






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































328 THE GOLDEN BIBLE:

New Testament times everything that was needed, all that the
great Author cared to preserve for the world to read—why, then, of
course, there is no occasion to go farther back. We need not be
concerned who wrote the different books of the Old Testament, or
when or kow it was written, or whether any books or parts of books
have been lost. The Christian asks no Righer authority or better
voucher than Jesus himself and his Apostles when under the divect
inspiration of the Holy Spirit.

Hence the only question that concerns us is, whAat books belonged
to the Old Testament in the time of Christ and his Apostles. Did
they read the same Old Testament you and I read, the same books
with the same contents essentially as now?

Fortunately the student of history finds abundant material for
the satisfactory solution of this question. The Old Testament
existed in the time of Christ in two languages—in the Hebrew and in
the Greck. The Greek version was a translation from the Hebrew,
made in Alexandria, Egypt, some fwo Aundred years before Christ,
It speedily became the common version of the people all over the
world where the Greek language was known, and remained so for
several centuries after Christ. The Hebrew text, however, was
tenaciously clung to by the Jewish writers of those times, of whom
we have quite a large number, both before and during and after
the time of Christ, whose writings have, in part, come down to us.
Some of them wrote commentaries upon the Old Testament, or
paraphrases; some wrote about the different books, or the authors
of the different books of the Old Testament. We have works of
fiction founded upon the histories of the Old Testament, and tradi-
tions in reference to every portion.

The Old Testament in Hebrew was regarded with so much vener-
ation that the most scrupulous care was taken in transcribing it.
They not only give us the names of the various books found in it,
counted the words and tell us the number—they even inform us
whicl is the middle word and where the middle letter may be found.
And the fact that the Jews were from the first the bitterest oppo-
nents of the Christians and jealously guarded the Hebrew text as
the latter did the Greek, makes the solution of the question before
us all the more satisfactory and complete. For collusion between
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the two was simply impossible, and any attempted change in the
one would have been immediately discovered and exposed by the
other.

II.—Inasmuch as a large portion of the evidence relied upon to
prove the identity of the Old Testament used by the Saviour and
his Apostles with the Old Testament in our hands to-day, is the
same evidence used to identify the New Testament of the early
Church with ours of to-day—we will combine these two questions
and consider them together.

Have a great many of the best things in the New Testament beer
taken out of it by a great and abominable church since the Apostles’
day, as the Book of Mormon tells us? Or is it true that from a
vast number of inspired manuscripts of equal value a few were
selected by weak, imperfect men, centuries after Christ, as a man
claiming to be an apostle of the Lord Jesus Christ is pleased to
tell us?

Such a piracy of Holy Scripture could not have occurred Zater
than 350 A. D., because there are now in existence copies of the
Bible that are between fifteen and sixteen hundred years old, copies
written out by hand not later than 350 years after Christ—230 years
after the death of the Apostle John. There are four of these old
manuscripts of the Bible now in the possession of scholars, known
as the Alexandrian, the Vatican, the Ephraim and the Sinaitic
manuscripts of the Bible, besides quite a number of fragments or
portions of the Bible that are nearly as old. And these old copies
of the Bible contain precisely the same books as are found in our
Bibles to-day, and mo others; and with precisely the same con-
tents, ¢

If, therefore, a ‘‘ great and abominable church " took out of the
Bible its most precious and valuable portions, the theft must have oc-
curred af?er the close of the first century, or the death of the Apostle
John, and previous to the year 350 A. D. It could not have occurred
before John died, for he would have exposed it, and it could not
have occurred after the year 350 since we have Bibles that were
written at that time, and find that ours of to-day agree with
them.

Let us briefly review a small portion only of the evidence at hand,
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that no such piracy occurred or was possible during the period in
question:

In the first place, a large number of Christian writers flourished
during this period, many of whose productions have come down
to as. During the Fourth Century (from A. D. 300 to A. D. 400)
a large number of ponderous volumes were written by such men as
Athanasius, Epiphanius, Eusebius, Jerome, Rufinus, Augustine,
Cyril, Gregory of Nazianzem, Philaster, Chrysostom and Basil.

During the Second and Third Centuries there have come down
to us the writings of such men as Arnobius, Lactantius, Victorinus,
Origen, Gregory of Casarea, Dyonysius, Cyprian, Caius, Hyppoly-
tus, Portuensis, Ammonius, Julius Africanus, Tertullian, Clement,
Theophilus, Athanagorus, Irenzus, Melito, Tatian, Justin and
Papias. Add to these Ignatius and Polycarp of the First Century,
whose lives extended far into the Second Century, who, with Bar-
nabas, Clement of Rome and Hermas, were cotemporary with the
Apostles themselves, lived and labored with them.

Now the point we wish to make is this: from the hundreds of
large volumes written during this period by these men and others
like them, all directly or indirectly connected with the Bible,
defending or explaining it, it is comparatively an easy task to
identify their Bible with ours or to satisfy us of the change, if it
were changed during that period. And the facts are, as has often
been declared by those best qualified to know, that from the numer-
ous commentaries, harmonies, exegeses, and paraphrases, from the
theological“discugsions, the doctrinal treatises and apologies written
in defense of Christianity, and from the sermons, the epistolary
correspondence and such like writings of the first four centuries of
the Christian era, from these alone could be collected such a vast
body of quotations, direct and explicit, from the different books of
the Bible, as to nearly if not entirely restore the Bible to the world,
if by any means during the middle ages or at any other period, past
or future, it had been or shall be lost.

The experiment has actually been tried, as the following narra-
tive will show. (The person referred to is the late Sir David
Dalrymple, better known to literary men abroad by his title, Lord
Hailes, a Scottish Judge):
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*1 was dining some time ago with a literary party at old Mr.
Abercrombie’s, father of General Abercrombie, who was slain in
Egypt at the head of the British army, and spending the evening
together. A gentleman present put a question which puzzled the
whole company. It was this : ‘ Supposing all the New Testaments
in the world had been destroyed at the end of the third century,
could their contents have been recovered from the writings of the
first three centuries ?’ :

*‘ The question was novel toall, and no one even hazarded a

ess in answer to the inquiry. About two months after this meet-
ing, I received a note from Lord Hailes, ‘inviting me to breakfast
with him next morning. He had been one of the party. During
breakfast he asked me if I recollected the curious question about
the possibility of recovering the contents of the New Testament from
the writings of the first three centuries.

‘“ ¢I remember it well’ said I, ‘and have thought of it often,
without being able to form any opinion or conjecture on the sub-

t.

¢ ¢ Well,” said Lord Hailes, ¢ that question quite accorded with
the turn or taste of my antiquarian mind.  On returning home, as
I knew I had all the writings of those centuries, I began imme-
diately to collect them, that I might set to work on the arduous
task as soon as possible.” Pointing to a table covered with papers,
he said, * Therehave I been busy for these two months, searching
for chapters, half-chapters, and sentences of the New Testament,
and have marked down what I have found, and where I found it,
so that any person may examine and see for himself. I have ac-
tually discovered the whole New Testament from those writings,
except seven (or eleven) verses (I forget which), which satisfied me
that I could discover them also. ¢ Now,’ said he ‘here was a way
in which God concealed or hid the treasure of his Word, that
Julian, the apostate emperor, and other enemies of Christ who tried
to extirpate the Gospels from the world, never would have thought
of; and though they had, they never could have effected their de-
struction.’

‘¢ The labor of effecting this feat must have been immense ; for
the Gospels and Epistles would not be divided into chapters and
verses as they are now. Much must have been effected by help of
a concordance. And having been a judge for many years, a habit
of minute investigation must have been formed in his mind.

*‘ The facilities for investigating this question are ample and easily
accessible to any intelligent student. The Ante-Nicene Library,
published by T. and T. Clark, of Edinburgh, comprises some
twenty-four octavo volumes, averaging about five hundred pages
each, In these twelve thousand octavo pages of printed matter
are comprised nearly all the extant' writings of some fifteen or
‘twenty of the most eminent Christian authors who lived ¢/fore
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the year A. D. 325, when the Council of Nice was convened. One
of the volumes also contains such remains- of those spurious, un-
canonical and fictitious Gospels, Acts, etc., as have come down to
us from early ages. In these twelve thousand pages, all of which
are accessible to skeptics in English translations, which can be com-
d with the originals by those who are competent to do so, will
e found an overwhelming avalanche of evidence upon the question
of the origin of the New Testament Scriptures.

‘* These men, some of whom were cotemporary with the apostles,
and others who, as their immediate successors, were well acquain-
ted with their associates dnd cotemporaries, give in these writings
the most positive and unmistakable evidence as to the New Tes-
tament books which they received, and as to the estimation in
which those books were held. They quote passage after .
and page after page of the same Scriptures that are quoted to-day
and read in every Christian assembly. They quoted the books
which we quote ; they quoted them as we quote them ; they received
them as we receive them, and this long bt}ore the Council of Nice
or any other council had anything to say about the canon of the
Scriptures.

“golycarp, who was martyred A. D. 155 or 156, after having served
Christ eighty-six years, and who was, during some thirty years of his
long Christian life, cotemponrﬁ with the Apostle Jyo n, whose
disciple he was; quotes in his Epistle to the Philippians nearly
forty passages from our New Testament ; ‘and Justin Martyr, who
wrote about A. D. 140, or some forty years after the decease of the
Apostle John, quotes again and again the very words which we now
read in the New Testament. In the writingsof Irenzus, A. D. 178 ;
Clement, A. D. 194 ; Tertullian, A. D. 200; * and Origen, A. D.
230, are to be found 8723 quotations from the New Testament, in-
cluding every book which we accept as canonical.

“In the sixth chapter of his Demonstration of the Truth of the
Christian Religion, Br. Keith records the number of quotations
fromthe New Testament which can be seen in works which are still
extant, by the writers whom we have named. = He reports seven
hundred and sixty-seven (767) passages (ﬂxoted- by Irenseus, from
every book in the New Testament except the third %istle of John,
and the Epistle of Jude, three hundred and eighty-nine (389)
passages quoted by Clement, from every book except the Epistle
of Jamesand the second and third Epistle of John, and the Epistle
of Jude; eighteen hundred and two (1802) passages, or, if repe-

* Herrmann Ronsch, a learned German writer, occupies more than soo rnga
of his Das Nexe Testament Tertwullians, with an exhibition, in parallel col-
umns, of the New Testament quotations made by Tertullian alone, placed side
by side with the es he referred to as they now stamd in the New Testa~
ment itself ; and Tertullian wrote 125 years d¢/ore * the Council of Nice com-
piled the New Testament.”
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titions are included, more than zAree thousand passages, quoted by
Tertullian, from every book in the New Testament except the
Epistle to James, the third of John, the second of Peter, and the
Epistle of Jude; while the works of Origen yet extant contain five
thousand seven hundred and sixty-five (5765) quotations from the
New Testament, including every book contained therein, and ex-
cluding all 7/ the so-called apocryphal books, about whick infidels
sometimes talkso freely. Many works of Origen and other authors
of those times have perished, but it is probable that if Origen’s en-
tire writings had been preserved, if tge New Testament had been
lost, it could have been reconstructed fromthem alone,

‘“The learned, tonscientious, accurate, and painstaking critic, Dr.
S. P. Tregelles, when speaking of Origen, who died about A. b.
254, says: In his writings he makes such extensive use of the
New Testament, that although a very large number of his works
are lost, and many others have come down to us only in defective
Latin versions, we canin his extant Greek writings alone (I speak
of this from actual knowledge and examination), find cited at least
two thirds of the New Testament ; so that, had such a thing been

ermitted as that the Gospels, and some of the other books, should
ave been lost, we might restore them in a great measure by means
of the quotations in Origen.”’*

It may be more satisfactory to the reader, if we present a few
specimens from the ancient writings mentioned above.

Polycarp, for instance, was an immediate disciple of the Apostle
John, by whom he was appointed bishop of Smyrna. Of his
various wrltings, only one Epistle has come down to our times.
But *‘ in this he has nearly for?y allusions to the different books of
the New Testament.” The following are specimens :

* Do ye not know that the saints shall judge the world ? as Paul
teaches.”

‘“ For I trust that ye are well exercised in the holy scriptures, as
in these scriptures it is said: ‘ Be ye angry and sin not ; l':t not the
sun go down upon your wrath.’ ”

‘“ We remember what the Lord said also in his teaching, ‘ Judge
not that ye be not judged ; forgive and it shall be forgiven you: be
merciful and ye shall receive mercy : with what measure ye mea-
sure, it shall be measured back to you’ : and ‘blessed are the poor
and they who are persecuted for righteousness sake for theirs is the
kingdo.n of heaven.’ ‘ Christ Jesus, who bore our sins in his own
body on the tree ; who did no sin, neither was guile found in his
mouth.’ ”

LAl Wh‘: Made the New Testament,” by H, L. Hastings, 47 Cornhill street,
, Mass.
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Irenzus was a disciple of Polycarp, had conversed with many
who had been instructed directly by the apostles, and other imme-
diate disciples of Jesus Christ. He was the author of many works,
only five of which remain, ‘‘In these,” says Mr. Horne, * he
has shown himself to be well acquainted with heathen authors, and
the absurd and intricate notions of the heretics, as well as the
scriptures of the Old and New Testaments, . . . . Consider-
ing the age in which he lived, and his access to the original sources
of information, the testimony of Irenzus to the genuineness and
authenticity of the New Testament, gives to such of his writings as
are extant a perpetual interest and value in the Christian Church :
for his quotations are so numerous and, many of them are so long,
as to afford undoubted evidence that the books of the New Testa-
ment which were known to the disciples of Polycarp are the same
books which have descended to the present age.”

‘“ We have his testimony in one form or another to every one of
the books of the New Testament, except the three smallest, Philemon,
3d John and Jude.”

This is the way he quotes scripture : ** Again writing to the
Romans, Paul says: ‘Whose are the fathers and of whom concern-
ing ,tl’ns, flesh Christ came, who is God over all blessed forever
more.

** This also Paul manifestly proves in his Epistle to the
Corinthians, saying: ‘ Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye
should be ignorant how that all our fathers were under the cloud.””

‘“ Paul, in his second Epistle to the Corinthians says: ‘In whom
the God of this world hath blinded the eyes of them that believe
not.” "’ .

‘“ The Apostle Paul says in his Epistle to the Galatians: ¢ Where-
fore then serveth the law of work ? It was added until the seed
should come to whom the promise was made.””

‘“ As also blessed Paul says in his Epistle to the Ephesians,
‘ For we are members of his body, of his flesh and of his
bones.’ ”

How easy from such quotations to learn that Irenzus had the
same Bible, with the same books and the same contents you and I
have to day.

And thus, if space permitted, we might continue by the hour quot-
ing from one author and another, until the whole vast literature of
the early Church had been examined.—And when from thousands
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and tens of thousands of direct quotations, almost the entire Bible
had been reproduced, every book and every chapter, and almost
every verse just as we have it now——and no ofker books or parts of
books in the remotest manner alluded to as inspired of God—could
any one after such evidence have hardihood enough to say that the
most valuable and precious portions of the Bible were ‘‘ taken
away " by ‘‘a great and abominable Church”; or that some un-
inspired men ‘‘ centuries after John had finished his manuscript ”
had the presumption to *‘ select a few” outof a ‘‘ vast number ”
of professedly inspired manuscripts and dub their selection with
the comprehensive name ‘‘ the Bible ”? A falsehood that has not
the merit of even a tinge of truth in it—fabricated out of ‘‘ full
cloth ” without a shadow of foundation in fact.

And it would add not alittle to the conclusiveness of the evidence
already adduced, to learn more definitely the character of the writ-
ings referred to. They were almost exclusively controversial.
Our readers can readily understand that the writers of the first
century, who had been cotemporary with the apostles, and heard
the gospel directly from their lips, were more inclined to quote
from memory, and usually from what they themselves had heard the
apostles say, instead of what the apostleshad written. They quote
oral rather than written testimony. But at the beginning of the
second century a complete change is observed. Heresies arose,
and were dividing the churches. There was Cerinthus, who denied
the divinity of Christ — Marcion, who rejected all the books of the
New Testament cxcept the first thirteen of Paul’s Epistles and the
gospel by Matthew. There were the Ebeonites, who, directly the
contrary, rejected all the Epistles of Paul because they believed all
Christians should keep the law of Moses, and Paul taught different-
ly. There were the Gnostics, the Nazarenes and a host of other
heresies, with various views of truth, corrupting this or that doctrine
of the Bible.

And to meet all these diverse errors was the object of nearly all
the Christian writers of thesecond century. Hence they were forced
to appeal directly to the written word. And when they quoted a
passage, it would not do to depend upon memory — they must look
up the passage, and quote it exactly as written: for a single varia-
tion would be picked up at once and used against them by sharp
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critics who were watching every possible opportunity to gain some
advantage. Hence both the heretical writers, and the orthodox
Christian fathers were very careful in their quotations.

And this, as the reader can readily see, makes the evidence of
identity all the more complete and valuable to us. Had they quoted
scripture as many do to day,in a loose, off-hand, inaccurate manner,
half the time mixing two or more passages together, or quoting as
Paul’s or Peter's language something John, David or Isaiah said—
it would have been far more difficult to prove the identity of our
Bible with theirs. But when they are found to be exceedingly care-
ful, not only naming the author, but often the book and the very
place where the passage can be found, and then writing it down
just as they find it, with the points and inflections of the Greek all
carefully copied—then the evidence of identity becomes as complete
and conclusive as the most ardent could desire.

Still farther evidence of identity may be found in the writings of
the heretics already mentioned. When Marcion, for instance, tells
us that he cannot accept the gospels by Mark and Luke and John,
nor of the Epistles of Peter and John, and explains why — because
of certain doctrines plainly taught in said books, directly contrary
to his ideas of truth-—and goes so far as to quote the passages to
which he objects, which ubon comparison are found to be just as
we have them to day—this furnishes us the very strongest possible
evidence that those books have come down to us precisely as %e read
them in the beginning of the second century. Or when he quotes
Paul’s language believing it to be inspired of God, and then tries to
ring out of it a meaning utterly foreign to the plain common sense
teaching of the passage — this also affords striking proof, not only
that the passage existed then substantiallyas it does to day: but also
that it had been become fixed and unchangeable in the current liter-
ature of the time. For had it been possible, he would have changed
the passage to suit his own views, instead of laboring so hard to
twist out of it a meaning that never belonged to it. And especially
had there been in existence a ** vast number of professedly inspired
manuscripts,” Marcion, Cerinthus and men of his ilk, would cer-
tainly have hunted them through, and found something they could
triumphantly have produced as an offset to the hated declarations of
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Paul, or Peter, or John, in the *‘few scattered manuscripts ” that
now bear their name.

Still farther—will the reader pardon a brief allusion to an-
other class of testimony upon this subject quite as satisfactory and
conclusive as that already adduced—and certainly beyond the
suspicion of interested motives in favor of the Bible.

We refer to the testimony of the open and avowed enemies of
Christianity.

There was Celsus, an Epicurean philosopher, who flourished in
the Second Century, the first real infidel of any note who took up
the pen against the Bible and the Christian religion. In his treatise
Celsus not only mentions by name, but also quotes passages trom
the books of the New Testament, so that it is certain we now have
the identical books to which he refers. For instance, he refers to
the star seen at the birth of Christ; the adoration paid him by the
Magi at Bethlehem; the murder of the infants by Herod, because
deceived by the wise men; the appearance of the angel to Joseph
and his flight into Egppt. We are informed of the descent of the
Spirit in the form of a dove, and the voice from Heaven at the
Saviour’s baptism in Jordan; of his temptation in the wilderness,
and his conversation with the woman of Samaria at the well.
Celsus acknowledges the miracles of Christ, and those of healing
the sick, feeding five thousand men and raising the dead are ex-
pressly mentioned, though they are attributed to magical influence.
Several passages in the Saviour’s sermon on the mount are quoted
verbatim, and his predictions relating to his sufferings, death and
resurrection are recorded. With equal exactness are the closing
scenes in the life of Jesus mentioned, the treachery of Judas, Peter'’s
denial of his Master, His being bound, insulted, beaten with rods and
crucified; the gall and vinegar offered him, blood and water flow-
ing from his pierced side, and the earthquake and the darkness that
accompanied the crucifixion. He even mentions some of the words
uttered by the Saviour upon the cross, the appearance of the angels
at the sepulchre, and Christ’s manifestation of himself to Mary
Magdalene and the discip].es afterwards.  All proving beyond a
doubt the identity of the Gospel history as read by him and accepted
and believed by the Christians then, with the history as read by
ourselves to-day in the four Evangelists,
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The testimony of Porphery (the most noted infidel of ancient times)
is quite as much to the point as that of Celsus. Though he lived a
hundred years later, yet his thorough knowledge of all kinds of his-
tory, his skill in the different languages in which the Bible was at
that time published, his extensive acquaintance with the Christians
and their history, his philosophical mind, his keemr and careful
'method of thought, places him by universal consent foremost among
the adversaries of the Christian religion.

A little after Porphery the Emperor Julian lived and wrote bit-
terly against the Christian religion and the Christians’ Bible. This
man, at the head of the greatest empire the world has ever known,
certainly possessed every needed advantage for ascertaining the
whole truth in reference to the Bible as it then existed, whether the
whole of it or any part of it was a forgery, whether it had been
changed, taken from or added to, whether a great and abominable
church had eliminated its most precious portions, whether a council
of self-appointed censors had taken upon them to select out from
a vast number of sacred writings, of equal claim and equal value,
a few that in theirweak and perverted judgments were best adapted
to the wants of the world.

Reader, the testimony of such men as these is absolutely con-
clusive upon the point under discussion. It is testimony wrung out
from the most bitter enemies of the truth. The testimony of men
who not only possessed every facility for ascertaining the facts, but
whose excessive hate inspired them to press to the utmost every pos-
sible advantage. And yet these men quote from the same books we
now possess and no others, used substantially the same language,
and mention the same facts found in the Bibles we possess to-day.
And with all their ingenuity in digging up every conceivable objec-
tion to the word of God, and their zeal in culling every page of
history to find some plausible pretext for rejecting it, and though
one of them lived within a hundred years of the age of the Apostles,
yet they never seemed to have discovered that the Bible received
and loved by the Christians of their day was, after all, but a very
small portion of the real Scriptures; andthat this small portion had
been sadly changed and perverted and honeycombed of the truth.

It was left to modern infidelity and the author of the Book of
Mormon to discover these damaging facts, and especially was it left
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to the versatile pen of apostle Orson Pratt to ask the stunning
question, ‘“ How do we know that the compilers of the Bible found
even the one-hundredth part of the manuscripts that were
sacred 7’

Our space is more than occupied, and yet it is due the candid
reader and the subject before us that some additional facts should

- be stated. '

1. Itistrue that during the First and Second Centuries many
books were written purporting to be lives of Christ and lives of the
Apostles. But i is not true that any one of these books was ever
accepted as inspired of God, as Mr. Pratt so positively states.

‘“In reality they are all, without exception, infinitely beneath
the canonical Gospels in all respects.”—Maichel Nichols.

* Before I undertook this work 1 never realized so completely as
I do now the impassible character of the gulf which separates the
genuine Gospels from these. )

‘* Any statement made now, that the spurious Gospels were ever
regarded in the church as inspired and true, must arise from igno-
rance or malicious misrepresentation, and must be condemned as
false and deceitful.”—B. H. Cowper, in Preface to Apochryphal
Gospels.

‘* Their real demerits, their mendacities, their absurdities, their
coarseness, the barbarities of their style, and the inconsequence of
their narratives have never been excused or condoned.”—Bishop
Ellicot in Cambridge Essays for 1865.

2, The controversy that arose in the early church over the canon
of the New Testament was over books now found in the New
Testament and not over a single one of these various other unin-
spired histories above mentioned,

3. There never was any controversy about the four Gospels, the
Acts of the Apostles, the thirteen Letters of Paul, the 1st Peter
and the 1st John., The controversy was over the Epistle to the
Hebrews, James, 2d Peter, 2d and 3d John, Jude and the Revela-
tions, and for reasons that are very easily understood.

4. It must not be forgotten that the Apostle John outlived all
the other apostles from twenty to thirty years, and that all the books
now found in the New Testament except a portion of his own writ-

. ings, had, before his death,come into circulation among the churches,
and were recognized as inspired of God and a part of the scriptures
of truth. Paul's letters were thus rated even before the death of
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Peter (see 2d Peter, 3:16). If any of the books now found in the
New Testament were not inspired certainly the old patriarch John,
who loved the Churches and loved the truth, wowld Aave branded
them as suck.  And if there existed in his day any other books not
found in our list that were really inspired by God and were of
value to the churches and to the world—it would have been cruel
indeed on his part to have kept silence, and leave the Christian
world in ignorance of such invaluable treasures.

5. A great amount of capital has been made out of the supposed
corvuptions that have during the ages crept into the received text of
the Holy Scriptures through mistakes of transcribers, supposed inter-
polations, etc. — But that all the changes or corruptions taken to-
gether do not materially alter the sense of a single chapter, and do
not take from or add to a single one of the doctrines the *‘ precious
things” of the Bible—any reader of these pages can easily ascertain
for himself by comparing King James' version of the Bible with
the Revised Version recently completed—or better still, by looking
over the vast number of quotations from the Bible found in the
writings of the first 47ee centuries, already referred to, and compare
them with the corresponding passages in our Bibles to day.

For a brief but very satisfactory discussion of this whole subject,
the reader is referred to ‘* The Corruptions of the New Testament *
by H. L. Hastings, No. 47 Cornhill, Boston. Price, 15 cents,



APPENDIX B.

SOME TALL LIEING,

The Modern Prophet, Seer and Revelator, Joseph Smith, relates
the following :

‘* Some time in this month of February the afore-mentioned Mr.

Martin Harris came to our place, got the characters which I had
drawn off the plates, and started with them to the city of New
York. Forwhat took place relative to him and the characters, I
refertohis own account of the circumstances, as he related them
to me after his return, which was as follows: ‘I went to the city of
New York and presented the characters, which had been trans-
lated, with the translation thereof, to Professor Anthon, a gentle-
man celebrated for his literary attainments. Professor Anthon
stated that the translation was correct, more so than any he-had
before seen translated from the Egyptian. I then showed him those
which were not yet translated, and he said that they were Egyptian,
Chaldaic, Assyrian and Arabic, and he said that they were true
characters. He gave me a certificate certifying to the people of
Palmyra that they were the true characters, and that the translation
of such of them as had been translated was also correct. . .
I left him and went to Dr. Mitchell, who sanctioned what Professor
Anthon had said respecting both the characters and the transla-
tion.' "—See Pearl of Great Price, Liverpool Edition of 1851,
p- 45.

The author regrets the necessity of stating that the above account
by Martin Harris, so fully and decidedly endorsed by the prophet,
Joseph Smith. and made a part of the ‘‘ Pearl of Great Price,” one
of the four books accepted by the whole Mormon Church as in-
spired of God, is flatly contradicted, not only by Professor Anthon
himself, but by at least two of the leading apostles and authors of
the church, Orson Pratt and his brother, Parley P. Pratt,

‘“In a letter bearing date January 17, 1834, Professor Anthon
distinctly denies having seen a translation of any kind, and asserts
that the characters which Harris showed him were anything bLut
Egyptian. Mr. Anthon says in this letter that the copy exhibited
by Harris contained characters arranged in columns, imitating
Greek and Hebrew letters, crosses, flourishes, Roman letters in-
verted, and that these perpendicular columns were terminated by
a clumsily drawn circle, divided into several compartments, decked
with various strange marks, evidently copied from the Mexican
calendar given by Humboldt, but so copied as to conceal the source
from which it was taken.” Remy & Brechesly, Vol. 1, p. 245.
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A few years later Professor Anthon wrote another letter, quoted
by Apostle Orson Pratt in his *Divine Authenticity of the Book
of Mormon," page 295, as follows:

‘“In the year 1841 Professor Anthon wrote a letter to an Epis,
copal minister, in New Rochelle, Westchester county, near New
York, in answer toan inquiry made by the minister in reference to
the words and characters said to have been presented to him. Pro-
fessor Anthon’s letter was written with permission to publish, its
avowed object being to put a stop to the spread of the fullness of
the gospel contained in the Book of Mormon. We here give a
short extract from it, taken from a periodical entitled, ‘ The Church
Record,” Vol. I, No. 22:

** * Many years ago, the precise date I do not recollect, a plain
looking countryman called upon me with a letter from Dr. Samuel
L. Mitchell, requesting me to examine and give my opinion upon
a certain paper, marked with various characters, which the Doctor
confessed he could not decipher, and which the bearer of the note
was very anxious to have explained.

*¢ ¢ A brief examination convinced me that it was a mere Aoax, and
a very clumsy one, too. The characters were arrangedin columns,
like the Chinese mode of writing, and presentcd the most singular
medley that I ever beheld. Greek, Hegrew and all sorts of letters,
more or less distorted, either through unskilfulness or from actual
design, were intermingled with sundry delineations of half moons,
stars and other natural objects, and the whole ended in a rude
represencation of the Mexican Zodiac.””

Apostle Orson Pratt evidently accepts this statement of Professor
Anthon as a true recital of the facts, for he prefaces it by this state-
ment, ‘‘ After obtaining the Book of Mormon through the min-
istry of the angel, ‘out of the ground,” Mr. Smith transcribed
some of the original characters upon paper and sent them by the
hands of Martin Harris, a farmer, to the city of New York, where
they were presented to Professor Anthon, a man deeply learned in
both ancient and modern languages. Mr. Harris very anxiously
requested him to read it, duz ke replied that he could not. None of
thelearned have as yet been able to decipher the characters and
hieroglyphics which are found among the ancient ruins in almost
every part of America. The written language of ancient America
is a sealed language to this generation.”

On page 24 of the same book Apostle Pratt is stillmore positive.
After quoting the prophecies of Isaiah, *‘Behold, I will proceed
to do a marvellous work among this people, even a marvellous
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work and a wonder; for the wisdom of their wise men shall
perish, and the understanding of their prudent men shall be
hid.” He adds, ‘‘ All this was fulfilled before Mr. Smith was
aware that it had been so clearly predicted by Isaiah. He sent the
¢ words of a book® which he found, as before stated, to Professor
Anthon. Butif was a sealed writing lo the learned professor—the
aboriginal language of ar.cient America could not be deciphered
by him. He was as much puzzled as the wise men of Babylon were
to interpret the unknown writing upon the wall. Human wisdom
and learning, in this case, were altogether insufficient. It required
another Daniel, who was found in the person of Mr. Smith.”

His brother, Parley P. Pratt, evidently takes the same view.

‘‘In the meantime, a few of the original characters were accu-
rately transcribed and translated by Mr. Smith, which, with the
translation, were taken by a gentleman named Martin Harris to
the city of New York, where they were presented to a learned gen-
tleman named Anthon, who professed to be extensively acquainted
with many languages, both ancient and modern. He examined
them, éut was unable to decipher them corvectly.”

We have still another testimony: Mr. David Whitmer, one of
the three witnesses, who is yet living in Richmond, Missouri. In a
recent interview, Dec. 15, 1885 (See Deseret Evening News of
Thursday, Dec, 24, 1885), he said:

‘* In this connection, it might also be mentioned that Martin Har-
ris, one of the witnesses to the transaction, a farmer in the same
county, and a man of simple mind and taste, was sent by Smith
with a copy of the characters to Professor Anthon, a professor of
languages in Columbia College, and author of several well-known
works, who pronounced the language inscribed on the plate Ke-

Sormed Egyptian” (/)

Reader, here is a very clear case of disagreement, and it
looks very like somebody has told a lie, for all these statements
cannot be true, If Martin Harris, with the Prophet Joseph as his
endorser, told the #7«%, then Professor Anthon and the two Pratts
have told a falsehood. And if either of these parties told the
truth, the old patriarch David Whitmer did not, for his statement
agrees with neither. The reader must take his choice of the stories.
However, a careful examination of the characters themselves, as
exhibited on pages 261 and 342 will hardly leave a doubt as to whose
statement is entitled to credence.






