarity and vividness—mostly from
his childhood, and he finds himself
at the same time slipping ever more
easily into speculations, equally vivid,
on the world to come and the future
of this world. The limits of time be-
gin to melt and fuse until everything
seems present but the present. In a
word, his thinking has become es-
chatological.

“What has happened to our solid
citizen?” his friends ask perplexed.
He has chosen to keep his disease a
secret; it would be even more morbid,
he decides, to parade his condition.
But he cannot conceal his change of
heart. As far as his old associates
can see, the poor man has left the
world of reality. Parties and golf no
longer amuse him; TV and movies
disgust him. He takes to reading
books, of all things—even the Bible!
When they engage him in conversa-
tion, he makes very disturbing re-
marks, sometimes sounding quite
cynical, as if he didn’t really care;
for example, whether peppermint was
selling better than wintergreen or
whether the big sales campaign went
over the top by October. He even
becomes careless of his appearance,
as if he didn’t know that the key to
success is to make a good impression
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on people. As time passes, these
alarming symptoms become ever more
pronounced; his sales record drops off
sharply; those who know what is
good for their future begin to avoid
being seen with him—Ilike Lehi of
old, he is hurting business, and dark
hints of subversion are not far in
the offing. What is wrong with the
man?

As we said, his thinking has become
eschatological. He lives in a timeless,
spaceless world in which Jack Benny
and the World Series simply do not
exist. His values are all those of
eternity, looking to the “latter end”
not only of his own existence but of
everything and everybody around
him. As he hears the news or walks
the streets, he sees, in the words of
Joseph Smith, “destruction writ large
on everything we behold.” He is no
longer interested in “the things of
the world.” The ready-smiling, eas-
ily adjustable, anxious-to-get-ahead,
eager-to-be-accepted, hard-working
conformist, who for so many years
was such a tangible asset to Nulb,
Incorporated, has ceased to exist.

Now the question arises, has this
man been jerked out of reality or
into it? Has he cut himself off from
the real world or has cruel necessity
forced him to look in the face what
he was running away from before?
Is he in a dream now or has he just
awakened from one? Has he be-
come an irresponsible child or has
he suddenly grown up? Is he the
victim of vain imaginings or has he
taken the measure of “Vanity Fair’?
Some will answer one way, some
another. But if you want to arouse
him to wrathful sermons, just try
telling the man that it makes no
difference which of these worlds one
lives in—that they are equally real
to the people who live in them. *I
have seen both,” he will cry. “Don’t
try to tell me that the silly escapist
world of busy-work, mercenary back-
slaps, phoney slogans, and maniacal
‘careers’ has anything real about it—
I know it’s a fake, and so do you!”

It ‘will be noted that this eschato-
logical state of mind does not bear
the mark of just one school of thought:
once it gets in the blood, all the as-
pects and concepts of eschatalogical
thinking enter with it. Our business-
man, for example, begins to wonder
about certain possibilities: What
about the hereafter? Will he ever
really see the face of the Lord? Is

(Continued on following page)
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there going to be a judgment? He al-
most panics at the thought which
has never bothered him before be-
cause he has been successful. He
becomes preoccupied with history and
prophecy, aware for the first time that
his whole life is linked not only with

D Division of Nulb, Incorporated,
but, for better or for worse, with all
that happens in the universe; he be-
longs to history and it to him—“the
solemn temples, the great globe it-
self” are as much his concern as any
man’s. These ideas that come to him
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Richard L. Evans

As we look back upon the plight of Hamlet with all his

problems, one of the things for which he was most to be
pitied was his inability to make up his mind. But Hamlet
wasn’t the only one who has hung between “to be or not
to be.” Even in the lesser things of life, most of us wrestle
with ourselves in the agony of indecision. We wonder
whether to go or whether to stay; whether to buy this or to
buy that; whether to accept this proposal or another one;
whether to take this job or some other; whether to go back
to school and finish what we started, or to postpone our
preparation, or to give it all up. Sometimes decisions are
made by default; that is to say, sometimes we simply sit
and wait and worry until time takes the choice out of our
hands. That’s one way of deciding—simply deciding not to
decide. But if we do this too often, we live our lives in the
agony of indecision. All of us have to make choices every
day, every hour, sometimes it seems almost every instant—
some serious and some superficial. And-if all of the right
factors are on one side and all of the wrong factors are on
the other, deciding should be a very simple matter. In
matters of principle or morals or ethics or honesty there is
really one choice—or should be. But in other matters,
sometimes it isn’t so simple. Often there are things to be
said on both sides of a decision. Often we have to weigh
one side against the other and give up something either
way—and these are difficult decisions. But we need to de-
cide—because hanging between two alternatives does much
to waste time and nullify effectiveness. When we seem to
hang in uncertainty, there are some things that may help
to settle us: One is a set of sound principles. We all ur-
gently need a sound set of principles by which to measure
everything. We need to know the rules, the laws, the com-
mandments. Another thing we often also need is someone
we can trust to talk to. And beyond our own wisdom and
the wisdom of others we need faith—and a prayerful ap-
proach to all our problems. Some things we have to decide—
and after we have done our very best to decide and to do
what is best and right to do, we have some reason to expect
the peace that comes with settled assurance. God grant that
we may have the wisdom and the faith to save ourselves
from wasting life away in the agony of indecision.*
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The Apocalyptic Background

(Continued from page 838)
are all essential parts of the same
picture in which one can descry in-
extricably joined and intermingled
apocalyptic, prophecy, millennialism,
Messianism, history, and theology—
all belong to the same eschatology.

But where is myth, the thing that
the scholars tell us is “the very es-
sence of eschatology”?'® That is
there, too, but you will find it only in
the minds of his friends and asso-
ciates: they, wide-awake and practi-
cal people, know perfectly well that
the man is suffering from delusions:
they know that the things which have
become so real to him are all just
imagination. To anyone who does
not experience it, the eschatological
view of things is pure myth—an in-
vention of an overwrought mind
desperately determined to support its
own premises. Only what they fail
to consider is that those who have
had both views of the world interpret
things just the other way around: it
is after all eschatology that looks hard
reality in the face; lazy and timid peo-
ple take refuge in the busy-work of
everyday; only strong and disciplined
minds are willing to see things as
they are; and even they must be
forced to it! No wonder the scholars
have agreed that whatever else es-
chatology is, it is not real!

To conclude our parable, what
happens to our man of affairs? A
second series of tests at the hospital
shows that his case was not quite
what they thought it was—he may
live for many years. Yet he takes
the news strangely, for instead of
celebrating at a night club or a prize
fight as any normal healthy person
should, this creature will continue
his difficult ways. “This,” he says,
“is no pardon. It is but a stay of
execution. Soon enough it is going
to happen. The situation is not
really changed at all.” So he be-
comes religious, a hopeless case, an
eschatological - zealot, a Puritan, a
monk, a John Bunyan, a primitive
Christian, an Essene, a Latter-day
Saint. In every age such people with
their annoying eschatological beliefs
have disturbed the placid (“perfectly-
adjusted”) waters of the slough of
custom and paid dearly for their
folly.

And that leads us to the eschato-
THE IMPROVEMENT ERA
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logical dilemma which confronts the
Christian world today.
(To be continued)
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Bennett, Elder Robert F. Bennett,
branch president of the Edinburgh
district, took charge of the street meet-
ing held by the missionaries. They
gave such outstanding talks that they
drew by far the largest crowd of any
group assembled.

A short sight-seeing trip permitted
us to visit Edinburgh Castle, Sir
Walter Scott’s monument on Princess
Street, the birthplace of John Knox,
the porch of the house from which he
preached his sermons against the
wishes of Mary, Queen of Scots. We
also saw the St. Giles Cathedral
where John Knox preached.

That evening President McKay
was speaker at the meeting of the
Church members in the Glasgow Dis-
trict.

The next morning at 7 o’clock we
left for London, England. We missed
the missionaries who were to meet us,
and took a terminal bus from the air-
field to the hotel, which is situated
just across the street from Hyde Park.

Later, we walked over to the park
to see whether the elders were holding
a street meeting. Unfortunately they
were not, so we walked around and
listened to other preachers who were
speaking to the groups gathered
around them. The right of free
speech prevails in England. We were
intensely interested in what we saw
and heard.

(Continued on following page)
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e Apocalyptie Backpound

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

ii THE ESCHATOLOGICAL DILEMMA

OWEVER DEPLORABLE the mal-
H adjusted state of mind called
“eschatological” may be, there
can be no denying that it was the pre-
vailing attitude of the early Christians.
Accordingly, the Christian world finds
itself forced to choose between accept-
ing the extreme view, which does vio-
lence to the common sense of respect-
able people, or rejecting it—and with
it the right to be called Christian. In
theory this hard dilemma has never
ceased to disturb the peace of con-
ventional Christianity, and in times
of crisis it has a way of taking on
very solid forms. It was the grim
reality of World War II that forced
certain German ministers—become
chaplains—to ask old questions with
a new frankness, and at their head
Rudolf Bultmann, with inexorable
logic, bids the Christian world, since
it is not willing to accept the old
eschatology, to throw it away entirely.
Thereby he has turned a discrete
compromise into a cruel dilemma for
the clergy.™
Bultmann begins with the premise
that the entire New Testament
eschatology is pure mythology and
nothing else. There is nothing revo-
lutionary about that: it is what the
scholars have been saying for many
years, only, unlike Bultmann, they
have steadfastly refused to draw the
logical conclusion from that convic-
tion or face its inevitable conse-
quences. “The picture of the world
we find in the New Testament is a
mythological one,” we are now told;
it served well enough in its time, but
it is no good any more. “When the
New Testament . describes the
saving action of God in Jesus Christ
. it describes this action in terms
of the contemporary mythological
conception of the world. . . . It was
natural for the gospel to be stated in
these terms, for that was the outlook
of the age.’? But such terms are
decidedly not natural for our age,
Bultmann insists: “It is impossible
for the man of today to accept the
mythology of the New Testament.
... As long as this is taken at its face
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value as literally true, Christianity
remains meaningless to modern
man.”® It is not therefore a matter
of toning down or softening or adap-
tion of the old eschatology, but of its
complete rejection: “He contends that
to ask the man of today to accept the
picture of the world that is found
in the New Testament would be at
once pointless and to ask the impos-
sible. . . . It is, for instance, impos-
sible for the man of today to interpret
a case of epilepsy or schizophrenia as
demoniac possession,” or, in Bult-
mann’s own words, “It is impossible
to make use of electric light and
radio, and, in case of illness, to claim
the help of modern medical and
clinical methods and at the same time
believe in the New Testament’s spirits
and miracles.”* TIs this a shocking
statement? There is nothing the least
bit new or radical about it. Over a
hundred years ago Charles Dickens
denounced the Mormons as hopelessly
deluded and mentally incompetent
because they were actually guilty of
“seeing visions in an age of rail-
ways!”'”  Since it is agreed that rail-
roads and visions cannot possibly go
together, why has Bultmann so upset
the clergy by saying only what they
themselves have believed all along?

It is because he will not let them
keep their Christianity and deny it at
the same time. “The great differ-
ence between Bultmann’s teachings
and the Liberalism of the 1900’,”
writes Henderson, is that “it elimi-
nates the mythological, instead of in-
terpreting it.”'% If it is a myth, Bult-
mann argues, why not treat it as
such? It is his conclusion, not his
premise, that shocks. Yet with the
premise all the damage is done. Over
fifty years ago a professor of Old
Testament could write without shock-
ing a single scholar: “It is impossible
from the modern point of view to re-
gard Abraham and Moses as histori-
cal characters: they are simply myths.
. . . All the accounts from Saul to
Solomon are mythological-astrological
presentations. It is clear that all de-
tails concerning the persons and their

deeds have been borrowed from a
mythological system.”"

For over half a century a great
band of Christian scholars have flatly
denied that Jesus ever lived, but they
have gone on talking and writing
about him just the same.’® Scholars
became proud and boastful of their
“brazen scepticism,” entirely forget-
ting, Eiseler points out, to be sceptical
of their own highly subjective conclu-
sions. Their “unhistorical Jesus” was,
he says, “the stillborn creature of Lib-
eralism . . .” with a capital “L.”** Al-
bert Schweitzer attributed to a sound
instinct for self-preservation the re-
jection of the historical Jesus by the
Christian churches—for certainly the
historical ~Jesus contradicts their
teachings on many points.?* In the
end, the only Jesus for which Chris-
tianity had any use was an unhistori-
cal Jesus, a “de-mythologized” Jesus,
to use Bultmann’s expression.

Speaking of revelation, Bultmann
writes: “The existence of such a voice
that speaks when God, not as the idea
of God . . . but as my God, who here
and now speaks to me through the
mouths of men, that is the ‘de-
mythologized’ sense of ‘the Word be-
came flesh,” the Church’s doctrine of
the incarnation.”* It is with the
history of the church as with its doc-
trine, according to Bultmann: you
only accept of that history what you
personally feel is useful to you; Chris-
tianity, he says, is the “eschatological
phenomenon that brings the world to
an end; it is not a historical phenome-
non of the past, but is the word of
that Grace which destroys and in
destroying makes alive.”?? The dec-
laration that one should take and
believe from the scriptures only what
one wants to has led to loud pro-
tests from the churchmen.

Yet what else have they been doing
with the Bible all these years? “We
are thankful,” wrote Schweitzer years
ago, “that we have handed down to us
only gospels, not biographies, of
Jesus.”?*  The scholars have shown
by word and deed that they do not
want to know any more about Christ
than they do; instead of joyfully em-
bracing the priceless discoveries which
from the Didache to the Dead Sea
Scrolls have brought us step by step
nearer to a knowledge of the true
Church of Jesus Christ as it existed
anciently, they have fought those
documents at every step.** If the
resurrected Jesus were to walk among
them they would waste no time be-
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seeching him “to depart from their
coasts”—they have the only Jesus
they want, and they will thank you
not to complicate things by introduc-
ing new evidence. In the same spirit
a great German classical scholar once
expressed to the author his disap-
proval of studying Oriental sources.
They disturb the neatness, compact-
ness, symmetry, simplicity, and per-
manence of our mental picture of the
Greeks, he explained.

It is accepted practice to rewrite
the Gospels at will, provided one
employs the proper jargon. But in
frankly admitting that he is out to
reshape Christianity to something
nearer to the heart’s desire, Bultmann
has gone too far. “I do not want
my eschatology de-eschatologized,”
cries the eminent scholar Millar Bur-
rows.”” “It is one thing,” he says,
“for a theologician to say that demon-
ology is for him a mythological ex-
perience of the reality of suffering and
evil in the world; it is something else
for an exegete to say that Jesus him-
self did not believe in demons. You
cannot have accurate, realistic exege-
sis if you are not prepared and willing
to find ideas that you cannot ac-
cept.”"  You cannot de-mythologize
the history in the New Testament no
matter how badly you want to, Oscar
Cullmann protests, because after all
it never was mythology or allegory
and never was meant to be—it was
real history.?” What Bultmann fond-
ly thinks is a clear, detached, objec-
tive view of things, his vaunted
Vorverstindnis, is nothing but the
scientific tradition he has inherited,
says von Dobschiitz, a thing that con-
ditions the thinking of every scholar
whether he admits it or not. And as
to this business of picking out of the
scripture as the substance of your
faith whatever suits your fancy and
rejecting what does not, what does
that lead to? “Bultmann floats in
Bible and theology from one concept
to another,” von Dobschiitz writes,
“but everything remains idea without
substance. One forgets entirely that
Primitive Christianity was actually
a very concrete phenomenon.”**

It is high time these things were
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being said, but without Bultmann it
is hard to imagine their ever being
said by modern pastors and priests,
for the charges against that alarm-
ing man are precisely those to which
they are most susceptible themselves.
For Bultmann by calling a spade a
spade is smoking out the temporizers
and spiritualizers by forcing them to
take a stand. Many years ago Bult-
mann himself jarred a cornerstone of
“liberal” religion with the announce-
ment that “a revealed religion must
insist that it is the only true religion,
nothing less than the Truth,”* there-
by declaring that the true church
must be a “narrow,” not a “liberal”
one.

We believe that Bultmann is quite
wrong in choosing to throw away
the old Christian eschatology in that
the ministry has no chance but to
oppose him; but he is quite right
in insisting on the terrible truth
that if you don’t throw it away you
have to believe it! There he has the
ministry checkmated, or rather they
have checkmated themselves, for it
is they who for over a century and a
quarter have with a single voice
hurled against the Mormons the
awful charge of actually believing
in visions, miracles, and the visitation
of angels! And now Bultmann tells
them they must believe in those
things, too, or else forget about them.

But what now complicates the
game, to the embarrassment of both
players, ‘is the increasingly frequent
and maddeningly unpredictable in-
troduction of new pieces onto the
board. New discoveries of documents
are “compromising” modern Chris-
tianity more deeply all the time, mak-
ing it harder and harder for anyone
who would call himself a Christian
to brush the old eschatological teach-
ings aside. At the same time the
realities of the hydrogen bomb and
the very real possibility of world de-
struction have occasioned a world-
wide resurgence of eschatological
thinking.

Forty-seven years ago Father La-
grange could dismiss the apocalyptic
presentation of the old eschatology
with contempt: true, he admitted, it

—lll

was strictly orthodox doctrine and the
early Christians were all for it, but it
was a mistake just the same, “a false
literary genre, whose overheated im-
aginings leave hardheaded people (les
gens de sangfroid) unimpressed.” For
Lagrange it was all “a huge exertion
in which a few flashes of bhon
sens illuminated a brain-sick night-
HIare s s s

That is how it all looked to the safe
and solid world of 1909. But what do
we read today in a leading Catholic
journal? “We know that thou hast
been with us daily until now, and that
thou shalt be with us forever,” writes
the editor in Church Latin, making a
necessary concession to the official
viewpoint, which definitely frowns
upon teachings of the Second Com-
ing,”! “Thou dwellest among us, near
us, in the land which is thine and
ours. . . . But now has come a time
in which thou must appear to us
again, and give to this generation a
sign that thou canst not put off nor
deny. For thou seest, Christ,
our need, thou knowest how great is
our necessity, our helplessness, our
poverty, our desperation; thou know-
est how badly we need thy coming,
how necessary is thy return. Come,
Christ, even as lightning, and as
lightning depart; only appear to us,
hear our prayer: come and go and
speak but one word, one coming and
one departing. . . .

“Send us a sign—Ilightning in the
sky or a light by night: let the heav-
ens be opened, let the night be
lighted: give us but an hour of thine
eternity; in place of thy long silence
give us but one word. . . . We do not,
we do not ask for a great descent in
heavenly glory, nor for the splendor
of the Transfiguration. Often
after the resurrection didst thou ap-
pear to the living, and to those who
meant to hate thee . . . didst thou
show thy countenance. Thou,
who didst so often return for but
a few, why dost thou not now re-
turn but once for all of us? If they
deserved to see thee . . . surely we in
our utter desperation deserve to see
. . Never has thy word been
so necessary as it is today . . . the
rule of Satan has reached its full ma-
turity . . . the only remaining hope
is in thy return.

“Return, O Christ, return! . . . We
expect thee, Christ, at this end-time;
we expect thee daily, although we are
unworthy and although our desire is

thee. .

r

(Continued on page ©67)
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President David 0. McKay continued

ciety. The home is the place to in-
still the faith that has been emphasized
in this, conference.

Husbands, remember the covenants
you have made to your wives. Do not
permit your affections to be led away
from the mother of your children.
Mothers, do not forget that you owe
something to your children and to your
husband. You, too, can keep yourself
attractive. You, too, can refrain from
finding fault. You, too, can contribute
to the happiness and contentment of
the home, the sweetest place on earth.
That is about as near heaven as you
will get here. Do not make it a hell.
Some do.

We have had too many broken homes
since the war, too many separations by
divorce. Let us reduce that number.
There is no use terminating a marriage
just because of a few misunderstandings.
Guard against misunderstandings by
curbing your tongue. You hold the
priesthood. Can’t you control your

tongue as well as your actions? Do not
say the thing that comes to your mind
when things go wrong, and by a quick-
tempered remark wound her who has
given her life to you. Control your
temper.

Yes, you see weaknesses. The women
see them in us husbands, too. Tll tell
you they see them! They control their
tongues more frequently, I think, than
we do. Let us reverence womanhood.
Is it not strange, when you think of it,
that the one thing of which the world
has accused this Church is the one
thing in which this Church deserves
most credit—keeping the home pure and
stable, educating children in the faith
of our fathers, faith in the Lord Jesus
Christ and the Father and in the restora-
tion of the gospel.

Now, here is a final appeal at this
conference for us to go home, to go
back and set our homes in order. God
bless you in so doing, I pray in the
name of Jesus Christ. Amen.

THE WAY OF THE CHURCH

(Continued from page 903)
an impossible one, still we shall ex-
pect thee.”®> Where now is the
clerical sang-froid and bon sens?
When the world is topsy-turvy and
the danger is real, Christians have a
way of suddenly remembering how
fundamental to the gospel are those
eschatological and Messianic con-
cepts of which official Christianity
disapproves. The ancient faith was
no summertime religion, and its pre-
occupation with eschatology — the
“end of all things” — no “brain-sick
nightmare” but a hard-won decision
to consider things as they are.

(To be continued)
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