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PREFACE.

E‘E FULLY recognize the truth of Solomon’s statement that
‘“of making many books there is no end; and much
study is a weariness of the flesh.”” Yet I have written a
book without any reference to the labor and expense inci-
dent to its preparation and publication. Whether the work
shall be a success or a failure, has not been considered. No
calculation has been made of achieving literary distinction,
or of realizing pecuniary profit from the venture. The
reasons that have controlled me are: —

1st. A great love of the subject and a strong desire which
long ago ripened into a fixed purpose to write a book
on Man.

2d. The writing of the work necessitated a thorough
study of the fundamental laws underlying Human Nature;
and that satisfactory answers be made to the momentous
inquiries, Whence came I? What am I? And whither am I
tending? As a responsible and progressive human being I
have ever felt the profoundest interest in these great questions,
and long have felt a desire to make a survey of Human Nature,
taking the Bible as the beginning corner, and thence running

(5)
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~ in accordance with God’s laws, natural and revealed, to estab-
lish the field notes of Man’s being, And having established
his premises, to trace his title back link by link to the great
Sovereign of the universe. I desire, if possible, to deter-
mine my own status in the universe, and to have a definite
faith as to my Origin, Nature, and Destiny, so that I may
arrive at correct conclusions in reference to all the duties of
life, and the better prepare myself for that progressive
development in the spirit world to which we are so rapidly
tending.

8d. I thought it proper and right to leave the result of
my investigations, the conclusions arrived at, and the rea-
sons therefor, in such durable form that my family friends
and such of my fellow-men as felt disposed, might avail
themselves of the use thereof. In the preparation of the
work I have proceeded from the standpoint of the philos-
opher and aimed to accept truth, and reject error, no matter
where found. When opinions are given, the facts and argu-
ments upon which they rest are also given.

My attention has been given almost exclusively to the
matter, and not to the manner; to the logic, and not the
rhetoric of the work ; and the reader need not be informed
of its many literary defects. The only effort has been to
make the book systematic and orderly in its several parts;
to state its propositions and points clearly; and, as far as
possible, impress them on the mind of the reader. My
experience as a teacher, lawyer, speaker, and writer, has
taught me that in order to fix propositions and arguments in
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the minds of hearers and readers, it is necessary to dcal
much in review and repetition. It will accordingly be found
that the same ideas, and sometimes the same language, is
repeated in two or more of the chapters, and sometimes even
in the same chapter. I have sought to be definite, pointed,
and impressive, at the expense of literary excellence and
rhetorical finish, because the object of the work is to dis-
cover and impress truths and not to acquire literary repu-
tation. In the quest for truth, I have drawn largely on
other authors, as the copious extracts contained in the boolk
will show. Wherever important truths and facts were found
bearing directly on the subject under consideration, I have
not hesitated to quote liberally. And although there are
some positions and opinions stated in the book that are
peculiarly my own (at least I have not seen them elsewhere),
yet by far the greater part of the views advanced can be
found in authors who have preceded me. Among many
writers consulted, I desire to express especial obligation to
Alex. Campbell, Wilford Hall, Rev. Mr. Baldwin, Dr. J. R.
Buchanan, Dr. W. C. Hurley, Prof. O. S. Fowler, S. R.
Wells, A. J. Davis, Robert Dale Owen, Prof. A. Winchell,
and Drs. A. J. Bellows and R. T. Trall.

The book is only a brief outline of the great subject-of
which it treats. It does not profess to be elaborate on any
part of the ground. Covering so wide a field, it could only
suggest the main objective points of the subject, leaving the
reader to study the details in other works if he sees fit. I
now ‘¢ cast my bread upon the waters,”” with the hope that
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sooner or later, some fellow-being, hungry for the great
truths of Human Nature, will find it and in some sense
be benefited by even so plain and simple a food as is herein
prepared.

And as we pass onward and upward in the glorious path-
way of duty and progress —if a single fellow-spirit shall
either in time or eternity express gratification for informa-
tion or benefit received from reading these pages, [ shall feel
amply repaid for the labor and expense of writing and pub-

lishing the work.

E. L. DoHONEY.
Paris, TeExas, December, 28, 1884. .
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PART. L,

THE ORIGIN AND DEVELOPMENT OF MAN,

CHAPTER 1.
INTRODUCTION.

HE most important subject to which the mind can be

directed, is Man. More than two thousand years ago,

a Greek philosopher expressed this idea, in the terse

language, ‘‘Man know thyself.”” And the same great

thought has been embodied in verse by the poet, Pope, in
that grand couplet: —

¢¢ Then know thyself, presume not God to scan
The proper study for mankind is Man.”

The Origin of Man, may be considered from the stand-
point of Reason; but can be clearly solved, only by the aid
of Revelation. The laws of Nature have been impressed
upon the earth and its inhabitants for their government. It
is our duty to study these laws, and conform to them, to the
extent of our finite ability. Over this wide domain Revela-
tion has shed but little light. Man must help himself to the
limit of his own powers; and when his ability ends, God’s
aid begins. Revelation is to Reason what the telescope is
to the natural eye. Itsupplies to Man knowledge necessary
to his well being, which by his natural powers he is unable to
acquire. :

(15)



16 MAN.

In the consideration of the subject of Man, I shall pursue
the inquiry from the standpoint of Reason, as far as the
mind’s eye can reach; and shall then appeal to Revelation
for additional light. Assuming ﬁrst the attitude of the
logician I proceed to adswer, Lhe inquiry, What was the ori-
gin of Man?. To say that he originated himself; or came
by chance; or. is the preduct ¢f some superior power, is to
logically cover the éntire groand. It Mar originated him-
self, why is he born utterly helpless and almost unconscious;
unable to exist an hour, without the attention and care of
others? And why does he not, by the same power, with
which he originated himself, continue the present state of
existence? We know by observation that many persons
submit to physical death very unwillingly. If any man was
ever sufficiently vain and impious to imagine he created him-
self, the pitiable delusion was forever dispelled in the utter
helplessness of the dying moment. Nor is the creation of
Man by himself any more incredible than that foolish idea
of the Atheist, — that he came by chance. Such a prepos-
terous proposition, is disputed by the very nature and
organism of Man. The laws of his being, physical, intel-
lectual, social, moral, and spiritual, all show perfect order,
complete system and wise design; and point to a superior
Architect of infinite wisdom, power, and goodness. Man
is, indeed, ‘¢ a harp of a thousand strings,’’ and all originally
attuned, in perfect unison with Nature’s great laws. Well
has an inspired writer said, ‘‘Man is fearfully and wonder-
fully made.’”” It has been well said that we might as well
suppose that a watch of the most skillfully wrought work-
manship, with its complete system of wheels, cogs, springs,
and other parts, had been evolved from gross matter and by
mere chance thrown together in perfect adjustment, and set
running 8o as to keep correct time, as to suppose that an
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organized human being, endowed with life, springs into
existence by chance. Man, with his complete system of
bones, held together by the ligaments, muscles and tendons ;
enclosing the great vital machinery of the lungs, heart,
arteries, and veins, filled with blood supplying life to every
part of the system; and this supplied by the alimentary
canal, consisting of the stomach and other organs, by which
food is masticated, digested, and asssimilated, into life; and
all controlled by the wondrous brain and nervons system,
which extends to every part of the body, and not only con-
trols the muscles and voluntary action, but also the invol-
untary vital processes of the heart and lungs, upon which
life depends every moment of its existence ; this wonderful
living organism points clearly and conclusively to an All-
wise Architect and an Omnipotent Creator and Preserver.
But let us see if the more specific proposition of ‘¢sponta-
neous generation,’’ as maintained by the great German phi-
losopher, Haeckel, is any more probable than the general idea
of chance. Prof. Haeckel, who stands at the head of the
atheistic school of philosophy, and Prot. Darwin, the father
of evolution, both maintain that Man has been evolved from
the lower animals. That the immediate progenitor of Man,
is an extinct species, a missing link between man and the
gorilla; that the latter was probably from the monkey; the
monkey from the next highest order of animal life, and so
on down to the lowest form of animal existence called by
Prof. Haeckel the Moner or Moneron. This primordial
form of animal life, is said by Haeckel to consist of a single,
simple element of matter, a mere animated mass of albumen,
without organization or parts. And he insists that this low-
est form of animal life comes into existence by ¢‘ spontane-
ous generation.”” Prof. Darwin, however, parts company
here, with this younger and more advanced evolutionist, and
2
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surrenders in the last ditch to the creative fiat. Darwin
holds that ¢‘ the powers of life were originally breathed by
the Creator into a few forms or into one.”” In order that
it may be seen that I have not misrepresented these distin-
guished evolutionists I will give quotations from thcir respect-
ive works, upon the point at issue.

In Darwin’s Origin of Species, page 420, can be found
the following extract, viz.: ¢‘ There is a grandeur in this
view of life, with its several powers, having been originally
breathed by the Creator into a few forms, or into one.”’
While in Haeckel’s history of Creation, volume 1, page 75,
can be found the following language, viz.: ‘¢ The funda-
mental idea, which must necessarily be at the bottom of all
natural theories of development, is that of a gradual devel-
opment of all organisms, out of a single or out of a very few
quite simple, quite imperfect original beings which came
into existence, not by supernatural creation, but by sponta-
neous generation, or archigony, out of inorganic matter.”’
Upon this issue between Darwin and Haeckel, it appears that
nature and truth are on Darwin’s side. That animal life
could spring from inorganic matter by spontaneous genera-
tion is an idea which could only have a lodgment in the mind
of a German naturalist.

The argument, already submitted against the general doc-
trine of chance, applies with equal force to spontaneous
generation from inorganic matter. Unorganized matter is
dead, if the term death is used in opposition to organized
life. We may as well talk of a stone lifting itself from the
earth and poising in the air; or of a lifeless and decom-
posing corpse, of its own force, returning from the grave, as
to say that inorganic matter, can of its own inherent powers,
spontaneously burst into animal life. The universe and all
that it contains when resolved back to its primal elements,
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consists of but two general parts, viz.: Spirit, which is life,
and matter, which is dead until organized and animated by
spirit in some of its many forms or modifications acting
through some one or more of its many mediums. We are
informed in the very beginning of Revelation that *¢ God
created the heavens and the earth; '’ that is matter gener-
ally. But that the ¢‘ earth was without form and void;”’
that is the matter was unorganized and without life either
mineral, vegetable, or animal. And it was not until ¢ the
spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters,”’ that the
process of organic creation began. Then follows the beau-
tiful account of the creation of the earth with its mineral,
vegetable and animal kingdoms, beginning with organized
matter and proceeding in progressive order, from the lower
to the higher forms of life until the climax was reached in
the creation of man. And even when the body of Adam
was made of refined and organized matter, it had no animal
life until ¢* God breathed into his nostrils the breath of life,”’
when ¢ he became a living soul.”” That is when a spark of
God’s spirit was imparted to the organized matter of Adam’s
body, it ¢‘ became a living soul,”” or in other words, human
life began. The history of creation, both natural and
revealed, clearly shows that there is no original life in the
mineral, vegetable and animal kingdoms of earth outside of
the spirit of God. That all forms of life existing on earth
are delegated; originally imparted by God, through the
operation of His spirit. But while Mr. Darwin frankly
admits that inorganic matter can have no life, unless it is
originally imparted by the Creator; when once he gets his
primordial forms endued with power from on high, he takes
his departure on the line of evolution, which he follows into
the deep dark waters of chance until he is overwhelmed by
the billows of improbability. He holds that from the primor-
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dial form, called the Moneron, all the higher forms of life
have been developed by evolution. The Moneron, you will
remembcer, i3 simply an animated mass of albumen without
sex, organization, or parts of any kind, which can only pro-
pagate itself by self-division. Let us ask Mr. Darwin how
he spans the wide chasm between the Moneron and the
organized life of the fish? How he Dbridges the great gulf
between fishes and birds; or between the latter and animals,
to say nothing of man?

We are answered that a passage has been effected over
these great chasms in animal life, by a mysterious process
called Transmutation of Species ; and that this transmutation
has been effected by ¢* Natural Selection’’ and ‘¢ The Sur-
vival of the Fittest.”” But, Mr. Darwin, please explain how
this principle of Natural Selection, can inhercin any form of
animal life, sufficiently to vary the species. He answers it
is only possible after considerable variation or modification
of the species, by hereditary descent. I here make the
reply of Wilford Hall, ¢‘ There can be no possible variation
in the descent from the Moneron, his primordial form;
because it has neither organization, sex, or parts, and
only propagates itself by self-division. The only propaga-
tion possible by this creature, is another individual exactly
similar, because a part of the same simple body.”” So the
law of hereditary descent affords Mr. Darwin no relief;
and we leave him forever chained to his own base, utterly
unable by evolution to cross the first chasm in animal
life.

Darwin’s admission, that no variation of species is
possible, except by and through the laws of hereditary
descent is fatal to his theory. Outside of mathematics
there is no natural law more certain and invariable in its
cause and effect, than that of hereditary descent. I refer to
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that principle in nature, by which, under ordinary circum-
stances and in normal conditions, like always begets like.
By this, however, I do not mean that every individual is
exactly like its parent in both kind and degree. The law of
individual existence and personal identity stands even above
that of hereditary descent; and here is the margin for the
progress and improvement of the human race, and of all the
animal species. So far as the essential nature of the type
Jr species is concerned, the stock remains the same from
generation to generation. The difference between individ-
uals of the same type or species being one of degree and
capacity, and not of nature. The difference in degree and
capacity between individuals of the same species, acting
under different circumstances, and further modified by Mr.
Darwin’s law of Natural Selection, finally culminates in dis-
tinct varieties of the same type or species; but never in the
transmutation or complete change of the species. For
instance, take the horse species, and by careful breeding and
rearing, new and improved varieties can be and have been
produced. But never has a case been reported of the horse
species being transmutated into that of the cow, or that of
the monkey, or that of man. Neither history nor geology
records any such case. This much of evolution we concede
to be true; that when the progenitors, male or female, of a
distinct type or species, have been created that it will propa-
gate and perpetuate itself by ordinary generation, under
operation of the sexual laws of its being. That the indi-
viduals produced will differ so much in degree and capacity
that modified by time, place, circumstances, and natural
selection, they will in turn produce new and improved varie-
ties. This much of Evolution is true, and is a glorious doc-
trine ; because it not only allows the indefinite improvement
of vegetables and animals; but also opens up a grand high-
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way for the progressive improvement of Man, to the very
highest degree of his most superior type.

In order to fully understand this subject, it will be neces-
sary, in this connection, to refer very briefly to the classifica-
tion of the animal kingdom, which has been adopted by such
naturalists as Linnzus and Cuvier. They divide it into
divisions, classes, drders, genera, species, and varieties.
Beginning with the lowest division, we have (1) radiata, (2)
molusea, (3) articula, embracing worms and insects, and (4)
the vertebrata, or such animals as have spinal columns; and
which last division is divided into four classes, (1) fishes,
(2) reptiles, (3) birds, and (4) mamalia; at the head of
which last class stands the genus homo or human race. Ac-
cording to this system each genus is divided into species,
and species into varicties. A species is defined as embrac-
ing all individuals of the same nature and essential attri-
butes. All, more or less similar, individuals descending from
a single ancestral pair. Man, like every other genus, is
divided into several species; or to use a better term as sug-
gested by Prof. Agassiz, the human race is properly divided
into distinct types; such as the Negro, the Mongolian, and
the so-called Caucasian, properly the Mediterranean, or as I
term it, the Noachianrace. Now, the point I make against
Darwin is that while the species or type may be sufficiently
varied by time, place, circumstance, and natural selection
to produce new varieties of the same species, it never can
be so varied as to cross the wide chasm between separate and
distinct species or types, and thereby change a lower into a
higher form of life. 'To illustrate: The feline genus, em-
braces several species, such as the cat, panther, tiger, and
lion. 'The canine genus embraces such species as the dog,
wolf, fox, and jackal. The equine genus embraces such
species as the horse, ass, and zebra. Now, take a species,



INTRODUCTION., 4 23

the horse, for instance, and by careful breeding, you can
produce new and improved varieties. And the same is true
of the dog or any other type or speices. But you never can
produce a fox from the dog family, or a zebra from a horse,
or a lion from 3 cat, or a white man from the negro type;.
because there is a gulf wider than that which separated Dives
from Lazarus, between each separate. and distinct type or
species and every other such type or species. It istruethat
some of these types and species will cross, as the horse and
ass, producing the mule ; the white man and negro, producing
the mulatto ; but it has not yet been demonstrated that the
progeny resulting from the cross is either permanent or
fertile. And no ordinary generation, natural selection, or
‘variation of species, will ever cross one of these gulfs. Hence
I arrive at the conclusion again, that Darwin’s theory of
transmutation of species, has no foundation in Nature.
We have now arrived at the general conclusion, that Man did
not originate himself; nor come by chance; nor by spon-
taneous generation; nor has he been evolved from the
lower animals. Therefore, it inevitably follows that he is
the product of some power superior to himself. That power
I hold to be the Supreme Architect of the Universe, with its
perfect order and complete and endless system. So far as
this earth and its systems are concerned, we see the most
perfect order and progressive development of the Divine plan,
proceeding from the lower to the higher forms of life, uuntil
the climax was reached in the creation of Man. No form or
type of life was evolved from any other form or type; but
the original progenitors of each species or type were created
in accordance with fixed laws, and then the stock propagated
by ordinary generation. How these several creations of
distinct types and species were effected through the opera-
tion of the laws of Nature, will be discussed in another part
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of the work. It implies the agency of a great first cause,
whose grand effects are seen throughout the Universe. In
the beautiful language of the psalmist, ¢¢ The heavens declare
the glory of God, and the firmament showeth his handi-
work.”” So far as they pertain to this earth, the grandest
and noblest of these cffects is Man.

But the atheist is ready to say that the claim that each
species was created is begging the question, because an
assumption of miraculous power, a thing which he maintains
has no existence, since it conflicts with the laws of Nature.
In reply, I say that the maker of any system of laws is
always above the laws themselves with power to suspend or
repeal them. Whether God has ever suspended or repealed
any of his laws, need not now be discussed ; that he possesses
the power to do 8o is beyond question. But, I am willing to
admit that God generally, if not universally, acts in accord-
ance with his laws and not independently of them. And I
incline to the opinion that the so-called miracles are simply
exhibitions of divine power, in accordance with laws that
are above the finite comprehension of man. We can have
but little comprehension of the infinite wisdom, power and
goodness of God.

When we turn to Revelation we find the same progressive
order in creation that we have already indicated. After
chaotic matter had been organized, and the dry land made
to appear, by the moving of God’s spirit on the waters, God
first made the grass to grow, then the herbs, and afterward
the fruit trees. Then proceeding to the animal kingdom,
made first the fishes, then the fowls of the air, and after-
ward the beasts of the field, closing his glorious work with
the creation of man.

If the position already taken as to the creation of types
and species be correct, it follows that each distinct type of
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man was the subject of a separate creation; either directly
or indirectly through operations of the laws of Nature,
which laws are probably beyond finite comprehension. In
the progressive order of God’s plan of creation, the lowest
type of man would naturally follow, next after the highest
type of the lower animals had been reached in the person of
the gorilla or ourang-outang. Beginning with the lowest
form of human life the creative plan proceeded in progressive
order from lower to higher types through the Australian,
the Papuan, the Negro and the Mongolian, until the highest
type was reached in the person of Adam. He was created
the governor of the earth, and the federal head and repre-
sentative of all the types and families of men ; and was placed
in an earthly paradise and allowed perpetual access to the
Tree of Life, upon condition of obedience to the law that
God imposed on him as a test of his loyalty.

In support of this position I submit three arguments:
First, that based on the law of hereditary descent already
presented against Darwin’s theory of evolution. Those who
maintain that all the types of men are descended from
Adam, are forced to cross the great chasm lying between the
several species and types of the animal kingdom upon Dar-
win’s mythical bridge of transmutation of species, or sur-
render their position. You can no more derive a white man
from the negro type by the laws of hereditary descent, than
you can a dog from the jackal, or a cat from the lion. And
it will not do to appeal to miracles in order to escape this
dilemma, for when you do that, you admit the creative
power, which is exactly what we claim was exercised in the
formation 6f each species or type throughout the animal
kingdom.

Our second argument is based on Revelation. A critical
examination of the Bible history of creation will show two
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distinct creations of man; one recorded in the first and the
other in the second chapter of Genesis. I hold that the
creation of the inferior types of men is given in the first
chapter of Genesis along with the general account of the
creation of the earth and its vegetable and animal kingdoms.
While the creation of the Adamic type is reported by a dif-
ferent author and at a later date as given in the second
chapter of Genesis. That the first chapter of Genesis and
the first three verses of the second chapter are by a different
and much earlier writer, than the remainder of the second
chapter, is evident from the difference in style of the two
writers, from the difference in the manner of creation as re-
ported by each, and especially from the fact that the first
writer uses the word ** God,’’ while the second calls him the
¢ Lord God.”” The later writer was evidently a Hebrew
and gave an account of the Adamic stock, in order to fur-
nish the Ilebrew genealogy from Adam through Abraham,
down to the times of Moses, while the earlier writer gave
the general account of creation, prior to the advent of
Adam. The author of Genesis was simply compiling and
placed the two narratives in their natural order and proper
connection. Let us for a moment compare these two crea-
tions and the conditions imposed on the created as reported
by the respective writers. The manner of the first creation
and the laws given for the government of the created, are
recorded in the twenty-sixth, twenty-seventh, twenty-eighth
and twenty-ninth verses of the first chapter of Genesis and
read as follows, viz. : —

¢“And God said, Let us make manin our own image, after
our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of
the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle,
and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that
creepeth upon the earth.



INTRODUCTION. 27

¢ So God created man in his ownimage, in the image of
God created he him; male and female created he them.
And God blessed them, and God said unto them, Be fruitful
and multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it: and
have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of
the air, and over every living thing that moves upon the
earth. And God said, Behold, I have given you every herb-
bearing seed, which is upon the face of all the earth, and
every tree, in the which is the fruit of a tree yielding seed ;
to you it shall be for meat.” ’

The manner of the second creation and laws imposed on
the created are recorded in the seventh, eighth, ninth,
fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, twenty-first,
twenty-second, twenty-third, and twenty-fourth verses of the
second chapter of Genesis, and read-as follows, viz. :—

‘¢And the Lord God formed man of the dust of the ground
and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man
became a living soul. And the Lord God planted a garden
eastward in Eden; and there he put the man whom he had
formed. And out of the ground made the Lord God to grow
every tree that is pleasant to the sight, and good for food;
the tree of life also in the midst of the garden, and the tree
of knowledge of good and evil. And the Lord God took the
man, and put him into the garden of Iiden to dress it and to
keep it. And the Lord God commanded the man, saying,
Of every tree of the garden thou mayest freely eat; but of
the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not
eat of it; for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt
surely die. And the Lord God said, It is not good that man
should be alone; I will make Liim a helpmeet for him. And
the Lord God caused a deep sleep to fall upon Adam, and
he slept; and he took one of his ribs and closed up his flesh
instead thereof. And the rib, which the Lord God had
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taken from man, made he a woman, and brought her unto the
man. And Adam said, this is now bone of my bones, and
flesh of my flesh; she shall be called woman, because she
was taken out of man. Therefore shall a man leave his
father and mother, and shall cleave unto his wife; and they
shall be one flesh.”’

The following distinct ditferences in the two creations are
at once apparent. The first was a general creation like that
of the lower animals. The second, a specific creation of
sufficient importance, for the manner and matter of the work
to be given. The first was a creation of more than one per-
son, and of both sexes; the second of a single male upon
whom was conferred great powers and special privileges.
The first was commanded to multiply and replenish the
earth. To the second no such commandment was given.
The first received no charge of business or labor; the second
was required to dress and keep the garden of Eden. The
first was given dominion over the lower animals; the second
was placed in charge of Paradise. The first was given the
herbs and fruits of earth for subsistence; the second was
given the luscious fruits of Eden, and access to the Tree of
Life. The first was left to the ordinary laws of sexual
affinity, as other animals. To the second was finally given
a female helpmeet, and the sacred institution of marriage.
The first was left to associate with and have dominion over
the lower animals. The second was accorded the compan-
ionship of Jehovah himself as long as he obeyed the laws
given him as a test of his loyalty. From the foregoing, and
many other considerations which might be presented, it is
evident that the creation reported in the first chapter of
Genesis refers to the inferior types of men, who were, no
doubt, on the earth long prior to Adam.

That there were men on the earth, outside of Adam’s
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family is evident by the fear expressed by the murderer,
Cain, that ‘“every one who findeth me, shall slay me.”” He
certainly did not fear his father and mother and he had al-
ready slain his brother, the only remaining member of the
family we have any account of then existing. Nobody ever’
heard of a murderer having any fears of posterify.

Whom then could Cain have so feared, if there were no men
on earth outside the Adamic family? He was banished to
the land of Nod, and soon had a wife and family. Where
could he have found a wife, if there were no women in the
land of Nod? He soon builded a city and named it for his
son, How could a city be established without population?
There can be butlittle doubt, that Cain’s wife was a Mon-
golian woman and this city was occupied by Mongolian peo-
ple. Edenis conceded to have been in Western Asia. The
land of Nod, to which Cain wasbanished, is said to have been
to the east of Eden. The name Nod is said to mean the
land of wandering ; and no doubt referred to the regions of
Central Asia, where the Mongol Tartars, had probably been
leading their nomadic life for thousands of years before.

The superior civilization of Cain, who was a tiller of the soil
and an architect able to build a city, would naturally attract
many of his wife’s race to his city in quest of more of the
comforts of life.

Again we are informed in the sixth chapter of Genesis, that
the immediate cause of the flood and the destruction of the
Adamic race was its miscegenation with another type of men
then on the earth.

The ¢ sons of God’’ who took wives of the *‘ daughters of
men,”’ must necessarily refer to the natural sons of God, to
be found among the inferior types of men already on the
earth before the advent of the Adamic family. Adam’s
family were called men because the highest type of Man.
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The entire Adamic race, except the family of Noah, and all
the mixed stock, was no doubt destroyed by the flood. The
historian who records the tremendous events of the flood
was no doubt a Hebrew; and in conveying the idea that all
men and animals not saved in Noah’s Ark, were de-
stroyed, simply meant that all the Adamic race, except
Noah’s family and all the domestic animals, specially pro-
vided by God to Adam, were destroyed, excepting, of course
the seed preserved by Noah in his Ark. And as there could
have been no reason for destroying the inferior typcs of men,
on other parts of the earth, who had not mixed with the
Adamic race, there is no reason to suppose that the flood
extended beyond that part of the world oocupied by the
Adamic population which would have left the inferior types
still existing, as we find them in nearly every part of the
earth, with many evidences of their occupancy for a period,
extending much farther back into the past than the epoch
of the Noachian deluge as usually computed by the orthodox
world. The wonderful preservation of Noah and his family
we believe to have been for the purpose of keeping on the
earth a pure specimen of the highest type of man; in order
that the world might be populated, as it has been, by a
great race of progressive and history-making nations. And
the reason that Noah’s family was sclected is clearly given.
¢ He was perfect in his generation;’’ that is not mixed with
the inferior types and consequently not degenerated and
‘‘become evil in every imagination of hisheart’’ as the race
generally is reported to have beep.

We now submit our third argument in favor of the crea-
tion of the distinct types of men, based on data which the
most orthodox believer in the unity of the race, can not dis-

pute.
Those who hold that all men are descended from Adam
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through Noah necessarily insist that the flood was universal,
and destroyed all men on the earth except Noah’s family.
According to this view, all types of men now found on the
earth descended from the three sons of Noah. Now, if I am
able to take the tenth chapter of Genesis, and show where
all the sons and grandsons of Noah settled after their dis-
persion, and what races and nations sprang from them and
it should turn out that none of the inferior types of men are
found among the descendants of Noah, then I have estab-
lished my proposition from the standpoint of orthodoxy.

The tenth chapter of Genesis which locates the sons and
grandsons of Noah and the races and nations which sprang
from them reads as follows, viz. :

‘“Now these are the generations of the sonsof Noah;
Shem, Ham, and Japheth: and unto them were sons born
after the flood. The sons of Japheth; Gomer, Magog,
Madai, Javan, Tubal, Meshech and Tiras: and the sons of
Gomer ; Ashkenas, Riphath and Togarmah: and the sons of
Javan; Elishah, Tarshish, Kittim and Dodanim. By these
were the isles of the Gentiles divided into their lands, every
one after his tongue, after their families in their nations.
The sons of Ham ; Cush, Mizraim, Phut and Canaan. The
sons of Cush ; Sheba, Havilah, Sabtah, Raamah and Sabtecha.
The sons of Raamah ; Sheba and Dedan. Cush begat Nim-
rod: he began to be a mighty one in the earth. He was a
mighty hunter before the Lord: wherefore it is said ‘¢ even
as Nimrod the mighty hunter before the Lord.”” The begin-
ning of his kingdom was Babel, Erech, Accad and Calneh
in the land of Shinar. Out of that land went forth Asshur
and builded Nineveh and the city Rehoboth, and Calah, and
Resen between Nineveh and Calah: the same is a great city.
Mizraim begat Ludim, Anamim, Lehabim and Naphtuhim,
Pathrusim, Casluhim (out of whom came Philistim) and
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Capthorim. Canaan begat Sidon his first horn, and Heth,
the Jebhusite, the Amorite, the Girgasite, the Hivite, the
Arkite, the Sinite, the Arvadite, the Zemarite, the Hama-
thite: and afterward were the families of the Caanan-
ites spread abroad. The border of the Caananites was
from Sidon as thou comest to Gerar unto Gaza; as thou
goest unto Sodom and Gomorrah, Admah, Zehoim even unto
Lasha, These are the sons of Ham after their families,
after their tongues, in their countries and in their nations.
Unto Shem also, the father of all the children of Eber, the
brother of Japheth the elder, even to him were children
born. The children of Shem ; Elam, Asshur, Arphaxad, Lud
and Aram. The children of Aram; Uz, Hul, Gether, and
Mash. Arphaxad begat Salah, and Salah begat Eber. Unto
Eber were born two sons: the name of one was Peleg, for in
his days was the earth divided, and his brother’s name was
Joktan. Joktan begat Almodad, Sheleph, Hazarmaveth,
Jerah, Hadoram, Uzal and Diklah, Obal, Abimael, Sheba,
Ophir, Havilah and Jobab ; all these were the sons of Joktan
and their dwelling was from Mesha, as thou goest unto Sephar,
amount of the east. These are the sons of Shem, after their
families, after their tongues, in their lands, after their nations.
These are the families of the sons of Noah, after their gen-
erations, in their nations, and by these were the nations di-
vided in the earth after the flood.”

Here is what purports to be a full account of all ¢ the
families of the sons of Noah after their generations, in their
nations.”” Let us sce if any Negroes, Indians, Malays or
Mongolians canbe found among them. And as it used to
be strenuously insisted that the negro was a Hamite we will
take up the sons of Ham first and see if any negroes can be
found among them. Jrom the sixth verse of the foregoing
chapter we learn that the four sons of Ham were Cush,
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Mizraim, Phut, and Canaan. All historians, sacred and
profane, agree that Mizraim was the founder of Egypt.
And the Egyptians although a dark colored people, were
nevertheless an intellectual race with regular features and
the first people to attain excellence in the arts and sciences.
From Egypt’s store-house of learning and wisdom even classic
Greece drew inspiration and imparted valuable lessons
to the entire Japhetic world. The Egyptians had none of
the features of the negro, as is clearly shown by mummies
of both races, preserved side by side for over four thousand
years.

The negro type that far back was exactly as it is now.

Most accounts agree that Phut settled to the west of Egypt,
producing the Moors and other dark colored nations, which
sprang up on the southern shores of the Mediterranean Sea.
Hannibal, the great Carthaginian general, was a Hamite,
being either of the same stock as the Moors, or descended
from the Phoenecians, who were also Hamites. There were
no negroes in this branch of Ham’s family. Cush and his
sons settled first in Arabia, but were finally driven out by
the Shemites, when part of the race went to India and part
to Africa, settling immediately south of Egypt in countries
known in later times as Nubia and Abyssinia.

This was a very populous and powerful branch of the
Hamite family in the early history of Noah’s descendants.
It was Nimrod, one of the sons of Cush, who rebelled against
the decree of God for the dispersion of the races and re-
mained at Babylon, establishing a kingdom on Shemitic
territory, where he tyrannized over the Shemites for a long
time. At this time, the main bulk of the Cushites were in
Arabia, but years afterward were expelled by the Shemites
and went to India and Africa as already stated. There were
no negroes among the Cushites. Butit was on Canaan that

3
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the curse of Noah was said to rest; and from whom it was
claimed the negroes descended.

Let us secif any negroes can be found among the Canaan-
ites. The foregoing chapter gives their habitation as extend-
ing from Sidon to Gaza. The same country afterward
given to Abraham and finally occupied by his descendants,
who under Joshua, conquered and destroyed the Canaanites
and took their country. If there were any negroes among
these people neither Abraham, Isaac, Jacob nor Joshua gives
any account of them.

The Pheenicians who occupied the shores of the Mediter-
ranean, adjoining the land of the Canaanites, were a branch
of the Caananite descendants, the earliest mariners of the
world and the greatest commercial people of antiquity.
There were no negroes among them.

The descendants of Shem settled in Asia. The sons of
Shem were Elam, the progenitor of the Persians; Asshur,
the founder of Assyria; Arphaxad, the father of the Chal-
deans and Hebrews; Lud, from whom came the Lydians;
and Aram, the ancestor of the Syrians. All well known
nations which attained a high degree of civilization in the
early age of the world. Shem’s was the priestly race; from
it have sprung all the systems of religion recognizing the one
true and living God. It has never been charged that any of
inferior types of men were descended from Shem.

The Japhetic branch of Noal’s fam ly, improperly called
the Caucasian race, settled in northwest Asia and Europe.
The races and nations to which it gave birth have beenknown
since the dawn of history and were all white men. The sons
of Japeth were Gomer, the father of the Germanic or Teutonic
stock, embracing the ancient Scythians and all the branches
of the German and Scandinavian families; Magog, said
by Baldwin to refer to the Russians; Mesheck, to the Mus-
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covites ; Madai, the father of the Medes; Tubal, the father
of Japhetan Tartars ; Tiras, who is believed to be the pro-
genitor of the Thracians or Celts. While the four sons of
Javan settled on the four peninsulas of the Mediterranean
Sea — Asia Minor, Greece, Italy and Spain, giving rise to
the Trojans, Grecians, Romans and Spaniards. These were
the first great nations of the Japhetic stock which became
prominent in history. It has never been claimed that any
negroes descended from Japeth.

I have now noticed the entire Bible account of the disper-
sion of the descendants of Noah and their settlement upon
the earth. I have shown where the sons and grandsons of
Noah settled and what nations sprang from them. And have
found no negroes, Indians, Malays, or Mongolians among
them. Some one, however, is ready to ask, What about the
Chinese? I can only answer that both sacred and profane
history, as well as the laws of hereditary descent, clearly
show that they did not descend from Noah. AndI give it as
my opinion that they are the descendants of Cain by a Mon-
golian wife. Many of the Mongolian features are common
both to the Chinese and American Indians. Any close ob-
server can see the favor and relationship. The superior
civilization of thé Chinese over the other branches of the
Mongolian type is due, no doubt, to the knowledge imparted
by Cain, who had learned agriculture and the other civilized
arts from Adam. While the historic fact that Chinese civ-
ilization has stood still from the earliest ages is due, no
doubt, to the constitutional want of progress everywhere
found in the Mongolian stock. This, of course, is only an
opinion.

The view I have presented of the creation and distribution
of the inferior types of men before the advent of Adam is
the only one, which will reconcile the discrepancies and con-
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flicts between the Bible and Geology. Profane history takes
up the descendants of Noah, where they are left in the
tenth chapter of Genesis and beginning with the Chal-
deans, Assyrians, Egyptians, Pheenicians, Greeks, Romans,
Celts, Germans, etc., shows that all the great history-mak-
ing people and none others are from Noah. And that none
of the inferior types of men can be traced to Noah; while
Geology exhibits indisputable evidence of the existence of
prehistoric man upon almost every part of the earth, thou-
sands of years prior to the time usually accorded to the ex-
istence of the Adamic type on the earth. If the advent of
Adam does not date back more than six thousand or
seven thousand years, which is generally conceded, geology
affords overwhelming evidence of the existence of pre-
Adamites. And the only way to reconcile the Bible and
geology, is to admit the separate successive creation of the
several types of man and the existence of the lower types on
the earth, thousands of years before the advent of Adam.

The only scripture which appears to dispute this theory is
the expression of Paul recorded in Acts of the Apostles, seven-
teenth chapter and twenty-sixth verse, that ‘¢ all nations were
made of one blood.”” The use of the word blood, as given in
the common version of the Bible, I consider of very doubtful
import. The true idea is that God made all nations from
one spirit. Wilson’s Emphatic Diaglott, the best trans-
lation of the New Testament that I have been able to con-
sult, does not use the word ‘¢ blood ’’ at all.

But even if the use of this word ‘‘ blood’’ is allowable, it
does not necessarily contradict the thcory of the human
race which I have presented. Itisa fact which canbe and has
been demonstrated that the blood of all the races and types
of men on the earth is chemically the same — that is, when
analyzed contains the same constituents; and therefore it



INTRODUCTION. 37

can properly and truly be said that God has created all
nations of, or with one or the same kind of blood. But if
this proves anything in behalf of common descent of all
races from Adam, it proves too much, because the same
chemical analysis shows that the entire family of Mammalia
possess exactly the same character of blood that the several
types of men do. So, if possessing the same blood makes
all men brethren and descended from a common ancestor,
viz.: Adam — then we must admit Darwin’s plea, acknowl-
edge our kinship with the animals, and a common descent
of all types and species from them. The leading idea that
Paul was inculcating is that God as the Creator is Father
of all; and that all men being his creatures are brethren.



CHAPTER II.

THE PROGRESSIVE DEVELOPMENT OF THE EARTH.

i

« gT is agreed by all, except atheists, that God, or the First

5 Great Cause, created or developed the universe out of
existing matter. How matter came into existence is a
mooted question. Orthodox religionists hold that God
created matter out of nothing. Many scientists maintain
that matter is eternal.  Wilford Hall, in his great work, ¢¢ The
Problem of Iuman Life,”’ condemns the orthodox idea as
absurd, and yet not willing to admit that anything outside
of God is eternal — takes the position that God out of His
own external being has evolved or condensed the material
universe.

On page 33 of said work, Mr. Hall uses the following
language, viz.: ¢ Resolve all matter, for example, first,
into Prof. Crook’s fourth state, or Dr. Lockyear’s single
elementary substance; then into the grosser incorporeal
elements of Nature, such as electricity, gravitation, mag-
netism and other forces; then into the higher phase of
incorporeal substance, such as constitute the vital and men-
tal powers of the organic world; finally, into the substantial
elements of God’s own eternal being, so to speak; out of
which, by His infinite power and wisdom, He might have
condensed the various grades of substance, down to the
material world itself. This would constitute God himself
the source from which has been derived universal nature,
-and answer both the scientists and the Westminster Confes-

sion.”’

.

(38)
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The following extract from an able eriticism of Elder
Thomas Munnell, A. M., fully explains the position of
Mr. Hall: —

‘¢ He maintains that as all things are ¢ of God,’ ¢ Of whom
are all things,” so all the elements of matter are but conden-
sations of His ‘exterior nature,” and not a product from
nothing; that ¢physical organisms were condensed and
framed out of that portion of God’s omnipresent substance
suited to such material existences; their vital parts out of a
higher, finer grade of God’s substantial nature; while the
mental faculties and spirit were but drops out of the higher
qualities of God’s substantial intelligence and spiritual
essence.’ ‘

‘‘Admitting that the mental faculties and spirit were
¢ drops out of God’s spiritual essence,’ and not ¢ attenuations’
of the finer elements of matter, it still leaves the doctrine
that electricity, magnetism, animal life, and all physical
organisms are in the nature of ¢ attenuations’ of the grosser
forms of matter; or, which is the same thing, that these
organisms are but condensations of higher elements from
God’s own exterior being. Now, is the idea that ‘an imma-
terial substance can be transformed into a material body’
unscientific and irrational? If immaterial substances can
not be ¢ condensed ” into the material, it is equally true that
the material can not be ¢ attenuated ’ into the immaterial;
and hence it has been objected with some force that attenu-
ation of matter does not destroy the properties of matter;
that if matter be ponderable, tangible, corruptible and
divisible, no degree of attenuation or condensation would,
in such particulars, change its nature. But as true scien-
tific ideas are often embarrassed by the imperfections of
human language, I suggest that instead of the words ¢ con.
densation’ and ¢ attenuation,” we use the words synthesis and
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analysis and see if the above objection will have the same
force.

¢ While it is true that attenuated matter may still possess
some, at least, of the same properties it had before, is it
true that matter analyzed possesses the same properties?
The air is attenuated as we ascend from the surface of the
earth, and is homogeneous at all altitudes; but if we ana-
lyze it, are its elements homogeneous with the air? Do the
oxygen and the nitrogen of the air, when set free, possess
the qualities of the air when undecomposed? If attenuation
is always responsible for homogeneity of substance, is anal-
vsis responsible for it also? Analyze water, and are its
oxygen and hydrogen of the same nature as water, or but
attenuated water? Are they alike visible or ponderable, or
do they taste like water? Or take light — white light —
and decompose it, and why does no one of the seven colors
in the least degree resemble the original white? Here.
again, analysis is not responsible for homogeneity, of which
chemistry %ill give us ten thousand proofs. Is not all mate-
rial nature composite? and may not every substance be
analyzed, no matter how gross, into higher and finer grades
of matter? .

¢ Then as to synthesis, the process is simply reversed, and
the evidence is the same. How it is that oxygen and hydro-
gen so shake hands, fill each other’s interstices, and marry
up each other’s little infinitesimals, as to produce a tertium
quid in the shape of water, so different from both, is a
secret that lies deep in the unravelled arcana of God. But
the great truth taught by this synthesis is the same as that
taught by analysis — that it also is not responsible for
homogeneity. The same is true when you throw oxygen
and nitrogen back into air, and seven colors into white
light, namely, no homogeneity.
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¢ The above facts, running both up and down the scale,
clearly show that analysis results in higher grades of matter,
and that the elements of the coarser forms are of finer qual-
ity than the forms they compose. How this can be, may be
a mystery that will forever outfathom all our measuring
lines; and yet, the fact itself is indisputable. As in the
case of water analysis into oxygen and hydrogen, if we had
some powerful laboratory process by which we could anal-
yze oxygen, analogy would evidently say that its ele-
ments, should it be found a composite substance, would
prove to be of still higher grade, and equal, possibly, to
electricity. Nor is it inconceivable that a still further anal-
ysis would discover elements equal to vital energy; and so
on, till in thought we reach the hypothetical ¢ exterior nature
of God,’ from which elements may have been synthetized
first into the finer, and then into the grosser elements of all
the ¢ physical organism ’ in the universe, as well as all mate-
rial existences. This view of the case certainly shows that
the hypothesis that God, evolved all things from Himself is
not ¢ unscientific,” for it is only following out certain well
known scientific facts to their analogous ultimata, besides
harmonizing with the Scripture, ¢ For of Him and through
Him and [back] to Him are all things.’

‘“But is it probable that God has any such ¢ exterior’
nature as the hypothesis demands? Here the gates stand
ajar but little; and yet we have a right to whatever hint may
be found either in nature or the Bible. And first we see in
ourselves, made in the image of God (perhaps on the general
plan of God’s own organization), the ¢inner and the outer
man;’ and in the next world ¢ we’ are to have heavenly
¢ tabernacles,” and these ¢ vile bodies’ to be transformed
like ¢ Christ our glorious body,” and He is the *express
image of God;’—from all of which it is rather probable
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that God is possessed of an ‘exterior nature;’ and if so,
the supposition that He synthetized the universe out of said
nature is not absurd, nor as unscientific as that He made all
things, material and immaterial, out of absolute nothingness.

¢“Nor is there any more danger of His wasting away His
exterior nature by thus educing all material things, than
there is of His wasting His spiritual essence by becoming
the ¢ Father of all spirits” in all worlds. He that makes
millions of suns to burn, for decillions of centuries for aught
we know, with undiminished heat and splendor, without the
least evidence to us of a supply of fuel for their wastes, is
not likely to be embarrassed hy the slight expenditure in cre-
ating all ¢ things present and things to come’ in any man-
ner He may see proper. The fact that ¢ the things which
are seen were not made of things that do appeur’ (Heb.
xi:3) shows that all gross visible substances were composed
or synthetized out of higher, invisible elements which were
all substantive, but in their highest and last analysis not
necessarily material.  And if gross matter loses one property
after another by successive analysis, why might not the last
analysis drop the last property of material substance, and
reach the frontiers of ¢ the exterior nature of God ’ required
by the hypothesis before us, as assumed in ¢ The Problem
of Human Life?’”’

The hypothesis assumed by Mr. Hall is not an unreasona-
ble one; and it is clearly stated and ably maintained by Elder
Munnell in the extract just quoted. The same position is
maintained by A.J. Davis, in his ¢“ Revelations of Nature,”’
and other remarkable works. Mr. Davis claims to have dem-
onstrated the truth of this position through his extraordi-
nary clairvoyant and spiritual powers. But after all, so far
as man is concerned, this question will have to be relegated to
the domain of the unknowable. We have no possible means
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of knowing, and to us it is a question of little practical
value whether matter is eternal; or was created out of
nothing ; or was condensed by God out of His own eternal
being.

As far back as our finite minds can reach we find matter
existing ; and where we take hold of the subject, spirit and
matter appear to be the two great original elements by which
and out of which the universe, with its myriads of suns and
worlds, with all the inhabitants thereof, have been developed
or created. Spirit is life; and all matter has been endued
by spirit with life, but in different degrees.

The All-wise Creator planned the Universe; and by His
Almighty Power acting by and through His Spirit, created
and developed the universe in all its departments, spiritual
and natural. The fundamental law of the universe appears
to bethe law of sex. The eternal conjugation and impregna-
tion of matter by spirit, has produced the material universe,
in all its glory and endless variety. The active agent and
instrument of Spirit, in organizing matter into form and
life, is, no doubt, electricity, with its accompanying ele-
ments of light and heat. Our earth, as a negative, receives
its light, and electricity, and heat from the sun. Our sun
receives these life-giving agencies from the great central
sun, around which it revolves; and soon in succession back
to the great central sun of the universe; which is the great
negative that is continually impregnated with these life-giv-
ing agencies by the Absolute and Eternal positive, the Crea-
tor Himself.

Through these mysterious agencies original matter was
organized into form, as we find it in the mineral kingdom of
the earth, and as it, no doubt, exists in thousands of other
planets and worlds; and as soon as matter assumed form it
was endowed with life, and that life we call motion. The
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normal state of all matter is motion, and not rest. The in-
ertia which we seem to bchold in matter or the earth is rela-
tive and apparent, not real. DMotion may be said to be the
life, or inner principle, and form the outward expression of
all organized matter, as we find it in the mineral kingdom
of the earth. The same Creative energy which has produced
from original matter the mineral kingdom has also developed
out of the latter the vegetable kingdom, with its manifold
forms of life. And as the different forms of the vegetable
kingdom, from the lowest to the highest, have been developed
in their order — each has been endued with that inner prin-
ciple we term the life of the vegetable kingdom.

And so on in like manner, and in due order of succession,
these mysterious agencies developed out of the mineral and
vegetable kingdoms, animal life, in its myriad forms, and
endued each form with its appropriate life, which we term
sensation. But I can not pursue this fundamental aspect of
the subject farther here.

I now present the theory I have adopted as to the modus
operandi of the development of the material universe. It
is believed that matter, after having been endued with life
and motion, existed first in the form of an immense body
of fire-mist. That gradually, by attraction and by cooling,
it gathered around the heaviest points, forming the various
suns of the universe, with a grand central sun, around which
they began to revolve. That in due time rotary motion also
set up in these bodies; the effect of which was to de-
press them at their poles and protrude them at their equator.
That as the matter gradually cooled, concentric rings were
thrown off at the equators, which in process of time ‘became
the planets revolving around each particular sun. The rings
around thgplanet Saturn were, no doubt, thrown off in this
way, and may indicate how the matter of all the planets

2
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was first thrown off from the sun, as well as how the matter
of our moon, and that of all the satellites of the other planets
was thrown off from their respective parent bodies.
Saturn’s rings may in process of time become moons, simi-
lar to those of Jupiter or that of our earth. It will be seen
that this theory proceeds on the idea that our mcon was,
ages ago, thrown off from the body of the earth, as the
earth itself was ages before thrown off from the body of the
sun; which in the rolling ages of the past was itself proba-
bly thrown off from the body of its parent sun, supposed to
be the star Alcyone, one of the Pleiades, around which it is
claimed our sun with its systems of planets is revolving.
This theory is sustained by the fact that science has demon-
strated that the matter of our sun and all its planets and their
satellites, is of the same nature; that is composed of the
same chemical elements; and that the form, condition, and
appearance of each body depends entirely on the amount of
heat and electricity existing among its particles at the time.
It is also found that the matter of comets, aerolites, or so-
called shooting stars, is exactly the same as other planetary
bodies. Hence it is believed that comets are new planets in
proecess of formation, which have not yet assumed their
proper balance in regular orbits. And that aerolites are
simply planetary matter floating in space, in certain parts of
the Universe through which the earth passes in its revolu-
tion around the sun. In the milky way and other parts of
the heavens immense bodies of nebulous matter can be per-
ceived with the telescope, which has not yet even assumed
the form of comets. In the far off Southern Polar regions
of the heavens are found the celebrated Magellan clouds,
whigh are immense bodies of nebulous matter, occupying an
apparently starless void. This evidently is a greatreservoir, of
planetary matter in process of preparation, which is yet to

»
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pass through the cometary state, and finally form new
planets.

But this must suffice in the way of predicate and theory.
I come now to the subject proper of this chapter, the earth
and its progressive development.

At some time in the remote past the earth was an erratic
comet —a mass of fiery matter lately thrown out from the
sun. Under the operation of the laws already referred to,
in the process of the ages, it gradually assumed its present
elliptical orbit and began its revolutions around its parent
sun. And in due time became itself the parent of the beau-
tiful moon, which was thrown out from the body of the earth,
and established its revolution around its parent center. I
have not the time, nor would it be profitable to follow in
fancy the history of the earth through the millions of ages of
the great struggle between fire and water, in which it was
condensed and cooled down from a heat of which the human
mind can have no conception to a condition fit for vegetable
and animal life.

I must refer the reader to such interesting works as ¢ Qur
Planet, its Past and Future,”” by Prof. Denton, and ¢ The
Story of the Earth and Man,”” by J. W. Dawson, in which
this subject will be found to be ably treated.

It must suffice for the present to say that this earth was
no doubt at the first a fiery mass of gaseous matter, moving
like any other comet in its eccentric orbit. That in the pro-
cess of the ages, under the operation of natural laws and
causes, it became reduced to order and system; and from a
gaseous to a liquid form, and finally to its present partly
solid form.

It is now as we see it, on its surface partly solid and
part'y liquid ; and sufficiently cooled for aniinal and vegeta-
ble life; but is believed to be inits central partsa fiery mass
of liquid matter.
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As already stated the spirit of the Creator acting through
the laws herein referred to, has animated all the matter of
earth with life, but in very varied forms and different
degrees. First, it built up the solid structure of the mineral
kingdom, and clothed it with the fertile covering of the soil,
full of the germs of vegetable life, ready upon the proper
application of the light, heat, and electricity of the sun, in
connection with moisture, and other ingredients and condi-
tions of the air, to produce vegetable life. First, the tiny
blades of grass; then the plant and vegetable; and after-
ward the majestic forest tree, as well as endless varieties of
fruits for the sustenance of animals and men, in their due
and regular order. Of course, I recognize the fact that each
form of vegetable life, when once developed from the earth,
produces itself by ordinary generation from the seed. Butl
am here referring to the original development of the various
forms of vegetable life; which evidently was from germs
existing in the earth, and which process has been going on
ever since the beginning of vegetable life on the earth, and
is yet going on,

To illustrate: Take the most dense primeval forest in the
Mississippi  Valley, remote from any settlement, where
hardly sufficient rays of the sun have penetrated in a thou-
sand years to produce even a few sprigs of grass, to say
nothing of the ordinary crops of weeds that infest cultivated
ficlds; fell the timber, clear off the land, and put it in culti-
vation; and before you can mature a crop of grain, cockle-
burrs and crab grass, or some other form of weeds or grass,
will spring up; and that where nothing of the kind ever be-
fore grew, and with no possibility of any seed having been
previously deposited. The only possible explanation of this
well known fact to pioneer farmers, is that the germ is
inherently in the soil.



48 MAN.

Who has not observed in all the older settied States of
the United States, when timbered land has been cleared
and cultivated for a half century, and then thrown out,
that when a growth of timber reappears on the land, it is
often of an entirely different species from the original
growth ; that too with no possibility of the new growth com-
ing from seed. Often a crop of young pine follows an oak
forest with no pinery sufliciently near for any possibility
of seed.

The foregoing facts, and hundreds of others which might
be noted, clearly show that the germs of vegetable life have
been deposited in the bosom of the carth by creative power.

That the forms of animal life have developed from the veg-
etable, as the forms of vegetable life appear to have developed
from the mineral kingdom, is by no means so evident; —
yet we know that this is in some general sense true, because
we find in man all the elements of the animal, vegetable and
mineral kingdoms ; and in lower animals the elements of the
vegetable and mineral kingdoms ; as we find in vegetable life
the elements of the mineral kingdom. And while we can
cite no cases where the earth, or its vegetable growth has
produced animal life, when we come to the water it is some-
what different. Water, when examined by the aid of the
microscope, is found to be full of animal life. And every
observing person has noticed that in wet weather branches,
in localities remote from streams containing fish and where
no fish could possibly come in the natural course — that after
rains in warin weather where holes of water are left standing
for a few weeks, several varieties of small fish invariably
appear and live in the water, until it disappears by evapor-
ation, when the fish die. Fish also appear in the same way
in artificial pools. I have observed hundreds of such cases
where it was utterly impossible for the fish to have gotten to
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the locality, unless they rained down from the clouds, as is
sometimes suggested. I believe they came in exactly that
way, but not in the developed form of fishes. They came
in the form of the original germ in the water, which under
the proper condition of stagnant water, air, sun, heat, light,
electricity, ete., germinated, or developed into fish.

As germane to the subject, and throwing some light upon
the origin of life in the vegetable and animal kingdoms, I
make this extract from the writings of A. J. Davis, found
on page 237, of his work entitled ‘‘Revelations of Na-
ture: ’’ —

¢¢ Chemistry will unfold the fact that light when confined in
a certain condition, and condensed, will produce water: and
that water thus formed, subjected to the vertical influence
of light, will produce by its internal motion and further con-
densation, a gelatinous substance of the composition of the,
spirifer, themotion of which indicates animal life. This again
being decomposed and subjected to evaporation, the precipit-
ated particles which still remain will produce putrified matter
similar to earth, which will produce the plant known as the
Sfucoides. It is on the results of this experiment (the truth
of which, as above represented, can be universally ascer-
tained), that rests the probability, though not the absolute
certainty, of the truth of the description which I am about
to give concerning the first form possecssing life.”’

I wish in this connection, to draw this clear distinction,
viz: That while there scems to be a close and intimate con-
nection between the mineral, vegetable and animal kingdoms,
as much so as that between the foot, leg, and thigh of
a man; and while in many cases vegetable life seems to be
developed or evolved from inherent germs in the mineral
kingdom ; and in some cases animal. life appears to be de-

4
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veloped from water, in a similar manner; while, if you
please, nature seems to teach this much of evolution —it is
not a spontaneous generation, that I admit, but that original
impregnation of matter by spirit, with various forms and
degrees of life, to which we called attention in the beginning
of this chapter. Nor is there about any of these processes
of nature any transmutation of species, or evolution of one
form or type of animallife out of another, as Mr. Darwin
maintains. But simply a development of a new form of
life, out of the elements of matter; but which matter has
long since been organized and vitalized by the spirit,
through its natural agencies, electricity, light, heat, ete.
And which new form of life, when once developed, propa-
gates itself by ordinary generation —like producing like :
and although the progeny often varies enough to produce
new varieties — no case has ever becn cited where any form
of animal life developed into a new and distinct type or
species.

The order of nature seems to have been one of progressive
development, proceeding always from lower to higher
forms of life. No new form of life, however, seems to have
been developed from any existing form; but it is created or
developed under mysterious natural laws and agencies, not
yet comprehended by man, but which, nevertheless, exist
and are not in conflict with any of God’s other laws, natural
or revealed.

Hence in the gradual and progressive development of
the earth through the countless ages of the past, we had first
the mineral kingdom ; then the manifold forms of vegetable
life appearing in their natural and successive order; andlast,
animal life commencing with the lowest forms, and proceed-
ing from lower to higher, until the climax was reached in
the creation of man.
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That this was the order of the creation and development
of the earth and its inhabitants, is cqually shown by the
science of geology and the Bible.

The order of the creation as given by Moses, proceeding
from the mineral kingdom through the vegetable to the an-
imal, and from the lowest to the highest types ending with
man — is fully corrobrated by the testimony of science writ-
tenin the rocks and strata of the earth, through the count-
less ages of the past.



CHAPTER 1II.

THE SEVERAL TYPES OF MAN.

Q&F SHALL not undertake to say how many distinct types
(&L, of Man have been created or developed on the earth.
But I shall maintain that in accordance with the established
laws of the universe, the earth has, probably for millions of
years, progressed in a regular order of development from
lower to higher forms of life. That first, the mineral kingdom
was established. 'Then out of this was developed the veg-
table kingdom with its manifold forms of life. Lastly, the
animal kingdom was developed in progressive order, pro-
ceeding from the lowest to the higher forms of life, until the
topmost round in the ladder of earthly being was reached
in Man. As we find in the vegetable and animal kingdoms,
below Man, distinct types and species, so in the human
family, distinct types have been developed, proceeding
always from lower to higher forms of life.

I shall not undertake to say what is the lowest type of
Man, that has appeared on the earth, or where and how it
appeared. But shall maintain that the Adamic 1ypé of
Man is the highest; and between that and the lowest several
distinct types have appeared; and that many varieties of
men have been produced by the crossing of types and other-
wise. I will only make this general classification. The trec
of Man may be divided into three great branches. First,
and lowest on the trunk of the tree, we have the great
branch of the black races, with its subdivision of branches,

(52)
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such as the Australians, Papuans, Hottentots and various
tribes of negroes. This branch of the human family was, no
doubt, the first to appear on the earth, and probably origi-
nated in some of the islands or on the shores of the Indian
Ocean either in Australia, Southern Asia, or Eastern Africa,
and the main body of it is yet found in the islands of the
Indian Ocean and in Africa. This, being the lowest branch
on the great tree of Man, has made very little progress and
no history.

The second great branch of the human family, I shall call
the brown races, meaning thereby to include the red and
yellow men as well. This might very properly be called the
Mongolian branch, including Mongolian Tartars, Chinese,
Japanese, Malays, American Indians and other kinds and
varieties. This branch appears higher up on the grand
trunk of the tree of Man, and of course, later in time. The
original habitation of this numerous branch of the human
family was, no doubt, the great plains of Central and
Eastern Asia. It spread from its original center eastward,
northward, and southward, over Asia and into the islands of
the Pacific and Indian Ocean; and also north-eastward via
Behring’s Strait into America, and then east and south
driving out in the course of the ages the mound-builders,
Astecs and Toltics; who in advance of them occupied parts
of the United States and Mexico. These races have not
been stationary and torpid like the black races; but in the
main migratory and aggressive. They have, however, with
the exception of the Chinese and Japanese, been idle,
nomadic and utterly non-progressive. These races have
subsisted principally by fishing, hunting, and conquest; and
outside of wars and invasions have made little or no history.

The two great branches of the human family, to which I
have just referred in such brief and general terms, I believe
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to be the men, whose creation is recorded by Moses in the
first chapter of Genesis. The twenty-sixth, twenty-seventh,
twenty-eighth, and twenty-ninth verses, read as follows:
‘“ And God said, Let us make man in our image, after
our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of
the sea and over the fowls of the air, and over the cattle and
over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that
creepeth upon the earth. So God created man in his own
image, in the image of God created he him; male and female
created he them. And God blessed them, and God said
unto them, Be fruitful and multiply, and replenish the earth
and subdue it; and have dominion over the fish of the sea,
and over the fowls of the air, and over every living thing that
moveth upon the earth. And God said, Behold, I have
given you évery herb bearing seed, which is upon the face
of all the earth and every tree in which is the fruit of a
tree yielding seed ; to-you it shall be for meat.”’

From the twenty-sixth verse it is seen that God created
these men hunters and fishers. That the very object of their
creation was to have dominion over the fish of the sea, the
fowls of the air, and the animals of the earth. In the
twenty-eighth verse God blessed them, and commands them
to multiply and replenish the earth and subdue it, in order
that they might have that dominion over the animal king-
dom for which they were evidently created. And in order
that they might not have to consume their time in hard labor
for a subsistence ; but might have ample time to subject the
animals and subdue the earth, God in the twenty-ninth verse
provides for their subsistence without labor, by giving
them the fruits, vegetables and herbs of the earth ¢ for
meat.”” God promised them to provide for their wants,
through the productions of nature, evidently in order that
they might have ample time to subdue and keep down the
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animal kingdom. No labor was required of these men as was
required of Adam, afterwards. The latter, even in Eden, was
required to ‘¢ dress and keep the garden,’’ and after his expul-
sion, was doomed to hard labor for subsistence. No other
labor than hunting and fishing was required for the inferior
types of man, and hunters and fishers have they been, through
the long lapse of ages. Neither the American Indians, Mon-
golian, Tartar or any other race with the Mongolian type pre-
vailing, has ever been an honest tiller of the soil. They
will hunt, fish, rove, rob and plunder, but never work; they
will die first. I am aware that the Chinese and Japanese
are exceptions and appear to contradict the proposition just
laid down; but the contradiction is ouly apparent. These
nations are not pure Mongolians. It is true they have a
Mongolian base in their constitution which is indicated in
their features. But their willingness to engage in patient
labor, their settled hahits, their progress in the domestic arts,
their semi-civilization and their history all clearly indicate
that the Mongolian stock is crossed with some branch of the
Adamic race. As to when, where and with what particular
branch this cross occurred we have noreliable data. I have
a theory about the Chinese which was presented in the first
chapter, and to which the curious reader is referred. Said
chapter also contains much more extended arguments in
. favor of the proposition that the two great branches of the
human family, first referred to in this chapter, were on the
earth thousands of years in advance of the Adamic type of
men.

In the progressive development of the earth and of man,
the time finally arrived when the main trunk of the tree of
man was to be developed and the governing type of the race
created. This occurred, as is generally believed, somewhere
in Western Asia and the Mosaic account of it is found in the
second chapter of Genesis, beginning at the fourth verse.
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The most casnal reader will mark the wide contrast between
the history of the two creations recorded respectively in the
first and second chapters of Genesis. 'The first is a general
creation of inale and female mentioned in immediate connec-
tion with the creation of the other animals. The second is a
special ereation of a single male. The first men are given
dominion over the animals and nothing is required of them
but to replenish the earth and subdue it. The second man
is created after the specific announcement that there was no
man to till the soil and labor was required of him. The first
men and women were simply ““made ”’ in a general way like
other animals.  The sccond man was ** created ** out of the
dust of the earth and the ¢ breath of life’’ ¢ breathed into
his nostrils,”” when he became a ¢ living soul,”” 'This means
that his body not only contained the elements of the mineral,
vegetable and animal kingdoms below him. but also an ele-
ment from above. ““The breath of life’” not only implied
that immortal spirit which characterizes man as superior to
the lower animals, but also indicated that in Adam the spir-
itual powers were opened and developed and that he was
competent to meet God face to face and converse with Him.
Adam at first was not an animal man such as the inferior
types of men created before him were: nor as he and his
progeny were after their fall and expulsion from Eden. He
was created a spiritual man, that is with his animal body
under control of his spirit. 1Te was fit for spiritual life and
constant communion with God, consequently he was placed
in a paradise with the privilege of meeting God face to face
and of having access to the Tree of Life, whereby his physi-
cal life might have been continued forever had he obeyed
God. But heviolated the law, became estranged from God,
was expelled from Eden, forfeited the right to the Tree
of Life and became subject to physical death as other
animals. In short, became an animal man, like his prede-

N
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cessors, but far their superior in intellectual, moral, social
and spiritual capacity, and consequently remained the
ruling type of the race. As such God required of him labor
and imposed on him the responsibility of governing the
world. The inferior types were to govern the animals below
them ; the Adamic type to govern them,

But the descendants of Adam were exceedingly sinful;
they put themselves down on a level with the lower types and
miscegenated with them, until God, in order to preserve a
pure stock of the ruling type of men selected Noah, a man
perfect in his generation; that is unmixed with the lower
types of men. The flood destroyed all the Adamic stock
except Noah’s family, who were preserved as the progenitors
of the highest type of the human race on earth, under new
conditions of government, which will be explained in a suc-
ceeding chapter. There has been a great deal of unneces-
sary discussion about the unity and diversity of the human
race. The truth is unity and diversity both exist through-
out God’s entire creation. Every where in the universe we
may behold *¢ unity in diversity, and diversity in unity.”’
Our solar system for instance, is but one system, yet it con-
tains the greatest diversity of planets and satellites. The
earth is one, but contains its mineral, vegetable and animal
kingdoms. So Man is one human family or genus homo, but
possessed of many distinct types. Life on the earth is best
represented by a tree. Its tap-root is the mineral kingdom ;
its main lower branch root is the vegetable kingdom; its
main upper branch root is the animal kingdom ; its first and
lower great branch represents the black races; its upper
main branch, the brown races, while the upper trunk and top
represents the white races. I have not deemed it necessary
to go into a consideration of each distinct type of the three
great branches of the human race, to which reference has
been made in this chapter. I, however, give in this connec-
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tion the following table of types and races, taken from Prof.
Winchell’s Preadamites, pages 302, 303, 304, 305, and 306.
This table no doubt approximates somecthing like a true
classification of the different types of Man. It is as fol-

lows, viz.: —
AFFILIATED CLASSIFICATION OF MANKIND,
(Based on the Aggregate of Characters.)

FIRST MEN:
PREAUSTRALIANS.
AUSTRALTANS:
a I. Bushmen (transitional).
1. HOTTENTOTS:
Kaffirs (transitionai).

2L L =
e o

3b 1. Bantu Negroes.
(1) Eastern: Zanzibarites, Mozam-
biques, Betchuans.
(2) Interior.
(3) Western.
Bafans or Fans.
Bundas.
Congoes, northwestern
tribes.
30 2. Soudan Negroes.

(1) Ibo, (2) Nuffi.
(3) Joloffers: (a) Mande, (bh)
Odshi, (¢) Ewhi.

(4) Ghanas, Sonrhay, (5) Hausa.
Masa, (6) Bournous, (7)
Baghiami.

(8) Dinka.

Shillook (transitional).
Fundi (including Sennaars,
bas, Berthas).
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LioTricHS,
Euthycomes,
Preasiatics,
Premongoloids,
Premalays,
Mafays,
Malayo-Chinese,
Chinese,
Prejapanese,
Altaians,
Northern Asiatics,
Hyperboreans,
Americans,
European Troglodytes.
Euplocams,
Australians,
Dravidians,
Noachites.

After much consideration of the subject, T am convinced
that no classification based on the hair will represent the
genetic relations among the races and sub-races. An affili-
ated classification must be based on the sum of the charac-
ters, and must be checked by a careful observance of lin-
guistic relationships. I have elaborated an arrangement on
this basis ; and, having first presented it for convenience of
reference, I will proceed to explain the grounds of my con-
clusions. The notation at the left is for use in connection
with the ¢¢ Chart of the Progressive Dispersion of Man-
kind.””

4a III. Tasmanians (transitional).
4 Fijians (transitional).
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PAPUANS: —
1. Auastralian Papuans (Melanesians).
(1) New Guineans, (2) Pellew Islanders, (3)
New Irelanders, (4) Biranas, (5) Solomon
Islanders, (G) New Hebrideans, (7) New
Caledonians.
4h 2. Asiatic Papuans (Negritos).
4b! b2 b3 (1) Aéta, (2) Semangs? (3) Mincopies.
IV. Premongoloids:
MONGOLOIDS.
5a 1. Malays.
(1) Asiatic Malays, (2) Pacific Malays (Poly-
nesians and Micronesians).
(3) Madagascar or Malagases.
5D 2. Malayo-Chinese (Indo-Chinesc).
(1) Thibetans, (2) Lepcha, (3) Sifans, (4)
Burmese.
(a) Thai Group, (b) Anamese,
(5) Tribes of Indo-China.

5c 3. Chinese.

5d 4. Prejapanese.

5dl g2 (1) Coreans, (2) Japanese.

he 5. Altaians.

Hel (1) Tonguses: (a) Mandshu, (b) Orotshong.

He? (2) Mongols (Tatars or Tartars (a) East Mon-
gols, (b) Kalmucks, (c¢) Buriats.

Hes (3) Turks: (a) Uighurs, (b) Uzbeks, (¢) Os-

manlis, (d) Yakuts, (e) Turcomans, (f)
Nogaians, Basians, Kumuks, Karakalpaks,
Kirghis.

Set (4) Ural-Altaics.
(a) Ugrians (Ostiaks, Voguls, Magyars).
(b) Bulgarians of the Volga.
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(¢) Permians (Permians proper, Zirinians,
Notiaks).
(d) Finns (Suomi, Karelians, Vesps, Vods,
Krevins, Livonians, Ehsts, Lapps,
Bashkirs, Meshtsheriaks, Teptiars).
5e5 (5) Samoyeds.
(a) Soiots, (b) Karagasses, (c¢) Kamas-
sintzi, (d) Koibals, (e) Yuraks, (f)
Tawgi.
5¢ 6. Northern Asiatics of doubtful position.
(1) Ostiaks of the Yenesei, (2) Yukagiri, (3)
Ainos? (a) Southern Saghaliens, (b) Kuril-
ians, (¢) Giliaks.
5g 7. Hyperboreans.
(1) Itelmes or Kamtskatdales, (2) IKoriaks,
(3) Chukchi, (4) Namollo, (5) Eskimo,
(6) Aleuts, (7) Thlinkets and Vancouver

Tribes.

5h 8. Americans.

5h! (1) Hunting Tribes of North America. Kenai
transitional.

(a) Athabaskans, (b) Algonkins, (¢) Iro-

quois, (1) Dacotas, (e) Pawnees and Rica-

rees, (f) Choctaws. Chickasaws, etc., (g)

Cherokees, (h) Texas Tribes.

5h? (2) Hunting Tribes of South Amcrica.

(a) Tupi, (b) Lenguas or Guaycuru, (c)
Parexis or Poragi, (d) Gés or Crans,
(e) Crens or Gueras, (f) Gucks or
Cocos, (g) Mandrucu, (h) Miranhas,
(i) Tecunas, (j) Uapes, (k) Arowaks,
(1) Caribs.
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(3) Civilized Nations and their Kinsmen.
Shoshones (transitional).

(a) Toltecatlacs: Nahoas, Toltecs.

(b) Nahuatlacs: Aztecs, Tezcuc-
ans, Tlacopans  Tepanecs,
Tlascalans, Chontals, etc.
Californians, Moqui, Utes,
Pah-Utes, Comanches.

(¢) Other Mexicans: Chichimecs,
Michuacans, Huastecas, Oto-
mies, Mixtecs, Zapotecs, Ma-
zatecs, etc.

(1) Palencan iroup:  Quiche
Maya.

(e) Isthmian Group.

(f) Peruvian Family: Chibeha or
Muysea, Quichur, Aymara or
Colla, Cara.

(2) Yuncas, Araucanians, Pampa
Tribes, Patagonians.

9. European Troglodytcs.
(1) Stone Folk.
(2) Iberians: (a) Basques, (b) Finns,
. Lapps, ete.?
V. DRAVIDIANS.
1. Munda (Jungle Tribes).
(1) Kohl,.(2) Santal, (3) Bhills.
2. Cingalesc.
3. Dekkanese: (1) South Dravidians, (2)
Brahui.
4. ADAMITES (Mediterraneans).
Noachites.
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(1) Hamites.
(a) Accadians.
Pelasgians, Etruscans.
(b) Himyarites.
Arabian Himyarites, Galla, Somali,
Fulah? Nuba?
(¢) Mizraimites.
Egyptians, Berbers, Atlantideans,
Nubians, Fulbe.
(d) Canaanites (the primitive tribes).
(2) Semites. ’
(a) Assyro-Babylonians.
(b) Phenicians and.Carthaginians.
(c¢) Hebrews.
(d) Joktanide Arabs.
(¢) Ishmaélite Arabs.
(3) Japhetites (Indo-Europeans or Aryans).
(a) Asiatic Aryans (Aryans proper).
Medo-Persians or Iranians.
Hindoos or Brahmans.
(b) European Aryans (Yavanas or Ion-
ians).
Ionians proper: Achzans, Ombro-
Latins.
Kimmerians.
Scythians.
Thracians, Kelts, Letto-Slavs.
Germans.
Modern Germans.
Anglo-Saxons.

NoTE. —In the foregoing table I have given the Native Ameri.
cans the arrangement usually assigned, and not that proposed in
the twentieth and twenty-fourth chapters.
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Prof. Winchell seems to hold that all the races above
enumcrated were produced by ordinary generation; which,
of course,is an admission of Mr. Darwin’s position, that
each distinct type, or species has been evolved from some
existing type or species. But neither Winchell nor Darwin,
has yet explained how it is possible by ordinary generation
to produce a Mongolian from negro parents or a white man
from either of the other types. The ordinary laws of
natural generation will not produce a new and distinct type
from any existing type. Some extraordinary law to us un-
known might produce such a result. Revelation records a
wonderful instance of this character. When God wished to
create a spiritual man with power to keep all law and com-
mit no sin, he caused a natural or animal woman to be im-
pregnated, by some mysterious spiritual impact, to the finite
mind incomprehensible and the result was the birth of Jesus
the Christ, conceded by the orthodox world to be both the
son of God and the son of a woman; in other words a man,
but one who committed no sin and who spake and wrought
as no man ever spake or wrought. So God might have pro-
duced Adam, in the same mysterious way from a Mongolian
mother; and the Mongolian type in the same way from some
of the black races.

But the Bible tells us that Adam was created out the
¢« dust of the earth;’’ and that ¢ God breathed into his nos-
trils the breath of life.”” We are told, however, that this is
figurative language and not to be understood literally. I
confess I do not know whether it is literal or figurative; but
will concede that it is figurative; and see if it at all changes
the result. If God did not literally make Adam’s body out
of the dust of the earth, what then does the language mean
to represent? Kvidently that Adam’s body, whatever the
modus operand? of its creation, was composed of all the earth.
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That is the elements of each of the earth’s kingdoms —
mineral, vegetable, and animal, were used in the creation
or development of Adam’s body. And this is exactly what
science teaches us, is found in the body of every living man.
So it really matters not whether we take the Mosaic account
of the creation as literal or figurative; it mcans the same
thing. It means exactly what anatomy, physiology, and
phrenology, and all the science pertaining to man, teaches.
That man’s body has been developed and created in some
way from the elements of the earth. We know that our
bodies are now produced by ordinary generation. But how
was the first male and female of our type produced?

I have shown that they could not have been produced
from any existing type by ordinary generation because
like begets and produces like. If the Adamic type was
evolved from one of the older types, it must have been by
some extraordinary generation, such, as produced Christ
the God-Man. If not produced in this extraordinary man-
ner then we are forced to the conclusion that each distinct
type of man and every distinct species of animal was the
subject of a specific creation. But it is said this involves
the working of a miracle. The true idea of a miracle is
something wonderful — something men do not understand,
somethidg that indicates the power of God. Christ never
taught that miracles were wrought in violation of the laws of
nature. God is abeing of law, order and consistency He
always works in accordance with some of his great laws and
never violates any of them. When God exercises his power
in accordance with some law unknown to men it is called a
miracle ; but the fact that we do not understand it, does not
make it inconsistent with other natural laws, which may be
known to us. Therefore I maintain that God has cre-
ated and developed the bodies of the original progenitors

b
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of each distinet type of animal life, not out of pre-existing
types, but out of the elements of the earth and its several
kingdoms, and in accordance with fixed laws of His own.
It by no means follows, that because laws may be incompre-
hensible to the human mind that they are in any way in con-
flict with other natural laws, known to man.

Therefore, I reach the general conclusion, that God has
created or developed the original progenitors of each dis-
tinct type of Man out of the elements of the mineral, vege-
table, and animal kingdoms, in accordance with fixed laws;
which laws are not inconsistent with any of God’s other laws ;
but as yet have not been comprehended by Man.

Since writing this chapter, a boolk entitled ‘“A New Theory
of the Origin of Species,”” by B. G. Sterris, has fallen into
my hands. I make the following brief extracts from the
last chapter, in which the author takes substantially the
same position as is taken in this work upon the origin of
species. On pages 258 and 259, he says: ‘‘ Creative energy
flows gestatively into every living organism, not only for
original creation, but to reproduce life as we have already
seen, is always infused, and puts on its appropriate form.
The life of a new species puts on its corresponding structure,
varying radically, though by easy gradations, from the
receptacle which gives it birth. Thus the fruit of mam-
- malia above the marsupial, we may suppose as an example,
was infused into the latter not by sexual connection, but by
direct creative influx; and this conception and birth was a
new creation by extraordinary generation and ordinary
birth.”” Again, on page 26, this writer says: ¢ My theory,
in short, is, that at each step in the creation of species, a prior
living organism is used by the Creator, as an ovum or
matrix to produce a new species without the aid of the
ordinary paternity required in reproduction; and precisely
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in the same way that the lowest animal was produced by
creative influx into a matrix of crude earthly materials.
Reproduction requires the co-operation of the animal sexes,
" while original creation does not.”” Again, on pages 274 and
275, he says: ¢ The same influx that could impregnate a
single ape ovum with human life, could a thousand as well
in contiguous areas, and about the same times. A single
pair of human beings would be far less able to protect them-
selves from wild beasts, etc., than a community. This idea
of simultaneous creation of considerable numbers explains
many of the various and marked sub-types, which every-
where appear in communities of the same race. And
especially does the creation of communities at different
periods and widely distinct areas account for the broad dis-
tinction between the Negro, Indian, Mongolian, and Cau-
casian races.”’

It appears from the foregoing extracts that the author of
said work takes substantially the same position that is main-
tained in this work, both as to the origin of new species and
the creation of distinct types and many pairs of both men
and animals. Also, that this creation or development of
animal life has for incomprchensible ages gone on in pro-
gressive order, proceeding always from lower to higher
forms and types of life.



CHAPTER 1V,

TUHE NOACHIAN FAMILY.

[N
@(}l) preserved Noah and his family because ¢ perfect in

> their generation,”’ that is unmixed with the inferior
types of men, in order that the pure Adamicstock might be
preserved on the earth.  But Noah was inaugurated as the
governor of the earth under very different conditions from
what Adam had been. Adam, in his primitive state, was pure
and was placed in an earthly Paradise, with power to remain
true to God and the laws of his own being. Although mortal as
to his physical being, he had the privilege of the Tree of Life,
whereby his physical life could have been continued possibly
forever. And he was created with his spiritual powers fully
developed, with full control of his animal appetites and the
power to obey God and the laws of his own being. But
Adam and Eve rebelled against God, violated the law and
were expelled from Eden with the following results: —

1st. They and their posterity were subjected to physical
death as other animals.

2d. They were subjected to hard labor during their
natural lives, for subsistence; and upon the woman was
imposed additional burdens in child-bearing and subjection
to her husband.

3d. They were left without the companionship of their
Maker, to battle with the laws of nature and their own rebel-
lious appetites and passions.

This led to the commission of wrongs by men upon their fel-
low-men and finally to great wickedness, and their destruction

(68)



THE NOACHIAN FAMILY. 69

by the flood. The family of righteous Noah alone was pre-
served, as seed of the ruling type of men, which was yet to
people and countrol the earth. But Noal’s government, as
already stated, was subjected to some new and different con-
ditions. God recognized the fact that man in his natural
animal condition was subject to his own passions and a great
sinner ; that human government was necessary to restrain him
from wrongs upon his fellow-men. So He inaugurated Noah
governor of the earth, subject to the following among other
conditions: —

1st. A pledge that day and night, winter and summer,
seed-time and harvest should continue while the earth
remained ; and no more destruction by flood, signified by
the rain-bow. )

2d. The Noachians were given full control of the anima]
and vegetable kingdoms, as the inferior types, and Adam
after the fall, had; and were given not only the herbs and
fruits to subsist upon as the prior creations had; but also
had animal food added, owing to the natural sinfulness of
the race.

3d. They were required to multiply and replenish the
earth as the inferior men had been, and as the Adamic stock
after the fall, were.

4th. Human government was given them, which had not
been accorded to previous dispensations; and blood was to
be required for blood and life for life, and they were to be
held responsible for their treatment of animals. This I take
to have been a necessity to the continued existence of the
race on the earth in peace; and grew out of its evil and fallen
condition.

5th. The earth was divided between the three sons of
Noah, and their descendauts decreed to be the governing
and history-making races of earth, in accordance with the
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original birthright of Adam. In the tenth chapter of Gene-
sis, the nations arising from the sons and grandsons of Noah
were allotted their respective countries. And at the Tower
of Babel, God confounded their language and forced them
to divide and become distinct nationalities, in the respect-
ive Iocalities to which they had already been assigned.

Asia was allotted to the descendants of Shem, Africa to
Ham and northwestern Asia and Europe to Japheth. But
the Noachians were slow to move to their respective coun-
tries; and the descendants of Ham were particularly rebelli-
ous and lingered long in the valley of the Euphrates, where
in connection with the Shemites, they undertook the erection
of the Tower of Babel. They feared another flood, and
wanted to provide a way of escape from earth to heaven.
But God came down and confounded their language, forced
them to desist from their rebellious undertaking, and to
separate into distinct nationalities, in order that each might
locate in the country which had already been assigned it.

The locations of the different nations springing from the
sons and grandsons of Noah, are recorded in the tenth chapter
of Genesis, and fully explained in the first chapter of this
book, and therefore need not be repeated here.

Immediately after the dispersion from Babel, the great
nations of antiquity, such as the Chaldeans, Assyrians, Syr-
ians, Egyptians, Cushites, Canaanites, Phenicians, Per-
sians, Medes, Lydians, Grecians, Scythians, Thracians, ete.,
began to develope into power and become very wicked. But
God, in accordance with His pledge to Noah, did not destroy
them any more as the antediluvians had been in the flood.
He, however, permitted them by war and conquest to chas-
tise and punish each other, thereby keeping the reign of
their wickedness somewhat in check. He, also, for the
third time, selected a righteous man to be the father of a
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peculiar people, which people were to be the custodians of
God’s revealed word to Man; and from whose seed was to
finally come a God-man, who is the Messiah through whom
all men, who will, may voluntarily, on certain conditions,
turn from rebellion and sin, and return to their allegiance
to God.

As Adam in his primitive condition was placed in an earthly
paradise with power to preserve himself and posterity in per-
petual favor and communion with God; and as Noah was
saved from the drowning antediluvians to re-people the
earth with the governing type of Man — not in its original
spiritual condition, but in its fallen, wicked, and animal con-
dition; so was Abraham called from Ur of the Chaldees to
be the father of the most remarkable people of earth; and
far greater, to be the ¢ father of the faithful, in a system of
religion yet to be developed, through which such of man-
kind, as may choose, can restore themselves to the favor
and presence of God again, in a Paradise which will far
excel that of Eden.

And in due time God, in accordance with his guaranty to
Noah of human government for the protection of person and
property, appeared on Sinai’s smoking top to Moses, another
great leader descended from Abraham, and through this
chosen law-giver, presented this peculiar people, the sons of
Abraham, with a model civil government for the use of the
great commonwealth of Israel, and as an example for the
other nations of the earth.

The descendants of Noah, though in the main wicked,
have ever been the ruling people of earth, and the only his-
tory-making people, which have appeared in the world;
although they have constituted but a small minority of the
immense number of men who have first and last lived and
died on the earth. This I have shown in the first chapter;
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and will recur to the same subject again in the next. I will
now notice some of the leading characteristics of each of
the great divisions of the Noachian family, briefly outlining
some of the leading points of their history and respective
settlements on the earth.

THE SHEMITES.

Josephus says: ‘“Shem had five sons who inhabited the
Iand that began at the Euphrates River and reached to the
Indian Ocean. Elam left behind him the Elamites, ancestors
of the Persians.”” It is now universally conceded that Elam,
one of the sons of Shein, was the original progenitor of the
Persians. They occupied the country southeast of the land
of Shinar, or Chaldea, extending down to the Persian Gulf.
Asshur, another son of Shem, was the founder of Nineveh,
and the father of the Assyrians, one of the oldest nations of
antiquity. Assyria was northwest of Chaldea, bounded on
the north by Armenia, east by Media and Persia, south by
Chaldea and Arabia, and was separated from Syria and Asia
Minor on the west by the Euphrates River. Aram, another
son of Shem, says Josephus, was the father of the Syrians.
This people were located between the Mediterranean Sea on
the west, and Caspian Sea, and head waters of the Euphrates
River on the east, with Palestine, or the old land of Canaan
on the south. Their capital was the beautiful city of Damas-
cus, said to be the oldest town on earth, and certainly the
oldest now existing. Lud, another son of Shem, was said
by Josephus to have been the father of the Lydians. But
this, if true, was only partly so, as the Lydians, occupying
a portion of Asia Minor, were, in part at least, a Japhetic
population.

Arphaxad was the oldest son of Shem and had a far more
numerous progeny than the others. From him was descended
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the Chaldeans, Hebrews, Arabs, Ishmaelites, Midianites,
Israelites, Edomites, Moabites, Ammonites, Joktanites, and
many other tribes occupying the country from the Mediter-
ranean Sea to the Euphrates River, and the valley between
it and the Tigris. These were descendants of Shem, the
great nations of antiquity which sprang up soon after the
flood in western Asia, occupying the country from Ararat to
the Indian Ocean, and westwardly to the Mediterranean Sea.
Except the Jews and Israelites, who have been scattered over
the earth under the curse of the Almighty, the main body of
the descendants of Shem yet remain in their orginal habita-
tion, western Asia, and preserve the manners and customs of
their ancestors of four thousand years ago. The simple
habits, and ranging and tenting life of the Bedouin Arabs of
to-day gives us a very good idea of the state of the same
country and customs of the people when Esau, father of the
Edomites, with four hundred armed men, met Jacob in the
hills east of the Jordan, returning from Padan-Aram with
his wives, children, and cattle. And the more settled Arabs
living in tents and grazing their cattle, give us a fair picture
of Abraham as he dwelt in his tent under the oaks on the
plains of Mamre, in southern Palestine, while the Canaanite
was yet in the land. Shem was the priest of the Noachian
family, and most likely the Melchisedec referred to in the
Bible, as the Priest of the Most High, who was the Prince
of Salem — present site of Jerusalem, about five hundred
years after the flood, and who received tithes from Abraham
as he returned from the defeat and slaughter of the kings.
The descendants of Shem have ever been the priestly race
and the originators of systems of religion. The only three
great religions of earth, which recognize the one true and
living God, sprang from the Shemites, viz.: the Mosaic, the
Mohammedan, and the Christian. The constitutional traits
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and peculiarities of these people, physical and mental, well
fit them to be the founders of systems of religion, and
the preservers of the rites and ceremonies pertaining thereto.
None of the nations descended from Shem were either migra-
tory or progressive. They were civilized from the start, be-
cause they had the civilization imparted directly by God
through Noah and Shem. None of the descendants of Noah
were ever in the savage or barbarous condition which has
characterized the inferior types of men in every part of the
earth. And the descendants of Shem have remained in the
countries allotted to them by the Almighty, and preserved
their civilization intact. They have neither lost it nor im-
proved it. They have been utterly non-progressive, but all
the time civilized, recognizing the existence of one true God
and their responsibility to Him. Having no emigrations to ’
engage in; never troubling their minds about science, in-
vention or discovery, and living a primitive, simple, and
economical mode of life, they had ample time to devote to
their religious rites and ceremonies; and both their consti-
tutional peculiarities and mode of life well fit them for
preserving great systems of religion, in their purity, from
generation to generation for thousands of years, like their
manners and customs, unchanged. And, as a fact, the Mo-
saic religion has been preserved and observed almost un-
changed for nearly four thousand years by the Israelites or
Jews.
THE HAMITES

The four sons of Ham were Mizraim, Canaan, Phut and
Cush. Although Africa was evidently allotted to the sons
of Ham; two of them long remained in southwestern Asia.
Canaan settled in the land of Canaan, lying between Syria
to the north and Arabia to the south, and extending from
the Mediterranean Sea, on the west a short distance east of
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the Jordan river. The Canaanites were conquered and
mainly destroyed by the Israelites under Joshua on their
return from Egypt, to take possession of this land, given
to them through their father Abraham some four hundred
years before. 'The residue not destroyed mixed with the
Israelites and surrounding tribes. Cush also first settled
in Arabia, extending his dominion south to the Indian Ocean,
and east to the Euphrates River. Nimrod was a Cushite;
and he invaded Chaldea and established a great despotic
kingdom, with Babylon as its capital. The Hamites and
Shemites long occupied southwestern Asia together, and were
greatly mixed. But Mr. Baldwin, who investigated the mat-
ter thoroxlgllly, in his work entitled ¢* Dominion,’’ expresses
the opinion that the great body of the Cushites were finally ex-
pelled from Arabia by the Arabs and other Shemites ; and that
while a remnant probably went eastward to India, the great
body of the Cushites were pressed into Africa, and occu-
pied the region on the Nile above Egypt, anciently called
Ethiopia, but in modern times known as Nubia and Abyssinia.

That Mizraim, the oldest son of Ham, settled in Egypt, and
founded the great Egyptian Empire, has never been dis-
puted. Phut, the fourth son of Ham, settled in Africa west
of Egypt, and occupied the country extending from the
shores of the Mediterranean Sea, to the great Sahara
Desert. These were the ancient Lybians, a portion of whom,
together with emigrants from Pheenicia, founded the great
Carthaginian Empire. The Pheenicians were from Tyre and
Sidon, and were also Hamites, descended from Canaan.
The descendants, of Phut, in modern times, have been called
Moors, Berbers, etc. Hundreds of years ago they crossed
the Mediterranean Sea, and invaded and occupied a large
part of Spain. The ancient Iberians, found in southwest
Europe, when the Celts and other Japhethites first reached
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the country, were, no doubt, Hamites; originally emi-
grants from Northern Africa or Pheenicia, or probably both.
The ¢¢ Isle of Atlantis,”” the brief, sad history of which Plato
learned from the priests and historians of Egypt, and which
extended from near the African coast across the Atlantic
to the neighborhood of the West Indies and South America,
was, no doubt, also peopled by a Iamitic population from
northern Africa, and possibly also from Phcenicia, whose
sailors were great explorers. The civilization and power of
this people, as reported to Plato, by the Egyptians, clearly
show that they were not of the inferior types of men. The
sad fate of the island and its prosperous population which
sank in the Atlantic Ocean in a single night, will probably
leave forever their history shrouded in mystery. But the-
details given by Plato, together with the surroundings both
on the Eastern and Western Continents, and on the interven-
ing islands, clearly indicate to my mind that these people
were of Hamitic descent.

No thoughtful person, who has given any attention to the
study of Ethnology, will for a moment believe that the
ancient Peruvians, the Aztecs and Toltecs of Mexico and the
civilized and semi-civilized people of Central America, who
occupied the new world on the arrival of the Spaniards,
were descended from the savage, red Indians, who then re-
sided on the same continent. These American Indians, by
their features and habits, clearly show their Mongolic origin,
and as I have already stated, no doubt passed over from
Asia via Behring Straits, in all probability before the exist-
ence of the straits and while the two continents were yet
connected by land. It is true that these Mongolic invaders
seem to have overrun nearly every part of both North and
South America and to have exterminated or driven out many
of the civilized and semi-civilized people in southern North



THE NOACHIAN FAMILY. 77

America. Before their victorious march and under their
exterminating tread, the mound-builders of the United States
and the ancient population of New Mexico and Arizona
seem to have utterly disappeared, without even a legend or
a fable to tell of how they fought and how they fell. And
no doubt the people who were left in Mexico, Central Amer-
ica, Peru and other localities, were considerably mixed with
their savage invaders and conquerors, before the entry of
the Spaniards into the new world.. But that a civilization
which could produce in Central America and elsewhere
pyramids and monuments, almost rivaling those of Egpyt,
could have sprung from the savage, red Indian, is utterly
preposterous. The remains of ancient cities and monu-
ments in Central America clearly indicate an intimate
acquaintance with mathematics, astronomy and the sciences
generally, as well as avery high degree of art. Who ever
beard of any tribe of American Indians who understood any-
thing about the arts and sciences, or who could ever be made
to work or study enough to even get a smattering of either?
The idea is too preposterous to discuss. From whence then
did this ancient American civilization come? Evidently
from the East and not from the West.

All progressive civilization is proceeding from east to
west ; from western Asia around the earth. We are therefore
irresistibly driven to the conclusion that the ancient Amer-
ican civilization came from the eastern continent, by way of
the island of Atlantis, and that these people were all of Ha-
itic origin. Let us now briefly consider what are the leading
characteristics, physical and mental, of the Hamitic family.
It is generally conceded that while the Japhethites are white
or fair and the Shemites are brown, or of sunburned appear-
ance, the Hamites are all black or dark colored. And his-
tory attests the fact that the Canaanites, Phenicians,
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Egvptians, Lybians, Moors, Carthaginians and all other
ITamitic nations were dark colored, not negroes, but regular
featured, dark skinned, black-haired and dark-eved people.
Such were the ancient Iherians found in southwest Europe,
when the first Japhetic immigrants arrived ; such were the
inhabitants of lost Atlantis and such was the physical ap-
pearance of the Aztees, Toltees and other civilized and
semi-civilized people found in America.  Again the Ham-
itic nations were early distinguished as the builders of great
cities, mounds, monuments and pyvramids, as we find them
in Egvpt, Phanicia and the works of Nimrod in the neigh-
borhood of Babylon. Of the same character are the mounds,
monuments, pyramids and ancient cities of America indica-
cating a similar civilization and the same character of
people. The Hamites far excelled the other descendants of
Noah in material progress. They were the first to build
great cities and to organize and establish great nations.
Nimrod, a IHHamite, founded Buabylon, the greatest city of
ancient times, and established a great monarchy inthe very
heart of Shem’s domain.  Mizraim, son of IHam, founded
Egypt, universally admitted to have been one of the very
earliest nations of the carth, that attained power and pros-
perity and a high degree of excellence in the arts and sci-
ences. Itwas from this source that classic Greece first
drew its inspiration and knowledge; which it imparted to
Rome and thence to Europe and to America. The Pheeni-
cian Hamites were the earliest commercial and maritime
people ; their ships visited all parts of the civilized world,
and their emigrants founded colonies in Africa, Europe, and,
as I believe, also in Atlantis, and possibly in America. But
I have not the time to speak of the great cities and pyramids
of Egypt, Thebes with its hundred gates, and of ancient
Memphis, or coming down the stream of time, to describe
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the grandeur and power of Carthage. The material pro-
gress and development. of the Hamitic nations in the early
ages after the flood, was simply wonderful. While Shem
was dreaming in his tents, herding his flocks and nursing his
religion, and while Japheth was sleeping in log huts, or hunt-
ing wild beasts in the dense forests of Europe and north-
west Asia, Ham was marching forward to a high pinnacle
of material civilization. But it was civilization with neither
God nor justiceinit, and Jehovah, who holds in His hands the
the destiny of nations as well as men, has stricken it from the
face of the earth. The despotic governments that were estab-
lished over the people ‘‘necither regarded God nor man.”’
They rejected the one true God and worshiped beasts,
stocks and stones. And they utterly disregarded the rights
of man, trampling the great mass of the people under the
most abject and cruel slavery. Therefore to the nations of
Ham, the handwriting on the wall has long since appeared.
“'Thou art weighed in the balance and found wanting.”’

THE JAPHETHITES.

To Japheth was allotted northwestern Asia, Europe, and
finally America. The seven sons of Japheth were located as
follows: To Madai, the father of the Medes, was given a home
in northwestern Asia, embracing part of the Caucasus moun-
tains and the regions to the south of them. To the foursons
of Javan were given the four peninsulas on the Mediterranean
Sea, Asia Minor, Greece, Italy and Spain. In Asia Minor the
Ionians and other people developed themselves, in Greece
the Grecians, in Italy the Romans, in Spain the Spaniards.
To Tiras, youngest son of Japheth, was given the region west
of the Euxine, or Black Sea and north of Greece. He is
believed to be the father of the Thracians, who being pressed
by surrounding nations, were the first to migrate westward.
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The modern Celts are believed to be the descendants of the
ancient Thracians, They were the first of the Japhetic
stock toarrive in western Europe. They settled in north-
ern Italy, France and a part of Spain; finally crossed the
channel and peopled the British Islands. The ancient
Britons, Irvish, Welsh, Scots and Picts were all of Celtic
stock. The Etruscans of northern Italy were probably a
mixture of Celtic ‘and Javanic stock. The Basques, of
France and Spain, of which a remnant, yet remains were
probably a mixture of one of the Japhetic branches with the
Hamitic population which occupied the country inadvance
of them. It will be observed that the Celtic column of the
Japhetic population, in its westward course, lay immediately
north of the Javanic column, which pcopled the northern
shores of the Mecditerrancan Sea.

The column of population to the north of the Celtic and
occupying all the central portions of Europe, and extending
back into Asia, was that of Gomer, the oldest son of Japheth,
the father of all the Gomerites, or Germanic tribes. Gomer
had three sons, Togarmah, Riphath and Askenas. Gomer,
through his son, Riphath, is believed to be the father of all
the Teutons or Germans proper as found in central and
western Europe. Their migrations to the west were much
later than those of the Celts. There are three divisions of
them: First, the Germans proper, Prussians, and other
German States; second, the Scandinavians, Swedes, Danes,
Norwegians, and third, the Anglo-Saxon in England and
America. Askenas, another son of Gomer, is believed to have
been the father of the Scythians, whose home was near the
Black Sea. They were driven west, and are believed to
now constitute the basis of the Austrians, Servians, Roma-
nians, etc. Togarmah, the other son of Gomer, was proba-
bly the ancestor of the white Tartars, or Turks, in Asia,
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now represented in part by the Turks proper in the present
Turkish Empire. Magog, another son of Japheth, represents
the ancient Samartians, now the Russians and Poles, who
settled in northwestern Asia and northeastern Europe, north
of the Germans.

Mesheck was the father of the Muscovites, located farther
northeastin northwestern Siberia, constituting also part of the
Russian Empire. Tubal, remaining son of Japheth, is sup-
posed to be the father of the Japhethic Tartars, Huns and
Maygars, occupying central and eastern Siberia.

The Japhethites, while they have been the longest in ma-
turing, have proved themselves to be the most progressive
and enlightened of the Noachian family. They have not
progressed in material development and despotism, as did
the Hamites, but their progress has been on the line of civil
and religious liberty. While the Hamite was distinguaished
for material progress, despotic power, and idolatry; the
Shemite, for a stereotyped civilization always preserved and
never improved, and for fouuding great religious systems ;
the Japhethite has been distinguished as the defender of
individual liberty, the preserver of domestic purity, and
the organizer of the only governments approaching freedom
and equality that have been established by men on the earth.
While the Shemite has been a priest and a shepherd, the
Hamite, a merchant, manufacturer and architect, the Japheth-
ite has generally been a husbandman cultivating his patch
and looking after his cattle and horses. And in the deep
dark forests of eastern Europe and northwestern Asia, he for
centuries remained in gloom and obscurity, nursing and
cultivating that sturdy individual liberty, which cropped
out first in the republics of Greece and Rome, as Japhetic
civilization first ripened on the shores of the Mediterranean.

6
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The same sturdy spirit and manly independence afterwards
manifested itself when our ancestors, the Celts, Germans,
and other tribes of so-called barbarians began to knock at
the door of the Roman Empire. The Roman historians
have greatly misrepresented the character, capacity, and civ-
ilization of their invaders and conquerors. Our ancestors
were not the barbarians that Rome represented them. They
had preserved through the long years of obscurity much of
the civilization originally imparted by God through Noah and
Japheth. They had never forgotten the art of primitive hus-
bandry, including the use of all the domestic animals, the
cultivation of the soil, the erection of houses for homes,
and the manufacture of clothing including the use of the
wheel and loom. They had always cooked their food,
observed the marriage relation, and kept up a kind of tribal
democratic government. It is true that they had forgotten
the one true and living God and worshiped the sun, moon,
and forces of nature. But once enlightened by the truth of
revelation they have always readily accepted the gospel and
returned to their allegiance to God. Since the Reformation
of the sixteenth century and the printing and distribution
of the Bible among the people, they have become the most
progressive and enlightened people of earth; and have estab-
lished in the wilderness of America the United States gov-
ernment, fully recognizing and protecting both civil and
religious liberty. And the reflex influence from the Ameri-
can Republic has established a republic in France, inaugur-
ated practical freedom in Great Britain, sowed the seeds of
revolution in Ireland, and put the leaven of liberty into the
whole of the European people, which is rapidly working up
the political and religious salvation of the races. Whilein
material progress, invention, discovery, and labor-saving
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machinery the people of the United States have made more
progress in the last fifty years than the whole world had
made in all time before.

Ham had his great builders and warriors, such as Cheops,
Nimrod, and Hannibal ; Shem his priests and prophets, such
as Moses, Elijah, and John the Baptist. Japheth, his philos-
ophers, reformers, statesmen, and inventors, such as Soc-
rates, Bacon, Luther, Washington, Jefferson, Franklin, I'ul-
ton, and Morse.



CHAPTER V.

THIE PRE-ADAMITES, OR REVELATION AND SCIENCE
RECONCILED.

HE ordinary division of the human race into the Aryan,

Semitic and Turanian families is incorrect and unphil-
osophical. The so-called Turanian is nothing more nor
less than the Mongolic branch, or some of the types thereof.
The Aryan is simply the Japhetic branch of the Noachian
family. While the so-called Semitic comprises both the
Shemitic and Hamitic families. The two latter are said to
be in the structure of their respective languages very similar.
The finding of evidences of the Aryan language in Persia
and India is accounted for in the historical fact that Madai,
one of the sons of Japheth, and his entire posterity, have ever
remained in Asia. From Madai came the ancient Iranians,
as well as the Medes, who were associated with the Persians
in nationality and government. All the emigrations made
by this Japletic family were to the southeast, and it is be-
lieved that there was an early migration from the ancient
Iranians to India which accounts for the evidences of an
Aryan civilization in that country.

The term Caucasian is also used by different writers in
different senses, and it is always misleading. Some apply
it to the descendants of Noah; some to the Japhetic family
only ; some to only a portion of the Japhethites. Winchell
and others use the term ‘¢ Mediterranean’’ as descriptive of
certain nations which settled around that great sea. This
term might very properly describe the cntire Noachian

(84)
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family, because the great history-making nations which de-
scended from Noah settled on the three sides of this great
inland sea. The Shemites on the east, the Hamites on the
south and southeast, and Japhethites on the north and north-
east. On the waters of the Mediterrancan floated the first
ships; on its historic bosom was found the immense com-
merce and the mighty fleets of the great nations of an-
tiquity ; and on and around its shores have been wrought the
grandest events recorded on the pages of history. There is,
therefore, no impropriety in terming the nations descended
from Noah, the Mediterranean nations. But when we go to
subdivide and elassify these, the only true division is that
found in the Bible, and is based on the three sons of Noah:
the Shemitic nations from Shem ; the Hamitic nations from
Ham, and the Japhetic nations from Japheth, as we find it
recorded in the tenth chapter of Genesis.

All types, families, and stocks not included under the
three sons of Noah, are Pre-Noachians, and necessarily Pre-
Adamites. The term Turanian seems to have been applied
first to the Tartar stock, a type of the Mongolian branch of
the human race; and now is used in a sort of indefinite
gense ; but if it means anything in particular, applies to the
entire Mongolic type of men.

At all events the term Turanian will not apply to any part
of the Noachian family, and must, nccessarily, apply to Pre-
Noachians, or Pre-Adamites, as will clearly appear from the
following lengthy extract, which I take the liberty of making
from that elaborate work, Winchell’s ‘¢ Pre-Adamites.’’

Prof. Winchell says: —

"t We find traces of an antediluvian, Tatar, or Turanian pop-
ulation throughout Asia. It is not long since historians and
ethnologists first noted the monumental and linguistic evi-
dences of an older Hamitic stratum underlying the recog-

-
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nized Semitic civilizations of Babylonia and Assyria, and
even of Canaan and Pheenicia. Now they inform us that
unmistakable traces remain of a wide-spread Turanian
stratum of people, still older than the first Hamitic settle-
ments.  Pritchard says: ¢The Allophyllian nations appear
to have been spread, in the earliest times, through all the
most remote regions of the old continent — to the northward,
eastward, and westward of the Indo-European tribes, whom
they seem everywhere to have preceded; so that they ap-
pear, in comparison with these Indo-European colonies, in
the light of aboriginal or native inhabitants, vanquished, and
often banished into remote and inaccessible tracts by more
powerful invading tribes.” Canon George Rawlinson de-
clares that everywhere Tatar tribes had preceded the spread-
ing Noachida; and he holds that the primitive language of
all Asia was Turanian or Tatar. ¢A Turanian language,’
he says, ‘extended from the Caucasus to the Indian Ocean,
and from the shores of the Mediterranean to the mouths of
the Ganges. We might, perhaps, largely extend these lim-
its, and say that the whole eastern hemisphere was originally
occupied by a race or races whose various dialects pos-
sessed the charcteristics of the linguistic type in question ’
[Turanian]. Again, he says: ¢ The Arameans, Susianians
or Elymeans, the early Babylonians, the inhabitants of the
south coast of Arabia, the original people of the Great
Iranic Plateau, and of the Kurdish Mountains, and the
primitive populations of India, can be shown, it is said, to
have possessed dialects of this character; while probability
is strongly in favor of the same general occupation of the
wholeregion by persons speaking the same type of language.’
Rawlinson, it is true, does not distinguish, in all cases, be-
tween indications of a Hamitic and indications of a Tur-
anian population, as we now distinguish them. He regards
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the Turanian as the original Noachite tongue, and seems to
hold that proper Hamitic and Semitic dialects came into ex-
istence by improvement and absorption of the Turanian.
In his ¢Table of Races,’! indeed, he makes the ¢ Hamitic
or Cushite’ and the ¢ Scythic or Tatar,” families of the
¢ Turanian’ race. But this affiliation of the Scyths is not
admitted by ethnologists; nor do philologists permit us to
confound Hamitic and Tatar languages. It is true that the
Accadian,or primitive Hamite language of Assyria — called
Turanian by Oppert — rcsembles the Finnish in the loose
attachment of suffixes for numeral and pronominal purposes.
Nevertheless, the verb ¢ forms its definitions chiefly by pre-
fixes, and is thus completely alien to the style of the North
Asiatic [Turanian] languages.” The attempt to merge to-
gether primitive Turanian and Hamitic dialects in the inter-
ests of atheory of a universal Flood is less sagacious than
the recognition of a Turanian clement as a fact in the prim-
itive history of man. That the Turanian dialect was the

1 Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 531. He seems drawn into
this arrangement by a preconceived belief that the Turanians must
be accommodated among the Noachites. Why the three primary
families descended from Noah should be set down as ¢ Indo-Euro-
pean,’” ¢ Semitic ’ and ¢ Turanian,” instead of Indo-European,
Semitic and Hamitic, I am unable to understand, though I perceive
at once how such an arrangement accommodates traditional opin-
ions. In regard to the Scythians, it ought to be said that the
author, in his third volume, in an essay ¢ On the Ethnography of
the European Scyths,’’ concludes that the Scythians were not Mon-
golians, but members of the Indo-Germanic race. Language, as
Mr. Grote correctly observes, is the only sure test; and language
pronounces unmistakably in favor of the Indo-European, and against
the Mongol thcory.” (Herodotus, Vol. IIL., p. 167). Compare the
fifth chapter of the present work.
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language of Noah, and that the Hamitic was the same under
the influence of culture and civilization, may be correct in a
developmental sense; but in view of the common conception
of linguistic distinctions it is a pure assumption, equaled
only by the assumption that the Aryan languages grew up
in a similar way. The Turanian was a distinct language,
spoken by a distinct race; and the trilingual inscriptions of
oriental monarchs include the Turanian, for the purpose of
notifying Turanian neighbors, and probably aconsiderable
Turanian constituency, of the exploits of victorious poten-
tates.

¢ A Pre-Hamitic population is recognized by Mr. C. L.
Brace, an author of acumen and erudition, who after stating
that we recognize, in primitive times, four families of lan-
guages, the Turanian, the Semitic, the Aryan, and the Ham-
itic, says: ¢ The most ancient of these great families is the
Turanian. * * * The Turanians were probably the first
who figured in the ante-historical period. Their emigrations
began long before the wanderings of the Aryans and Semites,
who, wherever they went, always discovered a previous popu-
lation, apparently Turanian in origin, which they either ex-
pelled or subdued.” The first or ¢ Medean’ dynasty (so
called), in the annals of Babylonia, is regarded by Mr. Brace
as a Turanian empire. ¢Its Turanian character is derived
from the inscriptions, which are in Turanian grammar,
though with Hamitic vocabulary, indicating a great mixture
with Hamitic population.” Simultancously the Chinese
empire rose into existence.

‘¢ Fran¢ois Lenormant, an eminent original authority, affirms
the existence of a pronounced Turanian element in the earli-
est population and languages of the Mesopotamian regions.
¢To the earliest date that the monuments carry us back, we
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can distinguish, in this very mixed population of Babylonia
and Chaldsa, two principal elements, two great nations, the
Shumir and the Accad, who lived to the north and to the
south of the country.” The Shumir were Turanian, and
had their capital at Sumere. The Accad were Cushite, and
had their capital southward from the others, at Accad. The
Sumerites spoke a dialect of the Uralo-Finnish family. Le-
normant continues: ‘The Turanians were one of the first
races to spread out into the world, before the time of the
great Semetic and Aryan migrations; and they covered a
great extent of territory, both in Asia and Europe. They
then occupied all that district between the Tigris and the
Indus, afterward conquered by the Iranians; and they also
held the greater part of India [referring to the Dravidians].
When the Semites on the one hand, and the Aryans on the
other, had finished their migrations and were finally estab-
lished, there always remained between them a separating
belt of Turanian people, penetrating, like a wedge, as far as
the Persian Gulf, and occupying the mountains between
Persia and the Tigro-Iuphrates basin.” Media was popu-
lated partly by a Turanian race, which also formed ‘a
notable portion of the population of Susiana. * * *
The primitive center whence all the Turanian people had
spread into the world was toward the east of Lake Aral.
There, from very remote antiquity, they had possessed a
peculiar civilization, characterized by gross Sabeism. * * *
This strange and incomplete civilization exercised over a
great part of Asia an absolute preponderance, lasting, accord-
ing to the historian Justin, fifteen hundred years. All the
Turanians of Asia carried this civilization with them into the
countries they colonized.” The language of the Median
Turanians, according to Westergaard, was decidedly Turkish
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in its affinities ; the Chaldean Turanian was Ural-Finnish;
the Susianian was a connecting link between the latter and
the Dravidian. ¢The Turanians brought to Babylon and
Assyria that singular system of writing called cuneiform.’
‘The nature of the symbols cmployed in this writing ¢ appar-
ently points, as the place where that writing was invented,
to a region very different from Chaldea, a more northern
region whose fauna and flora were markedly different, where,
for example, neither the lion nor any other large feline car-
nivora, were known, and where there were no palm-trees.’

** One can hardly understand how Lenormant, after enun-
ciating such conclusions, can avoid the ulterior conclusion
that the Turanians were Pre-Noachites. He traces them,
however, to Magog of the Japhetic family — leaving, never-
theless, the Chinese to stand as descendants of non-Noachite
antediluvians, and thus disrupting a race which, at least in
Asia, is one, physically and linguistically, to satisfy the de-
mands of a theory of diluvial universality, which, in spite of
this expedient, he sets aside at last. Now, when we admit,
for once, the Pre-Noachite origin of all Mongoloids, a most
sensible relief is felt. It is no longer necessary to confound
Turanians and Gomerians ; it is no longer necessary to resist
the evidence of the Japhetic descent of the Scythians, a
branch of the Gomerians, or suppose that a Japhetic twig,
in being named Turanian, becomes the comprehensive type
of both Semitic and Hamitic peoples —Japhetic, Turanian,
Hamitic and Semitic, all at once! It is no longer necessary
to assume that the descendants of Gomer spread themselves
all over Asia and Europe, while the Hamites and Semites,
and the other Japhethites, were holding back, to give this
particular tribe of Japhet time to pre-empt the world, and
become more populous than all the other sixty or more Gen-
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esiacal sons and grandsons of Noah.! It is no longer
necessary to sunder into two widely separate stocks the
Mongoloid nations of Asia, whom all ethnologists have
found united, and whose profound affinity is disclosed by
all linguistic researches. It is no longer necessary to con-
found with Turanians and Japhetites, and finally Hamites
and Semites, the Dravidians, whom ethnology, following
linguistics, has so decisively separated. All the facts dis-
closed by Assyro-Babylonian and Persepolitan researches
are much more readily co-ordinated with the theory of Pre-
Noachites, and even of Pre-Adamites, than with the old and
distorted, and unbiblical, theory of the descent of all the
races from Noah. I confidently leave the presumption with
the reader. The argument becomes still stronger when we
learn that even the Asiatic Mongoloids — Turanians and
Chinese alike — were not a primordial population.

¢¢ The Chinese, Mongoloids as they are, have succeeded to a
primitive population considerably inferior to them in racial
characteristics, as they manifestly were in civilization. The
relics of the aboriginal population still lead a half savage life
in some of the mountainous districts of China.

¢“'T'he Ainos, now confined chiefly to the island of Yeso, are
regarded as the remnants of a primitive people to whom the

1 It is the opinion of some that the name Scythian, a strictly
Japhetic word, was extended from the Japhetic Scythians to simi-
lar nomadic Turanian hordes in Asia. This idea receives a quasi-
recognition by Lenormant in his second volume (pp. 126-130).
This is not unlikely; but what, in this case, becomes of the theory
that these very Asiatic Turanians are to be accounted for by
ascribing them to a Gomerian ancestry? If they are Gomerians
they are not Turanians; if they are Turanians, they are not Gomer-
fans — and then, what are they, in the Noachic cthnography?
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Coreans and Japanese have succeeded. Related to them,
however, are the inhabitants of southern Saghalien, and the
Kurile islands, and the Gilinks on the lower Amoor. The
Alnos, while in many respects resembling the Japanese, are
distinguished by a luxuriant beard, bushy and curly hair of
the head, and a general hirsuteness of the body.

Throughout the region of the northern Asiatics we find
similar remnants of primeval populations possessing distinet
features and dialects, though in both giving evidence of their
substantial identity with the Mongzoloid or Turanian race.
Of this class of residual populations I believe all those whose
languages stand apart from other prevailing Mongoloid
types may be regarded as examples. 'They are mere outliers
of an ancient population, which, like the islets that mark the
place of a wasted continent, remain as outstanding testi-
monies of its former existence. Such dctatched tribes are
the Ostiaks of the Yencsei (not of the Obi), who, though
speaking six peculiar dialects, are reduced to one thousand
individuals ; and the Yukagiri, who have so recently become
extinct from certain islands of New Siberia that vestiges of
them still remain.

¢ From many and various indications, therefore, it appears
that the greater part of the continent of Asia has been over-
spread by a primitive Mongolian race, of which all the
historical, and now dominant, races — not less the Chinese
and Japanese than the Noachites — are the successors. In
the peninsula of India, however, the indigenousrace was not
~ Mongoloid. Ihave recalled the facts,! now notorious, estab-
lishing the presence of an indigenous non-Mongoloid people
in Hindustan, whom the encroaching Noachites of the Aryan
family gradually displaced or absorbed. Though this race,

I In chapter vi.
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physically, has almost disappeared, except so far as it forms
a visible constituent in the modern Hindu race, the imper-
ishable fragments of its language have survived in great
abundance. The Dravida were a brown race, like the Mon-
goloids, and it is a fact of profound interest that their
language also presented such Turanian resemblance that
some philologists have been disposed to regard it a sister of
the primitive Mongoloid. These facts carry our thoughts
back to a time when the primitive Mongoloids and primitive
Dravida were co-possessors of the Asiatic continent, speak-
ing cognate dialects of a parent tongue, which had been
dually transformed, with the disappearance of the Pre-Mon-
goloid type of humanity which was superseded by the brown
races of ancient and modern times.

‘¢ Evidences exist of a Pre-Hamitic population in the valley
of the Nile. The Egyptian language is neither properly
Hamitic nor Semitic. It is regarded by some philologists as
representing the transition from Turanian to Semitic.

¢ Turning our attention to the European continent, we dis-
cover that every Asiatic immigration of which we possess
any knowledge encountered populations already in posses-
sion of the soil.

‘“The ancient poets and historians have left us numerous
accounts of a barbarous people who inhabited Europe before
the advent of representatives of Noachites, or the Mediter-
ranean race. They were described as dwelling in caverns,
and having no knowledge of the metals, nor of the arts of
weaving, plowing and navigation. They were unacquainted
with domestic animals, save the sheep and the goat. They
belonged to an unfamiliar race, and had no knowledge of
the gods or the religion of their Asiatic invaders. ZAEschy-
lus, in the ¢Prometheus Bound,” describes Prometheus
as first introducing the plow and beasts of burden. Prome-
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theus was represented as the ancestor of the Greeks.
Zschylus wrote 470 B. C. Homer, who wrote at an earlier
date, tells us that in the time of Ulysses (1250 B. C.), men
were still in possession of some parts of Europe who lived in
caverns among the mountains.  They did not labor; they
did not even cultivate the soil.  They possessed goats and
herds, but no horses. ‘They were ignorant of navigation.
They were known as Cyclopes — the children of ITeaven and
ecarth, says Ilesiod,! while the Greeks were descended from
Prometheus, the son of Japetus (Japheth), who was also
the offspring of Heaven and ecarth. Thus the Greeks and
Cyclopes had no human ancestor in common.  Their diver-
gence is further shown by the ignorance which Polyhemus
avows of the Greek Zeus and the other all-powerful gods.
They were ignorant even of the name of Zeus, though among
the ancestors of the Greeks that name was honored from the
Ganges to the LEuxine. The Cyclopes or cave-dwellers,
therefore, were not Grecks nor Tudo-Europeans.  That they
were neither Semites, nor Hamites, is justly inferred from the
fact that the migration-courses of these families, according to
all admission, did not carry them, in primitive times, across
the European boundary.

¢“According to Thucydides, the Cyclopes preceded the
Sicanes in Sicily. The Sicanes were of the Iberian stock,
and are believed to have arrived in Sicily about 2,000 B. C.
Who the Iberians were is still a matter of some doubt.
They did not belong, apparently, to the Mediterranean race ;
but this is a subject which I shall consider hereafter (chapter
XXIIL.). Aristotle also speaks of the Cyclopes, and, citing
from Homer, tells us that each father of a family ruled over
the women and children of his household. The same ideas

1 Hesiod, Theogony, vers. 133, 139. That is, ¢ Sons of God.”
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are set forth more at length by Plato. Pausanias, who
wrote in the first half of the second century after Christ,
says that Pelagos —a personification of Pelagos (as Hellen,
of the Hellenes) — found the Cyclopes in the Peloponnesus ;
that they neither built houses nor wore clothing; that they
subsisted on leaves and herbs and roots; and that Pelagos
taught them to construct cabins, and to clothe themselves
with the skins of the wild boar. Diodorus Siculus, who
wrote in the first century before our era, tells us that the
most ancient inhabitants of Crete, also, were dwellers in
caverns, and destitute of all the arts, until the Pelasgic
Curetes taught them the first elements of civilization.
According to Virgil, the population of cave-dwellers also
spread over Italy — autochthonous fauns and nymphs—a
race of men born from the hard trunks of the oak, living
without laws or civilivation. Pausanias informs us that a
similar people inhabited Sardinia. Diordous Siculus states
that the inhabitants of the Balearic Islands still dwelt in
caverns in the first century before our era, and wore no cloth-
ing during the summer. Strabo, alittle later, names four
Sardinian tribes who had not yet learned to build cabins.

¢t As to the ethnic affinities of these Pre-Noachite popula-
tions of Europe, I think there are good reasons for regarding
them as near relatives of the Asiatic Mongoloids. Several
historical allusions seem to sustain the opinion that they be-
longed to the Finnish family. In the time of Tacitus—
about A. D. 100 — the Finns of Scandanavia and the north
of modern Russia still supported themselves by the chase,
and were ignorant of the use of metal, and pointed their
arrows with bone.

¢¢ They had no horses ; they built no houses ; they wove no
cloth. They did not, indeed, dwell in caverns, but erected
a sort of hurdles or rude shelters for protection against rain
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and snow. In our own times, the Finns are driven into still
narrower limits by the continued encroachments of the Indo-
Europeans; but according to Grimm, linguistic affinities
justify us in regarding the Finns as the modern remnants of
the Cyclopean population which spread over Europe before’
the advent of the Pelasgians and Iberians, in the southeast
and southwest of the continent, about two thousand years
before the Christian era.

‘¢ Rawlinson says the Kelts, found the central and western
countries of Europe either without inhabitants, or else very
thinly peopled by a Tartar race.! This race, where it ex-
isted, everywhere yielded to them, and was gradually ab-
sorbed, or else driven toward the north, where it is found, at
the present day, in the persons of the Finns, Esths, and
Lapps.” He adds: ‘It is now generally believed that
there is a large Tartar admixture in most Keltic races in,
consequence of this absorption.” The Tartar indigenes,
he says may also have been, in part, driven westward.
¢The mysterious Cynetians who dwelt west of the Kelts,
may have been a remnant of the primitive Tartar occupants.
So, too, may have been the Iberians of the Spanish pen-
insula.’

¢“¢In the Spanish peninsula,” says Niebuhr, ‘it is not
quite certain whether, on their arrival, they (the Kelts)
found Iberians or not; but if not, these latter must have
shortly crossed over from the African main; and it was in
consequence of the gradual pressure exerted by this people
upon the Kelts in Spain, that the further migrations of the
Keltic tribes took place.’

1 While the Kelts in central and northern Gaul were confronted
by an indigenous Tartar population, they were opposed in the
south by the Pelasgic Illyrians. See chapter V.
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¢ Now, it is generally held that the Basques are a remnant
of the ancient Iberes. They number about a half a million.
They speak a language known as Euscara, and dwell in the
northeast provinces of Spain, and a small district in the south-
west of France. ‘The old geographers,” says Peschel,
¢ called them Iberians; they then peopled the whole of
Spain and the southwest of France, but were early driven
toward the west and south by the Kelts, and intermixing with
them, in the district of the present Catalonian dialect, con-
stituted the Keltiberians. * * * According to Paul
Broca, their language stands quite alone, or has mere analo-
gies with the American type. * * * Of all Europeans,
we must provisionally hold the Basques to be the oldest in-
Labitants of our quarter of the world.’

¢ The Euscara ‘ has some common traits with the Magyar,
Osmanli and other dialects of the Altai family; as, for in-
stance, with the Finnic on the old continent, as well as the
Algonkin Lenape language and some others in Amer-
ica. * * * TFor this reason the Bascongadas (Basques)
are classed by some with the remains of the Finnish stem of
Europe, in the Ubic family of nations; by others, in that of
the Allophyle! race. * * * The settlements of Pheni-
cians, Greeks, and Carthaginians [Noachites] on the coasts
of the Mediterranean sea are of much later date,” than the
conflict of the Kelts and Iberians.

¢¢ ¢ Before this epoch’ [1400 B. C.], says Le Hon, *history
establishes the existence on the soil of Spain of the great
nation of Iberians, which is affiliated in no respect with the
Indo-European race, neither by its physical type nor by its

1 Then Allophyle type of Quatrefages embraces the Esthonians,
the Caucasians (in the restricted sense) and the Ainos. The term
was introduced by Pritchard.

7
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language.” As Hamites and Semites never invaded west-
ern Europe, in these early times, the Iberians, according to
Le Hon, were not Noachites. Similarly, M. Maspero ad-
vances the opinion that the Basques, the descendants of the
Iberians, are Turanians, of the same race as the Finns.

‘It appears, therefore, to be generally agreed that the
Basques are a remnant of the ancient Iberians, and that
they posscss no ethnic aflinities with the Noachites traced
from their Asiatic center; but do indicate physical and
linguistic relations with the type of Mongoloids. History,
tradition, linguistics, and ethnology conspire to fortify the
conclusion that in prehistoric times all Kurope was over-
spread by the Mongoloid race, of which remnants have sur-
vived to our times, in the persons of the Basques, Finns,
Esths, Lapps, and some smaller tribes.”’

From the foregoing extract, it clearly appears, first, that
the Turanians were no part of the Noachian family ; and sec-
ondly, thatsaid term does apply to a very extensive type or
types of mankind, which existed prior to Noah, if not prior to
Adam. And thirdly, that these Pre-Adamites had extended
to nearly every part of the habitable globe, while the Noachian
family, as well as the previous posterity of Adam, was con-
fined to a very limited area of the earth’s surface. I wishin
this connection to submit the following, to my mind, unan-
swerable argument, in favor of the existence of Pre-Adamites
viz. : According to the orthodox chronology, it has only been
about six thousand years since the creation of Adam ; and all
men who ever lived on the earth are descended from him.
It has only been a little over four thousand years since the
flood, which destroyed every human being except Noah and
his family. Consequently all the races and types of men
now on the earth have descended from Noah; all that ever
have lived on the earth are descended either from Noah or
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Adam. This is regarded as the Bible view of the matter by
the orthodox. I hold that I have clearly disproved this
proposition. First, by showing what nations have descended
from Noah, and that there are no negroes or Indians among
them. In fact none of the inferior types. Secondly, the
Noachian nations, are mainly still residing in the countries
in which they were originally located and except their emi-
gration to America, have changed their original habitation
but little, and that they cover but a small part of the earth
while the human race is found in every part of the habitable
globe. Thirdly, the fossil remains of man have been found
in nearly every part of the earth ; and science has clearly de-
monstrated that many of these types lived thousands of years
before the advent of Adam on the earth. It is argued by
Ethnologists and Archaeologists gencrally that man was cer-
tainly on the earth as early as the breaking up of the Glacial
period and many hold that he was here during if not before
the Glaciers. The following facts cited by A. De Quatre-
fages in his work entitled the Human Species, bear directly
on this question. I make the following extracts from pages
141 to 153 of the said work.

AGE OF THE HUMAN SPECIES — PAST GEOLOGICAL EPOCHS.

I. The skovmoses and the remains at Schluessenried have
shown that man existed in Europe at the close of the Glacial
Epoch. But did he live through this epoch? Did he pre-
cede it? Has he, therefore, been contemporary with vegeta-
ble and animal species, which have long been considered as
fossils? We know that we can with certainty reply in the
affirmative to these questions. We know also that the
proof of this great fact, one of the grandest scientific
conquests of modern times, dates, so to speak, from
yesterday.



100 MAN.

This demonstration rests on proofs which are now so well
known that the enumeration of them will be sufficient. It
is evident that human bones, buried beneath an undisturbed
layer of soil, prove the existence of man at the time when
the layer was formed. It is no less clear that flints worked
by human hands and made into hatchets, knives, etc., bones
of animals made into harpoons and arrow-heads, are so
many irrefutable testimonies of the existence of the workers.
Lastly, when human bones are found associated with bones
of animals in the same undisturbed layers, it is again evident,
that man and these animal species have been contempora-
neous.

Many facts included in these three categories were proved
in the carlier years, and during the course of the last century.
Since 1700, excavations made by the order of Duke Eber-
hard Louis de Wurtemburg at Canstadt, near Stuttgard,
brought to light a great number of bones of animals, among
which was found a human cranium. The nature of this pre-
cious relic was, however, only recognized by Jaeger in 1835.

About the same time an Englishman, Kemp, found in
London itself, side by side with tecth of elephants, a stone
hatchet similar to those of St. Acheul. Some time after
Esper in Germany, and John Frere in England discovered
more or less analogus facts. But none of them were able
to recognize their significance, for geology was quite in its
infancy, and paleontology not yet in existence.

II. It was not till 1823 that Amy Boué gave Cuvier some
human bones which he had found in the loess of the Rhine,
near Lahr, in the Duchy of Baden. Boué regarded these
bones as fossils. Cuvier refused to admit this conclusion.
He has often been reproached with this, but the reproach
is unjust. Cuvier had too often seen pretended fossil men
change either into mastodons or salamanders, or eveninto
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simple contorted blocks of sandstone, not to be on his guard,
and, in presence of a fact hitherto unique, he thought it
wiser to admit a disturbance which would have carried into
the loess bones of much later date than that of the formation
of this layer.

But Cuvier, whatever may have been said of him,
never denied the possibility of the discovery of fossil men.
He has, on the contrary, formally admitted the existence of
our species as anterior to the latest revolutions of the globe.
“Man,” he says, ‘“may have inhabited some country of
small extent from which he repeopled the earth after these
terrible events.”” We see that the praises and reproaches
which have been addressed to our great naturalist on account
of an opinion which le never held, are equally undeserved.

The reserve, perhaps exaggerated, which Cuvier imposed
upon himself, and the confidence which was placed in him,
weighed heavily upon science by impeding the comprehen-
sion of the value of observations made by Tournal (1828-
1829) in L’Aude, by Christol (1829) in Le Gurd; by
Schmerling (1833) in Belgium ; by Joly (1835) in Lozere ;
by Marcel de Serres (1839), in L’ Aude, and by Lund (1844)
in Brazil. In 1845 almost all the savants, properly so called,
shared the opinion so well stated by Desnoyers. Without
regarding the existence of fossil man as impossible, they did
not think that the discovery had as yet been made.

It is to the persevering efforts of a distinguished archaol-
ogist, Boucher de Perthes, that we owe the proof of afact
so long denied, and now universally admitted. Under the
influence of certain philosophical ideas, little calculated to
procure him followers, he had admitted d prior: the existence
of human beings anterior to the present man from whom
they must have differed considerably. He hoped to find
either their remains themselves, or the products of their in-
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dustry, in the upper alluvial deposits. Watching either
himself or through his agents the excavation of the gravel
pits near Abbeville, he collected there a number of flints,
more or less rudely worked, but bearing the unmistakable
impress of the hand of man. Some of his publications
(1837) brought him visitors, who in their turn carried on the
scarch. Soon after, M. Regollot (1855) and M. Gaudrey
(1856) obtained from the gravel of St. Acheul hatchets sim-
ilar to those of Abbeville, and declared themselves convinced.
The English savants, Falconer, Prestwich, and Lyell, after
having visited the collection of Boucher de Perthes, did the
same and had many imitators.

III. In spite of the discoveries which were multiplied in
caverns and gravel-pits, even in the neighborhood of Paris,
the same objections were brought against the believers in
fossil man which Cuvier had opposed to Amy Boué.
The juxtaposition of the remains of extinet animals and
human bones, or articles of human workmanship,
were attributed to a reformation effected by water.
The high authority of M. de Bramont lent new force to this
argument. He compared the alluvium of the neighborhood
of Abbeville to his terrains des pentes, formed, he said, by
storms of an exceptional violence, which only happened once
in a thousand years, and which heap up together materials
derived from different beds. As for the objects discovered in
caverns they inspired still less confidence than the others,
on account of the ease with whick the bed might be under-
mined by eddies, which would tend to deposit in the heart
of a subjacent layer objects derived from the upper layers,
without destroying either the one or the other.

Many men of high intellect still hesitated, until M. Lartet
published his remarkable work upon the grotto of Aurignac
(1861). Here doubt was impossible. This grotto, or rather



THE PRE-ADAMITES. 103

rock-shelter, was closed at the time of its discovery by a
slab of stone brought from a distance; M. Lartet discov-
ered either in the interior or at the entrance, the bones of
eight or nine species of animals which are essentially charac-
teristic of quaternary deposits. In his memoir he gives
details of all the remains. Some of these animals had evi-
dently been eaten upon the spot, their bones, partly carbon-
ized, still bore the trace of fire, the charcoal and ashes of
which were discovered; those of a young tichorhine rhi-
noceros showed marks made by flint implements, and their
spongy extremities had been gnawed by carnivora; the
species of the latter was shown by his excrement, which was
recognized as that of the hyena spelcea.

The grotto or rock-shelter of Aurignac is excavated in a
small mountainous group, a spur of the plateau of Laném-
ézan, which the Pyrenean drift has never reached. It is,
therefore, free from the objections drawn from the inter-
vention of aqueous currents. Thus the facts made known
by M. Lartet were generally accepted at once in their full-
est signification. These facts show that man lived in the
midst of a quarternary fauna, which he used as food, includ-
ing the rhinoceros, and was followed by the hyena of this
epoch, who finished the remains of his meals. The co-ex-
istence of man with these fossil species was proved.

A few ill-judged attacks were still made by savants, who
did not accept the testimony of these facts, among others
that of the discovery of a human jaw made by Boucher de
Perthes. But the discoveries became so numerous that the
last among them was soon reduced to silence, and had to
submit to the mention of fossil man without raising the
slightest protest.

IV. It would be too tedious and, indeed, useless to enu-
merate here all these discoveries. I will only mention some
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of the most striking ones associated with the names of Lar-
tet and Christy, his enthusiastic colleague. At Les Eyzies,
these indefatigable investigators discovered a stalagmitic
layer formed of a veritable breccia, which contained worked
flints, ashes, charcoal, and bones of different quarternary
animals. Large slabs of this breccia now figure in many
collections. In this same grotto they found a vertebra of a
yvoung reindeer pierced by a flint which had broken in the
bone, thus causing the death of the animal. Finally, in
1864, M. Lartet had the pleasure of being present at the dis-
covery of a plate of mammoth ivory, upon which a repre-
sentation of the animal itself had been carved with a sharp
flint by an artist of La Madeleine. In this drawing are
found the characteristic traits of the mammoth, as they are
known to us from the remains of the animal which are at
times found preserved, with its thick fur and long hair, in
the ice of Siberia. .

For man to be able to draw the portrait of any animal
species, he must have been contemporancous with it. Now
proofs of this nature have rapidly become more numerous
and striking. In I’Ariege M. Garrigou found a representa-
tion of the cave bear traced on a pebble. M. de Vibraye
extracted from the grotto of Laugerie Basse a sketch of a
fight between reindeer remarkably