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The leariied Oxford sclholar se >i te Ilae feit thlat somje Sert of
apelegy w as inecessary for' treatingc Nvîth suriousinCss so absird a gcase
of pedaiitiy, anid lie feid it iii tlue. fact tliat so nitioi ciOde2iice wtLs
<rjvTef te the book. Btit lie proceeds te say tia.t "nuvof thie wVords
Nwhich 'M. Jacelliot qilctes as Smnskrit ai'e not Sainskr it at ail, ethers
never have the ileaîiugm Nwhc ieo assigîîs te ti icîn, an(d as te die ps
sages, whiciehlie assiguIs te the Yethey -are neot f roml ally eld sa-
skrit writer, they simniply betwig Io the~ l«st haýt'oft t/e NViei3e)th Ge

Dr." le rgrsthin as Il simple inîventionîs cf soilne slightly
nîiscliiey'cus Brahmiaîî whci took advantage of' the ze:îl an1 ereulity
of bis emuployer." And lie adds "& that suich is the ilîterest, or rai'ter
the feverishi cutriosity, excited by aîîvthuîîg that bears oit the auecieîît
religion, thlat Jacolliot's book li:is pi'odiiced aL veî*y Nvide anîd very deep

imnpressionî. inflwt, if* cm -Ihie re w<eu/to dww t/uit a. yleral
kniolwted(ge of' t/e h istory t'of en rlg o lly0%/t to.1t/)rim a 1p«?t Of

MWU ClU((tiOfl, it P<$th>e ]'</fl? <'>eait & thi fus l(O.
Biit there liad beeîî earlier iiistalwîes ini w'hicih zeaIolls oppeîîeîîts of

('hristianity lid souglit, anîd fomiîd the evidleiice w'hîicl tlîey desired
te pi-ove thiat Clhristianity wvas a plagriarisml u 1>011 the aîsrtlitera-
tusrc of thie ilinduis. Voltaire wvas carried awav witliîtusan wheni
501110 one0 1 reSeflted te hiîî a copy of a portion of the Veda wliich cor-
responded ini a reînarkable degree w~ith the teacliiugsc of the Bible.
No time wvas host ini turîîîîîg tis iiew% evdee acaiist ('lir-istiaiiity t<>
the best possible accolnt.

Buit af ter a time it appeared thait an overz'e-aloiis Joestit iuissioniary,
thinkiiîg thant the end weuild saiuetifv, the îîenliad N'ritteiî eertain
Saniskrit texts desuiîed te convilice the 1-Elids thiat hlie Bible anJ the
Vedas 5 were te a larg~e extelît hii liarîîioiîv. 'This very imnmoral. and

fallaciotis project, hew-ceveir, pî'eved îniost fuitile, and hlie eiulv resulit,
N'as to dil>e the' archi iîîfilel, Voltaire.

Sonie years :îge Liî'uteiî:it W~ilford, 'NrIio Iiad re:îdi Sir W\illi:îînl
.Ioie.s' tiîeoi'3 thiat Gree uîtlologv w':î' l:îrgely beolwed& front tliat
o>f Inia (a tlîcory v wielî Sir Williamîî finally abandoiued), ceueeived
the idea cf traciug- the teclig.; cf Chiristialuiîv freont the saine.
sonn'e. ile preeeeded te persumade the Brahinanis thiat a theoreugli.

Ierl amiong tlieir aucient records %votld dwcse. e o ulv the Greek
ili tllol<)g3, hîît the 01I1 Testament Iîistery. Hle Nvas persistent :îgaiist

ii' rese.rve and reticence. Ile related te tiin lile principal eveiit.
of the OId 'iL'stainent record, aînd at the saine tiîne îp'oîîsel aîmîple
reNvards for thieir labor. At last tlie piundfits vielled. Thi~ esev
1 liat what hie soe 'ge'l y souit tslieuild be stippl ied. Tkmghi tre
fi'în the Pentateuicli, thev a<lapted tin, tg) the -seiskrit style, ammd
bronglit forthi astonisluig res1uhs. Eveiî sir willialm Jenles w-as <'ou1-

viiCE(1, auJ coiîgratîîhated Lienteiîait W7ilfcrd cit ]lis sîîeeess. The'
;toryv of Yroali wvas reproilited w'itli a truly Indî:upli ees.


