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EL SAKHRA.

tly Major-General the Hon. Sir Edward Cast, D.C.L., dc., Praulmt.

6iH MAT, 1858.)

Modern travellers relate a discovery which appears to be but little known, 
of the Sakhra, or locked-up stone in the Mosque of Omar, on the site of 
the ancient Temple of Jerusalem.

Mr. A. P. Stanley, in his most interesting tour to the Holy Land, alludes 
to the stone El Sakhra and to the fountains, which will also be seen to 
have some reference to the subject of our enquiry. He mentions, moreover, 
that Burckhardt, the celebrated Sheik Ibrahim, had entered the grotto below 
the stone. But Ali Bey was the first person, (in his Travels to the Holy 
Land,) to describe the Mosque of Omar, and to give sections and drawings 
of it, which had up to that time been refused to the whole Christian world 
during the long period of its appropriation to the religion of Mahomet.

The authorities on which we are to rely for all that is known of this stone 
are first, Ali Bey's Travels, published in 1807, and secondly, Ferguson's 
Essay, founded on the report and measurements of Mr. Catherwood, in 
troduced into Bartlett's " Walks about Jerusalem," 184-1. These two 
writers were enabled to visit both the rock and the chamber under it, 
with every detail. The first begins his relation thus: " As no detailed de- 
" scription has been hitherto given of the Mussulman Temple at Jerusalem, 
" because the Moslems are not prepared for such a task, and the Christiana 
" are not permitted to enter it, I shall now endeavour to give some idea of 
" this magnificent monument of architecture, which ought to interest the 
" learned, whether followers of Moses, or Jesus Christ, or Mohammed." He 
seems to have been a man patronised by Sir Joseph Banks in his enquiries 
at the two Kaabas of Mecca and Jerusalem ; and what he has stated is fully 
corroborated, in respect to the stone and dome of the rock, by Mr. Cather 
wood, an artist sent out by Burwood to make drawings for a panorama of 
the Mosque of Omar; and the plans and sections of both agree together.

Thirdly, Curzon, in his " Visit to the Levant," relates of the Mosque  
" In the centre of the garden, which stands on the site of the ancient 
" Temple, is a platform of stone about 600 feet square, on which
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" stands the octagonal building of the Mosque itself, the upper part 
" covered with green porcelain tiles, &c. The building is called the Achsa 
" el Sakhra, Irom its containing a piece of rock called the Kadjr el Sakhra, 
" or the locked-up stone, which is the principal object of veneration in the 
" place. It occupies the centre of the Mosque, and on it are shewn the 
" prints of the augel Gabriel's fingers, who brought it from heaven ; and 
" the mark of the Prophet's foot, and that of his camel, when he went up 
" to heaven, <tc. * * * We are told that the stone el Sakhra fell 
" from heaven at the time when prophecy commenced at Jerusalem that 
" it was employed as a seat by the venerable men to whom that gift was 
" communicated ; and that as long as the spirit of vaticination continued 
" to enlighten their minds, the slab remained steady for their accommoda- 
" tion, but that no sooner was the power of prophecy withdrawn, and the 
" persecuted seers compelled to rlee for safety to other lands, than the stone 
" manifested the profoundest sympathy in their fate, and evinced a deter- 
" initiation to accompany them in their flight; on which Gabriel the arch- 
" angel interposed his authority, and prevented the departure of the 
" prophetical chair. He grasped it with his mighty hand, and nailed it to 
" its rocky bed by seven brass or golden nails. When nny event of great 
" importance to the world takes place, one of these nails disappears ; and 
" when they are all gone, the day of judgment will come. As there are 
" only three left, the Mahomedans believe that the end of all things is not 
" far distant."

Fourthly, Richardson thus describes the same stone : " But that to which 
" the Temple owes both its name and existence is a large irregular oblong 
" mass of stone, that occupies the centre of the Mosque. It is a mass of 
" compact limestone, the same as that of the rock on which the city stands, 
" and of the other mountains about Jerusalem, and if it had not been 
" called a separate stone, I should have imagined it a part of the native 
" rock that had been left unremoved, when the other parts were worked 
" down, or built up, for the foundation of the building. It rises highest 
" towards the south-west corner, and falls abruptly at the end where are the 
" prints of the prophet's foot. It is irregular on the upper surface  
" under it there is an apartment dug in the solid rock, which is entered by a 
" stair that opens to the south-east. Into this excavation, however, I could 
" never gain admittance, though I was four times in the Mosque : the key 
" was always wanting. I was assured by Ali Bey, who as a Mussulman 
" had visited this excavation, (and who is the first person that has brought 
" it into Christian notice,) that it is an irregular square of about 18 feet 
" in circuit and 8 feet high in the middle. The entire Mosque stands on 
" a platform elevated 12 or 14 feet above the level of the grassy court  
" the central compartment that contains the stone is elevated about 3 feet
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" above this outer floor. There are four large square columns, and three 
" small round columns between each of them, which support the dome. 
" Between these there is in one place a high square wooden box, with an 
" opening on one side of it large enough to admit the hand to feel the 
" print of Mahomet's foot which he left there. I put in my hand and 
" touched it, and stroked my face and beard as I saw the Mussulmans do ; 
" but it is so completely covered that it cannot be seen. I also introduced 
" my hand through the posts of the wooden rail to feel as well as to see 
" the marks of the angel Gabriel's fingers, into which I carefully put my 
" own." The story is then related in the same words as are used by 
Curzon in the extract given already.

Both the Bible history and Jusephus are silent as to the existence of 
any such stone.

Josephus records that before the holy place " stood the altar, 15 cubits 
" high, and equal both in length and breadth, 40 cubits. The figure it was 
" built in was a square, and it had corners like horns and the passage up 
" to it was by an insensible acclivity. It was formed without any iron tool, 
" nor did any such iron tool so much as touch it at any time ;" and again 
he mentions, about the middle of the temple, " a square altar not made of 
" hewn stone."

The cubit has been taken at " three hand-breadths of six inches," or 
18 iuches. Consequently, the altar was 60 feet square, and stood 22 J feet 
high! but what did the height measure from ? The top of the Sakhra 
would appear to be about 17 feet above the grassy court of the enclosure.

The compass of the floor of Moriah was increased by the industry 
of Solomon far beyond what it was when that great King first begun 
the building there. The spot where David, by divine direction, built an 
altar, and God, by divine fire upon it, fixed the place for the altar of 
the Temple (1 Chron. xxi. 18, xxii. 1,) became the standing mark 
from whence the rest of the Temple was builded. This stood upon 
an immense substructure from the valleyside north, south and west, 
carried all round to the extent of one furlong square. In 2 Chron. iv. it is 
stated that Solomon made an altar 20 cubits square and 10 cubits high, 
or 30 feet square by 15 feet high; but whether it was of the fashion of 
'.hat of Moses, than which it was four times as large; whether the middle 
.ipace was hollow, or it had a grated hearth, like his; or what was the 
manner of ascending to it, is not certainly known.

The sacrifice* of Solomon are exceeding wonderful -. TOO oxen and 7000
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sheep, (2 Chron. xv. 8,) and in 1 Kings viii. 63, " Solomon offered a 
sacrifice of peace offerings which he offered to the Lord, 22,000 oxen and 
120,000 sheep." It may bo respectfully enquired, how could this have 
been done on an altar of any size, even though the sacrifice itself may 
have continued for the longest period of such solemnities, or fourteen days ?

But it is said that Solomon hallowed the middle of the court, " because 
the brazen altar that was before the Lord was too little to receive them ;" 
and although some doubts exist as to the meaning of this phrase, " the middle 
of the court," it is understood that in consideration of the vast and infinite 
number of sacrifices to bo slain and offered, he hallowed the court all about 
the altar for the purpose. Now, the height of the altar is given as ten 
cubits, or fifteen feet. Obviously, it was impossible for the priests, when 
ths altar was so high, to stand on the ground and serve upon it; and they 
were expressly prohibited (Exod. xt. 26,) from going up to the altar by 
steps; therefore there was a gentle rising called Kebeth, which may ba 
Englished, " the rise of the altar."

A right understanding of the form of the altar, and of this rising up to 
it, is not very easy to arrive at. Ezekicl the prophet records respecting 
its place, " upon the top of the mountain the whole limit thereof round 
about sliall be most holy." On this rocky top we may then suppose that 
there was placed, on a low brass settle forty-seven feet square, and not aboye 
a cubit in height, an altar about eighteen feet square, and a few feet high, 
having a horn at each of the four corners. Between the settle and the 
altar the priests would have been able to move to sprinkle the blood 
of the sacrifices; at the south-west point of the stone were two holes 
near to the angle's point, one upon the west side and one upon the south, 
into which the blood that was poured upon the foundation did run, and so 
into a sink or common sewer under ground, which emptied itself into the 
valley of Kedron; and wo shall find that one of the accounts of the 
Sakhra states that it is pierced by a considerable perforation at the 
south-east angle, communicating quite through to the cavern beneath, 
which might have been a natural conduit to carry off the blood and offal, 
which from thence was brought down through a vertical channel now 
covered with a marble slab and the golden nails mentioned by Curzon.

It may be also mentioned that the mouth of the ancient sewer has been 
found recently on the hill-side above the fountain of the Virgin; and 
this subterranean passage has been identified as the canal mentioned by

T
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Benjamin of Tudela as the termination of the drain of the great altar 
where the sacrifices were slaughtered in ancient times. It was through 
this passage that the Fellardin are said to have effected their entrance into 
the city under Ibrahim Pacha, emerging near the west wall of El Ilaraui.

Thus, having stated all that seems to be attainable on the subject of the 
stone Sakhra and the altar of the Temple, we may perhaps arrive at these 
conclusions: 

1. A block of calcareous stoue, sixty feet square, and several feet in 
thickness, cannot have been conveyed thither in oue rough, 
unhewn mass by any uiectftnical contrivance known to the Jews, 
or any other people.

2. The Sakhra must therefore have always been on the spot where it is 
now to be seen.

3. The mountain Moriah was certainly the same whereon Abraham offered 
his son Isaac, and where the temple was afterwards built by 
Solomon.

4. The stone Sakhra must therefore have formed part of Moriah, and 
must have been in the precincts of the Temple.

5. The place of the threshing floor of Arauuah, the Jebusite, was 
a property purchased by David on some part of Moriah; and 
" David built there an altar unto the Lord, and offered burnt 
offerings and peace-offerings, and called upon the Lord ; and He 
answered him from heaven by fire upon the altar of burnt offer 
ing." (1 Chron. xxi., 20.) " Then David said, this is the house 
of the Lord God, and thit it the fdtar of thg burnt offtring for 
Isratl."

6. The brazen altar made by Solomon " was not able to receive the burnt 
offerings, &c." " And he hallowed the middle of the Court, and 
there he offered burnt offerings." The space here indicated 
may have comprised the " insensible acclivity " mentioned by 
Josephus.

7. Solomon's altar was certainly removed from its place by King Ahaz, 
and is never mentioned in the history of the Second Temple.

8. The stone Sakhra may therefore be deemed the natural summit of one 
of the heights of Moriah, and to have been of itself an altar on
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which the offeriugs were laid and offered up by the priests (an 
altar " formed without any iron tool" " a square altar not made 
of hewn stone,") sometimes, however, with the addition of a 
brazen altar or brazier placed upon it.

8. That the cave below was the receptacle into which all the blood and 
offal and washings and cleansings and rakings and ashes were 
conveyed by means of the natural holes now existing, which 
have been objects of superstitious veneration to the infidels; 
and, the surface of the rock being uneven, there would have 
been a natural and constant drain into this receptacle, which 
had a connection of some kind, still existing, with the valley of 
Jehosaphat.

10. The rock Sakhra may be therefore regarded as God's own altar, on 
which the sacrifices of the chosen people were offered, from the 
first existence of the Temple, and where, in all probability, they 
continued to be offered till the end.

11. All the types of the great sacrifice were therefore offered continually 
on the stone Sakhra.

12. I find in " Williams's Holy City," that Professor Willis had arrived 
at the same conclusion; and had concluded also that the exca 
vated chamber below it was the cesspool of the great altar, and 
the entrance to the canal through which the blood of the victims 
was carried off to the brook; he mentions, moreover, as a carious 
coincidence, that the Middoth places the entrance to this canal 
at the south-east horn of the altar, which is identically the same, 
according to the authority of all who have seen the spot, in 
which the entrance to the cave is found. He adds, " I cannot 
" doubt but that the pierced rock, venerated by the Jews and 
" mentioned by the Bordeaux Pilgrim, is the same with the 
" Sakhra of the Moslems, and that it marks the position, not of 
" the Holy of Holies, as the later Christian, Jewish, and Moslem 
" authors profess; but, as an earlier Christian tradition con- 
 ' sistently maintains, of the brazen altar before the porch." The 
Bordeaux Pilgrim, writing A.D. 333, saw two equestrian statues 
of Hadrian on the site of the Temple, and " non longe de statuit, 
" lapis ptrtusus, ad quern veniunt Judai singulis annit, et unguent 
"gum." St. Jerome, writing circa, A.D. 400, states that the 
statue stood " in ipso sancto sanctorum loco."
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But, quitting this part of the subject as pretty conclusive on the identity 
of the altar of sacrifice and the Sakhra, we must refer to what is known of 
the fountains.

On this hill two natural objects still remain, each of the greatest 
interest. High in the centre of the platform rises the same sacred rock, 
and a living spring of water proceeds from beneath the mighty vaults 
on which the platform rests.

Richardson mentions two fountains where " they washed their heads and 
tasted of the water," of one of which he says, " there is a beautiful foun 
tain called the Orange fountain, from a clump of orange trees which grow 
near it." Both have some connection with the pool of Siloam, which lies 
south of the city outside the Watergate.

It was not a little water that was used and spent at the Temple 
for filling the lavers, boiling the offerings, washing the sacrifices and 
the court itself, filling the baths of the priests, &c. It was not a small 
supply that was sufficient for all these purposes, and yet the Temple 
never wanted, but always had water in great abundance. " There 
" was a constant supply," relates an eye-witness, " as if there had sprung 
" up an abundant fountain underneath. There were wonderful and in- 
" expressible receptacles underground, as appeared five furlongs' space 
" about the Temple, each one of which had divers pipes by which waters 
" came in on every side all these were of lead underground and much 
" earth laid upon them. And there were many vents on the pavement, not 
" to be seen at all but by those that served, so that in a trice, and easily, all 
" the blood of the sacrifices could be washed away though it were ever so 
" much. And I will tell you how I came to know of these underground 
" receptacles : they brought me out more than four furlongs' space out of 
" the city, and one of them bade me stoop down at a certain place and 
" listen what a noise the meeting of the waters made." This water is 
supposed to have l>een drawn from a spring-head which was called the 
fountain Elam, or from the great pools of Solomon, a short distance from 
Jerusalem.

Whatever difficulties have arisen about other matters, there can be no 
question that the mount on \\hich the Mosque of Oruar stands, has, from 
the time of David and Solomon, been regarded as the most sacred ground of 
Jerusalem.

The rock is one of the most venerated spots of Mussulman devotion 

L
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the platform is called £1 Haram, which signifies a Temple or place 
consecrated to the peculiar presence of the Divinity: the profane and 
the infidel are alike forbidden to enter it. The Moslem acknowledges 
but one other spot of equal sanctity : both are called £1 Haram; 
the one is at Jerusalem, the other at Mecca. No Mussulman Governor, 
though he may give permission to enter a mosque, would dare allow an 
infidel to pass into the Kaabas at Mecca and Jerusalem such a per 
mission would he looked upon as a horrid sacrilege; it would not be 
respected by the people, and the intruder would become the victim of his 
imprudent boldness.

What can be the reason of all this sanctity in the eyes of the Mussulman ? 
The early Christians regarded the Temple at Jerusalem with very different 
feelings, and used every effort to defile it. The Romans polluted it with a 
Temple dedicated to Venus; and it was not till A.D. 848-368, that 
any one gave it veneration. Then Constantine is said to have erected 
the Church over The Holy Sepulchre. For centuries it has been sup 
posed that this is the church now called by the name of Calvary; but 
Dr. Clarke first, and Prof. Robinson since, have denounced the situation 
of the present " Church of the Holy Sepulchre " as certainly not upon 
the site " without the walls," which is a necessary condition to its being 
the Calvary of Scripture. Mr. James Ferguson, an ^architect, induced 
to enter into the discussion by the statement and the plans and sections of 
Mr. Cathenvood, who, by a curious accident, was enabled to make them by 
scale on the spot, published his Essay in 18-17, to shew two distinct 
things:

First, That by the measurements and details given of the second Temple 
by Josephus, it only stood on a small portion of the site of the (ireat 
Temple of Solomon, and that accordingly the stone Sakhra was wholly left 
out of the enclosure.

Secondly, That the Sakhra, thus " without the gate," waa the true 
Sepulchre of Christ; and that, taking an architectural view of the Mosque 
which covers it, it is clearly no oriental building at all, but a temple or 
tomb of the date of the Roman Empire; and it is, in his belief, the actual 
building of Constantine, over what he also considered to bo " tho Holy 
Sepulchre."

In entering into the controversy, I must at once repudiate the idea, that
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the vaulted cave under the Sakhra, which I believe to be the Ctoacwn 
Maximum of Solomon's altar, is " the new sepulchre in the garden, near 
" which Jesus was crucified, wherein waa never man laid," (St. John xix, 41), 
but I am induced to avail myself of Mr. Ferguson's researches and con 
clusion to prove that the Sakhra is the spot on which the cross of Jesus 
Christ was raised, and on which expiation was made by his blood for the 
sins of the whole world the self-same spot on which all former types of 
the atonement had been offered up.

There has never been any doubt raised that our blessed Lord, the 
great Antitype of all these sacrifices, " suffered without the gate," upon 
Mount Calvary, the site of which must still be considered uncertain. 
Under any circumstances, it was not more. than a stone's throw to the 
westward of the Sakhra, but the proofs that type and antitype were sacri 
ficed on the self same spot on which Isaac was offered, and on which the 
altar was hallowed by fire from heaven, remain to be established. When 
the Caliph Omar took Jerusalem, the spot had been abandoned by the 
Christians; but an Arabian historian relates that the Caliph applied to the 
Patriarch to learn what would be the most proper place on which to 
build a mosque, and he was conducted to what the Patriarch considered 
the ruins of Solomon's Temple. This as well as the other supposed sites 
of the events that had happened at Jerusalem, has been fixed by the 
Empress Helena on very insufficient evidence. Dr. Clarke supposes that 
an accidental fissure in the rock led the Empress to fix on the spot, now 
called Calvary, as the site of the crucifixion. The other selections were 
quite as vague; and there is nothing to determine even that of the Temple 
but the vast substructures and the remains of the wall upon the valley 
of the Kedron, which appear to indicate the general locality with some 
precision. Josephus, however, states the circumference of the city to liave 
been thirty-three furlongs, or little more than four miles, which is nearly 
twice that of the modern town, so that wliat precise portion was the 
Temple or what the city cannot be positively ascertained. Certainly the 
silence of Hebrew history as to the existence of the stone Sakhra, if it 
really is the summit of the original Mount Moriah, and " the place of the 
threshing floor on which the fire of heaven fell," is very remarkable; 
while its recent discovery upon the site of the Temple, and its sanctity 
in the estimation of the Mahomedans, awaken in the Christian mind a 
desire to learn its true history. Whatever may be the papal fables as to
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the Holy places, here is one unchanged natural feature of Jerusalem 
as yet unaccounted for.

According to some persons, there had been three Temples built in suc 
cession at Jerusalem; the first by David and Solomon, the second by 
Zerubbabel, and the third by Herod : but the Jewish scriptures acknowledge 
only two; and it is generally admitted that Herod's Temple, which 
took forty-five years to carry out, was merely an extension or beautify 
ing of the then existing Temple. Now we know Cyrus sent away 
the children of the captivity with every material aid, to rebuild the 
city and Temple. But seventy years were gone since Nebuchad 
nezzar had swept his besom over the place; and, in addition to 
the ravages of the conqueror, " tempus edax rerun " must have made 
the task of a rebuilding no easy one. The work, though cheerfully 
begun, went on but slowly; so that it was twenty years before the new 
Temple was dedicated. Now whereas that of Solomon was 2500 feet 
square, the dimensions of the second Temple, as recorded by Josephus, 
did not exceed 600 feet. The present site of El Haram is an irregular 
square, 1520 by 027 feet. It is well known, however, that both 
structures had been rectangular, because all the ancient Temples are 
found to have been so. In the Haram the south-east angle alone is a 
rectangle. Mr. Ferguson believes that the one rectangular wall still 
existing was common to all the structures that have existed on Mount 
Moriah; we may not unreasonably conclude, therefore, that, when the 
children of the captivity returned and contemplated the vast ruin which 
had befallen the city and Temple, they would readily resolve to avail 
themselves of all the facilities that might be offered by existing remains to 
re-establish their worship, not more solicitous as to the precise localities of 
the former Temple than they shewed themselves to be regarding its extent. 
At the south-eastern angle they may have found reparable remains; and, 
within the dimensions to which they appear to have limited themselves, a 
living spring of water existed, an incident as essential for the sacrifice of 
their worship, as the fire, no longer celestial, that consumed the victims; 
this, therefore, may have induced them to place the sacrificial altar 
where they did, and not in the old locality.

The altar is but slightly mentioned after the dedication of the second 
Temple, and the sacrifices were probably never very large. It was plun 
dered aud wretchedly profaned by Antiochus Epiphaues, who caused

I
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the public worship iu it to cease, which it did until restored by Judas 
Maccabteus, when the altar was dedicated anew ; and I am not aware that 
in the New Testament it is ever recorded thnt our Lord, though he did 
attend the feast of this dedication and the stated festivals, ever attended 
the sacrifices of the altar, though it is of course very reasonable to suppose 
he did so. Josephus merely records of the altar of burnt offering, that at 
the destruction of the Temple by Titus, an immense number of dead were 
found round about it.

From Constautine's time to the period when the Caliph Omar took 
possession of Jerusalem, which was in A.D. 636, nothing is recorded of 
the topography of the Temple. The Moslems remained in possession 
of all the Holy Places until 1099, when the Crusaders took the place 
by storm, and held it for 88 years until A.D. 1187. The Egyptian 
Sultan then became master of Jerusalem, and from that period, nearly 
seveu centuries ago, the precincts of the Temple have been jealously 
guarded by the Mussulman power; thus the stone " Sakhra" remained con 
cealed from every Christian eye, and almost from Christian knowledge, till 
the plans and descriptions of Ali Bey and Mr. Catherwood were given 
to our literature.

The site of the Golgotha of scripture is of course material to the con 
clusion it is my object to establish. The inference deduced by Mr. Ferguson 
is that the portion of Solomon's Temple not occupied by the second Temple 
would not have been profaned by dwelling-houses; that consequently 
there was every probability that it would become a cemetery of the Jews, 
 "the place of a skull;" and, being a void and desecrated spot, might 
have been selected, with great propriety, as a place for the execution of 
malefactors.

It is stated that the roof of the cave under the stone Sakhra is a natural 
irregular vault; and that, exactly in the middle of the room, there is an 
aperture, almost cylindrical, through the whole thickness of the roof, about 
three feet in diameter. Now, if it be granted that El Sakhra is the " unhewn 
stone" that formed the sacrificial stone and altar of Solomon, there 
is reason to believe that the aperture always existed in it; for it has been 
shewn that the blood and offal of the sacrifices were thus drained into the 
pool, and therefore this remarkable " aperture " is as old as the first 
Temple.
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Thus, if my reasoning has been followed up, we shall fiud that the stone, 

rejected from the second Temple, was existing in the days of GUI' 
Saviour in the very " Golgotha " of the New Testament; and here accord' 
ingly we discover a spot on which the cross of Christ could have been fixed 
by means of wedges the " thieves on the right and left" being " on crosses 
away from the stone on either side," removed about fifteen foet apart. 
Accordingly, the position would be established :

That, by the forecast and guidance of the Almighty, the self-same silent 
witness the natural rock and summit of Moriah testifies to the offering 
up of Isaac to the place of the threshing floor of Araunah the Jebusite  
to the altar of sacrifice of David and Solomon and the precious expia 
tion of Christ upon the Cross.

If it be enquired, how should such a witness not he recognised by the Old 
Testament, or the New, or by Josephus? I can only reply that, "as no one 
knoweth of the grave of Moses to this day," so it may be concluded that 
the wisdom of God, who foresaw the puerilties, which are daily evidenced 
to our own eyes by the superstitions in an imaginary Calvary, mercifully 
hid the stone from the generations of both Jews and Christians till the 
fulness of time; but now wo know that it exists, and must of necessity 
have existed all the while. And, the fact of its existence being at length 
established, it is hoped that it may bo made a subject of enquiry, 
not to serve any religious or ecclesiastical purpose, but as we would 
investigate the uses of the Pyramids or Stouehenge. We may not ir 
reverently enquire what this rock can have been that rises in the midst of 
the courts of the Temple at Jerusalem a rough unseemly excrescence 
that successive ages of mighty sovereigns have spared, and which has been 
kept out of Christian sight so long by the superstitious agency of the 
Moslem. It must have to fulfil some mighty history in the very holy place 
where it is found.

I


