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last scene of the drama. It is a
grave question with some clenr-gec-
ing politiciang today whether the
slave question has yet reached its
final rolution. If it has not, we
may yet see the prediction in gues-
tion fulfilled ln every parbicular.
The prediction itself plainly states
that some time would clapse between
the fulfilment of its various parts.
Verse 3, sec. 87, foretells that the
war sliould be eaused by the division
of the Uaited States into two great
parties, aml that the Southern States
should call upon Great Britain; -‘and
thus war should be poured out upon
all nations.’* Then verse 4explains
that this should be continued *‘after
many days,”’ thereby that the slaves
(tlie negroes) should rise up, and
also the remnant (the Indians), and
new warg, new bloodshed take lace.
The propliecy thus clearly marks
two divigions, the events of which
are separated from each other Ly a
period of many days, or years; for
days in the prophetie Innguage are
always understood to mean years.

Thus the prediction itself is
plain. It foretells the so-
called War of the Rebellion,

its subsequent result as well ag its
causcs. It further intimates that
the question out of which it arose
should be settied for many years,but
that again the flames of war should
be kindled and spread wider than
before. The first part of this pre-
diction has all been fulfilied. The
second belongs to the future.

Having thus removed the objec-
tion made to the prediction, it may
not be out of place to show that this
way of putting close together, in
prophetical sentences, events which
are in time far separated from each
gether, is common to prephetical
wrltings. Im this respect the
Prophot Joseph resembles the an-
clent prophets, a fact which onght
not to be the ground of objection.

‘Isaial, speaking of the mission of
Ciirist (chapter]xi: 1-8), says: ‘“The
Spirit of the Lord Jehoval is upon
me * ¥ t@-froclaim the year of
nceeptance of Jehovalr and the day
of vengeance of our God.”* Christ,
in reading atd expounding this text
in Nazareth, reads to the middie of
the verse, cloges the book, and ex-
claims: ““Today this scripture is
futilled in your ears. (Luke iv: 21.}
Indeed, with the coming of Christ
the yenr of acceptance of Jehovah
had come. The first part of the
verse wag fulfilled, but the second
pertibn——the day of vengeance—was
not yet. Thousands of years lie be-
tween the first part of this verse and
the second. -

So the Prophet Joel, in his second
chapter, verses 28-32, furetells in
one sentence the wouders of the day

.of Pentecost (compare Ag. ii: 16-21)
and the great day of Jehovah, when
1o one can escape the judgnents to
come except those who take their
refuge upon Mount Zion and in
Jerusalem, events which are separ-
ated from.each other by thousands
ol years. .-

The ehjection to the prediction of
Joseph Bniith is therefore no ohjec-
tion at all, unless fhe ancient proph-
ets must Le rejected on the s=ame
ground. On the contrary, an hones!
investigalion leads to the discovery

that the very language of propliecy
as delivered by the P’rophet of this
dispensation is in harmony with
ancient prophecies, that they flow
irom one and the same source—the
Spirit of God.

The evidence thus far considered
is external and direct, appealing tg |
our senses. Another clasg of cvi-
dence remaing which has been
called internal. Applied to Chris-
tianity this kind of evidence is thus
explained: If Christianity is not of
divine origin, it must be a cunning-
ly devised fable, which is the most
probable supposition? 1nternal evi-
dence iries to answer that guestion.

The same process of reasoning by
which this question is answered
when applied to Christianity can
alse be applied to the message
hrought by Joseph the Prophet. 1f
this message is not from God it must
be from man; it must be forged in
order to decelve; and must be termed
the greatest fraud of the century. Tt
is eitlier a divine truth or a diaboli-
cal lie. Tertium non est. Which is
the more likely supposition?

In order to decide this guestion
we must consider theinoral pr cepts
given by the messenger, his own
character, and the character of
those who receive it and profess to
follow its precepts. For it is very
clear that any message which in it-
self iz *‘good,’’ and which also pro-
duces good results in the hearts nnd
lives of men, is not likely to be from
the Evil one! What is good is from
God. Was Joseph the Prophet a
good man? I}id he inculeate holy

rinciples unto his fellow-men?

oes the Gospel he preached tend
to make meu holy? If so, his mes-
sage must be from God.

MORAL EVIDENCE.

That the moral character of a man
w ho professes to be adivine 1messen-
ger is very important as an evidence
of the truth of his message Is admit-
ted on all hands. The following is
the opinion of an emiunent writer:
“The character of Christ -is a won-
derful proof of the divinity of the
Bilile. The Hindoo cannot think of
his Brahimin saint other than pos-
sessing the abstemiousness and aus-
terith which he admires in his living
maodels. The Socrates of 1’late is
composed of elements practically
Greek, leing a compound of the
virtues deemed necessary to adorn
the sage. A model of the Jewish
feacher night easily be drawn from
the writings of the Rabbis, and
he would prove to he the
very reflection of those scribes
and 1’harisees who are re-
proved in the Gospel. But in the
life of our Redeemer a character is

borrowing

represented which departs in every
way from the national type of the
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nothing from Greek,
Indian or Jew, having nothing in
common with established laws of
perfection, isyet to cvery bediever
n type of excellence. He is follow-
wl by the Greek, though a founder
of none of his secty, revered by the
Bralunin, though preached by one
of the fishermen caste, and wor-
shipped by the red man of Canada,
though belonging to the hated pale-
face.*’

This very striking picture ofour
Savior Is true inall itz details. In the
Gospels wesee him described asholy
(John vii, x1vi li: 8, 48, 10, 32; Mat.
xxvi, lix: 27, 23, 24; Luke xxiii:
13—15; tull of benevolence and com-
passion (John 4, Luke 9: 55; 10: 30—
37); kindness and aflection (Matt.
14: 27—31, Luke 19: §; 41: 2261,
John 11; 19: 25—27); having meek-
ness and humility (Matt. 9: 28; 18:
92); morl courage, firmness and
resignation (Matt. 26: 3916, Mark
10: 32, T.uke 4: 23, John 11: 7; 18:
4); abliorring hypocrigy and popu-
larity (Matt. 6: 1-—18; 10: 16—39; 22:
18, Mark 12: 38—40, Luke 11: 44,
John 16: 1—16); being moderate and
free from enthusiastic austerity
{Matt. 8: 19; 23 23, Luke 5: 20—35,
John 2: 1. Mark 12: 17).

Looking at all these characteris-
tice of our Savior, so eminently
¢tgped,* and hearing Him solemnly
declare that He hag a message {rom
God to man, we feel bound to admit
that He is no deceiver, His words
are true. He is the Bon of God.
Thus His ehnracter becores an evi-
dence. .

‘Now, concerning the subject un-
der consideration. must we not also
admit that Joseph the Prophet was
a man sent from God, when we
find that his character is in perfect
harmony with those qualities that
are peculiar to aservant of God?

Those who want to investigate
this are referred to works extant,
which treat on the “Life of Joseph
Smith,” and 1 think any un-
prejudiced reader will feel impressed
with the fact that Joseph was a
good man—a “man of God.*

How he urges holiness ng the con-
ditien of happiness! In his benevo-
lence he seemed boundless, embrac-
ing every race of humanity, white,
red and black! His kindness and
affection are touching. Of meek-
ness and humility he exhibits the
most striking cxamples which shall
ever be worthy of Imitation. The
moral courage and firmness which
prompted him to face a hostile
world and to die *‘calm as a summer
moraing,’’ must be admired. His
straightforwardness,for which hypo-
crisy ever stood rebuked, 18
well-known  to his friends
and acquaintances. His whole
eareer and the doctrines,

writers, from the character of all he taught are indlsput{LhIe_ proofs
ancicnt nations, and i8 at variance that, although he was iuspired by

with a1l the features which custom,
education, religion and patriotism
seem to have consecrated as most
beautiful. Four different authors
have recorded different facts, but
they exhibit the same concepstion, a
conception differing from all they

a noble enthusiasm, yet he was
far from being what is called an en-
thiusiast.

Here. then. ‘we tind all the marks
ofn true disciple of Christ, proviug,
if anvthing at all, that Joseph the
Prophet, was a man of God. His

had ‘ever witnessed or heard, | message must therefore be from God
and mnecessarily  copied  from | too.
the same original. Moreover, | We know that his antagonists

this glorivus charncter, while

have done all in their power to



