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Son, he sent one witness, instead of rais-
ing up four. John the Baptist went forth
into the wilderness, clothed himself in
a curious style, living on locusts and
wild honey, and began to preach repen-
tance to the inhabitants of Judea and
Jerusalem, and to the Jews throughout
the land. How were they to know he was
a messenger sent to prepare the way be-
fore the Most High? Yet they certainly
would be condemned for not receiving his
testimony; for Jesus himself said—"The
scribes and Pharisees rejected the coun-
sel of God against themselves in reject-
ing John."

How did John convince the vast mul-
titudes that he was sent to testify of
the first advent of the Son of God? We
are informed by one of the Evangelists
that "John did no miracle," as great a
Prophet as he was; yet the people were
condemned, because they rejected the
counsel of God against their own souls,
by rejecting his testimony. How much
greater, then, will be the condemnation
of individuals who reject four witnesses,
instead of one!

If the present generation have the
testimony of four witnesses sounded in
their ears—if the Book of Mormon, con-
taining their testimony, is published and
sent forth in the different languages of
the earth, and the people have the priv-
ilege of hearing and reading that testi-
mony, will it not produce far greater con-
demnation upon them than what came
upon the Jewish nation in ancient days,
by rejecting the testimony of one witness
only?

We see, then, that we have the ad-
vantage of this generation so far as
evidence concerning the Book of Mor-
mon is concerned. There are men
now living that have seen the origi-
nal of the Book of Mormon—that have
heard the voice of God. @ Where is
there a man who has heard the voice
of God testifying concerning the truth
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of King James' translation? Where is
there a man on the face of the earth
that ever had it confirmed to him by the
administration of an angel? But here
comes evidence in favor of the Book of
Mormon such as any court of justice is
obliged to receive.

But are we to receive the testimony
of all individuals that may come and pre-
tend to have heard the voice of God and
to have seen angels? May not impostors
come forth and say they have seen an-
gels? I reply that there is this distinc-
tion to be made: A man that is sent of
God, who has a true message, will al-
ways be able to present something con-
nected with the nature of the message
and the circumstances surrounding it,
which will prove it to be true. If there
should be a thousand individuals bear-
ing witness that they had heard the voice
of God and seen angels, we shall always
be able to detect the impostor from the
servant of God by examining the doc-
trine. There are evidences distinguish-
ing a true message from a false one, that
the whole world may be enabled to dis-
cern between the two.

For instance, there is no individual
upon the face of the earth who can di-
rectly prove that Joseph Smith did not
see the angel of God and obtain the
plates: no individual upon the face of
this earth can prove that the three wit-
nesses did not see the angel and the
plates: consequently, their evidence can-
not be directly negatived, unless they
deny their own testimony, which they
have not done. The only possible way to
condemn these men as impostors is to ex-
amine the nature of their testimony, to
see whether it is reasonable and scrip-
tural.

Is there anything unscriptural in
hearing the voice of God, or in an an-
gel's descending from heaven, bearing
testimony to a book in which all na-
tions are interested? It is a book
sent to prepare the way of the Lord



