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INTRODUCTION. 

. 

A NEW AND EXTRAORDINARY EFFORT TO ARREST 

THE SWELLING) TIDE OF INFIDELITY. 

IN an age of scientsc ignorance, as realized in the 

days of Martin Luther, when God and the devil were 

made the responsible agents for every event in human 

affairs and every phenomenon of nature, the most 

pious and learned Christian professors, when they first 

ventured to travel abroad in heathen lands; discovered 

to their astonishment that the oriental heat.hen priests 

were preaching the same doctrines, principles, and pre- 

cepts as those contained in the Christian gospels. But 

they found an easy way of accounting for it by simply 

assuming that an omniscient and omnipotent devil had 

outwitted God Almighty and got the start of him by 

getting up a counterfeit gospel plan of salvation, 

“ more like the original,” as Sam Slick would say,Yhan 

the original itself.” But when the sun of science 

arose above the Eastern horizon and began to dispel 

the darkness of religious superstition which reigned 

l 
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over all the world and enveloped the minds of all 

Christendom as well as all heathendom, devils, like 

owls and orthodox priests, being afraid of the light, 

reiired to their dismal dens and subterranean abodes. 

Hence another expedient had to be devised to account 

for the sum total of Christianity being preached by 

the ancient heathen long before they had ever heard 

of Jesus Christ or a Christian. Necessitybeing the 

motl!ier of invention, some pious priests with a fossil- 

iied creed started the theory that some of the oriental 

systems were remodeled after the introduction of Chris- 

tianity by ingrafting some of the doctrines of this 

new religion into their creeds. But it was left for 

John T. Perry to attempt to revolutionize and modern- 

ize all the ancient oriental systems of religion in those 

features resembling Christianity, in order to make it 

appear‘the former were borrowed from the latter. As 

one step toward this end, Mr. Perry has cited a num- 

ber of Christian writers to establish the proposition 

that the discoveries in astronomy by the Hindoos, 

Persians, and other nations, to which they assign a 

remote date, are, despite their claims to antiquity, of 

modern origin. The reason 80 much is said concerning 

these calculations and discoveries, and so much impor- 

tance attached to them by Mr. Perry, is that they were 

made the basis for a belief in the earthly advent and 

incarnation of gods. Certain astronomical phenomena 

were believed to occur periodically, and these periods 

. 



IN!I'RODUC!l'ION. V 

were called cycles, and were believed to mark the birth 

and appearance of a god upon the earth. Hence, if it 

could be shown that those astronomical observations 

and discoveries are of recent origin, it would lend a 

support to the assumption that a belief in the incarna- 

tion of gods and their crucifixions with their doctrines 

were borrowed from the gospel history of Christ. To 

what extent Mr. Perry has succeeded in establishing 

this proposition the reader can judge after examining 

the counter facts and authorities cited in this work 

and comparing them with the naked assumptions of 

the writers Mr. Perry has called to his aid. 

MR. PERRY'S TWO HUNDRED AND TWENTY-FOUR 

ERRORS. 

A critical examination tf Mr. Perry’s book has dis- 

closed no less than two hundred and twenty-four 

errors. It will, perhaps, seem strange to many 

readers that so small a work (only one hundred _ 

and forty-six pages ; and is rather a short book, 

as well as a “thin book “) should contain so many 

errors ; but it should be borne in mind that an 

erroneous theory can be supported only by error. 

If the premises are wrong, arguments to support it are 

likely to be wrong also. If, in calculating a mathe- 

matical problem, one wrong figure is introduced, 

every subsequent line will contain erroneous figures 

if it should extend to a hundred or a thousand. And 
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a similar result may be expected in solving moral 

problems. An error at the outset may lead to a con- 

tinuous series of errors, and without furnishing just 

grounds for challenging the author’s veracity, which 

we courteously decline to do in Mr. Perry’s case, 

assuming him to be intentionally a man of truth. 

N. B.-Many other errors could be pointed out in 

Mr. Perry’s book if necessary. 

I MY REASONS FOR EXPOSING THE ERRORS OF MR 

\ PERRY’S BOOK. 

1. His labored and earnest effort to arrest the prog- 

ress of that greatly needed theological reform indi- 

cated by the term Infidelity, would, if successful, be a 

moral calamity upon the world. 

2. His undue exaltation of the Christian Bible and 

its religion far above their real merits is calculated to 

conceal their moral and religious defects, and thus 

tend to perpetuate their numerous errors and evils to 

the moral and intellectual injur.y of the human race. 

3. The strong prejudice which he manifests towards 

other religions, and which leads him to condemn them 

in a very unfriendly spirit, is calculated to do them 

injustice and deepen the prejudice long cherished in 

the minds of most Christian professors toward them, 

and thus perpetuate another great evil. 

4. His untenable assumption of a very wide differ- 

ence in the character, doctrines, and precepts of the 
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Christian religion and those of other forms of religious 

faith must be regarded as another error of no small 

magnitude. 

5. His attack upon my books-apparently involv- 

ing many misrepresentations-is calculated to create 

a wrong impression in the minds of those who have 

never read them as to their real character. 

6. These five cogent reasons constitute my apology 

for writing this book. 
. 

Norm-Error 83 refers to two statements in Mr. Perry’s book 
which I did not quote. But as few of my readers will see Perry’s 

book, I have concluded to insert them here. 

1. He says. “ Mr. Graves quotes a silly story from Higgins relative 
I 

to the concealment of some Hindoo manuscripts, which told against 

Christianity, by a bishop.” This is a grand error. I stated that the 

notes made by the British committee who examined the Hindoo 

sacred books were left in the hands of a Christian bishop. There is 

not a word about concealing Hindoo manuscripts. 

2. Again, he says, iI Mr. Moor is of a different opinion ” from that 

which he leaves the reader to infer I represent as being his opinion; 

whereas I said not one word about Moor’s opinion. 
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CHAPTER FIRST. 

I.-THE CHARGES AGAlNST MY BOOKS.-HOW TO SET- 

TLE THE MATTER. - FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS’ 

REWARD. 

As a labored and unremitting effort has been made 

by critics, cavilers, and clergymen to stamp the con- 

viction upon the public mind that my published 

works contain numerous errors and misrepresentations 

and erroneous citations from history, I hereby offer 

them the opportunity of having the matter tested. If, 

upon a critical examination of any or all the corrected 

editions of my works, or the original manuscripts of 

those works which are yet in my possession, and whicl~ 

I will furnish on applicat’ion, they shall succeed in 

finding one error, or.one important statement not corroh- 

orated by reliable historical authority: cited in the work 

itself, or which I will furnish when the case is reported 

to me, I will forfeit the above-named sum to the 

investigator or investigators. Will they accept my 

proposition, and thus settle the matter forever? I 

have admitted that some errors crept into those works 
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through the hands of the type setters and the copyists 
who transcribed the works for the press, which may 
be found in some of the early editions, one of which 
was used by Mr. Perry, but which were then corrected 

in later editions. And he seems to have spent much 
more time in sea,rching for those typographical errors 

and criticising them than in trying to refute their lead- 

ing arguments and positions, which alone should 
receive the attention of the critic. By pursuing such 
a course he acts upon the policy of the thief, who 

searches for the weakest and most assailable parts of a 

dwelling-house when about to enter it to purloin its 

contents, or the policy of the nasty LL blow-fly,” which 

seeks only for the sores when it alights upon a phys- 

ical body. 

II.-THE TWO CONDEMNED QUOTATIONS. 

Mr. Perry only claimed to find two erroneous cita- 
tions in “ ,The World’s Sixteen Crucified Saviors.” 

The first is a quotation from Gibbon relative to the 

Essenes changing their name to Christian; the second 

is a citation from the New American Cyclopedia rela- 

tive to De Quincy’s identifying the Essenes with the 
early Christians. At first I was disposed to admit 
they might be uncorrected typographical errors. But 
a more recent critical examination of the matter proves 

they are both correct, with the exception of two 

redundant words in the first quotation and the wrong 

use of quotation marks in the second. With these 

slight alterations, which are made in the revised edi- 

tions, the citations are all right 
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III.-ANOTHER REWARD OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS. 
I 

In order to pay Mr. Perry in his own coin with 

respect to the charge of committing errors in writing 

books, I hereby obligate myself to pay either to him 

or to any of his readers the above-named sum if he or 
she or they will find, in any Christian country, or with- 

in the boundaries of the civilized world, another work 

on theology of equal size with his ii Sixteen Saviors 

or One,” containing as many erroneous statements-a 

charge I am willing to submit to a jury of twelve 

men, one-half of whom may be Christian professors 

(provided they are not clergymen or editors of popu- 

lar newspapers). Will Mr. Perry or some of his friends 

accept the offer? 

IV.-MY SUI GENERIS MEMORY. 

As the numerous errors which Mr. Perry charges 

upon my works must either be attributed to inten- 

tional misrepresentation or a very bad memory, I will 

assume the liberty to state that my well known char- 

acter will settle the first charge, and my peculiar 

memory will throw some light on the second. It is a 

fact for which I claim no merit that I possess a mem- 
ory which in some respects is not excelled by that of 

any man living. Not ordinarily, however, but under 

very favorable circumstances, when all my thoughts 

and feelings become enlisted in .the subject, I not only 

grasp and retain the facts and ideas by reading, but 

they rise up like a panorama before my mental vision 

while writing, so that I see at one view nearly every- 
thing I ever read on the subject. And this power of 
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mind and memory is manifested still more strongly m 

public speaking. If the subject strongly enlists my 
feelings, such is the vivid and indelible impression 

which every word and every thought f utter makes 

upon my own mind and memory, that after the dis- 

course is delivered I can repeat the whole of it either 

backward or forward sometimes several days after, 8 

even if three or four hours in length and delivered in 

the most rapid manner. Yet I never depend upon my 
memory in writing without verifying it by a subse- 

quent examination. Hence I commit no errors in this 
way and have a double chance of being right, 

CHAPTER SECOND. 

I.-AN AUTHOR TIED AND GAGGED. 

“Never strike a man while tied."-PYTHAGOEAB. 

There is a chapter of events connected with the in- 

ception and publication of Mr. Perry’s book which but 

few persons are initiated into. At the time Mr. Perry’s 

thirteen-column attack on “ The World’s Sixtee 

Crucified Saviors ” made its appearance in the ii Riclr- 

mond Telegram,” in the month of February, I was 
overtaxed with business which would adrnit of no 

delay. Hence I was compelled to run over the long 
and tedious criticism in a rapid manner, and answer it 

with much haste. In all my experience as a writer I 
never wrote with greater haste or with greater distrac- 

tion and confusion of mind, caused by poor health 

and overwork. This is my apology for any mistakes 
which I may have made. A similar state of mind 
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once caused Sir Isaac Newton to state in a letter to a 

friend that a certain man carried his wife in his pocket, 

but afterwards corrected it by stating he meant to say 

his wig. , My article was thus dashed together with 

haste and in mere fragments, and was cut so short as 

to leave many points entirely unnoticed, partly be- 

cause I had been forewarned that if it exceeded cer- 

tain limits it would not be admitted into the columns 

of the (‘ Telegram.” Indeed, the editor told me I was 

not legitimately entitled to the privilege of publishing 

any reply in his paper, but he would grant it as a 

special favor. Hen&e my article was not only dashed 

together in haste, but cut so short as to omit the notice 

of fifty points and to treat very briefly all that were 

noticed, partly from the conviction that I had no time to 

write a long article, and partly because I believed I 

could not get it published if I made it longer. And 

yet this brief and imperfect reply, which I was com- 

pelled to restrict_ to less than half the points, and to 

omit proofs and authorities for those I did notice, 

Mr. Perry has seized on and published in his book, 

and it now circulates over the country as a full and 

exhaustive reply to his long list of criticisms. It was 

nothing of the kind. I have spoken of the first 

wrong to which I was subjected, that of being restricted 

in my reply to Mr. Perry’s first criticism. But the 

second act of injustice was of still greater magnitude, 

which consisted in allowing Mr. Perry to publish a 

second criticism and cutting me off from any reply 

whatever. The editor announced that Perry’s second 

article would close the controversy. It is true he 

headed it (‘ Recapitulation,” which would imply that 



charges made, new propositions instituted, and new 

authorities quoted. If such conduct and such treat- 

ment are in accordance with the views of justice as 

practically recognized by the public press in general, 

God save me from being an editor. And yet I sup- 

pose Mr. Perry and the editor both persuaded them- 

selves they were treating me fairly, for I will do the 

editor the justice to say he had always treated me with 

respect when his religious prejudices did not interfere. 
When Mr. Perry’s second article came out in the ‘L Tel- 

egram,” I stepped into the office and pointed out to‘the 

editor many erroneous statements (though I will do 

Mr. Perry the justice to suppose he considered them 

true). ‘( Here I am,” I observed, “ with my hands and 

tongue tied ; the discussion, you say, is closed ; so I 

must go before the world with these dishonorable 

charges uncontradicted.” He made but little reply. 

II.-TYPOGRAPHICAL ERRORS. 

I will also do the editor of the “ Telegram ” the jus- 

tice to state that he allowed me to correct some typo- 

graphical errors in his paper. But he would not pub- 

lish the brief article correcting Perry’s criticisms on 

tbe two historical citations previously noticed. I stated 

in my review that my works in their earlier editions 

contained typographical errors, and that the first edi- 

tion of “The Bible of Bibles,” of which he had pre- 

viously purchased a copy, contained about thirty. 

Whereupon he, in the next number of the “ Tele. 
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gram,” broke forih in the following dolorous lan- 

guage : 

” Like Dives of old in hell, we might have lifted up our eyes in tar- 

ment before the awful fact would have reached us through Mr. Graves 

that we had read and been damned by reading the wrong edition of his 
book.” 

I replied as follows : 

TYPOSRAPHICAL ERRORS.-THEIR FATAL EFFECTS. 

“ EDITOR TELEGRAM : As you seem to attach a fearful importance to 
a few typographical errors found in the first edition of my last work, 

allow me to inform you that the learned body of Christians now 

engaged in translating the Bible are reported to have found twenty 

thousand errors in that i perfect and infallible revelation from God.’ 

And these errors are not all mere mistakes of type setters-they are 
‘ radical ’ and lie at the very foundation of the world’s salvation. They 

are (many of them) errors of statement. Most of those in my book 

are mere inaccuracies in words and figures, and are now corrected, 

while those in the Bible are of more serious importance and are not 

corrected. IIence, according to your argument, millions must now, 

like Dives of old, be in hell lifting up their eyes in torment because 

they were not informed of these errors while reading their Bibles. 

And what must be the awful doom of those colporteur missionaries 

aud Bible societies who have distributed millions of copies of this boo@ 

coutaiuing these soul-ruining errors 4 And this is not the worst view 

of the case. The learned Dr. Robinson, of Engiund, iuforms us he 

has found the frightful number of one hundred and Iifty thousand 

errors in ( God’s book.’ I guess, then, from the fearful importance you 

attach to such errors, we may conclude that the world is lost, for not 

one copy (of the millions sold) of this important L guide to salvation,1 

on which Christians hang the destiny of the world, has ever been cir- 

hulated that did not contain many thousand of these fatal errors, and 

the people were not informed of them when the book was placed in 

their hands. So, according to your logic, hell must now be fil!od w;th 

the victims ruined by these errors. What a fearfui responsibility rests 

upon the alphabet I Brother, don’t you see you took on too much 
agony ? Look at the fact that Noah Webst,er found more typograph- 

ical errors in the Bible than can bc found in both my books. dud 
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look at another fact: That profound scholar, Bishop Colenso, wrote 

and published a work on the Bible nearly fifteen years ago, in 

which there are still more than fifty typographical errors, and thou- 

sands of copies of the work have been sold both in Europe and hmer- 

ica with these errors in them. A note was made of them, but prsc- 

tically this did not correct them. They are still in the book. The 

first editian of nearly all works contain more or less typographical 

errors, hilt as they do not affect the leading positions of the book, no 

importance is attashcd to them. So much for the wonderful ado 

about typographical errors now corrected, and which would be of no 

importance if not corrected. How true it is that ‘a drowning man 

will catch at a straw I’ KERSEY GRAVES.” 

The editor’s article should have been headed “The 

Mountain Bringing Forth a Mouse,” or “Much Ado 

About Nolhing.” The objection is too futile to merit 

serious notice. 

III.-MY PERSONAL APPEARANCE. 

In a humoroug way, as a kind of neighborhood 

gossip which I did not suppose would obtain a pub- 

licity beyond the limited circulation of a country 

newspaper, I said something about my personal appear- 

ance being rather forbidding, which I observe Mr. 

Perry has copied into his book. I expected it to be 
seen by but few besides my personal friends, who 

would understand it. 

But as it has gone abroad, I will say in explanation 
that 1 was engaged some time ago in growing hedge- 

plants for the market. Hence, when dressed in accora- 
ante with my business, my appearance can be best indi- 

cated by the WON& (‘rough and ready.” It was my 

personal appearance at that period I humorously re- 

ferred to. 

As for what nature has done for me, I have nothing 
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to say, only that some conception can be formed of 

the rough mold she has chosen to cast me in by 

examing the likeness in my books, though some bf my 

friends think they hardly do me justice. The pho- 

tographer appears to have given my face one twist too 
much. Two less would have improved on nature. 

IV. -MY CHARACTER. 

I also had a little to say about my character, be- 
cause it was assailed by Mr. Perry. I stated that I 

had been so fortunate as to escape falling a victim to 

the common vices of society, such as profane s-wear- 

ing, drinking, gambling, etc.; never had a personal 
combat with any man; that I never swallowed a dram 

of intoxicating drinks or enough to make a dram ; tht 
I never used tobacco in any form, excepting one chew 

of the noxious weed, and repented of that in tears in 

less than half an hour, and rejoiced that I lived long 

enough after taking it to repent of it. This was a 

boyhood experiment. This much I have assutned the 

liberty of saying about my character. Let Mr. Perry 

show a better record. 

v. -MY EDUCATION. 

Some of my friends suggested that I misrepresented 

my educational experience when I stated that Igradu- 

ated in a pole-cabin schoolhouse. The fdllowing let- 

ter, addressed to a friend, will perhaps set the matter 

in its true light: 

REPLY TO DAVID JONES. 

“To THE EDITOR OF THE TELEGRAM: I observe by the last ‘Tele- 

gram’ that my old friend and fellow school-mate, David Jones, has 
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arraigned me before the public under the charge of a ‘fulminating 

expansion of elongated veracity ’ (a college student’s polite way of 

defining a departure from truthfulness). The question is : Am I cor- 

reef in saying I graduated in a tenement made of unhewn saplings? 

I confess it is rather a ( Grave ’ question, and the truth or fals:ty of 

my statement must depend upon the facts in the case and the meaning 

of the word L graduate.’ Webster defines ‘graduate’ to mean ‘to 
advance by degrees ; to advance from one degree to another.’ Now I 

claim that in the pole pen in which I commenced my education I grad- 

uated by degrees all the way from the alphabet to algebra, and only 
took on a few more studies afterwards in other institutions, though I 

have studied several branches of science since on my own hook. Friend 

David testifies to having seen me poring over a Greek grammar in a 

brick schoolhouse in the city of Richmond, and I guess I can’t do better 

than to plead ‘guilty ’ to the charge. After having paid some atten- 

tion to Latiu, I occupied several months in digging among the roots of 

Greek literature, but my father finally set me to digging among another 

kind of roots. and I gave it up. I studied so hard in trying to master 

those old dead languages (Latin and Greek) that my loving mother * 
grew uneasy for fear I would ’ go crazy ’ by such severe mental labor. 

But I consoled her with the idea that I would not have far to go to get 

there. 

. 
. 

“But to the question of graduating. Perhaps I am in an error 

about the matter similar to that of Pat’s about his native title. When 

he claimed while on board an English vessel to be an Englishman, a 

friend reminded him that he was born in Ireland.- ’ Holy Mosesl’ 
li exclaimed Pat, ‘ that makes no difference; if a man was born in a 

stable that wouldn’t make him a horse, would it 1’ Upon a like parit 

of reasoning, I claim that my subsequent studies in a brick edifice 

should not debar me from the honor of having graduated in a pola- 

cabin schoolhouse. The learned teacher referred to (Mr. McGookin) 

stated that he studied one year in Oxford College (Ohio) after having 

graduated in -me other institution. In like manner I supposed I 

might claim that I graduated iu a log-hut, oblivious of the fact that I 

kept on studying afterwards. As to the indications of my Quaker 

proclivities to which friend Jones refers, I will say I was born a 
Quaker without my consent or consultation. Hence in my youthful 

days I was (religiously speaking) a Quaker by trade, but did not work 
much at it. KERSEY GRAVES.” 
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I will only add that I have been a diligent student, 

have spent but few idle hours, have examined various 

branches of science, and have ~ been in nearly every 

Beld of reform. 

CHAPTER THIRD. 

- “SIXTEEN SAVIORS OR ONE.” 

This title which Mr. Perry has chosen for his book 

will be understood when collated with my work, 

“The World’s Sixt,een Crucified Saviors,” as indicat- 

ing the direct issue between the two works and as 

pointing to the principal battle-ground on which the 

theological contest now waging between their authors 

is to be fought, 

I.-THE PRINCIPAL POINTS OF DIFFERENCE. 

The main questions at issue between Mr. Perry and 

myself are comprehended in the two following 

queries : 
1. Have we historical grounds for believing that the ’ 

belief or conception of the crucifixion of a god was 

prevalent in any heathen or oriental nation before the 

birth of Christ. One case would prove that the belief 

is of heathen origin as well as sixteen. *And that is 

the important proposition aimed to be established by 

my book. 
2. Are the cardinal doctrines of the Christian faith, 

which are now found also incorporated in the oriental 

systems, of heathen or of Christian origin? These 

two queries comprise the gist of the whole controversy. 
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The first proposition may be argued either on histori- 

cal or moral grounds- that is, as a historical factror as 

a moral necessity. I indorse the sentiment couched 

in the heading of Prof. Swing’s letter, which Mr. 

Perry has published in his ‘I Sixteen Saviors or One,” 
which reads thus: <‘ Many Saviors and Their Origin- 

Sixteen a Poor Collection;” which implies that sixteen 

does not comprise near the whole number. And this 

I admit. It does not even comprise the whole num- 

ber reported to have been crucified. In view oE the 

many nations and sects who believed in from one to a 

dozen saviors, it must be admitted that “ sixteen is a _ 
poor collection.” Or, if we look at it in a moral point of 

view, we must acknowledge that sixteen is but a mea- 

ger suppIy for a world of sinners. And even if re- 

stricted to the Christian world, this supply would be 
inadequate to the demand, if Parson Brownlow’s por- 

traiture of the moral condition of Christendom may be 

accepted as correct when he declares that lying, 

cheating, hypocrisy, and rascality are the order of the 

day in all Christian countries. No such a picture has 

ever been drawn of the heathen world. And this 

moral picture indicates the necessity for not merely 
many saviors, but for numerous &ucifixions also, if 

we may assume that such deific immolations could 

redeem or result in any moral or practical benefit to 

such a demoralized set of Christians as Mr. Brownlow 

represents the professed followers of Christ to be. 

We may safely assume that the crucifixion of a hnn- 

dred gods would not be too much to purify, redeem, 

and fit For the L‘kingdqm” such a lot of vile sinners. 

Here I wish to call special attention to Perry?s ‘Lsin of 
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omission ” in this case. He publishes the whole of Mr. 

Swing’s letter in his book, but omits the heading, 
:‘Many Saviors and Their Origin-Sixteen a Poor Col- 

lection.” Why was this title left out? The reason is very 

obvious. To publish the rriatement from one of the _ 

indorsers of his book that there were “ many saviors,” 

when the title of the book itself says there was but 

one, would be a glaring incongruity that would bring 

‘his book into disrepute. No further explanation is 

necessary. 

II.-WHY MR PERRY PUBLISHED MY REVIEW IN HIS 

BOOK. 

Perhaps I should regard it as a fortunate circum- 
stance that I was debarred the privilege of replying 

to Mr. Perry’s second criticism. For he would never 

have mustered courage to publish my exposition of 

the errors of his first criticism to the world had he 

not been granted the special favor by the “Telegram” 

of appearing again in its columns with new arguments 

and new authorities in support of his former seriously 

damaged position and theories with the distinct prom- 

ise by the editor that I should not be permitted to 

criticise or expose any more of his errors or correct 

any statement he might make-that is, I would not be 

permitted to reply. He could thus say what he 

pleased and put it in any shape he pleased without 

the fear of being mortified by the exposure of its 

errors. With this double advantage he ventured to 

patch up some kind of reply to my hastily written re- 

view of his first criticism, which he supposed would 

serve as a kind of mantle or veil to conceal the errors 
* 

4 
/’ 
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I had exposed. And then, by claiming to expose 

more of my errms, he probably solaced himself with 

the belief that he could divert the readers’ attention 

from his errors to mine by adopting the policy of 

“etop-thief.” Without these special advantages, which 

allowed him to patch up some of the breaches I had 

made in his theological fortress, I opine he never 

would have published my article. 

_ 111.-I&R. PERRY’S NEWSPAPER PUFFS. 

Various popular newspapers, a large portion of 
whose readers are strongly biased by education in 

favor of popular orthodoxy, have bestowed all kinds 
of flattering notices on the I* Sixteen Saviors or One ‘. 

and ‘its ‘( profoundly learned author,” who is styled 

‘(a walking library,” “ a standard authority in his- 

torical accuracy,” etc. I have seen but one or two 
editorials, however, indorsing the work. Their cleri- 
cal readers appear more interested in trying to popu- 
lariae the work They are solemnly impressed with the 

necessity of having something done to arrest the tide 

of Infidelity which is threatening to sink their ship, 

and thus terminate the reign of superstition. They 

appear to be seized with a consternation similar to 

that of the deacon who, on being roused from sleep by 

a thunder-storm which unroofed his dwelling and 

prostrated its chimney, exclaimed : IL Gentlemen, there 

must be something done. It won’t do to let things 
go on in this way.” But they may be too late coming 
to the rescue of their darling canse. The orthodox 

journals and the preachers laud Perry’s book as a 

- complete extinguisher of Infidelity and a successful 
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refutation of my works, ‘( The Sixteen Crucified 
Saviors ” and ‘< The Bible of Bibles ;” and yet not one 
of them in a hundred have read those works, and but 
few have ever seen them. Their decision is based, not 
on knowledge, but on desires -a feeling similar to 
that of the young lady who hastened to the house of 
a friend, at early morn, to see a newborn babe. 
Rushing to the cradle (before there was sufficient 
light in the room to enable her clearly to recognize its 
occupant) she exclaimed : Li What a pretty darling it 
is! It is the very image of its father ;” but when a 
light was brought she had the mortification of discov- 
ering there was nothing in the cradle but a sleeping 
cat C’hagrined at her hasty decision, she confessed 
she was influenced by desire more than knowledge in 
making her decision. Many of Mr. Perry’s friends 
have pronounced his young bantling a model of per- 
fect&m and the very image of its sire before they have 
reached the cradle in which it was first rocked. It is 
to be hoped they will not have the mortification of 
finding it a cat. The Cincinnati “ Gazette,” of which 
Mr. Perry is the IL literary editor,” styles him a “ walk- 
ing library,” “a standard authority of historical 
accuracy,” etc. It lauds his book and condemns 
mine. And this is true also of various correspond- 
ents of other papers published in the interest. of an 
orthodox community who never read my works. 
And it is probable Mr. Beecher and Mr. Swing have 
never read them or Mr. Perry’s articles either.’ 

* F&r. Perry published his first criticisn in the ” Telegram ” and 
furnished Beecher a copy of the paper, who made a brief response and 

. 
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My newspaper critics know just as much about my 
books as the old matron did about novels who, on 
being asked if she liked novels, replied, “ Wal, I don’t 
know exactly. I never tasted any; but I guess if 
they were well fried I could e&t a few.” 

IV.-THE REV. OEO. N. SMITH. 

A most scathing criticism and fatal blow at Nr. 
Perry’s theories and assumptions by an orthodox cler- 
gyman, who condemns them and turns them top- 
sy-turvy, and shows his utter failure to meet and 
answer my books, was published in the “ Telegram ” 
soon after Perry’s criticism appeared, in it. It is an 
exposure of the weakness of his cause and his failure 
to sustain it by one of his own brethren-a member of 
“ the household of faith.” He is one of Perry’s many 
witnesses who “ turn state’s evidence against him,” as 
hereafter shown. I subjoin a portion of his article : 

proposed that Perry should publish his criticism in the form of a 

“thin book.” I stated in reply that the word “ thiu ” is quite sug- 

gestive of the character of the article without applying it to the size of 

the work published. It is thin enough in all conscience. As Beecher 

has for several years been at a serions discount in the public esteem, 

and his popularity and reputation very much lowered, he is in a posi- 

tion to work for anybody who will show him any favor. A friend 

says he is prostrate on his back. Well, that is a favorable position for 

looking up. Tom Hood would say, Beecher has “a glorious future 

behind hi.” It was once in front, but it has retreated to the rear. 

The sentiment he has expressed relative to. the suffering and starving 

millions of the honest laborers in the country-“ Let their bellies go 

empty, it will do them good “-has placed him beyond the favor or 

friendship of that class. 

. 
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TEJZ ORIQIN OF CHRISTIANITY. 

“ CANTON, ILL., March 9, 1879. 

“TO TEE EDITOR OF THE RICHMOND TELEGRAM: Ihave readwith 

=uch interest the discussion of Kersey Graves’ books. And according 

to my reading, his critic has decidedly the best of the question. But I 

am not a little surprised that the leading assumption of those books is 

not noticed by him-that, in fact, he almost seems to give it counte- 

nance. It is that if the doctrines of Christianity can be proved to havo 

existed before the coming of the Lord, they are thereby shown to be 

of human origin. A more astonishing ‘ non sequitur ’ was never perpe- 
trated, nor a wilder assumption. And yet the critic fails to use this 

golden opportunity he has to settle Mr. Graves forever; and he even 

seems to partially admit his ground where he grants some of the coin- 

cidences? but only such as the constitution of the human mind makes 
a part of all religions.” 

Here it will be observed is a deadly shot at Mr. 

Perry’s logic. It completely prostrates and demol- 

ishes his whole theory and points out his utter failure 

to meet the afguments and propositions of my book. 

It is a criticism much more damaging to Mr. Perry 

than Mr. Perry’s criticisms are on me; because in the 

first place he shows Mr. Perry’s error is an important 

one, and in the second place, that he makes not apar- 

tial failure but an utter failure to meet the leading 

proposition of my books. And in the third place he 

shows that Perry has uptripped himself, and ruined his 

own cause by making some fatal admissions which over- 

throw his whole system. He admits that some i;f t&e 

doctrines of the ancient oriental systems so strikingly 

analogous to those now called Christian are the natural 

outgrowth of the human mind, .which makes them of 

human origin in direct opposition to his own theory. 

The reverend Mr. Smith seems very naturally and 

logically to conclude that if the human mind is com- 
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petent to originate some of the doctrines of the Chris 
tian faith, it is competent to originate them all ; and 

this, according to Mr. Perry’s logic, would make them 

all of heathen origin. And thus, virtually, Perry has 

unwittingly canceled the whole ground and settled 

the question against himself. I need say nothing 

with respect to the merits of the controversy of these 

theological disputants, but will leave them to settle the 

matter themselves. I feel probably as indifferent with 

respect to it as the woman did with respect to a fight 

between her husband and a bear, when she declared 

she did not care a d-n which whipped. They are 
both defenders of [(the faith once delivered by the 

saints.” Li A house divided against itself cannot 

stand.” But here I would like to ask Mr. Perry why 

he inserted the letters of Mr. Beecher and Mr. Swing 

and omitted this of Mr. Smith. Perhaps it was a tim- 

ber that did not fit the building. Will he (( rise and 

expIain ” this mystery ? 

V.-THE RACE BETWEEN TRUTH AND ERROR. 

William Penn says: “Error will never consent to 

run a race with truth unless it has several miles the 

start.” This maxim sets Mr. Perry’s policy in its true 

light. He had not only several miles the start, but 

was allowed to keep it, for I was not permitted to fol- 

low him. It was thus a single-handed race, a man 

running from his own shadow. It was doubtless with 

the conviction that he had done something more 

towards showing me up in his second criticism that he 

concluded to have my article published. He probably 

-cherished some such feelings as possessed old Arthur 
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Elliot when he declared he would rather go to hell 

with his Infidel neighbors and be roasted a few hours 

with them than that they should escape becoming in- 

mates of that institution. He would, however, proba- 
bly want to make sure of a return ticket before he ven- 

tured upon such an expedition or took a seat on the 

underground railroad. 

CHAPTER FOURTH. 

PERRY’S IGNORANCE OF THE HISTORY OF THE GODS. 

Perry’s criticisms on the gods show he has read 
some authors on the subject quite attentively, but, on 

the other hand, that he has not explored the whole 

field. Every person who has read a half a dozen 

works on mythology knows that different authors 

have different names for the gods and different rules 
for classifying and locating them. One writer as- 

signs a god to that locality or nationality which marks 

the place of his assumed birth ; another gives him a 

place in the history of that country where he figured 
most largely; while a third assigns him to the coun- 

try which bestowed on him the highest honor. Hel- 

stein says, L( It is difficult to assign the gods any 

locality, because they disappear in one nation and 

reappear in another, sometimes with the same name 

and sometimes with a different one.” Athena of 

Greece when transferred to Rome became Minerva. 

and when transferred to Egypt she was known as 

Neith, while Bacchus passed by the same name in a11 

those countries. Gerald Massey says, I‘ The gods are 
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so mixed up it is difficult- to tell t’other from which.” 

(This is the writer who, speaking of the orthodox doc- 

trine of future endless pumshmant, declared, “ If I had 

known that a portion of mankind were born to be 

damned, I will be d-d if I had been born at all.“) In 
view of the foregoing facts, Mr. Perry’s criticism on 

the gods is shown to be not very sensible. This will 

be made still more apparent when we present, as we will 

now do, a critical notice of those gods whom he invests 

with a different history from that found in the 

“ World’s Sixteen Crnsified Saviors.” 

L-PROMETHEVT,S-WAS HE A ROMAN GOD? 

Perry says not. I affirm he was Roman as well as Gre- 

cian. This is evidenced partly by the name. Prome- 

theus is not a Greek word, but Roman name; us is a 
Latin termination. And then look at the following facts: 

Jupiter, a Roman god, was his principal companion 

nearly all through his history. Jupiter hurled him 

into Tartarus, the Roman hell ” (Hades being the Greek 

name for hell). Jupiter joined with him in fighting _ 
the Titans ; Jupiter chained him to a pillar, etc., etc. 

All this is found, not in Greece, but on the pages of 

Roman fabulous history. It is true a portion of it is 

also found in the theogony of the Greek gods. The 

New American Cyclopedia says there are two different 

accounts of this god. It might have saidhalf a dozen 

and applied the remark to nearly all the gods. 

As to the story of his crucifixion, different writers 

have recorded it, whether fact or fiction. The Cyclo- 

pedia alludes to it (see vol. i, page 157), and Hig- 

gins says, ,‘I have seen the, account which declares 
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he was nailed to the cross with hammer and nails.’ 
He pronounces the story of his being chained to a rock 
and his vitals being preyed on by vul-tures for thirty 
years a gross fabrication at the .hands of dishonest 
priests. Mr. Perry, in denying his Roman title, per- 
haps has a philosophy to meet the case analogous to 
that of St. Patrick, who, when he claimed to be an 
Englishman and was reminded by a friend that he was 
born in Ireland-exclaimed, “Holy Moses, that makes 
no difference ; if a man were born in a stable that 
wouldn’t make him a horse, I guess.” If Prometheus 
started in Greece, Perry thinks he must be confined to 
Greece even if he figured more largely in Roman his- 
tory. 

. 

1. He criticises me for spelling the name of a Mexi- 
can god Quexalcote, instead of Quetzalcoatl, evidently 
ignorant of the fact that I give the English and he 
the Aztec mode of spelling. 

2. Mr. Perry says Quirrinus of Rome was identical 
with Romulus, and was not, therefore, crucified as a 
god. Does he not know that Romulus himself was 
deified and worshiped as a god? Hence, if he was 
crucified under the name of Quirrinus, he was cruci- 
fied as a god. Here either his memory or his reading 
is short again. 

3. He says Apis was the sacred bull of Memphis 
and could not have been identical with Thulis, or 
Lulis, a crucified god. Apis figured as a bull, a bee, 
and a man or demigod ; and,. besides, there were sev- 
eral men or gods who bore that name, according to 
several authors. The New York ‘(Journal of Com- 
merce ” represents the traveler, Auguste Msrrietta, as 
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saying, ‘I Each of the Apis were buried in the same 
tomb.” 

4. He says Wittoba was the same as Chrishna. 
Wittoba wa4 a very different character from Chrishna 
in some countries, though Chrishna may have oocssion- 
ally received the name, as it was common for gods to 
have various names. Chrishna’s mother’s name was 
Main, and Wittoba’s was Vana. So much for Mr. 
Perry’s historical researches. 

5. Perry ridicules the idea of Iao of Nepatil being the 
root of the name of the Jewish god, Jehovah. Here 
is what his great historical oracle Max Miiller says 
abont it: (L Moses received his laws from the god Tao, 
according to the Jews” (Science of Religion, page 58). 
It seems, then, that Perry is ignorant of Jewish 
history as well as oriental history. 

6. Mr. Perry makes a most suicidal blunder in his 
allusion to the medizeval missionaries. He says; L‘ I get 
my stories relative to the oriental gods, or a portion of 
them, from ‘uncritical mediaval missionaries.’ ‘! Thanks, 
a thousand thanks, to Mr. Perry for thus acquitting me 
of the serious charge he himself had heaped upon my 
devoted head in virtually representing me as making 
these stories, which were originated by the members of 
the household of faith, and not by Infidels. 

7. Mr. Perry tries to discredit what I said about 
Lord Kingsborough’s Mexican antiquities and about 
the (‘ Codex Vaticanus ” being an ancient work. Both 
of my statements are correct. Why did he not quote 
what I have cited as Kingborough’s language in ‘( The 
World’s Sixteen Crucified Saviors,” and then show 
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he is not correct? That was the fair way to settle the 

matter. 

8. He disputes Confucius’ being miraculously born, 
because he was the son of his father’s second marriage- 

that is, he had a human father. To be sure ; and does 

he not know that many of the great men of antiquity 

who were believed to be miraculously born had 

human fathers. Plato, Pythagoras, Alexander, and 
Augustus all had natural fathers and yet were believed 

to be miraculously born. 

Of Plato it is declared he was born of Berictione, 

and begotten by Apollo and not by Ariston, his father. 

I would recommend Mr. Perry to visit some historical 

library again and read another chapter on the gods. 

9. The Murder of the Innocents.-He says, ‘l A 

dozen children under two years old would be a fair 

estimate ” of those slain under the decree of Herod, 

and insinuates that I was dishonest for putting the 

number at 14,000. In my review I referred to the 

fact that the Greek church, one of the oldest in the 

world, estimated the number to be 14,000. And con- 

sequently, if I am not correct, he must settle the mat- 

ter with his own witnesses. It is ludicrous and absurd 

to put the number at a dozen, when the text declares 

the decree extended to Jerusalem and all the coast 

round about. 

II.-IXION. 
. 

Was Ixion a Roman god? Perry says no ; I’ say, 

yes. He plays about the same r81e in Roman history 

in some respects that Prometheus does. He formed 

a coalition with Jupiter, the Roman god, and was 
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on familiar terms with his consort, Juno. Mr. Perry 
locates him in Thessaly, which he says is a Grecian 

province. So it was at one time, but it came under 

Roman dominion more than 2,000 years ago, and more 
recently passed into the hands of the Turks. Mr. 

Perry makes him an inmate of hell, and therefore dis- 
credits his crucifixion. But according to the New Amer- 

ican Cyclopedia, instead of going to hell himself, he had 

Deioneus cast into the fiery pit, and was finally cruci- 

fied ou a wheel which revolved in the air, and not in 

hell, where Perry places him. According to Wilson, 

the rim-of the wheel represented the world and the 

spokes of the wheel the cross, which indicated a sym- 
bolical representation of being crucified for the sins of 

the world. Where is Perry now, ‘(the standard au- 

thority in historical accuracy 1” 

III.-ESUS AND EROS. 

Pei-ry says they were not the same-that Eros was 
(‘the God of Love ” But here his memory or his 

reading is short again. Eros was once the “God of 

Love,” but became the ‘( God of Creation.” Mi_iller 

says, “Eros means ‘ the dawning light ’ o.r ‘dawn- 

ing sun ;’ ” and he comhats the idea of calling him 

“the God of Love.” Plato shows there were many. 
and diffeEent traditions about this god. And Miiller 

says, “Each writer maintained that myth of Eros to be 

the t.rue one which agrees best with his own ideas of 
the nature oi this god” (Chips from a German Work- 

shop, vol. ii, p. 14). Here he pictures Perry’s position 

very forcibly. In some localities Esus and Eros were 
I 
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names applied to the same being. In other localities 
they were separated. Thus Perry is Miillerized. 

IV.-ALCIDES AND HERCULES. 

He says, ‘( Mr. Graves makes them two different per- 
sons, when they are the same.” How two persons 
can be the same when they had different fathers 
and different mothers is a theological puzzle that a 
man who can believe that Christ was begotten twice, 
once by the Father (see John i, 14), and once by 
the Holy Ghost (see Matt. i, IS), may believe, but 

’ it must swamp a philosopher. Hercules (who occa- 
sionally borrowed the name of Alcides) was the 
son of Jupiter and Alcmene (or Prudence); while 
Aloides, known also as Amphitryon, was the son of 
Alcaeus and Hipponeme. Friend Perry should read 
and study godology a little longer before he assumes 
the office of censor and critic. 

He criticises me for calling Alcides an EgyPtian 
god, instead of a Grecian god. Four times I have 
spoken of Alcides as being a Grecian god and in one 
or two cases I have spoken of the same god, or a god 
of the same name (though generally spelt Alcites), as 
figuring also in Egyptian history. ,Why did he 
attempt’ to mislead the reader by leaving out two- 
thirds of the story. 

The above cases are specimens of the erratic nature 
of many of his criticisma 
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CHAPTER FIFTH. 

I.-DID THE ANCIENT HEATHEN BELIEVE IN THE 

CRUCIFIXION OF GODS ? 

This is the only real question at issue between Mr. 
Perry and myself, with the exception of the ante- 
Christian and heathen origin of the doctrines of the 
Christian faith. These two questions constitute the 
gist of the whole controversy. The question is not as 
to the number of gods represented to have been cruci- 
fied, for that is a matter of no importance, but when 
and where did this report and ‘belief originate ? Nor 
is it a matter of importance whether the reports are 
fact or fiction, as stated in L‘ The Sixteen Crucified 
Saviors.” The question at issue between us is, Did 
the belief in the crucifixion of gods originate with the 
heathen before the crucifixion of Christ? Mr. Perry 
and I agree that it is a matter of doubt whether many, 
if any, of the gods were crucified. But when he 
asserts that it was not even a matter of belief or tradi- 
tion among the pre-Christian heathen, and that ‘( the 
crucifixion of gods did not exist even in conception ” 
prior to the advent of Christ, I take direct issue with 
him, and the records of history shall be our judge and 
jury to decide which is right He has waded through 
a mass of traditions and superstitions to show that the’ 
gods I have represented as having been crucified died 
a natural death if they died at all. He assumes that 
no other history of those gods has ever been left to 
the world but those he presents,’ or at least none essen- 
tially different. But here is his grand error. He has 
not read quite enough, or has not remembered well. 
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we can find different and discrepant histories of 

nearly all the important personages who figured in 

those days of ignorance and superstition. He can 

make nothing by attempting to show that the writers 

he quotes did not believe those gods were crucified. 

For here he will be met with the important fact that 

there was the same dispute, the same difference of _ 
opinion, among the early Christian writers with respect 

to the crucifixion of Christ. A number of honest and 

devout Christian writers always maintained that Christ 

was not crucified. Even Irenzeus, it appears, at one 

time disbelieved it. Hundreds of thousands of the 

disciples of the Christian faith in that age, according 

to Theodoret, never believed that Christ was crucified, 

and several very popular, or at least very populous, 

Christian churches rejected the belief in his crucifix- 

ion, among which may be mentioned the Marcionites, 

the Basilideans, and the Manicheans. One of these 

churches alone (the Marcionites), according to Thco- 

doret, comprised a membership of more than two bun- 

dred thousand, which discloses the fact that the disbe- 

lievers in Christ’s crucifixion were very numerons. 

Here, then, the cases are parallel. If it is true ‘that 

many of the early heathens did not believe in the 

crucifixion of their gods, it is equally true that 

many and a large proportion of the early Chris- 

tians disbelieved in Christ’s crucifixion ; and thus 

the cases are balanced. And now we will enter- 

tain and answer the question, Did any of the ancient 

heathen believe in the crucifixion of gods? Is it an 

ante-Christian or pre-Christian conception? Several 

writers, not Infidel writers, but Christian writers, in- 
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form us that the belief was prevalent in several heathen 
nations that gods had appeared among them and had 
been crucified. Hence it becomes a question of verac- 
ity resting upon the credibility of those writers. Did 
they lie in making this statement? If so, what could 
have been the motive? It is impossible to conceive 
of any rational motive that could have influenced 
them to fabricate such stories without any basis of 
truth 1 We will first examine the validity of Mr. 
Higgins’ testimony, who is the principal witness in the 
ca.se. I see nothing unreasonable in the conclusion 
that a man who investigated the subject more thor- 
oughly than any other writer has done ; who spent ten 
hours a day for twenty years in directly or indirectly 
examining the histories of nations and all the principal 
oriental monuments, sculptures, and inscriptions in all 
the religious countries of the world, and in ransacking 
nearly all the public libraries on the Eastern Conti- 
nent-1 see nothing unreasouable in the conclusion 
that a writer and a scholar who thus grasped the his- 
torical lore of all ages ar.d all nations should be able 
to develop some new and startling facts which had 
escaped the observation of more superficial observers. 
Hence his reports on the crucifixion of the ancient 
gods became quite credible. But let it be borne in 
mind that the truth of these reports does not rest upon 
his testimony or upon his veracity-not at all. He cites 
many facts and authorities. He quotes from history, 

. and gives his authorities and references; and until 
they are met and answered he stands unimpeached, 
and the shafts of criticism aimed at him will fall harm- 
less at his feet. The matter is to be settled with them, 

, 
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Perry’s charge against him of indulging in (‘wild 

speculations,” has no more bearing in the case and 

1 can do no more toward invalidating his evidence than 
i the discovery of a few burrs in his horse’s tail, as .\ 
1 related in chapter sixteenth. 

We will now examine some of his alleged facts. 

He furnishes us with the description in his ‘LAnacalyp- 

sis” of a large number of drawings said to have been 

copied from Hindoo monuments, representing the cru- 

cifixion of some god or gods. These drawings are 

taken from old rock temple walls, pagodas, and crum- 

bling edifices, apparently several thousand years old 

Some of them contained the print of the nail in the 

hands which pinned the gods to the cross, without 

similar marks for the feet, while others contained both, 

and others, again, represented a mark in the side made 
by the piercing of a spear. Now all this must im- 

press the reader and investigator as being something 

strange and significant, and obnoxious to potent infer- 

ences, unless he can assume it to be a sheer fabrication 

hatched in Mr. Higgins’ own brain without any facts 

to support it. But here the critic and caviler are dis- 

armed at once and cut off from the possibility of con- 

victing Mr. Higgins upon this ground by the fact that 

many of these drawings can now be seen in the British 

Museum, deposited there by the hand of the antiqun- 

rian. A Mr. Moor published a work, called the ” Hin- 

doo Pantheon,” containing some of these drawings and 

diagrams. He, being a pious disciple of Jesus, may 

have persuaded himself that these drawings were 

obtained by the Hindoos from an artificial crucifix of 

Christ, and chiseled in the old rock temples by the . 
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artist. But I think that none but those who, like 

Paul, are sworn to “ believe nothing but Jesus Christ 

and him crucified,” can possess a faith or credulity 

so elastic as to believe that the Hindoos, who have 

always manifested so much aversion to borrowing 

or mingling the dogmas of other religions with their 

own, would be more likely to engraft this dogma 
in their creeds and incorporate it into their sacred 

books after the advent of the Christian era, when their 

holy scripture3 were very numerous and their disci- 
ples numbering hundreds of millions and scattered all 

over the Eastern world, than that the little handful of 

strolling nom& who founded the Christian religion 

and who possessed exactly the opposite traits of char- 

acter, and always manifested a strong propensity for 

borrowing, should, in making up their new creed, have 

gathered materials from some of the long-established 

religions of the world. I do not represent the cruci- 

fixion of Christ as being a borrowed fable; I am only 

balancing probabilities. We could easier accept “the 

conclusion that Christians borrowed the dogma (as 

hundreds of thousands of thc.m once believed so) than 

that the Bmhmins-almost the most conservative sect 

in the world-should have engrafted it into their 

creed after their religion had been established several 

thousand years. Of all things unreasona,ble, this con. 

elusion is hard to excel. If it were the Buddhists, who 

once manifested some tendency to innovation, whose 

creed included this dogma, it would be easier to admit 

the possibility of its being plagiarized from the Chris- 

tian gospels. But for the Brahmins, with a creed as 

old as the human race and as unchangeable as the hills, 
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to make or submit to such a radical innovation is 

about the last conclusion a rational investigator can 

accept. 

II.--MR. PERRY’S IMPORTANT AD&ION IN THE CASE. 

He charges me with borrowing stories of some of 

the crucified gods from “ medizeval Christian mis- 

sionaries.” Well, this is basing it upon Christian 

authority, to say the least, and places me in pretty 

good company, or at least gives me the credit of hav- 

ing obtained it from pretty good authority. It is, then, 
a Christian and not an Infidel story ; and I will hold 

those Christians responsible for misleading me, if I am 

misled in the matter. I am glad Mr. Perry is either 

so fickle or so forgetful as sometimes to relieve me of 

one charge by starting another which counteracts and 

nullifies it. At one time he virtually charged me with 

making these stories. But now he relieves me of this 

dishonorable charge by saddling it on to his own 

br&hren--” defenders of the faith once delivered to the 

saints.” Well, that is quite a relief. 

III.-HOW THE EARLY CHRISTIANS SETTLE THE MAT- 

TER OF PAGANS BORROWING THE STORY OF THE 

CRUCIFIXION OF CHRIST TO CONSTITUTE A CHAP- 

TER IN THE HISTORY OF THEIR OWN GODS. 

Mr. Perry tells us that some IIindoos visited Chris- 

tian countries in the latter part of the second century, 

and intimates that that was the time thdy obtained and 

ran home with the story of Christ’s crucifixion and 

stuck it into the history of their thrice-honored God, 

Chrishna. But I am now going to prove by the best 
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Christian authorities that they must have had the story 

of the crucifixion of a god before they thus heard of 

the crucifixion of Christ. It was only a little after the 

middle of the second century that Justin Martyr, who 

was born A. D. 140, addressing some of the heathen 

nations, used the following significant language : 

cd For by declaring that Logos, the first begotten son of God, our 

Master desus Christ, to be born of a virgin without any human mix- 

ture, and to be crucified and dead and to have risen again into heaven, 

we say no more in this than what you say of those whom you style 

the sons of Jove ” (Reeve’s Apollo, vol. i, p. 69). _ 

Here, reader, you have the whole thing straight out- 

the virtual admission that the stories and the belief in 

the crucifixion of gods were in vogue in different 

countries and relating to different gods long anterior 

to the time a god was crucified on Mount Calvary. 

For we must infer from St. Justin’s statement that the 

belief had long been established among them when he 

addressed them; and hence, as this was at an early 

period of the Christian era, we conclude, not only from 

this fact but from St. Justin’s language, that the belief 

was established among them before ‘and independent 

of any knowledge of Ch,rist’s crucifixion. Thereis no 
hint or insinuation made by St. Justin that they bar 

rowed the story or the belief, but he mentions it as an 

established fact. This is a pretty strong case, and up 
sets Perry’s assumption that the Hindoos borrowed it 

in some Christian country the latter part of the second 

century. ’ 
But here let it be noted that Justin Martyr’s state- 

ment carries the analogies of the two religions much 

further than this. He speaks of those heathen gods 
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being the (‘ first begotten sons of God,” by which we 
infer he had many ‘h first begotten sons “-a mathe- 
matical problem pretty hard to solve. Perhaps Perry 
can figure it out. 

These gods are also represented as being born of vir- 
gins, and as being resurrected and ascending to heaven. . 

Bnt Mr. Perry seems to posskss a very elastic faith, 
and to be quite skilful in hitching the cart before the 
horse, and his faith seems to be so well founded that, 
like Mother Grimes, he can’t believe anything in oppo- 
sition to it, even when he l‘knows it to be the truth ;” 
and therefore he can see with an eye of faith that all 
this was cut out of the Christian gospels. 

I once read of a case of a man being tried for the 
commission of a heinous crime. Five witnesses testi- 
fied that they heard him threaten to commit the act; 
six testified they saw him do it, and seven heard him 
acknowledge he had committed it after the act was 
perpetrated ; but the foreman of the jury appointed to 
try the case (who, as was afterwards learned, was a 
brother-in-law) remarked, in laying the case before the 
jury, “Gentleman, there has been a great deal said 
against the prisoner, but it amounts to nothing; my 
mind was made up before I heard the evidence.” And 
this may be the mental condition of Mr. Perry and 
those who are puffing his boot Some of the latter 
probably know about as much about the subject as .a 
goose does about Latin. 
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CHAPTER SIXTH. 

I.-MR. PERRY’S AUTHORITIES.-A REVOLUTION IN 

HISTORY.-THE WRITERS CITED BY MR. PERRY. 

-HIS ATTEMPTS, WITH THEM, TO OVERTHROW 

THE HISTORICAL RECORDS OF THE WORLD AND 

OBLITXRATE THE ESTABLISHED CONVICTIONS OF 

CHRISTF,NDOM.-BUT HE FAILS TO MAKE OUT 

THE CASE, AND SOME OF HIS OWN WITNESSES 

TURN “ STATE’S EVIDENCE ” AGAINST HIM. 

I will now examine the most important proposition, 

and perhaps I might say the only important proposi- 

tion, which constitutes the gist of controversy be- 

tween Mr. Perry and myself. He attempts, by hunt- 

ing up some bigoted, superstitious, and obscure 

writers, with a few others who prove nothing, to 

resurrect an old, exploded theory which involves a 

death stab at the established convictions of the Chris- 

tian world. The attempts made in the past to mod- 

ernize ancient religious history so as to make the 

assumption a plausible one that they are an outgrowth 

from Christianity failed so signally that the conviction 

has become thoroughly established in the minds of c 
even the Christian public that it is absurd and untrue. 

But as Mr. Perry has revived the delusion and un- 

tenable hypothesis, we will examine the basis on 

which it is predicated. When a writer attempts, with 

one stroke of his pen, to demolish whole libraries of 

history, he has embarked in an enterprise of stupen- 

dous magnitude, and one so disparaging to our popular 

and venerated historic literature that he can expect 

but few persons to follow him or indorse such a cru- 
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sade against standard works on history, unless it be 
those who, like himself, are more interested in the 
,support of a darling creed than they are in the vindi- 
cation of the truth. Mr. Perry, like Joe Smith, travels 
among the tombs. He resurrects from their musty 
resting-places exploded theories of some visionary 
writers who figured in the world half a century ago 
or more, and who attracted but little attention at the 
time, and whose writings made so little impression . 
upon the public mind that both sank into oblivion 
together, and have been so nearly forgotten that they 
have been seldom named since ; and they would prob- 
ably have remained in this state of virtual annihilation 
and cancellation from the tablet of memory had not 
Mr Perry undertaken the task of resurrectiiig them 
and bringing them more conspicuously into notice 
than they ever had been before. 

II.-AN ATTEMPT TO OVERTHROW THE HISTORICAL 

RECORDS OF THE WORLD. 

Mr. Perry, by ransacking a mass of musty tomes, 
long since partially outgrown and forgotten, which 
once probably constituted the private library of some 
devout saint more distinguished for piety than phi- 
losophy, has overhauled a few visionary works, 
penned mostly by obscure writers, which he. has 
brought forward as sufficient authority to overthrow 
and demolish the established historical works now in 
circulation throughout the civilized world. It is cer- 
ta,inly a great undertaking. But few men would be 
willing to risk their reputation in such a hazardous 
and utopian enterprise. It must require faith larger 

. 
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than a grain of mustard-seed-at least a sufficient 

amount to remove mountains. It would be an easy 

matter to find from fifty to one -hundred authors 

(mostly Christian) who stand in opposition to his 

theory to one he can find to support it. He certainly 

has a fearful array of authorities to meet and demolish 

before he can establish his pet theory. He may 
undertake the formidable task, but can never com- 

plete it. It must be a destructive crusade, not only 

against Infidel writers, but a war of extermination 

against nearly all the historical works from the pens 

of Christian writers. His principal enemies are I‘ those 

of his own household.” 

I will here present a part of a list of a hundred au 

thors, a portion of whose writings are now in my posses- 

sion, who have at some time expressed sentiments 

antagonistic to his principal theory-that of the post- 
Christian origin of those heathen doctrines which are 

essentially the same as those now found in our Chris- 

tiAn New Testament : Adams, Arnold, Akenside, 

Atterberry, Barnes, Barrow, Baxter, Bennett, Burke, 

Wesley, Eusebius, Edwards, Hale, Le Clerc, Good. 

rich, Hall, Hare, Johnson, Jones, Lightfoot, Fox, 

Penn, Barclay, Newton, Orton, Paley, Parr, Leighton. 

For other names, see appendix. 
Thus it will be observed Mr. Perry’s theory is 

demolished by his own church-members-members of 

the same household of faith. It must require more 

than ordinary courage to fight a whole army of pious 
saints sailing in the same vessel and all bound for the 

same port. He needs the dauntless spirit of the par- 

son who, 
. 

. 
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. “ In reasoning, too, he owned his skill, 
For though vanqubhed, he could argue still.” 

, III.-A WAR OF EXTERMINATION ON ALL HISTORICAL 

LIBRARIES. 

If Mr. Perry’s leveling crusade against the histori- 
cal records of the world should be crowned with suc- 
cess, we may burn our historical libraries and com- 
mence the world anew. More than a thousand works 
now in our libraries, mostly from the pens of Chris- 
tian writers, assign those religious tenets common to 
the heathen and Christian sacred books a date long 
prior to Christianity, while Mr. Perry holds them to 
be post-Christian. 

CHAPTER SEVENTH. 

L-AN ECCLESIASTICAL COURT 

Instituted for trying the claims of the oriental relig 
ions for originating the story and belief in the cruci 
fixion of gods, and also those tenets of the Christian 
faith now found in the oriental creeds. 

Impartial Justice on the bench. 
J. F. Perry contests the claims, and is prosecuting 

attorney. 
K. Graves is counsel for the defense. 
Mr. Perry summons the following witnesses: 1. 

Burgess ; 2. Klaproth; 3. La Place; 4. Hardwick ; 
5. Whitney; 6. Pavie; 7. Chamber’s Cyclopedia ; 8. 
H. Wilson ; 9. Fiske ; 10. Clark ; 11. Mill ; 12. 
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London Athenaeum ; 13. Encyclopedia Britannica ; 
14. Dr. Bentley ; 15. Max Muller. 

K. Graves’ counter-witnesses are : 1. Higgins ; 2. 

Sir Wm. Jones; 3. Max Miiller J 4. Goodrich ; 5. 
The New American Cyclopedia ; 6. Rev. D. 0. Allen ; 
7. Childs ; 8. Col. Dow ; 9. Rev. Mr. Robert son, D.D.; 

10. Gibbon, and the whole army of authentic histori- 

cal writers. 

Mr. Perry’s witnesses or authorities examined 

He quotes five witnesses on Hindoo astronomy, viz., 

Burgess, Klaproth, Whitney, Laplace, and Bentley. 

Mr. Burgess, first witness. 

Mr. PERRY: My first witness is Mr. Burgess. He 

says, as quoted in my book: ‘( The oldest astronomic 

observations of India cannot be praved to reach be- 

yond the fourteenth or fifteenth century before Christ, 
though a few centuries earlier may be conceded as 

probable. But the treatise on astronomy which skep 
tics have used against Christianity and the Bible is 

incontestably proved to have been composed in the 

fourth or fifth century of our era. Therefore the 
ancient literature of India affords no material for dis- 

puting the truths of Ohrisbianity and the Bible.” 

JUDGE: You admit, then, Mr. Burgess, that India 
made some advancement in astronomical science at an 

early period ‘i’ 

Mr. BTJRGESS : Yes, sir. 
JUDGE : And does not that indicate an advancement 

in civilization 1 

Mr. BURGESS: I suppose it does. But the treatise 
which seems to declare the heathen origin of some of 

the doctrines of Christianity are zhcontestably proved to 
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have been composed in the fourth or fifth century of 
the Christian era. 

JUDGE : Have you any proof to offer for this im- 
portant statement 1 

Mr. BURGESS : No, sir. I am a clergyman, and I 

plant myself on the dignity of my profession and the 

sacredness of my creed. My word must not be dis- 

puted. 

JUDGE : But, Mr. Burgess, that kind of evidence 

will not weigh anything with the jury, They don’t . 
want creeds or catechisms, but facts. Have you no 
proof to offer for your affirmation ? 

Mr. BURGESS: I have not. 
JUDGE: The jury will please note this fact The 

witness may retire Has Mr. Graves anything to say 

relative to the testimony of this witness1 

Mr. GRAVES: Yes, sir, I have. I should think 

that a witness whose whole life proves that his mind 

is greatly warped by a sectarian education, his mental 

vision blinded by his creed, and his conscience con- 

tracted by his salary, must be rather an untrustworthy 

witness in such a case as this. As he has to look 

through an opaque creed to see the truth, I should. 
think he would miss seeing*much of it 

Mr. Perry stated I could not object to the testimony 
of Mr. Burgess on account of his being a clergyman, * 
as I had quoted the Rev. D. 0. Allen. He seems to 
have rather unique _ ideas about the essential princi- 

ples of civil jurisprudence and the nature of evidence 

when he assumes that a man’s testimony, when given 

to save his own creed, church, and salary, etc., as in 

the case of Burgess, is entitled to as much .weight as 
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that,given by a man who knows that his testimony, 

though true, must be damaging to the claims of his 

long-cherished faith, as in the case of the Rev. D. 0. 

Allen. According to Mr. Perry’s logic, Dick has 

nothing to do to acquit himself of the charge of steal- 
ing apples but to bring forward Tom, who had his 

hand in the same basket, and who, by swearing his 

friend out of the scrape, saves his own back fort,y- 
nine lashes. Such is Perry’s wonderful logic, shaped 

by his creed. 

IL-?&R. H. ELAPROTE, 

Mr. Perry’s second witness, Mr. Klaproth, a Ger- 

man scholar and traveler, being called upon, says : l‘ I 
confess I know but little about the subject under dis- 

cussion. I never made either theology or astronomy 

my study. My life has been largely, principally, 

devoted to the study of chemistry, mineralogy, the 

languages, etc. I am no astronomical scholar; in- 

deed, I am not well read on the subject, consequently 

know too little about it. True, I once stated, as quoted 
by Mr. Perry, that 

“ The astronomical tables of the Hindoos, to which a prodigious 
antiquity has been attributed, were constrncted in the seventh century 
of this era, and were posteriorly reported by calculations to an anterior 
epoch.” 

JUDGE : You have made an important statement, 
Mr. Klaproth. Please state to the court the facts on 

which your statement is iounded. 

Mr. KLAPROTH : The court will please excuse me ; 
I have none to offer. As I told you, astronomy has 

not been my study. 
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JUDGE: Why, then, do you make a statement rela- 

tive to a matter you know almost nothing about? 

MI. KLAPHOTH : Well, sir, I once tried to figure 

out something, but being a mere novice in astronomy 

I finally gave It up! and what I now state is mere 

theory. I don’t profess to be able to prove it 

JUDGE: The jury will please’ notice these admis- 

sions. The testimony of the last two witnesses con- 
flicts. Mr. Klaproth, are you aware that your testi- 

mony conflicts with that of the previous witness, Mr. 

3urgess? You state the astronomical tables to which 

you refer were constructed in the seventh century, 
while Mr. Burgess solemnly declares that it is “ incon- 

testably proved ” that the treatise containing those 

tables was written in the fourth or fifth century. 

How do you reconcile this contradiction? 

. Mr. KLAPROTH : 

I have no proof that Mr. Burgess knows anything more about 
astronomy than myself. His principal studies were theology and 
divinity, and mine the natural sciences. We were neither of us pro- 
fessors or teachers of the science. 1 suppose, to confess the truth in 
the case, we neither of us know mnch about it. 

JUDGE: Ought not aman to make such an intricate 

and profound science as astronomy the study of a 

lifetime, to be able to make such calculations as you 
have spoken of with any assurance that they can be 

relied upon as being correct or that they will be 

accepted by the learned ? 
Mr. KL~PROTH : Well, I suppose so. 

JUDGE : And it appears neither you nor Burgess 

have given it such attention. 

Mr. KLAPROTH: No, we have not 

. 
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JUDGE : The jury will please notice these damaging 

concessions. 
What does Mr. Perry suppose can be made out of 

statements of witnesses which are not only devoid of 
any evidence, but are in such direct conflict as to 

destroy each other? There must be a u screw loose ” 

somewhere.’ 

III.-LAPLACE. 

JTJUGE : Mr. Perry, we are ready for another wit- 

ness. 
Mr. PERRY: We will now hear the views of that 

profound scholar, Laplace, relative to the antiquity of 
Hindoo astfinomy. 

JUDGE: Mr. Laplace will proceed. 
LAPLACE: I will only repeat what Mr. Perry has 

quoted from my writings : 

‘I The oriJin of astronomy in Persia and India is lost, as in other na- 

tions, in thldarkness of tbeir ancient history. The Indian tables snp- 

pose a very advanced state of astronomy, but there is every reason to 

believe they can claim no very high antiquity.” 

JUDGE: You affirm, then, Mr. Laplace, that the 

tables on Hindoo astronomy can claim no great antiq- 

uity 1 Do you mean by this statement that they are 

post-Christian ? 

LAPLACE : No, sir. 

1 Klaproth had some strong orthodox friends whom he often man- 

j_ 

ifested in his writings a greater desire to please than to follow his own 

convictions of the truth. He once gave notice he was going to lecture 
on common sense. A friend remarked, lC You had better lectureon 

something you know something about.” 

1:. 

. 
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“I entertain no such a thought. Some of the Hindoos claim 

for them an antiq!Cty of l&.003 years. The learned astronomer, Jea,l 

Bailly, assigns them the date of 3000 B.C.; and Prof. Playfair inclined 
to coiricide wit,], him ; while Wilkins and Delambre were at one time 
inclined to a period a few hundred years later; and I rather favored 
the latter period, though I did not profess to fix any date with cer- 

tainty, knowinq, as I have stated, their astronomy is obscured by 
the darkness of history.” 

JUDGE : Then you don’t assign those tables a post- 

Christian origin 1 

LAPLACE : I do not; the language I have used 

does not, warrant any such conclusion. Even if the 

date fixed by Bailly were correct, it would be no 

great antiquity. My opinion simply is that, as the 
origin of astronomy in India is lost in the mazes of 

history, we cannot arrive at any certainty about the 

matter. 

JUDGE (to Mr. Perry): What have you proved by 
this witness 1 . 

PERRY : That is a hard question to answer. (The 

relief old Arthur Elliot used to suggest when he got 

swamped in a similar theological quagmire was, “Let 

us pray.“) 

IV.-PROF. WHITNEY. 

Mr. PERRY: Prof. Whitney of Yale College will 
now take the stand. 

WHITNEY: With’ respect to the point now being 

discussed, the antiquity of Hindoo astronomy, I will 
only repeat my statement in Perry’s book : 

“ It has been declared by Weber that no mention of the lesser plan- 
ets is to be found in Hindoo literature until the modern epoch, after 

the influence of foreign astronomical science began to be felt. If, then, 
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we find such a science making its sudden appearance in India at so late 

a period, we cannot help turning onr eyes about ua’to see whence it 
should have come.- Nor can we long remain in doubt as to where it 

originated.” 

JUDGE: Should the court understand that Prof. 

Whitney is an astronomical professor or a professed 
astronomical scholar. 

WHITNEY: Oh, no ; by no means; oriental and 
Saner-it lit.erature have been my principal studies. I 

never studied astron.omy sufficiently to become a criti- 

cal scholar in that science, though I know some little 

about it. I once translated a work of the Hindoos 
treating on that science. 

JUI)GE : Who was this Weber you speak of ? was he 

an astronomer ? 

WHITNEY : No ; he pursued the study of Sanscrit 
in the same institution with myself. 

JUDGE : And you are neither of you, then, professed 

astronomers ? 

WHITNEY : No, sir ; that has not been our principal 

study. 
JUDGE : Are you, then, competent to pronounce 

upon so important a problem as we are now investi- 

gating ? 
WHITNEY : We don’t profess to decide the matter ; 

we only give an opinion. 
JUDGE : You speak of looking abroad for the origin 

of Hi ndoo astronomy. Do you mean to the Jews or 

Christians ? 
WHITNEY: Most certainly not. B’or, as the immor- 

tal historian Mr. Goodrich says, the Jews had no 

knowledge of astronomy as a science. And as for the 

. 
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early Christians, they fought it ((to the bitter end ” 

with fire and fury till the time of Luther, who also 

combated it. I simply mean to say they borrowed 
their astronomy of the Greeks and Romans probably. 

JUDGE : Have you any proof of this, or ‘that they 
borrowed it anywhere? Might not the omission of the 

lesser planets from their list have been merely acci- 
dental ? 

WHITNEY : I am not prepared to answer the ques- 

tion. 

JUDGE : Has Mr. Graves anything to say with re- 
spect to this witness? 

Mr. GRAVES : Max Miiller will now say something 

with respect to his competency to testify. 

V.-MORE WAR AMONG THE WITNESSES. 

(Mr. Mtiller’s testimony with respect to the compe- 
tency of this witness. Mr. Mtiller considers him an 

incorrigible bigot, controlled by strong orthodox ani- 
mosity to,wards everything that don’t square with his 

creed. He once exposed him in a public lecture, which 
will be found in his ‘I Chips from a German Work- 

shop.” Prof. Steinthal will now have something to 

say about this witness, also. He concurs with Miiller. 

He pronounces him “ a horrible humbug ;” “ a tricky 

attorney,” etc. Weber has also something to say 

about this witness.) 
JUDGE : Mr. Weber, were you acquainted with this 

witness 1 
WEHER: Yes; he studied Sanscrit with me three 

years at Breslin, and I do not consider either his 
knowledge or his judgment very reliable. He is both 

. 
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dogmatical and ahangeable. He maintained a set of 
views with a great deal of zeal and dogmatism, but 

such was the overwhelming proof against him that he 

was finally compelled to acknowledge he was wrong; 
and it so’ mortified him, that he has been giving 

vent to his spleen ever since. 

JUDGE. You do not consider him a very competent 
witness, then ? 

WEBER : Certainly not ; a man of such a character 

cannot be. 

JUDGE : The jury will please note these facts. 

VI.-DR. BENTLEY. -HIS STAR-POINTINQ THEORY EX- 
AMINED. 

I will now notice Mr. Perry’s resurrected silly story 

of Dr. Bentley about the stars indicating the birth of 
the Hindoo god Chrishna to have taken place in the 
sixth century of the Christian era, in order to make it 

appear that his history was borrowed from *hat of 
Christ, as it is in nearly all its details strikingly simi- 

lar. Dr. Bentley’s story has been dead and buried 
about three-fourths of a century ; and Mr. Perrjr 

should have taken the view of it that some people did 

about the dead body of Lazarus, (‘By this time it 

stinketh.” Mr. Perry thinks I have confounded the 

two Bentleys together. But here either his reading or 

his memory is short again. No less than four Bent- 

leys have figured sufficiently in the world’s history to 

be honored with a record of their names and their 

deeds on its pages. But this list, let it be specially 

noticed, does not include his John Bentley, whom be 
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claims to be the author of the star-pointing theory ; 

four Bentleys are noticed, but no John Bentley. He 

WZM a man of so little note, and so wild and visionary 

in his theories, that his pretended discovery attracted 

but little attention, and was regarded as being so futile 
and foolish that the historian did not consider him 

nor his story worthy of notice, and hence has omitted 

to make mention of either of them. At least, I find 
no allusion to them in any of the modern histories or 

Cyclopedias in my possession. I read the story twenty- 

five years ago, the author of which was spoken of as 

Dr. Bentley, and Richard Bentley is called Dr. Bent- 
ley. But whether his Christian name was John or 
Richard, or Gideon, or William is a matter of no im- 
portance. I have given a correct account of his dis- 

covery and essentially the true character of the man 

upon the authority of Max Miiller, and to alter his 
name would make the case no better. We are only 

concerned to know whether there is any truth or an! 

sense in the story that should justify John T. Perry in 
dragging it from the grave or galvanizing it into life. 

I will here repeat the arguments I made use of in my 

review, to show that, if the pretended discovery could 

be liyuidized, it would be too weak to run down 
hill. There is a long string of facts demonstrating net, 
only the absurdity but the absolute impossibility of 
the truth of Mr. Bentley’s astrological deductions : 

1. The disciples of the Hindoo religion, including 

both Brahmins and Buddhists, number now about 
450,000,O00, or, as Miiller says, ‘: They constitute a 
majority of the religious professors of the world, and 

more than one-third of the inhabitants of the globe ; 
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and have been from two to three thousand years scat- 

tered literally from (one end of the earth to the 

other,’ being established in India, China, Egypt, Bir- 

man Empire, Tartary, Japan, Thibet, Ceylon, Siam,” 

etc., etc. Being thus widely scattered, and in some 

countries established so as almost to cut them off from 
intercourse with other nations, it can be seen that it 

would be about as difficult to effect a general and rad- 

ical change in their religious tenets as it would be to 

reverse the * course of the Niagara or navigate the 
ocean astride of a teakettle. Apd yet Mr. Bentley 

would have us believe that the disciples of these two 
old time-worn systems of religion, which scarceIy make 

any observable change in a thousand years in tll.eir 

ieading tenets, did nevertheless, in the sixth century 
of our era, as if by an electric shock, suddenly revolu- 

tionize and remodel these stereotyped, iron-bound eys- 

terns of theology and mythology-one of them, by 

stealing the life of Christ from the Apocryphal gos- 
pels, and the other his doctrines and precepts, and 

engrafting them into their own antiquated systems. 

2. And this idea looks the more senseless and ridic- 

ulous when we learn that they are so extremely averse 

to change that they will not tolerate the alteration of 

a single word, syllable, or even letter to be made in 
their sacred books, and object to their going into the 

hands of Christian missionaries for fear they will make 

such alterations. When and how did Christianity 
creep intd their creeds ? Will Perry explain 1 

3. l&d there been any science or any sense in 
Bentley’s professed discovery, its announcement would 

have produced a sensation throughout the Christian 
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world, and perhaps the heathen world ,also ; but it was 

so manifestly weak and absurd that it attracted but 

little attention. 
4.. It does not appear that any eminent astronomer, - 

either in Europe or America, indorsed Bentley’s dis- 

covery. * 
5. His own friends ridiculed it, and finally laughed 

him out of it. I 
6. And, finally, a quietus was put upon the matter 

by some scholar’ a little smarter or sharper, and a little 

better posted, informing him that the dame pointing of 

pIanets his calculation was based on took place prior 
to the time of Alexander, 330 B.C., which would indi- 
cate the time of Chrishna’s birth to be (instead of A.D. 

600) long before Christ, as 300,060,OOO of Hindoos 
and all our able historians and the historical writers of 

other nations have always placed it. And thus he was 

compelled to give it up. 
‘7. The Hindoos have always claimed that such 

star pointings are periodical, and hence had occurred 

before several times. 
8. The history of Hadrian, a Roman emperor (who 

was born AD. 76), proves that the name of Chrishna 

was known more than five hundred years before the 
time Bentley assigns for the origin of his history. He 
is also spoken of in the history of Alexander, before 

the Christian era. 
9. None of the one hundred and fifty Christian 

missionaries that I have heard of, who have been 

operating iti India, haveindorsed Bentley’s theory, after 

examining its books, statues, temples, ancient lan- 
guages, calculations in astronomy, etc., which furnish 
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such convincing proof that both those gods, Chrishna 
and Buddha Sakia, figured in their history more than 

two thousand years ago. 
10. And besides the one hundred and fifty mission- 

aries, I have’ seen more than fifty authors, mostly 

Christians, who place Chrishna and Sakia and their 

doctrines both before Christ. In fact, I have seen no 
reliable author who does not. 

11. That profound oriental scholar, Sir William 

Jones,. in addition to the testimony of his, already 

cited, says : “In the Sanscrit dictionary, compiled 
. more than two thousand years ago, we have the 

whole story of this incarnate god (Chrishna), reput- 

edly born of a virgin, and miraculously escaping in 

infancy from’ the tyrant ruler of the country, like 

Christ from Berod” (Asiat Res., vol. i, p. 260.) 

12. The first Christian missionaries that entered 

India (which was long before Bentley’s planet theory), 
found the history of both these gods there, and con- 

fessed their astonishment (as already stated) to find 

their histories and doctrines so near like those of 

Christ 

13. That standard authority, the New American 
Cyclopedia, places Buddha’s birth at 543 B.C. (see vol. 

v, p. 61); and Ch ris na’s birth it admits, and all h 
writers admit, was much earlier. 

14. It says the history and doctrines of Buddha 

were introduced into China 65 B.C. And before that 

date more than half of the doctrines of Christianity 

were taught in the old, long-established religion of 
the country. And Christian missionaries and every- 

body else admit that there has never been any per- 

‘I 
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ceptible change in the religion of China during the 

whole period of her existence, with respect to its prin- 
cipal doctrines. They possess not the slightest ten- 

dency to innovation. When, then, or how, could she, 

of how did she, borrow the doctrines of Christianity ? 

15. And Egypt presents us with another formidable 

case. Not only had she the name of the Hindoo gods 

before the establishment of Christianity, or the birth 
of Christ, but in her oldest system of religion are 

found taught nearly all the doctrines, both,of Judaism 

and Christianity, as shown in my books. And yet the 

proofs of the great age of her religion and its wide 

propagation long before Christ are absolutely. over- 

whelming and beyond refutation, and amply sufficient 

to convince any impartial investigator. Taylor says, 
“ Everything of Christianity is of Egyptian origin.‘! 

Egypt seems to have the most definite dates of her 

history, and the strongest proofs of the great antiquity 
of her religion and her government, of any other 

religion in the world. Her pyramids, her hieroglyph- 

ics, and her dynasties of kings are strong witnesses. 

Manetho furnishes us with a definite calculation of the 

reign of three hundred kings, comprising thirty-one 

dynasties, and covering a period of 3555 years, extend- 

ing down to 351 B. c., which the New American Cy- 

clopedia says “is fully established by comparison 

with the monuments” (vol. vii, p. 36). And under 

the reign of several of these kings, most of the doc- 

trines of Christ and the whole code of the Jewish 

theocracy were taught ; and all long before the advent 
of Christ, as shown in my two large works. 

After the foregoing utter demolition of the Bentley 
. 
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astrological theory by the most cogent and irresistible 
facts and arguments, which leave not a splinter of it, 

Mr. Perry comes forward in his next article with 

the astonishing declaration’that CL posterity has decided 

Bentley was right in general.” Well, well, that is sin- 

gular enough-for posterity to decide a question they 

know nothing about I Not one in ten thousand ever 

heard of it. How, then, they could give a decision on 
it is a “mystery of godliness” I leave Beecher and 

Swing to solve, as they are some of Perry’s vouchers. 

He admits that LL The Edinburgh Review ” ‘(took up 
the cudgel against him,” and if it had killed him, there 

would bave been, according to Miiller, ‘I one less fool 

in the world.” Mr. Perry cites five mostly obscure 

writers, whom he says, indorsed Bentley’s theory- 
Delambre, Bishop McAlraine, Cuvier, Heeren; and 

Klaproth-all of them tinctured with orthodox bigotry, 
unless we except Delambre, and Heeren. But I have 

not seen a figure made by one of those men in support 
of the theory. They appear to have paid but little 

attention to it, Men could be found in any age to in- 

dorse any kind of theory. But it is useless to argue the 

case further. The reader can see the thing was dead 

and buried half a century ago ; and for Mr. Perry to res- 
urrect and defend it now indicates a desperate expedi- 

cut to save a dying cause. I can hardly suppose that 

Mr. Perry himself credited the story at first, nor can 
any sensible man credit it until he has passed through 
a mental experience similar to the basket-maker, who 

stated that he told inquisitive busy-bodies that his bas- 

kets were made to carry water in. L( I knew,” said he, 
“it was a lie, but I told it so often that I got to believe 
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it myself.” I will not assume, however, that Mr. Perry 

has had a similar mental experience. And here let it 

be noted that Bentley’s astrological calculations are the 

only evidence-if they c&n be called such-that Mr. 

Perry has adduced to sustain his theory of the post- 
Christian origin of the leading tenets of the ancient 

oriental religions, so that by overthrowing Bentley’:: 

wild speculations we have prostrated Mr. Perry’s whole 

theory, which attempts to show the post-Christian ori- 
gin of those heathen doctrines which so strikingly 

resemble those found in the Christian Bible ; but it 

will be seen that the facts of history are all against, 

such a hypothesis, and Mr. Perry should call on 

Mr. Beecher and Mr. Swing to help him let go of it, 

as Patrick called upon his son Tommy to help him let 

go of the bear. 

ARCHIMEDES FlNDS A LEVER. 

The tradition has descended to us from Sicily, where 

Archimedes, the mathematician, was born 28’7 B. c., 

that he once stated that if he could find a fulcrum to 

rest his lever on, he could move the world. This 

desideratum is now supplied and his ambition realized 

in his successor, John T. Perry, of Cincinnati, who has 
found a fulcrum. for his lever, consisting of the head 

of Dr. Bentley, author of the star-pointing theory, 

and it is presumed his skull is thick enough to sustain 
the superabundant weight attendant on the movement 

of a world. Mr. Perry, by using the head and brain of 

Dr. Bentley as a lever (unless we presume, in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of John Van Burell, that his 

brain L‘ lay below the belt “)! has ostensibly succeeded 
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in overthrowing the world of history and turning it 

topsy-turvy. The final result of this revolutionary 

crusade we need not speculate on 

CHAPTER EIGHTH.. 

L+HE JUDGE’S REVIEW OF THE l’ESTI&fONY. 

JUDGE (to Mr. Perry): You have summoned a num- 
ber of witnesses to establish a very important proposi- 

tion relative to the science of astronomy, and one so 

profound and intricate, and at the same time so new 
and extraordinary, that it must require a profound and 

critical knowledge of the science, which can only be 

acquired by a lifetime study, to make a person’s opin- 

ion or judgment entitled to any weight in the case. 
But not one of the witnesses you have summoned are 

men of this character, excepting Laplace ; and his tes- 

tirnony, as has been shown, proves nothing to the 

point. Can’t you bring forward some witnesses to tes- 

tify in this case who have acquired a world-wide fame 

by their attainments and critical knowledge of this 

science. There is, for example, the learned astrono- 

mer, Jean Bailly, who wrote a great work on this 
science that is yet a standard authority. 

MR. PERRY: You will excuse me, honored Judge, 

fcr not summoning this profound astronomer, philoso- 

pher, and statesman, as he is pronounced to be, when 

I tell you he is on the other side of the question. He 

is one of Mr. Graves’ witnesses. Hence I have pro- 
nounced some of his speculations rather (’ wild” 
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JUDQE : But, as you don’t claim to be an astrono- 

mer, can you justly claim that you are competent to 

pronounce on so great an astronomer as Jean Bailly 1 
Mr. PERRY: That is a matter I have not taken 

under consideration 

IL-HR. GRAVES’ COUNTER WITNESSES TO THE 

ANTIQUITY OF HIND00 ASTRONOMY. 

GRAVES : A large number of opposing witnesses are 
at hand, but we will examine only a few of them. 

1. The learned Mr. Robertson, D.D., author of a 

large and learned work on India, will first testify. 

JUDGE : We have heard the opinions and specula- 
tions about the astronomic tables and treatises of 

India by various witnesses summoned by Mr. Perry, 

but mere opinions, without facts or proof of any kind, 
can weigh but little in a case like this. Have you, 

Mr. Robertson, any evidence or proof to offer? 

ROBERTSON: Yes ; but not in support of Mr. Perry’s 

theory or position, but in opposition to it : 

, 

‘I I consider it a plain case, when we look at the evidence with an 

impartial mind, that the four astronomical tables and treatise, of the 

Hindoos referred to must possess great antiquity, as I have expressed 

myself and presented the evidence to prove on page 302 to 309 of my 
work. I have there argued that the accuracy with which the various 

astronomical epochs are made out, the obscurity of the language used 

in the case, and the antique nature of the instruments, and other clr- 

cumstances, evince a remote antiquity for those astronomical calcula- 
tions with their respective tibles and treatise. And I have expressed 

the opinion that the Hindoos have treatises on astronomy of more re- 

mote autiqmty than are to be found in any other nation.” 
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2. Prof. Playfair, a philosopher and mathematician 

of Edinburgh, will now advance some facts in the 
case : 

Mr. PLAYFAIR : My facts are not materially differ- 

eut from those presented by the previous witness : 

‘I When Dr. Bentley attempted to drag down one of the ancient Hin- 
doo gods into the sixth century of the Christian era, upon the authority 

of some wild astrological speculations, I met his ridiculous theory with 

some historical facts, which I regarded as cogent and irresislible, to 

prove that the astronomical phenomena referred to the sixth century 

A.D. belonged to the fourth century before the Christian era ” (see Bent- 

ley’s theory). 

Mr. GRAVES : We will listen to the testimony of 

one more witness-the historian Goodrich. 

Mr. GOODRICH : . I will only repeat what I have 

said in my “History of All Nations,” that the inven- 

tion of astronomy as a science has been ascribed to 

various nations, as the Chaldeans, Egyptians, Chinese, 

and Hindoos (Jews and Christians left out): 

“ It is certain these people were very early observers of the motions 

and phenomeua of the heavenly bodies (p. 25). And I have also 

stated that the Jews or Hebrews knew nothing of astronomy as a 

science (page 25). 

And their successors, the Christians, fought it and 

attempted to put it down as they would the measles 

or small-pox. 
Here the learned Jean Bailly, the astronomer, phil- 

osopher, and statesman, steps forward and says: I fully 

concur with the various facts presented by the several 

witnesses who have just been examined : 
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“ I have shown by calculations based on facts and fjgures, which I 
think cannot he refuted or disputed (but which are too extensive to be 

presented here), that some of the astronomical epochs referred to a 

modern period in this discussion are clearly traceable to the era of 

3100 B.C. 

JUDGE: The jury have now heard the opinions, 
assertions, and theories of Mr. Perry’s witnesses and 

the facts and evidence presented by those of Mr. 

Graves in opposition, and will be governed accordingly 

‘. in making out their verdict, 

CHAPTER NINTH. 

’ I.-PERRY’S FOUR WITNESSES, BY WHO&I HE ATTEMPTS 

TO SHOW THE ANALOGOUS DOCTRINES OF THE 

HIND00 RELIGION WERE BORROWED FROM CHRIS- 

TIANITY.-CHAHBER’S ENCYCLOPEDIA. 

Mr. PERRY: Chamber’s Encyclopedia indulges in 
some speculation about the modern origin of the his- 

tor.y of Chrishna, which we will now present. After 

speaking on the rival claims of Chrishna and Siva, two 
Flindoo gods, it says in effect the adventures of Crish- 

na are more fully detailed in the Puranas of the Vish- 
nuit sect than in the Mahabharata. His incarnatiolr 

is more fully recognized in the former work, being of 
later date than the latter : 

“ Tn the Mnhabharatn, which is silent regarding many adventures of 

Chrislmn’s life, fully detailed in the Puranas, the worship of this in. 

carnation of Vishnu was by no means as generally admitted or settled 

as it is in many Puranas of the Pishnuit sect, . . and which is 

traceable in later works.” 
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GRAVES: Here the idea seems to be clandestinely 
broached that as the Mahabharat which contains the 

more aucient history of Chrishna is not so full as that 

found in the Purana, said to have been written about 

the beginning of the Christian era, we may presume 

his history was enlarged by making draughts from the 
gospel history of Christ. But all this is sheer assump- 

tion without a particle of proof. Nor does the Ency- 

clopedia make any suggestion of that kind, and yet 

Mr. Perry must assume that that is its meaning. For 

without such an assumption he can make nothing out 

of it. 
JUDGE : Mr. Perry seems to have summoned rather 

a rare and worthless set of witnasses-writers who 

don’t seem to know what to say or what they want to 

say, or if they do they take great pains to conceal 

their ideas, so that Mr. Graves has to fight them be- 

hind masked batteries. ,He has to reconstruct or 
assume their arguments before he can meet them. 

(The idea of the gospel histories of Christ furnishing 

the model for the story of Chrishna as found in the 

Puranas is met and answered in the next chapter by 

Mr. Graves’ witnesses.) 

II.-ENCYCLOPEDIA BRITANNICA. 

Mr. PERRY: The English journal known as the 

Encyclopedia Britannica is now at hand to present 

some of its speculations relative to the gods and relig- 

ions of India. 

Mr. GRAVES : In Perry’s book this journal is 

quoted, and first gives some account of the contest in 

the early ages between Brahminism and Buddhism, 
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which has no bearing whatever on any point of con- 

troversy between Mr. Perry and myself. It then tells 

us that this sectarian spirit gave rise to a class of 

works known as the modern Puranas, designed to pro- 

mote the worship of some particular deity, and that 

Buddhism began to decline in the seventh century of 
our era and was on the wane in India. But all this 

has no bearing on any question under consideration. 
It then states that 

I‘ The language of the Aryan Hindoos has undergone changes and 
their religious belief has passed through various stages of development 
boldly distinguished by certain prominent features.” 

JUDGE : It would require a magnifying glass of 

great power to find one definite or tangible idea in 

this extract, and faith larger than a grain of mustard 

seed to find any language here used that makes a sin- 
gle point either for Mr. Perry or against Mr. Graves. 

It states that ‘( the religion of the Aryan Hindoos has 

passed through various stages of development,” which 

no one but a fool or ignoramus would deny. As prog- 

ress is a universal law of nature, it promotes the 

‘development of everything; and no institution in any 

country can remain long unaffected by its influence _ 
to a greater or less extent. 

Mr. GRAVES: If Mr. Perry wishes the reader to draw 

the inference from the statement that the Hindoo relig- 

ion alluded to in passing through various stages o: de- 

velopment about the time of the inauguration 01 the 

Christian era took on the doctrines or a portion of the 

doctrines of Christianity, and that the modern Puranas 

he speaks of as containing the life and history and dot- . 
trines of Chrishna borrowed them from the Christian 



68 SIXTEEN SAVIORS OR NONE. 

gospels or from other Christian sources, then there is 

a direct issue between us on these grounds, and an 

array of witnesses wilr’be summoned to settle the mat- 
ter as conclusively as a demonstrated problem. If 

this is not what the Encyclopedia Britannica means, 

then it means nothing having any relevancy to the 

case, And yet it says nothing of the kind. Mr. Perry 
must certainly be hard pushed for witnesses and tes- 

timony to drag in so many who hardly touch the 

question; and when they do, it is with such indefinite 
language that it must take a week to find out what 

they mean. The antiquity and authenticity ofr the 

Puranas will be examined in a subsequent chapter by 

counter-witnesses. 

III.-PAVIE. 

PERRY : Mr.. Pavie, a Brench writer, will tiow say 

something relative to the traditional history of the 

Hindoo god Chrishna. 
PAVIE : I have made a statement (which is quoted 

by Mr. Perry to the following effect) : 1 

‘I Chrishna worship is the most recent of all the philosophical and 
religious systems which divided India iuto rival sects. Believing in 
successive incarnations,which are not taught in the Vedas, Chrishnaism 
differs in all points from the other creeds of India. So that one is in- 
clined to regard it as borrowing made- from foreign philosophies and 
religions.” 

GRAVES : Can any one imagine what this testimony 

is quoted for, or what it is designed to prove 1 It con- 
tains not one fact,.argument, or idea of any importance, 

that I feel any disposition to dispute or deny. It pro- 
nounces the worship of Chrishun the most recent of 
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any of the philosophical or religious systems of India, 

and it is not less than three thousand years old. The 

suggestion that it was borrowed from foreign religions 

and philosophies cannot possibly mean that it was 

derived from either the Jewish or Christian religion, 

for neither of them ever had any connection with 

philosophy. The Jews were altogether ignorant of 

philosophy, and the early Christians fought and made 

war upon every appearance of philosophy, with the 

avowed intention of exterminating it. They believed 

in nothing but “ Jesus Christ and him crucified,” and 

gloried in their ignorance of philosophy, and ‘fought 

it as an emissary of the devil. We are therefore in- 
volved in a very puzzling problem when we attempt 

to find out what Mr. Perry quoted this writer for, or 

what he intends to prove by him. As I indorse all his 

positions, so far as they are intelligently expressed, I 

need not therefore occupy any more time in discuss- 

ing them. 

JUDGE : Mr. Perry seems to have committed a num- 

ber of serious blunders in summoning witnesses whose 

testimony either has no bearing on any question , 
before the court or their language is too vague and 

indefinite to make anything out of it. 

IV.-HORACE H. WILSON. 

I$. PERRY : H. H. Wilson has something definite 

to offer in the case before the court, 

WILSON : My statement (as quoted by Mr. Perry) is * 
that 

“ The Puranas, which furnish the most startling and numerous coin- 

cidences in the life and story of Chrishna, are not anterior to the eighth 
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or ninth centuries of our era, and the most recent not above three or 

four centuries old.” 

JUDGE: As you make a very plain and positive 

declaration, Mr. Wilson, relative to an assumption or 

theory so extraordinary that if true it must produce 

an entire revolution in the religious history’ of the 

world, you of course would not venture to broach it 

without an ample store of facts to sustain it We are 

ready for them. 

Mr. WILSON : Honored Judge, I beg to be excused. 

I had no thought of being called upon for any facts or 

proof of my statements. There is a large class of peo- 

ple the salvation of whose creeds and churches depends 

on believing it, and as they don’t require any proof, I 

made this statement as an unction for their souls. It 

is a mere theory or belief of my own, that 3 could cite 

some evidence in support of, but perhaps it would not 

satisfy the court. 

JUDGE : The jury will not only require the most 

convincing and the most ample proof for an assumption 

so extraordinary, but they must also hav some evi- 

dence of your ability and- impartiality to draw correct 

conclusions from your premises. 

V.-ANOTHER CONFLICT ANONG THE WITNESSES. 

Mr. GRAVES: I ask permission to bring forward 
Mr. Miiller, to speak on this witness’ qualification. 

. MULLER : 
.- 

‘I I have known this witness for some time, and have exposed his 

sectarian prejudices, his bigotry and bias of mind, in my public, lec- 

tures, and shown he is disqualified for giving an impartial opinion in a 

c&se lie this. I have shown in my ” Chips ” that his views, both of 
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the Hindoo and Persian religions, are very erroneous, and formed under 

the influence of a biased and bigoted mind. His testimony, therefore, 

in the absence of proof, can have no. weight with the jury.” 

JUDGE : The jury will note in the ease of this wit- 

ness, not only his want of facts and proof to sustain 

his theory and conclusions, but his deficiency in the 

essential qualifications of a good witness. 

GRAVES: If the court please, I will now prove and 

demonstrate the erroneousness of this and three other 

preceding witnesses’ assumptions relative to the 

modern origin of the Puranas, and their stow of 

Chrishna being borrowed from the Christian gospels. 

Three other witnesses have presented similar assump- 

tions, all of which we will overthrow by abler and 
more reliable writers.’ 

1 Wilson, like Klaproth, lived among orthodox Christians, whose 
favor he courted in his writings in order to make his book sell ; for 

books at that period and in that community must be strictly orthodox 

to insure their sale. His disposition to curry favor with the bigots is 

shown in the statement he is reported to have made to an orthodox, that 

he would like to be painted sitting on the throne with Jesus. A 

friend asked him if hanging by his side on the m-08088 would not do aa 

well. 

NoTx-Mr, Wilson was a professor in the bigoted institntron of 
Oxford, where orthodoxy reigned supreme. 
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CHAPTER TENTH. 

I.-MR. QRAVES’ COUNTER-WITNESSES RELATIVE TO THE 

ALLEGED MODERN ORIGIN OF THE HIND00 SA- 

CRED BOOKS AND THEIR RELIGION. 

GRAVES : Mr. Perky’s four witnesses last examined- 

Pavie, Wilson, Encyclopedia Britannica, and Cham- 

ber’s Encyclopedia-were brought forward by him to 

testify to a change in the Hindoo religion and the 

Hindoo sacred books since the dawn of the Christian 

e?ra, effected by the introduction into them of some OI 

all the doctrines of the Christian faith. I have quite 
a number of witnesses at hand, mostly Christian pro- 

fessors, who are prepared to deny the assumption, and 

some of whom will now be heard in the case. Wilson 
asserts that the Puranas, Containing the life story of 

Chrishna, were written in the eighth or ninth century 
of the Christian era, and Mr. Perry affirms that the 

Bhagavat-Gita, part of the Mahabharat, which contains 
another account of Chrishna, is held by leading schol- 

ars to be post-Christian ; and thus the effort is made 

to show that his whole life, doctrines, and precepts, so 

far as they resemble those of Christ, were borrowed 

or stolen from the gospel history of Christ. We will 
examine a few of the large number of witnesses at 

hand who are ready b refute and overthrow this 

assumption. The Rev. D. 0. Allen, who was a Hin- 

doo missionary for twenty-five years, will testify rela 

tive to the antiquity of. the Puranas and also the 

Mahabharat, containing the history of the Hindoo 

Chrishna 
. 
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1. ALLEN: I speut twenty-five years in India, and 
while there investigated this matter thoroughly ; and 
I will here repeat what I have stated in my work, 
‘L India, Ancient and Mddern,” p. 33 : 

‘I The religion of the Vedas and the Puranas was probably intro- 

duced into lndia twelve or fourteen centuries before the Christian 
era. On the next page I have stated, ‘The religion of the Puranan 

was established at an early period of her history.’ And I have cited 

many facts to &ow that both the eighteen Puranas and the Mahabhar- 

ata, which contain the principal history of the god Chrishna, were 

written before the time of Alexander the Great. It is true other 
Puranas have been written at a comparatively modern period, but their 
subject matter is taken largely from the more ancient Puranas, being 
a repetition, with some additions and explanations and elaborations.” 

JUDGE: You do not believe, then, Mr. Allen, that 
the story of Chrishna was borrowed from that of 
Christ ? 

ALLEN: No, sir; I have stated distinctly in my 
work that I do not believe any such thing. 

JUDGE: Well, that is rather a death-blow to Mr. 
Perry’s borrowillg. theory, and a direct contradiction 
to his statement that the principal story of Chrishna 
is post-Christ-ian, 

2. Mr, Jamieson, of Monmouth, Ill., will now give 
the result of his investigations of this matter, he hav- 
ing spent twenty years in India as a missionary. 

MR. JAMIESON : I recently declared in an article 
published in the Monmouth LL Review,” that the Pu- 
ranas containing the only authentic history of Chrish- 
na are at least three thousand years old. 
.I JUDGE : Are we to understand, theu, Mr. Jamieson, 

that you do not indorse Mr. Wilson’s statement that 
the Puranas, setting forth the life and doctrines of 
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Chrishna are not older than the eighth or ninth cen- 

tury of the Christian era, or Mr. Perry’s statement, 
that they are post-Christian ? 

JAMIESON : 

“ No, sir; from my long and thorough investigation of the matter, I 
feel certain no man living can be better prepared to decide this matter 
than myself, and I still maintain that the only authentic history of 
Chrishna is 3,000 years old.” 

JUDGE: Mr. Graves will please call another wit- 

ness. 
GRAVES: That well-known Christian writer and 

profound oriental scholar, Sir Wm. Jones, will now 

favor us with some of the facts which constitute his 

vast storehouse of learning and knowledge on the sub- 

ject. 

3. JONES: I will repeat some of the statements I 
made many years ago and had published in the ‘(Asi- 

. atic Researches.” I stated that 

IL In the Sanscrit dictionary, compiled more than 2,000 years ago, we 
hare the whole history of the incarnate god Chrishna, born of a W- 
gin and niraculously escaping in his infancy from the tyrant ruler d 
the country (as Christ did from Herod). He passed a life of the most 
extraordinary and incomprehensible devotion” (As.. Res., vol. i, p. 
270). 

4. Again I stated that 
. 

Lc The Indian incarnate god Chrishna, the Hindoos believed, had a vir- 
gin mother. He was born about 900 B. c., and passed a life in work- 
ing miracles, and was so humble as to wash his disciples’ feet. At 
length dying, but rising from the dead, he ascended into heaven in the 
presence of a multitude. The Cingalese relate a similar story of their 
Buddha ” (Ibid). 
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5. Again he says t,hat 
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I‘ The name of Chrishna and the general outline of his history were 
long anterior to the birth of our Savior, and probably to the time of 
Homer (600 B. c.), we know very certainly.” 

Whether the two last accounts were taken from the 

Bhagavat-Gita, or the Puranas! or obtained-from other 

sources, Mr. Jones does not tell us, but it is evident, 

from the date he assigns these stories of the Hindoo 

god Chrisha, that they could not ha,ve been borrowed 

from that of Christ. 

JUDGE : As Mr. Jones points out many striking 
coincidences in their histories and affirms their remote 

antiquity, we can see at once that the assumption of 

Mr. Wilson and Mr. Perry, that a.11 the analogies in 

! the two stories are post-Christian, and therefore legiti- 

/_ 
mately referrable to the gospel history of Christ for 

t their origin, is superlatively ‘absurd ‘and historically 
8 impossible, and must therefore be rejected. Jones 

completely explodes both assumptions. Such testi- 

monies as Jones’ greatly outweigh such naked assump- 
L tions as Pavies and such foolish theories as Bentley’s. 

It ,is true Sir Wm. Jones was once made a victim of 

deception by the tricks of some pundits, as were Col. 
Wilson and Jacolliot, as related in chapter viii. 

But that deception was only momentary ; he was too 
well acquainted with their sacred books to be deceived 

long. 
6. We will now cite another able writer who ‘is 

death on Perry’s assumption-the assumption that the 

Puranas are of post-Christian origin. 

L. M. Childs says: (( Oriental scholars suppose the 

. 
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Puranas were collected near the time of Alexander the 

Great, born 356 B. c." 

Here is the opinion, not only of the writer, but of 
oriental scholars generally, that the Puranas were col- 

lected several centuries before Christ, and of course 

written at a still earlier period. But it seems that the 

opinion of Mr. Wilson weighs more with Mr. Perry 

than all the oriental scholars, single or combined, sim- 

:)ly because Mr. Wilson and he are in the same pew. 

7. And that voluminous historian, Mr. Goodrich, 

also rises up in opposition to Perry’s assumption of the 

post-Christian origin of the Bhagavat-Gita. Perry 

says, l1 It is referrable to the first and the third centu- 

ries for its origin.” To.be sure 1 and what authentic 

historian so refers it. 

Mr. Goodrich, one of the best historians that ever 

wielded the pen, says : ‘( The Mahabharata (containing 

the Bhagavat-Gita) and the Ramayana are at least as 

old as the poems of Homer,” whom Herodotus places 

in the ninth century B. c.; others place him later. The 
Cyclopedja thinks he was born nearly ‘700 a c. The 
Bhagavat-Gita, according to Goodrich, was written .r 
from 700 to 900 yeara B. C., instead of 300 years after, 

as assumed by Mr. Perry, who seems determined to 

have dates to suit himself, though he may differ from 

all the popular historical works ever written. 
4 

We will now hear again from that popular oriental 

and Hindoo scholar, Sir William Jones. Instead of 
referring the Gita to the first or third century after 

Christ, he declares in the most positive terms it was 

written as long ago as 1451 B. C. It thus differs from 

Perry’s assumption more than 1,500 years. And thus 
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Mr. Perry’s post-Christian theory for the Gita, Pura- 

nas, and story of Chrishna is demolished the seventh 

time in this chapter, and we are not done yet. 

8. L. M. Child says: “The extreme antiquity of 

the Ramayana and the Mahabharat (containing the 

Bhagavat-Gita), is proved by sculpture on exceed- 

ingly ancient temples in solid rock ” (vol. i, p. 50). 

Away goes Mr. Perry’s modern origin for the Gita 

over the’dam again. Certainly there can’t be much 

of it left by this time but its shadow. 

9. And we have a still stronger Christian battery 
. 

yet to w-ield against his theory. That standard author- 

ity for the world, the New American Cyclopedia, 
puts his post-Christian Gita back more than 2,000 

years earlier thap he does. It says, ‘L The Mahabhar- 

at (which includes the Gita) was written in Sanscrit 

about 4,000 years ago by Qeda Qynsa, who also col- 

lected the older Puranas ” (vol. iii, p. 222). Mr. Perry. 
says the Gita and Puranas are both of modern origin 

and post-Christian, bbt the Cyclopedia says they are 

both nearly 4,000 years old. Surely Mr. Perry must 
be endowed with indomitable pluck to put forth and 

vindicate a theory after it has been totally demolished 

by nearly all the established authorities of the world. 

And again this standard authority says, l‘ The creed 

of the Brahmins can only be learned by studying two 

ancient Sanscrit works; known as the Qedas and the 

Puranas” (vol. iii, p. 615). A stunning blow at Per- 
ry’s modern Purana theory. Perry’s attempt to -mod- 

ernize the Gita and the Puranas so as to be able to 

sustain his favorite theory, that the story of Chrisbna 

which they contain was borrowed from that of Christ, 
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should be demolished so thoroughly that it can 

never be resurrected again. I will, therefore, continue 
my long list of authorities arrayed against him. 

10. Charles Wilkins, another profound oriental 
scholar, says of the Bhagavat-Gita, which he himself 

translated, that (‘there is satisfactory proof of its 

being 4,000 years old,” while Perry says it is less than 

2,000. When learned doctors disagree so widely, what 

is to become of the patients.? 

11: Lest Mr. Perry should be too much shocked by 

the powerful historical battery which has been arrayed 

against his post-Christian theory, I will quote but one 

more authority on this point. The learned Dr. Robert- 

son, D.D., in his “ History of India,” says of the Bhag- 

avat-Gi ta, lL It is a poem of the highest antiquity and 

great authority in India, and aims to establish the doc- 

trine of the unity of the Godhead, and the true wor- 

ship of God ” (p. 329). Here the unity of the God- 
head is affirmed, which Mr. Perry says is wanting in 
the oriental religions. It will be seen, then, that the 

many unimpeachable authors we have summoned who 

are in direct opposition to Mr. Perry’s theory of the 
post-Christian origin of the Gita and the Puranas, with 

their story of Chrishna, each one of which overthrows 
it-leaves not a pillar of it standing and n& a brick of 

it on the ground. Will he then give it up? Perhaps 
not. Douglas Jerrold says : ‘(It is not human nature 
to confess errors, but to stick to them the tighter the 

more thoroughly they are exposed.” I hope Mr. Perry 

will not manifest the persistence the jockey did who 

sold a horse as being seventeen hands high, but which 

nine witnesses who measured its hight swore was only 
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fourteen hands high. “Well,” said the jockey, “I 

wish I had not said seventeen ; but as I did, I will 

stick to it, for I won’t be caught in a lie.” I will leave 

Perry to decide whether the shoe fits him. 

CHAPTER ELEVENTH. 

I.-MANY OTHER FACTS, PROOFS, AND AUTHORS WHICH 

SHOW THAT NEITHER THE ANALOGIES OF THE 

HIND00 GdDS NOR THEIR RELIGION ARE FROM 

CHRISTIANITY. 

1. L. M. Child says, (‘The description of the Hin- 

doos in the time of Alexander the Great, more than 

two thousand years ago, nearly describes them now ” 

(vol. i, p. 132). This statement indicates their unsus- 

ceptibility to change and the absence of any disposi- 

tion to borrow or adopt new doctrines. And hence 

they could not have made draughts or selections from 

the Christian gospels. 

Robinson speaks of it the permanency of its institu- 

tions and the immutability of its religion.” 
2. The cyclopedias prove that no essential changes 

have been made in the Hindoo religion or the religion 

of the Vedas. I will here present some more impor- 

tant facts from the Cyclopedia to show that no impor- 
tant changes have ever been made in the sacred books 

or doctrines of the Hindoos. Ergo they did not bor- 

row anything from Christianity. It says their method 

of writing these sacred books 

“ Is most ingeniously contrived to secure them against changes and to 

preserve their purity. The consequence of all these appliances is 

. 

’ 
t 
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8: that the Vedic texts are handed down to us with almost perfect exact 

ness, as ori,vinnlly established by the schools (under King Asoka, 240 
B. C.), with hardly a corrupt passage or doubtful reading-a phenom- 

enon scarcely to be paralleled elsewhere in th,e history of literature.” 

Here is another death-warrant issued against Mr. 
Perry’s .post-Christian theory. Here it is declared 

that no important changes have been made in the Hin- 

doo scriptures ; that they have been handed down to 

us I‘ with almost perfect exactness,” as establishe-d 240 

B. C. And the reasons are assigned why no essential 

changes have been made, and why it is rnorally impos- 
sible to effect such changes. 

3. We will summon another important witness-Mr. 

Goodrich. He piles the proof against Perry’s borrow- 
ing theory still higher when he says : 

“ Such is the extreme inertness and immobility of the Hind.oo charac- 

ter, and such the stability of the Brahmin religion, that no important 

/ changes have been effected in either during a period of several thou- 
sand years.” 

True, Buddhism seems to be an outgrowth from it, 

but left it in a state of lethargy from which it has 

never recovered. And Buddhism soon assumed a 

conservative character which it has rnaintained with 

but little change during its entire existence. Here 

Mr. Perry’s whole borrowing theory is shown up and 

its infinite absurdit.y exposed in a few lines. 

4. Max Mi_iller tells us that every word, every syl- 

lable, and every letter of the sacred books of the 

Hindoos is counted and recorded, so that no change 

could be made in them without being soon detected ; 
arId this is done partly to guard them from alteration. 

5. Goodrich saps some of the oriental ilnl.ionu ale 

. 
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sc1* ulous against letting their sacred books go into 

the-hands of- the missionaries 

them. 

II.-THE HINDOOS AVERSE TO 

TRINES. 

for fear they will alter 

BORROWING NEW DOC- 

Cl To convert or be converted,” says Mr. Robinson, 

(‘ are ideas .equally repugnant to the principles most 

deeply rooted in the Hindoo mind ” (1~. 229). And ,he 

says the conjoint labors of both Catholics and Prot- 
estants have effected the conversion of very few of 

the 60,000,OOO Brahmins. If they took on many of 
the Christian doctrines in the early age of the church 

and engrafted r.early the whole story of Christ into 

that of Chrishna, as Mr. Perry represents, why is it 

they repel both now with such invincible obstinacy? 
Will Mr. Perry furnish us a solution of this puzzling 

theological enigma 1 Please figure it out, Bro. Perry. 

Perhaps Beecher or Swing or your newspaper in- 

dorsers could help you. 

III.- THE EARLY CHRISTIANS’ PROPENSITY FOR BOR- 

ROWING.- CORRUPTIONS AND ALTERATIONf3 IN THE* 

DOCTRlNES OF CHRISTIANITY. 

Having shown by t.estimonials drawn from the Cy- 

clopedia, Mr. Robinson, an&other.writers, that the Hin- 

doos are not only strongly averse to borrowing, but 

that they ha,ve for thousands of years adopted every 

precaution to preserve their sacred books from the 

slightest alt)eration, I will now present the proof 

drawn from Christian authors and even the Bible itself 

that the founders and early propagators of the Chris- 
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tian religion possessed a natural and unyielding &li- 

nation to imitate and borrow from other systems. 
The founders of the Christian religion were Jews by 

education and descent, and possessed the essential ele- 

ments of the Jewish character. And the Bible shows 

that through their whole hist0r.y they manifested a 

strong propensity for amalgamating their religion with 

that of their heathen neighbors. I could quote fifty 

texts in proof of this. I will cite a few : Gen. xxxvi, 2 ; 

Deut. vi, 14; Sam vii, 3 ; Jer. xvii, 3 ; Josh. xxiii, 
16, etc., etc. 

. 

Bishop Whately has written a whole book, entitled 

“ The Corruptions of Christianity,” in which he ad- 

duces many facts tom show that the early Christians, 
inheriting the true Jewish character, were constantly 

making efforts to incorporate the doctrines of pagan- 

ism with their own, while he acknowledges the pagans 
manifest a strong repugnance to having other religions 

mixed with theirs. 

Now here is evidence pointing both ways-a two: 

edged sword playing upon Perry’s borrowing theory. 
phe striking difference in the character and natural 

inclination of the disciples of the pagan and Christian 

religions, as shown above, amounts very nearly to a 

demonstration that if there has been any transfer of 

material from one wstem to the other, it has been 
done through the agency of the latter, and the Chris- 

tians have been the borrowers. Such facts are as 

strong as &‘ Holy Writ,” some of them being drawn 

from “ Holy Writ.” We have here science, history, 

and scripture all combined to disprove Perry’s leading 

proposition that the analogies of paganism and Chris-, 



THE LAST JUMP FIRST. 83 

tianity are to be accounted for by assuming that the 

pagans fell in love with Christian doctrines and stole 

them. He who can believe it in the face of such facts 

must be as strong proof against conviction as the 
Canaanite’s chariots were aganst Jehovah’s bullets. 

(See Judges i, 19.) He would hardly believe otherwise 
if he knew it were the truth. , 

IV.-PERRY IN CONFLICT WITH ANCIENT CHRISTIAN 

- WRITERS. 

Can Mr. Perry be ignorant of the fact that nearly 
all the ancient Christian writ.ers saw and admitted 

that the old heathen nations anticipated Christ and 
Paul with respect to nearly all the doctrines of Cbris- 

tianity. And some of those pious Christians adopted 

one expedient and some another to account for the 
strange coincidence. It was suggested by one writer 
that the devil,’ foreseeing the advent of Christ, got out 

a system of doctrines that it was impossible to distin- 
‘guish from his without the aid of inspiration ; and it 

was difficult to know which inspiratioff did not come 
from the devil, or which doctrines were not his, and 

this placed them in a very serious quandary. And 
then the idea of the devil getting out the second edi- 

tion of the gospel doctrines and plan of salvation 

before the first was published or even revealed to the 

world, and thus outwitting ancl*getting ahead of God 

Almighty, partakes pretty largely of the ludicrous, 

and brings to mind the story of the Italian’s dog, 

which, he stated, scaled a well at two jumps. 
it What did he light on,” aeked a bystander, ” when 

he made the first jump?” 
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I ” Nothing,” was the reply. 

/ “Why, then, did he not fall in?” 

I “ Because,” replied the Italian, ‘( he made the last 
j jump first.” l 

/ 
And the last jump appears to have been made first 

in getting out a system of doctrines for the instruction 

and salvation of the world ; that is, the second instal- 

ment of revelation came first, and came from below 

instead of from above. Will Mr. Perry please explain 
this (‘ mystery of godliness ?” 

V.+T. AUGUSTINE DENIES THE TRUTH OF PERRY’S 

I BdRROWING THEORY. 

i This early Christian writer, after recounting the 

doctrines of Christianity, says : 

“ This in our day is the Christian religion, not as having been unknown 
in former times, but as having recently received ‘that name. 

Here this noted writer virtually admits that the 

Christian religion existed among the heathen before 
the coming of Christ, but under another name, and 

that it became Christianity simply by, a change o! 

name. This is a virtual declaration that what is nolv 

called the Christian religion was borrowed from t,llc 

heathen. Here is a complete demolition of Mr. Per- 

ry’s borrowing theory. It explodes it into a thousand 
fragments, and I wodd suggest that he now consign 

it to the tomb. 1 

VI.-BAILLY ON ORIGEN AND LACTANTilJS. 

The learned astronomer and pious Christian writer, 

Bailly, comes forward and adds to the great mass of 



/ 

JUSTIN MARTYR. 86 

evidence already accumulated. After alluding to St. 

Augustine’s testimony, he adds : 

“What I have said of St. Augustine is applicable also to Origen and 

Lactantius, who have endeavored to persuade us of the immaculate 

virginity of the mothe; of Jesus by the example of similar events stored 
by tha heathen.” 

Now here is Origen, of the third century, and Lac- 

tantius, of the fourth, leading Christian writers of that 

era, virtually admitting &at the miraculous story of 

Christ was borrowed from that of the heathen gods, 
by admitting the greater antiquitj of the latter. * 

\ VII-JUSTIN MARTY‘R. 
_ 

This writer speaks of heathen stories about gods 

being born of virgins, crucified, rising from the dead, 

ascending to heaven, etc. (See chap. v.) Prom his 

language we infer that’ such stories had long been,in 

existence among them, and consequently they must 

. have been started before the crucifixion of Christ, for 
St. Justin lived so near the time of Christ that the 

story of his life and doctrines had not attracted the 

attention of heathen nations so as to induce them to 

borrow if they had wished*to. 

NOTE.-An insuperable and insurmountable difficulty is in the way of 
changing the oriental religions, or of changing the teachings of their 

sacred books. The sacred record of most of the oriental heathen 

nations a> so voluminous and ponderous that to effect a change in 
their contents would be a task almost impossible to achieve. They in 6 

s~mo cases amouut to thousands. Collections of the Buddhist 

sacred books have been made at different periods, consisting of 4,083 
distinct works. One is called the Tanjar, and comprises 225 

volumes folio, weighing each from four to live pounds. 

. 
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I.-THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND ARRAYED AGAINST 

PERRY’S BORROWING THEORY. 

We learn by reports recently published in sev- 

c eral papers that some of the leading churchmen and 
clergymen of England are now discussing the question 

at issue between Mr. Perry and myself, and it is a 
remarkable circumstance, and one calculated to add 

no credit to Perry’s speculation, that some leading 

members of that old orthodox institution (Trinity 

church), and professors in the orthodox universities of 

Cambridge and Oxford, are sustaining the very posi- 
tion which Perry is opposing and which I am main- 

taining, thus placing us both in rather singular posi- 

tions. 
Ernest von Bunsen, son of Josius Christian Bunsen, 

who figured a few years ago in Europe as a scholar 
and statesman and a theologian, has recently wrftten a 

work in which he claims to have found the connect- 

ing link between Buddhism and Christianity ; and 

after pointing out many striking analogies in the 

doctrines of these two systams and the history of their 

founders, Buddha and Christ, he argues, in opposition 

to Mr. Perry’s theory, that these analogies were 

recorded in the Hindoo books long before the coming 

of Christ. He says, “Buddha’s birth from Maia 

anticipated Christ’s birth from Mary.” Mark t.he 

word “ anticipated.” This is a leveling blow at Per- 

ry’s theory, who says, (‘ Buddhists simply adopted 

Christian fasts into their own mythology.” Bunsen 

says they h&i these facts many ages before Chris&an- 
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ity was known or thought of. Which must we.be- 
lieve ? This Bunsen is,a scholar and a popalar Chris- 

-tian writer, well known and high1.y respected in 
Epgland ; a przfessed believer in Christianity and 

divine revelation. This writer also indorses my posi- * 

tinn as laid down in L’ The Sixteen Crucified Saviors,” 

that some of the founders of Christianity were Essenes. 

He maintains that Paul was an Essene, and John 

the Baptist ; that Christ’s history and teachings savor 

strongly of Essenism, and that “Christ is fated to 

become the figure-head of Essenism.” 

Prof. King, of Cambridge University, is under- 

stood to indorse, in part at least, Mr. Bunsen’s posi- 
tion. This learned professor points out many features 

of resemblance between the Persian and Jewish relig- 

ions. He maintains that the words Parsee and Phari- 

see are substantially the same wor’d-one a Persian 

and the other a Jewish name. This is pregnant with 

an important inference when taken in connection with 

Max Miller’s declaration that (‘ the Persians borrowed 

nothing of the Jews.” It leaves us the conclusion as 

the only alternative that &e Jews borrowed of the 
Persians ; and many other Christian writers affirm this, 

as I have shown. 

IL-ANOTHER POPULAR ENGLISH CHRISTIAN WRITER 

AND CLERGYMAN LEVELS A BLOW AT MR. PER- 

RY’S THEORY.. . 

The Rev. ‘N. Hoare, .formerly chaplain to the lord- 

lieutenant of Ireland, but now a preacher in London, 

hag been recently writing on the analogies of all relig- 

‘ions. He points out many parallels and strong resem- 
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blances between the Christian Bible and the Zend- 

Avesta, the Vedas, and the Chinese and Egyptian 

sacred books, and says “they all hold essentially the 

same views of God, immortalit~y, charity, etc.,” and yet 

‘he stoutly maintains they are all older”than Christian- 

ity. Will Mr. Perry enher a protest? 

IIT. -WHAT THE HINDOOS mINK OF CHRIST AND 

CHtiISHNA AS COMPARED TOGETHER. 

One of the modern leaders of the Brahmins in 

India, known as Chunder Sen, has recently put forth 

some views respecting Jesus Christ which have excited 

a great deal f o controversy and much opposition and 

hostility from the missionaries. He maintains there 

has been two Christs (Jesus Christ and Chrishtra)-an 

Eastern Christ and a Western Christ-and that the peo- 

ple of India are prepared to welcome the Eastern 

Christ, but never can believe in the Western Christ. 

He says the Western Christ is the Christ of the dozen 

Christian sects and their preachers now in India who 

are continually denouncing each other, and that the 

-Hindoos have no use for such a Christ. Pretty good 

fw a “ heathen.” He is ‘(not far from the 

and needs no conversion 

kingdom,” 

CHAPTER THIRTEENTH. 

I.-A REVOLUTION IN CIVIL JURISPRUDENCE. 

When a suit is tried before a civil court, whether on 

the civil or criminal docket, the case is decided accord- 

ing to the amount of evidence and the credibility of 

t 
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the witnesses. And if any of the witnesses are known 

to have a personal interest involved in the issue, and 

their testimony is in ?,wordance with that interest, a 

considerable discount is made in estimating the value 

or validity of their testimcyy ; while, on the other 

hand, the statement of a witness testifying adversely 

to his own interests will usually outweigh that of half 

a dozen who expect to be benefited if the decision is - 
made in accordance with their testimony. This is 

exactly the way the case stands now, being tried be- 
fore the court of public opinion. 

Most of the witnesses summoned by Mr. Perry have 

much at stake in the issue. Their religious capital is 

all invested in the case, and they would feel much 

damaged if the decision should go against them. In 

such an emergency but few men can be supposed to 

cherish that exalted veneration for truth which would 

entirely outweigh their self-interest so as to have no 

influence in shaping their testimony when being pre- 
sented to the court. And these are the circumstances 

under &ich most of Perry’s witnesses testify, being 

Christian professors, or living amongst the most rigid 

orthodox. While, on theother hand,’ I have mustered 

ten times the number of witnesses, who, notwithstand- 

ing they are also Christian professors, and would pre- 
fer a decision in favor of Perry’s theory, possess the 

moral manhood to present to the world the truths and 

facts which they have found in opposition to it with- 

out stopping to calculate the consequences. Who, 
then, cannot see that if a decision should be awarded 

to Mr. Perry under such circumstancgs it would effect 

a complete revolution in the established axioms of 
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civil jurisprudence and reverse the rules of all our 
civilized courts 1 

II.-THE VERDICT OF THE JURY.-THE ‘JUDGE’S 

CHARGE Td THE JURY. 

You have now before you the essence and quin- 
tessence of all the evidence presented by Mr. Perry’s 
fifteen witnesses. Five of the witnesses-Mr. Burgess, 
Mr. Klaproth, Laplace, Prof. Whitney, and Dr. Bent- 
ley-have been summoned to testify to the recent 
origin of the Hindoo tables, treatises, etc., exhibiting 
their calculations in astronomy as evidence that their 
astronomical discoveries, with which are connected 
those tenets of religious belief which so strikingly 
resemble those taught in the Christian Bible, are of 
post-Christian origin, and thus suggest the conclusion 
that they were derived from the Christian gospels. 
But it will be observed that not one of them offers any 
facts or proof to support the position; and Mr. La- 
place, the only accomplished scholar ‘amongst them, 
does not even express the opinion that the discoveries. 
were made so late as the inauguration of the Christian 
era. Indeed, none of the witnesses exhibit one parti- 
cle of proof that they know anything about it ; nor 
have we any proof that any of them, excepting La- 
place, were sufficiently learned in astronomy to be 
competent to give an opinion in the case. The jury 
will notice these facts. 

On the other hand, as will be observed by turning 
to chapter viii, Mr. Graves has cited the testi- 
mony of a number of learned historians and profound 
scholars, who not only testify% the remote antiquity 
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of some of the Hindoo calculations in astronomy, but 
to the impossibility of those calculations referred to 
being made since the dawn of the Christian era. The 
learned Mr. Robertson, a D.D., affirms they have cal- 
culations in astronomy of more remote date than that 
of any other nation. And that great scholar, Prof. 
Playfair, of Edinburgh, declares that if those tables, 
treatises, etc., the witnesses refer to were of modern or 
post-Christian origin, the natives would know some- 
thing about them, as they are familiar with all im- 
polrtant events which occurred since the beginning of 
the Christian era ; whereas, they really know nothing 
about those table, treatises, etc., which is certainly 
strong presumptive evidence of their ancrient origin. 
The jury will weigh all these facts. 

Four other witnesses are summoned by Mr. Perry- t 
Pavie, Wilson, the Encyclopedia Britannica, and Cham- 
ber’s Encyclopedia-to testify to an alteration in the 
Hindoo sacred books and a change in their religion 
since the advent of Christianity. The attempt’is made 
to make it appear that the Bhagavat - Gita, Puranas, 
etc., which contain a history of Chrishna so strikingly 
similar to that of Christ, are of post-Christian origin. 
But none of the witnesses offer any proof of this posi- 
tion. On the other hand, Mr. Graves confronts them 
with the testimony of numerous witnesses, learned his- 
torians, who don’t rest the matter upon their naked 
testimony, but present the proof (in chapter x) that 
those books were written long prior to the Christian 
era. 

Some of the other witnesses of Mr. Perry are 
brought forward to testify to the post-Christian origin 
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of that portion of the Persian sacred books which 
exhibit such a striking resemblance in their doctrines 
to those of Christianity. But here again Mr. Graves 
meets them with able witnesses who present strong 
evidence in support of the counter-proposition. (See 
chapt,er x.) All these potent facts will have much 
weight with the jury. 

It will also be observed that someof Mr.. Perry’s 
witnesses are. at loggerheads- that they are arrayed 
against each other, and, in some cases, against Mr. 
Perry also. As, for example, Miiller completely an- 
tagonizes Mr Perry’s position with respect to the 
Vedas being modernized, and overthrows it. (For 
proof, see chapter ix.) 

Thus it will be seen that Mr. Perry’s witnesses have 
left but little of eao,h other, and, in some cases, but 
little of him also. The result seems to be analogous 
to the termination of the Kilkenny cats. (For the 
witnesses set aside by Mr. Miiller, see chapter vii.) 

\ Some other testimonies are presented by the wit- 
nesses which have no bearing on the question or are 
too indefinite to disclose their meaning. The jury 
now have the case before them, and can be at no loss 
in making out a verdict. 

III--THE CASE REViEWED BY THE JUDGE. 

Before the jury retires, there is one peculiar feature 
of this case the court desires to call their attention to. 
The jury should not fail to observe that nearly all the 
witnesses summoned by Mr. Perry present the evi- 
dence either in their testimony or in their past history, 
angmented by the powerful infl :>nce with which they 
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are at present surrounded, of being strongly biased in 

favor of the theory which Mr. Perry has summoned 

them to testify in favor of. And even those who are 

not thus biased are, nevertheless, subjected to a strong 

temptation to support his theory, because, living in an 

orthodox community, they well know the disastrous 

consequences which they will have to sufferoif they 

oppose it and thus appear to take sides with Infidelity. 

And these influences were more powerful at the time 

those witnesses made the statements which Mr. Perry 

quotes in favor of his assumption, which, in some 

eases, was half a century ago. It would, then, be un- 

reasonable to decide a case upon such testimony alone, 

especially when further investigation of tbe case shows 
that these witnesses are but few in number and do not 

represent the views and opinions of the learned world, 
or even the Christian fraternity generally. 

Mr. Perry has summoned or cited a few authors in 
support of his favorite position, and assumed that it is 

established by their testimony, when it is well known 

that ten times as many writers are arrayed against it. 

No court or jury could be found in the civilized world 

who would dare render a decision in favor of any case 
under such circumstances. 

IV. -WHAT FORMER CHRISTIAN WRITERS THOUGHT OF 

SUCH WILD THEORIES AND ASSUMPTIONS AS MR. 

PERRY’S AND THE AUTHORS’ WHO SUPPORT THEM. 

Archbishop Whately says: “ There has not been 

wanting, in any age of the church, visionary Christian 

writers who started vague theories calculated to up-. 

root the established conviction of the Christian world. 
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They should be rejected as false teachers, if not her- 

etics. ” 
Luther asks : (( Can the wild theories of a few spec- 

ulative Christian writers overturn the world and 

prove all history a lie 1” 

Wilson szys : ‘l A man can find the writings of 
visionqy Chrisiians in any age of the church to sup- 

port any kind of theory he may start.” 

Mr. Goodrich says : l‘ Imaginative writers, taking 

advantage of the darkness which ‘rests upon the early 

history of a large portion of the world, have started 

theories with respect to their religion, science, morals, 

literature, etc., which, although supported by a little 

evidence and confronted by a great deal more, they 
maintain with as much boldness and tenacity as 

though it were susceptible of the clearest proof; 
assuming that, .whether right or wrong, they will be 

hard to convict-that positive knowledge cannot be 
*arrayed against them. But modern researches have 
been so far crowned with success as to partially re- 

move the veil which so long concealed many of .&he 
most important events of the early history of the 

world and kept us ignorant of the religion and litera- 

ture of a large portion of mankind. But this state of 

things no longer exists. We have partial access to 
the sacred books, religion, and science of nearly every 

nation, race, or tribe, a knowledge of which dispels 

the false theories we have referred to.” 

The foregoing testimonies as graphically describe 
Mr. Perry and his witnesses as though directly aimed 

at them, and show them up in their true light 
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CHAPTER POURTEENTH. 

PERRY’S SIX OTHER WITNESSES EXAMINED-CLARti, 
HARDWICK, MILL, FISKE, THE LONDON ATHEN+RbY, 
AND MULLER 

Mr. PERRY : James P. Clarke, an orthodox clergy 
man, will repeat substantially what I have quoted 
from him relative to the difference about polytheism 
and the unity of the godhead as taught by heathen 
nations and the Christian Bible. 

CLARKE : My statement is that 

- ‘I The Egyptian doctrines of the gods is not‘taught in Moses’ Penta- 

teuch ; that instead of their plurality of gods we have Jehovah; 

instead of pictures and images a rigid prohibition of idolatry, and 

instead of their pantheon of gods our severe monotheism. But we find 

nothing of a future life or the judgment to come in the Pentateuch. 
The cherubim of the Jews resembled the Egyptian sphinx; the 

priests’ dress in both cases was of white linen. Both had the urim 

and thummim ; both had a hereditary priesthood ; both had temples 
of worship, and both the great i I am.’ [But the Jews, Mr. Perry 

adds, were the only nation of antiquity that could conquer the te’ndency 

to polytheism. Mr. Clarke concluded by saying], More than 6,000 

years ago the hymns to the unity of the godhead were taught in the 
valley of the Nile, but now Egypt is sunk in the most frightful poly- 
theism.” 

Mr. GRAVES : Here is a witness whose testimony 
points in both directions. It seems to tear down as 
well as build up his own theological fortress. It is a 
musket firing at both ends. When he commends the 
Jewish religion because it opposes idolatry, and then 
adroitly points the dagger at it because it don’t teach 
the doctrine of a future life or a future judgment, he 
seems to act on the policy of the hunter who, when . 
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about raising his gun to shoot a deer partly concealed 

by the bushes, was arrested in the act by a companion, 

who exclaimed, “Hold on ! I guess it is a calf.” 
Pausing a moment, he again leveled his gun with the 

exclamation, ‘( Zounds! I’m bound to have a shot 
anyhow; so I will just shoot so as to hit it if it is a 

deer and miss it if it is a calf.” The heathen seem to 
constitute the deer and the Christian church the calf, 
with Mr. Clarke, and he fires and hits both. He makes 

some astonishing concessions with respect to the strik- 

ing similarity of the Egyptian and Jewish religions in 
some of their leading rites and doctrines, which 

strongly indicate a common origin or an outgrowth of 

one from the other. And as Egypt furnishes a hun- 
dredfold evidence of a greater antiquity (as shown in 

my “Bible of Bibles “>, the conclusion is at once 

established as to which is the parent and which the 
child. 

Mr. Clarke states that the Pentateuch fails to notice 

the Egyptian gods; and he might have thrown some- 
thing into the other end of the scale by stating that 

the early Eg+yptians neither notice the Jews nor their 

God in any of their historical writings, which forcibly 

suggests the conclusion that the Jews were an insig- 

nificant nation and made but little mark in the world. 

PERRY’S WITNRSSES AGAIN AT LOGGERHEADS. 

GRAVES : The other points raised by Mr. Clarke Mr. 

Miiller will., meet and refute. And as (‘ Muller is 

second to none in authority” with Mr. Perry, of 

course his authority will be sufficient to overthrow Mr. 
Clarke’s when he opposes him. 
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JUDGE : Mr. Miiller, what do you think of Mr. 

Clarke’s statement about the polytheism of the Eiyp- 

tians and the rnonotheism of the Jews. 

MULLER : 

” He is wrong, sir, on both, as I have shown in my ’ Chips ’ 
and in my ( Science of Religion.’ I have therein shown that all 

nations who figured in the past history of the world taught the 

‘ unity of the godhead,’ or the monotheistic idea of deity as com- 

prehended in one supreme, overruling God ; and all had a class of 

subordinate beings, denominated gods or deities by some nations and 

angels by others (including the Jews and Christians). I have stated 

that the Rig Vedas, the oldest Bible in the world, protests against the 
belief in many gods. It recognizes ‘one supreme Crod, the creator 

and ruler of all things. I have also quoted a learned Hiudoo of 

Benares who, in a public lecture, declared, ‘We really lament the 
ignorance or uncharitableness of those who charge us with polytheism 
in the teeth of thousands of texts in the Purauas, declaring in clear 

and unmistakable terms that there is but one God ’ [Chips, vol. ii, 17). 

I have also in my ’ Science of Religion ’ shown the absurdity of the 

Jews being cmsistent monotheists, with their several . ods, Jehovah, 

God, Lord, Aleim, Elohim (which means gods). These terms do not 

always apply to the same being ; and such language as ’ Let us (gods) 
make man in our own images,’ is rank polytheism.” 

GRAVES : 
I’ Why, then, does Perry quote Clarke’s erroneous statement that 

the Egyptians were gross polytheists and the Jews consistent mono- 
theists, when neither assumption is true, as shown in the ‘ Chips ’ and 

i Science of Religion 1’ by Max Muller.” 

See also “ Bible of Bibles,” chapter &xxii, 

GRAVES : The charge of idolatry against the Eg.yp- 

tians by Clarke I have fully refuted in chapter xxxii 

of the “Bible of Bibles,” wherein it is shown.that no 

nation of people ever worshiped idols or images, but 

used them as people do the photograph images of their 

friends, merely as reminders of absent friends. Swe 

denbourg is quoted to prove this also. 
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JUDGE: -Then, Mr. Miiller, you do not concur with 
Mr. Clarke and Mr. Perry in the statement that any of 
the nations were, strictly speaking, either polytheists 
or idolaters 1” 
MULLER: I do not. I have fully disproved these 

assumptions in my (‘ Chips ” and “ Science of Relig- 
ion.” 

JUDG’E : And is it true, Mr. Miiller, that the tend- 
ency has been from monotheism to polytheism, as 
-Perry states ? 

MULLER: No, sir; I have shown that the growth 
has been in the opposite direction, and that trini- 
ties of gods who once figured as three separate char- 
acters are now comprehended in the conception of one 

_ being, and whole pantheons of gods are subordinated 
to one supreme, omnipotent God who controls every; 
thing. 

CHAPTER FIFTEENTH. 

HARDWICK, AUTHOR OF “ CHRIST AND OTHER MAS- 
TERS.” . 

Mr. PERRY : This witness will now testify. 
HARDWICK : I will repeat substantially what I am 

quoted as saying in I‘ Sixteen Saviors or One.” After 
comparing Chrishna with Bacchus and Hercules, and 
also with the elder Cy;us (points which have no legit- 
imate bearing on the question before us), I have stated 
that 
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“The divine and the human could not come together and perma- 
nently exist in Chrishna according to the theory of his followers, and 
&tin going back to his celestial home he laid aside the perishable 
body, and m this respect differs from the god-man Christ.” 

JUDGE : Your first point seems to be that the divine 

and the human could not co-exist together in 

Chrishna. But do not many aviters concur with Sir 

Wm. Jones, who wroie considerable on the subject, 

and who says “his followers believed he was an incar- 
nation of the Deity in the human form “1 

HARDWICK : Yes, that is true. 

JUDGE : And would not a Deity clothed in human 
flesh be half God and half man, and thus be a god- 

man, as you say Christ was? 

HARDWICK : It does lbok a little that way. But I 

hold that the divine and human were not so psycho- 

logically or metaphysically united in %hrishna as in 

Christ. 

JUDGE : But that is a mere metaphysical speculation 
that we know nothing about, and it would not benefit 

us one iota if we knew. It looks like splitting hairs, 

and illustrates a drowning man catching at straws. It 

is as senseless as the question, Which is the mother of 

the chicken, the hei which lays the egg, or the one 
which hatches it? and would be as hard to settle. 

There is nqthing gained by such speculation. We 

cannot, therefore, entertain such a speculation. 

Mr. GRAVES : Mr. Perry’s next point is that - 
Chrishna laid aside his physical body when he entered 
his celestial home, and that-Christ did not. But is he 

not aware of the fact that there was a difference of 

opinion and coneiderable speculation about the matter 

among the early Christians as to whether Christ’s 
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body was laid ‘aside or merely changed when he went 

back to the cc house of many mansions,” and the ques- 

tion was never settled. 

No rational or philosophical Bible-believing Chris- 

tian ever believed that Christ entered heaven with his 

physical body, for the Bible declares ” Flesh and blood 

eannot enter the kingdom of, heaven.” And to as- 

sume, as some have done, that his body of flesh and 

blood and bones was changed into a spiritual body, is 

a still more glaring absurdity ; for, in that case, he 

would have two spiritual bodies, as, according to the 

Bible, he brought one with him when he came into 

the world. On the other hand, a large portion of the 

followers of Chrishna believed he took his earthly 
body with him when he returned to Nirvana, and, in 

proof of the fact, they point to the very spot where he 
ascended, in the presence of a multitude, with his 

carthly body. 
Mr. Hardwick, then, ought to see ‘that the cases 

are parallel, and that he has committed an egregious 
blunder and disclosed an ignorance of history in 

assuming a difference where there is none. Mr. Hard- 

wick must also see that we have made the case very 
strong against him, .but his popularity, his salary, his 

church, and his creed may induce him to hold to it, 

right or wrong. 
Mr Hardwick’s second position is that the Persians 

borrowed some of the doctrines of Christianity. 

Mr. Hardwick is quoted in the &‘ Sixteen Saviors or 

One ” as saying : 

I’ Modern explorations tend to show that . . . the treatises of 

the Zend-Avesta, in their present shape, can date no further back than 
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tl@ third century of the Christian era, at the Sassanian epoch, A.D. 226. 
And they persuade our ablest scholars more and more that writings *,. 
which have been brought together in the Avesta are the pro ctions 

3 

..& ! 
of differont ages, many of the chaptirs, though written as long go as ,r 

400 B. C., have all been modified and modernized by the intrusion of 
new matter.” 

‘1 ’ I . 

JUDGE : Mr. Hardwick, you have made some mo- 
mentous assumptions here. Have you any facts or. 
any kind of proof to offer in support of them? 

HARDWICK : My name is Charles Hardwick. I am 

an archdeacon, and have been a teacher of divinity in 
that old orthodox institution of Cambridge, which has 

never been polluted with the slightest tinge of Infidel- 

ity. My word shsuld not, therefore, be called in 
question. 

JUDGE: That kind of proof is not satisfactory. 

Clergymen ‘who have to look through catechigms and 

creeds and the Thirty-nine Articles to see the truth 
are likely to miss seeing a good deal of it. 

MORE CLASHING AMONG THE WITNESSES. 

Mr. GRAVES: Mr. Hardwick illustrates and Axem- 

plifies the corrupting influences of the clerical profes- 
sion and divinity schools in disqualifying men for act- 

ing as witnesses in any case affecting their creeds and 

salaries. And I will now bring forward a witness 

(Max Miiller) to prove that Mr. Hardwick has been a 

victim to these cramping and corrupting influences. _ 
MULLER: I have much regretted to observe the 

extent to which Mr. Hardwick’s mental vision has 

been blinded and perverted, and the depth to which 

his soul has sunk in a fathomless sea of bigotry, and 

his mind and judgment warped by a straight-jacket 
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orthodox education. I exposed him thoroughly in a 

long public lecture, which will be found in my 
d 

ii Cl&$ vol. i, page 51. 

Perry has quoted from his “ Christ and Other 

Masters.” This is the very work Mr. Miiller so se- 

verely criticised, as it evidently presents very per- 

verted, unfair, and .erroneous views of the religions of 

the.oriental nations, as found in China, India, Persia, 

etc. 
Mr. Mtiller says in that lecture that “‘ No honest 

impartial person can like the temper of his criticisms 
on those religions. An under-current of sectarian 

prejudice breaks out again and again which prevents 

him from seeing their beauty and their deep lessons of 

wisdom. He uses harsh language, and seems glad of 

every opportunity to try to show that they are but 

chaff. He speaks .in a tone of offended orthodoxy. 

He has no sympathy with those religions. He virtu- 

ally insists on the falsity of all other religions in order 

to prove his own true. He shows a want of faith in 
God and the inscrutable wisdom of his government ” 

(Chips, vol. i, page 55.) 

One of his neighbors jocosely remarked that his 

soul was so dried up with”bigotry that it rattled when 

he walked. 

JUDGE : Mr. Muller, do yea consider such a witness 

qualified to testify in the case now before the.courtl 

MULLER : I have stated several times inferentially 

in my lectures that it is morally impossible for a mind 

so biased and so blinded to present the straightfor- 

ward, unvarnished truth. He would naturally distort, 

leave out, and perhaps misrepresent, 
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Mr. GRAVES: The reader will observe that Mr. 
Hardwick and Mr. Miiller are Mr. Perry’Cf;principal 

witnesses. He quotes more extensively from them 

than from any of his other authorities. T ey must, 

therefore, be regarded as his principal au orities. $ 

And we here observe they are at loggerheads ; Hnrd- 

wick may, therefore, be considered as being r&Jed out 

‘of court. He fails to present any proof of his @ition, 

and also fails to present the credentials of a go.od wit- 

ness. His testimony, therefore, can have no “weight 

with the jury. 

MR. GRAVES' COUNTER-TESTIMONY, 

We will now proceed to show by counter-testimony 
that Mr. Hardwick’s statements and positions have no 

basis of truth, and must, therefore, be rejected as false 

if they are to be understood in the light Mr. Perry 

evidently designs them to be, though it will be ob- 
served his language is so indefinite it is difficult to 

determine what he does mean. He speaks of the 

Zend-Avesta in ‘L its present form.” Whether that 

form refers to the shape of the book, the construction 

of its language, the projection of its illustrations, the 

nature of its ceremonies, the order of its rituals, or 
the spirit and tendency of its doctrines, is all left to 

blind conjecture. 

He intimates that the book underwent a change at 

the time of the Sassanian revival, A. n. 226. Nobody 

doubts that: The word Zend is simply used to denote 

a sort of commentary, interpreting and explaining the 

Avesta, and, strictly speaking, is no part of the sacred 

book. At’ the time referred to, the Zend was more 

, 
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permanently united to the Avesta (that is, one of the 

zends, fdr there have been several); and’ in this way 
we admit its form was changed. If this is what Mr. 

ck means, we take no issue with him; but if 

he means, as I suppose Mr. Perry understands him to 
mean, that a radical change was made in its doctrines 

and its moral teachings at that period, we are pre- 

pared to overthrow the assumption. We have quoted 

the statement from Mr. Hardwick that the Avesta 

was changed and modernized by the intrusion of new 

matter. XIere the language_ is indefinite again; but 

we will assume he means its doctrines and teachings 
underwent a dhange at that period, and will proceed 

to show the position is not true. 

GOODRICH. 

Our first witness shall be the great historian, Mr. 
Goodrich, who has stated, in his “History of All 

Nations,” that “the Persian religion originated in an 

age when history was lost in fable; but it has been 

preserved, through good and bad fortune, through the 

long series of a.ges without alteration.” . 

Here Mr. Goodrich declares the teachings of the 

Persian religion have not been essentially changed, 

Hardwick to the contrary notwithstanding. 

MULLER. 

We will now hear from Mr. Miiller. Again Muller 
says, u There is no more primitive religious code than 

the, Avesta ” (Chips, vol, i, p. 116). Thus Miiller vir- 

tually says Hardwick is mistaken in saying it has been 

modernized. Muller also states that the Persians 

* 
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venerate their religion, like other nations, for its an- 

tiquity, which makes them guard it very sacredly 

from the slightest alterationin its teachings. 

EAUG. 

Haug, who has studied the Persian religion more 
critically than any other living man, says : “ The 

Persians cherish such an exalted veneration for Zoro- 

aster, the reputed writer of the Avesta, that they will 

not suffer one word of alteration in it, so that a word 

could not be added or abstracted from it.” 

JUDGE : Will Mr. Hardwick, then, explain how it 

has been modernized, by the introduction of new mat- 

ter if not a word has been added or altered ? 

Mr. HARDWICK: As that question is a sort of his- 

torical puzzle: you will please give me a little time on 

it; 

MULLER WILL TESTIFY AGAIN. 

Max Muller has stated in his LL Chips,” vol. i, p. 116, 

that 

“ The Per&us have always turned a deaf ear to the appeals of the 
Christian missionaries, and adopt. every scheme they can invent to 

counteract their influence. Hence but few of them have been con- 

verted to Christianity.” 

JIJDGE : Will Mr. Hardwick explain how a nation 

of people cherishing such a strong hatred or dislike 
for Christianity should fall in love with its doctrines 

as if by magic, and modernize their religion by draw- 

ing those doctrines into their time-ho&red sacred 

books 1 
HARDWICK: As that question is rather a hard one, 

*\ 
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I should like time to consult with Mr. Beecher and 
Mr. Swing before giving an answer. 

Mr. GRAVES : Hardwick says many chapters of the 
Avfesta were written as long ago as 400 B.C. ; but 
gives us to understand that most of them were written 
since the dawn of the Christian era. 

JUDGE : Mr. Haug, who is the best informed writer 
o:~ this subject of any scholar of the age, will state 
what he thinks of Hardwick’s statement. 

HAUG: I have found many cogent facts in my re- 
searches which clearly and fully establish the conclu- 
sion that “ the oldest books of the Avesta were writ- . 
ten about 1200 B.C., and the last books about 500 
B.C., ” as I told Mr. Muller. 

JUDGE : Then you don’t agree with Mr. Hardwick 
that most of the books were written since.the begin- 
ning of the Christian era? 

HAUG: No ; and no sensible man who is well 
informed on the subject can entertain such an opinion. 

Mr. GRAVES : We will hear the testimony of one 
more witness-the learned writer Mr. Bopp. 

Mr. Bopp has published the statement in writing 
that (‘ the Avesta must all have been written before 
the Alexandrian conquest, 300 B.C.” 

That leaves none of it to have been written as late - 
as the beginning of the Christian era. No ; and no ’ 

well informed scholar can entertain such a belief. 
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CHAPTER SIXTEENTH. 

JOHN STUART BULL. 

Mr. PERRY : Mr. Mill will now speak of Christ. 
MILL : My statement, as found in Mr. Perry’s book, 

is that 
. 

“ Christ was a unique figure, unlike both his precursors and his fol- 

lowers, and none of his disciples or proselytes were capable of invent- 

ing the sayings ascribed to him or of imagining his life and character 

as revealed in the gospels.” 

JUDGE: Why is this testimony presented? Does 
Mr. Graves suppose the story of the life and teach- 
ings of Jesus Christ were invented ? 

Mr. GRAVES: No, sir ; I do not. Such a thought 
never entered my mind, though I suppose some of it 
was borrowed 

JUDGE : Why do you, Mr. Perry, attempt to prove 
a position which Mr. Graves does not deny ? It looks 
like shooting in the air. 

Mr. PERRY : I have nothing to say, only that I 
thought it would add to the size of my I‘ thin book.” 

CHAPTER SEVENTEENTH. 

JOHN FlSKE. 

Mr. PERRY : John Fiske has something to say about 
Jacolliot. 

FISKE: My language, which Mr. Perry has appropri- 
ated to his, own use, is simply a condemnation of 
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Gladstone for showing favor to Jacolliot’s ‘l Bible in 
India. ” I have stated that 

“Gladstone does not unreservedly approve of this book, neither 
does he appear to suspect that it is a disgraceful piece of charlatanry 
written by a man ignorant of the subject of which he treats.” 

JUDGE : Will Mr. Perry please explain what bear- 

ing this testimony has in the case now before the 

court ‘I Why is Mr. Gladstone arraigned here to be 

condemned? Is he one of the parties ill this suit? 

Mr. PERRY : No, sir; I believe not. But that was 

a matter I did not think much about. I noticed he 

showed some favor to Jacolliot’s book, and that was 

sufficient to prompt me to attack him without consid- 

ering whether it had any relevancy to this case or not. 
Mr. GRAVES: My name is not Gladstone, and there- 

fore Mr. Fiske’s condemnation of him does not hit me. 

It is difficult to see why Fisk’s censure of Gladstone 

was not sent to him instead of being hurled at me. I 

suppose Mr. Perry’s purpose is to show that Glad- 

stone’s partial approval of a book which he calls one 

of my authorities is condemned by such a great man 

as John Fiske. But let me remind him that John Fisk:, 

is but a pigmy by the side of a great giant when 

weighed in the scales with Mr. Gladstone. But Glad- 

stone is amply able to take care of himself, and to dis- 

tance in the rac:e both Fiske and Perry. I never 

indorsed Jacolliot’s book nor quoted anything from it 

but what is indorsed by other writers. This is more 

of Mr. Perry’s random shootin 
$ 

in the dark. Be fires 

into the air and h?tis nothing. 
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THE LONDON ATHEN&UY. 

This paper is quoted in, condemnation of Mr. Hig 

gins. And here is what it says about him: 

Ii We remember being much struck by seeing among the books of 

reference in the. Museum reading-room the Anacalypsis of Godfrey 

Higgins. Never was there more wildness of speculation than in its 
attempt to lift the veil of Isis. But thousands of statements cited 

from all quarters and very well indorsed brought the book into such 

demand that it was placed in the reading-room.” 

Mr. GRAVES: 
Here is a case of tearing down with one hand and 

building up with the other. It admits the book was in 

great demand, and its readers and admirers were some 

of the most learned and intelligent of men, but then it 

indulges in some Cd wild speculations.” It is hard to 

conceive of a wilder speculation than that of con- 

deming a book which contains thousands of state- 

ments gathered from nearly all nations, from all the 
great libraries of the world, and from hundreds of the 

ablest and most popular writers that ever wielded the 
pen, and from inscriptions found on the numerous 

monuments of the East, and finally a book embody- 
ing the greatest storehouse of facts and knowIedge 

with respect to all the religions of the world ever 

accumulated before or since, almost amounting to a 
sum total of all the religious and theological. literature 

of the world, the result of more than twenty years’ 

labor, consuming ten hours daily. To condemn such a 

work because it indulges in some speculations which 

the writer deems wild is itself the very acme of “ wild 

speculation. ” The writer probably knew but little 

about the learned work written by Godfrey Higgins. 
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Before Higgins’ work can be overthrown the nu- 

merous authorities on which it is based, and which 

amply sustain it, must be met and vanquished, and he 

who undertakes the task should count the cost before 

he begins. Truly Mr. Perry seems very much beset to 
find objectionable traits in the character of those 

writers he calls Mr. Graves’ authorities. He appears 
about as much perplexed to find any ground for criti- 
cism as Mother Gray was to find a pretext for dismiss- 

ing some of her boarders when they became too 

numerous for her limited supplies. They were all 
such clever fellows that it was hard to conjure up an 

objection to any of them. But she hit upon it at 

last. She told Jim and Jake and Joe that she could 
board them no longer because they parted their hair 
in the middle. According to Perry, De Quincy was 
an opium eater, ” Baillie was wild,” Eusebius a blun- 

derer, Bunsen extravagant, Higgns wild in specula- 

tion, etc. All these crimes are nearly as terrible as 
that of it parting the bair in the middle.” 

If every work should be condemned which is equally 

obnoxious to such a charge, or in which some strongly 

prejudiced reader living in the hot-bed of an orthodox 
community like Higgins’ critic (dho desired to in- 

crease the patronage of his paper) might fancy he 

had found some wild speculation, the shelves of our 

libraries would soon be empty. Nearly every popular 
work would pass under the flaming sword of condem- 

nation. 
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CHAPTER EIGHTEENTH. 

MAX MULLER PERRY’S PRINCIPAL WITNESS.-HE 

“ WAKES UP THE WRONG PASSENGER.“-MULLER 

OVERTHROWS PERRY’S MAIN POSITION. 

Mr. Perry attaches so much importance to Max 

Muller’s testimony that he declares (‘it is second to 

none.” And I acquiesce in this estimate of Mr. Mtil- 

ler’s testimony. Although he lived in the heart of an 

orthodox community, and was a professor in a bigoted 

orthodox university, which greatly hampered the free 

expression of his views, and caused him at times in 

his’efforts to accommodate his friends, to pursue a 

compromise course, and make concessions to their 

strong sectarian feelings which almost involved con- 

tradictions to other statements made by him when not 

under the pressure of such powerful antagonistic influ- 

ences ; yet, on the whole, his testimony is for the truth. 

His large and cultivated mind could not be restrained, 

at all times, from giving utterance to some glorious 

truths, and citing some important facts which offended 

the orthodox, and which are quite damaging to Mr. 

Perry’s main proposition ; the citation of which may 
excite some such cogitations in his mind as were ex- 

cited in the mind of the pious matron who, when 

called upon to give in her experience in class meeting, 

replied, ‘( I have ‘been thinking, the least said the 
soonest mended.” 

We will first examine the citation which Mr. Perry 

makes from his writings, and notice whether they 

really prove what he claims or affects to prove by 

them in support of his main proposition--” The pst- 
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Christian origin of the leading tenets of the oriental 

religiona” 

JUDGE: Max Mailer is a witness whose testimony 

may be regarded as almost a final decision on any con- 

troverted question of oriental literature 0~ theology, 
he being considered the greatest living oriental scholar. 

x His authority is second to none,” says Perry. He 

also says, “ No man’s diction carries greater weight.” 

GRAVES : Mr. Miiller will mw speak. 
MULLER: I published in a London paper, a few 

years ago, under the head of “A Chapter of Accidents 

in Comparative Theology,” an account of a trick which 

some Hindoo pundits played off on some pseudo mis- 

sionary confederates or co-workers (portions of 
which Mr. Perry has inserted in his “ Sixteen Saviors 

or One”). I will relate the whole circumstance, sub- 

stantially. A Mr. Wilford, connected, I believe, with 

the East India enterprise as a co-laborer with Sir Wm. 
Jones, having discovered some striking analogies be-. 

tween the Hindoo Qedas and the Jewish portion of 

the Christian Bible, had his curiosity raised to the 

highest pitch, which resulted in a determination to in- 

vestigate the matter thoroughly, and learn the extent 

of the resemblance or similarity between the two 

religions. Some of the learned Brahmans, having dis- 

covered his great anxiety to make a strong case, came 

to the conclusion to assist him by a clever trick, which 

consisted in forging some new leaves for the Qedas, 

containing well-known Greek, Latin, and Hebrew 
names (which is thus spoken of in the extract found 

in Perry’s book): 
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‘ Essay after essay from Cal. Wilford’s pen appeared in the LiAsiat. 

Res.,” with extracts from the Sanscrit manuscripts, containing, not 

only the names of Deucalion, Prometheus, and other heroes or deities 
of Greece, but likewise the names of Adam and Eve, and Abraham 

and Sarah, and all the rest . . . At last, however, the coincidence 

became too great, the manuscripts wc’e again carefully euamined, and 

then it was discovered that a clever forgery had been committed-that 

leaves had been inserted into ancient manuscripts, and that on thcsc 
leaves the pundits, urged by Col. Wilford to disclose their ancient 

mysteries and traditions, had rendered in correct Sanscrit verses all 

that they had heard about Adam and Abraham from their inquisitive 

master (Mr. Wilford). Col. Wilford, having discovered the trick, did 

not hesitate to confess that he had been imposed upon.” 

The same article shows that Jacolliot was imposed 
upon, in a similar manner, by forged leaves stuck in 

one of the Vedas, containing the names of Adam, Eve, 

Abram, Isaac, Moses, etc., which he copied into his 

book called “The Bible in India.” But it appears 

that he also finally discovered the trick; and 

thus the whole thing ended. And what does all this 

amount to? In the name of reason, I would ask how 

it can do anything towards establishing the conclusion 

which Mr. Perry seemingly quotes it to prove, viz., 
that an entire change and revolution was effected in 

the sacred books and religion of the Hindoos by the 

idle tricks of a few pundits. For Mr. Perry not only 

quotes several writers to prove it, but affirms himself 

that important additions and changes have been made 

in the Hindoo sac&d books and their religion, and his 

readers understand him to relate this story in proof of 
it. But the facts in the case, so far from supporting 

the conclusion that any changes were thus made in 

their scriptures or their religion, go far toward proving 

the impossibility of effecting such an achievement in 
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that way. It shows that such an undertaking could 

not progress very far till some able scholars would 

detect the alterations by comparing the new editions 

with the older manuscripts. And this is true, not 

only with respect to India, but likewise Persia and 

other oriental nations. Mr. Perry argues that radical 

changes have been made in several of the oriental 

religions, and this circumstance is probably related to 
suggest the manner in which it was done. But a 
critical investigation of the matter will show it could 

not have been effected in this way, nor in any other 

way. I will make a brief statement of some of the 

insuperable difficulties to be encountered in any move- 

ment for the consummation of a change and revolu- 

tion in any of their institutions or customs. 

1. The disciples of the Hindoo faith have long com- 

prised about one-third of the inhabitants of the globe 

scattered in various countries, and in many localities 

cut off from communication with each other. 

2. They are divided into various sects so hostile to 

each other, in some cases, that they could not have 

been induced to unite together in any enter- 

prise for general change in any of their religions, cus- 

toms, habits, or institutions. 

- 3. And yet, most of their creeds comprise some of 

the doctrines of the Christian Bible. 

4. They have not less than nine hundred sacred books 

found in various countries; and nearly all of them, so 

far as examined, contain doctrines always claimed by 

Christians to be peculiarly Christian, and a number of 

them contain sketches of their principal gods, which 
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strongly resemble the life and doctrines of Jesus 

Christ. 
5. They are known, from their earliest history, to 

have been scrupulously and conscientiously opposed 

to any essential change in any of their sacred books 

or fundamental doctrines, and hence no such changes 

have been known to have been made by any of the 
leading sects since they were organized, though some 

of them, by virtue of the general law of growth, have 

modified some of their minor tenets and religious 

customs. 

6. To guard against change in their sacred books, 

and their religion, they, several thousand years ago, 
had every word, syllable, and letter counted in their 

principal holy books, so that they could at once detect 

any change or alteration in their doctrines, or any of 

their teachings. To suppose, therefore, such a general 

and radical change has -been made in the Hindoo re- 
ligion as Mr. Perry assumes, since the establishment 

of Ch-ristianity, is supremely absurd, if not superla- 
tively ridiculous. 

MULLER TURNS STATE'S EVIDENCE AGAINST PERRY. 

Muller, the very authority which Mr. Perry here 
quotes to sustain his theory and assumptions, shows by 

the language he uses on different occasions that he 
does not deduce any such conclusions from the Col. 

Wilford and Jacolliot deception as Mr. Perry evi- 
dently does, and he denies,‘what Mr. Perry affirms, that 

radical changes have been made in the Hindoo relig- 

ion, since the dawning of the Christian era. For he 
declares, as quoted elsewhere, that ii the religion and 
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literature of the Qedas and the Brahmins have been 

preserved in an uninterrupted chain for a period 

extending over a period of more than 3,000 years ” 

(Sci. Rel., vol i, p. 33). 

And he says again, as if in direct &llusion to Per- 
ry’s assumption of impoytant changes in the Qedas in 
modern times, “The Qedas is no modern forgery.” 
Such declarations as are here made by Mr. Mtiller 

explode Mr. Perry’s assumption of important changes 

in the Qedas since the inauguration of the Christian 

era, into a thousand fragments. For if it has been 

preserved in an uninterrupted and unbroken chain for 

more than three thousand years, then it is evident and 

even sell-evident that it has undergone no essential 

changes by taking in sorne of the doctrines of Chris- 

tianity. I wish Mr. Perry to look these facts right in 
the face, 6ven though it should cause a little trembling 

of the knees. It will require more help than Mr. 

Beecher and Mr. Swing can both render him to drag 

his borrowing theory out of this logical morass. 

1. Here I must notice the assertion of Mr. Perry that 
I have borrowed largely from Jacolliot, and that he is 

one of my principal authorities; whereas the truth is, 

as I have elsewhere stated, that with the exception ot 

about half a dozen words, there is but one chapter of 

the forty-six in the book (“The Sixteen Saviors “) 

which contains one line from Jacolliot. 

2. And I have quoted nothing from Jacolliot that 

is not also found in other ‘authors. I have quoted 
none of the spuricus passages which Mtiller has 

pointed out and condemned. 
3. And then, as Mtill~ lli:n.:.ciI says thoso spurious 
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passages in the Qedas were soon detected by observing 

they could not be found in the older manuscripts, it 

will be seen at once that no permanent changes could 

be effected in their sacred books in this way. 

Here let the reader note the fact that the story of a 

father offering a son as a sacrifice to a god which the 

Hindoo pundits have been charged with making and 

sticking into the Qedas to parallel the case of Abraham 

offering his son Isaac, is actually found in the Rig 

Qeda, which Muller says is more than 3,000 years old, 

and therefore was not manufactured by them nor 

Jacolliot, though they altered the names. The name 

of the father in the Qeda is Ajigartha, and that of the 

son Sunahsepa, which the Pundits changed to Abm- 

ham and Isaac ; and the name of the ,god to whom 

the offering was to have been made, was Qaruna. B\lt 

the boy made his escape, and the father afterwards 

acknowledged he was wrong and was condemned b-y 

his friends. In these respects his story differs from 

that of Abraham. The only thing Miiller condemns in 

the case is the change in the names. He don’t deny 

the story. It was, then, no forgery at all either of the 

Pundits or Jacolliot 

CHAPTER NINETRENTH. 

GODFREY HIGGINS AS A WRITER. 

We will now see with what success Mr. Perry has 

demolished Mr. Higgins, whom he assumes to be my 

principal authority ; and as he was one of the greatest 
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historians the world ever produced, I am proud to 
own him as an authority. 

Mr. Perry first exhausts his own quiver in his effort 

to annihilate him, and then brings to his aid a bigoted 

orthodox journal, the lL London Athemeum,” whioh 

was about as much afraid of Infidelity as it was of the 

Asiatic cholera. But as I have already shown how 

ridiculous were its charges in chapter xv, I will con- 
fine this notice to Mr. Perry’s charges against that 

great author, who’ reached a mental altitude that but 

few can hope to attain. 

Mr. Perry, after admitting him to have been a very 

learned man, says he was (‘eccentric, absurd, and in- 

capable of weighing authorities.” To be sure; but 
thousands of intelligent people would pronounce him 

as capable of weighing authorities as Mr. Perry him- 

self. Who is to decide between them, or who can 
show his authorities are not correctly weighed i’ If Mr. 

Perry can do it, why did he not do sol It is an easy 

matter to conjure up some kind of flimsy objections 

against any writer who gives utterance to unpopular 

truths. No such writer has ever escaped being at- 

tacked in this way; even Jesus Christ himself was 

considered eccentric, “ mad,” ,in “ possession of a 

devil,” etc., because he did not preach or teach the 

popular orthodox religion. 

Mr. Higgins claimed to be a religious man, and.did 

not denounce any system of religious faith. But he 
made some astonishing and startling discoveries rela- 

tive to the crucifixion of the oriental gods, and showed 

that many stories of the crucifixion of gods were prev- 

alent in the world long before the crucifixion of Christ. 
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This was enough to bring down upon his devoted 

head the. bitter anathemas and condemnation of the 

orthodox churches, because, like Paul, they had de- 
termined to (’ know nothing but Jesus Christ and him 

crucified ;” that is, they are determined not to know 

any other gods were crucified And then Mr. Higgins 

shows that most of the doctrines of the Christian faith 

were taught by various heathen or oriental nations 
long before the advent of Christ. This also made 

him a target for the missiles of the orthodox priesthood. 

Dr. Johnson relates an anecdote which illustrates 

this prejudice quite forcibly. A young lady of fastid- 

ious taste, who was once riding with a popular author, 

had her high-toned sense of propriety disturbed by 
observing that his horse’s caudal appendage was dis- 

heveled and disfigured with burrs, which grew on 

some weeds in that locality. A short time after this 

occurrence his forthcoming work came from the press, 

and a copy of it was placed in her hands. On exam- 

ining it, she observed some views set forth in it not in 

accord&me with her established predilections. Hence, 

when asked to purchase the work, she replied she 

could not beheve all an author wrote who suffered his 

horse’s tail to get in such a fix. She evaded the real 
objection just as Mr. Perry and the “Athenaeum” 

have done in the case of Higgins when they charge 

him with being “ eccentric,” “ indulging in wild specu- 

lation,” eto., which is about as sensible as the burrs in 

the horse’s tail, and, I presume, .comes about as near 

stating the real ‘objections. Before they can over- 

throw Higgins, they must overthrow his authorities, 

and that they have not even attempted to do. 
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The ‘( Alliance ” published at Chicago, suggests 
that Mr. Perry’s e)xposition of Mr. Higgins will cause 
me to wish he had never been born. No; I entertain 
a more rational wish than this in the case. I wish 
that editors who attempt to write on subjects of which 
they are as ignorant as goats, had been born several 
thousand years ago, when it was customary for all 
animals of that species to travel on four legs. 

CHAPTER TWENTIETH. 

MULLER REPROVES THOSE OCCUPYING. PERRY’S POSI- 

TION FOR THEIR DISPARAGING VIEWS OF THE 

ANCIENT RELIGIONS. 

The minds of a large portion of Christian professors 
are so thoroughly saturated with prejudice toward the 
professors and disciples of other religions that they 
can hardly speak a good word in their favor. 

Max Miiller comes forward in defense of these mal- 
treated disciples of religion and administers a whole- 
some moral reproof to their Pharisaical enemies. We 
will quote his language : 

1. “ A scholar-like treatment of the religions of the 
world is still a desideratum ” (Chips, vol. ii, p. 184). 

He was referring to the actions of Christian pro- 
fessors, and thus virtually says ‘(The great body of 
Christians do not treat them properly.” 

2. Again Miiller says: (‘What we know of the 
ancient religions comes frequently from prejudiced 
observers.” 
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Here is a very instructive moral lesson. It suggests 

the thought that we cannot implicitly rely upon any 

of the reports with respect to the character and teach- 

ings of the ancient religions coming from the hands of 

Christiah writers unless we have corroborative evi- 

dence of their correctness. 

Where is Mr. Perry? I want him to read this. 

3. (‘ No judge,” says Miiller, L6 if he had before him 

the worst of criminals, wodcl treat him as most his- 
torians and theologians have treated the religions of 

the world. Every act in the lives of their founders 

which shows they were but men is eagerly seized and 

judged without mercy. Every doctrine that is not . 
carefully guarded is interpreted in the worst sense 

that it will bear. Every act of worship that differs 

from our own way of serving God is held up to ridi- 
cule and contempt. And this is not done by acci- 

dent, but with a set purpose. . . . And if the 
study of the ancient religions produces but this result’ 

-that it drives this godless heresy out of every Chris- 

tian heart--it will have clone a good work” (Chips, 

vol. ii, p. 104). 

4. Again Muller says : ‘L Those who imagine that in 

order to make sure of their own salvation they must 

have a great gulf fixed between their own religion and 

the. religion of Buddha, Zoroaster, and. Confucius . 
. . should learn that those religions have effected 

the divine education of the human race, and are sup- 

ported by authorities before which they would proba- 

bly bow in silence ” (Science of Religion, p. 106). 
He also says their writings contain “gems of truth 

more precious than gold” Here Perry should stick a pin. 
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6. Col. Dowe says that ((bigoted and sectarian 

writers have prejudiced all Europe by-their unfair 

descriptions of the Hindoo religions, which they do 

not understand and do not try to understand.” 

6. Mtiller says: lL When we accustom ourselves to 

beiieve in an earlier civilization of Egypt, Babylon, 

China, and India . . . we shall have to drop the 

name of barbarian altogether ” (Chips, p. 266). 

Perhaps Perry will still have use for the word. I 

guess he will. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-FIRST. 

PERRY’S WITNESSES CONDEMN HIS CHARGES AGAINST 

THE ORIENTAL RELIGIONS. 

After stating that much that is degrading and fool- 
* ish and inconsistent is found in the oriental religions 

(admitting some moral wisdom), Mr. Perry says, “The 

gospel of good news is found only in our scriptures,” 

thus intimating a wide difference between the Chris- 

tian religion and its scriptures and those of other 

nations. And his book seems to be a labored effort to 

show that there is but little that is really good and 

valuable in other systems of religion excepting what 
they borrowed or stole at a later date from Christianity. 

Here again he is met, confronted, and refuted by his 

own witnesses. I will cite some of their testimonies, 
and first of all Mr. Muller’s : 

1. This writer says (by quotation) : CL He who knows 

but one religion knows none.” A pretty hard hit at 
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Mr. Perry, who. practically knows no religion but 

that of Jesus. 

2. Again Miiller says : “Let us make up our mind 

to look at those oriental religions for what is true and 

good and we will hardly know our old religion again ” 

(Science of Religion, p. 108). 

This is virtually saying that whatever we find that 
is good and true in our own religion can be found also 

in other systems. I propose that Mr. Perry appoint 

Mr. Beecher and the editor of the (‘ Telegram ” a com- 

mittee to visit him and put him on the right track. 

3. Again he says : L‘ In Buddhism and the Chinese 

religion we find what we most value in our own.” 

Mr. Perry don’t find anything of the kind. 
4. Mtiller calls the old religions (‘Precious metals 

which shine with brightness and purity after the rust 

of ages is worn off” (Science of Religion, p. 27)., 
Mr. Perry seems only to see the rust. 

5. ‘i The ancient religions are ‘the divine educators 

of the human race,? according to Mtiller. But Mr. 

Perry does not appear to find anything divine about 
them, but stigmatizes them as “foolish, degrading, 

and inconsistent” I guess these qualities can be 

found also in his own religion when he gets the scales 

off his eyes so that he can see them.’ 

6. Again Miiller says: “We have a period of the 

intellectual life of man in the Vedas to which there is 

no parallel in any other part of the world ” (Chips, p. 

67). What becomes of Mr. Perry’s exalted view of 
Christianity in this case ? 

7. “Not even the Christian religion,” says Muller, 

u has exercised so powerful an influence in diminishing 

\ 
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crimes” (Science of Religion, p. 132). What will 

Mr. Perry do with this statement? ’ 
8. “The moral code of Buddhism,” says MtiIler, 

“taken by itseIf, is one of the most perfect which the 

world has ever known” (Chips, p. 217). 
How widely he differs from Mr. Perry, who tells us 

that ([ the gospe 1 f o g ood news can be found only in 

our scriptures.” I fancy Perry will here enter a pro- 

test. 
9. lL We need not appeal to any authority if we will, 

but read the records of the ancient’ religions with an 

open heart and a Christian spirit” (Science of Relig- 

ion, p. 108). 
Here is another good lesson for Mr. Perry and his 

sectarian friends. I guess Perry is getting enough of 

Miiller. 
10. L’ There is no religion which does not say, L Do 

good and avoid evil ’ ” (Science of Religion, p. 108). 

What a pulverizing blow on Mr. Perry’s statement 

that ‘l the gospel of good against evil are found only in 

our scriptures !” Will he recant and take it back? 

11. “According to- Buddhism, the motive to a11 our 

actions sholrld be pity and love for our neighbor ” 

(Science of Religion, p. 114). Is not this the gospel 

of good news ? 
12. “ Buddhism,” says Bishop Bagendat, ‘( upholds 

the notion of a savior and a deliverer, and the neces- 

sity of his mission for procuring the saltion of man.” 

This is a leveling blow at Perry’s position about a 

savior. And if this is not the sum total of Per- 

ry’s ‘I gospel. of good &ws,” it would be hard to 

find it, 

. 

. 
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13. ‘I The role of Buddha, from beginning to end, 
is that of a deliverer” (Science of Religion, p. 133). 

This, with the testimonies above cited, comprehends 
the essence of what the early Christians meant by LL the 
gospel of good news,” which Perry declares is found 
only in the Christian scriptures. A lunatic in one of 
our asylums once exclaimed, it I say the whole world 
is crazy, and the whole world says I am crazy.” Will 
Perry adopt a similar soliloquy? It will be observed 
by the foregoing citations that thirteen historical bat- 
teries are fired at Perry’s favorite theories and assump- 
tions by some of the ablest writers that ever wielded 
the pen. I admire the courage more than the wisdom 
or good sense of the man who can still defend a theory 
or assumption after it has been demolished a thousand 
times. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-SECOND. 

DIDBRA.HMINISM EVER UNDERGO ARADICAL CHANGE? 

Mr. Perry, after quoting my statement, that neither 
the language nor religion of the Brahmins has ever 
been known to change, gives vent to uncivil language 
by declaring, LL A greater amount of absurdity and 
falsehood could hardly have been comprised within 
so few lines.” Did I cherish the disposition to retali- 
ate, I would say, A greater amount of ignorance is 
seldom found in so few lines, or a greater insult ‘to 
established authorities than this statement 

I will now show that if there is any ‘( absurdity and 
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falsehood ” in the case, they are chargeable upon his 

own. witnesses, and he must settle the matter with 

them. As he accepts Muller as an authority, to settle 

such disputes, we will ,first hear what this matchless 

historian says in the case. He says this : it The Vedas, 

with the Brahmanas, form an uninterrupted chain of 

theological literature extending over a period of three 

thousand years ” (Science of Religion, vol. ii, p. 33). 

If the chain of their religion has been unbroken for 

three thousand years, as Mtiller affirms, then the ques- 

_ tion is settled forever that their religion has not been 

essentially changed. Mr. Perry affirms it has, because 

the Vedas do not say a word about Chrishna, the great- 

est of the incarnate gods. This is true, and it is 

equally true that the Hindoos believed in incarnate 

gods at the time the first Veda is said to have been 

Written, about 1200 or 1400 B.C. ; and Mr. Perry him- 

self virtually admits it, for he, concedes that Chrishna 

was the eighth incarnation, which is an admission that 
seven incarnations preceded him, and this would cover 

a period of several thousand years before Christ 

Another fact on which Mr. Perry bases the assump- 

tion that the Hindoo religion has been suddenly 

changed is that the Vedas don’t speak of the ipcarna- 

tion of gods, which was afterwards taught by some of 

the Hindoo sects. But a little investigation of the 

matter will show that this assumption is founded in 

an ignorance of history, for facts show that the belief 

in incarnate gods is as old as the Vedas, although the 

Vedas is silent on the subject, because not written by 

the sect who taught the doctrine. But accepting the 

testimony of that great oriental scholar, Mr. Higgins, 
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that the incarnated god Chrishna was born about 

1200 B.C., and that of the Rev. D. 0. Allen, that the 

Vedas were written about 1000 or 1200 B.C., we must 

admit that the doctrine of the incarnation is.as old as 

the Vedas, and thus Perry’s assumption falls to the 

ground. 
Again, Mr. Perry refers to the great Buddhist 

schism which took place in the fifth century, B. c., 

seemingly as evidence of ,a radical change in the Brah- 

min religion. Well, this idea, I confess, is somewhat 

novel-that a sect which separated from the old fos- 

silized religion of Brahminism simply because after 

laboring long and hard to get it to change and adopt 
their reformatory ideas and doctrines, did change it, 

nevertheless. The fact is, they would never have 

left it only that it was so completely fossilized or 

crystallized that it could not be changed. There 

would be as much sense, science, or logic in assuming 

that Martin Luther changed the religion of Christianity 

when he left the Roman Catholic church, or that the 

various sects which have sprung up since have effected 

a radical change in its doctrines, as that the new sect 
of Buddhists hhanged the religion of the Brahmins. 

Nothing can be further from the truth. I admit, how- 

ever, that Brahrninism has changed slowly and gradu- 

ally, like all other institutions, by the great inherent 

and universal law of growth and decap, which changes 

everything; but that changes sufficient to make any 
visible alteration in their leading doctri,ies or tenets of 

religious faith have taken place, I do not admit. 

Mr. Perry dares not cite that able witness, Mr. 
Miiller, in this case, for he demolishes the very posi- 

V 
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tion he would have him affirm. Mr. Perry says the 

authentic history of India commenced in the twelfth 

century, and predicates the assumption probably upon 

the faqthat that appears to be the date of their oldest 

manuscripts. But such an assumption must ruin the 

claims and destroy the foundation of his own religion, 
and thus his historical blunder proves too much and 

hangs him, Haman-like, upon his own gallows ; for 

Mtiller shows that the Christian Bible (the Old Testa 

ment portion) is in a worse condition than the Hindoo 

Bible, for its oldest manuscripts only date to the tenth 

century, while the Hindoos’ date to the twelfth. 

Hence his argument strikes more fatally at his own 
religion than the Hindoos’. But Muller says, that aside 

from the date of the manuscripts, there is evidence 

that the manuscripts in both cases were written before 

the Christian era-the Hindoo religion 1200 B.C., the 

Jewish 400 B.C. Instead of thus putting the authentic 

history of India in the twelfth century of our era, he 
says there is proof that the Hindoo manuscriptswere 

written 1200 B.C., instead of kb. 1200, as Mr. Perry 

seems to assume-a difference of twenty-four hundred 

years. Thus his best witness is against him. If we 

must assume that the authentic history of India com- 

menced in the twelfth century, A.D., then ‘ye must 

assume that the Jewish history commenced in the 
tenth, according to Miiller I have quoted Miiller’s 

statement that the religion of the Vedas has remained 

unbroken for 3,000 years. And the Rev. D. 0. Allen 

says, IL It is the general opinion of oriental scholars 

that the Vedas were put into their present form 1200 
or I#)0 B.C." And he also declares that “Brahmin- 
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iam, as originally taught from the Vedas, still’ con- 

tinues to be the religion of the great body of the 

people of India.” Thus we have testimony upon tes- 

timony to prove *there has’been no radical-change in 

the religion of the Brahmins. Will Mr. Perry give 

it up? 

CHAPTER TWENTY-THIRD. 

I.-BUDDHISM AND CHRISTIANITY ALIKE. - PERRY 

AGAINST HIMSELF AND ALL HISTORIANS ON RE- 

LIGIOUS ANALOGIES. 

After stating that I confound Buddhism and Chris- ,. 
tianity together, he declares, IL But they are very 

different.” And yet he himself, apparently in a 
moment of forgetfulness, points out several important 

analogies, thus “ building up cob-houses with his , 
hands and then kicking them down with his feet.” 

But here we will dispose of his assumptions again, 

and rule them out of court by his own witnesses. 

1. Miiller says, “ Between the language of Buddha 

and his disciples, and Christ and his apostles, there 

are strong coincidences ” (Science of Religion, page 

112). 
2. “Some of the Buddhist legends and parables 

sound as if they ‘were taken from the New Testa- 

ment,” and yet he shows they were not, but were in 
vogue long before the birth of Christ. He speaks of 

Buddha, like Christ, meeting a woman at a well, and 

points out other resemblances. 
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3. Bishop Bagendat codfesses there are ‘L many strik- 
ing features of an astonishing resemblance between 
Buddhism and Christianity.” 

4. And the Bishop of Ramath sass : 

IL Most of the moral truths prescribed by the gos$s are to be met 

with in the Buddhist scripture%. And it is impossible not to feel re- 

minded of many circumstances in our Savior’s life by reading the life 

of Buddha Gautama. He upholds the notion of a savior and a 

deliverer.” 

And yet he admits it is,all pre-Christian. Here is 
. .more work for Perry’s historical sledge-hammer if he 

is going to demolish all the historical authorities in 
our libraries. 

0 Mtiller says the Manichean Christians concluded that 
Buddha and Christ were one and the same person on 
account of the astonishing similarity of their lives 
and doctrines; but Mr. Perry says they are very dif- 
ferent,. Which must we accept as “the standard 
authority 1” I will present one more extraordinary 
testimony from a Christian clergyman. The ,Rev. Mli 
Malcom, in his ‘( Travels in Asia,” says : “ The doc- 
trine and practical piety of their Bible (the Bhagavat- 
Gita) bear a strong resemblance to those of the (Chris- 
tian) Holy Scriptures. It has hardly a precept or 
principle that is. not found in the (Christian) Bible. 
And were the people to live up to its principles of 
peace and love, oppression and injury would be known 

. no’more within their borders. It has no mythblogy 
of obscene and ferocious deities, no sanguinary or im- 
pure observances ; no self-inflicting tortures ; no tyran- 
nizing priesthood. . . . . In its moral code its 
description of the purity and peace of the first ages 
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and the shortening of man’s life by sin, it seems to 
follow genuine traditions. It seems to be the best 
religion ever invented by man.” Here, Mr. Perry, 
is a dish of strong theological food fo?. you. Ac- 
cepting this description as correct, I cannot see where 
the superiority of the Christian Bible comes in. And 
if this old heathen Bible contains anything bad, 
remember this Christian clergyman says! L‘ It has 
hardly a precept or principle. not found in the Chris- 
tian Bible? Well, well, where can the honest and 
unbiased man or woman now be found who will not give 
up that all Bibles and religions are essentially alike,. 
Mr. Perry to the contrary notwithstanding? 

II.-DID BUDDHISM BORROW FROM CHRISTIANITY ? 

1. Mr. Miller says that in three translations of the 
Dhammapada not a word or syllable was altered, which 
is another fact militating against the conclusion that 
they ever suffered any new doctrines or precepts to 
breep into their sacred books. Thousands of them 
commit the holy book to memory, so that they could 
readily detect any alteration. 

II&-HAS BUDDHISM CHANGED OR BORROWED ANY- ’ 

THING FROM CHRISTIANITY ? 

Mr. Perry says the features of Buddhism which so 
strongly resemble Christianity can be traced no fur- 
ther back than the second century after Christianity 
was established, and that L‘the Buddhist romancers 
pimply adopted Christian facts into their own mythol- 

ogy.” 

Here is a very positive assertion. We will see what 
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his favorite author and standard authority, Max Miiller, 
has to say about it, and whether he sustains Perry’s 
position. He says, &‘ The Buddhist Canon had been 
settled in several councils and received its final form 
under Asoka 246 B. c.” (p. 162). If it received its 
final form 246 B. c., then it is self-evident its form has 
not been changed since. What has Mr. Perry to say 
to this? It spoils his form of it completely. 

IV.-POSITIVE PROOF THAT CHl3ISTLANS STOLE FROM 

THE HOLY BOOKS OF THE HINDOOS. 

Muller relates an extraordinary circumstance of the 
early Christians stealing the history of a Hindoo god 
to deify one of their saints with. He declares that 
“the early life of Josaphat, a popular Christian saint, 
is exactly the same as that of Buddha Sakia ” (Chips, 
vol. iv, p. 174). “ No one,” says Mtiller, I‘ can read their 
two stories without being convinced that one was bor- 
rowed from the other ” (Ibid, 1’75). (‘ And we know,” 
he declares, LL that the story was current among the Hin- 
doos in the sixth century before Christ” “It fol- 
lows, therefore,” says Muller, “ that the story of Josa- 
phat was borrowed from the Hindoo scriptures.” 

. And thus the matter is settled as to which party bor- 
rowed the story. This Josaphat was a popular char- 
aster among the early Christians, and the story of his 
life was translated into many languages. Here, then, 
is one of the most extraordinary cases of religious 
plagiarism ever recorded in the history of the human 
race ; and Prof. Benfry says that “ Theudus the Sor- 
cerer,” mentioned in the Christian New Testament, is 
one of the characters in the same story. Here, then, 
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we have the evidence that our New Testament writers 

drew from the Hindoo scriptures, and that our Bible 

is partly borrowed Hindooism. How much of it has 
been borrowed hit is impossible to decide. Hereafter, 
then, let Mr. Perry and his one-sided and bigoted wit- 
nesses forever hold their peace about Brahminism, 

Buddhism, and Chrishnaism having made any draughts 

on the Christian gospels. The evidence, the facts, and 

the proof all run in the opposite direction. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-FOURTH. 

THE ESSENES PREACHED CHRISTIANITY LONG BE- 

FORE CHRIST, AND WERE CONSIDERED ORIGINAL 

CRRISTIANS. 

Why did not Mr. Perry attempt to overthrow my 

position with respect to the Egyptian Essenes preach- 
ing and practicing nearly every doctrine of Christinn- 

ity long anterior to the birth of Christ? ” Por it 

was” (in Egypt), says Mosheim, ‘L the Essenes dwelt 

long before the coming of Christ” (vol. i, p. 196). 
And I have given a long list of the most striking anal- 

ogies in their doctrines and principles to those of 
Christ, to the formidable number of sixty, which em- 

braces nearly all the doctrines and precepts of the 

gospel. I suppose the reason he skipped over this 

chapter, he found it impossible to bring down their 

origin into the Christian era. He has po Bentley the- 

ory to help him out of this difficulty. Hence he 

barely alludes to the subject, and then dismisses it by 
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saying, (‘No modern writer of eminence has con- 

founded the Essenes with the Christians, except De 
Quincy, the opium-eater.” But here his historical 

knowledge falls short again. Bishop Marsh, Weilting, 

Michaelis, a work entitled (‘ Christ the spirit,” and that 
world-renowned Christian historian, Eusebius (and 

others), all admit that the Essenes preached the doc- 

trines of Christianity long before the coming of Christ. 

Eusebius makes the astounding statement that I‘ those 

ancient Therapeuts (Essenes) were Christians, and 

their ancient writings were our gospels ” (Eccl. Hist., 

p. 63). What have you to say to this, Brother Perry? 

And ‘L Christ the Spirit ” (by Hitchcock), says, “ The 

Christians were the later Essenes-that is, the Essenes 

of the time of Eusebius under a changed name. Here 

Perry is completely demolished again. . 

CHAPTER TWENTY -FIFTH. 

WHY DOES NOT MR. PERRY REFUTE MY BOOK? 

As the Rev. Mr. Smith states in his letter which I 

have quoted in chap. iii, Mr. Perry has not answered 

or even noticed the leading positions of (‘ The Sixteen , 
Saviors,” nor has he .noticed one of the nine distinct 

propositions laid down in “The Bible of Bibles.” Mr. 

Smith states that so far from attacking the leading po- 
sitions of the “ Sixteen Saviors,” he virtually indorses 

them. This is a strange way of putting down Infidel 

books. It calls forth from Mr. Smith a stinging 

rebuke. According to Mr. Smith, he fires at them and 
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misses them. How long, I ask, would it take to con- 
quer an enemy or repel an invading foe by discharg- . 
ing volleys of bullets from guns pointing over their 
heads. It would probably take -about as long as it 
did the boy to reach the schoolhouse of an icy morn- 
ing, when, according to his statement, in attempting to 
take one step forward he slipped two steps backward. 

“ How did you get here, then 1” queried the teacher. 
L1 Why,“‘said Tom, “I turned round and went the 

other way.” 
Perhaps Mr. Perry will yet adopt this reverse pol- 

icy. It is stated that a Russian soldier, while his regi- 
ment were halting for recruits, came running into 
camp from the enemy’s grounds, exclaiming : 

tr I have demolished them I I have cleaned them\ 
out I” 

“ How did you do it 1” asked a fellow-soldier. 
“Why, you see, I 6red on them a tremendous 

charge, so powerful that it kicked me over and filled 
my eyes full of smoke. When I rubbed the smoke 
out of my eyes so I could see, which was in about an 
hour or two, I looked, and lo I not one devil of them 
could be seen. I guess I blowed ‘em all to hell.” 

He made rather large calculations in supposing a 
single charge would demolish a whole regiment when 
it could not have dispatched more than one or two 
victims. Mr. Perry seems to have made a similar 
mistake if he supposes that, a volley of criticism which 
is fired at a book and misses it and often hits some of 
his friends, and which leaves the main propositions of 
the hook untouched, its principal facts unnoticed, and 
its leading arguments unrefuted and even unassailed 
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as affirmed by his own witnesses. If he supposes such 
a lame and futile attack will effect its utter annihila- 
tion, he is egregiously mistaken. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-SIXTH. 

A LIST OF TWO HUNDRED AND TWENTY-FOUR ERRORS 

FOUND IN MR. PERRY’S “SIXTEEN SAVIORS OR 

ONE ” 

It is not claimed that Mr. Perry can in no case find 
some show of authority for some of the statements 
here classed as errors, but that the weight of histor- 
ical evidence is in all cases against him. It will be 
observed that the errors are not noticed in the order 
in which they occur in his book, nor is the page given 
in many cases, as so many references would have bur- 
dened the work with figures, The book being small, 
they can easily be found. In presenting the list we 
will first notice those found in chapter iv, on the 
gods : 

Error 1. Mr. Perry errs about Prometheus (see 
chap. iv). 

Er. 2. Also on the spelling of Quexalcote (Quetzal- 
coatl) (do). 

Er. 3. On the identity of Quirrinus and Romulus 
(do). 

Er. 4. On the identity of Apis and Thulis (do). 
Eu: 5. On the identity of Wittoha and Chrishna 

(do). 
Rr. 6. On the Mexican antiquities (do) 
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Er. 7. On the miraculous birth of Confucius (do). 
Er. 8. About the god Ixion (do). 
Er. 9. On the identity of Alcides and Hercules 

(do). 
Er. 10. Relative to Al&& as an Egyptian god 

’ (do). 
Er. 11. On the crucifixion of the gods. Errors in 

the spelling of names, or at least his criticisms, are 
wrong in this case. 

Er. 12. Chrishna, as spelt by many writers, Perry 
spells Krishna. 

Er. 13. Menu, as spelt by most modern writers, he 
spells Manu: -. 

Er. 14. His Arjuna is mostly spelt Arjune or Ar- 
joon. 

Er. 15. His Kali Yuga is generally spelt Kali Yug. 
Er. 16.. His Bhavagat-Gita should be Baghavate 

Gita 
Er. 17. His Mahabarata most writers spell Maha- 

barat. 
Er. 18. His Puranas is now spelt Purans. 
Er. 19. Keliga by thr: best authors is spelt Kaliga. 
Er. 20. And he adopts the antiquated form, for 

: Sakiamuni. 
Other similar errors are noticed in the work, These 

errors are noticed because he’ often criticises my mode 
of spelling names and because he is called “A stand- 
ard authority in historical accuracy.” And yet he 
confesses he has not conformed to any standard. He 
virtua!ly claims to erect his own standard. If other. 
writers were to indulge in the same license we would 
have a thousand standards, or rather no standard at 

. 
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all, but endless chaos and confusion. We will now 
continue his list of errors as arrayed against facts, 
figures, and history, but we will be compelled to no- 
tice them briefly to avoid swelling the book to an 
enormous size. 

Er. 21. Mr. Perry says he has reviewed my two 
books which have obtained the widest circulation. 
Here he furnishes the evidence that he has not critic- 
ally examined my books. One of the works he has 
reviewed has reached the fifth, the other the seventh 
edition, while the work he has not reviewed has ad- 
vanced to the eleventh edition. If (L walking libraries ” 
always commit such errors and make such false state- 
ments, it is a fortunate circumstance that so few libra- 
ries possess the power of locomotion. 
F Er. 22. He says he has fully and fairly met all my 
arguments. Wonderful achievement, truly. But a 
critical examination of the case will show that he has 
met my arguments as Jo Johnson once met a bear. 
Being badly frightened, he fired, dropped his gun, and 
retreated, and afterwards discovered he missed the 
bear but killed his dog. Perry in like manner gener- 
ally misses me in firing his logical missiles, but often 
hits some of his own friends, as the reader has of 
course observed. . 

Ec 23. He says the positions refuted are those 
which constitute the stronghold of Infidels in general. 
To be sure ! But I have not found any positions 

. refuted. He should have pointed them out. 
Er. 24. He says he has destroyed my foundation. 

Then away goes Christianity, for my foundation ie 
furnished by Christian writers, 

. 
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Er. 25. He says he has shown that Christ is no copy 
of Chrishna. Dear me, how has he shown it? He 
has not answered or refuted one of my 344 parallels 
between Christ and Chrishna. He lacks 344 miles of 
reaching it. 

Ei 26. He says natural philosophers have changed 
ground in hundreds of particulars within -the last 
quarter of a century. Well, what of it, as they have 
not abandoned any ground or any former position1 
they are only enlarging their grounds and augmenting 
their strength. 

Er. 27. He says when I speak of an exposition of 
the Bible errors I mean l‘ exposure.‘! How wonderfully’ 
wise ! Exposition is defined to mean, ‘( The act of ex- 
posing ;” and that is exactly what I was trying tb do. 

Er 28. He faults me for putting Mohammed among 
the divinely honored personages, and says he only 
claimed to be a prophet. Exactly what I have stated 
in the ‘< Bible of Bibles,” and yet he received divine 
honors. 

Et-. 29. Mr. Perry says I get my acc’ount of Hindoo 
gods from the mediaeval Christians. Well, that suits me 
exactly, for it will be seen that if there are any lies 
told in the case they will be placed to the credit or 
discredit of primitive and devout Christians. 

Er. 30. It is declared by Mr. Perry that “none of 
the miraculous stories related of Buddha can be traced 
back beyond the Christian era.” Then the many 
writers I have read on the subject, a numberof whom 
I have cited in this work, are either liars or ignora- 
muses. 

I$-. 31. He says Mr. Bunsen is always extravagant 

. 
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on the side of antiquity. He might have added, Bnd 

Mr. Ferry is extravagant in the other direction. The 
truth is, Mr. Bunsen stood high as a calm, moderate, 

well-read, reliable, and popular writer. 

EI: 32. He challenges both my intelligence and my 
honesty. The Louisville ‘(Age,” an orthodox journal, 

differs with him (see error 198). 
Er. 33. Mr. Perry consoles himself with the thought 

that Christianity, despite all defects and all opposition, 

is still spreading and converting to its ranks; it is still 

multiplying. But I would suggest that it would be a 

mark of wisdom to inquire what is the character of 

those converts in heathen lands who have embraced 
its doctrines! whether it is such as to justify the enor- 

mous expense incurred in proselyting them. As a 

sample of the practical fruits of missionary labor, I 
will here present a condensed report of the result of 

thirty years’ labor by one missionary in India, that of 
Abbe Dubois. After stating that he only made be- 

tween two hundred and three hundred converts during 

his twenty years’ labor: he says: “ Of this number 

two-thirds were pariahs or beggars (a very low, igno- 

rant, and superstitious class), and the rest were com- 

posed of shudras, vagrants, and outcasts of several 

tribes.” After showing that these converts embraced 

Christianity from selfish motives, he adds: “And I 

will declare it with shame and confusion that I do not, 

remember any one who embraced Christianity from 

conviction and from quite disinterested motives. And 

many of them apostatized and relapsed into pagan- 

ism. ” He concludes by saying that he was much 
ashamed to make the humiliatirg a.vowal that tl:ose 

: _ 
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who continued Christians were the very worst of his 
congregation. Good Lord I who can conscientiously 
contribute one cent to the missionary fund after such 
a revelation as this, especially when it is known that 
it takes from one to ten thousand dollars to make one 
convert. This is ‘I paying dear for his whistle.” 

Er. 34. Mr. Higgins’ arguments, he tells us, were 
shaped to suit his L‘preconceived theory.” Had they 
been shaped to suit Mr. Perry’s u preconceived the- 
ory,” they would have been all right. I found no 
“ preconceived theory ” in Higgins’ work. 

Er. 35. He says Higgins was “credulous, believing 
everything but the Bible.” Well that is nearly as 
bad as Perry, that of ‘(believing nothing but the 
Bible.” 

Er 36. He says-Dupuis argued that (‘ the religions 
of antiquity arose from nature worship,” and Mr. 
Perry has not adduced one fact or one argument to 
disprove the position. Such criticisms are utterly 
worthless. 

Er. 37. He says Higgins’ ‘l Saitic Isis was not 
veiled,” and yet he virtually admits it was, for he con- 
fesses he don’t understand it. 

Er. 38. The planets, he says, were first worshiped 
as ‘( dwelling-places of divinity and afterwards as dei- 
ties. ” Here, as usual, he has got u the cart before the 
horse.” They were first deities and then the homes 
of deities. (See “ Bible of Bibles,” chap. xxxii.) 

Er. 39. He says Higgins L‘ selected, India as the 
mother of all mythologies.” And he was right, or 
Perry was wrong in not even trying to refute the posi 
tion. 
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Er. 40. We are told that Dupuis discovered that the 
eodine of Denderah is younger than our era. I think 
he did not, as I have seen no announcement of it. 

Er. 41 He acknowledges (p. 27) that the Hindoos 
believed that a god was incarnated at every recur- 
rence of certain astronomical phenomena, which is 
evidence that the belief in cycles and saviors was 
established among the heathen prior to the incarnation 
of Jesus, and out of that belief grew the doctrine of 
the crucifixion. Hence both were- pre-Christian. 

Er. 42. Perry says, L( Everything that was supernat- 
_ urn1 in all religions came from the scheme of cycles.” 

Then the supernatural origin of Jesus Christ and his 
supernatural. history came from that source, and 
hence is fabulous, for &‘ all religions ” includes Chris- 
tianity. Is this a blunder of Mr. Perry, or what 

. is it? . 
Er. 43. He admits the English discovered coinci- 

dences in the life of Christ and,Chrishna it which were 
very startling,” and “ exceedingly troublesome” (p. 
28). And there was no way to get out of this trouble 
and dilemma but to invent the false theory that the 
story of Chrishna was post-Christian and borrowed 
from that of Christ. This is the key to the explana- 
tion of Perry’s post-Christian theory. 

Er. 44. He says Chrishna was the son of Vasudeva, 
but Mr. Jamieson-twenty years a missionary in India 
-says he was the son of Busadeo. How is that? 
Had he, like Christ, two fathers (Jehovah and the 
Holy Ghost)? Mr. Perry, please explain this “ mys- 
tery of godliness.” 

Er. 45. He says Chrishna’s mother’s name was 
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Devaki. Sir William Jones says ; and, residing i:l 
India many years, he had the best opportunity of 
knowing. 

Er. 46. He says Chrishna was (( licentious in appear- 
ance, if not in reality.” Not quite so much so, I pre- 
sume, as Solomon and David, two favorites of Jeho- 
vah. And besides, the Hindoos say such ascriptions, 
are merely symbolical figures. 

Er. 47. He admits Chrishna is reported to have 
cleansed lepers, raised the dead, descended to hell, fig 
uratively trampled on the head of a serpent, etc. And 
as I have by many facts and authorities overthrown 
his post-Christian and borrowing theory, we are com- 
pelled to conclude the story of Christ was in part at 
least plagiarized from that of Chrishna. 

Er. 48. He says Higgins was (‘incapable of weigh- 
ing authorities.” If his authorities were like some of 
those of Mr. Perry’s they could not be weighed: They 
would not have possessed sufficient momentum or pon- 
derosity to draw down the scales. A dozen such as 
Burgess and Hardwick thrown into one end of the 
scale would hardly have counterpoised or balanced a 
feather. He should have come to Mr. Perry- to get 
his authorities weighed. He possesses scales that- will 
weigh mountains-that is, mountains of faith. As 
for weighing facts, the scales have not been used 
much in that way, I believe. 

Er. 49. For the several ridiculdus absurdities of Dr. 
Bentley’s horoscope theory, indorsed by Mr Perry, 

.see chap vii. 
Er. 50. He says Brahmins concede-that the history 

of Chrishna, containing the Christian analogies, is the 

. 
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production of Qopadesa, of the twelfth century A. I). 

And how many Brahmins? I will risk my life on it 
that not one in a hundred concede any such thing that 
the analogies are post-Christian. 

Er. 51. Mr. Perry admits u there may have been an 
ancient hero (like Chrishna), about whom legends 
gradually clustered.” Here is some lofty leaping to 
escape from the quagmires of his borrowing theory, 
but he tumbles back into it again. I guess somebody 
has been trampling on his toes. He inadvertently ad- 
mits enough here to make a rope to hang himself 
with. 

Er. 52. The statement quoted from Mr. Hardwick 
and indorsed by Mr. Perry, that Chrishna differed 
from Christ in.the incident of “laying aside his per- 
ishable body,” I have shown the absurdity of in 
chap. ix. 

Er. 53. And his irrelevant comparison of Chrishna, 
Hercules, and Bacchus, is shown to be a blundering 
admission of one of my leading propositions, that 
nearly all the gods of history resemble each other, 
including that of Christ. 

Er. 54. He speaks of ‘I all lands where God and his 
unity have been abandoned.” What a muddle and 
stretch of ignorance ! Muller asserts, and proves there 
has been no such abandonment; the tendency is in 
theother directicn. 

Er. 55. Perry quotes the statement of the Encyclo- 
pedia Britannica, that the modern Puranas were com- 
posed to promote the worship of some particular 
deity. Here he aims his arrows at a “man of straw.” 

. 1 have said nothing to the contrary, and I have shown 

. 

I 
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in chap. ix, that the term it modern Purnnas:” that 

paper uses is a virtual admission of the existence of 

the ancient Puranas which contain the analogies of 

Chrishna. 

Er. 56. Perry’s blunders in quoting the Eycyclope- 

dia’s statement that the religion of the Hindoos has 

passed through various stages of development, I have 

fully exposed in chap. ix. 

Er. 57. Mr. Perry sneers at Mr. Greeley as an 

authority for the statement that ‘I there is no doctrine 

of Christianity that has not been anticipated by the 

Vedas.” But his sneering recoils on himself; if he 
will turn to Mr. Greeley’s statement, he will find he 

proves it. 
Er. 58. Mr. Perry speaks of “ the blunder of Euse- 

bius in reckoning the Essenes as the original Chris- 

tians.” What a swell of egotism to call a very popu- 

lar early Christian writer, whose works are in every 

Christian library, a blunderer. Cobb says, “When a 

man is interested in supporting error he won’t tell the 

truth uriless he blunders into it..” Perhaps this was 

Eusebius’ experience. His admission is very damag- 

ing to his own religion. It may, therefore, have 

been a blunder. But it is quite a truthful and lucky 

one. But there is a greater blunder in the case of Ia 

more recent date than Eusebius’. 

Er. 59. Mr. Perry says, ‘(We have frequent uwc- 

knowledged flings (quotations) from Paine’s ’ Age 01 

Reason ’ in my ‘ Sixteen Saviors.’ ” Here is some ’ 
more random firing with his theological blunderbuss. I 
have not quoted one sentence from Paine. 

Er. 60. H. M. Wilson’s extravagant and. unproved 



. \ 

146 SIXTEEN SAVIORS OR NONE. 

assertion that the Baghavat-Gita was composed in the 
third and fourth and eighth centuries A. D., is shown 
up in chap. x. 

Er. 61. Mr. Perry’s challenge of the veracity or tes- 
timony of tLat great and popular Christian writer, De 
Quincy, because he was an opium-eater, would, if the 
spirit of it were carried out, rule nearly all Christen- 
dom out of court, as a large portion of them use 
another narcotic nearly as bad, called tobacco. 

Er. 62. Mr. Perry says that many of my coinqi- 
dences between the lives of Chrishna and Christ are 
drawn from Jacolliot’s “Bible in India.” Here is 
more of his random conjecturing. I&d not take one 
of the 449 parallels between Christ and Chrishnafrom 
Jacolliot. 

Er. 63. For my exposure of Perry’s blunder in 
quoting John Fiske’s condemnation of Gladstone for 
indorsing Jacolliot see chap. xvii. 

Er. 64. He speaks of my ‘(incompetency to separate 
truth from falsehood.” Of his incompetency to sepa- 
rate them it is difficult to judge, for he appnrently 
mixes them up together without an attempt to separate 
them. The reader may judge which is the greater 
sinner. 

Er. 65. He says, “The doctrine of Buddhism and 
Christianity are very different.” On the contrary, I 
have quoted many writers-Mr. Muller, and even Mr. 
Perry himself among the number- who show they are 
strikingly similar (see chap. xx). 

Er. 66. He says the Buddhists “simply adopted 
. Christian facts into their own mythology.” That 

statement I have totally demolished in chap. xx, and 

I 
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have shown that adopting facts was a two-handed game 

that both parties could work at. 

Er. 67. He says Higgins atttmpted to prove that 

both Chrishna and Buddha were crucified by passing 

off Roman Catholic pictures, a statement not proved, 

and which cannot be proved. Higgins did not prac- 
tice deception. 

Er. 68. Mr. Perry quotes Hardwick to prove that 

the Persian Bible, the Zend-Avesta, in the present form, 

is not older than the third century of our era. -Par 

my exposure of that error, see chap. xv. 

Er. 69. As for the rkfutation of the erroneous state- 

ment that I confound Buddhism with Christianity, see 

chap. xx. 

Er. ‘70. He speaks of IL inconsistency and folly ” in 

heathen teachings. L‘ Those who live in .glass houses 

should not throw stones.” Thousands who have read 

the ‘Christian Old Testament know the same errors 

and evils, are spread pretty thick on some of its pages. - 

Er. 71. As for “the gospel of good news being 

found only in our scriptures,” as Mr. Perry asserts, I 

have demonstrated it to be erroneous in chap. xviii. 

Er. 72. He says, “All evidence points to early April 

as the true date of our Savior’s birth.” Then all 

Christendom have been fools or ignoramuses fdr t.he 

last fifteen or sixteen hundred years for celebrating 

the 25th of December as his birthday. Prior to that 

date the time of his birth was not agreed upon, but 
was shifted about. This obscurity and urzertainty, 

according to the Cyclopedia (vol. v, p. 194), led some 

Christian professors to confound it with the Epiphany 

in april (which is probably the case with Mr. Perry). 
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Others selected a day in May. Such changing about 
from one date to another shows there is nothing cer- 
tainly known about the matter. 

Er. 73; He says at one time that my objections 
against the Bible are original. At another time he 
says my objections were answered long ago. How 
objections, could be answered long ago that were but 
recently originated by me, and consequently did not 
then exist, is about as hard a problem to solve as that 
of the Tonga Islanders, who say that “ the first goose 
was hatched from an egg, and that the same goose laid 
the egg.” Pardon another illustration, When Timo- 
thy Titcomb was asked if he knew a certain man, he 
replied, L‘ Yes, I knew him when his father was a little 
boy,” an absurdity similar to that of answering objec- 
tions before they have an existence. 

Er. 74. Mr. Perry’s absurdity -in quoting the state- 
ment of John Stuart Mill, relative to the story of 
Christ not being invented, I have exposed in chap. 
xvi. 

Er. 75. Mr. Pavie’s statement, as quoted by Mr. Perry 
relative to the Hindoos borrowing from foreign philos- 
ophies and religions, I have refuted in chap. ix. 

Er. 76. And the statement of Chamber’s Encyclo- 
pedia, that the Puranas contain a fuller history of 
Chrishna than the Mahabharat, I have refuted in 
chap. ix. 

Er. 77. IL The church Fathers of the fourth century 
[says Mr Perry] were not startled when.they heard of 
Buddha.” Yes, but those of an earlier date were 
startled, according to Mr. Goodrich, when they entered 
India and found a religion so nearly like their own. 

. 
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to know that if ‘he indorsed it it would sink his repu- 
tation as it did tbat of Dr. Bentley. 

Er. 82. Mr. Perry says he don’t question my sincer- 
ity, and that I may be an honest man, and yet he sev- 
eral times charges me with being dishonest It is 
about as difficult to reconcile these incongruous state- 
ments as that of the Nantucket lady with respect to 
her pastor, of whom she said : “ He is the goodest man 
I ever saw, He has but one little fault, and that is 
be swears a little too hard when he gets drunk.” 
What a spotless character! What a godly saint! 

Er. 83. He says he has avoided the imputation of 
misrepresenting me. Let the reader turn to page 68 
of his book and observe what I said of I$oor’s ‘( Hindoo 
Pantheon,” and then notice his version of it on page 
117; also compare my statement on page 62, and his 
on page 117 relative to the British deputation sent to 
India, and see if he has not misrepresented me. 

Er. $4. He says Mr. Graves has “picked up boom- 
erangs which have recoiled upon himself.” Mr. Perry 
has been still more unfortunate. His boomerangs 
have not only recoiled upon himself, but upon a num- 
ber of his witnesses, and prostrated them all in the 
ditch together. 

Er. 85. He says my boastings about new discover- 
ies in theology are like the whistling of a man pass- 
ing through a graveyard to keep up courage. He is 
mistaken ; my whistlings were in earlier life, when 
my orthodoxy was seriously shaken and alarmed by 
reading Horace Greeley’s statement that there is no 
doctrine of Christianity that is not found in the old 
heathen Hindoo Bible, the Vedas. It scared my ortho- 
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doxy so badly I had to whistle day and night to keep 

it from running off the track or switching into Infi- 

delity. 

Er. 86. He says, LA Oriental research has made pro- 

digious strides since Sir Wm. Jones’ day.” Very true, 

and at every step in its giant march it has trampled 

down and obliterated the senseless borrowing theories 

of religious fanatics. Almost every day it has brought 

to light some new and startling historical facts tending 

to prove that those oriental religions and religious doc- 

trines which sectarian and biased Christians have 

assumed to be an outgrowth from Christianity, are of 

very ancient date. Miiller establishes this posit.jon 

fully. See what he says’about the Hindoo sacred 

book, ‘< Lalita,” which Christians assume to be of mod- 

ern date. 

Er. 87. He speaks of three Brahmins at an early 

period of the church visiting Christian communities, 

“ either in Alexandria or Asia Minor or Parthia.” He 

don’t know which ; and this shows he don’t know any- 
thing about it. It appears to be mere assumption and 

guess-work. He is as indefinite a.nd undecided about the 

matter as the mother was relative to the military title 

her son received in the army. ‘;They honored him 

with the title of general& corpoyall, or scoundTal1, and I 

can’t tell exactly which.” Of course t1lei.e was but 

little difference in the titles. 

Er. 88. Perry asks why Christians should go to In- 

dia for religious conception which their own sacred 

books supplied? That is begging the question. He 

can furnish no proof that they possessed them before 

they had the opportunity of borrowing them from India. 
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Er. 89. He says I should study other works besides 
Higgins and Taylor before I write any more books. I 

beg leave to inform him that for several weeks past I 

have been occasionally reading a work entitled (‘ Six- 

teen Saviors or One,” but don’t find it any more reli- 

able than Higgins or Taylor; but much less so. 

Er. 90. He cites James F. Clark in support of cer- 

tain errors which I have pulverized in chap. xiv. 

Er. 91. He says I have twisted and. tortured texts 

of scripture to make out contradictions and absurdi- 

ties. I have quoted the texts exactly as they are in 

the Bible, without note or comment. That is a singu- 

lar way of twisting and torturing them. 

Er. 92. He censures me for considering Jehovah of 

the Bible an angry, malevolent being. Well, that is 

the view some of the heathen nations have of him 

after reading the Bible description of him. The 

Zulus say he would not be allowed to run loose in 

their country. He would be arrested and put into 

prison. 

Er. 93. He speaks of .L( the senseless legends of the 

Greek church,” which reckoned the infants said to 

have been destroyed by Herod at 1400. Now that 

Greek church comprised 70,000,OOO of pious Chris- 

tians, which should entitle their opinion to some 

weight-a little more than Perry’s. 

Er. 94. Mr. Perry acknowledges himself under 

special obligations to Hardwick, whom Miiller has 

shown to be a hard twisted, one-sided bigot (see chap. 
xv). He thus confesses he has kept bad company 

and relies on very poor authorities. 

Er. 95. Perry declares Buddha was not crucified. 

. 
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How does he know, as he was not there to see ? Hig- 

gins says he was, at least in the popular‘belief, and he 

is the best authority. 
Er. 96. Mr. Perry asks if there were any irreligious 

nations. Mr, Livingston mentions several; and the 

London “Athemeum ” places the natives of the Arru 

Islands in this class. 

Er. 97. Mr. Perry says, ‘( In the institutes of Manu, 

a later compilation, there is the first trace of the mod- 

ern system of God “, (p. 31). Strange, indeed, that8 

work which missionary Allen and nearly all authentic 

writers tell us is about 3,000 years old should con- 

tain the system of gods originated in modern times. 

The conception is about as ludicrous as the reformer’s 

idea of the effects of tobacco in shortening human 

life. You say he observed to a friend that your father 

has used tobacco fifty years, and yet has lived to be 

seventy. “ Well, that is nothing ; if he had let tobacco 

alone he might have been eighty.” It is as difficult 

to conceive how a book written 3,000 years ago can 

be modern with respect to its contents as that a man 

born seventy years ago could by any mode of living 

be in his eightieth year. Perhaps Perry has a new 

system of philosophy to meet the case. 

Er. 98. Mr. Perry’tries to create the impression that 

the New American Cyclopedia T have quoted from is 

not reliable because it is the first edition. This is not 

true, as I have learned by a correspondence with the 

publishers. The new edition contains additions, illustra- 

tions, but no important alterations, at least not of the 

chapters I have quoted from, for I have compared 

them. 
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Er. 99. Mr. Forbes, in his ((Oriental Memoirs,” 
says there is a crave temple in Elephants, in India,, on 
the walls of, which is a sculpture representing a king 
with a drawn sword in his hand, surrounded by slaugh- 
tered infants, supposed to refer to the decree of King 
Kansa, who many centuries before Christ issued a 
decree ordering all the first-born male infants in his 
kingdom under two years old to be slain. Mr. Perry 
says it is of Buddhistic construction, and therefore 
modern. Here is another- display of ignorance in 
direct contradiction to all authorities I have read on 
the subject. Mr. Perry asserts that these figures,were 
constructed in the fifth century of the Christian era; 
while the score and a ,half of writers I have read 
referring to the subject concur with L. M. Child, who 
says, u Everything proves their antiquity to be exceed- 
ingly great ” (vol. i, p. 95). That great Hindoo histo- 
rian, Mr. ‘Robertson, D.D., says they are evidently of 
such remote antiquity that European. scholars have 
concluded they were constructed by the disciples of a 
very ancient religion Thus it will be seen that Mr. 
Perry appears to make statements to support his creed 
without regard to authentic history. 

Er. 100. In reply to Perry’s insinuation that I hold 
intercourse with spirits, I will take the liberty to say 
they are not the kind of spirits that many of his Chris- 
tian brethren and others hold intercourse with, and 
which they come en rappod with by uncorking the 
bottle. 

Er. 101. I have spoken of a Hindoo god as Sali- 
vahna, of Bermuda. Mr. Perry says he can’t find the 
Bermuda Neither can he find Kapilavastu, the birth- 
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place of Chrish.na, in the geographies. Mtiller supposes 
the names have Leen changed. A weak criticism 
this. 

Er. 102. Mr. Perry stigmatizes some of the oriental 
religions as being degrading. Miiller says, “Buddha 
tlclivered the people from adegrading thralldom and a 
priestly tyranny.” How different is the feeling and 
spirit manifested by these two writers, Perry and 
Milller ! 

Er. 103. My books are represented- as being filled 
“ with deadly poison.” Well, that is strange indeed, 
as they are made up IargeIy by selections from Chris- 
tian authors and the Christian Bible. If he admits 
the Bible is filled wtth poison, why does he condemn _ 
me for suggesting that its influence must be immoral 
when accepted as true. He seems to have failed to 
comprehend the character of my works as signally as 
the illiterate Quaker from the sand hill regions did the 
dictionary, which, after looking through it hastily, he 
pronounced a very pernicious book. ‘L It is,” said he, 
“the worst book I ever saw. It is full of bad words. 
I do not think any Christian ought to be allowed to 
read it.” And they did not read it much in those 
days. The gentleman referred to was pronouuced to 
be (‘honest toward God, but toward man somewhat * 
twistical and diabolical.” 

Er. 104, “How different is Brahminism from Chris- 
tianity !” says Perry. Miiller says they agree in more 
points than they differ in. What will Perry do with 
this testimony from his “ second to none ” witness? 
It clinches the nail. 

Er. 105. He says the Vishnuite sects undeniably bor- 
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rowed New Testament honors for Chrishna. Why 

does he say (( undeniably “-when the position is not 

only virtually denied by many authors but dk- 
proved by many. 

Er. 106. Mr. Perry’s inadvertent and blundering 

concessions that some of the doctrines of Christianity 
were originated by the human mind is effectually 

shown-up by his good friend and preacher of the gos- 

pel, G. H. Smith (see chap. iii). 

Er. 107. None of the heathen gods, Mr. Perry vir- 
tually tells us, are saviors in the usual sense of that 

term. But Mr. Mtiller does not agree with him. On 

the contrary, he says, “ Gautnma of India (Buddha 

Sakia) upholds the notion of a savior and deliverer, 

and the necessity of his mission for procuring the sal- 

vation of man.” Here he must admit that savioris 

used in the usual sense of that word, and hence that 

his statement is wrong. 

Er. 108. I have shown, in chap. vii, the failure of 

Mr. Perry’s attempt to make anything out of Prof. 

Whitney’s testimony relative to Hindoo astronomy. 
“ The mountain brings forth a, mouse.” 

Er. 109. Mr. Perry says, ‘l There is nothing in pure 
Buddhism requiriug a supernaturally born child.” 

Neither is there in Christianity, as he assumes. NOI 

do the prophets, as he supposes, predict the advent of 

such a being. The (assumed to be) prophecy of Isaiah 

with respect to a virgin having a child does not always 
refer to an unmarried woman, as young wives and 

mothers were often called virgins. 

Er. 110. I will uotice the wonderful contradiction 

Perry finds in ” The Sixteen Crucified Saviors ” rela-’ 
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tive to loving enemies. In one chapter he finds the 

following, which I quoted from a Persian ballad, and 

eulogized as being the noblest sentiment that .ever is- 

sued from human lips on the treatment of enemies : 

“ Forgive thy foes, nor that alone ; 
Their evil deeds with good repay, 

Fill those with joy who leave thee none, 
And kiss the hand upraised to slay.” 

In another chapter he finds the following criticism 

on Christ’s injunction to love enemies, viz.: (‘ No man 
ever did love an enemy. It is a moral impossibility; 

as much so as to love bitter or nauseating food.” This 

statement, he thinks, contradicts the first. His logical 

perception must be rather obtuse not to observe that 

the Persian ballad says not a word about loving ene- 

mies, which is what I pointed out in Christ’s injunc- 

tion as being impracticable. As a question of philan- 

throphy, it is a noble sentiment, and bespeaks a kind 

and loving disposition; but as a question of philosophy 

it is of impracticable application, and that is the ground 

on which I condemned it. I designed not to criticise 

his philanthropy, but his philosophy-that is, his 

ignorance of mental philosophy. The Persian balla{ I 

enjoins, not the loving of enemies, but the forgiving 

of enemies, which is both practical and praiseworthy. 

There is, therefore, no contradiction in the two state- 

ments. He reads through colored glasses. 

Er. 111. Perry refers to Hesiod’s omission to speak 

of Prometheus’ crucifixion as evidence that the belief 

was not then entertained. But Muller says, “ The 

distinguishing features of Hesiod’s writings are the 

tilings he leaves out.” Hence we can understand 
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why he omitted to speak of Prometheus’ crucifixion. 

The u walking library ” should include some works 

of history. 

Er. 112. Because Higgins is not much quoted by 

Infidel writers, Perry concludes they lack confidence 

in him. But it is nearly impossible to find Higgins’ 

“Anacalypsrs” outside of the large libraries in Europe; 
and then it sells for $38.00. These facts suggest the 

reason why it is not more read and quoted by Infidel 
writers. 

Er. 113. He speaks of Higgins’ wild speculation. 

That charge I have noticed in chap. xvix. 

Er. 114. He says, ‘(Mr. Higgins’ word is of no 

weight against the classical writers who had no Chris- 

tian prejudices to gratify.” Very true; for all who 

had no Christian prejudices to gratify coincide with 

him and corroborate his main positions. 

Er. 115. Perry says, (’ Mr. Graves’ sixty points of 

analogy (found in the Essenian religion) cannot stand 

against the testimony of history.” Most certainly not ; 
because, as I have amply shown, the testimony of his- 

tory is in their favor. (See chap. xxxii. of ‘( The Cruci- 

fled Saviors.“) 
EL 116. Another blunder or misrepresentation. 

He represents me as saying the committee sent to 
India by the British Parliament to examine their re- 

ligious and political institutions obtained copies of 

their sacred writings and left them in the hands of a 

bishop at Calcutta. By turning to page 117 of his 

own book it will be found I said no such thing. It 

was their own notes I stated they left in his hands, 
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and not the sacred writings of India. This is a palpa- 

ble blunder. (See note to the Introduction.) 

Er. 11’7. Another blunder. He tries to create the 

impression that I represent Moor, author of ‘( The 

Hindoo Pantheon,” as believing the collection of 

drawings of the crucifixion of a god, which he 

obtained in India, as appertaining to Chrishna. Turn 

again to page 117 of his book, and it will be seen I 

said nothing of the kind. As Moor was a Christian 

professor and living in a bigoted community steeped 

in the dregs of orthodoxy, he darednot suggest they 

were pre-Christian, whatever might have been his own 

private views as to their origin. 

Er. 118. He quotes Gibbon’s declaration that Bas- 

nage demonstrated that the Essenes were neither Chris- 

tians nor monks. But he dodges the two main points 

in my exposition ; first, that ” the Essenes believed in 

and taught all the essential doctrines of Christianity; 

second, that these doctrines were taught by them 

long anterior to the advent of Christ Why doesn’t he 

meet these two grand issues ? (See also error 115.) 

Er. 119. Paul’s lying. He says, “ Paul indignantly 

repudiates the doing of evil that good may come of 

it” And asks, if L( lying for the glory of God” would 

not be a case of this kind. I answer, yes; but the ablest 

commentators ssy he used the two declarations together 

to show he did not consider “lying for the glory of 

God doing evil that good might come of it” I leave 

the matter with his own witnesses. Paul’s two state- 

ments were evidently designed to suggest that ‘( lying 

for the glory God,” is not “ doing evil that good may 

come of it” 
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Er. 120. He supposes I did not know Miiller was 

appointed by the East India Company. I did know 

it, and also knew that some of that company would 

not allow him to give full expression to his views. 

Er. 121. The spelling of Miiller. Perry says it 
should be spelt Mueller. But certainly the greatest 
scholarin the world ought to know how to spell his 

own name; and he spells it Muller. And besides, one 
writer in the Saturday ‘& Review ” says Mueller does 

not give the true sound of the name-that Muller 

comes nearer it than Mueller. 

Er. 122. The two Bentleys again. Perry, besides 

blundering by speaking of the two Bentleys, when 

there were four Bentleys-Richard, John, Gideon, 

and William-says Robert Taylor and myself both 

confound Richard and John Bentley together. This 
is not true ; he can’t find in any of Taylor’s writings or 

any of my works any allusion to Bentley except as 

Dr. Bentley, and both Richard and John Bentley 

were called doctor, so that the term doctor would refel 

to either of them, while their religious characters were 

not very different except that Richard made some 

mark in the world so as to be noticed in history, while 

the author of. the star-pointing theory (John) sank into 

oblivion with the explosion of his wild theory. 

Er. 123. Perry says when three Brahmins visited 

Christian countries in the second or third century 

Brahminism was pretty well known to the Christian 

world. This is a mistake and discloses his ignorance 

‘of the oriental religions ; for none of the Brahmin nor 

Buddhist sacred books had been translated at that 

time, nor for more than a thousand years wfteR In 



A LIST OF NR. PERRY’S ERRORS. 161 

fact, neither of the prominent sacred books, the Vedas 

of the Brahmins nor the Tripitaka of the Buddhists, had 

been translated fifty years ago, and there was no 

scholar living capable of translating them. . 

Er. 124. Perry says one ef the questions between 

us is whether Chrishna was pre-Christian or post- 

Christian. I have shown that his assumption that he 

was post-Christian is at war with nearly all the his- 

torical records of the world. 
Er. 126. Mr. Perry says another question be,tween 

us is whether the idea of a virgin-born miracle-work- 

ing and finally crucified God entered into the concep- 

tion of many nations oE antiquity. This point is not 

correctly stated. The question is whether the concep- 

tion or belief of those doctrines is of heathen origin or 

Christian origin. One case would prove it as well as 

a dozen or a hundred. 
Er. 126. We are told by Mr. Perry that the text in 

the Bible which declares “Eve was the mother of all 

living ” obviously means prospectively the mother of 

all living, and he censures me for not accepting this 

random guess of his. But a book claiming to be in- 

spired by infinite wisdom should he able to say exactly 

what it means and leave nothing to be guessed at. 

But it is not true in any sense that she was the mother 

of all living, even prospec2ively. According to Prof. 

Agassiz, she could not have been the original maternal 

ancestor of more than one-fifth of the human race, 

there being originally five t,ypes, as he contends. And 
then L‘ all livinm ” b would include animals also, such as 

monkeys, apes, hyenas, skunks, wolves, elephants, 
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etc., etc. Was she the mother of these quadrupeds, 
and of birds, lizards, snakes, etc.? 

Er. 127. Mr. Perry seems to conclude that the death 

. penalty pronounced upon Adam meant spiritual death. 

But some of our ablest biblical scholars say it willnot 

admit of this construction, because part of the sen- 

tence is included in the declaration, “Dust thou art, 

and unto dust shalt thou return,” which could not 

possibly apply to the spirit. A ‘i walking library ” 

should have a Bible and know what it says. 

Er. 128. My numerous scientific objections to tho 

Bible (twenty-seven in number) are pronounced by 

Mr. Perry “ wonders of malignant absurdity.” Well, 
that is a cheap way of answering unanswerable argu: 

ments, but not a very effectual way, however. It 
leaves the.reader of the same opinion still. And he 
has failed to show either my malignity or absurdity, 

but not his ignorance of the Bible. 

Er. 129. He represents me as “ caring not at all 

whether my citations are true or false.” Here is more 
cheap logic, or rather a substitute for logic. I feel 

inclined to say of Perry what Miiller says of Whitney, 

one of Perry’s historical authorities, “The harder he 

is pushed, the louder he speaks in bombastic language 

and high-flown words ; and the more he fails in argu- 
ment, the more he excels in dogmatism and denuncia- 

tion.” I will, however, leave the reader to judge of 

this matter. 
Er. 130. Mr. Perry admits and cites a number of 

contradictions in the Bible. Here he again-fires npon 
his own theological fortress, for if one contradiction is 

proved or admitted, it destroys all claim to the plenary 
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iuspiration of the Bible, and suggests the probability 

of many more errors, and that “ God’s perfect book ” 
is very imperfect. 

El: 131. Mr. Perry several times charges me with 

borrowing “ all, or nearly all,” my Bible contradic- 

tions from a pamphlet which I never read, and which 
contains only one hundred and forty-four contradic- 

tions, while my list comprises two hundred and 

seventy-seven. I did not copy one of its contradic- 

tions. 

Er. 132. Mr. Perry says I confound Hadrian with- 

the historian Adrian. I do no such thing. It was 

Hadrian I referred to. I how something of the his- 
tory of both. Here is more wild guessing. 

Er. 133. I am also charged with saying Cardinal 

Wiseman spent ten years as a missionary in India. I 
never said any such thing ; but I did quote from his 

lvorlr a list of some striking analogies between the 
Hindoo god Chrishna and Christ. Why does he 

quibble about words and omit to notice these striking 

iacts 7’ Why does he not answer Mr. Wiseman ? He 
will find exactly what I did say about Mr. Wiseman 

in the corrected edition of the book. Perry assumes 
to be wiser than a <‘ Wiseman.” 

Er. 134. Robert Taylor’s recantation. Mr. Perry, 
in his first criticism, stated that “Mr. Taylor recanted 

of his Infidelity in later life.” To which I replied : 
‘L Well, that is news, but it can’t be true, whoever may 

have started the report, for he died in an apoplectic 

fit, so that he had no time to repent. And, besides, 
he was almost Ihe last man in the world to repent’of 

anything. With firmness aqd self-esteem almost 
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unbounded, he feared nothing. It would take some- 
thing as powerful as thunder and light,ning to move 

such a man. He was about such a character as Tom 

Corwin represented General Jackson to be. A friend 
asked Mr. Corwin if he supposed when General Jack- 

son died he went to heaven. To which Mr. Corwin 
replied : ‘It is a little doubtful. I think he would 

hardly want to go to the Christian heaven ; but if he 

did, all hell could not stop him. ” 

Mr. Perry, in his second criticism, when noticing 

my reply, says : ‘I I did not say he repented. I fear 
he did not. I said he recanted.” What a dodge ! It 

is equal to that of the boy who, when accused of 

lying, .replied : ” No, sir, I didn’t lie ; it is nothing but 

a fulminatory expansion of elongated veracity.” It is 
about the difference between “a right fat pig and a 
pig right fat.” Everybody knows the two words 
(‘ repent ” and Cl recant ” are understood to mean about 
the same thing. 4 And here is what he did say: 

“ TayIor recanted his infidelity in later life, and so 

may be regarded as having abandoned his untenable 

hypothesis.” If this don’t mean death-bed or latter- 

clay repentance, then it can have no meaning at all; 

and he niust know every reader would understand it 

in that way. He evidently got into .a tight place 

here. 

Er. 185. Miiller on Jacolliot. Here I have shown 
Mr. Perry got into the wrong pew. He not only 

failed to prove by Miiller the point he seemingly 

undertook, but Miiller appears in evidence against 

him and virtu,ally demolishes his whole theory. For 
proof, see chap. viii. - 
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Er. 136. Mr. Perry says Buddhism makes Nirvana, 

or annihilation by absorption, the end of our being. 

Here is more ignorance or misrepresentation, Nirvana 

does not mean the annihilation of our identity, as 

Perry here teaches. Miiller says I‘ Nihilism or Nir- 

vana may mean an extinction of many things, but it 

does not mean an extinction of our consciousness at 

death” (Science of Religion, p. 141). And in proof 

of the statement he says : “Buddha, after he entered 

Nirvana, is spoken of as living and showing himself 

to his disciples” (Chips, p. 230). This settles the 

matter that Nirvana, which Buddhists enter at death, 

does not mean the extinction of our consciousness, as 

Perry teaches, though Mtiller admits texts of. theil 

scriptures seem to teach the doctrine, and it was tllc 

doct@e of the skeptics. 

Er. 137. We are told by Mr. Perry that the. stories 

of the crucifixion of both Chrishna and Bucldba were 

suggested to the Hindoos by seeing a Roman Catholic 

crucifix. Here is another bold assertion, which I have 

shown is contradicted by several popular writers, such 

as Sir William Jones, Higgins, etc. There is much 

more evidence to prove that the borrgwing, if by 

either ptirty, was by the Christians. For proof see 

chap. v. This is one of Perry’s wild assumptions 

unsupported by facts. 
. 

Er. 138. Mr. Perry says the story of Buddha being 

born of a virgin (Maia) originated several hundred 

years after Christianity was established. I have cited 

many facts and testimonies to disprove the truth of 

this assertion, and a positive contradiction by Sir Wm. 

Jones (see chap. 10). 
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Er. 139. I have stated that Persians have calcula- 

tions in astronomy which scientists admit must have 

been made four hundred years before Moses. To 

which Mr. Perry replies, “ This, as far as scientists are 

concerned, is decidedly novel.” Here Mr. Perry 
makes one of the greatest displays of his ignorance of 

the history of the science I have yet noticed. Several 
scientific writers are against him, such as Bailly, 

Prof. Playfair, Goodrich, etc., some of whom date some 

of the Persian calculations in astronomy as remotely 

as 3000 B.C., .while my statement of 400 years before 

Moses would only make it about 2000 B.C. My state- 
ment was, therefore, very moderate. Here Mr. Perry 

again manifests an ignorance of history which must 

shake our confidence in him as a historical critic. For 
further proof see chapter xv. If such historical 

ignorance is characteristic of “ walking libraries ” I 

shall prefer those without legs. 

Er. 140. Mr. Perry misrepresents me when he 

assumes that the astronomical calculations I speak-of 

as being made before Moses and those of Berosus 

referred to as bei.ng made X,000 years ago are t11c 

same. I never thought of such a thing, and C;III 
hardly see how an honest critic could understand it ~0 

Er. 141. His quotation from Hardwick relative L) 
’ Chrishna I have thoroughly riddled in chapter xv., 

to which I refer the reader. “Had God Almighty 

known Hardwick as well as I do (said a wag), he 

would never have called him to preach.” 
Er. 142. When Mr Perry asserts that the unity 

and personality of God are not taught in the.Persian 

religion or the Zend-Avesta, he displays a great 
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atnount of ignorance for a historical critic. I could 

cite forty writers who contradict him. In the “Bible 

of Bibles ” I have quoted several pages taken from the 

Zend-Avesta which recognize but one God, such as, 

“ 0 Lord, forgive me,” ‘I 0 Lord, I repent of my sins,” 

etc. The New American Cyclopedia says: “The 
Zoroastern system recognized but one God, omnipo- 

tent, invisible, the creator, preserver, and ruler of the 

universe, and the last judge” (Vol. viii, p. 546). 

Nothing in the Christian Bible can excel this. Perry 

should stick a pin here. It completely turns him 

sommersault. Mr. Goodrich says : ‘( The principal 

religion of Persia consisted in a belief in one God, and 

a pious fear, love, and admiration of him ; a reverence 

for parents and aged persons, and a fraternal affection 

for the whole human race, and a dompassionate ten- 

derness for the brute creation” (p. 113). We can 

find nothing equal to this in the Christian Bible. 

The Persian or Parsee catechism declares : ‘(We 
believe in only one COG?, and do not believe in any 

other beside him.” Here is the positive declaration 

that they believe in one, and only one God. 

Er. 143. Another serious blunder. Mr. Perry says 

that instead of the unity of the Godhead, the Persians 

teach a dualism, consisting of a good god and a bad god. 

To be sure, and does he not know that this is one of 
the essential doctrines of the Christian system. The 

dual gods being Jehovah and Satan. Christians not 

only believe in a good and a bad deity, both invested 

with the power and attributes of a god, but both are 

designated by the term God in their Bible. Will Mr. 

Perry please read his Bible again? 
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Er. 144. We must assume either that Mr. Perry is 

hypercritical or at a loss to find salient points in my 
books when he hatches up such criticisms as he 

bestows on my citation from the Roman historian 

Pausaneus, which states that Esculapius raised Hyppol- 

ytus, and Pyndarius from the dead. He says they 

were fabulous beings and, therefore, assumes they 

could not have been resurrected. But I aver no other 
kind of beings ever were raised from the dead than 

“ fabulous beings,” and this was done only in concep- 
tion or in the popular belief. That is, the reported 
resurrection from the dead of any being that had a 

real tangible existence can be nothing but fiction, or 

fable, for it would be as easy to infuse life into a 

stump or stone and make it walk and talk as to 

reanimate a dead and decomposing human body. If 
such an act could be performed, we would have no 
further use for natural law. I only aimed to show 
that heathen nations have their stories of resurrecting 

the dead, which are,as credible as those reported of 

Elijah, Elisha, Jesus Christ, etc. 

Er. 145. He says Hyppolitus should be spelled Hip- 

polytus. If he will put on his glasses, and look again 

on page 275 of LL The Sixteen Crucified Saviors,” he 
will find that is the way I have spelt the name 

exactly. What wild criticism! 

Er. 146. He exhibits a lack of being posted in cur- 

rent history and a want of true courtesy when he 

questions the truth of my statement about the present 

superior moral condition of Japan on the authority of 

Col. Hall and Dr. Oliphant, men well known in Eng- 

land, and of high standing with respect to honor, hon- 
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esty, and veracity ; and as one or both of them belong 

to the same theological school with Mr. Perry, they 

are his own witnesses, and he must settle the matter 
with them. I have given their own language in “The 

World’s Sixteen Crucified Saviors,” page 376, and 

in (‘ The Bible of Bibles ” also in part. 

Er. 147. Mr. Perry speaks of the logical absurdity 

of calling Chrishna’s mother a virgin in view of the 

fact that she had several other children. Has he for- 

gotten that Christ’s mother had at least two other sons, 

James and John, and was nevertheless still considered 
to be a virgin? And if she had been the mother of 

forty sons, she would still have been honored as a 

“ holy virgin,” because believed to be the mother of a 

god. Mr. Perry thus kills two gods with one stone. 

He is in the quandary of. the hunter who, when he 

leveled his gun to shoot a duck swimming on a lake, 

was disconcerted and defeated by another duck getting 

in his way, as he expressed it. Mr. Perry, with less 

discrimination, fires away and kills two gods. Logical 

consistency is a virtue that no popular religion has 

ever been burdened with. 

Er. 148. Mr. Perry charges me with ((a great 

amount of absurdity and falsehood ” for saying the 

Hindoo language (the Sanscrit) and the Hindoo relig 

ion have never been knowu to change. This is a seri- 

ous and dishonorable charge and a very bold assump 

tion. Now I have proved in chapter xviii, by one of 

his own witnesses, whom he virtually admits is a. 

sufficient authority to settle such disputes, that there 

is no absurdity or falsehood in the case. 

Er. 149. Mr. Perry very reluctantly acknowledges 

. 
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that the Persian religion contains many striking anal- 

ogies to Christianity, relating to the temptation and 

fall of man, etc., but says, ‘i It is mingled with much 

that is degrading.” Is it possible he does not know 

that this statement recoils disastrously upon his own 
religious system? Has he never read the ” degrad- 

ing ” story of Lot and his daughters; the shocking 

familiarity of the father of God’s pet people (Abra- 

ham) with his servant-maid Hagar, whom he then 

turned with her child into the wilderness to starve or 

perish with thirst? And has he not read the no less 

shocking and degrading account of the Bible God 
ordering young maids to be snatched as victims from 

the sword in the battlefield and saved to become vic- 

tims to the lusts of the priests-a still more horrible 

fate? If anything can be found in the Persian system 

more degrading than these and many other similar 

features of the Christian Bible religion, I confess I 

have not seen it, Mr. Perry had better have ” skipped ” 

this statement. 
Er. 150. Mr. Perry charges me with “constantly 

berating Christianity.” ” Berate ” means “ to scold 
vehemently ;” but he don’t prove one case of scold- 

ing. His conception of the meaning of the word 

berate seems to be quite unique, about as much so as 

the sophomore’s signification of the word thermom- 

eter, which he defined to be CL a machine for regulating 

the weather.” 
Er. 151. I am criticised by Mr. Perry for classing 

the Sadder of the Persians or Parsees with their scrip- 
tures, because it is, as he- says, ‘( only a summary of 

Parsee doctrine.” The fact of their constituting a sum- 

. 
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rnary of doctrines is the very circumstance which 
entitles them to be called scriptures. The Rev. Mr. 

Allen ranks the code of Menu among the Hindoo 

scriptures principally because they contain % sum- 

mary of doctrines” 

Er. 152. Perry says Mr. Graves cannot affirm that 

the Jews borrowed anything of the Persians. In my 

reply I uamed a number of Christian writers ~110 say 

they did, such as Beers, Enfield, Campbell, etc. And 

Archbishop Whateley makes the express declaration 

that both the Jews and early Christians borrowed of 

the Persians and other heathen nations. 

Er. 153. He says much of the Old Testament is as 

cld if not older than the hymns of the Zend-Avesm. 
Here he is in conflict with his own Christian writers 

again. The learned Prof. Stepp, of Munich Univer- 
sity, whom I have referred to elsewhere, says, LL The . 
cuneiform inscriptions of Persia are of older date than 

our Old Testament, and testify to the same truths,” 
and hence the inference that the latter are borrowed 

from the former. Here Mr. Perry is completely over- 

thrown by a learned professor. 

Er. 154. Mr. Perry says, “The later forms of relig- 

ious thought developed a kind of mediator in the per- 

son of Mithra.” Here fifty writers rise up against 

him if we are to understand him to mean that the 

belief in Mithra, the mediator, is post-Ohristisn. Bur- 

nouf, Goodrich, Whately, Miiller, Childs, Haug, Zan- 

thus, Berosus, Bopp, Lassen, Benfey, etc., have all 
expressed themselves adversely to this assertion, and 

the evidence to disprove it will be found in.the other 

chapters of this work (see chap. vii). Will Mr. Perry 
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rally to the task of overthrowing these standard 
authors? 

Er. 155. Mr. Perry says I should LL desire to learn 
truth and not make argument.” I flatter myself I have 

done both with some success, and trust my works will 
sustain me in this opinion. 

Er. 156. He says some of my objections refute 

themselves. Perhaps he takes the same view of them 

that I do of some of his, that they leap so high that 

when they fall they are broken to pieces by their own 

weight. Here, then, we are even. 
Er. 157. He asks if I can suppose the Christian 

martyrs died for a master they knew never existed. 

I reply, No; like the martyrs of other religions, they 

died for a master whom they did not know ever 

existed, or at least as a god. They did not know-any 

thing about it; that is, they did not know that he 

ever existed as a god, as I have shown in I‘ The Six- 

teen Saviors.” 
Er. 158. He says I have not “attempted to grapple 

with chap. liii of Isaiah.” Because there is nothing in 

it to grapple with. I do not assume, as he does, that it 

refers to Christ ; and he had better not if he wants to 
save the credit of either Christ or the prophet, for some 

very dishonorable things are said of the being prophe- 

sied of (if we assume it to be a prophecy), such as 

his ‘I dividing the spoil with the strong,” which implies 

he would engage in a war of conquest and plunder, 

and get half the booty, His seed is also spoken of. 

Had Christ any children? These and similar texts 

led some of the early Christians to conclude that 

chapter liii of Isaiah does not refer to Christ, as it 
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would make him a cruel, inhuman, and bloody warrior. 

Er. 159. He says there is no evidence of Mithra 
having been born of a virgin and crucified. To this . 
I need only reply that if the testimony of Christian 

writers and ancient inscriptions as furnished by Mr. 

Higgins can furnish any evidence, then there is more 

evidence of it than in the case of Jesus Christ. 

Er, 160. He speaks of Mithra!s birthday being the 

25th of March. Here he projects another missile 

which falls upon his own head. I have in the ‘( Six- 

teen Saviors ” named a number of gods, and Jesus 

Christ among the number, who were believed to 

be born on the 25th of March. The inference is 

potent that a part of their history is borrowed from 

the starry heavens. 
Er. 161 He asks why I did not refer in my works 

to the Chaldean story of creation, which so strikingly 

resembles that found in the Christian Bible. If he will 

turn to page 48 of “ The Bible of Bibles,” he will find 
I did so refer. I advise him to stop criticising my 

books till he has read them and knows something 

about them. 
Er. 162. I have also furnished much evidence in 

this work to disprove the truth of his assumption that 

the Persians borrowed the story of creation, fall of 

man, the general deluge, etc., from the Jewish account 

of them. (See chap. xv.) 
Er. 163. According to Mr. Perry, Infidel books in 

general, including mine, are filled with ‘( pious frauds.” 

I beg leave to inform him that, according to Eusebius, 
cnrly Christian writers set us the example. If 1 
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were to commit any frauds, I would ‘try to keep the 
piety out. I don’t believe in mixing them together. 

Er. 164. Mr. Perry adduces as an argument in favor 

of his own Bible that it is venerable for age. Here 
he overshoots the mark again by an assertion which, 

if true, proves too much. Several of the heathen 

Bibles, as I have shown, are older, and consequently 

still more (‘venerable ” on account of age. And most 
of the crimes now committed in society being preva- 

lent in the world several thousand years ago must, 

according to Perry’s reasoning, be considered LC vener- 
able for age.” How superlatively absurd and ludi- 
crous the argument is thus shown to be I 

Er. 165. He says the Bible ‘( contains much that is 

beautiful in thought and expression, but Mr. Graves 

sees nothing of this.” It seems strange he should 

make such a statement as this, when I have a chapter 
headed (‘The Beauties and Benefits of Bibles,” in 

which I have declared “ There are in all Bibles veins 

of beautiful thought coursing through their pages ;” 

and much more to the same effect may be found in 

the “Bible of Bibles,” p. 28. Here, then, is another 

blunder which shows he has not read the book, and 
yet takes the liberty to criticise it. Many of his criti- 
cisms furnish evidence that he has not read my books. 

Er. 166. Mr. Perry says the Hindoos had a good 

opportunity to borrow of the Christians the latter part 

of the second century. True, but u it is a poor rule 

that won’t work both ways.” Experience proves that 
when a man has an opportunity to catch a tiger, the 

tiger has the same opportunity to catch him. Borrow- 
ing and catchin g are games that both parties could 
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work at. But the Hindoos being always averse to 

borrowing, and Christians strongly prone to it, sug- 

gests the party most likely to borrow. Should we 

not conclude that Perry is ii morally jaundiced,” as 

he suspects me with being? 
Er. 167. Mr. Perry again surrenders the whole 

ground and pulls down his the;logical castle on his 

own head. He admits (most unfortunately for his 

borrowing hypothesis) that some of the early Chris- 

t,ians did manifest a disposition to amalgamate and 

wed Hindooism and Christianity. This was the - 
cropping out of the true Jewish character, who were 

alwa.ys prone to borrow from other religions, and the 

founders of Christianity were Jews by descent. He 

mentions the Manichean church as trying to splice 

Hindooism and Christianity together. But this con- 

cession involves a complete overthrow of his whole 

theory, for the other churches were of the same stock, 

and hence possessed the same propensity to borrow as 

the Manichean church did. Like Haman, Perry is 

.here hung on his own gallows again. 

Er. 168. We are told by Mr. Perry that the tenth 

Avatar of the Hindoos is ‘Laborrowing~from the white 

horse of Revelations.” To be sure. I suppose the 

thought did not occur to him that the party who had 

the strongest inclination to borrow might have done 

the borrowing in this case. Here he hitches the cart 

before the horse again. 
Er. 169. The virgin-born Buddha, says Mr. Perry, 

IS found only in the works that are post-Christian. 

But I have arrayed against this assumption a.great 
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many historical facts and several of the world’s ablest 

hist.orica.1 writers, and Sir William Jones especially. 
Er. 170. I also disproved his assertion that the 

analogies of the Persian religion are post-Christian by 

many facts and many authorities. (See chap. xv.) 

Er. 171. In his second criticism, Mr. Perry says that 

in my answer to his first criticism I said nothing about 

the Zend-Avesta, thus presuming I am unable to meet 

him on this ground. But he will get enough of the 

Zend-Avesta in this work. (See chap. xv.) 

Er. 172. Mr. Perry also assumes that I was not 

able to meet his authorities (Laplace, Burgess, and 

Wilson) in my review, as he says (‘ Mr. Graves found 
no fault with these writers.” As I knew t,he editor of 

the LL Telegram ” would not allow me space to not,ice 

one-half the points Mr. Perry had raised, I omitted t,o 

notice these writers, having observed their arguments 

were substantially the same as other writers I did 

b notice. In this work, however, I have found fault 

enough with each one of these writers to satisfy him 

to his heart’s cmtent. If he wants a feast of fault- 

finding of these men (error exposing), let him read 

chapters vii. and ix. 

Er. 173. Mr. Perry says my story about Mr. 

Bentley is second-hand. Yes, and so is his, unless he 

made it himself out of “ whole cloth,” for neither of 

us were there, and all our information relative to 

events which transpired before we were born must 
necessarily be second-hand. 

Er. 174. His assertion that the authentic history of 

India commenced in the twelfth century of our era, I 

have exploded in chapter xix. A ” walking library ” 
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carrying so much ignorance should stop and rest OCCI- 

sionally. 
Er. 175. By stating I have nothing to say against 

Wilson he insinuates I am unable to grapple with his 

arguments (no, not his arguments either, for he uses 

none, but his @se dixit). By reading chapter ix of 

this work he will discover I have a.little to say about 

this author, and in the same chapter he will see Mi.iller 

also has something to say about him. And now what 

has Mr. Perry to say about the arguments Miiller and 
I have wielded against him ‘2 

Er. 176. Mr. Perry speaks of my indignation 
against Bentley. He must have about as strange a 

conception of the meaning of the word indignation 

as the Connecticut lady had of the word eloquent 

when she declared her pastor was the most eloquent 

preacher she ever,heard, as he knocked five pulpits to 

pieces and banged the inside out of three Bibles in 
one year. That was eloquence with a veugeance. 
And perhaps Mr. Perry’s idea of indignation may be 
ranked with it. 

Er. 177. Again Mr. Perry, the it standard authority 

in history,” says there is almost no reliable Hindoo 

history, and that only one date has been actually veri- 
fied before Christ, and that found in the history of a 

king named Chandrugupta, who ascended the throne 

316 B.C. On the contrary, both Haug and Miiller tell 

~3 that different edicts issued by King Asoka, who 
reigned not long after the time he assigns for King 

Chandrugupta, can now be seen in rock inscriptions in 

various parts of India, with indications of the date 

more ancient than that of any event in the history of 
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the king he mentions. For many more disproofs of 

this statement see chapter ix. Thus it will be seen 
u the standard authority in history” is flat on his back. 

Er. 178. In reply to the extraordinary statement 

which I quoted from Col. Dow, that the Brahmins 
have a wonderful story about a pious Hindoo emi- 

grating westward several thousand years ago and 

establishing a new system of religion answering exactly 
to the Jewish religion, and which they now maintain 

was the origin of ‘that religion, Mr. Perry very coolly 

says, ‘I He mentions, I believe that the Brahmins 

accuse the Jews and Mohammedans of having bor- 

rowed some religious rites, and that is about all.” 

No, indeed, it is not ‘(about till.” He gives th& name 
of this founder of the new religion asTuruh (almost 

Teruh, the father of Abraham), and says the Hin- 

doos are able and ready to give LL a very particular 

account of the origin of the Jewish religion” in this 

way, as stated in my “ Bible of Bibles,” page 41. Of 
course, this is cold news for Mr. Perry, who 

I‘ Gives an opinion as though he gave it not, 
And what he remember% he seems to have forgot. 

Er. 179. Mr. Perry takes no exception to the state- 
ment of Prof. Swing in his book that “logic cannot 

deduce . . . the conclusion that the universe did 

not come from an intelligent creator.” Where is the 

science of either Mr. Swing or Mr. Perry? Every 

scientific man in the world now believes in growth, 

and not creation. They are behind the times. 

Er. 180. Mr. Perry says the Essenes resembled the 

Christians mainly in those points in which the Chris- 
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tians resembled the Jews. This is a grand mistake, as 

will be seen by reading chapter xxxi. of the (‘Sixteen 

Crucified Saviors,” wherein it is shown the Essenes 

were Christians in the most absolute sense, both in 

belief and practice. Sixty proofs are furnished of 

this. . 

Er. 181. Mr. Perry says Mr. Graves is savage against 
Mtiller for exposing Jacolliot. Savage, indeed ; and 

what did I say ! Simply this : ‘< Muller was a pro- 

fessor in the old orthodox institution of Oxford.” 

That is all I said. Is there anything savage in this ? 

He seems to have coined a new meaning for the word 

savage. No, I have not a word to say against Miiller, 

but against that bigoted, priest-ridden community and 
its institutions, which frequently restrain him from 

giving full expression to his real sentiments and con- 

vi&ions on questions of theology ; occasionally, how- 

ever, he ventures so far as to give offense to his ortho- 

dox audiences and to be threatened with a prosecution 

for heresy by them. 

. 

Er. 182. Mr. Perry admits there are lL passages in 

the Bible the harmonizing of which is uot easy, if 

possible.” (Page 123.) Here he tears down his theo- 
logical fortress upon his own head again. No Infidel 

eould make a more fatal concession against the Bible 

than that it contains passages which it is impossible. to 

reconcile. How, then, in the name of God, are we to 
know, or can we know, what it teaches when one 

passage teaches one thing and another contradicts it 

and teaches the -opposite? And this being indeter- 

minable, how can we be benefited bp such a book 

that thus contradicts itself? Please answer. 
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Er. 183. We are told by Mr. Perry, however, that 
the contradictions of the Bible do not ‘I render any 

doctrine doubtful.” Here is a stupendous absurdity, 
not to say a. moral impossibility. When one text 

teaches one doctrine, and another the opposite (many 
cases of which I have cited in my (‘ Bible of Bibles “1, 

if it don’t render it doubtful which is to be accepted 
as the true doctrine, it must be simply because the 

Bible is no authority to settle any question in theol- 

ogy, and we are left to other resources, and thus the 

book is abandoned. Will Mr. Perry please solve this 
moral riddle ? 

Er. 184 He admits there are words in the Bible 
which time has rendered vulgar and obscene, or 
“ coarse.” If, then, by becoming more refined and 
enlightened, we have outgrown the language of the 

Bible, why not admit we have outgrown its theology 

also’l Will Mr. Perry please answer this question ? 

Er. 185. He admits the Bible treats on subjec& 

that it is not proper to talk about in good society. 

Then why, in the name of God, were they recorded to 

be read in good society, and even in schools to chil- 
dren, and treated in such language that Lnrc: 

Brougham, of England, declared they are calculated 
to make our daughters blush when they read them in 
their private parlors? Here is another knotty ques- 
tion in theology for Mr. Perry to explain. 

Er. 186. Perry tells us the Bible does not necessa- 
‘?Fy justify the bad acts of men which it records; but 

as it does justify them in masy cases, we must con- 

clude it does that which is not necessary. As, for 
example, after Abraham had lied to two kings in rep- 
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resenting his wife as being his sister, and made his 

servant-maid a victim to his lust and turned her into 

the wilderness to starve; after thus ruining her charac- 
ter, God is represented as saying, “Abraham kept all 

my commandments, all my statutes, and all my laws.” 

(See Gen. xxvi, 5.) If this is not justifying his bad 

conduct to represent it as being in accordance with 

the laws of God, it is impossible to conceive how it 
could be justified And David, after having com- 

mitted fourteen wicked acts, some of which would 

send him to the state prison if committed in this 

enlightened age, is declared to be lLa man after God’s 

own heart.” (1 S am. xiii, 14.) If this.does not justify 

his wipkedness, will Mr. Perry please explain what 

language could be used to justify it? 

Er. 187. He says, “The Bible describes the gross 

misconduct of some men whom on the whole it pro- 

nounces good.” Yes, and I ask if in this way it does 

not justify, popularize, and perpetuate those crimes 

which they committed 1 Please answer, Mr. Perry, 

this question, and tell us if “ pronouncing” men 

‘( good ” who were guilty of (‘gross misconduct ” does 

not justify and encourage crime. Please answer this 

question also. 
Er. 188. He criticises me for saying the Bible sanc- 

tions and justifies war, intemperance, slavery, polygamy. 

licentiousness, etc.; but he does not attempt to show, 

nor can he do it, that when a book represents God (as 

the Christian Bible does) as sanctioning and often 
as commanding these crimes, it does not justify 

them, and thus tend-to popularize and perpetuate 

them. 

I 
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Er. 189. He also criticises me for saying “ such a 

book must necessarily inflict a demoralizing influence 

on society where it is read and believed.” Mark the 

language, i( where it is read and bel+ved;” that is, 

where it is read and believed l&rally. If Christian 
sects generally would follow the example of the Swe- 

denborgians in symbolizing all the seemingly bad and 

immoral texts of the Bible they would confer a bene- 

fit upon society by arresting the demoralizing influ- 

ence of the idolized book. The more I investigate the 
matter, the more I admire the rational and beautiful 

system of religion which the Swedenborgians have 

erected on the Bible, compared with the cramping and 

to some extent demoralizing system of orthodoxy. It 
is doing much to make religion and the Bible more 

acceptable to the thinking and skeptical world, what- 

ever its basis. 

Er. 190. Mr. Perry says that Watson’s reply to 
Paine was a sufficient antidote to his argument against 

the Bible. Yes, Watson demolished Paine about as 

effectually as the old lady did the college student 
when she told:.him he was a fool for believing the 

world is round, as anybody with half sense can see it 

is a square piece of ground standing on a rock. When 
asked what the rock stands on, she replied, <‘ La, child, 

how ignosant you are; there are rocks all the way 
down.” Watson was about equally successful in reply- 
ing to Paine. 

Er. 191. In reply to my statement that a lamb is 

represented as being crucified on one side of the Celtic 

god Hesus, and an elephant on the other, Mr. Perry 

says it does not resemble an elephant. That may be ; 
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I never said it did, but several writers say it was 

designed to represent ap elephant; and according to 

Miiller the elephant symbol was known among the 

Hindoos as well as among the Celtic Druids. 
Er. 192. Mr. Perry tells us Isaiah visited India, 

which furnished the Hindoos an opportunity to borrow 

religious tenets of the Jews. But Miiller says that 

“ the opinion that the pagan religions are mere corrup- 

tions of the religion of the Old Testament (or the 

New Testament either is implied), once supported by 

men of high authority and great learning, is now as 

completely surrendered as the attempt to explain 

Greek and Latin as corru,ptions of the Hebrew ” 

(Science of Religion, p. 24). Here again Mr. Perry is 

convicted by his own witness of either being ignu- 

rant in history or unscrupulous in argument. Miiller 

here explodeq his borrowing theory into fragments. 

Er. 193. His assumption that the Puranas are post- 

Christian I have effectually overthrown in chap. x. 

Er. 194. Mr. Perry says Christ means anointed, 

while Chrishna means black. Wilkinson shows that 

both names are derived from the same word (Chris). 

Hence whatever either Christ or Chrishna originally 

meant the other meant also. Ch&.s was the Chaldean 

name for the sun oil sun god. 

Er. 195. He asks me if I have read .the Rev. J. H. 

Haley’s masterly exposure of-the work on Bible contra- , 
dictions. I can only say if it is ‘I masterly,” it is a 

masterly trespass on common sense. Mr, Haley 

comes about as near demolishing the work as the 

clown did to demolishing Newton’s discovery of 

the rotundity and revolution of the earth by hanging 
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a mush pot in the chimney, which as it was not found 

in the morning turned (‘ topsy turvy ” with the contents 
in the fire was regarded as a ‘I masterly exposition ” of 

the fallacy of the Newtonian discovery. Mr. Haley 

seems to have been equally fortunate in his ‘( masterly 
exposition ” of the errors of the work on Bible con- 
tradictions. It seems to be a mess of learned ignor- 
ance. 

Er. 196. He says that none of the Bible contradic- 
tions are of great importance. Strange, indeed, when 
as I have shown we have two opposite statements 

for nearly every doctrine, principle, and precept in the 
Bible. It is impossible to learn by such a book what 
is the truth in the case. If this is not a matter of great 
importarmsthen nothing in the Bible can be of much 
importance, and it might as well be used for wrapping 

paper. 

Er. 197. He says, u If the Bible be such a nonsen- 
sical and immoral book as I represent it to be, it is 

strange that none but men of loose doctrines, if not 

of loose lives, have discovered the fact” Here is an 

intimation that the moral character and practical lives 

of Infidels are inferior to those of Christians ; but in the 
‘(Bible of Bibles ” I have cited Christian writers of 

the highest authority to disprove the assumption. I 
have quoted the testimony of “The New York Evan- 

gelist,” a rigidly orthodox%esbyterian journal, which 

declares that all the moral reforms and philanthropic 

movements of the age are carried on by Infidels 

to the shame of the church, and that in morals 
and practical righteousness they are in some cases 

f ar in advance of the Christian world ; that they 
. 
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are the pioneers in moral reform, going before and 

beckoning to a sluggish church to follow in the rear, 

etc., etc. And I have also cited the testimony of 

Catharine Beecher, who has collected the testimony of 

leading business men all eve: the country who declare 

that Infidels are more honest, more reliable, and more 

trustworthy than the majority of church-members, 

etc. (See I‘ Bible of Bibles,” p. 301.) Thlts Mr. Perry’s 
slanderous insinuation against Infidels is completely 

ref utcd. 
Er. 198. He censures me for inconsistency in charg- 

ing the Scriptures with indecency while ” frequently in- 

dulging in profane and indecent jests.” But he can 

find no case in any of my works in which I have in- 

dulged in either profanity or indecency. They are 

both so repulsives to my nature that I have in many 

cases refrained from quoting the language of the 

Christian Bible because of its approximating either to 

profanity or indecency. I wish Mr. Perry to notice 

how differently the “ Louisville Age ” speaks of this 

work, though it is not an Infidel paper and does not 

indorse the work. It says, “This work of Mr. Graves. 

presents the condensed results of a great deal of read- - 
ing and a style of singular clearness, and is so gener- 
ous and catholic in spirit, so just and fair in criticism, 

and so reverential and at the same time so humane as 

to be a model in literature of this kind.” How fair, 

candid, and mild compared with Mr. Perry’s unkind 

and bitter denunciations. ‘I When doctors thus dis- 

agree, what is to become of the patient ?” 
Er. 199. Mr. Perry quotes my statement that ‘(I 

have assumed Chrishna indorsed some doctrines which 
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I have placed in his list, although not found in his 

teachings.” Here part of the sentence was omitted in 

setting up the type, which reads ‘(because they con- 
stitute a part of the system of religion which he 

taught and preached.” This makes it read with better 
sense, and Perry’s_ criticism is uncalled for. He is 
hypcrcdtical. 

Er. 200. Mr. Perry says I seemingly forget myself 

when I admitted that the story of Chrishna is not 

found in the Vedas. He is a little too smart in this 
case. I never gave a hint anywhere that it is to be 

found in the Qedas; I only said many of his doctrines 

are taught therein. 
Er. 201. Another display of historical ignorance. 

Mr. Perry, when referring to my mention of the name 

of the Hindoo god Sakia, sa.ys, “It is none other than 

Buddha.” He here assumes there was but one Buddha, 
when their sacred history refers to more than a hun- 

dred. Allen mentions a writer who -enumerated one 

hundred and thirty. He evidently supposes Buddha 
is a name, whereas it is only a title, meaning in one 

sense a savior or deliverer, and as such was applied 

to all their gods. Miiller says, ‘I No one ever supposed 
that Buddha is more than a title ” (Chips, vol. i, p. 

215). He should have said, ‘(Except the walking 

library, John T. Perry.” 

Er. 202. After Perry had referred to Josephus’ allu- 

sion to Christ in his first criticism, I replied by stating 

that it is now almost universally admitted to be a for- 

gery by even Christian writers themselves, and I 

referred to some of Dr. Lardner’s nine reasons for 

rejecting it as spurious, among which is the fact that 
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it is not found in the early editions of Josephus, which 

date before the time of Eusebius ; and the President 

of Harvard College once stated in a public lecture that 

‘I‘ the passage is not accepted as genuine by any Chris- 

tian scholar of any eminence.” And the Rev. S. B. 

Gould, in his “ Lost and Hostile Gospels,” says, ‘( It is 

singular that neither Philo nor Josephus nor contempo- 

rary Roman and Greek writers nor anybody but Chris- 
tian writers in that age make any allusion to either 

Christ or primitive Christianity.” Mr. Perry, in his 

second criticism, after reviewing the utter delmolition 

I made of his attempt to build on this passage of 

Josephus, says, ‘(Well, it is not. of first-class impor- 

tance.” What a marvelous idea that an author who 

wrot%as voluminously as Josephus did of that age 

and country, and almost on the very spot where we 

are told the greatest being that ever appeared in the 
world (no less than a god) was born and lived for 
many. years, and astonished thousands by his mira- 

cles-that a writer like Josephus, who professes to 

record almost everything of importance which tran- 
spired then and there, should pass over entirely unno- 

ticed the history or the most remote allusion to such 

a being as Jesus Christ is claimed to have been, must 
be set down as an absolute demonstration that he 

never made much mark in the world, and consequently 

the miraculous portion of his history is enormously 

exaggerated; that he led a natural and not a super- 

natural life. Mr. Perry’s view of the case as being of no 
great importance brings to mind the cool nonchalant 
manner in which a newspaper speaks of an accident 

which terminated a man’s life. It states that, “ as Mr. 
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Beard was riding into town yesterday, he was thrown 

from his wagon, which broke his neck, but happily he 
received no further injury.” This was “taking it ’ 

quite cool.” 

Er. 203. Mr. Perry also speaks of Pliny’s and 
Suetoneus’ reference to Christ and Christians. Does 

he not know that these passages are also pronounced 
forgeries or caricatures by the best historical scholars, 

as they represent Christ as being a rioter and Chris- 
tians as being (‘ villainous and wicked?” Dr. Lardner 

says that learned Christians have concluded that they 

are either forgeries or do not refer to Christ or Chris- 
tians at all. This leaves the case in a quandary or 
quagmire. 

Er. 204. Mr. Perry says I limit the prmf of 

Christ’s existence to Tacitus’ testimony that Christ 
was crucified under Pontius Pilate. Here is another 
signal blunder. Nothing can be found in the “Annals 
of Tacitus ” referring to Christ or Christians which 
learned Christian writers are willing to indorse a? 

referring to him or them, and consequently they have 

concluded they were not intended so to refer by the 
:7 rite I: Here he is in another theological morass. 

Ei: 205. Mr. Perry refers to the prediction relative 

:..I the dispersion of the Jews, but he only tells half 
the story. It is also predicted over and over again in 

various parts of the Bible that they would return to 

their sacred homes ; that they would have a perpetual 

lease on the throne of David or Israel, and that all 

nations would ultimately come and bow to them, etc. 

Will Mr. Perry show us how this prediction has been 

fulfilled? Here is another knotty question. 
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Er. 206. Mr. Perry criticises my statement that 
Paul’s declaration of five thousand brethren witness- 
ing the ascension of Christ does not agree with the 
statement in Acts i, 15, of the number of brethren 
being only one hundred and twenty. I will only say 
in reply that Mr. Barnes says the one hundred and 
twenty constituted all that could properly be called 
brethren at that time. I therefore refer Mr. Perry to 
Barnes, one of his own Christian brethren, to get the 
matter straightened up. 

Er. 207. Mr. Perry says all the early adversaries of 
Christianity admitted that Christ worked miracles, 
heathen as well as Jews. To be sure they did ; and 
they also admit that impostors wrought miracles ; that 
magicians were skilled in the miracle-working power, 
and all conceded that even old Satan, the devil him- 
self, bore off the palm in the miracle-working business. 
As it was nwt an age of science, but a miracle-believ- 
ing and miracle-working age, of course everybody 
believed in miracles (excepting a few philosophers), 
whether performed by men, gods, or devils. Here the 
facts of history uptrip his logic again. 

Er. 208. Mr. Perry says no new temples are being 
erected in heathen countries. And why is this 1 
Because they have too much veneration for the old 
ones, of which they have hundreds of thousands. 
This also accounts for their religion not changing. 
But he affirms it does, and then cites facts which 
prove it does not change. 

Er. 209. He calls me to account in his second criti- 
cism for not noticing John Stuart Mill’s statement, 
which he had quoted, that the story of Christ was not 
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invented. I never supposed it was invented, and 

therefore had no objections to offer to Mill’s statement. 

It is more reasonable to suppose it was borrowed, and 

I have adduced a thousand facts to support the posi- 

tion in the ‘(Sixteen Crucified Saviors.” He first 
makes an objection for me, then answers it. 

Er. 210. He says Mr. Graves does not believe in 
prophecy. This blunder shows he has not read my 

books, for I have made the statement in both of them 

that I do. believe in prophecy, and have cited 

many facts to prove it. Why is it that a lL walking 

library ” so often misses the truth ‘? 

Er. 211. In “The Sixteen Crucified Saviors,” page 
300, I have shown the prophecies of Isaiah, Jeremiah, 

and Ezekiel all failed on Tyre, such as its being taken 

by Nebuchadnezzar, its utter destruction, its being 

consumed by fire, and that on the contrary, in spite of 

all their predictions (none of which were ever real- 
ized), it is still a flourishing city of more than five 

thousand inhabitants. Mr. Perry, in reply to my 

statement that these prophecies were not fulfilled, 

says, IL That is a point disputed among scholars.” 
Why, then, may I not dispute his conclusion in the 

case without being called to acount for it? Please 

answer the question, Mr. Perry. 

Er. 212. In the same work and same chapter I have 
P cited many Broofs that Isaiah’s prediction of the utter 

destruction of Babylon-it is never to be inhabited 

again, etc.-was never fulfilled; on the contrary, a 

\ town of nine thousand inhabitants is still standing 

there, as I have shown. Mr. Perry, in reply, says I 

have attempted to explain it away by the fact that “ a 
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small settlement exists near by.” This is not correct. 

I have shown that it is a town on the very site where 

Babylon once stood, in spite of Isaiah’s prediction 

that “it shall not be inhabited from generation to 

generation.” A prophecy failing of fulfillment is like 

a gun which misses fire. 
Er. 213. Mr. Perry says I fall into one pit while 

Gigging another. He is still more unfortunate ; he 

falls into both of his. He flounders awhile in one, and 

then in the other. He acknowledges that a number 

of the striking resemblances of the oriental religions 

to Christianity are ante-Christian, and then tries to 

prove them post-Christian. This is like the effort to 

wheel himself in a wheelbarrow. 

Er. 214. He says the New York Evangelist’s eulogy 
on Infidels referred only to the Abolitionists. But it 

is not true that it was confined to the Abolitionists ; 
it referred to Infidels in general, as he will see by 
reading the whole passage. More random shooting. 

Er. 215. Mr. Perry says that the Council of Nice 

merely separated the Bible books which had always 

been acknowledged to be canonical from the Apoc- 

ryphal. Here is another wonderful display of histori- 

cal ignorance. The gospels which the Council of 

Nice rejected as spurious were for the most part- 

according to Christian writers-more popular and had 

been more extensively read and believed and indorsed 

as inspired than the four gospels which they decided 

by a vote should constitute God’s word. They de- 

cided it by a vote, as they would a tax on dogs. 

Er. 216. Mr. Perry surrenders the whole ground. 

After acknowledging in the first place that the teach- 
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ings of Buddha IL have been translated with only slight 
modifications,” he admits ‘( some curious coincidences 
between Buddhism and Christianity.” It must follow 
from these two admissions that those curious coinci- 
dences are ante-Christian or pre-Christian, with but 
little modification. Then why does he try so hard to 
make it appear they are post-Christian? Here he 
gets caught in his own trap. Like Haman, he is again 
hung on his own gallows. 

Er. 217. Perry’s position that the Hindoo Bible, 
the Baghavat-Gita, is ‘post-Christian, I have thor- 
oughly demolished in chapter x. 

Er. 218. He speaks of the story and doctrines of 
Chrishna as being ‘( stealings from the Apocryphal 
gospels.” Well, that is rich and funny enough. The 
early Christians attributed the Apocryphal gospels to 
the devil. And as he admits “the resemblance be- 
tween Christianity and heathenism ” are found in the 
Apocryphal gospels, we would ask when his Satan- 
ship became a missionary for propagating the gospel, 
and what divine reward he will receive for it? Here 
is another of Perry’s wild assumptions, 

Er. 219. With respect to the falsity of his state- 
ment that the Nestorian Christians had intercourse 
with India before the Puranas attained their present 
form, see chapter x. 

Er. 220. Par a thorough refutation of that bigoted 
clergyman’s statement (Mr. Burgess) that the oldest 
Hindoo treatise on astronomy was composed four or 
five centuries after Christ, see chapter vii. 

Er. 221. And his statement that the tendency of 
European scholars is to bring the literature of the 
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Brahmins more and more within modern limits is 
refuted in the same chapter. 

Er. 222. For the complete exposure of Klaproth’s 
faIse and unsupported assumption that the astronom- 
ical tables of India were constructed in the seventh 
century of our era see chapter vii. 

Er. 223. For Perry’s utter failure to make anything 
out of Laplace’s testimony in support of his false 
theories see chapter vii. 

Er. 224. Mr. Perry says, “Mr. Graves has not shaken 
one vital point of mine.” I will not call in question 
the truth of this statement if he will allow me to 
assume I did not find any “ vital points ” to shake ; 
neither could I shake them if there was nothing in 
them to shake. But laying all jokes aside, I would 
like to know if he supposes he can make his readers 
believe I did not shake his position with respect to 
Bentley’s star-pointing theory; with respect to Jo- 
sephus’s notice of Christ ; with respect to the alleged 
contradiction in the (‘Sixteen Crucified Savior# about 
loving our enemies ; with respect to my belief in 
prophecy, and many other points. The case may be 
illustrated. We are told that a soldier in the rebel 
army, while in the act of loading his musket, had it 
blown away by a cannon ball, leaving nothing in his 
possession but the ramrod. “ There,” he exclaimed, 
u I suppose they Lhink they have robbed me of ,my 
gun, but they miss it powerfully ; I have it all left 
yet but the lock, stock, and barrel.” Mr. Perry may 
perhaps derive comfort from a similar reflection that 
his theological gun is yet in his possession minus the 
bck, stock%, and barrel. He may estimate the damage 
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on his arguments and positions as the proprietor of a 

large brick dwelling standing on the bank of the Ohio 

River did when it was washed away by a sudden and 

extraordinary freshet, which left not a brick or a 

vestige of the once stately mansion to mark the spot 

where it had stood. Cl Well,” exclaimed the ruined 
proprietor, “I am glad it is no worse.” How it could 
be worse, when it was all swept away, totally demol- 
ished, is as puzzling a question for a philosopher as 

that none of Perry’s two hundred and twenty-four 

errors are shaken in this work. 


