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LECTURE 1.

THE CURSE OF CANA AN :—BY WHOM AND ON WHOM FRONOUNCED.

Gaazmy 1-::., 24, 25: Ard Nooh awolo from his winps, wnd Jooew what his
yonnger son bad done woto hint,  And ha seid, Cureed be Cansan; s pervant of
sarvants shall he be unto hls brathren.

Trmose who derive from these words divine anthority for
enslaving the Negro, are bound to ghow that Noah spoke thesa
worde as he was smeved by the Hoty Ghost. They ure also
bound to ehow that the Negroe ds deseanded from Canaan.

It is not in this passage, nor is it anywhere, in tha inspired
writings, declared, that Nogh nttered thess words by the
anthority and inspiration of God.

An argument has been built upon these words to excuss and
to justify the coslaving of the descendants of Ham. In the
argument it is assumed that % God spake all thesa worde” It
iz only an assomption. It must be proved that Noah uttered
them when inspired, aud by command and anthority of the
Almighty. For if, when Noah curced Cansan—as we have no
doubt he did eurse Canaan—le was speaking 88 o private per-
gon, and not ag an inepired prophet of Jehovah, no inference as
to the divine institution of slavery can be therefrom derived.

You are not to suppose that * holy men of old, who epake as
they were moved by the Holy Ghost,” were always, and in all
things, moved by the Hely Ghost. Bometimes they spoke as
other men. I raise the question,—2DNd Nowh utter hts curss on
Canaan as ke was moved by the Holy Ghost?  Necessity is laid
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upon those who infer, from Noah's curse npon Canaan, that God
institnted slavery, to show, withont a shadow of & doubt, from
the Bible, as the only admissible authority in the case, that
Noah was speaking at the time by auéhority. Unlesss it can be
proved, either by a direct affirmation or by a fair inference,
that he did so speak, then, the premises ag to the divine institu-
tion of slavery being unsound, the inference isnot legitimate. I
am entircly honest in doubting whether Noah was under
epecial inapiration when he eeid, * Cursed be Canaan” This
doubt I ean entertain withount invalidating my conviction that
Koah was, upon the whole, righteons before God; and that,
88 u proscher, he labored for more than & century to reform
corrupt church, and tosave a ainful and doomed generstion, I
am confirmed in my doubt when I read that God cornmended
him before the flood, while I find no epeoial commendation of
him after the floed. When I read of Noah'a sad fall, after he
bogan to be an hushandman—being drunken—1I then zee a foree
in the little word #Azs, in Ohap. ¥ii. 1, which had escaped my
notice until I eee tha emphesis which Neah's subsequent his-
“tory has given it; for in that place God says, # Thee have I
seen righteons before me in #Ads pencration ;” wheress in a zub-
sequent generation Noah wes not so fanltless, and fell below
Bhem and Japheth in moral deportment.

What & sad and inetroetive history of the second progenitor
of the human family is contained in the last ten verses of the
ninth chapter of Genepinl The preat Nosh, missionary of the
Lord, perhaps 1o the ende of the earth, hag laft his high calling,
He has gone down from the high position of being a preacher,
and has planted s vineysrd, And what next? The most
natural thing to think of He drank of the wine, And what
then? Just what has happaned toten thousand who drink wine,—
he was drunken, And what thent e was humbled and dis-
graced In the presence of his family and befors all the world to
the end of time. What a fall]l Ha has laid aside preaching;
for not a.word do we find haa he uttered aa a preacher since
the flood. God has left him to worldliness and its results.
Immediately upon recovering from his dronkenness, what does

-he say? Digcovering the miseonduct of Oanaan, hig grandson
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(his younger gon), whe was either the discoverer and publigher
of Noal’s shame, or the conniver with Ham in publishing it,
Noah, as was most natural, moved by chagrin and indignation
and self-reproach, and not moved by the Moly Ghost, says,
Canaan destrves to be a menial servapt for his mean and
uhdatiful exposnre of my shame. It was just as natnral, with-
out any special ingpiration, for him to offer an opinion and to
express his wishes as to the future history of Japheth and
BShem, whose eonduet ha conld not but commend,

It ia not necessary—oay, it ig not admissible—to take the
words of Nodh, 28 to Bhem ued Japheth, as prophetie. We
shall presently see that, as prophetic, they have failed. Let us
not, in expounding Seripture, introdnce the supsrnadural when
the nafural is adpgnate. Neah had now known the peounliari-
ties of hiz sons long emough, and well anough, to be able to
make some probable conjecturs as to their future courss, and
their suceoss or failure in life. I is what parents do now-a-
days. They say of one son, Ha will succesd,—he is so dutifal,
80 ecodomicnl, go industrions, They eay of another, Thia one
will make g good lawyer—he is so sharp in an argoment. Of
another, they say, We will edueate him for the ministry, for he
has gnitable qualifications. ‘While of another they may be
constrained to prediet that he will not ancesed, bacause he is
indolant, and selfieh, and sensual, Does it require special
ingpiration for a father, having ordinary ¢commen eense, to dis-
cover the peculiar talents and dispeeitions of his children, and
to predict the probable future of each of them? Bometimes
they hit it; sometimes they miss it. 8hall it not be conceded
to Noah that he could meke as probabls a conjactura, as to his
gons, a8 your father made as to you, or ag you think yourselves
competent to make for either of your sons# Noah made s good
hit. What he said asto the foture of his sons, and of their pos-
terity, has turned out, in some respectd, as he said it wonld, but
not exaotly,—not so exactly na to suthorize our calling his
words an ingpired prophecy, 8 we shall presently show. Dat,
if we set out to establish or to justify slavery upen these words
of Nosh, on the assonption Gop apake by Noah as to the corse
and blassings here recorded, we have a right to expect to find
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the facte of history to correspond.  If the facte of history do not
correspond with these woerds of Noah, then God did not speak
them by Noah as bis own. Iet us face this matter. It is said,
by those who interpret the curse of Oanaan as divine anthority
for slavery, that God has hereby erdained that the descendants
of Ham shall be slaves. The descondants of Bhem are not, of
course, doomed to that curge. Now, upon the supposition that
these are the words of Ged, and not the denunciations of an
irritated father just awaking fromn his drunkenness, we ought
not to find any ¢f Canaan's dessendante out of @ condition of
slavery, nor any of the dessendants of Shem in it If we do,
then either these are not God's words, or God’s words have not
come trme. Buot it iz a fact that not all of Ham's entire
deacendants, nor even of Canaan’s degoendants (on whom alone,
and not af all on Heam, nor on his three other sons, Noah's curee
fall), are now, no# ever have heen, 8 a whole, in a stato of bond-
age. The Canaanites were not slaves, but free and powerful
tribes, when the Hebrows entered their territory. The Oartha-
geniang, it s generslly sdmitted, were descended from Cansan.
They certainly were froe and powerful when, in frequent wars,
thay contended, often with suscess, agaimst the formidable
Romans, If the cursa of Noah was intended for all the
descondants of Ham, it signally failed in the case of the first
military hero mentiened in the Bible, who was the founder of
a world-renowned city and empire. 1 refer to Nimred, who
was & son of Cush, the oldest son of Ham, Of this Nimred
the record i, He began to ba a mighty one in the earth: he
was & mighty hunter hefore the Lord : and the beginning of hia
‘kingdom wa# Babel, and Erech, and Accad, and Oalneh, in the
land of Shinar. Out of that land went forth Asshur and
huilded Nineveh, and the city Rehoboth, and Calah, and Resen,
between Nineveh and Oalah; the same is a groat city,” This
is Bible anthority, informing we that the grandson of Ham
(Nimrod, the son of Oush) was a mighty man—z¢he great man
of tha world, in his day—the founder of the Babylonian empire,
and the anceator of the founder of the city of Ninevek, one of
the grandest cities of the ancient world. We are not led to
conclude, from these wonderful achievements by the poeterity
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of Oush (who was the progenitor of the Negroee), that this line
of Ham's descendants were so weak in intefleot as to be vnable
to get up and maintein g government, :

Again : oo the assumption that, according to the cursa on
Capaan, Ham's descendsnts are doomed to bond-service, and
Bhem's demcendants are to be blessed with the position and
privilege of having slaves from the progeny of Ham, we have
a right to expect to find the facts in history to correspond,
Certainly, before consulting history, we shall not expect to find
Bhem's children in bondage, if God has eaid Canaan shall be
Bhem's slave. An apologist for glavery ae o divine institntion
{Bervitnde, p. 8} says, “We find in times past the prophetic
declarations of the Patriareh Noah have been fulfilled, and that
the enme and blessing extend to onr day, and are still in process
of fultillment, aecording to God's sure word,” This writer
quotes the venerable Dr. Mede an saying, “There naver has
beon 8 pon of Ham who has shaken a sceptra over the head of
Japheth. Shem has subdued Japheth, and Japheth has sub-
duned Shem ; bt Ham has never subdoed either.” I would say
to this apologist, it is not as he and Dr. Medc represent it. 1L
is ignorant of history, or he willfully misreprecenia it, It is
astonishing that Dy, Mede ghould bave said what iz aseribed to
him—¢ Ham never subdued either!” Bhem novor in bondage!
Has Dr. Mede never read that the Ifebrows were in hondage
in Egypt hundrods of yeara? Egypt was the country of Mis-
raim, the second eon of Ham. The Hebrews wera Shomites,
Bhemites were in slavery, and Hamites were their masters.
# Melchizedelk, whoge name wag expressive of his character—
king of vighteousnees (or & Tighteons king)—wes o worthy
priest of the most high God; and Abimelach, whose name im. -
porta parental bing, pleaded the integrity of hLis heart and the
righteousnesg of his nation before Ged, and his plea was admit-
ted. Yet, both thesa personages appear to have heen Oansan-
ites'—(Bush) Melchizedek and Ablmelech—mnannites—
smong the most honorable names in sacred histery | Consider
how great Melchizedelk (a Cansanite) was, nnto whom even the
princely Abraham (a Bhemite) gave the tenth of the apoils!
“ Nimrod went to Asher, and built Nineveh ;" and this he conld
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not bave accomplighed if ha had not firet subdued the descend-
ants of Bhem. OConsider how great Nimrod—a Cushife—a
Hamite—wes, who shook a aceptre over the SBhemites, and took
their country! Thus wa see that these words of Noah, if yon
attempt to apply them to the history of the branches of his
family, are not verified in history. But God’s word of prophecy
cannot fail. Therefore Noah's curse oun Canaan, and predictions
a8 to Shem and Japheth, are his gwess, founded, in pact, by a
knowledge of his children, and prompted as much by his
incensed feelings. We cannot, in the light of history, receive
these worde as nttered by Noah when moved by the Holy Ghost,
but ag the haety malédietion of an Incensed father, irritated
both by bis drunkenness and a fecling of indignation against
that member of the family who had exposed his shame. Itis
not & plezsant duty thus to hold op the fall of our futher, Noah.
‘We desire not to do it in the spirit of Ham and Canasn. But
we are in search of the truth, with a view to refute the perver-
pion of the Beriptures by the ¢pprassors of our fellow-men.

There is additional proof that the cures and blessinge in the
a5th, 26th, 27th verses of the 9th chapter of Genesls, wore
Noak's, and ot Jehova®s. Tnthe first verss of this chapter,

¥ God blessed Noah and his sons.” Notice, it is—God blessed
all the sonz of Noah, Dot in these verses under cousideration,
wearead it wae Noan—not God—who said, “ Cursed be Cansan;”
at the game time repeating, in snbatance, that Japheth and Shem
had the Lord’s blessing, and his own good wishes and expecta-
tions that they would do hetter in théir own snd in their family
history than Canaan. It really seems that Noah had tuken
the responeibility of reveking the Lord’s blessing, in part, which
- bad been pronounced on ¥l Ade sons afike. Itis quite probable
that slavery was at this time institaied; not by divine authority,
but by parental authority,—i. &., by Noah, in the spirit of re-
venge on Oanaan. It {a not improbable that this member of
the family waa from that time subject to the contempt and
tyranny and oppression of his grandfather and uncles and
couging and brothers. It served him right, if it was so. It
was a righteona retribntion of God, for dishonoring the venerahle
Noah. But Ged's grovidence is not the same thing as a déivine

institution, or an inspired prophecy.



