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e Bible-and Slavery.. -7, ..

# Doen the Biblé sanction - American siavery,” {s
the titlo of & volume lately | dbljshed by thé now,
somewhat notorions Frofessor, of - Oxford, . Mr,
Goldwin Smith; an v
«Charch and Biate Review? :The reviewer first
puls aside the quewtion of're ftion, whieh he
advocates on fls own meérite, uy a right of the Cons
federacy by thé law.of ‘nations; and then proceeds
to discuss the’ uestion-raised . in Mr. -Goldwin
Smith’s work: . Mr:'Smul unswors-1n- the, neges
tive the question upon’ his” title: page,.and-the re-:
viewer o:mpletely spproves of the views aat forth
by the author. The “Batarday Review’ has been
arguing 6a" the opposite- side, -and -demonstrating
bat American_sluvery ‘1 -fufly ‘sanotioned by the
Bible.. An extiact from the review intho “Church
and State,” will ahow the atate of the vontroversy,
and will show, st the ssme’time, & strangpe unee~
quafntance with the Scriptures in some ecclesime:
tical writers of England: - N }

Th~ identity of the oxisting system with: the
slavery of the Jews (s an Immedizts -qtestion of
fact. If it be admiited, then, with Mv. Smith, we
may say that “the character ol.1he Bible ia:threat-
ened. and 8o is that of the English-Jaw.and na-
yion.” That the pl-ais uttetly and - miserably uns
truo, every Englishman may with -sase. convince
bimselt by comparing-the acknawledged facts ot
American slavery with the'. legislation and. the,
known faots faets” fespocting -bondags amoig
th&Jews, They who wisk for-a complete com.
parison of the two will ~find-it drawn with re.
sanrkabls force and caimnoss in the pages of Mr.
Gotdwia Smith. Thay will. there lesrn, at the
least, some of the facts and principles’which will

..enable them to refute the sophisms of the “S8ular

;duy Review.” - S

7 Ths joarnal, whicl” somelimes s eaks & lan.

" guage sirangely like that of Mr. Goldwin Smith,
speaks more often in & fashion from which the
Prolesaor of Modern Histqry must turn with &
very profound aversion. 'In & recent, ecriticism of
Mrs. Kembis’s Journal in Georgix, it ‘favors us
with the novel-and instraotive dissovery that “ins
voluntary servitude for-life, as ‘it is oalled, is but
an extreme form of that subjestion of the individ-
ual 1o the dominnnt sovial powet which prevails
more or less in every pivion'  The. veviawer
canco! be unawars that difforences of degree pass
aftor osrtan limits into diffierences of kind; but'we
dony this fact. American slavery is in s0me most
ossential points utterly diffierent from slavery even
among Turks; to identify it with the bondage of
1he Jews is & monstrous insult to truth.

‘The Mosaio legisiation recognixed a common
bond of jnterest between master snd bosdman; it
threw over 'the latter the sxored protection of law;
it madawno distinoiion betweon his teatimony and
that of tlis freeman, it sanoctioned bis Murrisgo, it
recognined his fmmily; sbove all, it wnited the slave
with the master in every act of religious worship,
it uphefd the -honorable charscier of Jabor, and-
epjoined it alike on the master aod the slave. "And
acuordmg_ly the history of the Jews briogs before
us & condition of things: in which this legislation
was to a grent extant onffled’out. The pictureof
Boez smong his reapers iz in.no essential feaiure
unlike that of Abraham’s servant, when he stood
by the well-side with Rebekah. Tho American
slave syst-m caunot eXist without a fugitive slave.
Jaw; the Mosaic legisiation bida tho’ Jews run the
risk o¥rn of war rather than give up the runsway
alave. Ia short, as we have already said, there ir
not a single poiot of likeness between the alavery
of the Mossic code and the feariul eystem; &o.

In the whnle of this, Mr. Smith and the “Re.
viever jcither grously mistake or willfully confound
two diffsrent things. Ever¥ one of thoas provis
signs which thexe writors say wers mades by the
Monaic legialation, was in favop en/y of those few
tempnrary slnves, who wero Hebrows, and who
hed fel en into slavery thenneh voverty. For the
great mxss of the siaves of the Jaws &ho were
mrda captive in war, or purchased from ‘ithe
heathien round about,’ not a single ons of these
stipulations was sver made. Thare was less of the

and this-volume 18 reviewed :nt the:

savred protecyion of law thrown arcund those for
eign rlaves than there fa around our negroes. Thre
Mowaic law did not sancuon their marriage, nor
reoognixs their famlly, nor give the slave a right to
bear testimony, uOr ‘'upite-the 8lave with th mass
ter in every {nof -in any] acs uf religious worship,
Oa the contrary, il excinded them from the Jewiah
relizion, apd fram the benefit of the “Jubilee; but
we sdmil that the Jows .were commanded not to
work their &l aves, nor their horses, nor thelr nanes,
on tho Sabbath, The Mosaic law did not Uu_phold
1he honorable oharacter of labor’’ Labor'in the
eyes ol the Jews was not hoaorable at #il, but was
a consequence and pudlshment of sin. Further,
the command 10 the Jews not to restore % fugitive,
slave, means that 8 slave'who fled into the band of
the Hebrews from a-foresgn' cowniry was nol to.be
dslivered up., The writers must know this if they
‘read the Bible atallj and they mugt kno #-also that
a fagitive slave fiying from one tribe of- Jows into
e.other was 19 be -delivered up, ax much as an
escaped horss.  The attempt to'conirast the two
systems upon this ground 18 exceasively disin~
genuous. R N L

As to Doaz and hix- reapérs, we. can paroeive in
1hat sceno nothing one whit more patriarchal thaa
any planter and his. cotton. piokera. “The British
public haw got & great. deal 1o do yet before it
t:clenrs its mind of cant.”, . - S

THE MIBLE AND SLAVERY."

To the Edstor of ths Bechworid: WhAig': :

[ seo-by the newspdpers that Yankeedom aud
England are yat stumbliag over, slavery. 1 propose
10 et down some of -the plagesjn the Bibls where
slaveary ls spoken ofy and makisg rome romarks-on
the first and lamquotations. I presume évery man
has a Bible ang.can read for himself, and knows
what rire old Feders! Constitution Is on the sub-

ect. . o .
3 I ‘will hers say that the word “slave * occurs
onlf twice in the Faglish translation of the Bible,-
and there (s no word.1o the origalgcl to require it:

Genenis, 9:hchs ter, versen 25,28, 37 Tno-Wih
verte readsfhus: “Carsed do-Cagsan;'s servant of
servants shill heubs uatg hiv. brethren.”” In the
Arabic versionoflh(l)dra 8.is; ' Ham; the father
of 0. Ham, if-Bebrew scholars be right; means
Black, ‘and tho.word‘,b[oim ig jts  root ‘mosns
Binck, and the ' word s (underscered) shouldiot be
there, because thope is mothing fn . the otiginal-to
authorizs {1, and_it -weakens the scrvd,: oonsd-
queuily the verss mag.be norredily transistéd thus:
Curend lwgro the tather of Canasny x 'slave of
slaves shall ko beto biabrethrafi,” Thap I, vereen

14 15; chap. 16, vereos.1 (o J4;, chap, R0, veree 17;
Exodus, otap 80, verses 10, 17, (alave héte nisoj;
Exckicls csap. 93, voran % describes u negro's
Besh es ihat ~of ‘mme'v.. ﬂnthew, ‘chapier . 8,
versca 6,9, 10 ;{iour. Cenlurions ara spok .wof'ia:
tha New Testament with commendation).’ -Mark,
abap. 13, vorue M4; .Iall.e"‘éll'p[-7.”'0?“02.‘.3 %8,
8, 10; cnap. 13, yin‘ei‘.'h;‘\ 43,740, 46, 4'11"john;
ohapi4, varse $1; chap: '8, ‘verie 34 (siave gfsin),
88; Atis) chap.19; “verse "1 (nigey, bipck, ¥ee-Dry
Adam Olark on this woid}i-Bomans. chap. 4, veree
; chap’ 16, versd 14;:1st Corinbiidne, chap -7
wverses 21, 24, 29;-ebup. 9, vorse 19;9d Corintbians,
chap 4, verse 6; Ephosians, chap. 8 velzen 5 §;
Poflemon 16 (read tho whole); .I. Timothy, chup. 6,
wverses 1 100, .Harets hiequirement of the Apos.
tle to witsdraw frobn ail th‘o.o&’pua alavery.r - -

What is the: hitostioh of Gerthavy” und’ New
England 1 'Ard: {Vey. nol” two nationk of {nfidels ¢
Wili not Old Evgland fbotty be in the same caté
gory unleas 1hdy ohkdfeyis o0 - -1
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1 coujd: gay -mbok m: ve;but hers 1 choo;eto
0P, 1 ‘.__2““ " i,  ALBEMARLE.--
(W !u’n;l_gﬂ_,-ﬂw ﬂc’ag T . of lookitg- overa
very 'nbtemp’wsoa,(ﬁn,mb)e_;t of slavery, prepared,
by A. Jucewon Crane; Eeq:; of ihis ofiy; 5 1h6 ro-
queat'ol.uw Baglish gequeman” how-‘,iucﬁgﬁ%‘iiqt?;'-

35

"W e
2

for publicatiqn 'ia-"Evgland. " The: argtment

-drawy wainly from. natare, m&,ﬁ&ﬁiﬁhﬁ' 3’1%!1&' L3
ﬁﬁl ;g“ lo?:gp'?;ltneu,'yig‘oﬁ‘c?ﬁ’*néﬁéimlﬁ‘ Nl {y
: full 10" produce a'mrong icipresniop.even By
@..muanmhs-q;.ix.;ma.fmgnoisﬁ'éﬁe
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