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[ ATTACK ONTHE [()

OK OF MORMON. |

Kditor Tribune In reply to my ars
ticle In The Tribune of Nov, 22, point.
ing out, {n responge to hig public chals
lenge, rome of the great difflcalties In
the way of accepting Nephi as an an-
elmnt prophet of Cod, and the Book of
velation from
God, Elder Roberts beglngs by
fault with me for not writing
full gignature. But the
timates for iy not dolng so prove al-
tegether tao much, | ence, by
logical maxim, prove pothing. Yor they
would prove that thos and high
minded statesmen, Alexander Hamil-
ton, Chief Justice John Jay, and Junes
Madison, acted an unworthy part, and
were lucking lun courage becuuse, for
wise reasons, they conducted those
masterly which made up
The Federallst, over an assumed name,

Then the sarcasms about the rehash.
fug, by more recent wrlters, of Alexans
der Campbell's arguments against the
Book of Mormon, are “wasted opn the
desert alr,'” so far as I amd concerned,
for I have never seen any article or
treaties by Campbefl on the subjlect,
It would be quite easy to retort and
suy that if It were not for the writings
of Orson Pratt, the more recent defentd
ers of the Book of Mormon would be
without ammunition, Hut that siyle
of arguing amounts to nothir

Elder Roberts' defenge geems Lo ralse
new difficulties without really settling
any, although it Is ingenfous and skill-
ful. On general principles, there 18 no
reason why 1 should not accept the
writings of Nephl and the ook of
Maormon as readlly as my oppouent, If
they were true, But the reason why 1
do not, i8 because of the extent and
viarlety of the evidencs them,
only & few points of which can be dis-
oussed In a newspaper arcticle, Sinea
my main object 1% to establish truth, |
wish to treat Elder Robertg and his
arguments in a falr and candld way.

Let ug come now to the maln prop=
osition, which is two-fold: Elder Rob-
ertg affivims that Nephi was o prophet
of God living and writing about 660 I
C.; and that the Book ol Mormon I8 o
divine revelation,

The evidence compels me to deny
both of thesa propositions and to de-
clare that neither of them s | Now
let us try to find pome common ground
on which we can stand, At guch
ground, I offer thope two propositions
in reference to books In general, which
geem to me self-evident First, any
book which profesges to have been writ-
ten In ancient times, and yot guotes
from. authors not born until centurles
after, g8 a spurious boolk,

Socond, any book which professes (o
bhe a divine revelation to the people of
the present time, and yet veveals noth
ing which it did not approprinte from
gome other book or source of knowledge
already in the possession of the people,
is a spurious hook, [ use the term
povelation” In its ordinary sensge, s
referring to divine truth. These nre
two propositions which 1 think people
of all creeds can stand upon, for 1
think they contaln nothing which |s
not self-evident, ‘The differences of
opinfon will begin when we come to
apply these two fundamental prinel
ples. Still, it fs my opponent's privilege
to digsent from these propositions, If
he thinks they are not gelf-evident, But
1 think that careful, reaszoning people
.;rnf-rnlll\‘ will accept them., Anyhow, 1
take my stand upon them and proceed
to apply them.

Mormon as an anclent 1
fnding
over my

reasong he in-

digcvgslons

against

Ially to three direct quotations by Ne-
phi, from the New Testament writers,
taken from Acts i, 21, John 1., 26-27,
and Romans xi., 17-24, and found in I,
Nephi fii, 20, x, & and x 12-14. 1 also,
under discussion of the third point, re.
ferred to two other quotations from
Ephesians v, 18, and Revelations xv, 3,
It did not seem necessary to quote oth-
e pastages, for I deemed these suf-
ficlent to establish the point,

The words in Nephl x, 8, “For there
standeth one among you whom ye know
not; and he is mightier than 1, whose
shoe's Jatehet 1 am not worthy to un-
loose”™ is o clear pluglarism from John
I, 26-27, whilch reads: "But there stand.
oth one among you, whom ye know not,
He it 18 who coming after me is pres
ferred before me, whose shou's latchet
I am not worthy to unloosge,"

The first part of Nephl x, 8, 1s; "Yea,
even he gshould go forth and ory in the
wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the
Lord, and muoke his paths straight.”
This s quoted from Matthew (i, 3 The
reference of 1Blder Robeyrty to Isginh %),
J. from which he thinks Nephli might
have quoted, instead of from Matthew,
is Irvelevant, because, while the two
passages are gomewhat similar, the
phrageology ig different, and the cares
less Nephi failed to help my opponent
out of the ditfcuity, for ke guotes from
Matthew and pot from Isalgh, demons
gtrating what a smayt fellow he was by
quoting from an author that hadn't
been born!

Bo Elder Roberts' reference to the
fact that the ollve trea 18 used figura-
tively by gome of the Old Testament
prophets, is irrelevant, beonu Nephi
quotes Maul's exact phrages, ond does
not quote rrom the prophets, Now, in
reference to thege quotationsg hy Nephi
from the New ‘'Testament writers, [E]e
dor Robertg gnys “The pgentleman
very much overstates the ditliculty he
presents, by making it appear that the
alleged quotations are very numerous,
when the fact 18 that the two or three
cuges he cltes virtually exhaugt the al-
leged quoted passages so far as the
New Testament 1y coneerned.”

I ain not o little surpriged at such a
statement, aus Elder Roberts  rather
prides himsell on hls knowledge of the
Book of Mormon, and in his artiele,
near the cloge of hig discusgsion of the
fifth point, laments that he Is obliged
to carry on thig discussion with an op-
ponent who does not seem to be much
aequadnted wity the subject, Well, my
friend, 1 don't boast about my Knowl-
edge or superfority to other men; I
don't assume “to know it all,” But 1
think 1 know enough about the Book of
Mormon to prevent me from making
any such careless and utterly Inoaccu
rate statements as the above, "that the
two or three cases he cites virtually
exhaust the alleged quoted passnges
Verily, I begin to wonder whethey my
friend hag ever read the books of Ne-
phi through! 1If he will now follow me
for a iittle, perhaps he may learn some.
thing new about them, Let us see
whether “two or three passiges ex-
haugt the quotations' In my former
article I referred to  five quotations
from the New Testament writers, Let
us go on with the count

6. In Nephi v, 18, the expression, “all
nations, kindreds, tongues and people,"”
ig from Revelations xiv, 6,

7. In Nephi x, 17, the words "by the
power of the Holy Ghost” are from
Romans xv, 13,

8, “For he ig the game, yesterday, to-
day and forever,” in Nephl x, 18, I8
taken from Hebrews xiif, 8

pression, ‘the twelve aposties of the
Lamb," Is taken from the only place in
the world where It originated, Revelas
tion xxi, 14,

14, In Nephi xi, 22, the words, ""Yea,
It is the Jove of God which sheddeth
itgelf abroad in the hearts of the chils
drren of men,” are taken from Romang
v, b
14, In Nephl xIi, 11, “And the gngel
sald unto me, These are made white in
the blood of the Lamb,” is from Reve-
lations vif, 14

15, In Nephl xiv, 1, the repeated ex.
pressions,  mother of abominations” and
“mother of harlots,” are taken from
Revelntions xvil, |

Theso 16 quotations have been taken
from the first 14 chapters of 1 Nephl,
leaving elzht chapters-more in this book
and 33 chapters in 11 Nephl for other
quotations, 1 have jotted down on the
fy«leaf of my copy of the Book of Mor-
mon 44 different quotations from the
New Testoment writers by this alleged
prophet, These quotations are largely
in the Bldney Rigdon-Nephi style of
fnaccuracy. Nephi i Just about as in.
aecurate in quoting Bervipture ns In
quoting Shakespeare, Then a lavrge per
cent of the language in the books of
Nephi I8 a mere paraphrage, and often a
parody, of the language of the N
Tontnment, 1 have quoted nothing from
111 Nephi, whose 30 chapters and 63
pages are largely In the direct language
of the Now Testament, three whole
chapters being quoted, although the
New Testament was pot written for 60
vears afterward I have not guotad
from this hook, for I understood Flder
Roberts to be peferring to the flrst two
hooly,

The oxplanation of BElder Roberts
that Nephi had a vigion of Christ some
60 years hefore, which made Chrigt real
to him, 18 fio explanation of the fact
that there are elght quotations from
three New Testament writers in Nephi
I1, thirty-first chapter,

AR TO SHAKESBPEARE,

2, Concerning Nephl's quotation
fraom Shake Kldoer Roberis
thinks he has found a way of escape oy
Nephi from this fatal blunder, He cites
o passage from Job from which he
thinks Nephl might have quoted, for he
gays “the Nephites had the Jowish
Seriptures with  them, {neluding the
book of Jobh" HBut now observe that
thig suggested escape for this ancieny
prophet is out of the Nephite frying-
pan into the Lamanite fire, For Shakes«
peare died fn 1616, and the King James
English version of the Bible wuas pubs
lished in 1611, Now, #o far a8 the argn.
ment ugainst the anclent Nephl Is con-
cerned, what differgnce does it make
whether he guoted from Shakespeare o
our English version of Job, which 18 the
one Elder Roberts alludes to, and which
is the only one containing any resem-
blanece efther (o the passage In Nephi o1
in Bhakespeare. The only wiy, there
fore, to Jift Nephi out of this fatal situ
ation I8 for Klder Roberts to show that
he had, in addition to the Jewish SBerip-
tureg, a copy of our English Bible with
him back there in the wilderness 600
B, ., or elge a copy of Shakespeare,
Or else let Mr., Roberts agree swith me,
according to the evidence, that Mr, Ne.
phi was simply a very modern gentles
man from New York or Pennsylvania,
having (n his possession both the Bibla
and 8hakespeave, and then the diftieulty
{g solved.

SECOND PROPOSITION.
Now we come to the gecond propoal.
tion which 1s, that the Book of Mormon

SN

hill of Cumorah, N, Y.,

about 400 A, D,

No one upon this continent ever saw | the

these plates prepared by Mormon ex-
cept himself and his
were prepared speclally for
of our time, in this country. After be.
hidden about

Ing

Smith
came and digelosed them to him
wonderful revelation contuined in | and
plates,
earth of th
Elder Roberts says Joseph Smith trans.

the
the

gon, Moroni,
the people

They 3

Joseph he
Moroni | Not
And

1,400 yeurs
claime that the angel

“the restoration to
everlasting gospel,"

about

lnted “by means of the inspiration of | my

God and the ald of Urim and Thum-
mim,"”
read this wonderful new revelation and
new everiasting
digcloges, we find that it |»
feeble and diluted imitation of the Bible
revelation and the gospel which had al«
ready
Christian
over 200 yearg, and in
of thelr ancestors for over 1,200 years,
this duplicate,
tion had been brought out among the
benighted people of China or Iudla, or
some other heathen country
without these Bible teachings,

thig

It

not

been

g0 transparent as a decejving schen
do not
majority of intelligent
reject It, And Just becaus
while 8o loftily pretending to e a new
and divine revelation, reveals nbsolutes
nothlng which the people did not
have before i

ly

can

9

have been such a complete “glve
away."
trumpets, to give to the Christlan peo-
ple of
copy of the revelution and the
whose bright and radiant original had
in their
of years, seems to nie €0 absurd, and | prophet nothing,
mistake
when the
Nephite

And, behold, when '‘we come to

which it
simply a

gouspel
thut
that
been in the possession of the
peaple of this country for
the posgassion
pretended revela-
been

W “ll were
it would

But, with a great flourigh of

this country a weak and poor | that
gospel

possession for hundreeds | that

wonder that the overwhelming | Now
people utterly t!

this bhook

I will attend pregent. | Ko

least 12 persons,

strange history, Its buttlex and slaugh- | orts

ters,

eral
this

also
Nephl,

rest.

el

who had nothing to gain by their tes-
timony, should be arbitrarily
aslde, and the testimony of the 11 in- "Ry
terested witnesses, who
they

and

its continual
phraseology, they had heard read seve
years prior to the publication of
book,
was Iin this romance that the Neo-
phites and
the pretended

never been able to see¢ why the

saw and “hefted” the
should be gulped down at one swallow,
Even
proves absolutely nothing essential to
the case,
knew nothing abhout

Imitation of Bible

from a religlous romance,
Lamanites originated, and
ancient books ol
Alma Moslah, Mormon and the

fatal

i can find no proof whatever that | For
the above peoples and books ever exist-
except in the imagination of the
writer of the religlous romance,
have
testimony

And 1

of the above 12 witnesses, | ply

they

brushed

that
plates,

declare

If they did s#ee the plates, that

They were all ignorant men,
whit wus

written on the plates,
famous Kinderhook
what of 1t?

The Book of Mormon, though genl-
ed up and hidden away about 400 A, 1), | es,
s filled up from beginning to end
phraseology of owr
only
upon
gentences, and
chapters from our English Bible whict the translation in E
was not published for about 1,200 years
after
former article, 1 intended to gtale
that there
about
Testament, and I am obliged to Elder
Roberts for lnterpreting
way, for I did not Intend to say

£0 mMmany quotations,

Now we come to a vital point, 1
nsked Elder Roberts to expladn how the
nbove quotations could possibly have

honest in Its claim of being an anclent
bhook,

“Recause Joseph Smith translated the into the
Book of Morinon by means of the in-
spiration of God and the ald of Urim
und Thummim, it {8 generally supposed
this transiation oo
prophet no ental or spiritual effort,
that it wis
the instvument did oll and  the

being
repre
dootrine and
sane
much better form, how | |n Juden,
we avold conciuding that It I8 a
counterfelt book?
1y to the specimens of new truth which
Elder Roberts flnds i it

There are al
worthy and yeliable go far as 1 opn dis-
cover, who testify that the substancs
of this Book of Mormon, with all fts
gueer names of places and pgrsons, Its

turne
found a trans
corre
ferred
wopted g0 much of that translation as
expressed the (ruths common to both
records,

Now, 1t seems
defense and explanati
are fatal to his position, and that | 9 Wwe
of the defenders of the book generally,
that it 18 a thoroughly accurnte trans- Second
lution of the Nephite plates, by means
of the inspiratjen of God and the aid of
Urim

First
erts In opposition
two of the famous "three wit-
nesses,"” wholly differ from Mr. Roberts
as to
plates, and point out that Joseph Smith
had nothing whatever to do except shin-
to read the English sentences as

Harrig says:

would appear and
prophet and
when
and if correctly written, that sentence
would disappear und
in its place; but {f not correctly writ-
ten it ramained untll corrected, gso that | me.

Other men saw
plates, but | gr

English Bible, | pleee of gomething

hundreds | ment would appear,

phrages | peared the writing,
whole | a time would appear

that, |t contains
hundreds of the exact
about 20

geph would read off
the book was hidden away, In

are in the Book of Mormon
300 quotations from the New

my meaning

the two books of Nephi contaln
A VITAL POINT.

me futal to  Elder

made it the Book of Mormon I8 | ¢, quote from our

Anid here 18 his explunation:
Book of

lish books, from

stoned | the | e vanted him

purely mechaniceal; tn fact,

which the book Is

than which a greater
could not  be made, ’
prophet pereefved from
that Isalah w
quoted, or when the Savior was
anted as giving instructions in
moral precepts of  the
general character as those given
Joseph Smith undoubtediy
1 to those parts of the Hible wher
lation, substantially
t, of thosge things which were ¥
to in the Nephite records, and

views?
he did, for th
evidence of being a
tion, and th

records

give us all the lght

mens of new

sented gix:
First
" mourn.” 1
that the above
n of Fider Rob-

o me
foolg with the rest,
read: “Iools
sin'

and Thummim.” And it seems
for two reagons

Thig defense places Mr. Rob-
to hig own witnesses,

says in Ivil, 21

Third="The Lord

that they may

the method of translating the

j& not new truth,
that the way will
keep them,
by 1 Cor, x, 13,

Fourth
es that they
grace s sufficlent

appeared in translation, Martin
ald of the seer gtone, sentences
were read by the
Martin, and
‘written,'

written by
finished, he would say

another
from 1I Cor, xii, #

the translation was just as it was en-
wen on the plates,”

Here 18 the testimony also of David
Whitmer, another of the three withess-
After stating that Joseph put the
with | seer stone into n hat, he says: “A
regembling parch-
and on that ap-
One character at
and under {t was

Cowdery, who was his principal seribe,
and when it was written down and re-
peated to Brother Joseph to see if it
were correct, then it
and another character
pretation would appear.'
Nothing s sald by
about any Urim and Thummim.
wis evidently an after thought, Noth-
ihg 1s sald about any great mental and
gpiritual effort on Joseph's part,
Second—-The nbove defense seems to
Roberts® position,
bhecause if Joseph Smith turned aslde
Knglish Bible, as
Elder Roberts admits that he did, then
what wag to prevent him from puting
Mormon,
suited him, quotations from other Eng-
shakespeare, from
books on geography and history? What
putting into the
10k of Mormon the peculiar and well-
known views of Sldney Rigdon,
gaturated?
prevented him from putting in hls own
Undoubtedly, that 18 Just what
books
modern compilas-

from

evidence
anclent boak utterly fails.
ment and admisslon of Elder Roberts
we need as to Its
modern origin and spurious character,

Just u fow wordg now as to the spect-
truth from the Book of
Marmon, of which Elder Roberts pre- § . F-IEE IR

ONE OF OUR LEADING LINES
“Ifools mock,
see nothing new about that. JEWEI4RY.
Fverybody mourng sooner or later, and L

In Proverbs, xiv., R
make & mock at

“Wickedness never was hap-
piness.” 1 think the prophet Isalah ex-
presses this dea far
“There I8 no peace,
gaith my God, to the wicked,"
giveth
mandments unto the chlldren of men,
save he ghall prepare a way for them
accomplizh the
which he eommandeth.”
The very fact
God gives ug commandments, implies
be open for us to
Perhaps it was suggested

‘1 give unto men weakness-
may be humble, and my
for all
humble themselveg before me.”
appear | fdea geems to have been appropriated
"And he said unto
My grace is sufficient for thee; for

ness,"”

nations, of their

Joy."

a sinner,
would disappear
with the Inter-

these witnesses

That | my opponent's

my suggestions, he

when it | class,

Bishop Butler and
with
What
class,

my strength is made perfoc

they

I think both state
sentence are wholly untrue,
because he disobeyed God and becama
Two-thirds of the huma
race are [n heathenlsh darkness,
ers from cruelty, want, oppre
ldolatry and without joy.
In conclusion, [ am sorry
concluding paragy
for 1 admlit that It js well written,
it seema to me fllogleal, for In
pressing his regret that I could ot
have lived in the days of Paul, so (h"v!
those opposed to Paul and the Chps.
tians might have avalled themselyes of

———

t In weak.

Fitth—"The Lord doth grant unto
own
tongue, to teach his word,"
quote the rest of this verse,
his first statement fg not true,
l;utlunu are in the darkne
dom and do not teach the word of ¢
“ ‘ :
Sixth—"Aduam fell that men |nlqhttll:'|
tish. Brother Jo- | and men are that
the Engligh to O,

all

nution ang

I do noy
for I think
Muny
88 of heather .

might haye

ments In thae

hus

with the antl-Christians,
fllogleal, for I do not belong to thut
Suppose that I should expresy
regret that he did not lve in the elgh.
teenth century, s0 as to help the inf.
dels of thut day In thefr contest wity

Ereut

the
Christian scholars of that time.
supposition would be lloglcal, for my
opponent does not belong to the nflde)
Now, 1 have tried 1o treat my
opponent and hig arguments with fal,

give abundant | negs and In o Kindly way.

that It is an

The state- | lons.

any further,

Adam 1]

an

Sule
ss8lon and

spoil
"aph,

HBut
[ &

L0 class ma
In this he iy

My

I certalnly
have nothing but good wlll toward him
and to all who ave sincere in thelr opin
Unless some new phase of thy
gubject should coma up I see no re
why 1 should continue the discus

but they shall

better when he

no coms-

thing
Certainly that
that

men that || \
Thig \ |
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i a divine reéveldtion ‘t the people of
the pregent time A Inrge part of what

" o ' e ) 8, The words, “caught away In the
THOBE QUOTATIONE, Spirit of the Lord,” are from Acts vill,
2- A8 to the alleged prophet Nephl | 39 has been said in proof of the spurious
1t 1 ‘can be clearly shown that he 10, In Nephi xi, 21, “Bohold the | charncter of the books of Nephi applies
auoted passage after passage from the | Lamb of God" is from John i, 36 ta the Book of Mormon as a whole,
Newv Tegtament writers, who were not 11, In Nephi xi, 27, the words “and | But there are overwhelming special Aif-
born for centuries after he claims to | after he was baptized, I behsld the | fieulties In the way of aceepting it asg a
have written, then the first fundament. | heavens open, and the Holy Gihost eame | new and divine revelation, only three
al privciple {8 violated, and we have | down out of heaven, and abode upon | or four of which I can now briefly touch
demonsdrative evidence that Nephi wag | him {n the form of a dove,” are taken | upon
pimply a pratender, and his writings | from Matthew lii, 16, and from John I, 1--The book claims that the plates,
gro spurfous, 12, from which it was translated by Joseph
In my former article I referred spec- 12, Smith, were gealed up and hidden in the

T" Newman Stoe Firm Change
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THURSDAY and THURSDAY and
While This Thought is Hot, Come early and get the Choicest of the Lot.

Until CHRISTMAS, Until CHRISTMAS.

In Nephi x1, 35, the strange ex-
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Misses’ Slippers, ' e

~ Children’s Slippers —
your own price, for ..
OLD MEN'S SLIPPERS.
YOUNG MEN'S SLIPPERS,
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