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August 27,2007

Dear lda,

I have read though Christopher's tanslation of the frst I 16 pages of the Book of Mormon,
prayerfully as well as intellectually, trying to utilize both the promptings of the Spirit and the
knowledge I have acquired with respect to the process of forgery. When I finished those
pages, I then read through his own story as well as his version of the First Vision. After that, I
dipped into the Sealed Portion, to get a flavor of it as well. As I promised you I would, I have
stayed within the bounds of the manuscripts themselves, avoiding the temptation to condemn
Christopher because of his life's story.

I am convinced, beyond any reasonable doubt, that they are forgeries.

As I said in my book, any writing tells you something about the person who wrote it, and, the
longer the work, the more wlnerable it is if it is a forgery. Christopher's work is very long
and exposes him as a young man who does not understand very much about either the Book of
Mormon or actual Church history and practices. There are many, many examples of this, but I
shall keep this short by citing only a few of the more obvious ones.

First, at the begrruring of his 116 pages, he says the following, which I have cut and pasted as
it appears on his web site, so the syntax and emphasis are just as he wrote them:

. . here is the first part of the record known as the Book of Mormon, translated by the
Urim and Thummim from the first plate made by the hand of Mormon after the words
given and known as the Title Page of the Book of Morrnon already published by the
Mormon faiths:

With this statement, Christopher demonsfrates the shallowness of his knowledge of the book
he is tryrng imitate, What he calls "the words given and known as the Title Page of the Book
of Mormon" were written more than 30 years after Mormon had died. It is impossible for him
to have written anything that came after them; they are Moroni's sunmary of what was on the
plates he placed in the stone box,

Next, by insisting that his work is the full text of the 116 pages, he takes on the burden of

covering roughly 450 years of history, but his narrative tells us nothing of import after Jacob.

Obviously Christopher was not familiar with the statements of Jarom, who is a particularly

significant source because he was familiar with what win on both sets of plates, small as well

as large. He wrote on the former himsell and, in Jarom 1:14, says the following about the

latter, speaking in 361 BC:

And I, Jarom, do not write more, for the plates are small. But behold, my brethren, ye

can go to the other plates of Nephi; for behold, upon them the records of our wars are

Oh, these leaders of men.  How arrogant and prideful they are.  

This United States Senator, Mr. Bennett, has exposed himself in the following letter as a misinformed and opinionated individual, whose opinions are not only blatantly incorrect, but recklessly formed to disparage someone he has never met, nor taken the time to meet.  This is the same Senator who supported the U.S. War against Iraq.  This war was justified because of faulty "intelligence" given to the U.S. Government.  Senator Bennett supported the "intelligence" which spawned and has perpetuated a war that has devastated the lives of millions of innocent people.  This same characteristic has now made an attempt to scrutinize and criticize this work.

 Showing his personal propensity to defame another and rely on his own limited comprehension of the facts, Mr. Bennett shows through the presentation of his faulty opinions throughout this letter that his "prayers," "intellect," and his "promptings of the Spirit" have once again failed him.  Each of his points are confounded with real truth, showing his lack of understanding and his attempt to patronize and manipulate Ms. Ida Smith and convince her of my "blunders."

The honest person will research this letter and will be given a better perspective as to why our world is in the state that it is in.  Mr. Bennett holds one of the most powerful leadership positions in the world.  This letter relfects an intimate look into his real (non-political) persona, which is really (relying on his "promptings of the Spirit" that which causes him to make the choices he does that directly affect our world.

It is certainly very sad that these types of men lead this world...but thus it is.

No where have I ever said that the Title Page of the Book of Mormon was written by Mormon.  

The very first plate that laid on top of the unsealed portion of the plates of Mormon (which are not all Mormon's plates, but most [more than 2/3, which were sealed] were made by Moroni) was a plate that Moroni made and upon which he wrote the contents of the Title Page.  The next plate under it (the second plate, but the first plate made by the hand of Mormon) contained the beginning of the abridgement made by Mormon.  The very first words on the second plate (first plate made by Mormon) were the introduction to the Book of Lehi written by Mormon.

I have already described the characters as similar to hieroglyphics in which each character gives a lot of information.  The 116 page manuscript of English translation written by Martin Harris as dictated by Joseph was given upon the front-side and some of the backside of the second plate (first plate made by Mormon), again the one found directly under the first plate (the last plate made by Moroni), which Moroni added to the front of the plates when he had completed the sealed portion and sealed the 2/3 that Joseph was commanded not to translate.  Moroni's intent was to let the translator know what was contained in the unsealed portion of the plates.  What Joseph did not include in his English translation, were the words that Moroni wrote on the first plate instructing him not to touch the things which are sealed.  This instruction was also given verbally to Joseph by the resurrected Moroni.

Bennett's first attempt to prove this work a "blunder" has failed miserably.  He has not researched what I have already published on how the plates where translated.

I intentionally wrote, "from the first plate made by the hand of Mormon" to distinguish it from the top plate made by the hand of Moroni.
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engraven, according to the writings of the kings, or those which they caused to be
written.

So, in 361 BC, a man who had read them says that the large plates contained a good amoturt of
detailed secular history provided by the kings who had ruled after Jacob's death.
Christopher's work does not contain anyttring that corresponds to Jarom's description of what
was on the plates in 361 BC, nor anything that was added thereafter. During the next two
centuries, the time that passed between Jarom and King Benjamin, there would logically be a
geat deal more added, something that Christopher obviously did not realize.

He bhurders again with regard to the way the book is laid out. He uses the same format that
appears in our present editions cf the Book of lv{onnon, breaking down the manuscript into
chapters and placing summaries at the beginning of each one. Because this format is the one
that has been prevalent during most if not all of Christopher's adult life, it is logical for him to
have assumed that the book had always been presented in this way. But you and I both know
that it is not.

The manuscript that Joseph and Oliver produced was virtually one very long sentence. It was
the printer who broke it into logical sentences and paragraphs and provided the pwrctuation;
chapter summaries were a later addition, put in to make the book easier for modem readers to
follow. These summaries were "beefed up" and expanded in 1981, when, in President
Kimball's administration, the present set of scriptures was published, drawing on computer
technology to coordinate and cross reference matching passages and topics. I am not sure who
wrote the Book of Mormon chapter summaries we now have, but I have been told it was
Bruce R. McConkie. By producing a work that imitates this modem format, Christopher
demonstrates his ignorance of how the Book of Mormon was actually structured originally.

Next, in his Chapter 1, verse 19, Christopher says:

For behold, the prophets did truly testiff of the iniquities of the church at Jerusalem.
For the people of the church were coffupted by the examples of their leaders . .

The Jews were not organized as a formal church at Jerusalem, in 600 BC. Neither were the
Nephites, in their first decades in the Promised Land. That was a development that occurred
much later. Christopher is projecting his own view of present Church leaders back into a time
when such a structure incorporating such leaders did not exist, something which Nibley would
pick apart with great glee.

He does it again with respect to Church practices. In his Chapter 2, verse 41, he says:

And it had been a tradition among the Jews, or rather, a commandment of the church,
that each member pay a tithe to the church of all their increase. And this tithing was
great, and was only used for the purposes of the church. And also, it was required of
the members of the church to give regularly to the benefit of the poor and the needy.
Yet, this offering, which the people made to the poor, was only a small part of their
increase; the majority of their increase the people kept for themselves and their
families, thus being taught by the words and the examples of their leaders.

Mr. Bennett has conveniently forgot to explain a couple of things which make it clear to the reader that the Book of Lehi (the 116 page lost manuscript) is without a doubt the actual words of Mormon:

The first part of the Book of Mormon, from 1 Nephi through the Omni, was NOT written by Mormon.  It was written by Nephi, who lived hundreds of years before Mormon.  Nephi had his own writing style and included things which "he" believed were essential to his record.  For this very reason, Nephi does not include the genealogy of his father, Lehi, because it wasn't important to him (see 1 Nephi 9).

Mormon, on the other hand, thought it important to include the lineage of Lehi, and did so in his abridgment of what he read of Lehi's record.  Mormon wrote what "he" felt would be of benefit to the people of the latter-days who would receive his record.  Mormon emphasized that fact that he purposefully did not include much of the "detailed secular history," as Bennett so thinks he should have.

Mormon writes:

Words of Mormon 1:5 (the section after Omni)

[5] Wherefore, I chose these things, to finish my record upon them, which remainder of my record I shall take from the plates of Nephi; and I cannot write the hundredth part of the things of my people. 

Bennett cannot dictate what Mormon should and should not have included in his record.  Mormon included what "he" thought was important, in spite of his weaknesses in writing and his imperfections.  Moroni counseled the reader of the Book of Mormon to:

Mormon, chapter 9

[31] Condemn me not because of mine imperfection, neither my father, because of his imperfection, neither them who have written before him; but rather give thanks unto God that he hath made manifest unto you our imperfections, that ye may learn to be more wise than we have been. 
[32] And now, behold, we have written this record according to our knowledge, in the characters which are called among us the reformed Egyptian, being handed down and altered by us, according to our manner of speech. 
[33] And if our plates had been sufficiently large we should have written in Hebrew; but the Hebrew hath been altered by us also; and if we could have written in Hebrew, behold, ye would have had no imperfection in our record. 
[34] But the Lord knoweth the things which we have written, and also that none other people knoweth our language; and because that none other people knoweth our language, therefore he hath prepared means for the interpretation thereof. 



Again, Senator Bennett has not researched the detailed explantation given of how I put the Sealed Portion together.

I was commanded to divide the chapters as I thought best.  It is my punctuation and grammar that is used throughout the text.  It is my explanations in the Chapter Headings.  In each and every way, I have already described my translation of The Sealed Portion exactly how it was done by Joseph.

I used the Urim and Thummim to translate the characters on the plates.  I would spend hours each night transcribing what I saw on the Urim and Thummim, which came out as words in "one very long sentence."  The next day, after much needed rest, I would put in the punctuation and the grammar, and then the chapters and verses.

(Joseph wasn't as educated as I am, therefore, the 1830 publication of the Book of Mormon contains an immense amount of grammatical and punctual errors, which were later revised and corrected.)

There is available today computer technology that can compare writing styles of particular authors.  A study of The Sealed Portion was performed (and purposefully unpublished) by an individual at the University of Arizona.  The results were:

It is a 87% probability that the author of The Sealed Portion and the Book of Lehi is the same author of Christopher's Autobiography.

It is a 97% probability that the author of The Sealed Portion and the Book of Lehi is the same author of the Book of Mormon.

(The computer program takes punctuation and grammar into consideration, which obviously gave my own writings and The Sealed Portion a higher percentile.  But the percentile that I am also the author of the Book of Mormon is close to 100%.)

So, if Mr. Bennett's theory is correct, and he was wise enough to use advanced computer technology to compare the works to prove plagiarism or forgery, Mr. Bennett would find that I actually wrote the Book of Mormon.

Wow!  What a feat!  Thank you for the accolade!

Laban was he who had control of "the record of the Jews and also a genealogy of my forefathers, and they are engraven upon plates of brass."  (See 1 Nephi 3:3)

The Old Testament is very specific of the role of the High Priests.  To say that there was no "formal church" at Jerusalem in 600 B.C. is to say that the Jewish people did not have a church from the time of Moses, who established the Priesthood and the offices of High Priest and other lower ecclesiastical (church) orders, to the time that their lands were overran by the Babylonians.  Historically, intellectually, and absolutely absurd!

Bennett has "blundered" greatly here.  His knowledge of ancient Jewish History is about as correct as his U.S. Senator's knowledge of Iraq having weapons of mass destruction.  He hasn't a clue what he is talking about.

Not only did the Jewish people have a church, priesthood, and prominent church leaders who administrated ordinances to the Jews, but they also had temples, church buildings (synagogues), and were established in every way very much like the modern LDS Church.

Furthermore, the Book of Mormon speaks of a wicked king named Noah.  Noah had a church and a group of High Priests who had the priesthood and the record of their people.  How did Noah know how to establish and run his "church," if he did not have the example of  his ancestors who lived in Jerusalem and the instructions given in the Law of Moses which were contained in the plates of Brass kept by Laban?

 Here again, Bennett "blunders."  The fact is, the Nephites were INDEED IN THE "PROMISED LAND."

Here is part of the words of Nephi in the beginning summary of 1 Nephi:

"...They come to the large waters. Nephi's brethren rebel against him. He confoundeth them, and buildeth a ship. They call the name of the place Bountiful. They cross the large waters into the promised land, and so forth. This is according to the account of Nephi; or in other words, I, Nephi, wrote this record." 
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There is no scriptural record of such a pattem of contribution among Biblical peoples; this is a
clear description of today's system of tithing and fast oftering in the Latter-day Chwch. Yes,
tithing is spoken of anciently, but the only place it is described as being on one's increase is in
our dispensation, in the Doctrine and Covenants. This is a modern term, unknown anywhere
else in scripture. In the Old Testament, they "gave tithes of all," and Abraham paid his
directly to Melchizedek. There is no suggestion that Melchizedek used the money - or, more
likely, the goods, since money was used far less than barter in those days - for the "purposes"
of a nonexistent church.

Finally, Christopher stumbles the most, as he pretends to be Mormon, in his narrative point of
view, Ths is a critical test, because the Bock of Monnon is very-.infbrgiving wiih regard to
Mormon's point of view - he is writing long after the fact, always as a compiler and an
abridger only, never as a story teller. He can comment on what he finds on the plates that
others have written, as he summarizes it, but he cannot insert any information that does not
come from his underlying sources, because he is writing centuries after the fact.

Christopher crashes blindly through this barrier, repeatedly inserting illogical new information
that Mormon could not have known. As the most blatant example, I tum to his version of the
exchange between Nephi and Zorarn after Nephi has obtained the brass plates, starting in his
Chapter 4,verse24:

. . the servant of Laban began to call out loud for help that others inside the city walls
might hear his cries.

25 And Nephi drew the sword of Laban and told the servant of Laban that he would slay
him if he did not give unto them the plates and retum with them to the tent of their
father in the wildemess.

26 And Nephi pleaded with the servant of Laban that they would not harm him, and that
he would no longer be a servant to any man as long as he abided with them in the
wildemess.

27 And the Spirit of the Lord came over the servant of Laban. And his narne was Zoranr.
And Zoram fell at the feet of Nephi and covenanted with him that he would be his
servant from that time forth, if he would spare his life.

28 And Nephi lifted Zoram up and embraced him and said unto him: My brother,
knowest thou not that thou art my brother and that we are all children of the same
God? Knowest thou not that the same creator who gave me power to slay your master
and obtain these plates hath spared thy life and hath from this day forth set thee free?
Thou shalt be my brother and my friend.

29 And Zoram believed Nephi and was wrought upon by the Spirit of God so
exceedingly that he wept on the shoulder of Nephi and promised to obey all the
commandments of God from that time forth.

30 And it was in this way that the lord prepared a means whereby the sons of Lehi would
not be blamed for the murder of Laban, or for stealing the plates of brass, as the people
of Jerusalem would believe.

31 For behold, the next moming the Jews did find the body of Laban; and they did also
discover that the plates of brass were missing and had been taken from his house.

According to another of Bennett's "blunders." the prophet Malachi, an ancient Jewish prophet, didn't know what he was saying when he said:

Mal 3:8  Will a man rob God? Yet ye have robbed me. But ye say, Wherein have we robbed thee? In tithes and offerings.
Mal 3:9  Ye are cursed with a curse: for ye have robbed me, even this whole nation.

Perhaps Bennett can tell everyone who looks to the Old Testament as a verifiable, true history of the Jews that the "tithes" and "offerings" mentioned countless times therein were not really real  because these things were given by nonexistent leaders to nonexistent members of a nonexistent church.   :-) 
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Nevertheless, they knew also thatZoranwas missing from among them. And it came
to pass that the Jews believed that Zorurn had stolen the plates of brass from Laban
after he had killed his master. And the Jews athibuted no blame to Lehi or to his sons.

There were only two eyewitnesses to this experience, Nephi and Zoram, and Zorurt left no
record of his memory of what happened. But Nephi did. We have, in his own, first person
record, a detailed description of the exchange and it contains none of the histrionics of his
waving the sword of Laban while Zorarnkneels at his feet and swears to be his servant if he
will just spare his life. Nibley's explanation of both Nephi's artd Zoran's actions as being
fully consistent with ancient desert customs exposes Christopher's version as a modem,
Westem, invention.

Further, look closely at Christopher's description of the reaction of the Jews the next morning,
when they find Laban dead. Speaking as Mormon, Christopher says they decided that Zorant
did it and "attributed no blame to Lehi or to his sons." This is a fatal misstep because it
changes Mormon's point of view. Christopher inadvertently makes Mormon an original
source for an event that happened a thousand years before he was bom.

His own narrative confirms the blunder. Christopher says that all of Lehi's sons moved safely
away from the city during the night. That means that there was no wihress left behind who
could have known, and then written down in any document to which Mormon had access,
what happened after they had gone, yet Christopher has Mormon tell us anyway. This is
forgery at its clumsiest.

A few final observations, comparing Christopher's overall story with Joseph Smith's:

First - The Book of Mormon stresses the importance of witnesses, and Joseph Smith had
multiple witnesses who conoborated his story, several of which went public with their own
written descriptions of what and how he did it. He did not ask the world to believe just him.

Christopher, on the other hand, insists that there have been no witresses to his actions. None
have come forward on their own, either, unless you credit the story of the woman who says
she was his girl friend and watched Christopher write the whole ttring. She says he told her he
could sell it to the Church, on the grounds that they would buy it to suppress it. I have no way
of checking lier story so must I put her supposed testimony aside as hearsay, but she is the
only claimed witness to Christopher's story that I can find.

Next - la my book, I point out that Joseph Smith never produced anything else remotely like
the Book of Mormon. I quote a sample of Joseph's writing at the time the Book was
published to make that point clear. Even as he matured, his writings did not resemble the style
of the book. This is a sfrong argument for his claim that it was the work of someone else and
all he did was translate it.

Christopher's version of Mormon's writings, on the other hand, sounds very much like his
version of the Father's purported instructions to Joseph in the First Vision and, more

Here the esteemed U.S. Senator gives another "Nonexistent Weapons of Mass Destruction" blunder:

He has forgotten all about Ishmael, another High Priest, and who was well aware of what happened the day after the Jews woke up and found their High Priest, Laban, dead.  Ishmael explained it all in detail to Lehi, who subsequently wrote down what he heard, and which Mormon abridged in his own way.

If the Jews had blamed Nephi and his brothers, there is no way they could have returned to Jerusalem to ask Ishamael and his family to join them in the wilderness. 

(Bennett should have really read the Book of Lehi with sincerity.) 

Furthermore, there is no way Mormon should have to apologize to Bennett for not including what Bennett thinks should be included in Mormon's abridgement.



Sorry again, dear Senator, but there are no WMD here.  :-)

I have explained very eloquently and completely why there are no public witnesses and why those who actually did see the plates in my possession (and there are a few) are counseled not to tell others.

Good research, leads to good intelligence, something the Senator knows very little about.  It adds to the oxymoron of all oxymorons:  Military and Government Intelligence.  :-)

However, the Senator does believe in the Book of Mormon, so he alleges; therefore, what part of the following scripture does he not understand?:

2 Nephi 27

[12] Wherefore, at that day when the book shall be delivered unto the man of whom I have spoken, the book shall be hid from the eyes of the world, that the eyes of none shall behold it save it be that three witnesses shall behold it, by the power of God, besides him to whom the book shall be delivered; and they shall testify to the truth of the book and the things therein. 

The witnesses of the plates were given in Joseph Smith's time.  There will be no more given until the time the plates are laid before the world during the Millennium.  At which time, the esteemed member of the United States Senate will see me and Joseph standing there to witness of out involvement in it's translation.  :-)
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significantlY,verY much like his own description of his ordeal and calling as the new seer and
revelator. This is a strong argument that he and not Mormon wrote the 116 pages.

Finally, on the dochinal side, he departs completely from the main message of the underlying
book. Moroni, in the Title page, makes it very clear that the central putporr of the book is to
tell the descendants of the survivors of the Lamanite wars that they are members of the House
of Israel and to wihress to everyone, Jew and Gentile alike, that Jesus is the Christ.
christopher's cenhal message is that a christian church is unnecessary.

In the Book of Mormon that Joseph Smith gave us, there is not the slightest hint that this is
true. On the conhary, every time the prophets call on the people to repent, they are sent to the
leaders of the Ch';rch to be baptized, x a fonnal stat-rnent of thek allegiance tc Chdst.
Without such an ordinance, Mormon teaches, over and over again, their commitment is not
complete. When Jesus changed the structure of the Church, by calling the Twelve and putting
them at its head to carry on his work after he has gone, he never, ever suggested that it is not
necessary.

ln shofi, Christopher's I 16 pages are doctrinally at war with Joseph Smith's 534. They cannot
possibly have come from the same underlying source.

Ida, I'm honored by your confidence in me as a truth-seeker, which I truly try to be. I hope
that my observations will be useful to you as you continue your own efforts to find the truth. I
have one last comment to make with respect to your desire to have the Sealed portion
available, the desire that led you to investigate Christopher's claims in the frst place.

Many Latter-day Saints, very much including me, longed for the time when the I.ord would
change the Church's position with respect to the ordination of worthy black members of the
Church' There were mimy prayers offered asking for that to happen, but they seemed to go
unanswered. My mother-in-law spoke directly to President Mckay about it, saying that she
lhgugtt the Church policy on the matter was wrong. He said, as she reported it to me, ..So do
I, but it will take a revelation to change it, and I haven't had one.',

I attended a solemn Assembly in the los Angeles Temple in the mid Seventies, where
President Kimball instructed us in a number of maffers of doctine. He brought up this one,
and made it very clear that he was aware of the concerns that members had with regard to it.
He then stressed that it was a matter to be decided by the Lord - period, end of discussion. He
gave no hint of his hours ofprayer and contemplation in the Temple, pleading with the t ord to
know His will.

When the revelation finally carne, it was dramatic - so dramatic that, for years afterwards,
members of the Twelve that were present on that occasion could not speak of it without
becoming emotional. When some Chwch members tried to figure out wiy it had taken so
long, there was no answer, but there was some speculation tttut tft delay may have been
caused by the fact that, overall, the members of the church were not ready foi ttre 

-hange.

By all means, Senator, do your own computer analyzation of what has been written.  Again, I did NOT write the Book of Lehi, which research will prove is very much like the writing style of the Book of Mormon, both of which Mormon wrote.



Mr. Bennett has obviously not read The Sealed Portion--The Final Testament of Jesus Christ or the Book of Lehi.

The Sealed Portion testifies more about Jesus, the Christ, and the covenants of the Lord than any other book ever written.

Furthermore, Mr. Bennett should review everything that is written about the sealed portion of the plates throughout the Book of Mormon, paying particular attention to Moroni's words in Ether.

In every way, this Marvelous Work and a Wonder establishes the veracity of it's source.  But one will never know, unless one reads it.  :-)

The Sealed Portion, which Mr. Bennett has obviously not read, explains in detail everything mentioned and confused by Bennett.

Ida Smith, a very well-read and educated person, who also happens to be a Book of Mormon student of many, many years, has read The Sealed Portion and has given her own solemn testimony of it's veracity.

Her ostensible friend, Senator Bennett, is mocking her intelligence.

All one has to do is read the book for him or her self.

This is absolutely ridiculous!  

There is not ONE, no not ONE, true prophet of God that has ever done this.

Did Abraham do this?  Did Moses?  Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and Daniel certainly did not!

Using the Book of Mormon as an example:

Did Lehi do this when he heard the "prophets, prophesying unto the people that they must repent, or the great city Jerusalem must be destroyed" (see 1 Nephi 1:4)?

There are countless more examples in the book, but the most profound comes from Mormon's account of two of the greatest Book of Mormon prophets, Abinadi and Samuel the Lamanite.

These men, not only were not leaders of any church, but they were called and sent to preach TO the leaders of the Church of Jesus Christ of Ancient Day Saints and told them they had corrupted everything and that they and the members of their church lived in sin. 

The LORD has NEVER CALLED ONE OF HIS TRUE PROPHETS FROM WITHIN ANY ESTABLISHED CHURCH.  NEVER HAS AND HE NEVER WILL!  Unlike most churches errantly proclaiming his name, he is an unchangeable God, who teaches the same thing in the same way forever--worlds without end.  :-)

In each and every case, the chosen true prophets of God were sent TO the Church of God because it had become corrupted.
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There may be a parallel here. As I understand what is in the Sealed Portion, it contains
prophecies for which the world was not ready at the time the Book of Mormon was translated
by Joseph Smith. I cannot find the source for the quote, but I believe Joseph said that the
sealed Portion would not be revealed to the world until the open portion - the book we have -
had been accepted by the world.

What I am saying is that you may be ready for it, and longing for it, but too much of the rest of
the world is not. Like the question of the timing of the revelation on Priesthood ordinations
for the blacks, the timing of its arrival is in the hands of the Lord.

With sreat affection
q----  - - - - - - - -^^,

Indeed it "is in the hands of the Lord," and he has done it according to his own due time.

Unfortunately for Senator Bennett, he failed to convince anyone of anything (except himself) with his empty diatribe of this work.  In showing forth his true colors, he has given witness of what has been said (and which all people with common sense have already figured out) of politicians and religious leaders throughout the history of the earth: They always corrupt the truth according to their vain and foolish imaginations and their own personal agendas.




