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If you look at thﬂlfacts they don't fit the theory. Some case it isn't as obvious as in
other cases but when we look at the Word of God, there might be rocm for such a theory but
they certainly couldn't get the facts from the Bible to support such an idea--there is
adsolute ly no nistorical evidence 1rom these two passages of Scripture tnat supports tnis
theory.

F. The Completion of the Canon; when was the Canon completed is our next question.
Josephus tells us that it was completed in thereich of Artxerxes. It wouldn't seem to meke
much difference if it were finished at that exact time or not, outv it ices show us that cneir
idea was chat the 0.T. Canon was completed quite some years ovack. Now tnere is a statement
in tne Talmud, "After tne latter propheis, Hagegai, Zecnerian anu Malscnai, wue Holy Spirit
departew irom Isra=1." This is an interesting stztemen. whicn appears and just lends 1urther
evidence tc this idee--Malacnei 1s the las. uook or gur Biole,--Englisn, Latin but that is
not the order in our Hebrew Bibles. If w= note the I Maccebees, though not part of the Cenon
it does make a pood piece of history--this vookxz tells us in four ditferent references that

they didn’t helieve in inspired --I Macc. 4:46,
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