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doubts expressed on the aubject were
publisbed in the thirteenth century
aiter Chilst, yet they received hardly
auy attention till in the sixteenth cen-
tury, when Thomas Hobbhes essayed
hisgriticlem. Butthe book had then
exiuted and been nccepted ms genulne
for over three thoueand years, and

it was rather Jate to adduce
so-called proofs to the contrary.
The fact is that Joeephus

in the first century of our era con-
t- nded that the bobk ) genulne and
appenled to public records then extant
as corroborating the fact, Porphyry,
an infldel of the third century, admits
the same thing; and Julian, the apoa-
tate, was willing to admif thut inspired
men, among whom he counted Muses,
lived among the Jews in their early
exlstence. Mohammed also mocepted
the Jewlah law aadlvine and Mores nn
the inspired suthor of the Pentateuch.
Agalnst the overwhelminy testimony
of ancient history and traditioo, it
would seem to be uniensonable in the
highest degree to doubt nnd deny.

The evidence furnished by the bock
itself ne to the authorship may be sum.
marlzed briefly as follows: The lan-
guage used and Lhe sentiments ex-
pressed prove that the author munt
hnve been a Hebrew poscessing the
highest education. No unlearned Is-
raelite and no forelgner gould have
composed the remarkable volume, It
must nleo have been written by a He-
brew well acquainted with the geogra-
phy,customs,sciences,eto.,of Egypt and
Arabia, for all the descriptions given
are minutely acourate and provelt is
no work of flgtion. The learning of
Egypt, however, was carefully guard-
ed by the priests, and none but priesis
and royal personr, who were considered
sacred, had sccees to 1t. The author
munt therefore have belonged to this
privileged class. The correspoudence
in piyle between the history and the
Iegal ennotments of the buok I8 so
simifar, that both musthave had the
gnme author, If Moses was the law-
glver, he was also the hilatorian. No
other concluslon is reasonnble or even
congeivable. Further, the style of the
fAive books bears unmistakable evidence
that the author must have composed
his writings under such elreumainnces
a8 Mowses really expe ienced. The frst
book Is remarkable for brevity and
simplicity of style, being an introdue-
tion to the follpwing and probably com-
Fl]ed from varions existing documents.
o the following three becks, treating
on the remarkable hist ry of larasl
from the exodue, the style in
nbrupt, broken and full of repe-
titione, suggesting that the author
wrote a9 time and circumstauces would
permit during the wanderiogs In the
wilderness. The last book is esntinu-
ons and didaotie, often reviewing and
further explaluing what had previcus.
ly been hastily noted down., Allthese
pointe ought to be coneluslve proof
that no other than the great law-giver
himself wrote the books that bear his
name, with the exveption of B, very
small part, relating to his death, which
of course wag added afterwards and
most likely hy Joshna, bis great suc.
Cesaor,

Those who malntain that the books
of Moses wre pot hls work but a forgery,
must necessarily show, ut lesst approxi-
mately, when this stupendouz snp-
posed literary fraud was committed,

It they cannot do this, all thelr arga-
ments are entirely vain, Judaism 1a
atill extant and is ndmittedly founded
on these very hooks. Can that system
be founded on a lorgery? If ao, when?
Not in the Christian era, for Judaiem,
according to bistory, precedes Chris-
tianity, Not before our era, for a
forgery of thut nature would ensily
bave been detected.

One olassof evidenoe Is particularly
inetructive. lnthe Pentateuch we are
told of many oustoms of the anclent
Egyptiaps. Using bricks ns bullding
materials is mentioned, as are also the
babits of kesplog dookeys, employing
eunuchs and drinking wine. At one
time skeptica ured to say thut all these
customs are Asiatic and not Egyptiau,
and that the mention of them proves
that the author was unacquainted with
life in avcient Egypt. The fact that
it is stated that Joseph shaved himsell
Lefore he entered the presence of
Pharach was pointed out us a glaring
error, since, it wna contended, the
Egyptians did not shave, ' Archmology
has, howwver, come to the rescue and
conclusively proved the correctness of
Moses in every particular, Excava.
tiona in Egypt have brought
to light mnny monuments with pic-
tures and engravings which show that
brick-making was a known art, thai
wine was made in anpclent times, als
though Herodotus says It was not as
fur as he knew, and that al] Egyptinne,
exoept alaves and great kings, ueed to
shave their beards off, unlike the Ap-
syriane,- Bince these réemarkable dis-
coveriea were made, skeplice have
been more careful in their denlsls of
the‘truth of eacred hietory, for it haa
become clear enough that science is no
assistant to akeptloiam,

[t may be obaerved that this kind of
objection to the Pentatouch has been
applied with apparent force to the
Book of Mormon. Bkeptics say that
some of the implements and metals and
animals mentioned tn that sacred rec-
ord never existed In ancient America.
The nrgument will, of course, have
force with those who perchance sup-
pose that scientists know everything
there Is to know about anciept Amers
iga. But who can reslly entertain
s0 absurd an idea? Where archmology
does pot bhappen to corroborate the
Book of Mormon, it I8 safer to suppose
that th.t sclence han yet some dls-
CGoverlea Lo make onour continent. As
far as general sclentific evidences go,
they =il corroborate the Book of
Mormon. And when so much time
and diligent researgh bave been spent
on this contineut as have already been
applied to the sntiquities of Egypt and
the orieut, the results will undoubtodly
be fouud to be slinilar.

To doubt, therefors, the gepulness or
authentieity of elther of the saored
records fe to risk one’s reputation, not
only u8 a bellever 1n the divine truth
but also usatrue scholar, Bkeptielsm
in this care revma 1o be both hereay
and funaticism.

IS THE TRUTH BUT A SQUIBBLE.

A local cotemporary whose desire to
shourten the terms of offlce of the
Governor and Becretury of this Terrl-

tory can be easlly understood, but
whose dehibernte misquoting of tpe
tecord so far as the cemmissions of

those officinls are concerned, still needs
explanation, refers somewhst petg.
lantly in this morning’s issue to the
NEws ‘as 'an over.captious and ap-
parently ill-informed cotemporary, s
und us four unctilious evening
cotemporary.’”* [n one of thesc refer.
ences to the subject the Heraid—fop
that-is the paper with whem the ocon.
troveray hos arlien-—apologlzes to “‘the
pubilc  for deveting &0 much
apuce to 8o trifling a quibbje;
and In nnother parsgraph it HA ¥a1
“It remnains for wuss to say that
owlog to the business methods of the
postmaster, the Becretary’s (missive
which the NEws quoted Featerds y

Id Dot reach the editor untll yester-
duy?*[Friiny, December 9],

[t now becomes the duty of the
NEWS to come to the defense of the
“‘postmacter’s methods,** ailnce it ap-
pears that through ug have his methods
been called in question. We can do sg
In Do mnore effective mmnner than b
quoting the following documents,
obtained this morning from the Becre.
tary?’s offtce;

The statement made In the Herqld of
the 10th inst., oditorially, thai tho letter
from me, refercing to the date of tho
commissions of the Governor and Sacra.
tary, was malled, is & misstatement ot the
fact. The letter was sent by Mr, Joseph
Burton, a faithful messenger, who re-
ported that he delivered it to the office of
the Herald within a fow minutes after I
gave it (o him, ELirau Srpiy,

I hereby certify that I promptlv deliy.
ored a letter addressed to the Editor of
the Herqld, from Secretary Seclla, at the
Heruld office on Thursday, Dec. Bth
1802. ' JoserPil Burron, |

We expect thut thia prezentment wil)
lay as atili more lable to the charge of
“punctiliiousness?® and ‘‘over-captioya.
pese.’”” If guch shmll, be the penaity
for ineistipg on the truth, we mugt
prepare to bear it. Butsitve neither
the' **postmaster’ nor hie “‘methodg?
bad nught to do with the delay In the
arrival of the Becretary’a Jetter of
Thurgdny =at the desk of the Herarg
editor, we hope the latter’s “mpologizag
to the public for devoting so much
space Lo 8o trifling a quibble” will ngy
be accepted until he first Apologles to
ihe poaimaster. In his est!mat’on an
abeojute conviotion of misstatement ¢f
fact, und the resort to a paliry ©vasliop
to coverl , mny be a**trifling qulbb]a;n
hut that ie his uffair, not onrs.

The original comtroveray grew ont
of the Herald’s changing the date of
expiration of the Governor’a ang
Becretary?’a term from December
A0th, 1898, as given Lo the reporter at
the Hecretary’a office, to May
1883, when four years will hnv;
elapsed since thuse officials entere
upon the discharge of thelr res| ective
dutiea, The fuct would haveexpiled
Do particular notice had not the termpg
of otuer incumbents of Fedaral officeg
besn published without amendment
in that paper’s editorialooms, Only
inthe case nf the first two in the llat,.
the Governor aud Becrotaty, did the
journalistic memory declare itself in
opposition to the tecord; the remainder
of the liat went ucchanged. What
the motive wan for thus showing par-
tiality in the mnatter of nttention to
Governor Thomar and Becrelary Hells
it is not worth while to Jogulre. But
In order that the public, who must by
this time be somewhntoonfured in the



