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THE GOVERNING RACE.

FPART 1.

If SLAVERY SANCTIONEDR BY THE OLD TEFTAMENT [

The farions controv. concerning Negro Slavery, now ragi
throughout our lmd,ﬂi‘? no lcmgergn mere, pu}it?éal que:fgmmug,
Both parties have appealed to the Bipnm,

who sustain or vindicate the slavery of the negro race
in the United States justify themselves by anserting that ¢ this
institation is just, wise, snd beneficent ; that it is ordained by
Nature, and is a necessity of both races.” —Speech of Mr. O Connor,

They alzo declare t.{at % this social inatitution (slavery) is
founded entirely on the revealed laws of God; the Bible 18 the
source of all our laws as well social as civil, and hence reverence
snd worship of its Divine Author are more genersl Bmong
southern slaveholders than almost any other mpﬂ.“-—-ﬂe Bow's
Eeview, Fol. 8, No. 1, January, 18060, p. 1

Furthermore: ¢ That slavery is a great moral, social, and
politigal blessing—=a bleseing to the master, and & blessing to
the slave.”—Speceh of Senator Brown, of Missiseippi.

The abolitionists, on the other hand, assert (nmwry that
“God has forbidden it."—Dr. Cheever's Speech, at the Cooper
Inatitute,

* Blavery is founded on principles of injustice, extortion and
oppression, manslaughter and rubbarg;_:llwary is the foster-
parent of inhumanity snd murder.”— on by Rev. Dr. Mat-
tizom,

# American slavery is the sum of sll villanies, and a combina-
tion of all cruelties, crimes, and robberies, of murder, piracy,
and adultery, and whatover else is impure, unholy, and sceursed.”
EER;E%%“'M aof the Anti-Slavery Convention, .gufalu, January
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4 I8 ELAVERY BANCTIONED BY

From the above expressions of the anti-slavery party—and
volumes might be filled with the like bitter invectives agaimat
the eystem—it most be plain to every reflecting mind that this
fierce and sgitating controversy cannot be settled by compro-
mises. Itis ;mgnasﬁon between right snd wrong, morally, not
politically considered ; it is, therefore, taken out of the reach of

ﬂx]F:licn altogether.

ven the most upright and patriotic statesmen, were they
wize and self-sacrificmg as those who won our independence and
framed the Constitution, could not settle this now vexed queation.
Those who deny the right of man to hold another man in the

" bondage of slavery spurn the authority of the Constitution and
the laws of Con ; they appeal to a * higher law.”

.~ There must, then, be found somewhere moral power to compel

f ohedisnce to the Constitution of the United States, or the Umion
| will be dissolved, or resort had to physieal foreo.

N\ The law of God is the rule directing and compelling a rational

e

¥

"¢ cresture in mora] and religions actions. _There is no moral law-

 giver save the Lord God. There is no code of His divine law
1 Bgve that contained in the BirLE,
Let us, then, people of the United States, take up this momen-

| tous gquestion in the true spirit of Christian obedience to God's
i law; seeking, reverently, to understand what is set forth in the
\' 0ld and New Testamenis concerning slavery, and submitting

ourselves to the authority of the Dible sz the only nnerring

! gtandard of truth and righteonsness.
> The Bible gives us three notable instances of laws in which

our Creator imposed certain specified penaltiea forsin on certain
classes of the human race.

The first was God's sentence on Adam for eating the forhidden
froit. “ In the sweat of thy face shalt thoun eat bread.”” The
ground wus cursed for his sake, (or sin,) and all his sons, to the
end of time, were subjected to the same hard necessity of labor.

Will any Christian say that this sentence of God was unjust ?
Will any man of right reason ocontend that this judgment ever
kas been set sside without worse evils to the human race than
hard labor being the result ?

‘When the penalty for disobedience—decath—was for a time
remitted to fallen man, was not hard Iabor the best condition in
which Le eould be placed for his repentance and feformation !
If Adam and all his descendants had submitted to the punish-
ment, and bad * done well” their work, would they not hawve
‘been accepted of the Lord? Havye not the most dreadful erimes
against God and man resulted from the selfish sttempts made,
by individuals and classes of men, to escape this wniversal doom
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of labor, and to tmpose their own tasks on others, while those
selfish rulers of the people live on the bread earned by the sweat
and blood of the laboring classes !

Do we not feel that God's law, in this penalty of hard labor,
is founded in mercy as well as righteousness, and that its failure
to reclaim man arises from his own sins against this righteous
ordinance {

Ho, too, of the second penalty: God’s sentence on Eve. She
was subjected to increased sorrows in maternity, and to that
dependence on her hushand which placed her under his personal
control ; and this doom for her transgression was to be and is
imposed on all her daughters, and will be on them to the end of
time. *

Will any Christian say that the sentence was unjust? Will
any man assert that this Iaw should be sbrogated, and the wife
ceasa to “ reverence her hushand" as * the saviour of the body 1
Would it be well for humanity to have this penalty set aside, and
the wife, spurning dependence mpon her hushand, and leavin
the duties of home and the care of their little children, pnsﬁ
forward in the copflicts of public life, and engage in the hard
labor that wins bread ?

The third mstance of these special judgments for particular
8ins was that given against the posterity of Ham. The earth
wae regovering from the curse of the flood, which the “ corruption
of all flesh” had rendered inevitable. Noah and his three sons,
and the children born to them after the flood, were beginning to
enjoy the froits of their labor when the awful scene oceurred.

A class of persoms, descendants of Cansan, the son of Ham,
was doomed to @ siate of servitude, of menial labor and depend-
ence for their improvement on their brethren, the descendants of
Shem and Japheth.

We will give the text, becgyse it is not always convenient for
the reader to seek out references, and this text is very import-
Jant

« And Noah began to be an husbandman, and he planted & vineyard.

¢ And he drank of the wine, snd waa dranken ; sud ba was uncoverad within
his tent.

« And Ham, the father of Cansan, saw the nakedness of his father, and told
his two brethren without.

4 And Bhem and Japheth took s garment, and Isid it upon both their shoulders,
and went backward, and covered the nakedness of their father: and their faces
were baockward, and they saw not their father’s nakedness.

“ And Noah awoke from his wine, and knew what his younger son had done
unto him

l'j.ndiuuld,ﬂnrnﬁh Cannan ; o pervant of servants shall he be unte
is brothren.
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# And he sald, Blessed ba the Loan Gon of Bhem ; and Cansan ahall be his
sarvant.
God ehall enlarge Japheth, snd he shall dwell In the tents of Bhem; and
Cansan shall ba his servant.
i e -———_..h___{&u Feneris, Bk chapter, verses 20 to 2B, inelnsdos,

'y A A
-~ Such iawrd of holy writ. . The import cannot be
. mistaken, nor the penalty of the transgressor misunderstood. A

class of persons, descendants of Canaan, the son of Ham, were
scatenced to perpetnal servitude or inferiority, and the descend-
ants of Shem and Japheth—the latter more especially designated

o superior—should be masters.

Let us paunse here and examine the nature of the sin which
could justify Noah in passing such a sentence of degradation on
his ¢ younger son.”

Obedience to the law of God is the first doty of man. This
divine law settles the destiny of the human race. _

It was this law which governed Adam in Eden, and * dische-
dience™ was the sin that * bronght death into the world, and all
our woe.” Next to obedience of man to God, our heavenly
Father, comes the duty of obedience of children to their human
parents.

This is proven, becanse such obedience is made the first som-
mandment of the second table, thus showingit to be the root and
foundation of morsl requirements in the laws that govern sooiety.
Obedience to parents establishes in their children the habit of
obedience to law, and also sanctifies the religious principle in
humasn nature, by giving honor to that condition of life which
represents the relation of man to his God.

8o important for human improvement iz thiz obedience of
children to their parents, that the merciful God, condescending
to the weakness of our fallen natore, offered & reward, the prom-
ise of long lfe, to those who honored their parents. No other
commandment in the decalogue ha® a promise annexed.

Bat were the laws of the decalogue in force when Ham sinned ¥

Assuredly ; because these mnr:f
eousness is eternal.

Discbedience to parents was not and is not sin becaunse forbid-
den in the fifth commandment, but because it was and iz a sin
of iteelf; therefore it waa and is forbidden.

Noah, the * the preacher of rightcousness,” understood the
requirements of 's moral law. He knew, as well as we do,
that murder wassin. Had not Cain been condemned by this law T

He knew that adultery was sin; and all the myriad corrup-
tions that flow from disobedience to the moral law. Had not
those sing been punished by the awful judgment of the FLoob ?

lawa are righteous, and right-
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Bin is, in its own nature, a disturber and disorganizer. It
debases before it destroys. It is disobedience to God, and ad-
herence to the devil:—=as manifested by our first parenta.

The sin of Ham, that of dishonoring his father, was aggra-
vated in the higheat degree by the relation which Noah held to
the futurs of oor fallen race. He was the head of humanity on
earth, He was het, priest, and king. He represented the
judgment sad mgﬁm; R God aid vk, Fia wikodied. i his
experience and wisdom, the laws, precepts, and knowledge which
were to guide his posterity in the better way.

It is mo exense for Ham tosay that his father had done wrong;
that he had debased himself by drunkenmness. j

We do not seek to pallinte the transgression of Noah. In
zi&'iding the reins to appetite, and thus dethroning reason, he

sd committed & grievous sin against the natursl laws of Geod.
Was he not most grievously punished for his fault when “ he
swoke from his wine, and knew what his younger son had done
unto him 7"

Think of the old man, the loving father, who had seen the
world of transgressors swept from off the earth because of their
wicked lusts and corrupt imaginastions: and then to find the
poison of the same polluting depravity in his own family—the
little group spared from the genersl destruetion.

What waa the angnish of the Roman Brutus, passing sentence
of death on his own sons for treason against the State, compared
with the sorrow of Noah, dooming his ¥ younger son,” for treason
against nature snd rebellion apainat God, to that condition of
perpetoal inferiority which, like a brand of shame, would mark
a portion of his (Noah's) descendanta forever!

As in the case of Adam and Eve, it was sin that brought the
curse and the punishment. The sentence is E_rm:-f of the guilt of | -
ut from the jostice

the sinnar. e doom was not from Noah,
of a righteous Glod. -

_ Ham had shown, by his conduct, that he loved iniquity. His '
sin wag more wicked in ita inception, more polluting in its nature ;
than the fratricide of Cain. The brother struck at the natural’

life of hia brother ; the son elaimed to overthrow and destroy the
moral life of mankind by the dishonor of his father. Had Ham's
sin gone unpunished, all fear and love of God, all reverence and
obeﬂn’ ce for His laws, must have perished, because only through
and by the parental relation wss religions duty then taught and
exemplified.

He who commits sin is the servant of sin. Ham had, by his
own wicked carnality, sold himself to the power of evil; he was
in the bonds of corruption. The penalty of his awful orime was
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