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LETTERS

—ON I'l11K-

ANGLO-ISRAEL FOLLY.
BY A. MALACHL

1
THE CREED OF TIHE HINTTE&

The Hinites are a religious sect which have lately sprung into existence»
They derive their name from their leader, Edward Hine of England.
They are not numerous; they are, however, very zealous, and are busily
seeking to make converts. They may be r garded as divid d into two
classes, the confirmed Hinites and the slack Hinites. The former have, no
doubt about their origin.  They pay no attentjpn to reason or arguments,
They have adopted their belief and are bound to live and die in it. The
lati jr are not altogether sure about their origin. Doubts as to the'r
being Israelites occasionally rise up their minds.

That there are among the Hinites, especially among the slack Hinites,
intelligent, honest and respectable mon an®l women 1 admit. T fall in
with such here and there. Tt is not their good sense or pftty however
that makes them Hinites, but their want of acquaintance with history
and the rules of Biblical interpretation. They are very much at Hine's
mercy with respect to historical matters. They take for granted that the
statements in this phamplets ar true. Of the interpretation of prophecy
they know nothing. They never take the trouble of studying the Old
Testament iu the light of the New.

The following is their creed:

1. We believe we are the descendants of the ten tribes, the followers of
Jeroboam, the son of Nebat, who made Israel to sin.

2. We believe that in the year 720 B. C., the tribe of Dan left the land
of Israel in ships, that they arrived iu safety in the north of Ireland, that
they were there known as the Tuatha De Danann ; that they spoke the
Hebrew language there, and that the north of Ireland Protestants are their
lineal descendants.

3. We believe that the tribe of Simeon came with the tribe of Dan in
their ships to the west coast of Scotland, that they landed there, that they
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gradually removed to the south, that they finally settled in Wales, and
that the Welsh people are all descended from them.

4. We believe that the tribes carried into Assyria by Shalmaneser, in
the year 721 B. C.. remained in the land to which they were carried
until the days of the apostles; that they and they only are the lost sheep
of the house of Israel spoken of in the tenth chapter of Matthew; that
the apostles went directly to them, and preached the Gospel to their ; that
some time after the Gospel had been preached to them they moved west-
ward ; and that as barbarous and heathen marauders, under the name of
Saxons, that is, Isaac’s sons, they landed in England in the year 449.

5. We believe that the tribe of Benjamin embraced the gospel, that
they escaped from Jerusalem to Pella, prior to the siege by the Kotmin
army, that they went in ships to Italy, that they lived for some time in
Normandy in France, that in the year 1066 they crossed over to England
under Wiliam the comiueror ; and that all who can trace their origin to
the Normans are true Israelites of the tribe of Benjamin.

6. We believe that the Yankees are of the tribe of Munasseh.

7. We believe that the Celts of Ireland are accursed Canaanites, and
that we should use them as hewers of wood and drawers of water.

8. We believe that in the year 580 B. C., Jeremiah and Baruch cauic
to Tara in Ireland ; that they had with them a princess of the house of
David, named Tephi; that Eochaid, the King of Ireland, adopted the
Jewish religion and married Tephi; that Queen Victoria is descended
from Eochaid and Tephi; and that thu» the line of David rules over
Israel.

9. We believe that when Jeremiah came to Ireland he took with him
the stone on which Jacob slept, and that it is upon this stone that the
sovereigns of Britain are crowned.

10. We believe that seven-eighths of the Bible are generally misunder-
stood by Christians.

11. We believe that the Bible is addressed to three classes of men, the
Israelites, the Jews, and the Gentiles; the Israelites being the tribes of
Reuben, Simeon. Gad, Asher, Naphtali, Zebulon, Issachar, Dan, Ephraim,
Manassch,tand Benjamin ; and the Jews being the tribes of Judah and
Levi. >

12. We believe it is a great waste of money to be sending missionaries
to the Jews, the wicked descendants of Judah and Levi.

13. We believe that the Jews will return to their own laud, build a tem-
ple, and re-establish the ceremonial and civil laws of Moses.

14. We believe that we, the Israelites, shall also go back to the Holy
Land; not all of us, but two out of every family.

15. We believe that in our return procession we shall all be under one
commander-in-chief, every city having its own company, every company
being commanded by its own captain, and every captain instructing his
own men “ how to act, where to halt, when to march, and what route to
take.”

16. We believe in the glory of the great pyramid, the glory of saving
millions a year, the glory of long life, and twenty-four other glories of
England.

17. We believe “ from the marvellous teachings of the great pyramid”
that our identity with Israel will be nationally established before the pre-
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sent Tory Government of Britain »hall go out of power, or Bomo time be-
fore the end of 1881.

18. We believe that wherever we, the true Israelites settle, the abori-
gines, should and will die out.

19. We believe, with all Christian humility, that ten Englishmen,
or true Israelites, can whip any day one hundred Gentiles, be they High-
landers, Irish Celts, or Cossacks.

All the Hinites do not believe the whole of this creed. Like other
sects they have their heretics. The thouroughly orthodox hold that Hine's
interpretations are all sound ; the heretics maintain that some of these
are not correct. They ail believe, however, that the British, with the
exception ofthe Irish Celts and the Highlanders, are identical with the
tin tribes, that the Israelites constitute the aristocracy of the Christian
Church, and they themselves are the most enlightened portion of that
aristocracy. A. M.

THE NEW RULES OF HERMENEUTICS.

Hermeneutics is the science which treats of the interpretation of the
Scriptures. The Hinites are diligently at work trying to improve it.
Horne’s Introduction, Angus’ Bible Hand Book, and Fairbairn's Her-
meneutical Manual they have cast aside; they regard those works as of no
more value than Belcher’s Almanac for 1879. They have adopted three
rules of interpretation to which they attach very great importance. They
areas follows:—

1. Remember that the Bible never speaks of a member of any of the
ten tribes, except the tribe of Benjamin, as a Jew; the Israelites are not
Jews. 2. The Bible regards the human race as divided into three classes;
the Israelites, the Jews, and the Gentiles. 3. Wherever in the Holy
Scriptures, from the days of Isaiah to the days of John the apostle, ycj,
find the word Israel you may be sure that the reference is to the ten
tribes. These rules are of course new. We cannot, however, speak of
them as discoveries; they are inventions. There is no trace Of their exis-
tence from Genesis to Revelation.

Rules of interpretation to be of any value must be based upon facts in
the Bible, not upon fancies floating in the brains of speculative Writers.
That Hine’s rules are not based upon facts can easily be shown They
contradict facts, and very clear facts too. ' Tt

1. Ever since the period of the Babylonian captivity we find Israelites
of all the twelve tribes spoken of as Jews.

Every person admits that those who formed the Kingdom of the ten
tribes were not called Jews whilst in their own land. The Jews were the
men of Judah, or those who formed the Kingdom of Judah. Ifa man
belonged to that Kingdom, no matter of what tribe he was a member, he
was called a Jew. 2 Kings 14-* 22, 16 : 6, 25: 25. Jer. 32: 12, 34: 9.

The Kingdom of Judah consisted ofthe two whole tribes of Judah and
Benjamin, of a great number from the ten tribes, and of the priests and
Levites.
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That there were thousands of persons from the ten tribes in the king-
dom ofJudah cannot be denied. A part of the territories of Simeon and
Dan remained all along in possession of Judah. | Samuel 27:li, | Kings
19: 3, 2 Chroti. 11 . 10 compared w th Joshua 19: 1/41, 42. In the
reigns of Abijah an ! Asa the Kingdom of Judah obtained by conquest a
portion of the Kingdom of Israel, 2 Chron. 13: 19, 15: 8, 17 : 2. Many
pious men left the Kingdom of Israel and settled in the Kingdom of
Judah. 2 Chron. 15: 9-10. We are distinctly told that “in Jerusalem
dwelt of the child *vn of Judah, and of the children of Benjamin, nnd of
the children of Ephraim and Mai assoli.” 1 Chron. 9: 3.

The | copie who upon the return from Babylon, formed the mw com-
monwealth of Israel are called Jews. Ezra 4.12. Josephus' Antiqg. 11 .
5: 7. That commonwealth consisted of the duscendunts of the Jews who
had not been carried away  Babylon and of the Jews who returned from
Babylon. That like the Kingdom of Judah, it embraced persons from
all the tr be- of Israel cannot be doubted. It is altogether improbable
that there were uo members of the ten tr.bes among the poor who had not
be n carried to Babylon. It is also ituprobable, when we find the
Persian monarchs address their decrees respecting going back to Judea
to * all the people of God,” to “ all who Were of the people of Israel,”
that no members of the ten tr.bes rcturmd. Ezra | : 3, 7: 13. It is evi-
dent that the Jews of the new commonwealth regarded themselves as the
three n presentatives of the. Hebrew nation. They called themselves Israel,
and were in the habit of offering up sacrifices for the twelve tribes. Ezra
2:79.3:1,G:17, 10: 1. 5. Neh, 11:3, 20; 12: 47, 13:3. Anna,
the prophetess, belonged to the tribe of Asher. Luke 2: 3G.

The Israelites who remained in Babylon are called Jews. Esther. Acts
2.5, Thatthey b longed to all the tribes of Isarel we cannot donbt.
The Israelites of the house of Judah would scarcely at as early a period
as the days of Ahasueres, be scattered over the one hundred and twenty-
seven provine.« of the Persian Empire. Esther 1: 1,3:8.

Paul speaks of those to whom the oracles of God were given as Jews.
Horn. 3:1-2. The oracles of God we know were given to the twelve
tribes, God’s visible church. Must wie not infer then that Paul regarded
the whole twelve tr has as Jews ? It is evident that in his day the words
li brew. Israelite, and Jew were synonymous term»-. -

The Israelites who lived in Judea in the days of our Saviour are
throughout the whole of the New Testament called Jews; so also are the
Israelites among whom the apostles labored.

2. The Scriptures regard the human race as divided into two classes;
thoi who profess to worship God according to his word, and those who
do not profess to worship him according to his word.

Fr m the days of Moe; until the death of Solomon God's professed
followers were one politically as well as ecclesiastically. Jereboam’s rebel-
lion divided them politically; some belonged to the Kingdom of Judah and
mme to the Kingdom of Israel. It did not, however, divide them ecclc-
s astically. The ten tribes as well as the two tribes wi nt up to Jerusalem
to worship God. In an ecclesiastical point of view the twelve tribes were
n v;r divided. They all belonged to the same church. God spoke of
tn<in all a his people. It was as such, as his undivided church, and not
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as the people of Rehoboam, or the people of Jereooam, lie made thorn the
gracious promises which we find in the writings of the prophets.

The Old Testament mid the New divide the human race hi the same
way. In the Old Testament we read of God’s people and the heathen
nation« uround them ; but not of a third class of men. In the New
Testament we mid of Jews and Gentiles, but never of Israelites,Jews and
Gentiles.  Should any person affirm that the two classes, Jews and Gen-
tiles, do not include all men, all | have, to say » reply is that they un-
questionably include all sinners, mid all to whom the gospel was to be
preached. Rom. 1:13-1(1,2:9,3:1-19.

3. The tirin l.-rael generally denotes the Hebrew people, or the descen-
dants of the iw«lve sons of Jacob regarded as n distinct people, the
covenant people of God.

The name I-ru | nt first belonged to an individual. It was the . nme
which the Lord gave to »Jacob. Jacob's descendants the twelve tribes,
adopted it as th or national name. When the ten tribes rebelled, being a
majority of the ch Idreti of Israel, they assumed it as the name of their
Kingdom. Tiny had, however, no legal right to it they were only a
portion of Israel, and they did not represent ancient Israel as truly asthe
house of Judah did. Evon during the national existence of the ten tribes
we find the Kingdom of Judah spoken of as Israel. 2 Chron. 12: 6, 21:
2. The Jews who returned from the Babylonian captivity resumed the
old national name of Israel. Ezra 4:3. Nell. 11: 3. This they did be-
cause they were, the true representatives of the Israel of Moses and
Joshua, and the Israel of David and Solomon. In our Saviour's day
Judea was culled the land of Israel and its inhabitants Israelites. Matt.
2:2(1, 8: 10, 9:33. Luke 1:H<t John 1:47,3:10. Acts 21 :28.

But the chief thing to be determined in discussing matters with the
llinites is the sense ju which the prophets employ the term Israel. The
very first time Isaiah uses it he refers especially to the two tribes, Is. 1:
1-3. Jeremiah addresses the men of Judah as the house of Israel, Jer.
5: 15. Ezekiel also looked upon them as the true theocracy, Ezek. 17 :
2.19:1,20: 1, 21: 2. Daniel whowas of the children of .Judah speaks
of his people as Israel, Dau. 9. 20. Joel tells the children of Zion or
Jerusalem that when certain blessings should be given them they would
know that the Lord w?s in the midst of Israel, Joel2: 23-27. Haggai re-
garded the Jews of the restoration as the representatives of the people
who came out of Egypt, Haggai 2: 5. Malachi uniformly speaks of the
new Hebrew common-wealth as Israel. He makes no reference to the
ten tribes, Mai. 1:1,2: 11, 3: 4.

As ageneral thing the term Israel denotes in the prophets the children
of Israel considered as God’s covenant people ; in a few places it is used
in its political sense, or as the name of the ten tribes in their organized
capacity.

Bishop Titcomb, though a strong Anglo-Israelite, admits that the term
Israel does not in all cases in the Prophetsrefer to the ten tribes. “ You
are aware,” he says, “ that this word lIsrael in often used to denote the
the whole Hebrew nation. There is consequently a great danger of tak-
ing up some passages which were intended to apply to the whole people,
and transferring them to the ten tribes exclusively. 1 shall be on my
guard against that danger j for | am free to confess that I have found
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our friend Jone» falling into it several times.” By his “ friend Jones”
lie evidently means Mr. Hine.

Hine’s ideas respecting the expression “ all Israel’ are most extraordin*
ary. His words are: “ The term “all Israel’ is never applied to Judah.
The *all' is not an adjective, it is linked to Israel; the two words together
form a proper noun. *‘ Ab Israel’ is the name of the ton tribes or of any
port'on of the ten. The one tribe of Benjamin is repeatedly referred to
as all Israel.”

The expression “all Israel' is frequently employed in connection with
the house of Judah. 2 Chron. 12: 1,24:5. It is also employed in
connection with the Jews who returned from Babylon. Ezra 2: 70, 8: 25,
10 : 5; Neh. 8; 73,12: 47. That the one tribe of Benjamin is frequently
referred to as all Israel is a statement which is as far from the truth as
the North Pole is from the South. The tr.be of Benjamin by itself is
never spoken of as Israel.

Hine gives the following account of the meaning of the expression
“ house of Israel“ When God in prophecy spiiaks to the house of
I rael lie does not refer to the Jews. Such expressions as the house of
Isra | wholly, and the whole house of Israel are never applied to Juduh.
The spi cial mission of Christ and his disciples was to the ton tribes.
Matt. 10: 5—0.”

As the ton tribes had no national existence in the days of Moses it
inlist sun ly follow that by the expression ¢ whole house of Israel” in
Lev. Ill: 6 wear, to understand the twelve tribes, and not the special
favourites of the Ilin tvs. Ez kiel prophesied to the people of Judah,
y t he never hesitated to address tinin as * the house of Israel” He
un forinly speaks of them under that mime. When he says *“ These bones
are t ie whole house of Israel,” whether he refers to the ten tribes or not,
lie unquest onnbly refers to the house of Judah.

The command in Matt. 10: 5—6 had reference merely to a temporary
miss on upon which the Apostles were sent. This is evident from the
sub) ct of their preaching, and from the fact that they were away only a
sh ut time. What they preached was, « The Kingdom of Heaven is at
handnot ‘Christ is r.sen from the dead.” We haw an account of
th ir nturn in Maik 9: 30 and Luke 9: 10. Now how could it b*' pos-
sible for the Aposths in a few weeks or months to visit the Israelites of
the t-n tr.bes who were all beyond the Euphrates? Them were no rail-
roads in their t ini>; they had not even swift horses at their command. It
i cv.dent that the lost sheep of the house of Israel among whom the
Apostles laboured during their brief mission were the Jews of Palestine.
11, was after the resurrection of Christ, not before it, that the Apostles
got their grand marching orders. There orders were, “ Goye into ull the
world, and preach the gospel to every creature.” How different from the
command in Matt. 10: 5—61 Christ had now, however, by his death
broken down the m'ddle wall of partition b.tween the Jews and the Gen-
tiles. The glorious latter days had come. The doors of the church were
thrown widely open for all men. Henceforth tlure was tobmo difference
between the Jew and the Gre)k ; believers of all nations were to be one in
Christ Jesus. Rom. 10: 12; Eph. 2: 14—15.

I think I have now shown that Hine’s rules for interpret ng prophecy
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art really rules for misinterpreting it. To those who ntu-ly the writing*
of the prophets | would give the following direction*;—

1. “ As new born babe* desire the. sincere milk of th«* word thut ye may
grow thereby.” Search the Scripture* not for argument* in sup|Kirl of
some crotchet which ha* got into yuiir head*, hut for food for your soul*.

2. Consider tke context curvfully. The Bible look* upon man a* a
rational being and addresHC* him a* such. It is not a jumble of discon-
nected sentences; it Ims order in it. lliad not merely the verse in which
yon are specially interested, but also the Virses which go b fore it. and
the verses which follow it, consider what the writr is treating of.

3. Find out the time in which the Prophet whose writings you ar«
studying lived, the circumstances in which In* was placed, and the people
to whom he prophesied. Joel, Jonah, Amos, and llosca lived before the
destruction of the kingdom of Israel; Isaiah and Micah lived al the time
of its destruction ; Jeremiah, Daniel, and Ezekiel lived at the time of the
Babylonian captivity ; and linggai, Zechariah, and Malachi alter the re.
turn of the Jews from Babylon. Hosea and Amos prophesied to the ten
tribes; Joe), Isaiah, Jeremiah, Daniel, and Ezekiel to the people of Judah;
and Haggai, Zechariah, and MaliicEi to the Jews who had returned from
Babylon.

4. 11 'Uiemb r that owing to the typical character of the Old Testament
institutions some predictions refer to two things; they refer partially to one
thing, fully to another thing, the former being a type of the latter. To
this class of predictions belongs the promise made to Abraham that lie
would have a numerous offspring, the promise that the throne of David’»
Kingdom would be established forever, and the promise that God’s peopl |
would return from Babylon. The first of these promises finds its chief
fulfilment in the countless number ot the saved ; the second in the estab-
lishment of Christ's Kingdom; and the third  the multitude? who, under
the gospel dispensation, have come and will yet come to worship in the
real Zion or Jcrusalm, the church of God.

& Compare one part of the Scriptures with another. Your interpret«
lion may contradict the Bible, but the Bible rightly understood never
contradicts itself. It is all the work of one mind, the work of Him wim
is infinite in knowledge and truth. The doctrines of the New Testament
are only the doctrines of the Old in a clear and fully developed form. It
is therefore always of the greatest advantage in interpreting a passage in
the Old Testament to find it quoted in the New. Whatever it might at
first sight appear to mean we know that it means just what the Lord
Jesus Christ and his Apostles say it means. To their expositions then
let us in all cases gladly, fully, and thankfully submit.

A M

KI.
THE nmiTES ON PROPHECY.

The Ilinites are very fond ofthe prophets. They arc continually
searching their writings. They prize them chiefly on account of what they
regard as promises to Queen Victoria and the Anglo*Saxous. Every pas-
sage in which the word Israel occurs, they assure us, refers to Great Bri«



tu'n. Poor Dr. Cuunning! He is a Christian, a scholar, and a man of
ability; yet the Hinites have east him wholly into the shade !

The Hinites find at least a thousand and one proofs in the prophets
that the people of Great Britain are almost all descended from the ten
tribes. A few of taete proofs, especially those which their learned doc-
tors cf divinity regard a* unassailable, we shall briefly consider:

1. * Tin. ten tribes must be found in an island home; Great Britain is
an island; therefore the people of Britain are Israelites. Proof-—" The
isles shall wait for Ids law.” I-. xl i.. 4.

| suppose the Hinites will adtn t that the person spoken of in Is. xlii.,
4, as the administrator cf the law, is the Saviour; what they hold is that
the people of the isles were to be the ten tribes, How the Unit's can
show that by the wox»d isles in this passage we are to understand places
surrounded by water as Great Britain and Ireland are, 1 don't know. |
am sure that the primary meaning of the word translated isles, is dry
/ tntZ, whether surrounded by water or not. How will the Hinites explain
Is. xlii. 15, where it is said, “ I will make the rivers islands?'" Even the
secondary meaning of the Hebrew word translated island is not a place
surrounded by w'ater, but a place adjacent to the sea. Phoenicia might
thus be called an island. The Oil Testament was translated into Greek
in the year 277 B. C. This tianslation is known as the Septuagint, from
a tradition that it was made by seventy learned Jews, ‘'<’he apostles fre-
quently quote fr'mi it. Its rendering of the statement, “ The isles shall
wait for his law" is “ upon his name shall the Gentiles trust.” Matthew
sanctions this rendering as correct; he merely changes the, preposition
upon into in. Matt, xii,, 21. Thus ¢hen according to the uninspired
seventy Jews of Alexandria and the inspired apostle of Galilee, the islands
that were to wait for the laws of the Messiah wi re to be islands of Gen-
tiles not of Israelites. | would humbly suggest to those who may read
“ the forty-seven indentifications ” the propriety of following Matthew's
interpretation of prophecy rather than Hine’s interpretation.

2. “Israel’s isles must be north-west of Palestine; Britain is exactly
where itought to be; therefore the people of Britain arc the ten tribes.
Proofs—Is. xxiv. 15, Is. xliii. 5. Is. lix. 19, Jcr. iii. 12,18, Jer. xxiii. 8."

Is. xxiv. 15 reads,—* Wherefore glorify ye the Lord in the fires, even
the name of the Lord God of Israel iu the Islctf of the sea.”” There is no
reference to the west in this passage in my B.blc: it seems, however, that
in Hine's Bible there is such a reference, for in this phampldet he quotes
it thus: “ glorify the uarae of the Lord God of Israel in the Western seas."

Is. xliii. 5 reads,—*“Fear not, for I am with thee; | will bring thy seed
from the east and gather thee from the west; | will say to the north, give
up. and to the south, keep not back.” Anordinary Christian vrould infer
from this passage that G id's people were to be gathered from all quarters
of the globe; Hine, however, finds in it a plain proof that the ten tribes
could be found only in the west. We must however remember that the
Hinites pitch aside the east north and Heath ; they quote merely the
words, “ [ will gather thee from the west.” They don't like the south,
it is too hot for them.

Is. lix. 19 reads—* So shall they fear the name of the Lord from the
west and his glory from the rising sun." The old commentators imagined
'hat this meant that the name of the Lord would be feared from the east
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to tlu vest, nr from the rising to the settiug sun : the n«*w commentators
tells us that it means nothing of the kind, and that it is only stupid per-
sons that will read farther than the word west. Their rule of interpre-
tation is, “ Head to the word west, then stop, shut your eyes, think, and
believe that you are an Israelite.”

«Rr. hi. 18 reads: ““In those days the house of Judah shall walk with
the house of Israel and they shall come together out of the land of the
north to the land that I have given for an inheritance unto your fathers.”
Jet. iii 12, and Jer. xxiii 8 also speak of the Jews as coming from the
laud of the north.

According to the Hinites Jeremiah could on the foggiest day turn round
and point with his finger to the British Isles, although these isles were
wholly unknown in his day tp the Jews, Phoenicians, Greeks, and Romans.
As however he had no term for north west, he was compelled to speak of
Bn aiu sometimes as in the north, and sometimes as in the west. He took
for granted that people would know that he meant a country halfway be-
tween the north and the west. He was. however, strange to say. wholly
misunderstood until the Hinites sprang up in the world. The way they
came to know what he meant was by the application of a new law in her-
meneutics. The law is this: ““When two things do not seem to agree in
the prophecies, split the difference and you will arrive at the truth.”

By the land ofthe north. Jeremiah means the Babylonian empire, and
neither Great Britain, Canada, nor Sibiria. He never says that the
children of Israel as a people were to come from the west, he ’jes, how-
ever, say that they were to come from the north. “ Halah and Habor
by the river of Gozan” was as much to the north of Palestine as Britain
is.  The northern part of tix »ubylonian Empire was directly north of
it. That empire in Jeremiah's day included the following countries;
Babylonia proper or Chaldea, Mesopotamia, Assyria, Armenia aud the
adjacent districts as far north as the Caucasus, Cilicia, Syria. Palestine,
Phoenicia, and Idumea. As the ten tribes and also the two tribes were
captives in the Babylonian Empire, it is highly probable that the prophet
would expect their return from that quarter. It was very natural for the
Jews to regard Babylon as a northern country, because the Babylonians
always invaded their country from the north; they could not indeed owing
to the great Arabian desert invade it from the east. Nebuchadnezzar
waited in “Riblah in the land of Hamath ", whilst his generals were laying
seige to Jerusalem ; and Riblah, we know, was on the Orontes. straight
north of the capital of Judea, But Jeremiah certainly knew his own
geographical terms better than Hine, or his most learned follower. That
by the land of the north he meant Babylon is placed beyond dispute by the
foilowing verse: “ Behold, I will scud and take all the families of the north,
saith the Lord, and Nebuchadnezzer, the King of Batalea, my servant,
and will bring them against this land, and against the inhabitants thereof
Jer. xxv. 9; see also Zech. ii. 6, 7. It is a historical fact that many of
the children of Israel returned from Babylon in the year 536 B. C. By
the children of Israel I do not mean the ten tribes, I mean the descen-
dants of Jacob.

3.“ The ten tribes must be a nation ; tin* British are a nation therefore
the British are the ten tribes. Proof, Jer. xxxi. 35, 36.”

JereHah xxxi. 36 is: “ If those ordinances depart from mo. saith the
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Lord, then the need of Israel also shall cease from being a nation before
me.” 1T by the word nation in this place we are to understand a people
in their organized capacity, that is, a people with a rulerand laws of their
own, it follows that the promise made has not been fulfilled. The ten
tribes ceas d to be a nat on when carried into Assyria in the year 731 B.
C., and the house of Judah ceased to be a nation when carried into Baby*
lon in the year 606 B. C.. or at any rate when Jerusalem was destroyed
by T tus in the year seventy after Christ. The word translated nation,
however, means h people. Gesenius in his Hebrew dictionary gives as its
meaning, a people, a nation. It is rendered by the word people in several
places in in our English version, for example in Is. ix. 2, and Is. xlii. 6.
In the very prssage quoted by the Hinites the Septuagint translates it
ethnos. a word which means a race, a people. That the radical meaning
of ethnos is race the ordinary English scholar may know. He finds it in
ethnology.

Now whilst the c./Idren ofIsrael have oeased from being a nation in
the strict sense of that term, they have not ceased from being a people;
up to this day they have been preserved as a distinct race.

4. * The Israelites were to be called by another name, Britain isa
different name from Israel; therefore the British are the ten tribes. Proof.
Is. 65: 15. He shall call his servants by another name.”

If the reference in Is. 65: 15 be to the teu tribes it is somewhat
strange that the statement is not, He shall call his servants by other
names, and not merely by another name. Have they not been called by
half a dozen names, such as, Scythians, Sacae, Saxons, Anglo-Saxons,
English, Britons, Irish, Welsh and Normans ?

The 65th chapter of Isaiah has no reference to the ten tribes as such ;
it refers to the church of Christ, represented in Isaiah’s day by the
Israelites who clung to the house of Judah. God’s people have reoeived
a new name/ They have been called Hephzibah, the delight ofthe Lord.
Is. 62:1-4. They have also received a new name in another way; they
have ceased to be called Israelites, Hebrews, or Jews; they are now called
Christains.

IT by the servants of the Lord in Is. 65 :15 we are to understand, not
those who actually keep the law of God, but Israelites according to the
flesh, then it follows that those who were to be called by another name
were the Israelites of the Kingdom of Judah. Is.64: 9-12. Is. 65:9,
15, 19.

5. “ The ten tribes were to speak another tongue; the British do not
sp ak Hebrew; therefore the British are Israelites. Proof. Is. 28: 11.”

Hine in speaking of this proof says:-* Using another tongue is a proof
of our identity. Yetthis question has to 'be approached ethnologically
and anthropologically, both of which sciences declare language to be a
principal agency in the tracing of peoples. The declared opinion of
eminent scholars is that the English language contains the roots of no
less than eight hundred 1 ebrew words.”

The soiences of “eth “Mogically ” and “ anthropologically ” I never
heard of before. It might be possible for the Hebrew to contain the
roots of some English words, but how the English can contain the roots
of Hebrew words, | cannot comprehend. The Hebrew it is well known
was old and gray before the English came into existence.
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Isaiah b gan to prophecy at Jerusalem about the year 759 B. C. In
the 28th chapter he describes the destructiou of the Kingdom of Israel
(1-4), and the preservation and punishment of the Kingdom of Judah.
(5-29). In the 9th verse and the 10th the prophet represents the peo-
ple of the house of Judah as scoffing at the manner in which God in-
structed them by his prophets. ““ Does God,” they said,” treat us as child-
ren ? Does He deal with usas with infants just weaned ? Do we need
precept upon precept, line upon line ?” In the 11th verse the punish-
ment which was to come upon these scoffersia declared. * With stam-
mering lips and another tongue will God spsak to this people.” Tha*' the
people spoken of from the 5th verse to the 15th is the house of Judah is
quite clear. As the crown of Bphraim is represented in the 3rd verse as
trodden under feet, it follows that “ the residue ” of his people to whom
the Lord was be for a crown ofglory must be the Kingdom of Judah.
We are also told that the scornful m.;n, or scoffers were in Jerusalem.

Isaiah 28 :11 teaches, not that the barbarous Anglo-Saxons should be
iguorant of Hebrew but that the Jews would be carried to Babylon and
that they would there learn the lessons which they refused to learn in
their own land. To spjak with stammering lips means to speak unintel-
ligibly, or in a foreign tongue. Is. 33: 19. The language of the Baby-
lonians was not intelligible to the Jews. Is. 36: 11. The Jews did learn
whilst in Babylon that it is an evil and bitter thing to siu against God.
They learned also to hate idolatry.

6. “ The lIsraelites whilst in the land of their exile were to become
a great multitude; the Anglo-Saxons are exceedingly numerous , therefore
the British are Israelites. Hosea 1:11.”

Even if we are to understand Hosea 1 :11 as teaching that the ten
tribes were to become a great multitude in the land of their exile we have
no occasion to go to Britain for its fulfilment. There isa passage in Jose-
phus which the Hinites believe as firmly as they do the Gospel. Itis
this:—* The ten tribes are beyond the Euphrates till now, and are an im-
mense multitude, and not to be estimated by numbers.” Hosea’s predic-
tion it seems then was fulfilled before the ten tribes left the land of their
captivity.

Hosea 1. 11 is not a prediction respecting the ten tribes, but a predic-
tion respecting the twelve tribes, or the descendants of Jacob. It is mere-
ly a quotation from Gen. 32:12.

The promise iu Gen. 32 : 12 had a double meaning. Itimplied that
Jacob should have a numerous natural offspring, aud also a numerous
spiritual offspring; of its fulfilment in the latter, as well as in the former
sense, we have the fullest proof. John represents the redeemed as ““ a great
multitude which no man could number, of all nations and kindredr, and
people, and tongues.”

Though God cast off the ten tribes, yet the number of the children of
Israel even i Judea was as the sand of the sea. The Jews after the
return from hylon increased with great rapidity. They were very
niini rous al Jerusalem was destroyed.

T zb t iference iu Hosea 1:11-12 may be primarily to the Jews
of t t in, there can be no doubt that the chief reference is to the
church he Messiah. Rom, 9:23-26. A. M.



THE HINITES ON PROPHECY.

The Hinites depend chiefly for their proofs of the identity of th« Brit-
ish nation with the ten tribes upon prophecy. Some of their prophetic
proofs we have already considered; let us now have a look atfew more of
them.

1. “ The Israelites were to find their isles too small for them and to
found colonies : Britain has colonies all over the world, therefore the
British are the ten tribes. Is. 49:18-23. Is. 54 1-3.”

The primary reference in Is. 49 : 18-23 is to the Jerusalem of the re-
storation. In the 14th verse, Zion or Jerusalem is represented as saying,
“ The Lord hath forsaken me.” In the 15th verse the Lord begins to
address words of comfort to Zion and continues addressing it to the end
of the chapter. He assures Jerusakm that he had graven it upon the
palms of his hands, and that its children would come back from Babylon,
that it would have more inhabitants than it had before the captivity, and
that kings should be its nursing fathers. These predictions we know
were all literally fulfilled. The children of Israel returned from Babylon;
Judea was crowded with people; thousands of its inhabitants moved to
foreign lands; Cyrus, Artaxerxes, and Esther were the very best friends
to God’s people.

The secondary reference in Is. 49 :18-23 is to the great ingathering of
spiritual children to the spiritual Zion, or the church of God. Under
the Messiah God would show to the world that He had not forgotten his
people, they would be so numerous that Judea could contain only a small
part of them ; the church would be in a most flourishing condition. Gal.
4:26. Heb. 12:22.

That the 54th chapter of Isaiah refers to the church of God no Chris-
tian can doubt. The Saviour and one of his inspired apostles quote it
as referring to the church. John 6: 45. Gal. 4:27. The church is
called upon to make room for the millions that were to come into it under
the Messiah. It is spoken of under the image of a tabernacle because
the tabernacle was the place of religious worship among the Hebrews,
the symbol of the church, before the erection of Solomon’s temple.

There is not one verse in the Bible which teaches that the ten tribes
were to have colonies. There are, however, hundreds of verses which
teach that the church was to be extended by the conversion of the Gen-
tiles. “ Ask of me and | shall give thee the heathen for thine inheritance
and the uttermost parts of the earth for thy possession.” The Bible was
not given to puff up people with national pride, but to show the way of
salvation to sinners, whether Jews or Gentiles.

2. “ God was to make a full end of the nation» among whom the Israel-
ites should settle; the aborigines die out before the Anglo-Saxon colonists;
therefore the British are Israelites. Jer. 30 : 10-11, 46:27-28"

Jeremiah says that God would make a full end of all the nations among
whom the children of Israel would be  scattered.” Well they were
scattered among the Assyrians, the Medes and the Babylonians,—nations
which sb far aB known to me have no existence at the present day. A
full end has been made of them. The Assyrians came to an end as a nation
in the year 606 B. C., the Medes in the year 538 B. 0., and the Babylo-
nians in the year 536 B. C. At the present day we can find without
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trouble a people who call themselves Jews; we cannot so readily, however,
find a people who call themselves Assyrians, Medes, or Babylonians.
Hine identifies the Germans with the Assyrians. Strange thatan illiterate
Englishman should know more about the origin of the learned Germans
than they know themselves |  Truly wonders will never eease !

The Bible nowhere teaches that the aborigines were to die out before
the ten tribes. The passages quoteu by Hine refer not to individuals,
but to nations. Besides the promises in those passages were specially
given to the house of Judah. The Jacob or Israel of Jer. 30 : 10 includes
the Israel and Judah of Jer. 30: I. Any person who will read the 44th,
45th, & 46th chapters of Jeremiah will see that it was to the house of Judah
the promise in the last two verses of the last of these chapters was given.
The ten tribes are frequently spoken of as Ephraim, but never as Jacob.

3. “ The ten tribes cannot be conquered in their island home ; the
Anglo-Saxons have never been conquered, therefore the British are
Israelites. Is. 54:17.”

It will be admitted, | suppose,by all sensible men thatIs. 54:17. “ No
weapon that is formed against thee ¢hall prosper ” is a promise to the
“ barren ” one spoken of in the first verse. By the barren one we are
evidently to understand the church of God under the Old Testament
which being confined within very narrow limits might in comparison with
the missionary church of the New Testatuient, be regarded as barren.
It was especially at the time of the Babylonian captivity in a very low
condition ; its spiritual children were extremely few. That Is. 54:1
refers to the church of Christ is placed beyond all doubt by the apostle
Paul who quotes it to prove that the Jerusalem which is above, or the
church, is free and the mother of all believers. Gal. 4: 27.

The church of God can never be destroyed. It has been persecuted
by ths Pharaohs, by the rulers of Babylon, and by the Pagan Emperors
of Rome ; yet it is to-day in a more flourishing condition than ever. The
fire of persecution cannot destroy it, because God is in it. “ Lo I am
with you alway even unto the end of the world.”

It is not a fact that the Saxons have never been conquered. Charle-
mane conquered the Saxons of Germany, and William the Norman
conquered the Saxons of England.

I believe that Britain will not be conquered ; not, however, because
the British are Israelites, but because they are Christians, and are with
all their selfishness and irreligion doing more for the cause of Christ than
any other nation.

4. “ It was promised to Abraham thatin lIsaac should his seed be call-
ed ; the British are Saxons, that is Isaac’s sons; therefore the British are
Israelites. Gen. 21:12.”

<Ine would suppose that the most ignorant person who reads Gen. 21:
12 would know that the meaning is that the promised seed should be de-
scended not from Ishmael but from Isaac. To derive the word Saxon
from lIsaac’s son is certainly something new, very new, in philology.
Webster derives it from Seax, a knife, a dagger; and as the Saxons,
when they came to Britain, were simply roving pirates, 1 have no doubt
that they knew more about knives and daggers than they did about Abra-
ham and Isaac.

5. “ The children of Israel must have the line of King David ruling
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over them; the Queen of Great Britain is descended from David ; there*
fore the British are Israelites. 2 8am. 7:16; 1stKings 9: 1-6; Jer. 13:
17-21; Ps. 132:11.”

In 2 Sam. 7 :12-16 we find an absolute promise to David. His throne
was to be established forever, that is, not only to the end of the world,but
through all eternity. Surely this promise must find its fulfilment in
Christ, great David’s greater son. Heb. 1: 8. In Hebrews it is quoted
as referring to Christ. Heb. 1: 5. The promise to Solomon in 1 Kings 9:
4-5 is only a conditional promise. Did Solomon comply with the condition
laid down ? Did he walk before God as David his father walked ? The
promise in Jer. 33 : 17-21 cannot refer exclusively to the literal seed of
David. The plain promise is that David should be at no time without a
son reigning upon the throne of Israel. But Hine himself admits that
the children of Israel were many days without a King, cither of David’s
1 ne or any other. According to his theory they had no King of David’s
line from the time of their rebellion against Rehoboam until the accession
of Queen Mary’s son to the throne of England, a period of 2579 years.
Though Queen Victoria should as a matter of fact be descended from
David it would be impossible to speak of her as “a man ” or as “ a son.”
That Psalm 132:11 refers to Christ cannot be called in question by any
person who believes in the inspiration of the New Testament. Peter
quotes it as referring to Him. Acts 2 : 30. Hine ofcourse denies that
it refers to Christ, he says “ it would be totally false if it did.”

Hine gravely assures us that Jeremiah and Baruch came to Ireland,
that they brought with them a Jewish princess named Tephi, that Eoch*
aid the King of Ireland married this princess, and that Queen Victoria
is lineally descended from her. Eochaid was originally a Pagan, but for
the sake of getting Tephi he changed his religion and believed every
thing she asked him to believe. He established the ten commandments as
the law of his kingdom. He likewise introduced a great many Hebrew
institutions and customs into the country. Ollamh foladh, Mur-ollam-
hain, reachtaire, tara, and breac are all pure Hebrew words.

The Bible does not inform us that Jeremiah and Baruch went to Ire*
land ; neither does any other book ancient or modern. Some Jewish
writers say that when Egypt was conquered by Nebuchadnezzar, they
went to Babylon and died there in peace. Jerome says that both died in
Egypt. That the Bible mikes no iniiitioa of Tjpti every bedy knows.
That she is Dot referred to in any work of an earlier date than the year
ofour Lord 431 is certain. That she is not named in any book for
hundreds of years after the Babylonian captivity, for at least 1200 years,
no scholar will deny. Such a person never existed. | wonder if Hine
has read u The Arabian Nights' Entertainments,” a first rate book of its
kind. If he has it is astonishing that he does not quote it as a thorough-
ly reliable historical work. No doubt he considers Robinson Crusoe as
full of “ undeniable facts.”

The words which Hine represents as pure Hebrew cannot be found in
the Hebrew dictionary ; | find them, however, in the Irish dictionary.
Instead of being pure Hebrew words they are pure Gaelic words. Ollamh
means a doctor, or chief professor of a science, and foladh learning ; thus
ollamh foladh means professor of learning, or a learned man. Mur means
a wah, a house, and ollamhain, professors or learned men ; thus mur-
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ollumhuin means a house of learned men, or a college. Rcachtaire or
reachdairo, from reach«l a law and fear, a man, means a lawgiver, ajudge.
Tara, properly Teambair, means a pleasant place. Breac distorted ’'nto
bill" and br<ig nilans spotted or fncklid. The Irk-h annalist* never
thought of Baruch when speaking of Simon Breac. | wish Hine would re-
member that a dot over a letter in Irish is equivalent to h. 1f he would
bear this fact in wind we would not find ollam in his pamphlets in place
of ollamh.

There is not the shadow of an evidence that the Queen is descended
from King David ; according to all history, fabulous and authentic, she is
not.

6. “ The ten tribes must have Jacob’s pillow with them ; it is the Brit-
ish coronation stone; therefore the British are Israelites. Gen. 28.°

Hine says,—* The promise in Gen. 28: 15 must be to the ten tribes;
it has notyi t been fulfill« d. Jacob’s stone must be in existence till the re-
storation of Israel. It was brought to Inland by Jeremiah Baruch. Tephi
was crowned on it. It is called Lia fail. Lia or leac is Irish and means a
flat stone. Fail is a H<brew word and means wonderful. = This stone is
referred to in Psalm 118:22-23. It was the chief corner stone of the
temple. Kings have been crowned on it f. succession for 2450 years."

It is nowhere stated in the B.ble that the ten tribes were to have
Jacob’s stone with them. The only account we have of this stone is in
Genesis the 28th chapter. The promise in the 13th verse of that chap-
ter is toJacob and his seed. Now the seed of Jacob surely includes the
two tribes as well as the ten. In the 15th verse there is a promiset« Jacob
personally. From Gen. 35: 1-7 we learn that it was fulfilled; Jacob re-
turned in the course of thirty years to the very spot on which he had
slept. Even if we regard it as a promise to Jacob’s seed, it was fulfilled
long ago; the children of Israel were in possession of Bethel for hundreds
of years.

The stone on which Jacob slept serv< d as a pillar to mark the spot on
which he had his remarkable dream. When he returned it is likely that
he made use of it in the altar which he built. What became of it after-
wards is not known. That it was in Solomon’s temple is an utterly
groundless tradition. No man who believes in the inspiration of the New
Testament can regard Ps. 118: 22-23 as referring to Jacab’s stone.
Christ is the chief corner-stone of God’s true temple, the Church. Matt.
21: 42, Acts 4: 11. Eph. 2: 20, 1 Peter 2: 47.

The coronation stone of Westminster Abbey was taken from Scotland
to England by Edward I. The Highlanders called it Lia fail. That
one of these words is Gaelic and the other Hebrew no philologist can
believe. They are both Gaelic words, and moan stone of destiny.

There is not the least evidence that the coronation stone came from
Asia. No Hebrew author affirms that Jacob’s pillow was ever moved
from the spot on which Jacob slept. No heathen Greek or Roman writer
makes any mention of either Jacob or his pillow. No Irishman could
write about Jacob’s stone before St. Patrick’s day. No geologist will
affirm that it must have come from Palestine. According to the oldest
Irish annalists it came from Denmark; the Tuath de Danann brought it
with them.

There is no evidence that the coronation stone in Westminster Abbey
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was ever eveft in Ireland. Col. Robertson in his “ Historical Proof Re-
specting the Gaol of Albun” maintains that it was not. The Irish he
holds would not allow their coronation stone to be brought to Argyle by
thj paltry colony of Dalriads. The learned author of “ Sootland under
her early Kings” agrees with Col. Robertson. According to Wintown
the oorcnation atone came from lona. Logan says “ its history is carried
hack to a period far beyond all authentic record.” He considers it cer-
tain that it was once at the castle of Dunstaffhage in Argyle. He tells
us that “ it is of a dark color and appears like the kind of stone found
n »ar Dundee.”—Scottish Gael, 138.

There must at one time have been quite a number of coronation stones
in Scotland and Ireland. When a king or chief entered upon his gov-
ernment it was very natural to place him upon a stone, so that his fol-
lowers could see him. The stone on which the Lords of the Isles were
crowned is still in existence. The stone on which the kings of Munster
were crowned is also in existence; it is somewhere near the Cathedral
of Cashel.

In his “ Critical Dissertations,” a work wh:ch Gibbon speaks of as
replete with erudition and criticism. Dr. McPherson informs us that,
according to the Irish annalists. * the coronation stone had a very ex-
traordinary virtue till after the birth of Christ: whenever an Irish
monarch was crowned on it, it made a strange noise and appeared in a
surprising agitation.” This | have no doubt will be very interesting
i iformation to the Hinites.

7. “ The ten tribes must have the emblems of the lion and the unicorn ;
Britain has these very emblems; therefore the British are the ten tribes.
Numbers 2 < 8-9; Deut. 33: 17.”

If Numbers 24 : 8-9 and neut. 33: 17 refer to national emblems it is
clear that our flag, in order to correspond with the emblems mentioned
in those passages, should have in it not only a lion and a unicorn but also
a bullock. Hine has seen this, and gives what his disciples consider a
very satisfactory reason for the absence of the bullock from the flag.
““Without straining,” he says, ““the firstling of his bullock, the ox being
sometimes applied to Israel, may fairly be said to emblemise the world-
famed power of John Bull!” But Hine has to give a reason not only for
the absenoe of the bullock, but also for the absence ofa second horn on
the unicorn. A second horn on the unicorn! Does not every Latin
scholar know the unicorn must be a one-horned beast? Whatever the
literal meaning of the word unicorn may be, the beast referred to in Deut.
33: 17 had two horns. The word translated unicorns is Reem, and is in
the singular number. The person compared to the reem is Joseph ; the

horns of the reem are “ the ten thousands of Ephraim and the thousands
of Manasseh.”

The Hinites should without any delay get the British Government to
put another horn on the slender animal of our flag. It isalso likely they
will have to change its shape It is highly probable that the reem of
Moses was a species of wild ox. How any man can make himself believe
that Numbers 24 : 8-9 and Deut. 33: 17 refer to national emblems, it is
difficult to comprehend. But man’s capacity for being fooled is very
great.
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Probably T have Mid enough about tlu* new interpretation of prophecy.
That it is imposition not exposition is ev j(lent.

Hinism almost woms to be a judgment upon people for tilt ir neglect of
the Old Testament. Many perrons never read it at family worship. This
is wrong; the whole Bible should he read. Even in the pulpit it is to bi*
feared that the Old Testament does not receive its proper share of atten
t:on. Some ministers tak<* almost all their texts from the New Testament.

The existence of Hineisiu and other absurdities in the church dearly
shows th) necessity of expounding the Bible more fuily than is done.
Th< re is too much preaching from texts. The great revival in the days
of Ezra resulted from reading and explaining tin* word of God.

| would advise persons of a limited education and a light purse, who
would like to understand the prophets, to procure and study the following
books:—Edwards' History of Redemption, The Portab’* Commentary,
by Jamieson. Brown and t'ausset. Barnes on Revelation, and the Bible
Dictionary, issued by the American Tract Society. Edwards' History of
Redemption is the be*t church history ever written. It throws a vast
amount of light on the Old Testament. It costs only 80 cents. The
Portable Commentary is evangelical, reliable and cheap. It is on the
Old and New Testaments. It costs $1.00. Barnes on Revelation is a
capital work and should be bought along w th the Portable Commentary.
It cO'ts about 00 cents. The American Tract Society’s Bible Dictionary
can be got for about $1.50.

Now Hinites, look here! Use your trashy pamphlets for kindling the
fire ; they will give you more light in that way than in any other. Get
good useful books and study them. Look for Christ and His Church in
the prophets and not for Victoria and the British Isles.

A. M.

V.
THE ORIGIN OF THE NORTHOF IRELAND PROTESTANTS.

Ifa man were to come to you and say. | have the philosopher’s stone,
prove that | have not, you would laugh at him as a simpleton. 1f he had
it and wished you to believe that he had it, he ought surely not merely to
assert that he had it bul to show to you by converting iron into gold be-
fore your eyes that he had it. When the apostles went forth among the
Gentiles they did not say, our religion is from heaven, prove that it is not;
what they said was, our religion is from heaven, listen and we will show
you that it is. Now if the Hinites expect to get rational followers, in-
stead of asking the world to prove that their theory is false, they should
go to work and prove that itis true. This of course they try to do; theygo
to prophecy.history, ethnology, and philology for proofs. Their views of
the origin of the people of the north of Ireland 1 shall consider in this
letter.

The Hinites affirm that we have “ ample evidence ” that the tribe of
Dan settled in the north of Ireland about the time of the Assyrian cap
tivity, that is about 721 B. C.

It is not mentioned in any historical work, ancient or modern, that the
tribe of Dan settled in Ireland. How then did Mr. Hine come to know
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they did ? The Tiuithu tie Danutm he say.». spoke Hebrew, au<l must have
been Israelites of the tribe of Dan. The Tuatlm dellaniinn are not intuit on-
cd by any Hebrew. Greek or Bomau writer; our first account of them is
from Irish fabulists. Sir James Ware, one of th« moat learned nnti<|ua
riana that Irelaud has produced, admits that it was St. Patrick that in
trodueed the knowledge of lett rs among th« Ir.sh. Now ns St. Patrick
did not land in Irelund till the year 431 after Christ, it follows that there
can be no Irish history of an eurlirr date than that year. The truth is
that there is no Irish history in existence written before the tenth een.
tury. Tiglmarnach and Marianus Scotus may be considered as the found,
era of tin school of Irish annalists; ;be first of thes<> died in the year
1088, and the latter in the year 1086. But even if the history of Ireland
had been written as early as the days of St. Patrick, it would be utterly
impossible to give an account of things which had happened at as early
a period as the time of the Assyrian captivity. It would puzzle our best
Canadian historians to give an account of th«* loves and wars and expedi-
tions of the Indians in this country not only 1152 years ago, but even 400
iears ago. How then could we expect an Irish annalist writing in St.

‘alrick - day, and having neither bonks nor monuments to help him to
write an authentic history of Ireland from his owu time back to the days
of Jeremiah? D’Arcy McGee in his very interesting “ Popular History
of Ireland ” j»peaks of “ what the old bards and story-tellers have handed
down concerning the history of Ireland before it became Christian,” that
is before St. Patrick’s day, as * wild and uncertain traditions of which we
have neither documentary nor monumental evidence.” It is gross igno-
rance, not only of the history of Ireland but ofgeneral history, that would
lead any one to suppose thats we have reliable information about what
took place in Ireland 721 B. C. We have not even the slightest evidence
that the existence of lieland was at that period known to the civilized
world.

It is a sure thing that Hebrew was not spoken in Ireland in St. Pa-
trick’s day. How Mr. Hine knows that it was spoken there 1152 years
before his day, it is difficult to say.

It may be useful to give a brier sketch of the history of Ireland ac-
cording to the historians upon whom Mr. Hine relies for his facts. Ire-
land then, according to these historians, was uninhabited until the year
2025 B. C. In thatyear, and on 14th of May, Partholan, a wicked
Greek who had murdered his father and mother, lauded on the coast of
Munster. He had with him 1,000 soldiers and some women. His race
was wholly cut off by pestilence 300 years after his arrival. Nimodius.
also a Greek, and the eleventh in descent from Noah, arrived about
thirty years after the descendants of Partholan had perished. His pos-
terity were greatly troubled by African pirates, and had to leave the
country. Under the guidance of Simon Breac. or speckled Simon, they
steered for Greece. The next settlers of Ireland were the Firbolgs. They
were from Greece and were th.« descendants of Simon Breac.

The Firbolgs were displaced by the Tuatha de Danann. They too
were Greeks. They went, however, from Greece to Denmark, where they
lived for some time. From Denmark they came to Scotland, and from
Scotland to Ireland. They landed in Ireland some time before the days
of Moses. They were great necromancers. They could quell storms,
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cure diseases,and foretell ev. »t*; they could who restore tn life those who
had fallen in battle, und brine them into the field the next day They
were mighty warriors. They slew 100,000 of the Firbolgs in one battle.
They carried it wonderful atone with them from Denmark ; it was called
Hafail, or the atom' of dostiny. They used it to crown their kings upon it.
TL< duel wvr> the fifth and ia-t colonist of Ireland. They won descend

«ail from Gathviw*. the con of a king of Scythia by Seotaa daughter of
Pharoah. This Gathelus wa- a wry great parsonage. He lived in Egypt
in the time of Moses, and was on very intimate terms with the great pr>*
phet and legislator of the Jews. Hia descendants went from Egypt to
Spain and lived in (hat country for quite a tine. From Spain under
Heber and Heremon, two sons of King Milesiua, they went to Ireland in
the year 1300 B C. They conquered the Tuatha de Danann quite canly
in spite of all their knowledge of the black urt.

The fabulous history of Jrelaud, or according to Hine, the true history,
may be found wry fully in Dr. Keat ng’a History of Ireland. McGee
gives a very brief sketch of it.

From the account of the settlement of Ireland which 1 have just giv. n
it will b* seen that there is a slight chronological difficulty in making the.
Tuatha de Danann the tribe of Dan. The Tuatha de Danann arrived in
Ireland iu the year 1300 B. C., whilst the tribe of Dan had not left Judea
till the year 721 B. C. | believe, however, that the Hinites never allow
dates to stand in their way ; they brush th<m aside like cobwebs.

The word tuatli in Irish means people; tuatha or tuathan being the
nominative plural; the word de means of; and the word danann may
mean Dane-island ; thus it is probable that the words Tuatha de Danann
literally mean, the peoples or hordes of Daneland. Whatever Danann
means it caunot mean simply Dan ; the latter half of the word ann, must
have some meaning. What then does ann mean ? It may unquestionably
be the same as inn; for it isa rule in Irish orthography that a broad vowel
iu one sy liable must be followed by a broad vowel in the next, and a small
vowel followed by a small vowel. The broad vowels are a, o, u,; the
small e, i. And what doesinn mean? Itis a contraction for innis, an
island or grazing ground. Erin, properly Eirinn means lar-Innis, west-
island. That Danann means Dane-island is probable however not only on
etymological grounds, but from the fact that the Irish Bards always repre-
sentthe Tuatha de Danann as coming from Denmark. It may of course
be said that Denmark is not an island. It may not be exactly an island;
but it was far more liktly thatan ancient Irish Bard would speak of it as
an island than thata modern D. D. would say that Tuatha de Danann
means the tribe of Dan.

The people of the North of Ireland are a mixed race, being descended
from the original Celtic inhabitants of the country, and the Scottish and
English colonists who crossed over to Ireland in the reign of James I.
They have good blood in their veins, but itis not Hebrew blood. A. M.

VI.
CANAANITES.

1. The Celts of Ireland, Mr. Hine tells us, are Canaanites. He proves
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this to lii- own satisfaction from prophecy, philology, and history,—three
thing-of which he known nothing.

Hum’* prophetic proof oi the Canaanitish origin of the Irish is this;

The Garnimite* w» re lo 1« thorns to tin* Israelites, the Irish Fenians
arc thorns to th.* English; therefore the Irish, especially the Fenians arc
Canaanites,” It seems to me thut there nre some weak points in this
argument. In the first place it take* fur granted that the Canaanites
were to be thorn* in the sides of the Israeht -, not only in Judea, but in
other countries; mid also that the English lire [»rarLtes. In the second
pluua it proves too much, Using the same species of reasoning, we may
»ay. the Canaanites were to be thorns to the I-ravlit's; the Indians are
thorns to th* Yankees, Isra Hites of the tribe of Mana-seh, therefore the
Indians especially Sitting Bull mid his braves, uro Canaanites.

Let us now look at Ilin* 's philological and historical proofs of the
Canaaniti-h origin of the Irish.

The Irish mid the PInenician alphabet he says consist of the name num-
ber of letters, namely sixteen. Any person who will take the trouble of
looking into O'Heilly’s Irish English Dictionary will find that there arc
seventeen letters in the Irish alphabet, namely, a.b. r, <z, e,/, y i, /. m.n,
0.p r k t a ilis notudmitted to the dignity of a letter; it is used
only as an aspirute. The Phoenician like the Hebrew alphabet consists
of twenty-two letters, not of sixteen. Prof. Whitney of Yale College, an
eminent philologist, in hi- very valuable work, Language mid thu
Study of Language,” says: “ The Phoenician alphabet wa- a system of
twenty-two signs, all of them possessing consonantal value. It wav strict-
ly and exclusively a phonetic syst ni. It received from the Greeks its
final perfection. To the Greek alphab *t the early Celtic modes of writing
trace their origin, mainly through the Latin," Page 4(12.

No doubt some Irish fabulist* assert that N*al, the father of the great
Gathelus, * by the assistance of two excellent scholars invented the He-
brew, Greek, Latin and Irish alphabets.” The same fabulists also tell us
that Ireland was distinguished for its schools and colleges ages before St.
Patrick was born. That Irish monks who were good scholars aud
had nothing to do should writ<* fables isnot to be wondered at, but that
men of sense should believe these fables to be historical facts is something
astouishmg. Ifthe Irish hud Utter-and a written literature before the
elays of St. Patrick, how conies it that the Irish words for books, pens,
reading, writing, and letters ar«* all of Latin origin,

The Irish language we are gravely told is “ identical with the Phtani-
cian.”  All scholars know that the Phcenician and the Hebrew, though
different dialects, may be regarded ns the same language. Augustine,
who lived among the t’hffiuic.ans of Carthage says —* The Hebrew and
the Phcenican languages differ ve-’y little from one another.” Whitney
says, “ The Phoenicians spolp* a dialect so nearly akin with the Hebrew
that its scanty remains“re read with nogreat d.fficulty by the aid of that
language.” Page 295. Now no sane man who can speak the Celtio lan-
guage and spell his wdjy through the Hebrew Bible w.il say that the Irish
and the Hebrew are identical; the former belongs to the Indo-European
family of languages; the latter to tin* Semitic family. A man may be a
good Hebrew scholar, and not be able to read one word of Irish.

Hine’s historic proofof the identity of the Irish with the Canaanites
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consist* mi rely in the following assertion :—* There can be no doubt that
the Irish are t'anaiiuit *; their own history mill legend* fairly prove this.”
ft im a great pity that Hine did not condescend to name (hehistory which
prove* this theory. | hope it is nota rimy hook.

Hine in trying to prove th? Ciinuitnitisli origin of the Irirb lakes for
granted that the (‘unaimiie* and tin- Phumicians w« re the sauii people, It
in almost certain that they w< re not the Baine people, We have every
reason to I* lievc that the Phienicians were a Nnnitic race ; whilst we know
that the Cammnites were descended from Ham. According to Herodotus
the I'lurniciins earn ' from the Persian Gulf. Prof. Rawlinson stoutly
maintains that tin- Canaunites and the Phuonicans were two distinct races,
1 the form r being the original inhabitants ofthe country, and the latti r
living em grunta ata comparatively recent date." Herodotus vol, IV
page 199. Origin of Nations, page 199,

That the Irish are Celts is an iiiMiuestionable fact. That the Celts of
Britain and Ir land came from Gaul all rational historians admit. That
Ireland was peopled notdirectly from Gaul but from Scotland cannot very
well be doubt ‘d. A burned IrMimun, Dr. O'Brien, Bishop of Cloyue
»ays,—* Mr. Lliuyd gives good ground to think thut the first Celts who
came to Ireland arrived there, not immediately from Gaul, but rath«*r
after remaining for some tract of time in the greater British isle.” Gibbon
in his own wuy of putting things says,— It is probable that in some re-
mote period of ant quity, (he fertile plains of Ulster received a colony of
hungry Scots." Vol. 11, page 564.

The Irish would have no reason to he ashamed of a Phoenician origin ,
neither would they have any cause to be | roud of an Israditish origin
Morally the Phoenicians were not mucn inferior to the ten tribes, especi-
ally at the time of their captivity ; intilh dually they were at least equal
to them. Let the Irish rest satisfied with being what they are, chiefly
Celts, descendants neither ofShein nor of Ham, but of Japheth. The Irish
Celts were a noble nice, distinguished both for their learning and their
bravery. Any nation might be proud of the battle of Clontarf.

M U't Erin remember the days orold,
Ere her faithless sons betrayed her;
When Malm hi wore tlio collar of gold
Which he won from the proud invader;
When her kings with standard of green unflirled
Led the Red Branch Knights to danger:
Ere the emerald gem of the western world
Was set in the crown of a stranger.”

2. Itis well known that the Irish and the Highlanders are ofthe same
stock. They speak the same language, and call themselves by the same
name. Gael. If then the Irish art* Canaanites the Highlanders must also
be Canaanites.

Highlanders attention | L it me speak a few words to those ofyou who
have an itching after Hitiism.

My dear friends, what do you mean ? Hine does not say that you are
Israelites; he look» upon you as wicked worthless Canaanites who are
fit for nothing but to be trampled upon. Do you believe you are what he
thinks ?  1fso, go and be slaves to your lawful masters. Itis a pity you
would not see yourselves us others see you. Youcut a very ridiculous
figure as you go hopping about, slapping your hands, ad strandng your
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lungs simutiug, “ Halloo for the Israelites!| Greatarc the Anglo-Saxons I"
Don’tyou know you are Celts? You are neither Israelites, Canaanites,
nor Saxons. Why do you wish to be Israelites? Are you ashamed of
your race ? If so, it is because you are ignorant of its history. The
Celts were the first race that entered Europe from western Asia. Long
before the Christian era, they had settled France, Spain, Portugal, Bel-
gium, the valley of the Po. parts of Germany and Switzerland, and Eng-
land. Waler, Scotland, and Ireland. As soldiers no people have ever sur-
pass! d them. Under Brennus in the year 390 B. C.. they laid Rome in
ashes. In the year 270 B. C. th;y passed through Macedonia and made
themselves masters of Galatia. 1T Caesar conquered Gallia it was not be-
cause the Gauls were not brave,but because the Romans were better disci-
plined and better armed. Any nation might be proud of such commanders
as Caractacus, Galgacus, Wallace, Marshal McDonald, Sir Colin Camp-
li i1 Marshal MacMahon, and Gem ral Grant. But in the arts of peace
a« well as those of war the Celts have distinguished themselves. A** mis-
sionaries, t av<llers, writers and statesmen we find men of Celtic blood
occupy the highest positions.  You know that all the Macs and O’s are
Ceits, whether born in the Lowlands of Scotland, the island of Cape Bre-
hm, or Timbuctor. St. Patrick, Columba and Dr. Duff were Celts.
Maclure, McClintock, Ross, and Livingstone were Celts. John Owen,
Maclaurin, and Norman Macleod were Celts. 0>s an and Thomas Camp-
b 41 were Celts. Ferguson and Sir Roderick Murchison were Celts.
Buchanan, Robertson, and Macaulay were Celts. And Sir James Mack-
intosh, O’Connell, and McGee were Celts. Perhaps you have heard of Sir
John A. Macdonald, the Premier ofthe Dominion, and the skilful manager
of the conservauive party ! He is a pure Celt. His able rival, Alexander
Mackenzie, the leader of the opposition, is also a Celt. Know too that
Lord Lome, young Mac Cailean Mor, the Governor G<.m ral of this great
Dominion, is a Celt.

As then you have no reason to be ashamed of your race, give up your
nonsense. Blow no longer about your Israelitish origin. Stand by your
true colors.

“Triumphant be the thistle still unfurled,
Dear symbol wild ! on freedom’s hills it grows,
Where Fingal stemmed the tyrants of the world,
And Roman eagles found unconquered foes.”

As Donald Turk was one day standing at the door before a big spruce
stick his neighbor came along and said to him. “ What are going to make
of that stick ?”  “ | am going to make a pig trough of it.” he answered,
“and | am going to make it all out of my own head.” That is just the
way in which Hine made his theory. | quest on, however, if it is as use-
ful as Donald’s trough would be. A. M.

VII.
THE WELSH.

The Hmites maintain that the Welsh are the tribe of Simeon.
Hine's account ofthe people of Wales is as follows:—*““The tribes
of Dan and Simeon were not carried away into Assyria; they escaped to
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fexons!” Britain and Ireland in ships. Is. 66 :19. Obadiah, 14th verse. The

-aanites, |tribe of Dan settled in the north of Ireland, and the tribe of Simeon on

med of Lhe west coast of Scotland. The S.meonites not liking Scotland continued;;
. The migrating towards the South, and finally settled in Wales. The Web h

Long people are pure Israelites.”

il, Bej- If assertions were proofs Hine and his followtrs would prove anything,

d ®ihgr.  There is not the slightest foundation for the supposition that the Welsh

er Mip. are of an Israelitisb origin ; it is indeed, certain that they are not.

>uic in The Bible tells us that Shulmaneser u carried Israel away into Assy-
made It is uot statx’d that any tribe escaped. The 66th chapter of
ot be- Isaiah refers to things which were to happen, not at the time of the de-

disci-  struction of the Kingdom of the ten tribes, but after the return of the

nders i Jews from Babylon. Surely the Hiniteswdl not, affirm that by Tarshish.
larnp- Pul and Lud, and Tubul and Javan we arc to understand Ireland and
Siace Wales. Obadiah who probably lived in the time of the Babylonian oap-
mis. t vity denounces the Edomites for opposing the escape of the house of
>lood Judah, not for opposing the escape of* members of the Kingdom of the ten
are tribes. 12th, 13th, and 14th verses.

Bre- We have no account in any history extant of the arrival of k colony of
elte. _ Israelites in Ireland, or Scotland, or Wales, either beton* or since the

ten, I Christian era. The traditions of the Welsh do not in any way connect
un- them with the ten tribes.

its, It will be admitted by sober-minded men and Hinites alike that the an-
ek- cestors of the present inhabitants of Wales were in Britain nineteen hun-
3ir M} dred years ago. Julius Caesar who landed in Britain 55 years B. C.
er xs found the whole country thickly settled. His words are,—* There is a

er countless multitude of persons in Britain.” Tacitus who wrote his life of
at Agricola about ninety years after Christ informs us that the Britons of
it Wales were divided into two tribes; the Silures who inhabited South

Wales and the Ordovices who inhabited North Wales. At the time ofthe
r Saxon invasion multitudes of Britons from all parts of England flocked
b into Wales. The Welsh bravely maintained their independence agaim-t

the whole power of England until the time of Edward I. They were con-
quered in the year 1282, thirty-two years before the battle of Bannock-
burn.

That the people who lived in Wales in the days of Caesar were of the
same race with the people who lived in other parts of south Britain can-
not be denied. They all spoke the same language.believed the same super-
stiviims, and observed the same sacred rites.

But from what country did the Britons come ? Did they come from
the opposite coast of Gaul, or did they come from Judea? It would be
natuiwl to suppose that they name from Gaul. History, ethnology, and
philology prove that they came from Gaul. Caesar in his account of Bri-
tain say- —* The buildings of the Britons are almost similar to those of
the Gauls. The Britons do not think itlawful to taste the hare, the hen,or
the goose. Of all the Britons the most civilized are those who live in Kent,
they do not differ much in their manners from the Gauls. The greater
part oftho*e in the interior of the country do not sow, they live on milk
and flesh, and clothe themselves with skins. Almost all the Britons puint
themselves with woad. Th y have long hair and do not shave their upper
lip.” Caesar’'s Gallic War Book V/: 12-14. Tacitus in his life of Agri-

)
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cola Says :—* It is to be believed that the Gaals occupied the neighbor-
ing British soil. You find among the Britons the sacred rites of the
Gauls. The language of the Gauls and Britons differs very little.”
Chapter 11th. Druidism which prevailed in Gaul and Britain proves that
the people of the two countries were of the same race. The Welsh look
upon themselves as descendants of the ancient Britons, and believe that
their forefathers came from Gual.

It. is well known that the Celts of Gaul were not Israelites. Hine him-
self will not say that, they were. The Jews are descendants of Shorn ;
the Celts according to Josephus are descendants of Gomer, the son of Ja-
phet. How the Celts of Wales can be Israrelites, the Celts of Ireland
Canaanites, and the Celts of France some other race, it is very difficult
to conceive. Of course the Hittites do not trv to understand and reconcile
things; their motto is B lieve. It is certainly our duty to believe things
upon good authority whether we understand them or not, but it cannot
surely be our duty to believe upon the assertion of uninformed enthusiasts
either things which contradict known facts or things which cannot be
shown to be based upon facts.

The Celts in their migrations from Western A“ia to Western Europe
b*came divided into two irreat branches; the Gael and the Cymry. The
Gael represented by the H:ghlandersand Irish, were the fi”'st to enter Bri-
tain ; the Cymrij, represented by the Welsh followed them  The Cymry
arj no doubt the »ame people as the Cimmerians—Rawlinson’s Herodotus,
Vol. I, page 150. But the Cimmerians were a powerful nation in
Europe in the days of Homer. He speaks of them at the beg’nning of
the eleventh book of his Odyssey. He represents them as living so far
west that the sun never reached them. But Hom-r lived at least eight
hundred and fifty years before Christ or more than one hundred years be-
fore the tribes had boen carried away into captivity in Assyria. If then

the Welsh people arc Cimmerians, they cannot be Israelites. A M,
VIII.
. THE ORIGIN OF THE SAXONS.

The chief plank in the theory of the Hinites is that the Anglo-Saxons
were the lineal descendants of the tribes which had been carried away
captives into Assyria. Their arguments in support of this view may be
thus summed up:—(1) “ The second race of people that settled in Eu-
rope was the Scythian, the Celtic being the first. The Scythians were first
heard of in Asia in the region of the river Araxes. The Saxons were a
Scythian tribe. They are the same people as the Saca 1, Sakai,Sacas-san;.
or Saka-Suna. Now as it was to the Araxes the ten tribes had been car-
ried away, it is plain that they are the Sacae of profane history. The
very word Saxon which is the same as Sacae means lIsaac’s son. (2) The
Saxons, Sacae, or Scythians made their first appearance in Media in the
regio’, of the Araxes at the exact period of the Assyrian captivity. This
We Jearn from Homer and Herodotus. (3) Media was not the cradle, or
original country of the Scythians, Sacae, or Saxons. They came from
some other country, of course the ten tribes came from Palestine.”

With regard to the time at which the Anglo-Saxons or the ten tribes
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left Asia for tlio British Isles, Hine writes as fellows:—u In the days of
Christ our forefathers were occupying the north-west of Asia, and on the
point of making their way into Europe. The apostles found them located
in Cappadocia, Galatia, Pamphylia, Lydia, Bithynia, Mysia, Achaia,
Thessaly, Macedonia, and Illyricum. In obedience to the command in
Matt. 10: 5 the apostles after the day of Pentecost labored among them.
Josephus testifies that in his day they were still beyond the Euphrates.
The cause of their being so long in the region of Media was that they
were waiting for redemption from the Mosaic law. The apostles found
them with their synagogues and clinging to the institutions of Moses. In
order that they might lose their identity, Paul commanded them to give
up circumcision and genealogical distinctions. 1 Cor. 7:19. Titus3:9.
The Epistle to the Galatians, the two Epistles of Peter, the Epistle to
the Hebrews, and the Epistle of James were all written to the ten tribes.”

Letus now examiue Hine’s statements respecting the origin of the
Anglo-Saxons. Is his theory based upon facts? Is it a pure supposition ?
Or is it in direct opposition to well-known facts? What is there really in
it?

I admit that the Celts and Scythians both had their origin in Western
Asia. If they are descended from Noah they must have come from that
quarter.

The ten tribes were carried away for rebellion as captives into Assyria
in the year 721 B. C. They were placed in small batches here and there
throughout the Assyrian Empire. 2 Kings 17: 6and 18:11. 1 Chron.
5:26. The Books of Kings were probably written by Jeremiah, and
cannot be of an earlier date than the time of the Babylonian captivity,
606 B. C. The Books of Chronicles it is generally believed were com-
piled by Ezra. But whoever compiled them they cannot be of an earlier
date than 536 B. C., the year in which Cyrus issued his decree for re-
building the temple atJerusalem. Now we know when the books of Kings
and Chronicles were written that the ten tribes were captives in the very
places to which the Kings of Assyria had broughtthem. 2 Kings 17 : 23.
1 Chron. 5: 26. We know further that when Josephus wrote his antiqui-
ties, 93 years after Christ, they were «till in Assyria. The words ofthi
great Jewish historian are,—* There are but tWo tribes in Asia and Eu-
rope subject to the Romans, while the ten tribes are beyond the Euphra-
tes till now, and are an immense multitude and not to be estimated by
numbers.” Antig. 11:2.

No man who knew what he was writing about would quote Homer in
proofof the ideality of the Scythians and the ten tribes. The great bard
was in his grave over one hundred years b.fore the Assyrian captivity.

Herodotus who finished his history aboutthe year 430 B. C. gives a
very full account of the Scythians. They were in his day a powerful na-
tion occupying the region of the country between the Danube and the
Don. A vast horde of them under their King Madyes had passed out of
Europe into Asia Minor in the year 638 B. C. They defeated the Medes
in battle, and remained in their country plundering and oppressing ior
twenty-eight years. They were overcome by Cyaxerxes in the year 610
B. C and compelled to return to their own country. In the year 514 B.
C. Darius with a large army invaded Scythia.

When now we compare the facts stated by the writers of Kings and
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Chronicles respecting the ten tribes and the facts stated by Herodotus re-
specting the Scythians, is it possible for us to believe that they were the
sa ne people ? How could the Israelites be captives in Assyria in 606 B.
C. and in 536 B. C., and at the same time be a great nation north of the
B ack Sea? Or how could they be captives and masters in Media at the
' same period ?

A very eminent historian in speaking of the Scythians says .—*“ We
find reason to suspect that they were crushed between their two neigh-
b >rs, the Getae and tin; Sarmatians. In vain we look for their descen-
dants at the present day.” Rawlinson’s Herodotus, vol. 111. 168.

The Sacae were not the ten tribes. Herodotus says that Sacae is thei
nam! which the Persians give to all Scythians. Sacia, or the country of
the Sacae formed one of the twenty satrapies into which the empire of
Darius was divided. It was east of the Bolor range, and is known at the
present day as Cashgar and Yarkand. The Sacae were very good sol-
ei ers. They fought bravely at the battle of Marathon. They invaded
Ind a in tlie y<ar 56 B. C.

The Anglo-Saxons cannot be regarded as the ten tribes. It is simply
absurd to speak of them as such.

Thj Germanic tr bes that crossed over to England were the Jutes or
Got is from Jutland, the Saxons, and the Angles. They were under the
leadership of two sanguinary chieftains, Hengist and Horsa. The Jutes,
occu: 'd Kent, the Saxons the midland countries of England, and the
Angle* the port on of England north of the Humber and the south of
Scotland. Tin* Angles were the most numerous and gave their name to
the country. It was about the year 449 after Christ that Hengist and
Hor.-i« invaded England. The Jutes, Saxons and Angles were all barba-!
rians and idolators.

Tacitus is the earliest writer who mentions the Angles. He says that
they worshipped Hertha or mother earth, lie. Germania, 40. Of course
he regarded them, ami speaks of them as a German tribe.

If the Angles were beyond the Euphrates when Joraphus wrote-his
Antiquities in A. D. 93, how did they come to be settled down in Ger-
many when Tacitus wrote his Germania in A. 1). 100 ? Again if they
were Christians when they left Asia, how did they come to be. ignorant
idolators when they arrived in Europe in the «ourse ofsix or seven years ?
No doubt the limites can easily answer both these questions.

It is wholly impossible to truce back the Jutes, Saxons, or Angles to
any particular nation or tribe in Asia. This difficulty arises from the
Fact that the Germans, prior to the introduction of Christianity, | ad no
literature. Tacitus says,—* Thyir men and women alike are ignorant of
tlie secrets of letters.” Germania 19.

What a careless people the German Israelites were. They could read
Paul’s letters when they left Asia yet when Tacitus wrote his hlstbry they
did not know their alphab« t! Vo

The Hinites of course deny that the Jutes, Saxons and Angles -were,.
Germans; they were Israelites who passed through Germany. Germans
or not they considered themselves Germans, looked liked the Germans,
spoke the same language with them, lived in the same Way, observed thé
same laws, and worshipped the same gods with them. All historians'
from Tacitus down to Edward Freeman have regarded them as Germans.
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That intelligent men who read, or ought to read history, can persuade
themselves that they were Israelites is one of the mysteries of the age.
The Germans, the Jutes, Saxons and Angles included, had been for a
long time in western Europe even in the days of Julius Caesar. This is
evident from the account given of them both by Cassar and Tacitus.
Saxons, Saxons, don’t be ahamed of Germany. Remember it is the
land of Luther, Kepler, Goethg, Kant, Richter, Von Moltke, and Bis-
tnark, A. M.

IX.
THE NORMANS; WHO WERE THEY?

It is firmly believed by the Iljnites that the Normans who invaded
England under William tile Conqueror were the tribe of Benjamin.

Hine has written » vast amount of nonsense about the tribe of Benja-
min,; stuff which no intelligent man can believe. His account of it is
substantially as follows:—* Benjamin is a tribe of Israel, one of the ten,
and not a tribe of the Kingdom of Judah. It was not one tribo out of
the twelve that was promised to Rehoboam, but one tribe out of the ten
which belonged to Israel. There were not ten tribes under Jeroboam,
nor in the Kingdom of Israel at any tune. There were only seven tribes
carried away into Assyria; the tribes of Dan and Simeon escaped to
Ireland and Wales, and the tribe of Benjamin remained with Judah.
The mission of the one tribe of Israel given to Rehoboam was to be a
light before God. 1 Kings, 11 : 36. That ibeof Benjamin were a light
by preaching the gospel.  Ail the Disciples of Christ, exc”t Judas were
of this tribe. It was on the tribe of Benjamin that the Holy Spirit was
poured out on the «lay of Pentecost. Joel’s prophecy quoted by Peter in
the second chapter of Acts had no reference at all to the Jews. Itisa very
grave mistake to speak of the followers of Christ as J>ws. There was
not one person of the house of Judah among his Disciples. The whole
tribe of Benjamin embraced the Christian religion. The Benjamites all
escaped from Jerusalem sometime before its destruct’on by Titus. Their
escape was predicted by Jeremiah. Jer. 6: 1. That they escaped we
learn from Josephus. Haviug got away from Jerusalem they went by
sea to Italy and thence by land to Normandy in France. From Nor-
mandy they crossed over to England under William the Compieror. The
men who routed the Saxons at the battle of Hastings were not Normans,
but positively Israelites of the tribe of Benjamin.”

The above statements taken from Hines' Flashes of Light” areamong
the most ridiculous ever penned outside of a lunatic asylum.

When we consider the Jews merely as descendants of Jacob the tribe
of Levi is to be counted ar« one of the twelve; when, however, we consider
them as landowners, taxpayers and warriors we are not to regard it as
one of the twelve. The twelve tribes that owned the land were the tr ibes
of Reuben, Simeon, Judah Issachar, Zebuion, Ephraim, Manasseh,
Benjamin, Dan, Asher, Gad. and Napthali. Numbers 1: 1—17; Ju. hua
1 1: 1—5. The Bible distinctly says that “ the children of Joseph w«re
two tribes, Manassch and Ephraim.” The children < f Levi received no
inheritance; they were not numbered among the twelve tribes; they were
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wholly given up to the Lord instead of the first-born; they were the reli-
gious teachers of the people. Numbers 1; 47—50, 8. 6—26,18: 1—23,
26: 52—62. Deut. 10: 8—9,18: 1—2. Josh. 21: 1—42. When the
division of the Kingdom of Israel took place the children of Levi were
not counted as belonging either to Jeroboam or Kehoboam. They were
scattered over both Kingdoms.

Benjamin was never one of the ten tribes, The Benjamites always
followed the house of Judah. The one tribe given to Reholwrm could
not possibly be one of the ten tribes given to Jeroboam ; it must ivebeen
one of the twelve tribes that formed the Kingdom of Solomon. When
Abijah met Jeroboam he rent his new garmentinto twelve pieces and told
him to take ten of the twelve, at the same time assuring him that God
would give him ten tribes of the twelve tribes of Israel. Of the remain-
ing two tribes Rehoboam was to have one. With respect to the othei
tribe God might give it either to Jeroboam or to Kehoboam as he saw
proper; He gave it to Kehoboam. 1 Kings 11: 11—39. The one tribe
specially promised to Kehoboam was the tribe of Judah, not the tribe of
Benjamin. This is evident from 1 Kings 12:16—20. When the divi-
sion took place the tribe of Benjamin cast in its lot with the house of
Judah. 1 Kings 12: 21. is outrageous to affirm that there were not
ten tribes under Jeroboam. God always fulfils his promises, and the
promise to Jeroboam was, “ I will give ten tribes to thee.” Josephus
says that God promised Kehoboam “ one tribe with that which was next
to it” and Jeroboam t*n tribes. He also says that the tube of Judah
and that of Benjamin ordained Kehoboam King, but that the rest of the
people appointed Jeroboam to be their king. Antiquities 8:7:8 and 8 :
813.

Hines interpretation of 1 Kings 11; 36 is intensely ridiculous. The
tribe referred to is the tribe of Judah. The thing promised is that
David’s descendants would continue to rule in Jerusalem. 1 Kings 15:
4. 2 Kings 8: 19. 2 Chron. 21: 7.

We have no proof that the Apostles were all of the tribe of Benjamin
except Judas ; it is probable that they belonged to different tribes. There
is no ground for supposing that no members of the tribe of Judah em-
braced the gospel. The Jews of the tribe of Judah were no worse than
the Jews of the tribe of Benjamin. If the Saviour wept over Jerusalem,
prayed for those who were putting Him to death, died for His enemies,
and commanded His Disciples to preach the gospel in Jerusalem, what
right have the Hinites to say that He would not pour out his Spirit upon
men who belonged to the tribe of Judah ? The descendants of Levi were
especially bitter in their opposition to Christ, yet we find that
Barnabas who was one of them was a good man and full of the Holy
Ghost and of faith. Acts 4. 36 and 11: 24. It is noton aooount of out
goodness or innocence that we are saved, but because God is infinitely
merciful. The men of Judah were in every respect better than the men
of Israel. They maintained the true worship of God among them until
the Messiah came.

The Hinites represent themselves as the only enlightened Christians in
the world. ““ We are the men,” is their everlasting song, ““we are the
men and wisdom shall die with us.” It is strange if they are the clear-
headed and pure-hearted Christians they regard themselves that they have



not a little more rospeot for the word of God than they have. Itiswrong,
they say, to apeak of the first Christinas as Jews; they were not Jew» at
all, they were Israelites. They were Israelites, | admit, descendants of
Jacob, but they were also Jews. The Bible speaks cf them as Jews.
John 11: 45 and 12: 11. Acts 14: 1, 17: 1-4, 18: 2 and 24, 22: 3.
Gal. 2: 11-16. The Hinites may go on raving about the distinction
between the Jews and the Israelites, but those who believe the New
Testament will still be of opinion that the Saviour and his Apostles re-
garded all the Israelites in their day as Jews.

That ““Joel does not prophesy of the Jews at all” is a very daring
assumption. The truth is tluit Joel’s prophesies from beginning to end
have reference to the Jews. Joel 2:1, 23, 32 and 3:1. Peter unques-
tionably thought Joel prophesied respecting the Jews; if not some of his
statements are very strange. L”i us look at his sermon on the day of
Pentecost. He begins by addressing the men of Judea and all that
dwelt in Jerusalem. He tells them that what they witnessed was the
thing spoken of by the prophet Joel. He calls them men of Israel and
charges them with having crucified the Saviour. He urges them to re-
pent and be baptised and promises them the gift of the Holy Ghost. If
Peter was a Hinite is it not strange that he regarded the expressions
“men of Judoea” and “ men of Israel” as synonymous? Is it not also
strange that he charged the men of Israel with crucifying the Saviour ?
Acts 2: 22—2% 3. 12—15. We are informed that some of the very
men whom Peter charged with having killed the Prince of Life were
saved. Acts 2:4". How then can it be maintained that no Jew's were
converted on the aay of Pentecost ?

How the Hinites have found out that the whole tribe of Benjamin em-
braced the Christian religion it is impossible to conceive. The only rational
supposition is that they are wholly indebted to their imagination for their
facts.

There is no such prediction in Jeremiah as that the tribe of Benjamin
would escape from Jerusalem at the time of the Roman seige. The re-
ference in Jer. 6: 1 is to the destruction of Jerusalem by the Babylonians.
The prophet had good reasons for calling upon the children of Benjamin
to escape out of Jerusalem. Probably one half of the people in Jerusalem
belonged to the tribe of Benjamin. B rides Jeremiah had been brought
up among the Benjamites.

We are nowhere told that the tribe of Benjamin escaped from Jerusalem
at the time of the Roman seige. Had such a thing happened Josephus
would certainly have mentioned it. The Benjamites fought like brave
men, and suffered precisely the same fate with the Judahites. Eusebius
tells us that the Christians escaped from Jerusalem. He says they fled
to Pella at the northern extremity of Perea. He did not know however
that they went to Italy. It was Hine that found that out.

The assertion that the Normans came from Palestine by way of Italy
ana France is directly in the teeth of well-known historical facts. The
Germany of the Romans included, not only the country at present called
by that name, but also Denmark, Norway, and Sweden. The Germans
and Scandinavians were originally the samo people. The roving triber
in Norway formed themselves into a kingdom in A. D. 870 under Harold,
the Fair-haired. The Norwegians, Swedes and Danes were known »t
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lhat time in the civilised portions of Europe as Normans or Northmen,
A band of Normans, undtr Rollo, a young Norwegian chief, icttled in
Francj about the year 898. They named the place in which diey m ttled
Normandy. They were all Pagans. They intermarried with the original
Celtic inhabitants, and ombraced the Christian religion. They learned
to speak the French language ; their children had no knowledge of Scan-
d navian. Their descendants, partly of Scandinavian or German origin
and party of Celtic origin, were a v>ry actire race of men. lu 10B6
tuy croisad over into England under William the Conqueror aud de-
feated the Saxons nt the battle of Hastings.

We now see that the Normans, instead of being Israelites, were descen-
dants of those whom Caesar and Tacitus called Germans. Authentic
history traces their origin, not to a people who lived beyond the Euphra-
tes in the days Josephus, but to a people who were at that time chasing
wild beasts in the forests of Scandinavia, or learning to paddle canoes.

A. M.

X.
MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS.

1. Hine makes the following astounding statements respecting the looks
of the Jews:—* The ten tribes never bore the features of thd present
Jews. Until the time of the Roman seige the people of Judah and Israel
were the same in appearance. It was owing to the sin of cruoifying the
Saviour that the physical type of the Jews underwent a change. This is
clear from lIsaiah 3: 9. It is more than probable that the Israelites, the
ten tribes, have retained to this day their original cast of countenance.”

The statement in Isaiah 3: 9, “ The show of their countenance doth
witness against them.” simply means that the look of the proud and
haughty among the Jews would correspond to their inner character. That
no change has come over the physical appearance of the Jews is certain
from the fact that the Jews of the tribe of Judah and Levi which go ped-
dling up and down through the country have the very looks of the Jews
who lived in the time of Moses, as is evident from ancient Egyptian and
Assyrian monuments. If the ten tribeshave retained to this day their
or ginal cast of countenance, and if they are the English people, it mu<t
follow that the English look like the Israelites of the Egypt! n monu-
ments. The English, however, do not resemble the Israelites of the monu-
ments; t mu4 b? then that they are not Israelites, or else that a great
change has come over their looks. As, however, the present Jews resein-
ble the Jews or Israelites of the monuments, Hine’s theory of a change in
the ' oks of the Jews since the destruction of Jerusalem mast be a fiction.

2. Some ignoramus has told Hine that the English language is derived
from the Hebrew and the Sanskrit.

The languages of the world may be divided into several classes. The
two most important classes are the Indo-Europtan and the Semitic. The
Indo-European olass includes the languages of India, the Persian, the
Gre. k. the Latin, the Slavonic, the Germanic and the Celtic. The Sans-
krit is one of the languages of India. The English, so far as structure is
cone raed, is the same as the old Saxon, and is a Germanic dialect. The
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Sanskrit, however, cannot bo spoken of as the mother of the Germanio
family of languages; it is only its Bister. The Hebrew belongs to the
Semitic family of languages, him! is wholly unlike English.

3. Hine asserts that the fact that many surnames of Hebrew origin are
found in England goes for to prove that the English are Israelites.

If Mr. Hine will show that Hebrew names were quite common among
the Saxons before they became acquainted with the Bible I will admit
that there is some force in his argument. That there are families ol'Jew-
ish origin in England no one will deny. Hebrew names, however, are not
so common in England as Him» thinks. Alexander, Demetrius, Stej hen,
Philip,, Peter and Timothy ar<» Greek names. Claudius, Marcu-, and
Ltfdius are Latin names.

1. Hine takes far granted that the people of Britain hav' b coni;
thoroughly united and from this supposition argues that the CJts, the
Danos, the Saxons, and the Normans must all be of the same rac .

It is not a fact that the Irish, the Welsh, the Scotch, and th Engl, h
have became thoroughly blended into one. Even if it were a fact t would
not follow that they were Israelite«. The Celts, the Romans, th : Frank,
and theNormani of France have b came at least as much unit d as th
different races of Britain, yet Him» will not admit that the Fr ich are
Israelites. He thinks it would be a most unchnstain thing to allow the
Celts of France to have the same,blessings in this world that the English
have. The amalgamation argument, it is evident, has no force in it.

5. The Hiuites make ii great ado about weights and measures. Toe
heathen, they say, had only a profane system invented by th< msvlves;
whilst the Hebrews had a sacred system, a system given them from Hiu-
ven. The ark, the tabernacle in the ' wilderness and Solomon’s temple
we're all built according to the sacred measure. The Great Pyramid was
erected according to the same measure. The English inch, foot, ell, and
mile are the same as the sacred Hebrew measures. The English quarter
is just a quarter of what the ark of the covenant would coutiin.

Whatever Hine and his faithful follower* may imagine and assert, all
historians believe that the forefathers of the Saxons, Jutes, and Angles who
took possession of Eugland were in Germany in the days of Caesar, and
that they were among those whom that historian calls Germans. Now
ifthe German tribes of Saxons, Jute«, and Angles were so intimately ac-
quainted with measures of distances as Hine’s theory would lead us to
suppose, is it not very strange that Cte*ar penned the following sentence,—
“ The breadth of the Hercynian woods extends to a speedy journey of nine
days; for it cannot be measured otherwise as the Germans do not know'
measure« of journeys.” De Bello Gallico; Liber VI, chap. 25.

In a book to which almost every person has access, Collier’'s History of
the British Empire, we find it stated that in the reign of Henry I “a
standard of weights and measures was established, the ell being fixed at
the length of the King’'s arm.” Strange that a king of the tribe of Ben-
jamin and a fine scholar should have meddled with the old sacred weights
and measures of the Saxons ! Stranger still that the arm of Such a pro-
fane meddler should be a sacred measure!| King Henry’s arm must have
been almost as wonderful an object a- the great pyramid itself.

Smith’s Bible Dictionary, edited by Hackett, is the best work of its
kind in the English language. It was prepared by some of the most
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eminent scholars in Britain and the United Statu*. Now in thiswork, in
tiin article on Weight* and Measures, | find the following ntatcmentn:—

The cubit, which may be regarded as the standard moasure, wan of vary*
ing length. It denote* in the ordinary souse of the term the distance be-
tween the elbow and the extremity of the middle finger. Cubits wore not
regarded in the light of snored and profane/

Any person who will look into WtbsUw’s Dictionary will find that the
English quarter is the quurter ofa tow, or eight bushel* of eunh good
heavy wheat, as grew before Hine and the weevil came into existence.

But | must stop, To be refuting Hine's vagaries acorns like proving
that the moon is not made of green cheese. If nny man think* ho is an
Israelite let him think so, Nebuohadnenar believed he was an ox.—A. M,

XI.
THE EVILS OF HINISM,

There are various evils in connection with Hinism. A few of them 1
will point out.

1. Hmism i* o huge falsehood, and beliefin what is false as true is
necessarily injurious. The froer the mind is from error the better does
it act.

2. Hinism tends to weaken the power of reasoning. It separates know*
ledge from faith. It asks you to believe without giving you any grounds
for believing. Its nature is thus to make men superstitious.

3. Hinism begets selfishness, pride, and vanity. It is pKarisaism in a
modern dress.  Its chiefvotaries look upon themselves as the special favor-
ites of Heaven. The Germans and the French they regard as miserable
Gentiles; the world they think was made for the Anglo-Saxons, especially
for those of them who are fortunate enough to know their origin.

4. Hinism tends to prevent missionary operations. Christ commanded
his apostles to go *nto all the world and preach the gospel to every creature,
but the Hinites say it is absurd to preach the gospel to the Jews.

5. Hinism contradicts the teachings ofthe Bible respecting the outpour-
ing of the spirit. The Bible represents God as giving his spirit in his
mercy where and when He pleases. Hinism makes the outpouring of the
spirit dependent upon our acknowledging ourselves as the ten tribes.
Hine’s words are,—* The promised outpouring upon Israel will be given
to us in Kngland immediately upon our recognising our identity, Itisa
glory attached to the identity and can never be realised before.”

6. Hinism misrepresents the object of the Saviour’s coming into the
World. “ It was Christ’s great mission,” says Hine, to “ redeem Israel.
He came to redeem Israel, the ten tribes, but not Judah, the two tribes.
IT he had come for the latter he would have run counter to the prophets.
IT the Jews of our day compose the whole twelve tribes, as Dr. Talbot
says; then would his mission have been a total failure. He came purpose-
ly fbr the ten tribes, and directed his apostles and disciples where to find
them, and Paul went straight to them.”

The teachings of the Holy Spirit respecting the mission ed Christ to the
world are very different from those of Hine and his followers. That the
Jews m their blindness and pride believed that the special work of the
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M ssiali would he to 1» mill ihiin, | do not.deny. Many of them wire
quit** uh ignorant of the meaning of th« Bible it» the limit« leaders them-
selves.  \veordiuix to the iii>t proclamation of the gospel the Son ol Mun
was to cornu to the world to bruise the serpmt’s head. According to the
Saviour I*iniM'If If<* cmne to the world that whosoever believeth in Hint
should not perish but have everlasting life.  Paul never thought that H
wit- to nave the t n tr.bes Christ. came. « Thia is a faithful saying,” he
Maya ““and worthy of til acceptation that Christ Jesus etime into world to
wive sinmr».”

Thespiciiil work ol Chri«t on tarth was neither to teach nor bestow
salvation, but to give hi» life as a ransom, and by his (hath to procure
salvation for his peoplt “ Christ loved the church and gave himself for
it," not lor the t n tribes.

The great commiss on of Christ to his apo.-tles was, not to preach the
gospel either to the Un or the two, or rhe twelve tr.bes, but to all men.
“ All power is given unto me in Heavin and in earth; go ye therefore and
teach ill! nations.” Malt. 28:19.* The apostles began their labors
in Jerusuhm; that wa» proper and in accordunco with rhe instructions-
of their Master. LuV 24:27. For some time indeed, even beyond Ju
dia, in Phenice. Cyprus, and Antioch the d.sc.pies preached the word only
to the J<ws  Acts 11 :19.

If as th« Hiniies ma.ntain the great and final commission given to the
apostles was to pr.ach the gospel to the ten tr.bes, and if it shows gross
ignoranc * to speak of the ten tr.bes as Jews, how does it happen that the
inspired historian of our church always calls the Israelites among whom
the apostles and oth. r d sciples labored Jiws) Acts 11:19, 13:5-43,
14:1. 17:1-5. 18:4, 19.28 20:18-21. 28: 17-24. Would the Him
ites have us bt lit ve that Luke committed mistakes ? Hine strenuously
maintains that the devout men who wire present at Jerusalem mi the day
of Pent» cost were th ri pitsiutatives of the tin tr.bes. Were 1 to speak of
those devout meu as Jews every Il mite in the *ountry would vail me an
ignorant man who did not know the wonderfully important distinction bi*
tween the Jews and the Israt Lies. Luke calls them Jews. Acts 2 5.

'7, Hinism gives a grossly incorrect view of the nature of Christ's King-
dom. It represents it as to u great extent a worldly kingdom. It admits
ofcourse that German and Freuch Christians are members of it; yet it
does not give them the same privileges and blessings in it that it gives to
British Christians. As there is an aristocracy in the political kingdoms
of the world, so there is in Christs’ Kingdom on earth, in the gospel
church |

That the. teachings of Hinism respecting Christ’s kingdom are opposed
alike to the spirit of Christianity and the express declarations of the Bible,
is quite clear. Indeed Hinism has nothing of the spirit of Christianity
about it. It is a revival of the oi | Jewish notion that the world was made
for the children of Israel and that under the reign of the Messiah the
Gentiles would all beslaves to them.

Christ’s kingdom is wholly spiritual in its nature. It is not a kingdom of
worldly riches, er power, or eminence. It is essentially different from earth-
ly kingdoms. Matt. 13:11-44. 22: 21. John IS: 36. Rom. 14: 17.

The terms of admission to Carist.’s kingdom, faith and repentance, are
spiritual in their uuture. Matt. 18 : 3. John 3: 3-5. zkets 8 : 37-38. No
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outward thingssnch as profusion, porformnnce of duties, or natural de-
scent will Miciire udiiii**ion to it, Matt. 5 20 7:21. Rom. 8: 20. 9:6.
Gal. 5 0. | Peter 3: 21

Tin» m tuber* of Christ «kingdom are spiritual men, person* who have
rec jveil a now nature from th* Holy Ghost. Eph. 2: 19. Philip 3: 20,

Christ’s kingdom is universal. It know- no political distinctions. It*
memlurs are to bo found among all nations and in all parts ofth«' world.
Is 9:tl. Dan. 2:44.

The blissing* of Christ’s kingdom are purely spiritual. They nre such
a* pardon, sonship, and Ind n>s.  Matt. 2:21. 3:11. 2 Cor. 10:4.
Eph. 1. 3-8. Col. : | 13-14. Titus 2:14.

All the member« of Christ's kingdom enjoy the same right*, privileges
i id biassing*. Gal. 3 27-29. Eph. 2:11 22.

“ Nothing is plainer from the teaching* of scripture than that all be-
lievers aro one body in Christ, that all are the partakers of tho Holy
Spirit, end by virtu«* of their union with Him arc joint and equal parta-
kers of the b meflts of redemption ; that if there be any difference b -tween
them, if is not in virtue of national or social distinctions, but solely of
individual charact > and devotion. As under the old dispensation prose-
lytes from the heathen were incorporated with the Jewish people, and ail
distinction between them and those who were Jews by birth was lost, so
it was under the gospel. Gentiles and Jews were united in undistinguish-
ed and undistinguishable membership in the same church. It is as much
opposed to the spirit of the go*pel that pre-eminence in Christ's kingdom
should be adjudged to any man or net of men on the ground of national
descent, as on the ground of superior stature,physical strength,or wealth.”
—1Ilodgo's Theology, vol. 111, pag* 811.

8. Hinism perverts the meaning of much ofthe Bible by its gross literal-
ism.  Many of the glorious promises which are made to the church, it re-
gards us promises to the natural seed of Abraham. Hine, in speaking of
the phrase spiritual, Niays,—*“ Whenever Israel is referred to cither in the
Old or the New Te. lament the reference is always to Israel as a nation-
ality. to the lineal descendants of Israel ofold. It is nonsense to talk
about a spiritual Israel.”

We are to look upon the children of Israel not merely as a people but
as God’s people, as his visible church. That this is the light in which we
are co regard them is evident. They were God , chosen people; so are
Christians. Ex. 6:7. 19:5-6. Deut. 10 Eph.1:4. They were
the ransomed of the Lord, so are Christians. They were a royal priest-
hood, an holy nation, a peculiar people; so are Christians. | Peter 2: 9.
They were the professed worshippers of God, so are Christians. They
had the oracles of God, so have Christians. They had seals of the cove-
nant, so have Christians. They were witnesses for the true religion, so
are Christians. Ifthe commonwealth of Israel was not God'’s visible
church, there was no visible churoh on earth before the day of Pentecost.
Stephen expressly calls it the church. Acts 7: 38.

The church under the New Testament is identical with the churoh un-
der the Old Testament; it is not a different church but the very same
churoh. It isnowhere said that the Old Testament church was abolished
and a new one instituted in its place. The Saviour found a church on
earth when He came. He removed what was typical of Himself in it, in-
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its *p>r>tuality, and vninrgid it* privihges. I*a.ah Ilonixhl ibni (ho
Messiah, iiirt ad of destroying the church which lit* would find out nrth,
would strengthen and enlarge it by bringing (lit* Gentiles into it. Is. 40:
13-23, 60: 1-14. Paul represents tin church under the Old Testament
dispensation iih an olive tree into which the Gentile» hud Iren grufttd,
Rom. 11:17 21. He speaks of the Ephesians uh alien» from theeoin-
uionwcaith of Israel, b<fore their conversion ; but iih uiiinln,» ot that
commonwealth, “ fellow cit r<ih with the saint»,” after their conversion.
Belief in Christ had brought th in into the “ household of God,” tin* old
household of which Abruhutu, Mose.» and Ihtvid were member.. Eph. 2.
11-109.

The promise which God made to Abraham that lit* should be the father
ofa numerous off-pr tig included two things It implied in the iii.-1 place
that hi» literal de»c ndauts through Isaac should be v ry numerous. It
implied, in the second place, that his spiritual offspring, that is. those who
like him would trust in God, would be atlea-t as numerous as his naturul
offspring. His natural children were a type of his spiritual children.
Fairbairn’s Typology, vol. 1.498. The chief reference in the promise wa«
to the hitter. Acts 3. 25-26, Korn. 4:11-17, 9: 6-8; Gul. 3:8-29,
“ 1l is impossible that the covenant id Abraham, Isaac, ami Jacob,—the
covenant of grace and blessing which embraces in its bosom Christ himself
and the benefits of his eternal redemption,—could ever huve contempla-
ted as its real members any but spiritual and righteous per.con».”” Typology,
vol. 1. 386.

As then the children of Israel constituted the church of God in Old
Testament times, as the church lias in all ages been one and the. same
church, and as the children of Abraham to whom the promises in their
complete fulfilment b longed were his spiritual children, or believers, it
follows that if we are Christians, whether we be of Jewish or Gentile
origin, we can appropriate as our own all the promises of protection,
support, and spiritual blessings <ver made to God’s people. We should be
thankful that Hinism isa lie. Were it true we could not find the fulness
of consolation in God’s word which we now find. Unless we could prove
that we are Israelites there are many of the exceedingly great and precious
promises of the old Testament which we could not claim ;» ours.

As all Christians are Abraham’s children, it does not necessarily follow
that the Jews will be restored to their own iund  The prophecies which
speak of theii restoration may all find their fulfilment in the extension
and prosperity of the Christian church. The literal interpretation of
some of those prophecies seems very unnatural. Is. 66:20-23. Zech.
14:16-21. Ezek.37:24. The New Testament makes no reference to
their return.

There never lias been and never will be a pure church on earth. Among
tin- Israelites of old there were carnal Israelites and spiritual Israelites as
among Christians there are nominal Christians and real Christians. Na-
tha ind was a spiritual Israelite, or as the Saviour said, an Israelite in-
d.<<l, a mun whose heart corresponded with his outward professions. He
if ota Jew, says Paul, which is one outwardly ; but he is a Jew which is
(.>e . iwardly. Rom. 2: 28-29.

i1 eaunot* be a wrong or improper thing to speak of Christians as true
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Israelites, or Israelites indeed, when in the word of God. we find believers
called Abraham's seed. Gal. 3 :29; Isradites, Gal. 6 :16, Eph. 2: 12-19;
comers to Mount Zion, Heb. 12: 22; cit z.ms of the heavenly Jerusalem,
Gil. 4: 26; a royal priesthood,1 Peter 2:9; the eircu neisioii, Pnilip. 3:
3, Col. 2.11; and even Jews, Rev. 2: 9.

The great mistake of the Hinites is in regarding all the promises of
the Old Testament as made to Israel after the flesh. They forget that
it is through Christ we receive all blessings, and that those whom God
really promises to bless are C.irist's people. The kingdom which has
colonies al) over the world, which it superior to all other kingdoms, aikl
which can never be conquered is not Victoria’s kingdom but Christ’s King-
dom, God's church on earth.

9. Holism tends to b ;get false hopes of salvation. It is quite :i com-
mon thing to hear young Hinites say,—would it not be nice to be an
Israelite ? 1T we were only sure that we ar Israelites we would be sure
that we would go to heaven. The Scribes and Pharisees were a step in
advance of those who speak in this way; they wore sure that they
were lIsraelites, th>y knew that they were descendants of Jacob. They
were therefore quite confident with respect to their salvation. It was their
firm belief tha* because they had Abraham’s blood in their veins they
would be with Abraham forever.

It is not Abraham who holds the keys of Heaven. How did he get to
H aven himself? Not by works, but by faith. Rom. 4 :1-5. Heb. 11:
8-19. The people wh*« came out of Egypt under Moses were all Abraham’s
children after the flesh, but were they all saved? Heb. 3:7-19. The
Pharisees and Saducees who came to John to be baptized could say, we
have Abraham for our father : but could they be saved without repentance ?
Matt. 3: 7-12. Nicodemus was a master of Israel, but could he enter
the kingdom of Heaven without being born again? John 3+¢3. The
people among whom the Saviour labored when on earth were Israelites,
but are they all with Him today? Matt. 8:11-12. 11.20-24. The
Israelites who shall be saved are not those who are Abraham’s children
according to the flesh, but those who like Abraham have given themselves
upto God through Christ. Rom. 4:11-16. Gal.3: 7. ‘“He that be-
lieveth on the Son hath everlasting life ; and he that believeth not the Son
shall not see life, but the wrath of God abideth on him.” John 3 : 36.

Hinein his “ Flashes of Light,” which really arc splashes of darkness,
has an article on everlasting punishment. In that article he expressly
teaches the blasphemous doctrine that although God threatens to cast the
impenitent into hell, He may notcarry out his threats. Lest it should
be denied that Hine teaches suoh a doctrine I will quote his very words :-~
“ Let us not be found catching at thoughts antagonistic to the scriptures
by saying there cannot be eternal punishments, when God declares so
plainly that thero can. Let us rather hope that though pronounced they
may not be inflicted, and leave the matter with our Father; for surely we
have the precedent, that though the curses were pronounced against Israel,
yet though dreadfully disobedient they have not shared them. Eternal
wretchedness may be literally carried out in the case of sinners; yet it may
n<?t  binding on the part of God to carryitout. He can do his own will
in the matter and withhold the fire, as He did the curses from Israel.”

God visited the Hebrew nation with all the curses pronounced against
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it. To affirm that He did not is to affirm what is contrary to sacred and
profane history alike. The curses in Deut. 28th chapter, were not pro-
nounced aga list either the ten tribes or the two tribes, but against the
children of Israel asone people. That- the curses came upon the tribes of
the house of [srael as well as upon the tr.bes of the house of Judah, it is
impossible to d my. Compare Peut. 28 : 23, 36, and 57 with 1 Kings 17:
1-7. 2 Kings 17:6 and 2 Kings 6: 28-29.

Whatever God threatens againstthe wicked He will do. To those who
liveand die in astate of impeiiitency Christ will certainly say on the la-t
day, “ depart from me ye cursed into everlasting fire prepared lor the devil
and his angel."* God cannot deny himself. s  AM.

XI1I.
AN EXHORTATION TO THE jUNITES.

My dear Hinitcs, you think it wry wicked for people to laugh at your
theory. People laugh at it because they know’it is one of the greatest
follies of the age. There is at least as much ground for b lieviug that
Esther Cox could get an evil spirit fo wr.te down bad English mi the wall
for her, as there is for b lievingthat the Saxons are Israelites. Have you
ever seen Charles Mackay’s Il.story of Extraordinary Popular Delu-
sions?” If not, get it. It will show you what a gullible animal man is,
and may lead you to think. You believe you have truth on your side !
So did the wise men who laboured to discover the philosopher’s stone.
So did the learned judges who condemned silly old women to death for
depriving their neighbour’s cows of milk by the pow'er of witchcraft. It
does not follow that a man is on the right track because he thinks he is.

Look at your leaders; what are they ? Do you consider Edward Hine
qualified to enlighten the world? He may be an honest man. | have
nothing to say against his character. Even if he were a very bad man
his theory might be right. He may have good natural talents; | take
for granted that he ha\ But he is not an educated man. He has re-
ceived no theological training. He knows n ither Greek nor Hebrew,—
languages which a commentator would require to know. He is far from
being well read iD history; he shows great ignorance of it. He has not
a well-balanced mind ; he jumps at conclusions without any ground for
them. Indeed his writings look very much like the ravings of a fanatic.
Do you regard Dr. Wild as a man of power ? He is anything but that.
He is just one of those men who lay hold at once of new-fangled notions,
and defend them without ever examining the foundations upon which they
rest. Can you feel proud of those who write in the newspapers in defence
ofyour theory? They have given in their writings at least as many
proofs that they belong to the ancient Gandarians of Herodotus as they
have that they belong to the ten tribes. You ought to know that.

The men who are best qualified to Uudge of the merits of your theory
condeuin it as an outrageous absurdity. Our ministers and priests, with
scarcely an exception, are against you. Of course you will say that they
are against you because they wish to keep the world in darkness. As
there was a Judas among the apostles, so there may be wicked men among
our clergymen. Can you, however, believe that all the clergymen in the
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Dominion, except perhaps halfa dozen, arc nun who from seifi-h pur-
poses wish to keep the world in darkness ?  All the Jewish rabbis are
against you. None of them ever advanced your theory.  All our com-
mentators, from Origen to Lange, are. against you. All historians are
against you. The truth is, there is no one of any constquence with yqu.
1 know that Hine cares nothing for the views of ! arned men. From the
top of the great pyramid he looks down upon them all with contempt.
He does not hesitate to call Prof. Rawlinson a simpleton. Rawlinson a
s mpleton ! It the view held by S.r William Hamilton respecting the
diffusion of the mind through the whole body be correct, there can be no
doubt that tin re is more mind in Prof. Rawlinson’s little finger than in the
whole of Hine and all the men who try to write up his theory. You will
no doubt tell me that there are some gr< at astronomers who belie ve your
doctrines, Surely you know that a man may b; a good astronomer and
yet be entirely ignorant of the Bible and ancient history. The moon, of
course, may have had something to do with bringing your theory into ex-
istence ; still, astronomy cannot be of the least use to you in proving its
corn ctness.

| admit that Bishop Titcomb, and a few others who believe that the
British nation are the ten tribes, are respectable men, and men of some
culture. Not one of them, however, can be looked upon as an authority
either hi B blical or historical subjtcts.

If your theory is not founded upon facts it is very unreasonable for you
to believe in it. If it is founded upon facts you should produce them.
Get your leaders at once t) make known to the public the books which
contain the account of the cmigrat on of the tr be of Dan to Ireland, and
also the books which state that the Normans came straight from Palestine
to Italy and thence to Normandy.

Those who do not b long to your sect think that there are contradic-
tious and ab-urd.ties in your theory. Things which seiin clear toyou as
daylight do not seem so to ignorant Gent.les. If the people of the North
of Ireland were pious Israelites in the days of Jeremiah, how did it hap-
pen that when the first Christian teachers went among them they had no
vestige of Jewish rites? Does it not seem strange even to yourselves
that the Angles, who were Jews or Christians when they left Asia in the
days of the apostles, were worshippers of Hertha at as early a period
thereafter as the time of Tacitus ? If the Normans were all good Chris-
tians and men of education when they left Jerusalem, in the year 70 A.C.,
how came they to be savage eaters of horse-flesh and worshippers of the
gods of Scandinavia when they arrived in France? If the apostles were
commissioned to preach only to the ten tribes, why did Janies write a
letti r to “the twelve tribes?" How can you reconcile Paul’s statement that
the “twelve tribes were instantly serving God day and night” in his time,
with the well-known fact that the Welsh and the Irish, two of the twelve
tribes according to your theory, were, at. the very moment in which the
apostle was speaking, gross jdelators? Acts26: 7. You have noground
for believing that the ten tribes exist as a distinct nation at the present
day. There is no promise in the whole Bible that they would be preserved
as a separate people. Hosea L: 6—7.

What became of the ten tribes? you ask me. It makes no difference
to you or me what became ofthem. A great number id’them no doubt
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wholly apostatized and became mixed up among the Assyrians. Tiny
were wed to their idols when carried away, they were dispersed here and
there over a large extent of country, and they were of the same race with
their captors. Those ofthem who Lad some sparks of religion associated
with the two tribes and united with them during the period of the Baby-
lonian captivity. Common adversity made the stick of Ephraim and the
stick J*Judah one. Ezek.37: 16—22. A few ofthe ton tribes it is
very probable, wended their wav back to the land of their for, fatinr.-.

The great bulk of the twelve tribes remained in Babylon and w. re
known as the Dispersion. They looked, however, upon J ru alem a<
their ecclesiastical capital, and emitr.butul towards the maint snance of
the services of the temple.

That the Children of Israel forgot their old quarrels and b jeameone in
Babylon we can scarcely doubt. They would all have reason to r juice in
the elevation of Daniel, Mordecai, and Esther. “The schism wh ch had
divided the first kingdom was forgotten in th*, results of the gm Tai c.i -
amity. The dispersion includ'd the twelve tribes.”—Sm’th’s B bio D c-
tionary, Vol. I, page 603. 4 The kernel of I-rael yielded diems» lve-to
the ‘ttempts at approach on the part of Judah, attached themselves to
h r, and ranged themselves under her.”—Lange’s Ezekiel, page 8. “The
idea that the ten tribes still exist wiu mwhere in the world and are to bj
restored to their tribal state, hasarism from a misconstruction of thov
| »hecies which refer to a return from Babylon.”—Henderson on Z ch.
1; 13.

Some of the ten tribes embraced the Christian religion in the first cen-
tury of our era. These, of course, would cease to be known as Israelites
or Jews; they would call themselves Christians. They would not. as our
new lIsraelites do, glory in the flesh. There are thousands and thousands
of the descendants of the ten tribes at this very day throughout the region
of the ancient Assyrian empire.

That the ten tribes were beyond the Euphrates, that it is to the East of
it in the year 93 A.C when Josephus wrote his “Antiquities of the Jews.”
you will all admit. Jerome, who lived a long time in the East, and was
the most learned man of his age, says in his commentary on Hosea,—
“Unto this day the ten tribes are subject unto the kings of the Persians
nor has their captivity been loosed.” Jerome was born in Dalmatia in
the yea*' 331 A.C., and died in Bethlehem in the year 420. Benjamin of
TudeL . Spanish Jew who travelled in the East between 1160 A. C.
and | » end an immense number of Jews in Persia. Speaking of the
Jews io ain mountainous region, he says: “These Jews in the
mountain e descendants of those who were originally led into captivity
by the King Shalmaneser. They speak the Syriac language, among them
are many excellent Talmudic scholars.” The Rev, John H. Shedd, for
many years a missionary in Persia, has a sensible and scholarly article on
“The Remnants of the Twelve Tribes,” in the Princeton Review for
April, 1873. In that article Mr. Shedd says: “I have had opportunity
to gather statistics on the ground, and to visit in person many of the
Jewish communities. We have East of the Tigris, in the regions where
the ten tribes were colonized, an existing population exceeding in numbers



40

west of the Tigri.*. They are t-e remnants ofa larger popuht'on. and
many of them doubtless are lineal descendants of the. Samar.tan captives ;
such is their tradition. They consider themselves a* belonging to the ten
tribes.”

In "*Zechariah and his prophecies,” the Bampton lecture for 1878. an
admirable work by the Rev. C. H. Il. Wright. | find the following state
ment respecting the ten tribes

*The fanciful notions which every now and then are put forward by
some dreamer who imagines that he has discovered thesuj posed lost tribes,
scarcely deserve much attmt.ou, Isolated bodies of Jews or Israelites
may no doubt from time to time be discover* d in remote countries. Sev-
eral interesting works have been written on such, as for instance the little
work of Mr. F.nn on * The orphan Colony of Jews in China.” But the
recent attempt to trace the Anglo-Saxon race to an Israelitish origin,
winch has been made by some English enthus'a-ts, tilled w.th national
pride on the one hand, and with an ignorant contempt for toy other form
of evangelical chri.-t unity than that which they have seen and learned to
value in their own land, arises only from spir.tual pride and ’oust be
tr. at<d w.th contempt. The theory of the identity of the Anglo-Saxon
race with the ten or any of the tr.bs of I-ta I, is one which could only
b- propounded by non ignorant of history and philology, and of the les-
sons to be learned from the careful study of such departments. Such
theories are injurious because they are often readily embraced by a por-
tion of the unlearn«d mass ot the public, and they frequently cause others
to entertain an undeserved cent* nipt for that evangcl.cal t aching which
is otten dear to the adherents of such fanciful op.nions.”—Page 281.

Why are you so anxious to make out thatyon are descendants of Abra-
ham ? Even if you were Lra difs, what would your gain b ? Would
you be b<tt. r off that! other christans? Do y< u think the Almighty
lows unconv rtid Israelites * jore than lie does unconverted Gentiles?
Jews and G nt.les are all under sin—Rem. 3: 9. Tribulation and an-
guish shall come upon every soul that dotth evil, ,.f the Jew first and also
of the Gentile.—Rom. 2:9. Is God the God of the Jews only ? Is He
not also the God of the Gentiles >—Rom. 3: 29. Do you suppose that
salvation is offered more sincerely and fretly to the Israelites than it is to
others? ““Him that cometh unto me I will in no wise cast out.” Are
you of opinion that God has promised to convert all who can trace their
origin to the twelve tribec ? You cannot put your finger upon such a
promise. You will not surely say that all Anglo-Saxons die Christians,
Do you imagine that God loves renewed Israelites more than he does re-
newed Gentiles ? He loves all who are in Christ with the same infinite
and unchangeable love, Do you look upon believing Israelites as having
greater spiritual privileges and blessings than believing Guntiles? The
Christians of Corinth were of Gentle origin, yet Paul says to them,—
“Let no man glory m men. For all things are yours, whether Paul, or
Appollos, or Cephas, or the world, or life, or death, or things present, or
things to come; all are yours ; and ye are Christ’s, and Christ is God’s.”
—1 Cor. 3: 21—23. Ail Christians are justified persons, sons of God,
heirs of God and joint-h j.rs with Christ Jesus. All who love God have
the glorious promise that all things shall work together for their good.
It cannot give much comfort to a person on his death-bed, if he be an
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impenitent sinner, that there is Israelitish blood in hi« veins. The Son
of man will not ask anyone on the last day to what race he belonged ; to
all his followers alike he will say: “Come, ye blessed of my Father, in-
herit the Kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world.”
The new song which John heard sung in the presence of the Lamb, was
not “We are Israelites,"” but “Thou art worthy to take the book and to
open the seals thereof; for Thou #ast slain and haBt redeemed us to God
out ofevery kindred and tongue and people and nation.”

Put away your absurd notions, your injurious errors. You are chasing
a phantom, following an empty bubble, feeding upon the wind. ““He is
not a Jew which is one outwardly ; neither is that circumcision which is
outward in the flesh: but heis a Jew which isone inwardly.” “In Christ
Jesus neither circumcision availeth anything nor uncircumcision, but a
new creature.” “Exceptye be converted and become as little children,
ye shall not enter the Kingdom of Heaven.” A. M.

December 1st., 1879.
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