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please to prop up the plurality of origins. Some modern ethnologists'
seem to think it more reasonable to conclude that man was created
in Bgypt, than that he migrated thither from the plains 'of Shinar; that
men like trees are confined to the soil of their origin, that they cannot
get from one island to another in sight of it; that certain sorts of men'
belong to the fauna of certain districts as opossums do to the fauna of
Kentucky ; and so they go on peopling the islands and continents by’
what they have already condemned as the silliest of all desperate
suppositions.” ' poy bapaod

- Now it was certainly not difficult for the descendants of one 'pair
to reach every part of the world. Noah could have walked around it
nine times during the time he lived after the flood, at the majestic and
patriarchal rate of one mile and a half per day. Europe, Asia and Africa,
are united by land, and America is separated from Asia by the nar-
row straits of Behring ; surely the descendants of Noah, could easily
have reached all these places. In what condition do our opponents
suppose man to have been originally created ? Was he created a savage
or a civilized being, an adult or an infant ¢ The idea of peopling desert
continents and islands with infants, incapable of self protection, seems
not in accordance with sound reason. Just think of a swarm of babies
alighting on an uninhabited island ! Moreover it is not in accordance
with our ideas of divine wisdom and goodness, that men should be cre-
ated in a savage state: then, the most reasonable theory is, that he
was ushered into existence, full grown and eivilized. Now, if “swarms of
men,” as some say, have been created at various points all over the globe;
civilized, full grown men and women; is it not strange that none of these
swarms have left us any record of the fact, nor even a tradition of it ?
There is no authentic history of but one such “swarm,” and that swarm
consisted of one man and one woman. Asaccording to the plurality doc=
trine, man is created on continents and islands as soon as they are fitted
for his abode, would it not be well for a commission to be appointed to
watch some uninhabited island and test the doctrine ; see how man is
created ; see how the *“swarms” of men make their advent. I am
disposed to think that said swarms would neither fall from the clouds nor
spring up from the earth, but arrive on steamboats, and that the afore--
gaid commission would find them speaking familiarly of most earthly
things ; perhaps speaking of keows and to hum, and guessing shrewdly
on different subjects, and projecting tobaceo juice all over their newly
found Eden.
~ Leaving our scientific commission with their newly created swarm
of green-horns, let us return to the Nile. Is it certain that those mon-~
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uments, and, paintings, and inscriptions, are as old as some have thought!
Have the hieroglyphics been rightly interpreted in all instances? and do
they always tell the truth, even when rightly interpreted {—Egyptian
darkness shrouds these questions, At any rate the connoisseurs in Nilo-
tic lore differ vastly as to the dates of Egypt's dynasties and monuments,
Thus Bockh places Menes, the first Pharoah, 5702 years B. C.; Bunsen
places him 3643 B, C, whilst Wilkerson, thinks that there is no evidence
for more than about 2000 years. A difference of more than three
thousand years in their eomputations, shows that there is no certainty
about these ancient Egyptian dates — some authors making Menes
older than Adam, and Egypt older than the world, and others placing
both some hundreds of years posterior to the flood. But, say the long
chronologists, there were 30 dynasties from Menes to the time of the
historian Manetho, who records them. Admit it—but, then, according
to the authorities quoted by the Abbe Duclot, some of these dynasties
were simultaneous, one king and his viceroys making up the list; as if
we should enumerate the Lord Lieutenants of Ireland amongst Eng-
lish monarchs, or call President Pierce and the various governors of the
States who are his cotemporaries, a dynasty: and then some of the dy-
nasties were very short; thus, Manetho’s 7th dynasty consists of 70 kings,
each one reigning but a day, a dynasty of less than two months and a
half. Eusebius says there were five kings reigning each a half a month,
In the 14th dynasty there were 73 kings who reigned two or three
years each on an average. At this rate Manetho's 30 dynasties might
be gotten through within a shorter time than even the ahmtch.m
ologists would require.

- The fate of the Zodiacs of Dendera and Esneh, will be that of many an
Egyptolog;ml speculation. These Zodiacs were found upon the ceilings
of temples, and an enormous antiquity was allowed them. It was con-
tended by some savans that they were 3000, and others that they were
17000 years old.  And people were frightened at the so termed discov_
ery, until Champollion, the greatest Egyptologist of them all, demon-
strated that one of the Zodiacs dates about the commencement of the
Christian era, and the other a hundred and forty years after. A long bat-
tle was fought by men of science and research over these Zodiacs, and the
question as perfoctly settled in favor of the short chronologists. Bear-
ing indirectly on the subject of negro antiquity in Egypt, and directly
on the age of its monuments, I will here quote the highest authority
that of Champollion himself. It is from an original letter, which can be
seen entire in the lectures of Wiseman. Champollion says, “I have
demonstrated that no Egyptian monument is really anterior to the yeay
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2,200 before our era;” again, “the monuments of Egypt confirm
‘our sacred history;” it will require a “swarm” of ordinary Egyptologists
‘to invalidate such testimony as this. ! i '

- To weaken the testimony afforded by sacred history, in favor of ‘he

doctrine of unity, that history has itself been scouted as a book of fa-
bles. The tactics of the pluralist are to show that the Bible is false in
some of its statements, and consequently unreliable on the subject of
the origin of mankind. They deny that there ever was an universal
deluge. We have seen, however, that all nations believe that there was
such a deluge; all ancient history speaks of it; and the deposit of ma-
rine shells even on the mountain tops, and the stratified structure of the
earth’s crust, almost every where found, prove that the whole globe has
been at one time or other under water. The granite heads of the tall-
est mountains were heaved up from the level of the plain by subter-
ranean fires, carrying with them the evidences of previous submergence.
The brightest name that adorns the annals of natural science may be
quoted in favor of this fact of Geuesis. Cuvier, in his essay on the
theory of the earth, fully endorses the Mosaic aceount of the flood. He
says, ‘* that there was such a flood, is established by geology.” But,
urge opponents, the lives of men were not as long as Genesis represents
them; they think it impossible that men should have lived 900 years,
Physicians can see no reason why they should not; and ancient profane
history attests the great longevity of the early inhabitants of the world.
Homer makes Nestor say, that the length of his life was nothing in
comparison with the lives of ancient heroes. According to Hesiod the an-
cients lived a thousand years. Helen, the beautiful but rather faithless
Helen, was about a hundred years old at the battle of Troy, and yet her
husband was transported with joy at the idea of recovering her. Now-
a-days elopements do not take place at 90, nor are battles fought for
centenarian dulcineas. Now-a-days, when a young lady gets to be over
fifty or sixty years she is looked upon as rather old maidish. |
Itis confidently asserted by the pluralists that man has been a denizen
of the earth longer than six or seven thousand years; indeed some of
them say that he has inhabited the Mississippi valley one hundred and
fifty thousand years or more. Prove to me that man has been on the earth

a hundred thousand years, and I shall begin to believe the theory of La-
mark, that he sprang from the monkey; perhaps he might have been de-

veloped from an oyster in such a length of time. 'What has man been

about these hundred thousand years? It is only within the last six or

seven thousand that we liave any account of him. Al the things which
he has done, all the exploits he has performed, all the discoveries he has






. backward as far as you please. The moon was in eclipse at a certain
past time, and at a certain time beyond that again, and so on for a
million of years : this would do well enough if it was first proved that
there was a moon at so remote a time, _

Is it not strange, that if men have been so many hundreds of thou=
sands of years on the earth, and the Bible is so recent that no older
history can be found? The Chinese have no older history than that of

' Qonfucius, who lived only 550 B. C,* Berosus, the Chaldean historian,
flourished in the time of Alexander, 330 B. C.; Herodotus, but 484,
B. C;; Sanconiathon, about 1000 B. C., and the Jewish historian at
least five hundred years earlier than this — the oldest historian of the
world, towering above all others, as Mont Blanc above the surrounding
Alps; and yet our modern scientific dilletante say, Oh, he is too
young, his history is too reeent, he makes the world and man entirely
too late for men of research ; for us, ethnologists, ethnographists, geolo-
gists, paleontologists, who have studied eocene, miocene, and pliocene j
who have dug up encrinites, trilobites, gasteropods, cephalopods, bra-
chiopods and pieropods ; who have disentombed megalosaurians from
the oolite of Normandy; thecodontosaurians from the dolmitic con-
glomerate, and rhyneosarians from the new red sandstone of Grinshill ;
megalonyxes paleotherii geuglodons. It is too recent, as shown by re-
searches in Egyptology, Indology, and Sinology. We may live to see
Tllinois bottomology brought forward to overturn the faith of mankind ;
and Owl-Creek-valleyology ; and mummied frogs, brought from the
marshes of our own State, to illustrate a course of infidel lectures on
Missouri swampology. But, at any rate, it is urged, the Pentateuch
makes the earth too young, if not its inhabitants. Here, the objectors
are evidently going beyond their depth. Science does not enable mor-
tal man to say how the world was created, or how long a time was
required for the pristine arrangement of its component parts, We
may theorise about the primal condition of matter more or less plausi-
bly, but we cannot grasp the miracle and mystery of its existence.  It,
appears reasonable to conclude that the earth was at first in a fluid or
even gaseous state; on mo other supposition can reason explain  its
present rounded form aund its depressed poles. Here, Genesis, and. the
most popular theories of philosophers seem to harmonize : Moses and
Humboldt speak the same language. :

“In the beginning, God created the heavens and the earth; and the
earth was without form and void, and darkness rested upon the face of
the deep”; and Humboldt says, that it is evident that the matter of
which our planet and all others are composed, was, in the beginning,
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first day according to Genesis, matter and light were created. Now
where can the human mind find any data in the bible or in geology,
in common sense or even in fancy, by which to determine how long a
time was required for matter and light to be created ! Science is per-
fectly ignovant on this point; and to say that a millien or a thousand
years were employed in the process, is a gratuitous and foolish con-
cession which geology does not demand and cannot demand. The
infidel and honest geologist, will think nothing the better of the bible
for such a concession as this, On the second day, there was a division
of the waters and the arrangement of the firmament. Can human
science say how long a time was required for this? The third day
witnessed the separation of the land and the water; and the creation
of the vegetable kingdom. Does geology furnish any data by which
the length of time necessary for the work of the third day to be per-
formed ? No reasonable being will answer in the affirmative. On the
fourth day the sun, moon and stars were created. How long a time
was required for this work ¢ The bible says one day—science cannot
tell—compromising theologians say thousands of years; but neither
reason nor science has authorised any such compromise. On the fifth
day the fish and fowl—the inhabitants of the sea and the air—iwere cre-
ated. - Does geology or reason show that these were created an indefi-
nitely long period after the vegetable kingdom? By no means, for
animals, according to the reported facts, existed simultaneously with, if
not previous to, vegetables. Geology wants no long period here. One
day wil! answer all the wants of geology, and theologists may keep
their long period to themselves. On the sixth day the land animals
and man were created. And here again neither reason nor the prob-
able time as shown by the strata of the earth, which elapsed between
the epoch of some of the sea and some of the land animals, indicates
that thousands of years transpired between the operations of these
days. Fossil man has been found as well as fossil fishes, and there is
no evinenee that the latter were created untold ages before the former.
Nothing is better calculated to make men lose all faith in revelation
than the twisting of it, by so called theologians to suit every new fan-
gled speculation of philosophers. '
But to return—how long a time has been requisite to deposite all
the strata from the granite upwards? No one can tell. I have suggested
that all the deposits containing vegetable and animal remains, may
have been formed in six or seven thousand years; because Genesis seems
to me to sssert it, and because geologists cannot disprove it. An ocean
loaded with the materials of which these strata are composed, may






tions and catastrophes of which its exterior bears traces.” The earth
seems comparativel &;imﬁf- now ; it is enjoying a sort of Sabbath ; but
who cau estimate the changes which might have taken place in a year
in tlumhsr epochs, when it was the sport of the two great revolution-
umg munea, fire and water. When the Audes, the Alps, the Hima-
layian and Rocky Mountains, were being upheaved, deluging conti-
nents; when islands were springing all blazing from the ocean, and
‘again nnhng in its mysterious caverns; when volcanos were rocking
the globe, and spouting forth their fires on every side. The earth can-
not be very old in its present form, of land and ocean, mountain and
plain, Mr, Deluc has shown that the aceumulation of the detritus
brought down by glaciers is nearly constant every year, and, that by
calculation, the deposit thus formed, cannot have required more than
five or six thousand years. Dolomieu comes to the same conclusion
from similar investigations; and here, again, I may mention the au-
thority of Cuvier, who agrees with Dolomieu and Deluc, Dunes or
downes, as they are also called, which are moving sand banks, serve
also as chronometers of the earth. These sand hills first accumulate on
the seashore and then gradually invade the interior lands under the in-
fluence of winds. M. Bremontier has submitted these dunes to calcu-
latl-:m He found that they advanced from sixty to seventy-two feet a
year; and then, by measuring the entire space they had traveled, he
concluded that they cannot have commenced much meore than four
thousand years ago. Deluc had previouvsly come to the same conclu-
sion, from measuring the sand-hills of Holland, where the dates of the
dykes enabled him to ascertain the rate of their progress with absolute
certainty,

In passing over the various topics connected with the subject of | mjr
lecture, I have been obliged to be very briel; I have been obliged to
leave much unsaid that I wished to say. I am not disposed to enter
the province of the theoiogian, but the fact is, that the natural and
theological sciences are so intimately connected, that in discussing the
one the other is necessarily brought into view. Nature and revelation
have a common author, and are consequently in harmony with each
other. Man may array them in attitudes of hostility to each other, by
false and distorted interpretation, and thus injure the cause of both,
Nature will never contradict revelation, Secience will not curse religion,
though adjured to do so by infidel philosophers.

When the tents of Israel were pitched on the plains of Moab, Balak,
the son of Zippor, sent for Balaam, the son of Beor, to come and curse
the invaders; and he took the soothsayer to the high places of Baal






