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PREFACE . 

• 

.. • • 

• 

· . . 

, '., 
• 

NEXT to the birth and mission of Jesus Christ, the exist 

ence and institutions of the Hebrew people are the .mosi 

important event in universal history. The founder of Ju-
, 

daiBm and the foundel' of Chl'istiaD.ity are the two persons, 
, . 

whose lives and labors have most extensively and power-

fully inal1enced the progress and destiny of the human 

race. The truths which they revealed, the doctrines which 

they tsught, have entered as the profoundest element into 

the civilization of mankind. While saving individual~, they 
. 

have been the true power of nations, acting at once as the 
• 

most vivifying and the most consel'vative principle in human 

affairs. 
• 

It is only with the institutions of the former of these 

illustrious personages, that the present work is concemec1. 
• 

The polity of Moses has a twofold importance. It is lql;' 
• • 

• 

. portant, first, from tho perfection. of wisdom, in which the 

work was acComIJ1ished; but still mOl'C important; secondly, 

from itS consequences to the world. These consequences 
. .,. 

continue to this moment, and will continue through "all .. -
• 
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coming time. Christianity itself sprang fl'om the bosom 

of Judaism. Without the religion of Moses, the l'eligion 
I 

of Christ never would have been given to the world. It 

is, therefore, in a cel'tain scnse, undoubtedly true, that we 
• 

ow~ to the Mosaic coelo tho greater pllrt of the light, w4ich 

we this day enjoy. Especially are we indebted to this code 

tln' a precions truth, which }'eason, left to itself, has never 

yet discovered; I mean the doctrine of tho unity of God. 

By tho possession of' this truth, a large l)ortion of the human 

family have been happily rescued from the errors and im

moralities, to which tho belief in lllany gods invariably 

leads. 

The following treatise is an attempt to analyze, and to 

develope systematically, the civil polity of the inspired 

Hebrew lawgiver. i, The civil government of the' ancient 

Hebrews was the governmcnt of a free people; it was a 

government ot' laws; it was a system of self-government. 

It was not only the first, but the only government of nn

tiquity, to which this descl'iption is fully applicable. To 

J\Ioses, a man of the most direct, firm, and positive spirit, 

belongs the honor ot' being the founder of this sort of 

govel'llment. His constitution was pervaded with ,polmlal' 

sympathies and the spirit of' liberty. The best wisdom of 
, 

modern times in the difficu1t science ot' legislation was an

ticipated by Moses. Thfl moderns are not real discoverers; 

they 1m, e but propagated and applied truths and prin

ciples, established by the first, the wisest, the ablest of 

legislators. III an age of barbarism and tyranny, Moses 
, 

, 

". . .J r., ~'\ 
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solved the problem how a people could beself.governed, 

and yet weU governed; how lDeD 'could be kept in order, . 

and still be frce; and. how the liberty of the individual 
, , 

, 

could be reconciled with the welfare of the community; • ' . 
• 

Tbe t.rue character of the Hebrew, constitution is· not 

well understood. Nor is the 'want of full and accurate 

. information concerning it matter of wonder. The cause 

of this ignorance has I>ee.! snggested by Salvador. During, 

the 19n9 period, when the words l)eople, law, equality, 

national utility, intellectual 6uperiol'i.ty; independence, and 

Iegular legislation, scarcely ,found Ii place in any' living 

language, llOw could Moses find his true place and, his 

just estimittion ~ The people were too ignorant' to study 

him, and their tyrants would have felt theil' pride and 
:' . 

oppression rebuked biT his ardent republicanism. But 
. ' 

times are changed. Everywhere the need of abetter, and 
, . 

justerpolitical organization is felt.' Everywhere . there is 

developed a strong tendency. towards popular freedom. and 

,power. EVllrywbre an irresistible im!mlse is urging" nil.-
I 

tions to substitute for' the arbitrary, capricious,' and • incon-

stant government of men, the just and stable govel;nment 
• 

of laws. The more this state of things developes itself, the 

more the principles of reason, justice, eql1ality,liberty, 

finel Imblic utility, take possession of men's min'ds,·and 

fisscrt their power ovcr lmman aft'ah's, the more will the' 

polity of the Hebrew commonwealth becom,9 an' object of 

study,. of interest, of admiration, and. of imitation .. And 
, 

• 

the'more this constitution is studied, the more will. it be 
, 

• 
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recognised as :. free constitntion; a constitution embody

ing all the great principles of political wisdom; a conati
o I 

tntion, on several points, in advance even of the age in 

which we live. • 

The basis of the following inquiries i~to the polity and 

hiws of the ancient Hebrews was flo course of lectures, de-
. . 

livered in several Theological Seminaries, and in' many of 

. the principal cities of the Union. Ten years ago, the 

author was invited to deliver one of a course of lectures 

before the Mercantile Library Company of Philadelphia. 

Archbishop Hughes had already given a lecture of the 

same course on Pope Pius VII. - As the learned prelate 0 

had selected, for eulogy, a dignitary of the Romish church, 

that circumstance led me to choose, for the theme of my 

discourse, a dignitary of the church universal. Accord

ingly, I took "Moses and hIS Laws." The lecture was 

well received by the public, and brought a formal invita

tion from many of tllO leading citizens of Philadelphia,

divines, lawyers, S:lvam, and others, that I would extend • • 

the discussion, and give a series of discol1l'ses on the same 

subject.. In making the necessary pr8paration to comply 

with this invitation, I became enamored of the theme. 

The investigation became a labor of love with me. The 
• 

increasing light, afforded by my researches, led me, at 

different times, to rewrite and enlarge the discussion; till, 

at length, it eame to be embodied in a very extended 

series of lectures. The substance of these lectures, in 

courses more or less comprehensive, wes given, as above 

• 
l' .. , ... . .... 

'-. 

• • 

• 
o 

• 
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stated, in various Theological Seminaries, by invitation . 

from the Trustees rond Professors, arid in many other places, 

at the request of citizens of the highest respectability •. In 
this form, the author's illust.rations of the constitv~·_Jn and 

laws of Israel had the good fortune to meet the approba

tion of gentlemen~ both in church and state, whose good 

opinion might wen be an object of pride to persons of 

literary pretensions, far higher than his. ' 

The prescnt work is complete in itself. It has a beginning, 

a.middle, and an end i in other words, it is characterized by 

unity of design. It is an analysis of the political constitu-
- . 

tion, the jus publicum, of the Hebrews. It treats of a 

particular department of the Hebrew institutions; but there 
• 

are other parts of those institutions, which it does not touch; 

Hebrew jurisprudence, properly so called, a wide, rich, and 

inviting field, it does not enter upon at all. This is· reserved 
• 

for a separate work. My lectures embraced the latter class 
• 

of topics, as well as the former. Ample materials, therefore, 

have been collected for the 11lustratiori of the private law of 

the Hebrews; and these materials have been, b a considers-
• 

ble' extent, arranged for publication. Should the present 

work meet with favor, another, if life and health are spared, 

will in due time follow. The second volume will contain a 

detailed elucidation of the jurisprudence of . His. 

whole system of laws will be reduced to a classification, 

formed on the basis of Blackstone's division of the laws of 

England. . Each individual enactment will be -examined; 

with reference both to its intrinsic character and the reasons 

on which it was based; whether those reasons relate to the gen-

-
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eral wants of humanity, or to the adaptation of the code to 

times and circumstances. A prominent design of this' work 
, 

will he to institute comparisons, all' along,b~tween the juris-

prudence of Moses and the jurisprudence of ~ther enlightened 

nations, both ancient and modern. A sufficiently extended 

research into the laws and constitutions of the civilized world 

might make this one of the most interesting, instructive, and 

useful features of the proposed treatise. 

The greatest difficulty I have encountered in the prepara

tion of these sheets for the press, is the want of books. There 
, , 

are many works, of high respectability, relating to Hebrew 

history and law, not found, as far as I know, in any of the 

public 01' private libraries in the United States. The works 

of this kind, which are found in our libraries, are very widely 

scattered. I have sometimes had to travel hundreds of miles 
, 

to examine a single book, and have been well repaid for my 

labor. My cordial thanks are due to various library associa

tions, and not a few private gentlemen, for the loan of books. 

Among the fOl'lner I would name Harvard University, the 

Boston Athenaeum, Columbia College, the Franklin Library 
'\I 

Oompanyof Philadelphia, and the Mercantile Library Asso-

ciation of New York. This last named institution has been 
• 

particularly liberal, allowing me to take any number of books; 

and keep them any length of time free of cost; and ,has 
, 

• 

even offered to pUl'chase such works as I might want, which 

are not already in its e ... tensive, well selected, and invalua

ble library. And, with respect to futuro researches, my 
, 

special thanks ure due to David Banks, Esq., of New York, 

for his generous offer of' the unlimited lIse of his very exten-

• 

" , 

•• 
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sive collection of law books, ancient and modern, foreign and " 

domestic. 

It would be easy to muke here 

, , , 

, , 
• 

an ambitiou~di8play of " 
, 

learning in an enumeration of tbe worli:15 ~xamined ,in 'the 

progress of these inqni:-les. but tbat would serve less the 
• 

purposes of utility, than of pednntry. "The authorities relied 
, 

upon are pretty copiously refcned to in the accompanying 

notes; for I hold it to be a chid element of value in any 
, 

scientific 01' philosophical work, to point out to those who 
, 

, 

may wish to extend their researches in reference tO,the topics 

treated, the sources of that inel'eased light, wbich they desire. 

The author cannot pretend to 'anytbing like' perfection; or 
, 

freedom from error, in his treatment of a subject so ancient, 
• 

so extensive, so difficult, and involving so laboriotls'll. search 
. , . ' , 

into constitutions and laws, as the polity of the Hebrew com~ 
• 

, . , 

,monwealth. He bas diligently sought for' TRUTH; and, in 

, 

I 

, . . , 
respect to fundamentals, he believes tbat he bas found it. 

, 

I.et the candid reuder weigll the evidepce adduced, and judge 
• 

- I ' 

for himself. At any rate, whatever estimate may be placed 

upon his own individuallahors, if his work shall Lave a ten-
• 

dency to awaken in any minds an interest in Biblical studies; 

to remove from them sceptical doubts concerning the di

vine origin and authority of tIle Old Testament scriptures; 

to impress them with a sense of the dignity and value of 
, 

those ancient compositions; and to convince them of the' . 

world's obligation to the Bible in promoting the civil. Uberty 

and social happiness of mankind" he will feel, that he h~ 

not labored in vain. , 

EAST HAMPTON, L. 1, March, 1853. 
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ADVERTISEMENT BY THE PUBLISHERS . 

• 

IN his Preface, the author states, that the· following trea~ . , 

tisc. was originally written in the form of lectures,' and 
.delivered to students in Theological Seminaries, and to mis
'cellaneous audi~nces, in many of our cities. In this form, 

, 

his- Oommentaries on the Laws of the Hebrews everywhere 
met with acceptance, and were applauded by competent 
judges. In sending the work forth in a printed volume, the 
publishers deem it proper to accompany it with a few of the 

• • 

recommendations bestowed upon it, when given as lectures. 
They ought to state, however, that some of the opinions ap
pended were given, after examining the manuscript as pre
pared for the press. 

, 
-. . 

. 

From Ille BON. BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, of New York. 

II THE lectures of Professor '~inl)S on tho politY' of tho Bebrew, 
Commonwealth are distingllislicd by a most thorough aequainiar'lOO 
with the subject, find by the clear and strong ligM in which they 
p'lacEl.tha divine mission of the grent Hebrew lawgiver, and the incom-

., ... ' parable wisdom nnd usefulness of his institutions. They are full' (If 
;. important and valuable information to all classes." . 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• , , 

• 
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ADV!£RTISEMENT BY THE PtTDLIBUERB. 

From lImA?! KETCHUM, ESQ., of New York, after examining portions 
of the ;1~rk, as prepared for the press. 

"IT is a great work; profoundly philosophical; and clcar as 
crystal. I feel persuaded that it will have an bxtensive sale. It wUl 
be sought after hy the legal as well as the elerical profession." 

• 
From tile HON. W·ILLIA?! KENT, of Ne10 York. 

"TUE lcctnres of Mr. Wines on the laws und polity of the 
Hehrews appeared to me very learned and able. They have given 
him fL high character among scholars und students of history." 

• 

• 

From GEORGE 'VOOD, ESQ., of New York. 

" DEAlt SIR : I have read with pleasure the manuscript of your 
Essay on Civil Society and Government. I have been gratified with 
finding that yonI' views concnr in the main with lily own. I think 
the publication of the work might be very useful. There is Il por
tion of the religious class of the community, who have imbibed very 
erroneous notions upon some of the subjects on which you treat, and 

• 
I think the general perusal of your production will have II. tendency 
to prevent the spread of those errors. 

" I am, Sir, with greut respect, 
" Your obedient servant, 

" GEORGE WOOD." 
N. Y., 30th June, 1851. 

The Rev. E. 0. Wines • 

, 
From tllC HON. MITCJJEI.L KINO, of Oharleston, S. 0. 

"TuE philosophical views which Professor Wincs takes of the 
Hebrew institutions, thl\ order and connexioll in whieh he groups 
them, and the muny stl'iking unnlogies whieh he traces between them 

and outOWIl laws and eustoms, are ill the highest degr~e instructive 
and interesting." 

• 

I 

• • 
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ADYERTISEMENT BY THE PUBLISHERS.· 
... 

Xlll' . , . . • • 

, 

• 

From tlte late JUDGE ,VOODBURy,.of N. Hamp,yltire. ' 
• • • 

• 

"PROFESSOR 'VINES'S lectures on the .ewlsh polity arC. "highly 
, , 

tnteresting, and in my opinion calculated to be useful." . \ ' 
, • • • 

• 

.From the late JEREMIAH MASON, of Baston • 
• 

, , , 
, 

, 
, 

• • 

. " I HAVE been much instruct~d by Mr. Wines's lectures on the 
Hebrew polity and laws." 

, , , 

, 

From the REV. DR. WOODS, if Ando,V/i1'. 
, 

. . . 

, 

" I HAVE hcnrd all Professor 'Wines's lectures on the Mosaic in. 
. . , ' 

6titutions, and have wished that they might be extended much 
furthe,r. From the,beginning to the end, they exhibit mnrksof ex· 

, . tensive, patient study, and of' ,profound, discriminating thought, 
They are, I think, sound in pl'inciple, and strong and conclusive in 
argument. l'hc style in which they nrc written is perspicuous and 
forcible, and often l'ises to animation and eloquence... The lectures 
cannot fail to be profitable t.o any who love to think j' but they arc 
specially adapted to be intercsting to men engaged in the professions 

, 

oflaw and theology, to the difterent classes of students, and most of 
all, to those who are seeking for a clcar insight into the Mosaic 
scriptures, and who wish to see the ,various principles involved ill 
them clearly stated, aud triumphantly vindicated against. the subtle 

• 

objections and profane sneers of infidel philosophy." 

. 

From the REV. DRS. POND, SUEPARD, and SMITII, Professors in the 
Theological Seminary, Bangor, Me. 

• 

., 

• 

"HAVING had the privilege of attending Professor Wines's full ' ' 
• 

course of lectures on the institutions of Moses, we cannot forbear 
• 

expressing how much we have been interested and instructed.' Mr •. 
, 

Wines discusses the subject ably, clearly, und forcibly. He tho-
roughly vindicates the Jewish lawgiver from the objections of iu?dels, 
and shows how much the world, in all subscquent ages, has-been in· 
debted to his writings." 

, 
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XIV BY TDE l'UDLIBB EBB. • , 

From REV. G. W. BETHUNE, D.D. of Bl'Ooklyn, No Y. 
, 

"'l'nE lectures of Prol\ssor Wines on the Jewish polity are con~, 
ceived in a liberal and philosophical spirit, and are written with: 
thorough scholarship and learning. They arb elaborate, compre
hensive, and interesting, showing gl'eat research and aptness in the 
lccturer. His plan is novel, and his inferences logically drawn, and 

, 

practically useful." , , 

• 

From tlte REV. DR. J. W. YEOMANS, of Pennsylvania. 

" PROFESSOR WINES presents, in a compendious' and impressive 
form, It philosophical view of the Hebrew polity, which makes the 
legislation of Moses appcar, as it truly is, the most wonderful and 
instructive system of legislation the world has ever seen." 

, 

From, FRANOIS L. HAWKS, D. D., of New Y01'k •• 
• 

"FROM the examination I have been able to give the work ef Mr. 
Wines ou the laws lind polity of the Hebrews, I think that it is 
characterized by signal ability, and that its publication CIInnot but be 
useful." 
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INTRODUCTORY ESSAY 

ON' 

• .. . 
, . '. ' . . ..' 

'. . i 

.. 
• • 

• • 

, 

, 

." 
I • • • 
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, . 

, .. . , .. 

, 

• 

CIVIL SOCIRTY AND GOVERN~fENT. 

, 

· 

", THE design of this introductory essay is to inquire into the 
, . 

origin and foundation of civil society and government; to 
lllifold the nature, sources, and sanctions of political power; 
and to establish. some general principles of polity, law, and' 

• 

administration. ' ,.' 
r • • , • 

•. . Next in importance to the science of. religion, which .. 
,,, 

"teaches ciurrelations to the Greator, and the science of 
• • • 

morality, which explains our relations tOOUl' fellow inen,is' 
. the science of govCl;nment, which unfolds our relations' and 

.. . . 

duties as members of civil society. There is, indeed, a . , 

bea,utiful 'alliance between theology, ethics, and juris-
• • 

prudence. These sciences have a common origin, a common 
basis, and a common end.* The science of legislation,' in 

. effect, embraces our l'clations to God, to individllal man, and 
• 

to society. It includes within itself the most important prin-
ciples of religion, morality, and law. No subject canmore: . 

, 

worthily engage the attention· of a mtional being;Q. being · 
, 

who has the happiness of himself and his species at heart.' . 
• . 

* 'l'rnoslntor's Pref, to Burlnmnqui's Principles of 'Natural and Politic 
r.nw. ' , 

2 

• 

,~ •• ";" '. '..1 
• '. #' , - '. , .' . .. 
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18 IN'I'ItODtJOTORY ESSAY • 
• 

• 

The true origin of civil government and its ultimate 
• • • 

foundation, undoubtedly lie in tho will of God. Govel1l-
• 

ment is, thel'efol'Cl, a divine institution. I Reason, revelation, 
and the best human authol'ity, conC~ll' iu enforcing this 
conclusion. Let us interrogate each of these teachers in 
turn. 

What, in the first place, is the testimony of reason, that 
faculty of the soul, wllOse high office it is to investigate the 
mutual relations of things, to compare these relations 
together, and thence to infer just principles for forming our 
helief, and guiding our conduct? 

The exact 1)oint we are now in search of is, whether it be 
the will of God, that laws shou1<1 IJe-instituted among men; 
the manuel' of their enactment will be inquired into here
after. 

• 

1. Tho aptitude of our nature for gov(lrnmcnt is a clear 
indication of the divine origin of government.* Man is 
endowed with understanding, and choice, sensible of pleasure 

• 

and pain, and adapted to be moved by the eXl)ectation ot' 
rewards and punishments. The possession of such powers 
and susceptibilities indicates a purpose, just as the structure 
of' the eye and the· ear shows that these ol'gans were 
designed for sight and hearing. For why should the Deity 
give us a nature so exactly suited to the reception of laws,. 
if he had intended that none should ever be made for us 1 
This would be creating so many useless faculties.; it would 
he instituting an admirable system of means to no end; and 
it would, therefore, signify a waste of contrivance, incon
sistent with absoldc l)erfection. 

2. An examination of human nature, in another aspect of 
it, will (lvince, that man was made for society, and con
sequently for government and law; for without these society 
cannot exist. t Two leading principles enter as elements into 

• * Burlllm. Prin. Nat. Law, .Part ii., Ohap. 2 . 
t Sec Bishop Butler's Sermons Oil Humnn Nature. 

• 
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the sOl11· of mnn ;,'self-lovo- ullCl benevolence',' , Self;l(n~e is 
the nffection which onehns for, himself, : This 'pl'ompt~'us to' 

, . . . -' , 

take care ofolu'selves, our life, 0111' health,' our: l)dvate 
interest. I BO}1 (\yolen ce 'is a disposition to friendship, com-. . ' . 

pnssion, love, kindness. It is' an aft'ection 'whose 'ahu . aUlI 
end is the good of others. There cnn be no dO~lbtof the' 

, 

existence of such 'a principle in: human nature. So natuml 
is it for mun to be attracted towaI'ds man, that the bare fact 

• 
of having trod 'the' same soil and In'eathed in the . same 
climate bccomes, not unii'equently, the occasion qf contract
ing close intimacies and friendships; the occasion, I say; 
tor the real tie is not the slight relatJons alluded to above, 

• 

1101' any others like them; but t11e priQr, original, deeply-
seated disposition and bias of our nature to love one'another. 

, 

But if there is no doubt of the existence of this principle 
, 

in mUll, t.hcre is quite as little, that its ofHce is to incite us 
• • 

to seek the welfare and happiness of society, just as it is the 
, , . 

office of self-love to incite us to seek our own good.' .' . 
Besides benevolence, there are otlier principles in human 

, 

nature, which, being adapted to pr~mote the goodoi'society, 
are a clear indication that man was designed for society by 

• 

the Creator. Such al'e the desire of esteem from otliers, the 
love of society for its oW11sake, and the indignation ,ve feel 
against successful vicco These affections havo a direct I'ela
tion to others. They incline us toa behavior beneficial to 

, . 
others, Their tendency is to public good; that is to say, the " 

, , 

good of man in society. Why should God implanf'in us 
, , ' 

Ininciples having an immediate respect to society,' why 
make us Bocial beings, it' he did not intend us for, the 

, 

social state ~ To affirm that he did, would be to chal;gehim . , 
foolishly. ., , " 

There is still another' principle in human .nature, which 
points the sallle wny. I rcfer to that faculty by whichmell 
distinguish between their own actions, approving of some, 
8.nd disapproving of others; the faculty of conscience, 

, 

, 

• 
• 
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That this faculty tends to restrain men from doing mischief 
to each other, and leads them to do good, is too manifest to 
need being insisted on. Here, then, in the conscience, we , 
have another principle of our natul'e, which has 'quite as 
close a relation to public as to private good. The existence 
of this principle in the inward frame of man is a clear 
proof that the Creator intended us to be instruments of good 
to one another by living in society, and by institnting and 
obeying such laws as are essential to the being and welfare 
of civil communities. 

8. The divine origin of government may be argued, ana
logically, from the constitution of the material universe. 
Look at the harmony of the visible creation. See its beauty, 
regularity, order. Every object is l'olative to a certain end, 
and these particulal' ends, t.hough endlessly diversified, are 
so combined as to conspire to one general design. Notwith· 
8tanding the amazing variety, there is no confusion. The ' 
parts of the universe arc so proportioned and balanced, that 
while each preserves its propel' fOl'm, place, and motion, 
together they make an harmonious and beautiful whole.* 

Sneh is the order which the Supreme Wisdom has estab
lished in the physical world. Can we contemplate this ad
mirable constitution, and persuade ourselves, that the Deity 
has abandoned the moral world to chance and disol'der ~ A 
wise being, in all his actions, proposes a. reasonable end, anel 

, appoints the means necessary to effect it. The end which 
God has in vicw with respect to his creatures, is their per
fection ,and happiness; and his plan must include every 
thing essential to such a design. Most evident is it to every 
reflecting mind, that the only agency adequate to the end in 
view, is the institution of civil society and government. 
Rad the constitution of man been merely physical, God 
himself' would' have done whatever was expedient for the 
perfection of his work; as, in fact, we see he has in the case 

* Burlam. Prin. Nat. Law, Part ii" Ohap, 1. 
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of the bee, the bea.ver, and the other creatures, whose.mo
tions are governed by pUl'e instinct. But mania an inte11j
gent being. He is capable of deliberation and choice: 
The means, therefore, by which the Dcity designs him to be 
conducted to his end, must be adapted to his rational 
natlU'e, which, as we have before shown,eminently fit ·him 

• 

to become the subject of government and law. , 
4. These considerations acquire new force, when we attend 

to the consequences of the opposite doctrine. What would 
become of man, were every individual complete master of 
his own actions ~ Caprice and passion would then be his 
chief rules of conduct. In that case, most of our faculties 
would become quite useless. The powers of reason, judg
ment, reflection, prudence, conscience, and lioerty of choice, 
form the true dignity of onr nature. But to what purpose 
should we be endowed with these noble faculties, if we were 

• 
always to yield tofu'st impressions, and allowed ourselves to 
be evermore hurried away by the impulses of instinct or 
the force of blind inclinations ~ In the case supposed, the 
most exalted powers of the soul woUJ.d not Qnly be rendered 
futile, but would become hurtful by their very excellence; 

. since the higher any faculty is, the more does the abuse of it 
become dangerous. * . . . 

To leave men wholly to themselves, is to leave. an open 
field to the passions. Universal license would inevitably 
draw after it universal licentiollsness. . Injus~ice, violence, 
and perfidy would run riot. Without government, mankind 
would never emerge from the state of barbarism; nay, they 
would not even rise above the condition of wild beasts ; and 
uniy-ersal w&r, which Hobbes imagined to be the necessary 
consequeuce of the bad principles of human nature, when 
110t held in check by despotism, would, indeed, become a 
terrible reality. We must, therefore, have recourse to other 
ideas. We must conclude, that God, having created man for , 

• 
* Burlam. Prio. Nat. Law, Part ii., Chap. 2 • 

• 

• 

• 
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happiness, having implanted in him a desire for it, h~ving 
subjected him to the necessity of living in society, and hav
ing also inspired him with the love o.f order, intended, at . 
the same time, that he should be subjected to the l'estramts 

. , 
• 

• w . • 
, 

. This last observation contains a thought which deserves 
to be OA1)anded into a distinct argument for the divine ol'igin 
of government. . , 

As thcro fire, in physical scicnce, certain axioms, which 
serve as the basis of all its deductions, so likewise, in moral 

• 

and political science, there are ccrtain elementary principles, 
which constitutQ the foundation of ethics and jurisprudence. 
These, in both cases, are term.l:ld first truths, because they 
carry thcir OW11 evidence along with them, and form the ulti
mate basis of all I·easoning. They are the dictate of pure 
reason, independently of all ratiocination. lIence, by an 

, 

original law of our nature, we yield our assent to them· the 
moment they arc announced. 

These first principles lJeing discovered, all the consequences 
flowing from them by fail' . deduction, arc as certain as the 
principles themselves. It is only necessary, that the premises 
and conclusions· be properly connected; the whole business 
being to deduce the one from the other hy a train of logical 

• • • 

1 . .'c~l;olUng. 

That thc l'.ltimate end of man is happiiless: that happi
Hess cannot consist in things inconsistent with his nature; 

, 

that, to attain happiness) not only present good and evil 
must be considered, but ulsothoir consequences; that it is 
unreasonable topnrsue a present good, which must issue in 
It greater evil, Imt quite reasonable to bear a present evil, 
which must issue in a greater good; that a higher good 

• 

ongh t ever to ho preferred to a lower one; . anel that order is 
more e'Xcellent than disorder; these are all first truths. 
Thayare of a nature to compel our assent.* They have the 

* Bul'lam. Prin. N nt. Law, Part ii., Ohup. 2 . 
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. ,same self-evident clearness and force, as the axioms of maHl-
, 

ematical and pll'ysical' science; such as that, the wholeis 
greater than any-pf its parts; that things whicll are equal 
to the same things are $ilqual to' one another; that every effect 
must be preceded by im adequate cause; and the like. , ' . ' 

, These principles forin a body of maxims, drawn from the 
nature of things. Being engraved on our heart by the Cre
ator, whatever lessons they inculcate nre a clear indication 
of hi's will. 'Whither, then, do they look? Plainly, to the 
establishment of civil government, as 'indispensable to the 

, 

attainment of man's ultimate end. 'l'hat end is happiness; 
for that was: he formed and fashioned; and to that does he 

, direct all his actions. ' 
, 

" The true happiness of every- being consists in the propel' 
perfection of its nature. The road to a just development of 
human nature and the l'oad to llappiness are one and the 
sanie; When a particular system of means is adapted to 
perfect our natur'3, and another is not, it is evident that we 

" are bound to' choo~e the former; and reject the latter. This 
, -, 

is,the clear verdict of reason; and the language of right 
reason is the voice of God. Now, nothing is mor~ certain 
than- that ciVil government is essential to the perfection: of 
man's narui:e. It is, therefore, a necessary meatis to' the 
attainment of his propel' happiness. But that, as we ha,~e 

,seen, in subordination, doubtless, to the divine glory, was 
the final canse of his creation. When reason, then, informs 
us, as she does, that the discipline of laws is an e~sential 
condition of human happiness, it is God himself who speaks 
to us in this inward oracle. Thereby he gives us clearly tt) _ 
uilderstand, that govel'l1ment, being adapted to OUl'llllture ' ", . 
and our needs, is, at the same time and for the same reason, 
agreeable to Jlis will. 
,6. The contemplation of human society, as an able living 

divine* has well observed, leads direct1y to the contempJa

*' See lWv. Dr. wthrop's Semon on the Death of tho late Harrison Gray 
Otis. 

• 

-



, 

, 
, 

f 

24- INTRODUO'l'ORY, ESS.Ay. 

tion and Mknowledgment of God as its author. We look 
al'ound us, and behold a vast multitude, whom no man ca~ , 
number. Their voiee is like the sound of many ,wat.ers, 
their movement like the roll of mighty thunderings, ' , Of 
this mighty throng, we see each one thinking, .. contriving, 
and working chiefly for himself. When we considel' the 
variety of human interests, the force of human passions, and 
the prevalence of human depravity, we wonder that chaos 
does not come back 11pon the social world. Yet, compal'a
tively, it is but seldom that convulsions disturb the elements 
of social order. Men for thti most part take their pl'oper 
places in society with ease and contentment. This result is 
not achieved wholly by man's wisdom. It is produced, 

, , 

l'athor, by God's providence, appointing alike the good and 
the evil, which bcfal tlie individual and the race. Thus 
does the contemplation of society conduct our thoughts to 
God as its author; the being, who, amid aU the fluctuations 

, 

of human affairs, l)l'esides over imortal destinies, and reigns 
with an equal supremacy, in the armies of heaven and 
among the inllabitants of earth. Now, since human society 
is so manifestly embraced within the comprehensive purpose 
of the Creator, what ever agencies are essential to its success
ful working must be agreeable to his will. Of these agen
cies, government is clearly one; and, indeed, it holds a con
spicuous place among them. 

7, Consider the nature and uses of civil government; and 
, 

yon shall confess its origin to be divine. .A. nation is a 
, wonderful and a fearful thing. ".A. mighty moral mass, 

immortal. in mOl'tality." How much weakness to be he1ped I 
Ho.w much ignorance to be taught 1 Ho.w much misery to. 
relieved 1 What vast capacities to be developed and dis
ciplined 1 What complicated jnterests to' be adjustell I 
'Vhat fo.lly, madness, and crime to. be held in check t 
'What a sum of good to be achieved, and of evil to be pre
vented! "Can there be any human measure of national 

, 

• 

, 
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responsibility W Oan there be anythingj. short of creation, so 
pregnant inl'esu1ts, as the' national organization?' What. ' 
hand, unequal to the one, cOl~d have been trusted with the 
other ~ Who, that l'efers the first to God, will,in the other, ' 
stop with man t Where is the wisdom, short of God's, ,that 
shall devise ~Where are the sanctions, short of God's, that . ' 

shall authenticate ~ Where is the power, short of God's, 
. that shall sustain? ,,* 

8. I concludo this branch of the general argumont in 
support of the divino ol·jgin of government with a few 
b~autiful reflections of a heathen philosopher, bearing upon 

• 

the subject. " Nature," says Seneca, *" to mako amends to 
. man for denying him those natural arms which she' has 
given to wild beasts, has endowed him with two things 

, 

which make him greatly their superior; I mean renson and 
sociabi1ity. By these he who alone could make no resist
ance, becomes master of the whole. Society gives him an 

• 

empire over other animals. Society supplies llim with 
remedies in his diseases, 'assistance in his old age, and com
fortin his. pains and anxieties. Society enables him, as it 
were, to bid defiance to fortune. Take away society, and 
you desj;roy the union of mankind, on which the pl'eSel'Vs-

, 

tion and the., whole 11appiness of life depend.". Thus it I 

, appears, that sqciety is among the most precious of' those 
blessings, for which we are indebted to the divine benevo· 

• 

lence. And can we believe, that the wisdom of God has 
denied that which is essential to the enjoyment of a gift, 
which his goodness has bestowed upon us ~ 

Such is the voice of reason in regard to the origin and 
foundation of civil government. Let us now proceed to 

, 

inqpire, secondly, what is tho teaching of revelation on this , 
point i . 

• 

* Bishop Donne's Orat. before the N. J. Society of the Cincinnati, entitled 
Civil Government a Sncred Trust from God. 
* Citcd in Bnrbeyrnc's Int. to Pulfcndorfs Law of Nature and N ntions. 
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Hore the Bible holds a language' both clear and emphatic. 
Its doctrine is, that God is the ~Uliversal governol;j that . , 
eivil government is a sacred trust fram l him; that he rules . 
in and hy the civil magistrate; and that civil obedience is 
n religious obligation, a tribute due to 11eltl"ell, because he 
ministers in the porson of the ruler. Tho pro'of-texts, 
affirming theso positiollS, are numerous, in both the Old 
Testument and the New. But we must content ourselves 
with n very few citations. ' 

It is no dubious 01' feoble support of this theory, tllat tho 
tipirit of inspiration hns dignified magistrates with the ti~le 
of " gods i" us he clearly hus in re. 82: 1. "God standeth 
in the congrcgation of the mighty; he judgcth among the 
goels." The import of such an app,cllation deserves to be 
serionsly weighed. It ~s a title which cannot imply less, 
than that civil rulers are im'ested with a divine authority, 
and al'C, in the exercise of their magistracies, tho ropresenta- . . 
tiYes and vicegerents of tho divine majesty. Such seems to 

'he our Savior's intorpl'etation: "He called them gods, unto 
whom the word of God came." What is the meaning of 
th e declaration, "the wortl of God came to them,nif not, 
that they hold theil' commission ii'om him 1 

The wisdom of God, that divino being, who is els~ 
",llo1'e culled the Word of God, I\ml who is nffirmed to be 
from the beginning, to be with God, and to be God, . 
declares, hy the mouth of Solomon: "By me kings reign, 
and princes decree jnstice: by me princes rule, and nobles, 
you, all tlJO judges of the em'th." What can be the meaning 
of this, but that th autllOrity of all civil goverllOl's, whether. 
in a monarellY 01' a republic" patriarchs, kings, sultans, 
presidents, judges, is ill consequence of the appointment of, 
God, who has been l)loascd to l'egulato and administer 
human affairs in this manner 1 Does it not indicate lIis 

• 

presenco and presidency in the enactment Rnd execution of 
laws? It would be a frigid illtel'})retution to say, that God 

• 

, 
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l'~ibrns by kings ap.d govel'llors in the way of tt>lel:anc,e alone, 
and by merely withholdinghi~ interference. It is rather'by, 
the 'solemn institution and decree of his sovel;eignty •. " " 

, . 

" 'Passing by innumerable other scrjpture testimonies: to this 
l)oint,which it wQre teclious to cit,e, we come to the cele
brated passage in Paul's letter to, theROluan Christians, in 
which'the illustrious apostle discusses the subject of ciyi] 
goYernmentin a full and, forinal manner, and. declares his 
opinion in the most explicit terms. ".Let every soul/' says 
this inspired Christinn philosopher !lnd statist, " be subject 
unto the highcr powers. :Fol' there is no power hut of God; 
the l)ower8 that be are ordained of God. Whosoever, thcre
fore, resistetll the power, l'esisteth the ordinq.nce of God.; 
and they that l'csist shall ]'cccive to themselves damnation 
(condemnation, punishment). For rulers are not a terror to 

, . 
good works, but to the evil. Wilt thou not be afi'aid of the 
llowel'? Do that which is good, 'and thou sllalt have pi'nise 
of the ,same; for he is t]1O miuister of God to. thM for good. 
But i£ thou do that which is evil, be afraid; for he beareth . , 

not the sword in yain. For he is the minister of God, a 
• • 

revenger to execute wrath upon him that doeth evil. Where-
fore, yc must needs be sul)ject, not only for wratlI, but also 
for conscience' sake. For this cause l;ay ye tribute aiso'; 
for they are God's ministers, attending continually upon this 

, . 
Yery thing. Render, therefore, to all theit' dues; h'ibute to 
whom tIibute; custom to whom custom; fear to whom fear; 

, 

honor to whom 11onor."* -
Here the Bible theory of civil government is set forth 

, 

with,grcat pcrspicuity and power. Thc scriptm'al argument 
for its' (livinc origin and sanction might be safely rcsted on 
this citation: alone. It would be difficult to find, in the 
wIlOle compass of human literaturc, a .morc pregnant' pas
sage; or .one containing views on government more solid, 
rational, and conscl'vativc. ' It exhibits a complete theory 

* Rom. 13: 1-7, 

• 
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of civil polity, in its fundamental principles; a theory which 
commends itself to every sober un~erstanding and enlight-· . 
ened judgment by the common seJ~e' excellence' of' . its 
leading maxims. The main points in the social theory of 
St. Paul, as here developed~ are these following: That 
government is a div,ine appointment, vs. 1, 2, 4, 6; that the 
civil magistrate is, the minister of God, his representative 
and vicegerent, and that under every form of polity, vs. 4, 
6 ; that the end of government is the good of the governed, 
vs. 3, 4; that the magistracy is invested with all needful 
power both of rewarding and punishing, vs.2, 3, 4; that 
obedience to the civil power is a religious duty, vs.1, 2, 3,4; 

, 

that conscience, more than fear, ought to constrain us to obe- . 
dience, v, 5 ; that punishment is in its nature vindictive; it is a 
vindication ofjnstice, and therefore not wholly for tlie deter
ment of others from the like crimes, and still less for the 
mere reformation of the criminal himself,v. '4; and that 

• 

those who servo the state in the magistracy are entitled, in 
return, to snpport and honor, from those over whom they 
are placed, v. 1. '. ' 

We are, next, to inquire, what is tIle voice of human 
• 

authority as to the divine origin and authority of government ~ 
The theory, which traces the institution of society and. 

government up to the will of God, and which we have shown 
to be suggested by reason and confirmed by l'eve]ation, has 
united the voices of the best and wisest of men in aU times 

• 

and countries. The idea was very general in ancient times, 
that divine authority was indispensable to the establishment 
of laws over a people. 'We sce this very plainly in the care 
taken by all the lawgivers of antiquity to i~press upon 
those for whom they legislated the belief that they ,vere 
nnder a divine inspiration. Nor was this idea confhied to 
rude and barbarous tribes, but apI)ears to have been must 

• 

widely difthsed in those nations where the refinements of. 
civilization had made the gl'eatest advances; as among the . 

• 

, 

, 
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Persians, .Egyptians, Greeks, and Ronians.Tllis WtlS, a . 
fiction, no doubt ; but the universality of it, and the ready 
assent which mankind yielded to it, may be received as 
evidence. of the truth, so cleady made known in the Scrip
tures, that" the powers that be are ordained of' God ;"* i. eo' 
that civil laws have their origin in his will, and their 
sanction from his authority.. ,: 

There is a general concurrence among moral and political 
philosophers in the doctrine, tllRt civil government is 
founded on the will of God. Bishop Horsley speaks of 
" the principle of subj ection~' to civil power as ". a conscien
tious submission to the will of God."t "The l'eason why 
we should be subject to. magistrates," says Oalvin, "is 
because they are appointed by the ordinance of God. Since 
it has pleased God so to administer the government of this 
world, li"~who l'esists their power, strives against the divine 
ordinance, and so fights against God. Because to disregard. 
his providence, who is .the author of civil government, is to 
go to war witJl him."t " That all. lawful dominion, con
sidered in the abstract," says Archbishop Bramhall, "is 
from God, no man can make any donht."§ On this subject 
the' profoundly philosopllic Bishop' Butler speaks thus: ' 
"Civil government is that part of' God's government over 

. the world; which he exercises by the instrumentality of 
men. Considering that all power is' of God, all authOlity is 
properly of divine appointment; nien's very living under 
magistracy might naturally have led them to thecontempla-

• • 

tion of authority in its source and origin, the one supreme 
authority of Almighty God."11 " All dominion over' man," 
says'the great Edmund Burke, "is the e:fi'ect of the divine 
disposition. It is bound by the eternal laws of him tlfat 

, . 
, *R ... 1 om. XlIJ., • 

'. t Sermon 44, RiYington's edition"1824, cited by Bishop Doane. 
t Oommentary,on Rom. xiii., 1. 
~ Serpent Salvo. "Arcbb. Bramhall'B. Works," vol. iii., p. 817, cited by 

Doane. 1/ Sermon before tbe Honse of Lords. 
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gave it, with _which no human authority can dispense'; 
-

neither he that exercises it, nor even t1tOS~ who-arc subject 
to it. *.:\0 * *.X- 'We arc -all born iIi 'subjection, all bol'll 

-

eqnally, high and low, governors and governed, in subjec-
tion to one great, immutable, pre-existent law, prior to all 
oUI' devices and all om' contrivances, paramount to all oUl' 
ideas and all our sensations, antecedent to our very exist
ence, by which we arc knit and connected in the eternal 
frame of the universe, and out of which we cannot stir. 
This great law does not arise out ot' onr conventions 01' com
pacts; on the contrary, it gives to our compacts and conven-
tions all the force and sanction they can have." . 

Bcsidcs the writcrs whose opinions are here adduced, 
many other illustrious masters of political sciencc" as 
Plato, Heraclitus, Aristotle, Cicero, Grotius, Pufi'cndori', 
Burlamaqui, and Blackstone, t have l'epresented civil gov
ermnent as founded in the will and purpose of tile Deity. 

-

Nor is this a slender support.' - For, although it were im-
pions, as well as irrational, to attach to mere human opinions 
any thing like infallibility, yet deference to the authority of 
good and great minds is but the testimony of a reverent anct 
grateful spirit to high intellectual and moral worth. Indeed, 
with the bulk of mankind, authority seems little less than a 
necessity. The light which they find not iil themselves, 
they instinctively seck in others. The existence of oracles, 
from ancient DouDna to modern Rome, attests this fact. 

'* WORKS, v. iii., p. 11G, Lillie 9' Brou'll. 
t },[ost of these, with othcl's, al'C cited by Bnrbeyruc in lIis Introi1. to pur • 

• 

fCl1llorf, I)lato says: "AU Inws cnmc fl'om GOll j no mortal mall wns the 
foullller of laws." Aristotle adopted the thcory o~ his mastel', Plato. 
H(Jl'Uclitus, in Stobaeus, affirms, "All humau lnws nrc nourished by one 
divine lnw." Cicel'o deliyers the opinion that" law is nothing else but 
right renson, derived from tho Divinity, nnd government nn emanntion of 
the divine mind." Special ~itations nre not needful from the otber writerk 
nnmed in the text, lIS tllcir political writings nrc pervaded with this senti
mont. 

• 

• 
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OUi' earliest opirikns are aU formed in' this way; In'child-
, ' 

}~ood the voice of the parent is"the voice of God. ' Nor.is 
unthority,at any period of life, to be looked npon as'iilCom· 
patible ,vith free thinking. Doubtless, it is capable of being 
abused; as w]{at good thing is not 1 ' Yet when rightly used' 

, , 

it is a law to the seeing, as well as 'Ii 'guide to, the blind. , 
While it forms, as it were, a safe-conduct to persons of dor-
mant intellect, it affords, nt'the same time, to' the awakened 
bilt unsettled mind a centre of l'eference amid the Dmltitude 

, of its own thoughts, a centre of ' l' est amid the confiict of its 

, 

own volitions.* ' " 
, ' 

films it appears, that reason,_, revelation; and the best, 
human authority bear concpl'rent testimony to the divine ori
gin and foundation of civil polity and laws. But. the divine' 
basis of government, and the divine right on the part of any , 
particular individuals, of instituting and administering gov- ' 
ernment, are questions totally distinct ill their nature; 
though they have often been confounded by such adyocates 
of arbitrary power as Sir Robert Filmer, and by such tyrants 
as King James the second. Neither is eyery divine institu
tion of exactly the same sort, God has instituted'a chui'ch, 
a ministry, a Sabbath, and a special public :worship of him- ' 
self. lIe has also instituted civil society and civil govel'll
ment; but in another manner. The former of these institu
tions are by positive enactment, the latter, by deduction of 
right l'eason. To.!l. ]mowledge of the fOI'mer as of divine 

, ' 

mithority, we are conducted by revelation alone; to a know-
ledge of the latter as originating ill the divine will and en
joying the divine sanction, we arc conducted by the light 
of nature, as well as by the light of revealed truth, " 
• 

"The powers that be are ordained of God."t Undoubt-
edly they are. But let us beware of drawing false inferences 

. 

le· See Rcy, Mr, Hedge's Oration before ~he Phi Beta Kappa Society, 
Hnrvnrtl U Diversity. 

t Rom. xiii.!. 

, 

, 

, 
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from the use of the word" ordained" in this passage. The 
• 

reference is l'ather to the sanction, tha}, the source, of civil 
authority. The term is not designed here to instruct us as 
to the immediate origin of civil power, but rather to inform 
us, that government is agreeable to the will of God, as being 
au essentinl agency iu carrying out his purpose with respect 
to human happiness, 

God has" ordained" certain things as the conditions of 
health, reputation, and success in business, as truly as he has 
"ordained the powers that· be." And we discover these 
soyeral divine ordinances in the same manner, viz., by the 
nse of enlightcned l'eason, God has also" ordamed" bap
tism, preaching, and the sacramental supper, But both the 
mode of ordination and tho manner of discovering it, are, 
in the two classes of cases, quite different, In regard to 
these last-mentioned" ordinances," and vadous ot.her divine 
appointments, it is revelation alone, that enables us to know 
what is the will of God. But concerning many things we 
ha,-e no such mode of ascertaining the plll'pose of Deity; 
and yet may the divine will be as clearly known in these, 
us in the other cases, " Not those things alone are fi'om 
God," says PufiEmdorf, laying down a just principle with 
great clearness and felicity of diction, "not those things 
alone are from God, which he institutes and ordains by his 
own immediate act, without the concurrence 01' interposition 
of men; but those likewise, which men themselves, by the 
guidance of good reason, according as the different circum
stances of times and places required, have taken up, in order 
to the fulfillment of some obligation laid upon them by God's 
command."* 

When God created man, he established cel'tain immutable 
laws, commonly called the laws of natme, by which man 
waF! to regulate his conduct in all things. These laws were 
to serve him as guides in the pursuit of happiness. That 

* "Law of :Nature and Nations," L. 7. c, 3, ~ 2. 
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man might be enabled to discover and applY.the laws of na-
ture, he was endowed by the Creator with the fnenlty of rea
son. .A1110ng .tho laws 01' principles of reaS011 hero referred 
to, are tllCse following: ' 111at we should liyo honorably; . 
that we shou1cl hurt 110 body; that we should render to' all 
their dues j ~Ult we should seck tho good of our fellows: 
Imc1, .to this cud, that we should institute societies, establish 
go\'cruments, and ordnill laws. And all these, society, gov-

. cl'llmcnt, law, are, at the same· time, tl'llly divine and truly 
human i~lstitutions. TIleY are divine, inasmuch as they are 
esscntial agencies in carrying out tho· 'divino purposo in the 
creation .of man. They aro Inllnan, inasmnch . as they m·e. 
instituted and administered by men, without any special ~nd 
immediate interposition' of the Doity. . \. .' . 

This view of civil government, as at the samo time ofdi
vine and 111~man appointment, is agreeable to the explicit 
teaching of God's word. It harlllonizes in a simple, natural, 
und satisfactory manner, two passages of scripture, Which., 
to superficial thinkers, would scem at variance with each 
other. St. Paul declares, "The ·power!) that be are ordained 
of God."* St. Peter exhorts: "Submit yourselves to every 
ordinance of man.':t The former of these inspired write~'s 
represents government as an ordinance of God; the latter, 

• 

as an ordinance of man. What have we here, then 1 One 
• 

divine inspiration contradicting another divine inspiration ~ 
Not ~Il the least .. Are the two apostles inconsistent with 
cach other ill .their doctrine ~ No, ill no wise. They look 
nt government ii'om different stand-points. They exhibit it 
in diiferelltl'elntions. St. PH-ul would hold up to our view, 
and enforce npon the conscience, the divine sanction of all 
government; St. Peter, the duty of obedience to the actually 
existing government. The reference of Paul is to the remote 
and llltimat~. foundation of civil p,olity; the l'eference ot 
Peter to that which is more directly and immediately so. 

* R ... 1 . om. sm. • t 1 Pet. ii. 13 . 
3 
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The one contemplates government in the root; the other in' 
the bough; the one, ill the fountain; the other,' in the ' 

, 

8tl'eam. ,A.rchbishop Brnmhall and Bishop Sanderson llal'-
lllonize these passages in the following manner. Says the 
fimllel' of these prelates: "The essence of power is always 
ll'om God; the existence, sometimes from G~, sometimes 
ii'om man.""< The latter going more fully into the subject, 
holds this language: "The substance ot' the power of every 
magistrate is the ol'llinance of God; but the specification ot' 
the circumstances thercto- belonging, as in I'egard of places, 
persons, titles, continuance, jurisdiction, subordination, and 
the rest, is a human ordinance, introduced by custom 01' pos
itive law."t 

Pcrtinent to this point, and tlll'owing light on the twofold 
origin, of government here contended for, Ol'e the following 
reflections ii'om that eminent prelate, Bishop Hor,sley,: 
" The principles which I ad,unce, ascribe no greater sanc
tity to Dlonal'c11Y, thun to any other forID of' established gov
ernment; nor do they at all involve the exploded notion, 
that all 01' any of the soyereigns of earth hold their soye
reignty by virtue of such immcdiatc 01' implied nomination, 
on the i)art ot' God, of themselves })crsonally, or of the 
!;tocks from which they arc desccnded, as might confer an 
Nldlcss, indefeasible right on thcir posterity. In contC1~dillg 
that go,ermnent was coeval with mankind, it willI'eadily be 
admitted, that all IHtl'ticular fOl'llls of ,goVel'l1lUcnt which 
1I0W exist are the work of human poHcy, undcr thc control 
uf' God's overruling providencc; * * * * 'l!- but it is COll
tcnded, that all govel'nmcnt is in such sort of divine institu
tion, tlHlt, he the form of any particular gOVCl'l1Dlent what it 
may, the submission of thc individual is a principal branch 
of that religious duty which cach lUall owes to God. 111 

, 

governments, of whatcver denomination, if the form ot' gov-

* WORKS, v. iii., p. 317, , 
t " Serm. ad Magistr." p. 110, citell i}y Bloomfiehl, on 1 Pet. ii. 13. 
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crnment undergo a change, 01' the' established l'ule:of. suc
cession be set aside .by any violent 01' necessary revolutioll, 
the act of the nation itself is necessary to erect a new sov
ereignty, or to transfer the old.l·ight to the new 1)058essor . 
• :t ",. -1(. * * *.* Of all sovereigns none l'eign by so fhir and 
just' a title,as those who can derive their claim from such 
public nct of the lllltion which theygoverl1. * * f~ * The , 
obligation to obedience proceeds,primal'ily, from the will of 
God; secondarily, fro111 the act of man,"'* Dr. Jortin,t 
another eminent and learncci diyine of the Clmrch of Eng-

• 

land, has emhodied tho same opinion in one short, but lumi-
nous sentence: "Government, hoth in Church and State, is 
of God; the forms of it are of men." . , ':. 

Hence, although the ultimate SOIl 1'00 of civil government 
is thc divine wi1l, thc immediate sum'cc of it may,be, and 

, , 
certainly is, quite another thing. God has instituted no p~r-
ticular species of Ciyil polity for aU mankind," nor investecl 
any particular persons with authority over their fellows. 
All forllls of polity.,t not subvel'sive of the trtlC ends of gov
ernment, the p~'esel'vation, pcrfection, and.happincss· of ma]l, 
nrc agreeahlc to ]lis will. .All ci d] rulers, kings, consuls;; 
senators, presidents, govcrnors, 'representative assemblies,' 
mul thc whole Lody of tllC peoplc exercising the functions 
of sovcrcignty, nrc equally his vicegerents, bis ministers, 
mling in his place, bearhig thc sword for him. 

It is, thcreforc, quite pl'oper to inquire into' thc origin. of 
. political goverllment and thc sourccs of political power~ as 

things of human contrivance and purposc, without any rcfer
ence to that divinc sanction, wbich, by the Jaw of natul'e, 
as well ns the law of rcvelation, will inovitably attach itself 
to 1)olitical institutions, as soon as' they arc formed and put 
into operation. Nor is snch an inquiry justly open to the 
charge of irrcligion. For, as PuffcDc10rf has truly observed, 

* Sermon 44, RivillgtOll'S J~ditiOll. 
t Cited by" DI'. Miller 011 the Christiall ~rinistry;' c,l, 

• 
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., he who affirms sovereigilty to result immediately from 
~ompact, doth not in the least detract from f1;he sacred char
acter of civil govcrnment, 01' maintain thatpl'inces bear rule' 
by human l'ight oilly, not by divine."* ' ' . 

It is prOlle1' here to distinguish between' natural society 
and civil society. If it be contended that no such distinc
tion hns eyer existed in ])oint of ·faet, this, if true, does' 'not 
hinder from making it an object of thought. When God 

• 

made man, he made him for society. He endowecl him with 
sociability. lIe sUbjected him to the llecessity of living in 
community. But he gave no man civil power over other 
mell. The family is, indeed, a divine institution; and the 
father is, by divine right, inyested with a power of com
mand ovcr his chHdrell. But parental authority is not civil 
authority. Nor is it, pel'llnpS, possible now to dctermine how' 
far the existence of civil laws, and cOll~equently ofciyil 
society, would have been necessary, had man never fallen. 

o 

~o far, at least, is certain, that the necessity of civil laws ' 
results, if not wholly, yet in good part, fr<?lU the ,vickedn('ss 
of mankind. 'l'he sellse of obligation to diville law is not 
enough to keep men' from injustice. lIcnce human law 
must sUl')ervene to hold their bad passions in check. Pub-

, 0 

lie force must take the place of individual conscience; lIen 
mnst be restrained in the use of that liberty, which but for 
their depravity, they might, perhaps, have enjoyed without 
cUl'~ailment. Natural society, then, is a state, where, so far 
as civil authority is concerned, all are equal, aU independent, 
all ii'ee; n state, where none possess the right to command, 
and none are under the obligation to obey. Civil society 
destroys this equality, abridges this independence, curtails 
this freedom. It may be defined to be, the u'nion of Ii inul
titude of people, who agree to live in SUbjection to govern
ment, in order to secure, through its protection and care, the 
happiness for which they were created, which they nlltu~ 

'* "Law of Nature and Nations," L. ,7, C. 3, ~ 1. 
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rally desire, and which they cann.ot procure in any: other· 
• , 

way.... . 
. . ,The actual commencement of civil cOnimlmities,. as an ' 

• 

historical fact, is forever lest in the darkness of antiquity. 
, 

Some plausi:hle'guesses are all that the most sagacious minds 
have ever been able to achieve in their search of' it. Sonie '. . 
attribute the origin of ciYil society to parental authority; 
some"to mutual distrust and dread; and some, to ambition, 

• 

. supperted by force of arms, 01' force of genius . 
• 

These are the principal conjectures of writers concerning 
the origin of political unions. Thore is nothing in them, Oll 

which the mind can settle, in the conviction that it lIas 
attained to truth. It is quite probable, that, in the first 'in~ 
stitution of civil societies, mankind sought relief' from v10·· 

• • 

lenco andinjustice,.l'll.thel' than the several advantages arising I . , 
fi'om established laws, snch' as .commer.ce, letters, sciences, 
arts, and. tpevarious other social improvements,.in which a 

• • • 

lligh ci.vilization consists. It is: equally probable, that pater-
nal. authority, with the lllany a~vantages flowing from the 
family. relation, suggested the first. idea, ',and afforded the 

• • 

earliest model of political organizations .. It is still morc 
probable, as appears from the his~orYof. Nimrod, thatam~ 
bition had no little agency in the e~rly establishment of' 
governments. among men .. But, however these things may 

• 

be, all the analogies of human affairs attest, that t~e bodies 
politic first formed were, not such 'as we see now existing. 
All human institutions are imperfect in their 'beginnings. 
Improvement .is ever' a work of time. The progress from 
mdeness to perfection is comlUonly by slow degrees. Gov
ernment docs not form an exception to this l'U~e. Oivil law 

• 

at first was very imperfect.. J urispl'udence was not formed 
, into !l. regular. system at once. No llllman sagacity coul~ 
foresee everything; and new occasions would continually 
demand the enactment of new laws. The earliest states, 

• • • 

therefore, were, in all probability, small in extent, and sim-

•• 
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• 
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p10 in polity. Kings were mere chieftains, possessing VCl'y 
limited powers. They wore often appointed to act simply as 
arbiters in disputes, or leaders in war. Hence, in the most 
ancient histories, we sometimes read of several kings in: the 
sume nation at the same timo. A small city, a town, a few' . 
leagues of territory, wore honored with the name of king
dom. There were no less than thirty-one kings in the little 
territory of Palestine, at '.the time of the' lIebl'ew Con· 
quest. 7:- ; 

But such questions afford matter l'll.thel' of cmious specu
lation, than of practical utility. The point of real importance 
is: What is the true somce of political government ~ What 
the tme basis ofpoliticul powel'~ What the tl'lie foundation 
of political sovereignty.? 

Nor let anyone imagine, that these al'e adjudicated ques
tions. The fact is quite othel·wise. Not only is the original 
institution of government veiled in darkness, but the legiti. 
mate sources al1.d limits of its authority are matters yet ill 
dispute. The late Alexalldel' Everett, l~ statesman and 
scholar of no mean l'epute, in an Essay on the Life and 
,\V ritings of Rousseau, ·says: "The theory of a social con-

• 

tmct, though somewhat plausible at first view, does not bear 
the test of examination, and is rarely admitted at the present 
day by competent judges."t A declaration this the more 
l'emarkn:ble, as it is unsustained by It single word of argn1nent, 
Llnd is in direct contradiction to tho express doctrine of the 
constitution of Massachusetts, of which state :Ml'. Everett 
was a citizen. The Bishop of New Jersey, in an able, and 
for the most part, admirable oration, pronounced before the 
N ew Jersey Society of the Cincinnati, and' entitled "Civil 
Government, a Sacred Trust from God;" declares, that" the 
social compact, which men talk of, was never entered into."t 

* Josh. xii. 24, Homer mentions scvcral kings of tho Phcucinns, Odyss. 
L. 8, VB. 40, 41. GOgllct (Origin of Laws, B. 1.) 

t Essays of Alexnnder Everett, t P.14. 
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He, too, contents himself with the naked assertiqn; without 
, " 

adducing a single proof 01' authority to support it. 'Adis~ 

tinguisheddivine of Boston, in a discourse before' 'theMas
sachusetts Legislatm'e on the' Religious Theory of Civil 
Government, lIas, not obscurely, broached the doctrine, that 
the Divine will is the immediate source of civil power; that 

, 

it is anti-christian to regard the people as the fountain of 
civil authority; and that the theory of civil society, known 
as the social cOIupact, is, to nse his own wor¥, "negatively 
atheistic."* , . 

, ' 

There is, perhaps, a growing indisposition in the clergy 
to admit the doctrine of the social compact, as the true 
theory -of' eivil government. This has arisen from an appre
hension, a mistaken apprehension certainly, that the ten
dency of the theory is to undermine, or, at least, to weaken 
the l'eligious obligation of civil obedience. There is no 
doubt, that much that is en'oneous concerning both the na
ture and the sanctions of civil government, is taught under 
the name of the social compact. Some, for instance, sup
pose and teach, that civil society, in its associated capacity, 
can. possess no power, which does not, while the state of na
ture lasts, actually belong to men, in their personal capacity. 
They suppose alld teach, that individuals can give to the 
community no power which they do not individually pos
sess. From such a view of the social compact it would fol
low, that, flS no individual has the right to take his own life, 
civil society can ha\'e no such l·ight. Thero has been, be
cause there could be, no grant of s.uch power from the per
sons composing tho state. Thus, the fact that suicide is a , 

sin, becomes an argument against capital punish,ment. ' 
• 

But this, as will appeal' in the sequel, is an abuse of tho 
• • 

doctdne which we aro considering. The theory as thus pre-
sented, is distorted either by ignorance 01' cunning. When 
correctly exhibited, it inculcates no such view as this. It 

* Rev. Dr. Alexander H. Vinfon's Election Sermon, 1848, pllSSim . 
• 
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does not deny that civil govcrnulentis an ordinl\nce of Hod. 
It docs not I'epudiate 0. religious sallction as attaching to . 
civil authority. It docs not question the doctrine, that obe
dience to civil laws is :L rcligiotli;lduty. It docs not in the 
least detract from the dignity and sacredness of civil gov
ernmcnt as a divine institution. It docs not deny the divine 
right of govcrnment; bl1t it docs deny the divino right of 
lungs, considered as persons, and not as powers .. It denies 
an original divine title to civil power, in imy man, or any 
set of mcn. It dellies the divine right of an ahsolute and 
unquestionable administration of go,·ernment. It hurls its 
iron gauntlet agaillst such a comprehensive churtel' of des
potism as this doctrine would establish, It thunders its de
flanee against the monarchs who would thus create 0. satur
nalia for thell1sel Yes, laying the cost '01' it in human hlood and 
frcedom. 

Let us inquire into these things. There <mn be but two 
theories on this subject. The sovereign authority in a state 
must .he deriyed directly either from God 01' thc people, 
Observe, that the question here is not concerning the I'emote 

, 

, .. righl of goverllment, It is not concel'lling the ultimate 
, 

foundation of government. It is not concerning the sanction 
of' government. All these are, ill the strictest sense, divine. 
The· question is concerning the proximate source of civil 
powel', :whether it is in God, or in the will and act of the 

, ' 

nattOn. 
It must be kept in mind, that there are but two possible 

sources of civil power, viz., God and the people. The question 
is, from which of theso docs the magistrate immediately re
ceiye his authority~ Not, surely, from God. God docs not 
designate the rulers of nations by special revelation; neither 
does he set distinguishing marko of dominion upon some 
mon, and of suhjection upon others. "lIe. docs 110t," as 
Sidney has forcibly said, "cause some to 'be born with 



• 

lNTRODU(''TORY ESSAY. 41 

crowns npon 
backs."* 

their llCads, and others with saddles oil their 

• • 

There must, thcI'efore, be a real and propel' sense in which 
it may' bo affirllled, that thel)eop10 are tho' fountain, of 
poljtica1 power;t that pOlitical sovereignty resides in them, 
as its spring anel source;+ that the immediate original of 
sovereign authority is in human covenants;§ that it is com
petent for the l)e01)10 to retain, 01' to transfer it; that, ill 
short, they m'e the sole judges of tho forms they will give to 
,their commonwealths, and of the powers and limitations of 
power which they wHI establish in them . 

. My ideas on theso points can be best explained by all 
imaginary case. Let us suppose a huudred pcrsons to have 
taken posscssion of an. unappropriated islancL Each is~ by 

, 

supposition, independent of the others. They stanel upon n 
footing of ontil'e equality. The old maxim,--Hpa1' in pctl'cm 
non habet imperium," equals have no authority oyel' one 
anotllel', is in full force. No one of the ht~nc1l'ed possesses 
allY right of command oyer the othel's; no one of thqm is 
subject to any,'obligation of obedieuce. This, then, is th~ 
stnte of 11ature; wherein all are in the full enjoyment of 
wllat is called natlU'al liberty; that is to 'say, the right of 
doing each wllat he pleases j subject only to tho restraints 
imposed by the law of nature. 

Mmiifestly, this is a state of things not long to be endured 
while hUlllan passions continue what they arc. The 1)ower 
of a9.~illg as each one thiuks fit, is inconsistent with secmity 
in any of the enjoyments of life.~i It will soon, therefore, 
l)e found expedient, if not impcratiyo, to ontel' into some ' 
compact, whereby illdh'iduals may be protected in those 
absolute rights wllich are vested in them by the immutable 

* Discou1'SCS on GoYcl'Ilmcnt, Chap. 3, Sect. 33. 
t Adums' Defence of American Constitutions. 
t Burlamuqni's " Politic Law," Part 1, Chap. G. 
~ Ibidem. 
1T Blackstone's Commcntaries, DooJ{ 1, Chap. 1. 
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laws of natlll'e" In other words, it will becolhenecessary to 
institute civil society. 

What, under these circumstances, will be the probable 
course of thing~ ~ First, these isolti.ted individuals must agree, 
each with each, to join in one 'firm and lasting: society, 

-

, , 

and to concert the measures of their mutual safety and ", 
welfure. Here will be the germ and first .l'Udiments of a 
state. The next step will be to agree upon some form of 
polity. Here, it is quite plain, they may settle their new 
commonwealth upon any basis and give it any form- they 
like hest. They may institute a monarchy, an aristocracy, 
a democracy, or It government compounded 011t of all three. 
This labor done, the state begins, to assume a definite and 
fixcd form. A f\1rt11er advance will be the choice of such 
magistrates as lllay have been agreed upon. A covenant:
it matters not whcther it be express or implied between 
the governors and the governed, whereby the former bind 
thelllsel ves to take care of the common defence and welfare, 
and the latter to yield obedience to them in the exercise of 

• 
their rightful authority, gives completeness and I')erfection 
to the state.* This last covenant includes the SUbjection of 
the will of each individual member of the society to the 
will of the head, so far as the public good requires; whether 
such head be a single persoll, one 01' more councils of sages, 
or thc assembled people.t And thus it is, that a regular 
~tate and a perfect government are formed. -

The state has now become, by this submission and union 
of will:;, a moral person; invested with personal attributes; 
enjoying personal rights; subject to personal obligations; 
and capable of deliberating, resolving, and ncting in a per
sonal capacity. It is no longer a mere multitude. It is not 
un assemblage of individuals withollt any common will. It 
is a llotly politic. It is a society animated by one soul, 

* Pnlfentlorrs" Law of Nature nnd Nations," Lib. 7, C. 2. 
t BurlaDlaqui's " Politic Lnw," l~art 1, Chnp. 4. 

• 

, 



• 

, 
• 

-

-
.INTRODUOTORY· ESSAY. 43 

. . 
which directs all its motions and makes all its members act 

• 

• with a yiew to one and the same end, ·the public utility. 
Neither is the personali ty of· the state in the least aft'e.eted, 
whether this union of wills be bronghtabout by the ap
pointment of one. man to be the sovereign, by the .institution 
of a council 01' councils of senators, 01' by a majority of' 
voices in a general asseml1ly of' the people. It is still a 
unit, and not an aggregate. It is an orgimized prodnct, 
haying an internal vitality, working its own growth and 
I'ipeness, though dependent, aU the while; in its organic 
capacity on that great Being, who is the founder of nations, 
no less than the Creator of man . 

• 

Now, in the case which I have supposed, the originatioll 
of the society, the form of polity, the choice of magistrates, 
the powers confided to them, the qualifications fOI' office, the 
conditions of sm'rendering it, the duration of the magistra-

• 

cies, and, in bI'ief, the entire constitution of the state, are the 
direct result of the action of the people. Is not the popular 
will,then, the immediate origin of the gOYOrIllnent ~ Is it 

• 

not the direet source of power in those who administer it 1 
When a lllan gets from me something to which he lilld be
fore no claim, and which he could not have obtained other-. 
wise than through me, then am I, clearly, the immediate 
source of that possession to him. Suppose A buys a piece 
of land of B. The title being before truly in B, B is to A 
the immediate source of his right to the property in ques
tion ; and this, notwithstanding the generalI'ight of property 
has its foundation in the will of God. So if a dozen men of 
the huu(h'ed become, through the action of the hundred, in
"ested with a right of command, which before they possessed . 
not, theu arc the hundred the immediate fountain of such 
their authority, though it be admitted, as it freely is, that 
the will of God is the remote source and the ultimate basis 
ot' it. 

• 

• 

This, now, is the social compact. Mr. Locke is not, ns 

• 

• 

• 
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many suppose, the author of this theory of government. 
On the contrary, its essential principles have been held by 
the most illustrious political philosophers of all ages; . 

Plato defines a law to be " a pul)lic ordinance of the body 
of the state i" meaning thereby, the whole people. He 
makes the foundation of the state to be " It tacit agreement 
between each member and tho whole community," and de
clares that" thoy who refuse to ~lIhmit to the laws, violate 
the agreement."{f ..' . 

Aristotle founds his politics on nearly the same principles 
with those of Ms master. " The civil law," he says, "is that 
which takes place amongst a number of' free persons, who 
are members of the same community, in which they live 
on a footing of equality, either pure and simple, or prop or
tionable·"t 

Apuleins, from the authority of Plato himself; defining 
the Platonic commonwealth as the -most perfect model of 
government, calls it " a union of many men, in which some 
govern and some are governed, but' all agree and mutually 
assist each other, guiding themselves in their duty by the 
same Iaws.":j: 

Livy declares" the force of tho ,supremo commaud to be 
built upon the consent of those who obey."§ 

Cicero, with his usnal exactness and felicity, defines tt 

state to be " It multitude of people, united together by com
mon laws, a common interest, and a common consent.",,-

To the same effect is the definition of Puffendorf. It is 
this: "A civil state is a compound moral porson, whose will 
united und tied together by those covenants, which befo~'e 

• 

* no Leg. L. 1. Sec nlso" Dacier's Lite of PInto," pp. 90, 91 j Dnr-
• 

beYl'ne's Historicnl and Criticnl Accouut of the Science of Morality, ~ 21. 
t Burbeyrnc's Historicnl and Critical Account of the Science of Moral

ity, ~ 24. 
t Puficnd. "Law of Nature aud Nations," Lib. 7. c.2. 
~ Hist. Lib. 2, e. 59. . De Rep. L. 3 • 

• 
• 
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passed among the multitude, is deemed the will of aU, to' 
the end that it may maintain the common pence and se·' 
cllrity."* , " :' 

Grotius declares his opinion: eoncel'l1ing the original of 
government thus: "Men, not influenced by. the e:ll.-prcss . 
command of God, but. of their own accord, having expe~ 
rienced the weak defence of separate fam.ilies against the 
assaults of violence, united themselves in civil ~ociety, the 

, 

effect of which was civil l)ower, styled, on this account, by 
• 

St. Peter, tlie ordinance of man."1' 
, 

Montesquiell, quoting Gravina with approbation, says: 
, . 

"The conjunction of the particular forccs of individuals 
, 

constitutes what we call a political 'state. The particular 
forces of individuals cannot be united without a conjlllction 
of all their wills. The conjunction of those wills is what we 
call the civil state.":j: 

Blackstone, though ,he rejects tIle theory of an actually 
existing unconnected state of nature, nevertheless admits an 
"original contract of society," concerning which he makes 
the following observation,; "This contract, though perhaps 

~ 

ill no instance has it ever been formally expressed at the first 
institution of a state, yet in nature and l'eason must be 
always understood and implied, in the verJ: act of associat· 
ing together: namely, that the whole shouJd I)1'otect all· its 
parts, and that every part should l)ay obedience to the .will 
of'the whole; 01', in other words, that the community should 
guard ,the rights of each individual member, and that, in re· 
tU1'll for this protection, each individual should submit to the 
laws of the community."§ . , 

The elder Adams, 011e of tIIC most solid and sagacious of 
political writers, in his Review of" N edham's Right Oonsti· 

• 

, 

* "Law of Nature and Nations," Lib. 7, Cap. 2. 
t "Right of War and POllCO," Lib. 4, ~ 7. 
t "Spirit of Laws," n. ]. c. 3. 

. ~ Comment. 13k. 1. c. O . 

• 
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, , 
, 

tution of a Commonwealth," among many other things to the 
same effect, has the following: "If ever that excellent 
maxim, that the fountain of all just power and government 

, 

is in the people, 'yas fully demonstrated and exemplified 
among men, it ,was in the lnte American revolution; whell 
thirteen governlllents were taken down from the founda· 
tion, and new ones erected wholly by the people, as nn arch;; 

, 

itect would pull down an old building, and erect a new 
one."* . 

It would be tedious to proceed with these citations, thougl) 
-to multiply them were an easy task. For not only the 
authors above-cited, but also Harrington, Milton, Bacon! 

: Sidney, Locke, Barbeyrac, Burlamaqui, Turgot, Neckar, and 
;. our own statesmcn and publicists almost without exception, 
have held to the doctrine of the social compact, as the true 
theory of IJolitical organizations. 

It is objected to this theory of a social compact, that it is 
"historically uutl'ne."t That depends upon the meauing we 
attach to the phrase, " historically untrue." It' by this ex
pression be meant simply, that there is no authentic account 
of the first governments instituted mnong men, in which the 
social cOllll)act can he historically traced, I assent to the pro
position. But then, for the ver,r sallle reason, eyery other 
theory of civil society must be also" historically untrue ;" 
for the origin of all the ear1iest IJolities is involved in the 
same Impenetrable darkness of antiquity. If, on the other 

, 

hand, it be intended to asscrt, that no civil community has 
evcr been instituted on the basis of express compact, we ""HI 
interrogate history on that point. 

But hefore entering on this inquiry, let it be ohseryed, that 
none of the advocates of the social compaet, in presenting 
their ideas concerning the first formation of goverllments, 

* "Defence of American Constitution," v. 3. p. 365. 
t Dr. Vinton's Elect. Serlllon 011 the Religious Theory of Civil Govern

ment, p. 16. 
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are to 11e understood as writing, 01' intending. to write his
tory. . TIlOY ]lIwe but' prollOunded a philosophical. theol'Y in 
a'lively way. ' Eyery state must haye had a beginning.; and , . . 

since it is impossihle to conceive how any union cO\lld be 
forllled without covenants, we must believe, tlmt such cove-

• 

nailts were, tac,itly, if not forlllally, entered into in the insti-
tution of commonwealths. To express this cOllviction' in. a 
graphic'111unner, theoretical writers have imagined what 
might Itaye IUlppellec1, and what substantially must have 

• 

happened, when men. first , formed themselves into political 
• 

unions. " Nor is thero anything to hinder," as Puftcndorf 
has truly said, "but that the original of some things, not 
committed to the 'monuments of time and history, may be 
traced out by the disquisitions of reason."* But probably 
neither. Locke, nor Sidney,- nor any othel~ mtional writer, 
supposed there was once a time when no such thing as so
ciety existed; and, that, from the impulse of reason and the 

• 
sense of their own wants, individuals met together in a large 
plain, entered into an original fi.wmal contract, and chose t~le 

• • 

tullest man present to be their governor. ' , 
Thus much by way of apology for certain writers, who 

• 
have not always, perhaps, been sufficiently careful to distin-' 
guish beJween actual history imd what they have themsel ve:; 
rationally imagined. Let us now glance at the social com
pact ill an historical point of view. I"et us inquire whether, 
in point of fact, states ,.have ever been formally established 

• 

upon this basis. 
'l'he reader is 'firstinvited to the study of a piece of his

tory, to which he will, perhaps) hardly expect to hav.e his 
attention called; but whicIl, on examination, will be found, 
unless I am mistaken, both pertinent and instructive. It is ' 
contained in the nineteenth chapter of Exodus, where tIle 
historian gives an account of the origin of the Hebrew gov
el'mnent. Ul1less my analysis of the transaction there l'e· 

* "La\y of Nature anc1 Nations," Lib, 7, Clip. 2, ~ 8. 
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cordecl be erroneous, we shall find in it tIle snbstantial.ele
ments of the social compact. Proceed' we to this analysi~. 

Moses is solemnly summoned to Mount Sinai.* There he 
l'flceh'es :t commission to propose Jehovah to tIie Hebrew 
people, as the civil head of their state.t Descending from 
the lUonnt, he assembles the !headmen, called" elders of the 
people.:' In due form he submits the proposition to the con--
vention as from J ehovah.* ThereulJon the meeting' for- . 

• 

many gives its assent, in the name and behalf of the nation.§ 
lIIoses then re-ascellds the mount, and returns" the words of 
the i)eople to Jehovah ;" that is, carries their officiall'eply to 
him, a reply made by the people through their l'epl'escnta
ti ves, the" elders."11 Having thus l'eceh~ed formal assurance 
of the willingness of the peoplc to meet his proposal, J eho
\'all completes the COyenmlt by acceding to it in a manner 
(:(111a11y formal. This he does by replying to :1\1oses, as the 
nation's plenipotent.iary and l'epresenh~tive. "Lo I come 
unto thee in a thick cloud, that the IJeople may Ileal' when 
I speak with thee.'" . 

Now, what ·have we here? To all intents and plU'poses, 
the social compact. . Here is a multitude of people, each 
coYcnnllting ,,,ith each to llllite together and forlU a civil 

• 

• • 
COllUllUnity to be governed by common laws. Here is tl. ptl.r· 
tial settloment of the f01'm of' the commonwealth. Here is 
nn nssent by tho people to the rille of' a lawgiyel' and head: 
flH'lUally proposed' to their election. " Here is a covenant be
tween the soycreign thllS chosen and eachmembcr of the so-

• 

ciety, in which the former promises protection, and the latter 
submission and obedience. Hellce Jalm denominates this 
transaction" It great and solemn compact. ";,:.,,. between J eho
nth, as sovereign, and the Hebrew people, HS subjects. 

·x· Verse 3. t V CI'SCS 3-G. 

g Ve1'8(\ 8, " Verse 8. 
*,(. IIebl'cw Commonwcalth, chap. 2. 

l Verse 7. 
1f Verse 9. 
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Hence, Dean Graves* speaks of it as a "solemn compact/, 
oU: which, Ite says, "was founded the Jewish government." 
Hence, Lowman caUs it the" original contractor the He
brew government."t Hence ~fjchae1is;j: lind om' own Dr. 
Spring,§ speak of the election of Jehovah to be the king of 
the Hebrews, as the voluntary act of the Hebrew people .. 
Hence, al!,'\o, Warburton says, that" the crime of idolatry is 

• 
always represented· by the sacred writers as, in a peculiar 
sense, the transgression of the covenant ;"11 that is, the origi
llal compact of government between God and the Hebrew 
people. And lienee even Bossuet,- himself, though the apol
ogist and apostle of despotic powel', says, that" the law of 
1\{oses is a true social compact," (veritable contrat social); 
and that" aU who have spoken accm'ately of the law, have 
l'egarded it, in its origin, as a solemn pact and treaty," (pacte 
et trait6 solennel). It was thus that idolatry he came, in the 
Hebrew state, a civil crime; the crime, in fact, of treason; 
for as God was, by tbe compact which we have been con
sidering, constitutcd king of the Hebl'ews, a defection :from 
him was a defection from their rightful sovereign. ** . 

Herc I cannot but recal a conversation which I had some' 
years ago, with that eminent scholar and statesman, the late 

•• John Quincy Adams. In it, he drew, with a luminousness 
and power peculiar to llimself, a contrast between t1le He-

, 

brew government and the other ancient ol'iental polities. 
Point by point, did he unfold, with copious eloquence,the 
dift'el'onces between them. But that which he chiefly in
sisted 011, was the fact, that ,all tho rest were founded on 

• 

* "On the Pentateuch," Pt. 2, Sec. 3. 
t" Civil Govcrnment of tho ]JcbrclI'd." , 
t" Commentary 011 I.l\ws of }'Ioscs," Vol. 1, Art. 34. 
~ " Obligations of the Worlel to tlle Biblc," Lect. 3. 
/I " Divillp. Legation," B. 5, S. 2. 
11' "Politiquo Sncreo," Liv.1, Art. 4. 

, 

• 

** Julin's ]JcbrcwCommonwonlth, clmp. 2. Dr. Vintou himself says: 
., The Theocracy was clcctivc." Elect. Serm., p. 18. 
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• 

• 

force, this only on consent. I have regretted shl.C'e;'that I 
did not ask him to commit those views to writing; and I 
cannot but indulge the hope, that the subject will some-

• 

,,,here be found alluded to at least, if Dot handled at length, 
in his posthumous papers. . 

'l'he reader's att&ntion is invited, in passing, to one point 
of special interest ·in the narl'ath'e, which I have been ana· 
lyzing and commenting upon. l'he seventh verse of the
chapter statcs, that "Moses caned for the elders of the 
people," and laid the divine proposal before them. It is 

• 

immediately added, in the eighth verse: "And aU the 
people answered together, and saiel, all that Jehovah llath 
spoken we will do." How did the people answer in this 
case ~ No othcrwise than by their representatives, the 
" elders." 'l'his is the first intimation we find in history of 
the doctrine of popular representation. Does it not prove 
Montesquieu* to be mistaken in the supposition, that repre~ 
sentation is an improvement in the art of government, in
vented hy the moderns, and unknown to the ancient world ~ 
The first act in the institution of the Hel)rew state opens 
upon us, with this doctrine, to aU appearance, in full play. 
On the practice ot' representation in the Israelitish govern
ment, I shall 11 ave more to say in a subsequent part of this . 
work. The errol' of }fontesqnieu in saying, that "the an
cients 11ad no notion of a government founded on a legislative 
hody composed of the representatives of the people," will 
thon more plainly appeal'. 

Proceeding in our research, we come down to the Roman 
common wealth. The original of the Roman government 
was, clearly, in a voluntary convention among equals. 
First, a munher of men flock together on the banks of the 
Tiller, with the design of forming themselves into u civil 
society. Here, ohvio11s1y, there mnst have been a tacit, if 
not a formal covp-uant between them to that effect. Thell, 

iI " SIJirit of Laws," B. ] 1, O. 8. 
• 

• 
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they deliberate·about the form they shall give to. theil', ne;w 
government, and agree upon establishing, a' monarchy. 

, , 

This dQne, the work is completed by electing l~omulus: ,for 
, ' , 

their king, and investjng him with the, sovereignty; a pro-
• • • • 

cedure wllich necessarily implies a mutual pr()mise, viZ.; of 
protection on the one hand, aDd of obedience, on the othel:.* 
Here, then, we have a state manifestly founded on voluntary 
convention; and the theory of t~le social compact has, i,n the 
Roman polity, a solid historical basis to rest upon. ' " 

The Venetian state had a like origin. It began by the 
• 

union of several persons,. before fi'ce and independent, 
among whom, previously to compact, there was neither 
superiority nOl; subjection.t, . , 

The same is true of the fonnders.of Curthage. They also 
, 

were freemen. They were wholly indc})clldent of one another; 
The footing on which they stood wus that of cntire, equality. 
And the government which they, set up, wasbytheil' 
own consc:mt; It was the resnlt of deliberation and compact.:/: 
, Something like this is related by Herodotus to l1ayo hap
pened even in Persia, during the ,interregnum which 
preceded the elevation ot Darius to the throne. The nobles 
debate on the comparative advantages of democracy, aris
tocracy, and monarchy; and, the monarchical principle 
triumphs by the majority of voices.§ , , 

Bracton was an eminent British lawycr, who wrote under 
Henry 11I. . He lays it down as a principle of' the British 
constitution, thatthe king is subject to the law. The reason 
which he' assigns as the basis of' this maxim is, that" the 
law maketh the king.."11 Fl'om this he draws the inference, 
ae: solid as it is liberal, that "he is not truly king, whcre 
will and pleasure rules, and not the law." Two centuries 

* Livy, Lib. 1. DiollYs. Halical'n. Lib. 2. 
t I_oelic Oil Civil Government, Chap. 7, ~ 110. 

• 

~ Justin. Lib. 3, Cap. 4. ~ Herod, 1. 4. c, -1-1. 
II Cited by BJaeksto:Je, Commentaries, Book], Chap. G. . . , 

• 
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luter, ]'ortescne, l1aving first accurately distinguished 
hetween a ~overnment introduced by conquest and violence, 
and a government arising ii'om mutual consent, affirms, that 
the British mOllUl'chy belongs to the latter of these two 
species of polity. He theu i})roceeds to lay down the prin
ciple, that "the king of England must rule his }>cople 
{lccOl'ding to the decrccs of the laws thel'eot'."* To obviate 
all uoubt on this qnestion, it is expressly declared by statute 
12 and 13 William III., C. 2, "that the laws of England are 
the birth-right of the people thereof; and nIl the kings and 
queens, who shull ascend the throne of this realm, ought to 
administer the government of the same accordhlg to the 

, 

said laws." Blackstone declares, that this is not only 
consonant to the principles of nature, of liberty, of reaso11, 
aud of society, but has always been esteemed an express 
part of. the COUlmon law of Enghmd, oven when prerogative 
was at its highest. The same great authority pronounces 
the coronation oath, prescribed by the laws of England to 
the British sovercign 011 ascending the throne, to be, Illost 
indisputably, a fl1'.ulmncntal und original express cOlltruct.t 

Such arc the opinions which have been held by the 
ablest British lawyers, jurists, and statesmen, concerning 
tile nature of the British constitution. They agree ill 
representing the govcl'l1ment of their country as a govern
ment urh;ing from mutual consent; It govel'l1ment based. 
upon compact; a government drawing its lifo und energy 
ii'om the popular will. 

It has always ueen the doctrine of the English whigs, 
that the foundation of the English govel'llment was a con
tract, expressed on one side by the coronation oath, and Oll 

the other by the oath of ullegianco; that the duties of this 
contract woro mutual; and that a sovereign who grossly 
abused his power, might lawfully be dethroned by his 

* Oited by Blackstone. 
t Commcntnrics, Book I, Chnp. 6. 
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people. And is this Il. mere partizan theory ? No! It,was 
solemnly acted upon by the British nation, when J·'!Jllcs:II. 
was hlll'led from the throne which he llad forfeited', byllis ' 
tyranny, and the crown was placed upon the " heud, of 
William of Orauge. This was not dono by an ,act, of 
mutiny and violonce, but by a formal vote of the estates of 
the realm; the tory party joining with tho whig party in 
giving the doctrine a practical embodiment in the fmula-

• 
mental law of tho land. In this very thing, and in this 
alone, consistcd the essence of the great revolution of 1688. 
No towns were sacked, no fields wero wasted, no blood was 
~pilt, in that revolution. All that was apparcnt in it, was a 
slight deviation from the usual order of succession to the 
crown. That WIlS the extont of what appeared to the eye. 
But in that deviation, trifling as it seemed, there is a 
distinct proclamation of the doctrino, that the British sov
ereign is in roality olecth-e by the British 1)eople. It 
announced that the strife between the popular element and 
the despotic clement in the government, which had lasted 
so long, and been so 1)l'olific in seditions, rebellions, plots, 
hattles, sieges, impeachments, proscriptions, and judicial 
murders, was at un cnd; and that the former, having at 
length fairly triumphed oyor the latter, was thenceforth to 
he permitted freely to develop itself, and become predomiI 
nunt in the English polity.* 

How stands this question as connected with the history of 
govel'1lment in the nations of continental Em'ol)e ~ The 
crusades, combining with other causes, broke down the sys
tem, and destroyed the power, of feudalism. As the fierce 
authority and independent jurisdiction of multitudes of bu-

, 

ronical chiefs gave way, the people, on the one hand, and . , 

kings, on the other, rose into importance. Power, authority, 
political sovereignty, gradunlly centralizing themselves, 

* Sec the first vol. of }Iacauley's JIi3tory, 011 this subject. 
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camo at· length to be settled in fewer hands indeed, but 
under grcater limitations and with bettor guaranties. It re
sulted, at last, that there arose real nations find real govern-, 

ments. '{110 form was, without doullt, in every instance, 
kingly. But these monarchies, springing from the wreck 
of the feudnl system, were at first quite different things 
from wllat they afterwards bceam<.l. 'l'hcy werc originally 
represcntative. TI)e groat principle of popular consent was 
rccognized as the foundation of riglitful authority. Mon
archy, as a form of polity, was the cxprcssion and embody
ment ot' the nation's will. TIlC doctrine that the king held 
his l)owcr, not by consent of the 1)eople, but by a divine 
right personal to himselt; sprung up afterwards. It did not 
helong to the political crccd of that age. An error of latc!r 
growth, it hus filled Elll'ope, in later times, with popular 
cOlllmotions and popular revolutions; but it is now welllligh 
extinguished. Russia, it is true, is an example of absolutism, 
of gigantic proportions, still rcmaiuing' in Europe; but, with 
this exception, the only kind of monarcl)y recognizcd as 
l('~itilllate by cnlightened EUl'opean opinion, is that which 
lllakes thc so\'crcign simply thc chief magistrate of the 
nution, the representatiye of the majesty of the state, the 
embodiment of' the will Hntl wisdom of the 1)eople.* 

But, leHying these Hncient lind forcign examples, let llS 

come to 0111' own timcs, Hnu, us it wcre, to our own hearths. 
Here It clenrer light shines upon thc trl1e origin and natlU'e 
of cidl goverllment. Times nnd seasons arc in the hands 
of God. Infinite wisdom, combined with infinite 1)owe1', 
sustains, movcs, guides, and gO\'e1'118 all things. TIle affairs 
of' all ages, though produced immediately by the voluntary 

* 011 the subject.of the foregoiug pllrngrnph, sce an able address entitled 
"The Social System," hy Daniel D. DurnilI'd, L.L.D. "The limitation of the 
regltl authority was a first and esscntial principle in all tllll Gothic systems 
of g<)Ycrnlllcnt established in Europc; though gradually driven out autI 
oyerbornc by vioitmcc 11IItl chiclJUnc, ill most of the kingdoms on the Conti· 

t " ]'1 Co, 11 1 .. neu . J. om . .o. • c. , . 
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agency of innumerable actors, nevertheless fulfil the divine 
counsel, and carry fOl'ward the divine plan. Great and 
manifold were the purposes, which the divine prdvidence 
comprehended in the discovery of America and; the plant
ing of' the British colonies on its shores. Certainly, not 
among the least of these purposes, were improvements in 
the science and art of governing; the discovel'J of new 
principles of civil polity, the freer and more energetic appli
cation of principles known before. Previously to the coloni
zation of America by Englishmen, shafts of . light on the 
subject of government had becn 1)olI1'od down upon some 
generous and gif~ed souls. Such shafts of light and power 
we find in the works of Bacon, Harrington, Sidney, Milton, 
Locke, Grotius, Pllffcndol'f, and Yontesquieu. But as the 
sunlight is often seen amidststremns of vapor drawn from 
the earth and rising into clouds, so the conceptions of the 
greatest geniuses Oil theories of gOyerlllnent were obscured 
lly folds of vaporous prejudice, gathered from existing mon
archical institutions, Bllt when the sun of American free
dom culminated, the mists of prejudice melted away, and 
the trl1e theory of political organizations ap1)eal'ed like a 
" glorious landscape amidst clear shining after rain."* 

The 'Tery first chapter of New England history opens upon 
ItS with a brigllt light shining upon the subject of our in
quiry. Defore the pilgrim fathers disembarked from the 
Mayflower, on the eleventh of November, 1620, off Cape 

. Cod, they framed and subscribed a formal social compact, 
Here is an extmct from tIlat instrulllent: "·W e, whose names 
ure under-written, * * * .X- * do, by these presents, solemll
ly and mutually, in the presence of God and one of another, 
covenant and combine ourselves together iuto a civil body 
politic, * * * * and by virtue hercof, to enact, constitute 
and frame such just and equnllaws, ordinances, acts, Cdnsti
tutions, offices from time to time, as shull be thought most 

* Cheever's Journal of the Pilgrims, Pref. 

\ 
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meet and cOllvenient for the general good of -the colony'; 
unto which we promise all due submission and obedience.· 
In wi bless whereof we havo hereunder subscribed our 
names."·:<- To this remarlmble document were appendecl the 
names of thirty-two persons, that is, of all the male adults 
on board the ship; the "ll101e number of souls on board 
being a hundred and one. Here the supposition made a 
little while ago ot' a llUll(lred persons taldng possession of' a 
desert island, and, by compact, forming themselves; under 
the necessities of the case, into a civil state, is fulfilled 
almost to the lettel·. 

'The theory of the social compact for111s the basis of the 
civil polity cstablished by every state in the American 
union, amI is fully embodied in the constitution of the 
general goverlllllent. 

The constitution of :Massachusetts is 'Very explicit. It 
declnres: "The hody politic is formed by a voluntary asso
ciation of imli dduuls. It is a social compact, by which the 
whole people COYClHlIIts with cuch citizen, and each citizen 
with the whole people, that aU shall be governed by certain 
laws for the com mOil good." t 

The constitution of N cw York, f't'uIlled in 1777, declares: 
" No authority sha11, on any IH'etence whatever, be exel'eised 
over the people 01' members of this state, but such as shall 
be derived from and granted by them." "The style of' all 
laws shall be as follows; to wit: 'Be it enacted by the 
people of the state of New York, represented in senate and 
assembly.' All writs mill other pl'oeeedings shall run in the 
name of the peol)le of the state of' New Y ork."* 

1110 constitution of' New Jersey, adopted in 17-76, holds 
the following language: "Whereas all tho constitutional 
authority, ever possessed by the kings of Great Britain, over 

• 
* Idem, pp. 30, 31. 

• 

-t Constitutions of the U nitctl States, Carey, Stewart and Co., 1791, p. 4. . 
t Idem, pp. ,19, 57. 
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these colonies or their other. dominions,. was, by compact, 
derived from the people, and held of them, for the COinmOli 

• 

interest of. the whole society; allegiance andproteetioll 
are, in the nature of things, reciprocal ties, each equally 
d~pelldiilg upon the other, and liable to be dissolved by the 
other's. being l'efused 01' withdrawn." It further affirllls, 
that, since the compact has been broken by the king of 
Great Britain, " all civil authority under him is necessarily 
at an end, and a dissolution of. government in each colony 
has consequently taken place."'» . 

Tho constitution of Peunsyh"ania, ratified September 2, 
1790, says: " All power is inherent in the pooplo; and all 
free governments are founded on their authority, and insti
tuted for their peace, safety, and hnppiness. For the 

, 
auvuncement of those ~nds, they have, at all times, an 
inalienable and indefensible right to. alter, l'etorm, 01' 

abolish their government, in such manner as they lUay 
think proper."t 

The constitution of' Delawnre, framed and adopted in 
1776, asserts: "An goYerlimellt, of right, originates from 
the people, is founded in compact only, nnd instituted solely· 
for the good of the whole."~ '. . 

The constitution of Mnryland affirlUs the same doctrine in 
the same words. It adds: "The l'ight, in the people, t6 

• 

participate in the legislnture, is the best seclll'ityof' liberty! 
and the foundation of all freo govel'l1ment."§ . .> 

To Virgh~ia belongs the immortal honor of being the first. 
of the colonies, in obedience to the recommendation of the' 
continental congress of May 15th, 1776, to renounce the 
colollialnmno and condition, and to form herself into a free, 
sovereign, and independent commonwealth. lIer constitu
tion was adopted the day after the Declaration oi' Inde-

, 
.pendence. The members of the convention who framed it~ 

* Idem, p. 61. t Idem, p. 76. ~ Idem, p. 82. ~ Idem, PI)' 92, 93 • 
• 
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speak of themselves as "the delegates an4,representatives 
of the good people of Virginia," and say that, as such, they 
" do declare the future form. ~f government of Virginia to 

. > 1 ,. P. P. * -
)0, l~C., "\OC. ....- .. 

. . , 
The constitution of North Carolina, adopted in 1116, 

utters the sentiment of ,thnt state in the following terms: 
"All political power is vested in, and derivecl from, the 
people." "Allegiance and IJrotection are, in their natffi'e, 
recipl'ocal, and the one should of right be refused, when the 
other is withdrawn."1· 

The constitution of South Carolina, formed in 1190, says: 
", AU power is originally vested in the people; and all. free 
governments arc fOlmded on their authority, and are insti
tuted for their peace, safety, and happiness."t 

The constitutions of New Hampshire l\Ild Georgia contain 
1\0 declaration of rights, but the delegates who framed and 
adopted them, speak of themselves as "empowered by the 
people," and as acting by virtue of the powers vested in 
them by the people in what they did.§ 

Here we have, from cleven of the thirteen original 
colonies, explicit declarations of the doctrine of the popular 
sovereignty. TIere we have eleven old governments 
abolished by the peollle, and llew governments instituted in 
their place on the basis of express compact. nere we have 
It perfect excmplification of the maxim, that the popular 
will is the fountain of all just power and authority, in the 
state. Connecticnt and Rhode Islaud retained the same 
constitutions which they had before. There was not the 
same necessity for altering them as existed in the other 
colonies. The charters of these two colonies reserved to tIle 
crown no control over the internal 110licy emanating from 
the colonial legislative bodies, nor even any shure in the 
executive power. • The nets of their legislatures did not. 

* COllstitutions of the United States. Ourey, Stewart und Co's. cd. p.112. 
t Idem, pp. 116, 119. lIdem, p. 135. ~ Idem, pp. 1, 136. 
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require the royal sanction, and their executive officerswcrl3 
cJlOsen by the colonists themselves. Nothing, therefore;, . 
was wanting to their convenient· action as states, but the 
casting off of their dependence on Gre~t Britahi .. 

But not only are the constitutions of the severnl states, 
based upon the principle of the social compact;, the con
I:!titutioll of the United Stutes itself, that master-piece of 
political wisdom, is neithcr more, nor less, nor other, tlian 
the social compact. "We, the l)cople of tho United States," 
it declares, "in order to form a more perfect union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the.common 
defence, promote the general welfare, and secure tho bless
ings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and 
establish this constitution for the United States of America."* -The people ordain and establish a supreme government I 
Sublime conception I Glorious truth I Now, for the first 
time in the history of the world, so distinctly and broadly 
announced as the I)llly legitimate basis of civil society, the 
only just foundatLm of political government. t 
.. But, although the doctrine that the original of all just 

government is in the people, has been more emphatically 
asserted, and more comprehensively acted upon, by the 
American republics, than by any other nation, yet has the 
doctrine at all times maintained a strugglf' more 01' less 
vigorous, mOre 01' less successful, against the docb'ine of a 
divine right to absolute power. It is the struggle between 
these two principles, the principle of the social compact 
and the principle of absolutism in government, -which has 
caused most of the revolutions of modern times. It is this 
struggle which has mado a battle-field of almost overy plain 

* Idem, p. 163. 
t It is not, of course, meant here, that this principle was not lIS distinctly 

Ilsserteu in the state constitutions adopted before the formation of the federal 
constitution; but that it was reserved for America to proclaim it in 0. more 
distinct and empllatio manlier than allY previous government had ever done. 

, 

, , 
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in Eurol)e. It is this struggle which has brought to the 
scaffold, a Hamden, a Sidney, a Russel, an, Emmett, and a 
whole army of IJolitical martyrs, second in dignity only to 
that other illustrious throng of Ohristian witnesses, who 
have scaled their testimony with their blood. It is this 
struggle, which three years* ago lighted a train in the city 
of Paris, that has exp~o~ed beneath almost every throne in 
Europe, laying some of them in 1'uins, and so shattering 
others, tlIat, despite the eelipE.e which, for tho moment, 
obscllres the proslJect of the populur cause, they will never 
be able to regain either their former power 01' their former 
s1'len<101', It is this struggle, which drove the Pope from the 
Vatican in the livery of a servant; which has despoiled lJim 
in a great meaSlll'e of his temporal power, excel)t as it is 
defended l)y foreign bayonets; and whieh has made to 
tremhle even the foundations of his spiritual dominion. 

The principle of' absoluti8m, that dogma of centul'ies,.
has, I helieve in God, received its death-blow. Mind has 
been stirrcd. Thought has been awakened. Inqniry has 
heen set OIl foot. llaill'oads are everywhere constructed, 
on which ideas travcl, even more than mell and merchan
dize. Nations are thus intermingled and interlaced in an 
unlJrccedentcd manIler. Every man has an interest in 
every othcr man. Eyery man feels, that he lIaS a relation
ship to the whole of humanity. It is n cm'ious fact, that in 
proportion as this sentiment of' union und brotherhood 

• 

among nations extends its sway, there springs up; in each 
indi ddualmind, the sense of personal dignity and personlll 
responsibility. In for111er IIges, men were like herds of 
cattle. ~'hey worked in masses. They were a part of the 
freehold. They had a muster, an owner. They wero 
kindred to tllC brutes. Now, euch onu says, 01' feels: "I 
am somebody. I am not n chattel. I have a miud, a soul, 
fI, conscience. I am n fi'eo agent. I can think. I go erect. 

* 1'his wus written ill the eUl'ly pllrt of 1851. 
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I am not prone, like the beasts. No man owns me. No 
man is mymaster." What a power there is in this! It ~as 
lifted crowns from the head of princes. It has wrested the 
8cepll~e from the grasp of kings. It has made thrones topple 
anu fall. 

The slumber of ages is broken; .The masses h~ve discov
ered, tImt political sovereignty is in them; that no man has 
the right, irrespective of the assent of tho governed, to rule 
his fellow-men. The hOll barrier, ,,,hieh hitherto has shut 
them out from their rights, if not yet broken down, has been \ . 
terribly shattered. The dawn of a rational freedom is 
\;sible above the political horizon. The potentates, who 
feel the ground giving.way under them, and power stealing 
from their grasp, chafe and roar and gnash their teeth. By 
combined and extruordinary efforts, by a lavish expenditure 
of blood and treasure, they have succeeded in giving a check 
to the onward progress of events. They have produced an 
apparent quiet, and flatter themselves, that the spirit of 
liberty is crushed. Vaill toil! Delnsh'e confidence! 1'11e 
seeming calm is but the stillness which precedes the earth-
quake or the hurricane. There is a power behind the 
throne greater than the throne. It is the power of indivi-
dual man ; the power of a newly awakened consciousness of 
manly dignity; the power of a felt personal responsibility.; 
the power of a great and vital truth, long smothered be-
neath the abuses of ancient dynasties, but now breaking 
through the 1)1'essure, and asserting its vivifying force.· 
. 'Vriters speculate on coming evcnts, and wonder whether 

the people of Em'ol)C are prepared for the enjoyment of 
liberty and the exercise of self-goyerllll1ent. Perhaps they 
arc not prepared. Probably they are not prepared. It 
would be strange if they were prepared. They must be 
schooled to this end. l'hey must be prepared for it, as·the 
Israelites, as our fathers, as all others in this fhllen world 
have been prepared for freedom, by a baptism ~f suffering. 
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But prepared 01' unprepared now, both liberty and self
government will at length come. It is not in the people, 
but the principle, that I confide. Principles, founded in 
u'uth, nrc stronger than men. They are stronger even than 
men's vices. They seem td be invested with a portion of 
that omnipotence, which belongs to him who ordained them. 
The great principle of popular right and l)Opular sovereignty, 
in some form or other, is l)l'edestined to a llllivel'sal triumph. 
It may achieve this triumph in one centtU'y, or it may not 
achieve it in five; but its ultimate success is as certain as 
its truth. Goc111evcr made a truth, into which he did not 
put a power, that S00110r or later would cause it to prevail. 
Despotism, thereforo, will have to bow before the majesty 
and supremacy of tllC people. Even the frozen gates of 
Siberia shall yet dissolve and disappear beneath the genial 
warmth of the S1111 of freedom. Tyranny, with its chains 
and its blood, will every where come to an end. Humanity 
will recover her rights. And all enfrnnchise(l world shall 
yet exult in the liberty and happiness, for which it 11as 
sighed and struggled' through many a weary century of 
injustice and oppression. 

We are now, I think, prepared to say, whether or not the 
theory of the social compact is" historically untrue." 'Va 
have traced this compact in the Israelitish government. 'Ve 
have traced it in the institution of the Roman monarcllY and 
the Venetian und Cal'thagenian republics. We haye seen 
it, in the opinion of such men as Brncton, Fortescue, and 
Blackstone, entering, from the first, as a vital element into 
the constitution of Great Britain; and we have seen it, as it 
were, by the entire British nation formally ingrafted into 
the fundamental law of the I'ealm, in the transfer of the 
crown of England from the head of James II, to that of 
William of Orange. "\Ve have found it to lmderlie the 
monarchies of continental Europe, which sprang up after 
the overthrow of the feudal system. We have beheld itl 

• 

• 



, 

INTRODUOTORY ESSA.Y. • • 63 

after It long eclipse, re-appearing, and successfully vindicat-
• 

ing its truth and power in the European revolutions of these 
later ageti, and in the general substitution of constitutional 
monarchies for tIle iron despotisms of the seventeenth and 

• 

eighteenth centuries. We ltave followed it in its passage 
over the ocean billows, in the brave hearts and strong arnis, 
which the immortal ~rayflower hore to this westel1l' clime. 
And we have heard it distinctly proclaimed by thirteen 
sovereign States and one great l'epul)lic embracing them a11, 
as the only just foundation of l)olitical government, the only 
true spring and source of political power. " Arbitrary 
power," says Bmke, " is a thing which neither nny 111an can 
hold, nor any man can give. No man can lawfully govern 
himself according to his own will j lUuch less, can one per
son be governed by the will of another." AmI again: 
"Law amI arbitrary power are in eternal enmity. Name 
me a magistrate, and I will name property. Name me 
power, and I will llame protection. It is a contradiction 
in terms, it is wickedness in politics, it is blasphemy in 
religion, to say that auy man can have arbitrary power. In 
every patent of office, duty is included. For what else does 
a magistrate exist ~ To suppose for power, is an absUl'dity 
in idea. Judges are gum'ded and governed by the etel1lal 
laws of justice, to which we all arc subject. We may bite 
our chains, if we will; but we shall be made to know our
selves, amI be taught that man is born to be goYel'ned by 
law; and he that will substitute will in the place of it, is an 
enemy to God."~~ 

The allegatiol1, that the theory of the social compact is 
"historically untrue," seems to me so far from heing a fact 
of history, that there is no constitutional government in the 
world, nor ever has been, which is not, or w~s not, based 
upon snch coml)act. Every such goYcrnment, whatever its 
form, is created by the nct of the people, is continued by t]le 

• 

* WOl'ks, v. 7, pp. U8, 119, Little & Brown. 
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will of the people, and represents the august majesty of the 
people. Hence, perhaps, that apparently paradoxical max
im, ," rex est populus," the king is the pcople. It matters 
not whether a formal convention can be traced in the incep
tion of the government, llqr whetlier, ill point of fact, any 
such formal convention ever passed. It is enough that we 
find a people actually Jiving under established laws, and 
peacefully pursuing their several vocations under their pro
tection. The covenants, constituting the social compact, 
must, in snch case, be pre-supposed. Whether these cove
nants were formal or implied, express or silent, does not alter 
the essential nature of the transaction. l'he doctrine of 
tacit covenants, is by no means a novelty to statesmen and 
eivilians. The whole system of the common law, with its 
rich train of blessings, is built upon nothing else but the 
(loctl'i ne of silent coyenants. * 

The persons who institnted the bodies politic, known as 
the commonwealths of Virginia and l'IassacllUsetts, did so 
hy express compact. But their descendants, without such 
tbrl1lalit,r, do, hy silent acquiescence in the established order 
of things, as renllJ' contract, as the original founders. Ifur
thcrl11ore, since eyery civil community is fixed in a certain 
locality, it is considered a law in all states, that whoever 

* "The re-union of fhmilies, by 'WbllteY(~l' mellns it WIIS brought ubont, 
could not hllve taken ll\nce but by an ngreement of wills on certain general 
object;:. 'Vhen we view society as the effect of unnnimous concord, it 
necessarily supposes certain covenalltg. 'l'hese CO\'eullnts imply conditions. 
It is these cOllllitions, which are to be con~idered as the first Inws, by which 
;;ociet ies were governed. These [covenants] also are the ol'igin of nll the 
political regulations, which hllve been Succc!;sively established, It was not 
neccs5:\I'Y, thnt either the first coveuants, or the conditions on which they 
were tOllndcd, Rhonld be express. It was sulllcient, in IIlllny cases, thnt they 
were tacitly understood. * -1(. * * The first Inws of socil.lty were naturully 
estnblishel1 by n tacit consent, n IdlHl of engagemcnt, to which men nre 
nllturally "cry much inclined. Even politicnlnuthority wus established in 
this mllnner, by n tacit ngreemeut between t hose who submitted to it and 
those who exercisel1 it." Goguct's Origin of Laws, n.1. 
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comes within the propel' limits of such a community to reside, 
does, by this very act, surrender his natural libel'ty;und 
8ilently consent to the government there established. 
lIence Puficndorf lays down the principle, that they who 
join themselves to a state already settled, are not less pames 
to the social compact, than they who, by assembling and 
uniting themselves together, formed it at the beginning.* 

Does a.ny one say, "Whither sllaH I go, if I do not con-
sent to the social eompact?" The answer is: " You must 
go where there is no civil society." Is it replied, . "Thatis 
impossible?" I admit it. But it is just such another im
possihility as stealing with impunity. The necessity of 
living undor government, and the necessity of'respecting the 

• 

I'ights of prO}lerty, are conditions of humanity, originating 
in the will of the Creator; and both conditions spring from 
the same benevolent regard to the welfare and happiness of 
his rational creatures. 

But tho objection, that the theory of the social compact 
is historically untrue, is not the only one, that has been 
urged against it. It is alleged, that the t.heory is anti-chris
tian; that it leaves no place for the idea of an organic uuity 
in the state; that it is productive of injustice towards 
minorities; that it makes the relat.ion between the rulers 
and the l'Illed a purely commercial one; that it makes revo
lution the l'ule of political life, and obedience the exception j 
and that it conv~rts capital punishment into a mel'e aggres
sion upon individual right.,. 

r~ot us examine theso soveral additional grounds of objec
tion to the doctrine of the social compact. 

It is alleged, that the theory is anti-christian and semi
atheistic, leaving no place for the divine clement in govern
ment, so much insisted upon by St. Paul, and other iI!spired' 
writers. It is even alleged to 1112 111fidclity's great battering-

*" Law of Nature nnd Nations," J .. ib. 7, Cap. 4, ~ 20. 
t 1/ Religious TllCory of Ciy. Government." Passim. 
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ram, with which she has beaten down the firm bulwarks of' 
society, as in the bloody and detestable French l'evolution 
of the last centUl'Y.* , 

l'his objection, if founded in truth, decides the question, 
The old theory of :Filmer, which makes the sovereignty of a 
lIIltion a personal divine right, must be revived. ,King 
.T ames's dogma, that" it is prcsumption and. sedition to dis
pute what a king may do in the height of his power," must. 
be enforced. Mankind mnst bow, with what graco they 
may, to a doctrine which extinguishes their l'ights, and 
ffi:lkes all resistance to tho powers that bo rebollion against. 
God. :Fol', of necessity, the sovereign authority of a state 
must either be derived from the people; or it must belong 
by an original divine right, to some particular, person 01' 

persons in the, state; or it must be uSUl'l)eU, and wrongfully 
held by forco of arms against tho consent and choico of the 
Hatioll. 

But, in truth, the objection is founded in a fallacy. The 
fallacy consists ill a misapprchension of the modo in which 
the didne will concerning government is ascertain cd. If' 
God, by nn express revelation, designated the l)el'sons i1l 
overy fitate to whom the supreme authority should be en
t1'llsted, then tho objection would hold. But t]lO divine 
rigld ,,[, gOYC!l'lnnellt is not so ascertained. It is originally 
t1\1" _,Jt the suggestion of reason, that the will of God con-
('(;1' g goycrnment discovcrs itself: IndependclItly of reve
IUti<Jli, \\'0 know with ccrtainty, that it is the divine will 
that gO"cl'lImcn t should exist, since tho ond for which man
kind was croated could not otherwhe be attained. But GOll 
permits mon freely to institute such l)olities as they l)lease, 
and to invest whom they will with the sovereignty; and hi~ 
sanction is given to all forms of government, all systems of' 
law, and nllmodes of administration, which do not contra
vene the end, for which 110 Tnade man. Thorefore, since tllO 

'* "Religious Theory of Civil GO\'(ll'lIIl1cnt:' Pp, 17,18, 19, 20, 21. 
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author of our being has been graciously pleased to allow.so 
much freedom to his rational creation, no theory of govern-

• 

mont, which is not subversive of justice.and human happi. 
ness, can be anti-christian 01' atheistic. 

The social compact, says the objection, is anti.christian; 
negatively atheistic; infidelity's battcring-ram. How does 
this statement tally with the fact, that since the doctrine of 
the popular sovcreignty has gained so general a preva.lence, 
society has beon steadily advancing in religion, morals~ 
science, letters, art, jurisprudence, philanthropy, refinement, 
and whatever else constitutes the true dignity and IHlppiness 
of man ~ The social, moral, and I'eligious progress of' OUl' 

race, has never been so conspicuolls, as during the lnst half 
century. The world has never before been so active in doing 
good. The zeal of' science, the activity of commerco, the 
comprehensive and far.reaching enterprises of capital, are 
rivaled by the ardor, the encrgy, and the breadth of its be
nevolent undertakings. Philanthropy has sought ont the 

• 

lurking placcs of vice, shame, want, and misery, and is in-
tent on elevating all the most degraded members of society 
in their physical, intellectual, and ll10ml condition. And 
religion, awaking as from the slumllor of' centuries, aud 
catching her inspiration from ancicnt prophecy, has started 
upon the sublime and glorious enterprise of eVllllgelizing tho 
world. Surely this does not look as jf the canker of irre
ligion were at work in the very heurt of our social systems, 
in the very frame and texture of 0111' political organizations. 
Where is there less of infidelity, whero moro of spiritual 
religion, where a higher reverence for lnw, than in the great 
North American republic ~ Yet hm·e the social compact iii 
the only l'ecognized basis of' ch'U society. 

As it l'espects the terrible scenes of the :French revoiutioJl, 
• 

it was not the theory of' the social compact,it was not the 
doctrine of' the l)Opulal' sovereignty, that produced them. It 
Wit:; the depmved hoart of the nation. It was the formal 

• 

\ 
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aurogation of the Christian rcligion. It WtlS the doification 
of human reason. It was the writings of a Diderot and a 
Voltairc, not those or a I.oclw or a Siuney, that wrought the 
mischief, The truth is, it is in no case the government that 
makes the llIallllOl'S, but alwnys t.he manners that make the 
government. The l'enllluture of a government can never be 
known fi'om the 11llme it bears; for, us the people are, such, 
by un inevitable law, will the government he, call it by what 
title you will. 

Again it is saill, that the theory of the social compact 
leaves no place fur the iliea of nn organic unity in the state." 
But why not? One of the essential covenants of this com
pact is, that euch member of the body politic submit his 
indi vidual will to the will I)f the recognized head of the 
state; whether slIch 11cml be one mUll, one 01' more councils 
of sages, 01' the aS8emllied people, acting in an organic ca
pacity, Aud what other definition can be given of' orgllnic 
unity? When each lllemlJer of a civil society submits his 
will to tllo will lIf a mall, of It couucil ot' senators, or of all 
a8~cmhly I)j' the people, whatever tllis person. this council, 
01' tll i:; a:;;:cmhly resoh-es, in matters relating to the common 
,;afdy, i:; dcelllc(l the will of all ill general, and of each in 
partic1Ilar. It, is a fllndamental principle, a principle uni
vel'~aH'y recognized nml acted lip on in civil affhirs, that, 
whell I 1I:we delegated lily power to another, l:is act and 
choice llIust be interpl'dell as mine. A society such as that 
dc!;c1'ihcd al,oY!', and exactly sllch all one is formed hy the 
social eompact, heing actlllltcll hyone soul and possessing 
olle will, is It h'lle moral por:;on, concerning whom it seems 
quite propor to preclicate organic unity. It is not, indeed, 
It unit,), such as t110 worlll lilt:; so OftOIl seen, in which vast 
multitudes of lllllllHnlloing;; nrc deliveretl up to the arbitrary 
will of one man. It is a unity, cft'lleted by the nbolition of 
every thing of' t.he nature oj' ca:>te; a unity, founded on the 

if " Hcligioll8 Tbcory {II' Ci,"j[ Govcrnment," p. 30. 
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principle of political equality; a unity, where the snme 
• 

fundnmentall'ights are recognized as belonging to all the 
same fundamental duties as binding upon nll; a unity, with
out either hereditary dignities 01' hereditary inferiority; a 
unity, in short, in which the whole people forms the state, 
contrary to what hal)pens in despotic goverllments, where 
the monarch is the state, as Louis XIV, of Fl'Ilnce, distinct
ly avowed himself to be. 

Itis further objected, that the theory of the social com
pact, resolving all law into the majority of wills, leaves the 
minority without remcdy for the wrongs, that may be initic
ted upon them.oK" 'What redress may be open to the minority, 
01' what restl'llint mny 1)e laid upon the power of the mn
jority, CUll, in any gh-ell case, be known only fi'om an ex
amination of the internal structure ot' the stnte. 'rhe social 
c!ompact leaves a ,vide range for the details of political 
organization. It will admit I],uite as mallY checks and bal
ances as any other theory of government. The establish
ment of three independent branches ot' l)o,,"er executive, 
legislative, and judicial having Hs foundation in natl1l'e, is 
the most eft'ectual contri \"llllCO, 0\'01' .yet devised by the wit 
of m~n, to restl'llin the tyrl\llJly of majorities, alld protect the 
l'ightsof'minorities. .Acco]'(lillgly, nowhere else is either the 
restraint 01' the protection 1\:; eH'octiye ns ullder the English 
and .American constitutiollS, whore this three-fold distribution 
of 1)owe1' obtnins, and whero, also, t11C principle of the social 

• 
compact, is most operatiye. But granting the truth of the 
objection, has it never occnrrcd to writers who urge it, that 
the only diftcrence between :t gO\"ermllcnt u(lmitting and a 
go\'ernment rejecting the principle of the social compact 
would 1)e, tllut ill the former the lIIinority, und in the latter 
the llwjority, would be witho1lt redrer;a of wrong? . 

Another objection to the doctrine or tllC social compact 
is, that it makes the relation llCtween the govel'Uors and the 

* Idem, p. 20 • 
• 

, 
• 
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governed a purely commercial one, and so tends to detract 
ti'om the proper sanction of civil power:lI- Such an objec
tion is more likely to lower the standard of commercial 
virtue, than to raise that of' political virtue. It does not 
seem wise to discriminate between the sanctions annexed to 
moral duties. It is a dangerous, as well as unscriptural, 
distinction, whieh the church of' Rome has made bet'v~elJ 
mortal and venial sins. "Obey magistrates," and" defraud 
not," are laws enacted by one and the same authority. The 
violation of the latter, there can be no doubt, is just as ab
horrcnt to the supreme lawgiver, as the violation of the 
former. Blackstone expressly lays down the doctrine, that 
the obligation of a contract is equal, in lloint of conscience, 
to the obligation of a law.1- And in the suggestion made 
above, viz.: that both obligations emanate from the same 
sourcc, wc have the reason of this equality. . 

It iii furthcr objccted to the theory of a social compact, 
that it makes revolution the rule of political life, and obe
tlicnce the cxception.:!: Not so. God made man to be happy. 
To tlmt cnu he wi!ls both the institution of government and 
thc pel'lnaucnce of gO\'Cl'1l111Cllt; und thc latter equally with 
thc fOr111Cl'. N cithcr one man nor a whole communi.ty of 
mcn has uuy the least right hcrcin to thwart his design. 
But frequent revolutions in government would as effectually 
dcfeat ~hc bcnevolcnt pnrposc of the Crcator as the want of 
all goverllmcnt. Tho stahility of law is quite as essential to 
IHllnall happincss as the existellco of law. The same light 
or 1'oason, thercforc, which gives us to uudcrstand, that it is 
GOtFB will that government should be, tells us with equnl 
clcarness, that it is his will that gOYCrlllllollt should be per
manent. 

Besidcs, the Deity himself; whose work is ever perfect, 
has made proyisioll against frcquent revolutions of society, 

* "Ueligiolls' Theory of Civil Govel'lIment," p. 23. t Commentaries. 
~ JdGm, I), 29. • 
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in that clement of man's nature, which makes him cling to 
whatever enjoys the sanction of age. The old is always 
venerable in the eyes of the multitude. Ambitious leaders, 

• 

and still moro those who seek to become leaders, may plot 
• 

to OVel'tUl'll the established order of things; but the masses 
are rarely moved to revolutionary action, till the pl'essure of 
public wrong has become insnpportable. It must be It great 
occasion that can induce a whole people to uuite in sub
verting thcir govel'llment; especially, when it isn. govern-

. ment of their own choice, a gove1'llment instituted and 
administcred by themselvcs. 

The theory of the social compact undoubtedly throws 
much light on the nuture and the rcspective provinces of 
rebellion and revolution. Whilo it as strongly condemns 
the former, as any other theory of government can, it is ,the 
only theory, which asserts the right of down-trodden human-

. ity to resort for relief to the latter. 
The vcry end of' go,'ernmellt, the preservation, perfection, 

and happiness of mall, imposes an obligation of obedience 
to the.sovereign authority, so long as·it acts with moderation 
and cquity. It is this obligation of obedience, founded in 
the will of God, because founded in tile nature and fitness 
of things, which constitutcs the whole fOl'ce of civil society, 
and consequently the entire felicity of the state. 'Whoever, 
thereforc, rises up against tho sovercign power to clestroy it, 
is guilty of the greatest crime that can be committed, since 
he sceks to subvert the foundations of the public felicity, in 

• 

which that of overy individual is included. 
This is rebellion. But if the supreme power degenerate 

into tyranny, if they who hold it are manifestly aiming to 
destroy the liberties of the state, it is the. doctrine of' the 
social compact, that the people have the right to l'ise: in 
their majesty, and to demand fl'om their tyrimts the surren
der of trusts, forfeited by abuses of so flagrant a character. 

• 

I 

, 
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This is reYolut.ioll. It is a remedy, not only justifiable 
when aU others fail, but demanded 'by the very same reason 
on which government itself is founded, a regard to the 
welfare and felicity of mankind. .A strict observance of 
law, on the part of rulers ,us well as people, is essqntial 
to the happiness ot' nations. To resist a tyrant, who knows 
no law but his own will, is not rebellion, but revolution. ··It 
is not lawless yiolenee, but lawful self-defence. It is not all 

, 

invasion of the prerogative of one, but a vindication of, tho 
prerogatives of' millions. It is not a right merely, but a· 

, 

duty. 
:FillalIy, it is ohjected that, on the principle of the social 

cOlJlpact, capital punishment is an aggression upon incli
vidunlrights, It hloo(ly, popular reyenge.'~' This objection, 
like the preceding, ovcrlook:; the enll for which God will::; 
the institution of gOYOl'J1lllcnt,' the safety, peace, and hap
piness of his l'l1tiollal creat.ion. III ordaining this end, hc 
must, of lIecessity, have ordaiued the mcans. The necessary 
agencies and appliances of' goycrnment are as much an 
ordinance of heayen as goyernment itself is. As to what 
instrumentalities nre neCCSSlll'j' to enahle government to 
answer the cnd of' its institution, right reason, whos(' 
function it WfiS, originally, to discover the congruity of law 
to the divine will, is the sole judge. Hence, the mcmber:; 
of a eivil state, who have united together, on the l)rineiplc 
of' compact, express 01' implied, tho more effectually to carry 
ont the purpose of the Deity in ordaining government, are, 
by the very constitution and nuture of' things, clothed with 
full power to instiJ:utc sllch rewards and punishments as, ill 

• tho olllightencd use of thoir fitoult.ies, they may deem essen
tial to the end in view. Nay, they not only have the 
power, but they are under the obligation, of annexing to 
their laws such sanctions as will cfieetually rcstmin the bad 

,If Td 3" 33 .11 em, pp,~, ' 
, 

t See" Social COlltrnct," Chaps. ·lth nnd 5th, 
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passions of men, though these sanctions may include the 
loss of property, liberty, aud life itself. The maxim, "8alus 
populi 8UjJJ'(!1ll(b lex," is as al)plicable to the Intnitive, as it is 
to any other department of government, and as applicable 
to a government which mnbrnces, as ,to Ol1e which repudi
ates, the principle of the social compact. The usc of cal)ital 
punishments, thereforc, is as much within the limits of 
legitimate authority in a state formed on the basis of' com· 
pact, as ill a state established 011 the opposite principle (II' 

absolutism. , 

Ronssean, indeed, assumes, that, as the waters of a 81)ri11g 
caullot rise ahove theil' source, so the power of the magil>
tracy, being derived from the people, emmot rise higher 
than the power of the people in their individual Cl111ucity.* 
li'rolll this assumption the inference is drawn for him, (he 
docs not draw it himselt~) that, as no mun has the right to 
commit suicide, civil society CUll havc no right to tnke away 
human life in punishment of crimes.i· The princivle relied 

* 8(:e "Social Compact," Chaps. ,!th and 5th. 
t ROllsscau expressly disclaims this inlerence. He says: "Ii hath bccu 

nskcd,llOw individuals, having' no right to tlisllose ot' their 011'11 life, can 
transmit that right to the so\"creign? 'rhe difficulty of rcsolving this qucstion 
arises only from jls being badly expressed Every man hath nn undoubted 

, right to hazard his life fol' its llrcscrvation. Was a lllan ever churged with. 
suicide for throwing himsel!' fl'om the top of a housc in f1allles, in oriler to 
avoid being burut 'f • • • • '1'0 prevent our fhlling by the hunds of an 
asSas.~in, \\'e cOllsent to die on bccoming such ollrscln:s. • • • • Adt! to 
this, that e,ery lllalefhctor, by breaking the !tIll'S 0[' hi,; country, becQmes a 
rebel ant! a traitor, censing from that timc to be a mcmber Qf the community, 

, 

and even declaring war against it. In this case, the preservation of the sLatc 
is incompatiille with his; olle of the two must perish; amI ,thus, wllcn n 
criminal is executed, 1m doth nQt sufier in thc qUlllity of a citizen, but in 
that of au enemy. His trial and sentence arc the evidence and dcclaration 

• 
of his having broliCll the socilll compact, \lI1d that., of c0I1sequence, he is' no 
longer a. member of the state.' --" Social Con!.," Ohap. 5. '1'hese arc, 
certainly, false ulll1 insufficicnt grounds; but they show, that the author was 
uot prcparcil for the consequcnces of his own doctrine. He was, beyond a 

•• 

" 
, 

• 

• • 
\ . 



• 

, 
, 

I 

74 IN'l'RODUCTORY ESSAY. 
, , 

011 to sUPl)ort this conclusion is, that the master cannot 00n
for upon the servant a right wllich he himself has not. 
The,)' ",110 oppose the conventional origin of government, 
hold the theory of a social compact responsible for an 
infidel sophism of' one of its advocates. Rousseau has many 
great truths and admiraUle reflections in his treatise on gOY
crmnent, just as the rationalistic interpreters have, by their 
deep learning, thrown a strong light on lUauy obscure 
places of Holy Writ. But I should as soon think of taking 
the latter for my guides in studying the doctrine of atone
meut, as the formcr in fi'aming a theory of civil llOlity. 

I haye called the argument attributed to the Genevan 
philosopher a sophism. It is nothing more. It overlooks 
the twofold origin of government, explained in a former 
part. of this essay. It leaves wholly out of view the divine 
clement of law, which the social compact admits as readily 
as any other theory of government. In this eonnexion, I 
canllOt. uut refer again to the distinction, so plain and solid 
in itself, and so well stated by B,ishop Sanderson and Arch
hishop Bramhall. Says the former of these prelates: "The 
substance of the l)ower of every lllagistmte is the ordinance 
of God; but the specification of the circumstances thereto 
relating is n human ordinlmce, introduced by custom or 
positive l:1w."* Says the latter: "That all lawful dominion, 
eOllsidcred ill the ahstract, is from God, 110 man can make 
an~' doubt. But the right und application of this power and 
intel'est, in the concrete, to this 01' that particular man, is 

, 

many times from the grant find consent of' the people., So 
(.lOll is t110 principal agent ; man, the instrumental. God is 
the fountain, the root of power; man, the stream, the uongll, 

douhl, nn enemy to capital punishuH'lIt, except, perhnps, in the most 
extrcmc rases j for hc alMs in the SIIIUt' dmptcr: "Thore is no mlllcfi~clor, 

who might not he mnlie good for something', 1101' ought any person to be put 
to death, even by w'ay of example, llnless sllch as could not be l)reservcd 
without cnunngering tho community." 

• " Sermon ad l\[ngistl'os." 
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by which it is derived. 'fho esscncoof power is always 
from God; the existence, sometimes ii'om God, sometimes 
from man."* , 

The sum is: God ordains govcl'llment to socuro thel'ights 
of man, "life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness." He 
equally ordains the means neeessary and fit to attain that· 
cnd. He does not designate the means. He could"'not do 
80, for the plain 1'eaS0I1, that the means will vary in differ
ent ages, climates, and states of society. He leaves it to i. 

lUen, whom he has endowed with reason for this, among 
other purposes, to choose such means as to their wisdom may 
!:leom suitable and sufficient. It is the will of God, that the 
rights of l)l'operty shall be guarded; but whethei' this shall 
he effected by blows, restitution, imprisonment, servitude, 
or even death, is left to the calm and conscientious judg
ment of mell. It is the will of God, that human life should 
he secure; but ill what manuel' thissecul'ity shall be at
tained, whether by exile, perpetual confinement, deprivation 
of lifc, 01' other penalties, inflicted on those who invade it, 
man's wisdom js the sole judge. Neither forms of govern-

, 

mont, nor theories of goverument, make any uHi'erence. 
The magistrate, whether he be an hereditary prince of the 
thousandth generation, 01' the elected chief of a comlUunity, 
whose members but yesterday forllled themselves into a civil 
state by voluntary compact, is the minister and vicegerent 
of God; and his sword of power is bathed in heayen. t 

:FroUl this inquiry into the true theory of civil society, 
there result certain general principles of government and 
law; which I propose, briefly, to unfold. Perhaps I should 
express my meaning bettel', if' I were to say, that these 
principles are embodied in the foregoing discussion, and 

, . 
that I desire to group them together, and })1'esent them, 111 a 
summary way, to the reader's view. .' 

* W ol'ks, vol. 3, p, 317, 
t Isaiah xxxi y, 5 , 
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1. Human society is, originally and in itself, a state· of 
equality, fl'eedom, and indepeiulence:* In this primitive 
state, which we can conceive of as an object of thought, 
even though we reject it as an act,uality, no man has an 
original and inherent right of command over his fellows. 
No man possesses any title to sovereignty. lIen are free 
and equal; and each is as independent of the others, as they 
all are dependent on God. 

, 

2. The institution of civil ~ociety, by estahlishing a so\"
ereign power lmving the l'ight of cOlUmaml, abridges this 
liberty, equality, and independence.t The change, how
ever, docs not subvert natlll'al society, but rather perfects it. 
Civil society is natural society, so modified as to have a 
recognized head and established rules of intercourse. Civil 
libert.y replaces natural liberty. By this menns, mankind 
more certainly attain, and 1I10re securely hold, that happiness, 
which was the final cause of their creation, in subordina-
tion always to the divine glory. -

3. States, when forIlled" having each a common will, as 
'well as a COlllmon interest, acquire certain personal attri
butes. They hecome, in effect, moral persons; and are to 
be lookec1 upon ail such. Hence arise new relations among 
mell, viz.: the relations which exist between the several . 
civil societies, into which they have formed themselves. 
Stateil have with respect to each other the same rights and 
obligations us real persons. Theil' intercourse is to be regu
lated by the same ethical principles as the intercourse of 
real persolls. That great mornl maxim, whose transcendent 
beauty aUfl importance ]1[\\,e given it the Ul)pellation of the 
golden rllle,:~ is us applicable in the one case as in the other. 

4. The (lllCstioll of' the form of goverllment has much en
gaged men's thoughts al1<1 pcns. The highest efforts of' genius 
have been expellded on the study and elucidation of it. 

• " Burhull. Pul. Law," Purt 1, cllllp 3. 
·t Ibidem. l Mutt. 7, 12 . 

• 

• 
I 



INTRODUOTORY ESSAY • 
• 

Thero are commonly reckoned three· simple forms: . mon
archy,o1' tIle government of one; aristocracy,01' the govern
ment of' the worthiest; Ilnd democracy, or the government 
of' the people. But tllese t1n'ee simple forms are capable of 
indefinite cOlllbiulltio;l with each other jaud thence .hllse 
resulted that midless diyersity of l)o1ities, which have existed 
in the world. 

. 

A two-fold inquiry has arisen in regard to l)oliticnl organ-
izations, viz.: .1. What is the most legitimate form V2. 
What is the best form? ]'rom principles established in this I 

essay it results, that all forUls, founded on populnr consent, 
and teuding to promote the general llappiness, arc equally 
legitimate. The best form is another question. Liberty, 
the source of the most pl'ccious hlessings, has two enemies 
in civil societ.y, liccntionsness and tyranny.* '1'0 guard 
against these encmies is the height of'l)oth human prudence 
IUld human felicity. 'fo effect this; a polity must be so con-
8tituted as to banish the one, without introducing the oilier. 
Such a temperament, exclucling alike lawlessness and op
pression, is the perfection of {l, civil constitution. But it is a 
teml)cl'ament which neither {l, plll'e despotism nor Il pure 
dmnoel'Ucy affords. The former is too violent, and teuds to 
tyranny; the latter is too weak, and tends to anarchy. It 
tbllows, tllUt that form of polity is bcst, in which tho prin. 
ciple of mOllarchy and the 1)rincipl0 of democracy arc so 
blcnded as to banish both these foes to true freedom. Such 
u. combination secures that happy balance in thc state, which 
is most essential to the stahility ot' the government and the 
wclfure of the people. 

5 .. A. spirit of moderation is tIIC spirit which should cha
racterizo l)oth legislators and legislatioll.1" And thc brondor 
the tCl'ritol'icg of a state are, and consc'1uently the grcuter 

• 

the diversity of its intel'ests, the more need there is that mo-

* " ilurlnm, Pol. Law," Pt. 2, chap. 2. 
t "Montcsq. Sp. Laws," ilk. 29, chop. 1. 
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derate coullcils should prevail. Political good commonly 
. ' . " 

lies l)etween two extremes. 'l'hiR is, precminently, the case 
ill Ollr cQuntry. A. spirit of compromise, of generosity, 
of candor, of nobleness, of hrotherhood, of mutual deference 
and concession, is the proper spirit of the A.merican Re
IHlblic. It was in this spirit that our constitution and 0111" 

• 

union wcre forme(1; and in this spirit nlonQ cnn tlHlt consti-
tution and that union, which arc the spring of all onr enjoy
ments, be maintained and made perpetual. 

• 

6. Government should be charactcrized by n spirit of 
equit.y as weU as of moderation. The laws ought to be equal 
in tl1Cir 0pol·ation. Justice requires that thero should be 
neither partial exemptioJls nor partial hurdens. Taxntion 
shoulll heal' with equal weight on all. Tho path to publi(~ 
trust and honor should be open to all. 'rhe same legal pro
C08S shoulll impend OVOl· all tt)!' a violation of the laws. Law 
should 1)e the buclder of the peasant, as well as the defence 
of the nohle; the inheritance oJ' the POOl', us wen as the 
l)atl.'imony of the rich; the stafi' of honesty, and the shiolll 
of innocence; 110t the two-edged sword of' craft. und ol)pres
sion.* These ideas lmye gone into the llnh-ersal mind of 
America.t They nre the \"ital clement, the soul, of OUI' poli
tical R)'stem. They nre to us, in civil science, what tlw 
axioms of Euclid are to geometry truths which no OM 

questions; the hasis of OU1' 1\1ore recondite political theorems: 
, 

tho starting point of lligher illn~stig:ltions. 
Not SO, howovel', in most otllCl' countries. '1'l1e laws ot' nIl 

despotic states, n.ncI eyen of England, afford mnny exampleR 
of the violation of the great principle, that hoth the burdell!,; 
and the privileges of' the state should he equul to all.t It 
is the policy of the aristocracy, in the European monarchies. 

, 

* Lord 13rol1gham's Hep. on L. Her. to the HI'. ParI. 
t l'nrk Goilwiu's" He\'iew of the Last IInlf Cent." in N. Y. Ev. Post. 
t Sec all able Paper ou this subject, appended to Mr. Combes' II Travels 

in the United States." 
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to l)1'esel've grcat estates, and, as a consequence, the great 
power and' influence which attend them, in the same family~ 
Hence the great inetlualit.y and the groat injustice of' thll 
laws in those proud monarchies, Tho process of' law which 

• 

would enter a J)001' man's hovel, and drive him out of it, 
falls dead at the gute of a nobleman's 1)alace. But thi~ 

iniquity cannot stand for ever, The towerhig structure of 
aristocratic pride and power must give wny, amI tho nobler 
and fhircl' edifice, of truth and justice will rise majestically 
u})on its l'nins, 

7. The administration of justice ought to l)e lmpal'tial, 
speedy, uniform, economica1, fl'CO from perplexing techni
calitics, according to estahlished forms of' procedure, a.nd as 
near to every man's door as circumstances will permit. All 
should have it, without going far to seck it, without waiting 
long to obtain it, and without paying nn exorbitant price 
for it. 

S. 'fhe well-being of the entire body of the people is the 
central doctrine, the one paramount law of political philo
sophy. "Sulus populi suprema lex." To this great ond, 
this predominant idca, should aU the laws be relative. The 
1\mdamental principle of' law is ueneyolence.,f 

9. The style in which the laws are written is not beneat.h 
the attention of legislators. It should' be concise, simple, 
clear, and explicit.t It should excite in evory mind tho 
same ideas; and this because the object is to establish 
justice and teach dnties not to furnish specimens of'rhetol'ic. 
The Roman lnws of the twelve tables were models of con
ciseness.t The 1>0)'8 in school were required to commit 
them to memory. The Mosaic legislation is marked by a 
like hreyity, It consists of n. "series of laconic regulations, 
direct.ly opposite in fimn to the endless itol'ations and syno· 

• 
• y, Spring's" Ohio of the W ol'M to tIre Biule;' Lcct. 3. . 
t Montes, " Sp. Laws," ilk. 2!J, Chap, 10. t IMdem • 

• 
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nymics of mode\'u statute books."+" The early laws of New 
Englan(] w('l'e clothed in It diction, curt, bold, clem', and 
:'t.rnightfol'ward. a reflection of the men who made them. 

c. 

The cOlllpositioll of laws should be exact, fiS well as blief. 
~rf'nte~(lllieu illstUII(,cs a lnw of the emperor IIonorius as 
wanting in this (l1llllity.i' 'l11C imperial edict makes it 
death to "molest" It ii·eedman. Now, the "molestation" 
felt hy a pel'Boll, ill It giyen etllie, depends upon his sensibil
ity. Thus it would happen, that fin act <;lone to A, would 
he qllite innocent, which, whell done to TI, would be a cnp
ital crime. A rescript (If Cardinal RicheHen is open to the 
~amo ()hjcetion.:j: The Cardinal agreed, that a minister 
might l,e uccllf'ed to the king. Rnt the accl1sation lllust be 
\'cRpeeting a ., matter of' moment," otherwise the accnser 
\\'a8 to l,e plInj,.;llell. Nfl,,', a "matter of moment" is alto
!-;cthcl' l'l'latiYl' ; tIle l'llrnse has 110 intrin8ic meaning. The 
l)llI'lI1i"si()\l~ therefure, was, in eired, It prohihition against 
littering' nn~' truth against the miniRters of the crown. That 
it ~hlJlIl(1 bave tlIis operation, wa,:;, prohahly, the design of 
the wil,v politician, 

10. Law,.: ongllt to arise out of cirClIlIlstallces and he ,-

relative to certain definite cutls.§ By overlooking this prin-
ciple, the Ullmans not only committed a ridiculous blunder, 

• 

hut. snbYCl'ied justiee in 011e of the laws of tho twelve 
tahlc",. This law ol'(lained, tllat, if n thief was caught with 
tho stOlell artiele before ho had conyeyed it to a hiding 
place, he should be scourged with rods and condemned to 
~;layel'y; lmt that, it' he was not detected till some time 
aftcnral'd;:, he sllOnld ollly he condemned to a l'ecompence of 
t.louble tllO yalue of what he had stolen. Now, the time of 
(letcction could not possihly altor the natlll'e of the crime. 
N OitllCl' wouhl tho Roman jurisprudence eyer have made so 

* "Princeton nib. Rep." for J·an. 1848, 
t .. Sp. Laws," Book 2!J, Chap. 16. 
~ Ibidem, Book 2!J, Chaps. 13, H. 
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ll11me:ming. n. distinction, if it had not b01'1'owo(l tho law 
from the Spartan legislation. In the codc' to which it 
'wigilluUy belonged, whatever we lllay think of itslllorality, 
the policy of it was unquestionable. Lyemgns wished to 
make the Spartans cunning and dexterous. To tl}is end he 
,)rdaiucd, that chiltlren should be practised in thieving. If 

• 

caught in tho act, they were punished; if they had the art 
1'0 avoid detection, they were npplauded. Tho punishment 
was not for tho thoft, hut fm' tho want of ndJ'oitlloss in C011- \ 

cealing it. No such end being proposed by the Roman 
legislators, the law was, iu their jurisprudence, a simple 
lm1'lesqlle npon justice. 

The principle now under considel'ntion is of the utmost 
importauce in interpreting t110 legislation of antiquity. 

, . 
The more the mann~rs and circumstlmccs of the people diftcr 
ii'om our own, which will genoml1y be in l)l'oportioll to 
theil' remoteness ii'om us in timo and space, the morc will it 
he necessary to keep this principle in view, in the study of 
their institutions and laws. If, besides this, u civil polity' 

propose the nccomplislnnent of cortain gl'eat purposes pecn
lim' to itself, the principle l'ises to a tmnscemlcHt importancc 
as a guide in the interpretation of' the laws, which urc 
1'elatiyo to those special enels."1 

11. Laws, and not men, are the rulers, in ~very justly 
constituted state. The difference is broad and impassable 
hetween a goyernment of will and a goyernment of law. 
Where tho leading principle of a polity is, " stat pro mtiollc 
,"oInntns," it is of little moment what name it beurs, OJ' 

lll1(10r what forms it oxists nnd ncts. lIenee such nn un
limited democracy as that of' Athens, in which the people 
,\:;tracised illustrious citizens fOl' nets which they had 110YOr 
heiol'o declared illegal, wns as nusolute a despotism as that 
<.If Nero. In practice, it nlways proyed it"elf as bloody, 

.., This last remark has an important hent'ill.'! 011 the intcl'l)1'ctation of thc 
Hehrew legislation, as will more fully appear as \\'0 Ill'occed iu our inquiries. 

6 
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cruel, and .tyrannical. In full accordance with this view is 
the principle l)eforo citcd 1h)111 llractoll, ns an clemont, 01' 

(loctrinc, of the llritish Constitution, viz.: that" the law 
II1nketh the king;" and the further principle, which the 
SUIlle cmincnt jurist derives a;:; an inference from the pro· 
ccding ono, viz.: that "lie is 110t truly king, where will 
and pleasure rules, aud not the law."* 

Tyranny is quite us likely to exist under nn ullrestrained 
democracy, us uHlIcl' :til ulII'cstraincd uespotism. LiLcrty, 
true liberty, is eneoll1pu~seu with dangers, and that from 
within, as well a~ from without. Its greatest peril .is that of 
running into licentiousness, just as liLerality is apt to degen
erate into cxtravagance. ticcntiutlsncss is un excess of 
liberty, llnd tenus to its llc;:;truetioll. "A particular mnn 
may be licentiulls, without heing less frce, Imt a comnnmity 
call1lot; since the liccntiousness of one will Ul\ll.\'oidably 
l)rr~ltk ill 1l1'on the libm'ty ot' another. Civil libcrty, the 
lihl't,Y cf a cou .. lllltlity, i.; It senH'U uJIlI rOt;tm.i1:(:1 llJing; 
il1l1 iie:", ill thu ;lOtiun ,," it :Wt1111I'ih-, spt.t1cll SUlll- d'lta.OJ,I';;, 
sllujectiull, and obedience; nnd is ultUgUt;ll:,( u;) f:l i\ hurt 
hy too little 01' this kind, as Ly too 1I1uch of it. And the 
love of liucrty, whcll it is illl1ced the lo\'e of liberty, whic:h 
eal'l'ies Ut; tl) withstan.1 tyranny, will ns much Cal'!'y us tn 
l'e\'crCllce authority :t1ll1 support it; for this most olJrioUi' 
reaSl)n, that the Olle is as llccesstU'y to the \'cry lJeing ot' 
libcrty, us the other i" destrllctive of it. And, thcreti~l1 c, the 
lo\'o of libcrty! which docs not produce this effect. the 
hn-e of liberty, which is not a real principle of dutil'nl uuha
viol' tuwards authority, is as hypocritical as the reiigioll, 
which is ]Lot producti n~ of It goolllife. Licentiollsncss i:,;, ill 
truth, such un excess of liherty, ns is of the same llntllrl' 
with tyranny. :For what is tho difference betwecn thelll, 
but that one is lawless power, exercised under pretence of 

* llructon's" 'l'l'catisc on the Law;; llnd Customs of Euglnllll," cited by 
n1ackstonc. , 
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auth6rity, 01' by persons inyested with it; the odICr, lawless 
power, exerciscd under the pretonce of libcrty, 01" without 
any pretence at all. .A people, thell) must be always leBi! 
ii'ee, ill pl'oportion as they !\I'e more licentious; licentiolls
uess bcing not only dificrent 1'1'0111 libcrty, but contrary t.) 
it, a dircct ureach upon it."* ,; GO\'crlllllcnt, us distinguishet.1 
fi'om lUcre IJowm', fl'ee govornment, necessarily implies reyer
ence, in the subjects ot' it, for :1Iltlwl'ity 01' power rcgulated 
tly laws, and n habit of ~ul)\uission to the sulJOI'dinntiouf; ill 
ch'il We, throughout it;; scnmll raIlI.s; nor is a per.'ple 
eapuLIe of liiJert.y, without. SOlllCthinb of' tIds kind, Hut, it 
must be oosel'\'ed, this revercnce HlIII submission will at best 
I)e YCl'y precarious, if' it l)e not t(Hl1Idcd upon a sense of' au
thority being Goers ordinance, and the subordinations of 
life, a pl'ovi<lential appointmellt ot' thing","'" 

12. ~rngistl'Htes ought to eonshk'r, and m'er to hear 1!I 

mind, thnt thoy arc God's rClll'c;;entatins and vicegerents. 
The tendency of this considerat ion will he to make the11l 
circumspect, just, diligent, :lIl1l JIIel'cHill, ill the exercise of 
their magisterial function. Thei I' power is a trust fl'om 
hen\'en, as wo11 as from earth; It high, holy, fearful trllSt. 
They arc God's ministers, not man's lllastcrs; his ministers 
f~)l' the good, not tlle opprcssion, of the go\'(~rned. The trial 
of their fidelity at the hal' of their cUlIstitucnts is sometimcs 
dl'cndful; the acconnt to hc rendered nt the trilllll1al of the 
supreme judge, from whom e\'en lIlore than from men t.heir 
authority comes, will he far more so. "It' they are faithful, 
heayen has nothing that he Willliot lavish on them thrOllgh 
eternity, If they me faithless, there is no pit in hell too 
deep and dark for their eternal exile fr01l1 aU peacc, ail rest, 
aU joy. Foreyer mindfnl, then, should they be of their sacred 
trust. Foroyer mindful, that they hold it for God's children 
upon earth. Forever mindful, that they hold it undol' most 

• 

* "Bishop Butlcr's Sermon in the House of Lords." 
t Idem • 
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I,l'\ l'I'O Ilc(~nlllltnldlily to hbll, 'l'IIl'Y m'o t.o gO\'UI'1l I"r thu 
I II\\" Thv,Y III'U to Hel,l, 1111 gllo(l bllt, tllllil'H wlill (11'0 ulltl'IIKtud 
III Illl'il' ('Ill'l); 1J0"I (Itlwl' gll,/I'y llillll flil'l, \\'1111 pilL them thull 
ill I I'\ltit.",:~ 

"'''III, elll! 1I1"I'U 1111 hlllll II 1111 IIJII'ight: 11111\ eolhH:hmliU\I~ 

IIIH~:i..,ll'lIlc III elli hi~ oIl1l,Y, Ihllll t.lil) COIHlidl l l'lIliull, IllIlt flu ill 

dell'g'llied oi' (l"d til tltll \\'lIl'k 01' fill' IlIlIgil>tl'lIey, llIlll tlillf Ill' 
IIIIH, IIllll till,\' Hl'pl'lIl' IIL'II.II'U hill1 If) gil'l) 1111 IICt:l.lllllt, flf Iti~ 

Hdlltilli~tl'lItillll? '.l'" tliit{ I'l'illl'il'lll dll tho sac\'ed \l'1'itel'~ ('011-

I'tlllllly 111'1'('111, fill' Illl' 1"II'I'''~O 01' ellgll~illg IIlllgistl':ltl'''; I" 
Iidl'Iil,)' ill tlte l'-"L'l:\llilll\ III' theil' tl'IlSt. " • .1 IHlgll l'igh\LlUll~Ij'," 
ba~'f, ,MII~l'~, "1,,~fll'l'L'1l eYL'I',)' 1111111 IIlId hiK IJl'utllOl', Hlld tltl' 
~tl'lIl1g(!I' tllllt j'l with thel); ji)l' t!tl) ,illelgllWllt i~ God',.;,",!, 
\, TII\;u hood," :':1,)'1:1 ,h'II/l,~ll/lphlll," ",hnt. yo do; /Ul' yo ,iUdgl' 
IIl1t 1'1.11' 1II111l, 1I1It, Ii))' the LIII'd, \\'llU i~ with yO\! ill t1lu judg' 
Jllelit. 'Whl:I'eliJ!'o IIU\\' lot. 11Il) 11..'111' 1,11' thl) LlIl'd 1)0 UpOIl ,)'011: 

tllke heoll HIIII dll it: flll,thel'e i:; III) illitll1if,)' \\'ilh tlll1 I.e))'!1 
lilli' (3ull.":!: "n'I<I p,llIlldlllh ill Ille ellllgl'ogatiull "I' thl' 
Illig-lit,,)',,, ~ayH fllll ]lsall1li:;l; "Ito jlldgelh 1I111uIlg lite god~ 

" 
IlIa,,'blmles,j .1111\\' 10Ii'" will )'0 l'lld,,'c IIJII'II"III', find 
~. b. ,:-' , " 

a<:<:l'pt lIte [il'I':iIJIIH (II' tllo wi<:l,od f'§ The lIloth'o::l hero 
IIl'gc\l III a l\lilli/'Ill di~ch:II'go of llIlieial duly 01\ the part oj' 

Ill:tgii't rate,;, tll I he ('xl'I'<:ige ll" pJ'1\(]cllce, 11101101':11 ion, .i Ilslice, 
dl'1I1L'Ill'Y, :\lll1 diligence ill theil' pulJlie relatiolls, ure, that 
llit'i!' ~cat is the tI,,'olle o{'God; thn(, tllL'il' l1i.'eisions are the 
lIltCl'HllCCS oj' tllo dil'illit,r; tllnt !llcir deel'ocs nrc tllO edict;; 
,,1' hoa\'on; that, ill ~hol't, theY:lI'D ministers of the llh'ino 

U(lllily alltl gO(lllnc~s, :w(l, "it' thcy fail ill theil' duty, they 
lint only injlll'O mon lly crimillnily (li;;tl'csRing tlIOIl1, IJl1t. they 
c\'(~n ldlcllli God hy polluting 1Ii;O sacred ju(lgmcnt":'ij 

'1~1. TIto (lulics of citizens to illolt, 1'u1cl';; nl'o hOl1ol' and 
,)llel1ieIlCC.~r They fil'C to look 1l1'PIl thc'it' oInce' Hi; a llolc-

, 
,~, II 1li~hop Doanc's OmL, entitled, Ci\', Guv, lL Sac, '1.'I'1\SL from God," 
t Dent. i,lU, 17, ~ 2 Ohl'Oll, xix, G, 7, 
~ Pso.lm lxxxii, 1,2, II Cal\', IllS!. Ch, He!. B, 4, U, 20, 
~ Fullcr's WOl'l(s, V, 3, pp. 670, s~qq, 
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g'llliOIl 1'1'1.111 (ltJd, IIlld 111'011 IlwIIIHulvUB n~ (joel't; lIIilli"lcl'H, 
Oil Ildt! IWPtI II II I, tl\(\y 111'0 In l!/'ll, l!l!1I I Ilild l'lIVcl'onco hOI,1I 
tlildl' fllliditlil Hlld I III ,ii' l'l!I'HI'IIR, At; t11O,Y Ill'n (0 i'lll!i 1111 

1l1111l'1111l1'lIt 10 gOI'I!I'III1IPIIt. 11K g'O\'l'l'IIIIIt'III, il'l'l'Il)lccli\'ll of' 
tllll 11)('11 \\,111' IIdlltilli~lol' il; 1'0 (1)(,y II I'll 10 !'pel 1\11 ntlncll· 
1111'111 III 1IIIIg'i:<II'IlII"" 11K IIlllgil4ll'llll!l'I, it'lwl'l!cli\'c of' I.ho l'IlI'I,\' 
I" 1I'11i(,1t 1111'\' 11(,11111". II' I JI"III1I' till' l'ldcl' of' Ill\' IJcoI,le. , I"' , 

hl'l'IlII:'I' Ilc "l'llIllg',,; I .. III,)' I'III'I,\'. Illld 1101'. huellllKo CIII'illl, 
1'1I,illill'; il. I 11111,)' ',1' Il glllld J'IIl'lit'lIl1, ',"t I. 11111 1I0t. 1\ J,!;ood 
l·1tI'i~tiall. "'itlll/l1l lillIlOI', 1'l!\'CI'I!lIl!I', 1'"ll!I'III, llllndlllll'llt. 
1111'1'1' 1':111 "l' 1111 11'lIl' Uhl'diL!1I1'l', CI'II~II'llill()d ol'cdielll'l' 
i" 11(' 1I1'l'dil'IIl'C, r tlldil'l!I' III' III,Y 1'"I'HU III 11 l'I""Iel' nt 
hi" ('"111111111111; IJlII titl'I'I' i" 1101. UIIl\ gl'lIill 01' bOllol' 01' 
1I11edil'lIl'l\ ill tlw Ill'!; tltl'J'(' i~ It Hitlll"c yioltlillg 10 It 

1"'\\'1'1' \\'llil'1I I 1\1\111101 l'l!i,i~t. To enll Hitch ILII Het ol)()(\illllCl' 
wultld l'l' Ill' g'I'I'1l1 1111 nl,It~l! 01' lallg'II!lg'l', nil to "penl, 01' 0111" 

tliL'lIcI' 10 a tidlillg 1I'I'I! III' ~IIIII(', ill 1'l't'UI'I!IiI'{) t.1l lite lI)()ti(l1l 
h.r \\'hieh 1 nl'uitil:d IIl'illg l'I'II"hed IJ,)' thl.dl' 1110111 llll I 11111, 

ThcI'l.! if; all 1,Iclllelll' ill IIl.ll!divllt:e, llI'l'I' Itlll\allol'e IIICl'e out
wtll'd ellllll'\inllcl', \\'ltl~t1lel' ai; (hw tu ]HII'elltH, II HlSlel's, 01' 
lIlngi:;(l'llle~, ~[ol'eO\'l!I', (hl! oiledil.'IIt:e l'elldcl'ed to 1Ill1gis· 

tratc;; Inust, lie 1'('IIl\el'cd :I;; dill! to God, whose repl'csent
IIlil'cti :lilt! dell'gaks tltl'Y II!'\). He wlto l'e~istfl tlto magis
fl'lth', I'('sist,; Gnd, I.et hill! ,,'Ito lllh'CIlt.UI'CS snch nll net, 
tl'l'lllltlc at Iii,; (1\\,11 rash llal'iIl1-!;, All 1l11lll'lJwd lllinistcl' 01' 

, "-

tho law lila,)' seem a tlcspicahlt\ Ihhlg, ])ut an nm'out ofl'o1'od 
to 1 tilll , ill hi" IlIinistCl'inl eHl'HCifj', iti lin um'out oncl'ed to 
Goel hilllse1t~ who i::i al'lllcI\ Witll tho tonol'S ot' Olllllipotollee:* 
Korah allll his company tllought littlc ot' the POWC1' ot' 
'i\[OS{)S; hut they illtmd whom they had oflclllled in despis
ing him, whclI the rcnt eal'th closed OI'C1' their miscrnble 
remains, clIgllltillg them ",itllill its dHl'k and frightful 
eavel'ns, 

H, Finally: Oi \'il "'O\'P!'nlllellt iil man's hest ii'icml and 
b 

* Culv, lust, UlI, Bel, n, .1, C, 20. 
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henefactor. "It is equally as necessary to mankind," says 
Calvin, "as bread and water, light and ail', and fill' moro 
excellent. :For it not only tends to secure the aCCOn1ll10-
llations arising from all these things, that men may brcathe, 
eat, drink, and be sustained in life, ~. ,.) ~ . . y,.; its objects 

also are, that idolatry, sacrileges against the name of God, 
blasphemies against his truth, and other offences against 
religion, may not openly appeal' and be disseminated 
among the people; that the public tranquillity may not be 
disturbed; that eyery pcrsoll may enjoy his property with
IHlt molestation; that men may transact their busines::; 
together withont fi'am1 01' injustice; that integrity un<1 
modesty may be cultivated among them; in short, that there 
may be n public form .of' religion among Christians, auu 
that humanity may be maintained among men."·* 

,Yi"c laws and n due administration of thcm arc essential 
1.0 the peace, order, and safety of every conll11uuity. Law is 
at onte the measl1l'e and the defender of right. It prescribes 
to G\'e)'\" man a C01ll'iie of' conduct which entitles him to the 

" 
protection u1' society. It is: indeed, u muster; but a master 
that i., itself under the government of reus on und bmHlvo-
1('ncC'. Its cOlllmands ure founded on the welfare 01' those to 
whom they ure addressed. }3ut it is also a guunliull, as well 
as a master. " Life, liherty, and the pursuit of happillQss,"t 
are uudor its protecting cure. It keops watch and ward: 
hy night and hy day, ovor our persons, our property, our 
reputation, our morals, our entire well-being. '\Yore its pro- . 
tection withdrawn, no mun would rellluin for a day in hi:; 

• 

present possessions, no lllUIl would be tlCCl1ro for an hour 
against personal violonce. Strength would tuko tho place 
of right. Lands, tenements, goods, monoys, property of 
eyery lllUno und kind, would lay open to a thousand inya
del'S. rrho hand of oyory lllan would he against that of 

* Cuh'. lust. Cit. net B. '1, C. 20. 
t COllst. Uuiteu States. 
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every other. The fountains of the great deep, in the moral 
world, would be broken up. All things would rush to con
fusion and ruin; and the world itseli' would soon becom(l 
one yast aceldama a field of blood. Of law, then, to bor
row the sublime personification of Hooker ,~ Of law there 
cun no less be uc]mow]edgcd, than that her seat is the 
l1Oso111 of God, her yoice the harmony of tho world. All 
things in heavcn anti earth do her homage; the very least 
as feeling her cure, the great(lst as not exempt from her 
power. Both angels and men, and creatures of whnt condi
tion soe\'e1', though each in a' different sort and nmne, yet 
all, with one uniform consent, ntlmire her as the mother of' 
their peace and joy."·* 

Here ends the inquiry into the origin ancl11atUl'e of civil 
society, and into the sources, sanctions, and boundal'ies of 
political government. Lct lIS now briefly retrace 0111' steps, 
survey the grollnd over which we haye travelled, and gather 
up alld present, in one comprehensiye yinw, the results of 
this discussion. If! have not missed my aim, the following 
leading positions, among others of less prominence, have 
heen established ill the course of these inquiries. 

Civil government is a divine institution. In favor of thif; 
view we have the conCUI'rent testimony of reason, revelation, 
and the wisest human authority. The testimony of reason 
we have in the original aptitude of our nature for govel'n
ment; in the possession by man of conscimlce, benevolence, 
desire of esteem, and 10\'e of society, qualities clearly suited 
to promote the good of civil communities, and therefore tl 

plain indication that it is the Creator's will that snch com
munities should exist; in the admirable order and harmony 
of the material universe, evincing, analogically, that it is 
not the design of the Deity to abandon the moral world to 
chance and confusion; in the thct that, were such indeed 

* Eccl. Pol. B. 1. • 
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the lli dne P1ll1Jo,lC, our highest faculties reason, reflection, 
prudence, consciellce, the power of suspending our judg~ 
ment, and libel'ty or choice would be in yain, Hnd caprice 
Ilud pa6sion ,,"ouitl becolJle the goyerllors or human conduct; 
iu the uudoubted tl'llth, thnt God's cud in creating 111al1-
the pel'l'ectivn vf llio: U:ltllre and the happiness of hi::; ueing 
. ,,"oultl Ill! dct'catell by tllo nun-existence ot' cidl gOYCI'II

Ulellt alHllaw; ill the actual conditioll aud hbtoryof ch'il 
socioty, which io: sHch as t(. lead the mind directly to thl' 

cOlltclllplati')\l ot' <lod H;; it" authol'; and ill the actual 
J.ellctit,.; jlowill~, as it were, ill It full and perpetnnl stream, 
frOlll ci\'il p"lityaJl(lln\\". The \e;;tilllony ot' rc\'e1atioll Wt' 

11ll\'!' ill 1l1111l01'1I1l0: uxplicit pa"~age,,, anirlllillg, or jlJlplying. 
the (li\'illit~, or gll\'l'I'lllllvllt; particularly, 1'8. lxxxii, 1; 
n .. , 1 ~ \" I) .. '·1 ' 'I" ,.. 1 11> "'1" l' I I'U\', YlII, ,J, .,; LlIlll, XIII. -U; It. lll.; et. 11 •. 0, ":t:: 
alHI lIWIlY uthel'=<. Tho tl':;timoIlY ot' \\,i,;e and goodmen \\'0 

haye in the l't~c,'r!led o1'illiol1:; 01' sitch writ-cI':; as Cahill. 
ArclllJi:;llOl' HI':t\llltnll, m.;hOPil Hutlor and f::nmlcr50n, 
Hlll'lw,l'lalo, Ari,;totle, Cicero, Cll'lltius, l'Uil'ollllorl; J\[OIl

tC~'l"iet1, iHaektl\o)lle, allli a host of otllel'::;, denl1 and 1iYing, 
of ficlU'cely iuredol' \Jllte. 

Bill. as go\'crll1l1cnt i';:t tl'uly diYino, ~o i:; it, al~o, a truly 
human iU:itit.ut illll. It ll:l" :t t\\'OJlllt1 Ol'ighl onc in the ,\'ill 
and pUl'llo,;e oj' lile Deity, thc tlthor ill lite act U11l1 choice ot' 
mon. The di \'lll() will i,.; it,.; rClIlote SOl\l'ce :tud llltil11att· 
basis; hlllll:l1I Cllnm[lllb; its dircct f'll1'ing and immcdiate 
fi.1lllHlat.ioll. Tlli;; view hal'lIlonixc;; two l)assall'O::; of holy o • 
writ, which appeal' to be ill oontrtllliction to cadi other· 011e 
of whieh, in explicit tel'II1:5, aIHI'i\1s gO\'Crllll1cnt to he all 

"ordinancc of God ;" thc other, in lallguage eqnally llistinct, 
affirllls it to he an "ordinance of mall," 

lICIlCO, it is propel' to l!lfluirc into the origin of ch'il 
govcrlllllcllt, IlS n, thing of 11111l1an coutrin1llcc and design. 
A llistinctioll is to be mnde uetween llutnrnl socicty U1lfl 

ciyil society. Natural society js :t state whel'ein all are on :t 
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footing of equality, freedom al1l1 independence. If this statc 
has 110YOr, in point of tact, existed among mOll, still it may 
bo concoivod of in tho mind, as an ohject of philosophical 
speculation. Civil society, 011 tho other hand, is tho Uilioll 
of a multitude of people, who agree, wheth~r oxpl:essly 01' 

tacitly it matters not, to live ill subJection to government, 
for certain great and hellcficial purposcs, not otherwise 
attainahle. 

The basis of this subjcction to gO\'(ll'lllllent is a social 
compact, "by which the wholc people COYClIl111ts with each 
citizen, aud each citizen with the whole pooplc) that all shall 
be goYcl'ned hy certain laws for the comll1on good.::;·:· Thl! 
sllust:mtial clcments of the social COlllllttct may ·be di:;tillctly 
traced in the Hebrcw) TIomau) Venetian, Carthagelliall) lllltl 
English constitutions. They may be traced in the monnl'
chics (If continental Europe, which ILrose 011 the ruin:; of the 
feudal system, But the principle of' the social compnct ha:; 
recch'ed its largest de\'clopmellt) and been permittcll hi 

work out its results with the greatest freedom ill the now 
world. This theory ti)),(llS thc basis· of the cidl polity 
established by every State in the .Amcrican Unioll) and jf.; 

fully emlJotlicd in the constitution of the general go\'cl'n· 
ment. .And it is the great and viYitying truth of popular 
sovereignty, cmbolliCll in thc doctrine of the social compact, 
which has produced the EUl'opean re\'olutions of our day, 
and brollght :thOllt the gencral substitution of cOllstitntional 
monarchics for the iron despotisms of the seYenteenth and 
eighteenth centurics. 

Variolls objections have heen urgcd against the theory of 
n. social compact such as that it ii> anti-christian and nega
tively atheistic; thnt it ig tlestrllcti \'e of tho idea of au 
organic unity in the state; that it suhjects minorities to the. 
eruelty and injustice of majo)l'ities; that it degrades into a 
mere C0111111C1'cial relatioll that which exists betwcl'1l tlll' 

4(. COllRt. )[uss, 
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rule I';; and the ruled; that it makes revolution the law of 
political life ; and that it fJOllverts capital punishment into 

a hlondy, popular revenge a mere aggression upon indh'i
,tunl right, These objections will not bear examination. 
The.r are all. founded either ill very fallacious or very , 

imperfect notions as to the true nature and operatiolL of the 
tlodd n e of' a social contract. 

0111' il\(lItil'ies into the origin, nature, power, and sanetions 
,,1' ddl society and gO\rOl'llI11ent, dmw aftor, or include in 

thelll, certain general principles of polity mal law, of 110 

little illlportnnce as guides to legislators, statcsmen, jurists, 
anl1 citizens. Thcy are such as those following: 1. liuman 

• 

,:ociet.\' is, originally, a condition in which all are equal, 

frce, and independent. 2. Civil society cnrtails this 

o(l'lltiity, liberty, and independcncy; and so modifies natural 
,;ociet." as to gi \'e to it a recognized hcad and established rules 
of intcl'col1l'se. 3. Statcs are llloral llcrsolls, enjoying, with 
1'0,,,pcct to ench other, the same l'igltts, and subject to the 
:;ame Iloligations as rcal persons. 4. That forlll of polity 
Illn~' be accounted best, which most eftcctually excludes 
tyranny, without introducing anarchy. 5. The' true spirit 
of legi~latioll is the spirit of' modcrutioll. 6. Government 
ough t to be just, grunting no pm'tial exemptions and illl
ljo~illg 110 special Olll'UCllS. 7. The m1ministrution of justice 
\)llg'ht to oe cheap, speedy, e<lIlal, uniform, and unembar
ra:3~ClI oy pcrplcxing tccllllicnlitics. S. The wen-being of 
the pcople is the centml tloctrine of political philosophy; 
1.,<:n0\·010nce the guilling and controlling principle of civil 
I a\\'. O. The style in which the laws are written, ought to 
be cxact, orief, and clear. 10. I.aws should arise out of 

eil'CHllIstallcCS, and oe relatiye to specific cnds. 11. r.nws~ 
mHlllot mon, nre the rulers .in ovel'Y justly constituted state, 
12, ~ragistratcs should ever boar in mind, thnt they a1'(' 

God'::; ministers to the peoplo for good; and this, not that 
they may he pufted up with pride, bllt thnt they may be 

, 
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circulllspcct, active, just, and mcrciful ill the exercise of 
their office, imitating and reflecting, as far as thcy may, 
,. <)(PS providence in their cure of God's childrcn. 13. Citi-

IS must rcnder honor, cstcem, and ohedicuce to mugis-
• 

:cs, as the rcpresentath'cs and yiccgcrcnts of'the suprcme 
.d universal king. AmI, H. Law is man's truest ii'iend, 

.md, next to the lIi \'inc proddcllcC, ii'om which indeed it 
cannot bc rightfully separated, his grcatest bcnefactor. 

,n 

Having thus deyelopcd thc trite thC01'Y of' civil society nnd 
goverllmcnt, it lllay llot be ulIliss to call the reader's attolltioll, 
in a few paragraphs, to the results of this theory, whell applicd 
us It principle of' practical legislation. Thc Amcrican 
Goverlllllcnt aud Union arc founded upon thc principle of 
the social compact, or, which is the sume thing expresscd 
in othcl' words, npon the doctrine of' the soycreigllty of the 
people. This theory has had ii'eer scopc ill Amcrica than 
has elsewhere cvcr bcen accorded to it for working out its 
legitimate rcsults. 'The .rcsults, thcll, pl'oYidcntially achic\'ed 
through thc agcncy of the Amcrican Union, will afiord u. 
uecisi \'C test of the cxcellencc of thc theory as a hasis of 
civil polity. Lct us glancc at these rcsults. 

In eastern fhble the world is n hurp. Its strings arc 
earth, ail', fire, flood, life, death, and mind. At certain 
periods, an angel, flying through the heavcns, strikes thc 
harp. Its vibrations are thosc mighty issues of' good and 
evil, which mark the destiny of our race. At one timc, 
tempests, 'earthquakes, iuundations, war, famine, and pesti
lence foIlew the mystic touch. At another, all nnture is 

• 

dressed in smiles and roses. The earth is covcred with 
waving grass and luxuriant harvests. The fields m·t) gay with 
hloom. The air is filled with frugrunce. Rich flocks and herds 
crOWll the hill-tops, and spread themselvcs out ovcrthc valleys. 
And laughter rings out its merry peals on the glad ear of hope. 

• 

• 
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This is the fable. The moral is plaiu. The mighty tract 
of human aft'airs is marked by groat epochs. Time is full 
of eras. 

The mystic harp was touched, when the pilgrims set foot 
• 

011 Plymouth Rock. Its qnin~l'jng stl'jugs discoursed.their 
• 

most eloquent mllsic. l'ho burden ot' the notes was, human 
tl'ecdolll; hmnan brothcrhood; human l'ights; the sovel'~. 

cignty of thc llooplc; the supremacy of law ovel' will; 
the divinc right of' man to govern himself. The straiu if; 
st.ill ]ll'olongcd, ill vibrations of ever-widening circuit, That 
was an ern of crus. Its influence, vitalized by the American 
U uion, is thst bccoming paramount throughout tho civilized 
world. Elll'oIlo feels it, at tlds ,"elY moment, to her utmost 
extremities, ill overy sense, in eyery fibre: in every pulsation 
of her convulsed uml strnggling energies. 

The g1 ... ~ut hirth ot' that em is IJl'ucti(!ul liberty; liberty, 
'Lased Oil the principles of thc Gospel; ~ibcrty, fashioned 
into sylllllletl')' nUll llC'anty and strength by the moulding 
power of' Christianity; liuerty, which" places sovereignty ill 
the lHlJl(ls of' tIle people, and theu senus them to. the Bible, 
that they lllay leal'll how to wear the crowll."·* .t\.ncl what 
II hirth ! Already is the infant grown into 0. giant. Liberty, 
as it exists among us, that is, secured hy constitutional 
guaranties, impregnated with Gospel principles, and freed 
ii'om alliance with l'oyalty, has mised this country from 
colonial bondage find insignificance to the mnk of a leading 
PQwer alllQng tho governments of earth. 

Tlte union of these States nnder ono government, effected 
by om' national Constitution, has given to Amerioa a caroe1' 
unparalleled, in all the annals of timc, for rapidity and 
brilliancy. lIer three millions of' peQple have s",ell~d, ill 
little mOl'e than halt' a ecntury, to. twenty-£. ve millions, IIer 
onc million squarc miles have cxpanded into nearly foul' 
milliolls. Her thirteen States have growll into. thil'ty-one, 

* Mathew's" Bible amI Civil Government," Lee. 1. 
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lIer navigation aud commerce i'ivttl those of the oldest and 
most commercial nations. Her keels vex aU waters. Her 
muritime means and maritime power are seon on all seas 
aud oceans, lakes alid rivers. Her inventive .genius hns 
given to the world the two great('st achievements of human 
ingenuity, in the steamboat and the electric telegraph. Two 
thousand steamers ply 11er waters; twenty thousand miles 

\ . of magnetic wires form a net-'work over her soil. The 
• 

growth of her cities is more like luagic than reality. New 
York has doubled its popUlation ill ten years. The man is 
yet liying, who felled the first tree, aud reared the first log
cabin, on the site of Cincinnati. Now that city contains one 
hundred and fifty thousaud souls. It is larger than the 
!lllcient and venerable city of Bristol, in England. . 

The universal Christian education of our people is a 
precious blessing, for which we are indebted to our civil 
constitution mul our union uuder it. Herein we enjoy an 
honorable distinction over all other nations. It is not in 
depth and vastness of learning, that tIre peculiarity consists. 
The Bacons, Hookers, Miltons, Soutlis, Baxters, Howes, 
Taylors, and Owens, of the mother country, in former times, 
have b11t few representatives among us at the present 
tIny. But what is wanting in depth, is made up in breadth. 
The few are less learned, but the masses are more 
enlightened. Diffusi.on, expansion, universality, is the great 
principle of American knowledge. This it is, which. dis·· 
tinguishes ours from all other lands. It is tho countl;y of 
tho free school and the free press, the country of the cheap 
book and the cheaper magazine and newspaper. Tho 
million are readers here. To satisfy so vast an intellectual 
craving, the l)l'ess pOul'S out its thousands of volumes daily. 
Many of these are trnshy and worthless. But t110 great 

• 

• 

majority are not so. They embrace works of the highest' 
Ynlue, in all tho departments of kuowledge, "issued and 
l'e-issued,'! as Mr. Godwin has well said, "till Olle doubts, 

• 

\ 
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whether the world can contn~in them all. Yet is there no 
cessation to the labors of the coinpositor and pressman; fbI' 
what books fail to hold, is uttered in the periodical and tIle 
newspaper, which, like motes in the snnbeam, fill the 
whole ail'."* America prints laI:l publishes twenty-seveu 
hundred newspapers, ·f\111 one half of the whole number 
issued on the tel'raqueous globe. . 

Under the broad rogis of the American union, life if'. 
secure, property is secure, re}mtation is secure, the fruits of 
industry are secure, up to the point and beyond it, that such 
security is enjoyed under any other of the governments, now 
existing among men. 

Such has been our career; such the results of our unio11 
under a free constitution. In l'CSOllrces, present and pro
spective; in osailable talent; in popular education an.ll 
intelligeuce; in re1igion and piety; in practical philall
throphy; and in indomitable energy, to which obstncles 
are hut incentives; in all thesc attributes and possessions, 
we would not, at this moment, exchange conditions with 
the proudest nation on the globe. "\V c arc 110t afraid of 
eompal'iso11 with the oldest and the mightiest. Though the 
splendor of courts is unknown to us, though no patrician 
palaccs 01' royal galleries adOI'll our soil, yet we woulc1not 
part with our republican simplicity, our rcpublican freedom, 
our republican virtue, anel our republican prosperity and hap
piness, for ull tlwt Eurupe boasts of' ancestral dignity and 
model'll magnificence. "\Vhat a vivi(ying effect has freedom 
had upon us! In every sense, we are a positive people. 
Negatives have no place in our nature. Every man, every 
organization, is instinct with earnest vitalities. Science is 
here in Ol'c1er to art. Art is the handmaid of utility. Philo
sophical speculation itself is valued only as it leads to prac
tical issues. Life Is a great school, in which the problems 
to be solved arc realities, 110t abstractions. Thought, deci-

* "Review of the Last Half Century." 
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sion, action, ure t11e graml clements of our cll1U'llctcr as II 

people. Hero, then, ure other exeellent and admirable 
I'esults of our system of government. 

Our example has been fI, beucon light, and a coutre of 
influence, to' the whole American continent. WIJ(:n the 
nineteenth century opened, the United States were the only 
repilblie in this wcstCl'll world. What astonit;hing change8 
have taken place since! lIow sublime has been the ad
yunce of liberty! There is but Olle cOl1ntry,' I3rnzil,--fl'om 

. -
Behring's Straits to Cape Hom, in which the monarchical 
form of goycrnment still prevails, All the rest, cxeept. 
Canada, haye, in imitation of the United States, hy succes
sive throes, cast off colonial depellllence and bondage. 
There ure pregnant indications, that a similar destiny awaits 
the only remaining monarchy j that, ore the lapse of mallY 
years, the empire of Brazil will be hlotted from the map 01' 

America j and that the imperial crown and purple, aB apper
taining to this continent, will be known only as among the 
things that wei'c. Here is anotllCr splenrlld result of the 
American- union. 

The influence of om' institutions has not been confined to 
the climes of the setting sun. Contemporaneous with these 

• 

transactions in the western wodd, great movements have 
been going 011, and great results have been effected, in other 
parts of the globe. As far back as 1787, the emperor 
Joseph II, of Austria, obscr\·ed:. that the American revolu
tion had given birth to reflections on ii'eedom.* The fact, 
which tlJat intelligcnt and sagacious monarch discerned at 
tlO ea!'ly a day, now stands out, with tho cIeai'ness of sun
light, to the observation and lmowleqge of the whole world. 

The people of Europe have deeply felt this influence. It 
has modified their sentiments, opinions, and actions. High 
thoughts, high hopes, high aspirings have/been kindled in 
men's bosoms, and deeds of noble daring prompted, by the 

* Mr. Webster's Letter to Darou Hulsemauu . 
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example of American libertYI During the entire period, 
which has elapsed since the u<101)tio11 of our federal consti
tution, there has bcen 11 1Jer11ctual restlessness on the part 
of the 1)cop1e, and a perpetual su'uggle on the part of pow,or 
to retain and enforce its rule. Hevoll1tional'Y agitations 
hllYC neyel' ceased. But thoy burst forth with a violence, 
unknown before, ill t]1O great crisis of 184:8. Then kings 
ilet1. Tyrannical ministers fled. The Pope fled. It scemed 
Wl if' the whole system of' aristocratic and m'bih'Ul'Y l'ule was ' 
about to fall into irretrievable ruin. Great was the tumult 
of IdllgtlOl11S, deep calling 1111tO deep, wit.h l'espon8es loud 
aud portentous. 'There is a hIll in the storm fit prosent; but 
the tempest is not over. 'l1lCl'e is n suspension of the vol
canic action; but the lava boils and rnges, deep in the 
howc1s of the fiery mountain. It will burst forth in due 
time. There will be un ernl)tion of popular sentiment and 
p0pl1lar 110W01', which will bury despotism deeper than the 
laya anu asl1es of V esuvius buried the cities of Hel'culaneum 
and Pompeii. 

A significant token of the influence of American ideas on 
European affairs is the fact, tlIat even the Emperor of 
Austrin, in lately giving a new cOl1Stitution to his, subjects, 
has illtroduced into it, doubtless ii'om an outward pressur(> 
compelling him to do so, several of the greut principles 
of civil liberty, embodied hl our polity.* A still more 
!:;iguifieant token 'We 11uve in the present. condition of the 
papacy, X over before, since r~uthel' hurled his iron gauntlet 
at the llool' of the Vatican, Ims Rome tottered and reeled, as 
under the heavings of the l)olitical earthquake of 1848. 'l'he 
papacy, tllO'ugh not ,dead, is dying. Like an expiril1g 
giant, i.t pnt.s forth gigantic energies, even in the death
:;tl'uggle. Its latest usurpation, the daring attempt to re
establish its ecclesiastical rule, and cast the fetters of its 
worll out superstition, oyer gospel-enlightened England, is 

* Mr. "r chstcr's Lettcr to TInl'on HulscIDllnn. , 
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not the effect of conscious life and health, but ,rather a 
spasm of waning vitality. 

But American thought, American genins and American 
freedom have extended their inflnence far beyond the con
fines of European life and society. Turkey, Egypt, Barbary, 
aud a long belt of the western coast of Africa, . have felt 
their genial power. The Sultan has established religious 
liberty by law, as the fruit of American missionary zeal. 
Persia OWIlS the healthful pressure of American intelligence 
and Aineric;mn piety. The wild Indians of our own conti
nent, the roving hunters and herdsmen of Asia, the imbruted 
savages of Africa, the cannibal barbarians of Polynesia, and 
the stolid and changeless dwellers in the flowery land, haye 
all been breathed upon by the influences of a higher life, 
emanating 'from this Christian republic. 

Here, again, do we behold the noble fruits of our national 
constitution and om' national union, in ·shaking the thrones 
of dC!:lpotism, in liberalizing the political systems of foreign 
lands, in widening the domain of civll freedom, and in 
extending the blessings of Christian knowledge and civiliza
tion to the very ends of the earth. 

There is another glorious issue of our free and common 
government. It has made our country the true Bethesda,.
u. house of mercy for the suffering of all bnds. It has made 
of it n. new land of promise, to which the oppressed and 
stifled millions of Europe are rU,slling, like the tides of the 
ocean, to breathe the ail' of hope and freedom. And let 
them come! God forbid, that our beloved country, whose 
boast it is to be free amI happy herself, should ever cease to' 
afiord to the sons and daughters of sorrow, fleeing from the 
wrongs and miseries of European despotism, a hearty wel
come and a happy hOllle ! Let us not drive back from our 
shores one such refugee, to perish in the flood, or starve in 
the lap of an unnatural mother. Rather, let us extend to 
all a Christian welcome and a Christia,n care. Let us freely 

7 , 

, 

, 



• 

• 

98 INTRODUCTORY ESSAY. 

bestow upon them the blessings of a Christian press) a 
Christian lllillistl:y, and a Cllllistian education, teaching them 
to practiGc the duties of citizenship here, and to aspire to 
the honor of a nobler citizenship above. That we have the 
ability to exercise such a ministry of love and mel'cy, is due 
to our union in a federal government. Palsied be the hand, 
that would sunder a bond, wllich confers so beneficent, so 
godlike a power! Congealed be the fountain of life in him 
who would teal' from his country's brow so bright a jewel, 
so resplendent a glory! 

All these are I'osuita of our union, already achieved. Bnt. 
the hopes which i:; inspires are still morc sublime and 
animating. It was a saying of Archimedes, that, if he had 
!1 place to stand on, he could move the world hy the me
chanical power of the level'. The dream of the ancient 
philosopher is the realization of our youthful republic. 
Standing upon the soil of freedom, anld using the level' of' 
Christian civilization, she has a place whereon and It powel' 
wherewith, not only to move the world, but to transform it 
from a desolate wilderness into the garden of the Lord, 
covering it with the light of truth and the beauty ot' good
ness, There11'e two principles, ·American principles prc
eminently, .. 'which may be made to mould and sway the 
destinies of this earth. They arc popular constitutional 
govcmment and universal Christian education. The light. 
of these principlcs, shining upon the nations in our example, 
will be like the sun in the firmmnellt at high noon, ·bright, 
glowing, l)enetrating, and vivifying. If we arc true to om' 
position and to the trust which it involves, these principles 
wlll move on, whh a constantly accelerated progress, till 
they shall have completed the circuit of the earth;c-
dropping eyerywhere, in their course, the inestimable 
blessings of trne liberty" liberty based OIl the Bible, and 
vivified by its liying power. 

Such are the resnlts of the Amel'iean union; such the 
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hopes which it illF!pires; such our mission as a nation; such 
the part assigncd us by providence, in thc great work of 
improving human affairs. 

Our path of duty is straight onward; and it is as clearly 
defined to the view, as the milky girdle of thc hcavcns, in It 

, 

cloudless night. W c must stand by the constitution of our 
country. . If that pcrish, our happiness perishes witll it; t]w 

hopes that swcll the hearL3 of' millions perish; the sublime 
cnterpriscs of Christian philanthropl1J are arrcsted; and the 
chariot wlwels of the gospel, that arc now rolling on to the 
conquest of a world, are stopped, turned back, anclinade to 
recede far within the line, to which they llave already 
advanced. We must stand by the laws of our country, 
indignantly frowning upon all sentiments and utterances of' 
revolutiona~'y violcnce. We must stand by the 1'ulers of our 
country, llOnoring them as f,IJC ministers of God to us for 

• 

good. We must stimd by the union of our COU111:1'y, regard-
ing it as the spring of our blessings, the palladimTI of our 
freedom, the sheet-anchor of 0111' felicity, ~nd the star of 

• 

h01)e to the opprcsscd and down-trodden nations. We must 
stand l)y the schools of our country, multiplying and purify
ing thcse fountains of popular know '~;)dge and virtue. 
Above all, we must imbibe the spirit, and think the 
thougllts, and pray the prayers, and live the Hfe of Christ; 
for then are we. tIle best citizens, when we are the best 
Christians. .A fi'ee government, a free gospel, a free eduea
tion, a frec press, an open Bible, a reycrcnce for authority, 

• 

a willing subscrdence to law, and an cnlig1Itencd, earnest, . 
active piety, m'e the great and :fitting clements of· American 
institutions and American cllaractel'. 

As n nation, we hold a trust of mightiest significance. 
'Va hoM it in the sight of suffering and struggling humanity. 
We hold it in full view of the illustrious dead, whose spirits 
are hovering over us, and wllOse affe!!tions arc breathing 
around tis. Let 11S catch tIle inspiration of their sentiments 

, 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 
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and example; and go forth, like men, to the fulfilment of 
our trust. Let us feel that·· we are ONE PEOPLE; having a 
common history, a common end, a common chamctel', a 
common fl'eedolll, and a common destiny. Let us cling, with 
l\ firm grasp, to the union of these states, and to the principles 
on which it is founded. Let us give to these principles, 
under the stripes and stars of our commOll flag, a hl'oader 
development, a higher activity. Let us trallsmit them to 
our children, as we received them from our fathers, entire, 
and untainted, to be by them, in like manner, under the 
shield of the national banner, handed down to theirs, as u 
precious and p011)etual inheritance. Then shall the }'epub
lie be preserved, united and flourishing, to the latest peliod 
of time; and the civilization, the prospel'ity, the. happiness, 
flowing ii'omour glorious CONSTITUTIONAL UNION, as from a 
perennial spring, shall outstrip our fondest anticipations, 
and more than realise the brightest vision of bard 01' 

prophet. 

, 

Spirit of Washington! breathe upon our hearts, inspire our 
conncils, and guide our policy! 

• 

• 

• •• 

• 
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BOOK I. PRELIMINARY. 
, 

CHAPTER I. 

" 

I 

, 

Int!'~ducto1'y Obscrvations lit atu1'c and Plan of the Work .. OIaims of the 
Hebrew Law to our St\tdy and Regard Tbe Question whetbc1' the 
Mosaie Laws were binding upon other Nations than tIle Hebrews con
sidered. 

• 

, 

TnE present and the future, justly perhaps, challenge our 
chief attention; yet the past is not without a claim upon it. 
As wisdom will not die with us, so neither is its birth a 
thing of'to-day. Brave men, according to the sentence of the 

. Roman poet,* lived before Agamemnon. The wise preacher 
expresses a similar sentiment in another form of words: 
"That which has been shall be," says he, "and there is 
nothing new nnder the sun."t 

History is philosophy teaching by example. But, unless 
its lessons be cOlTectly read, they will have little value. 
History is, eminently, a work of interpretation. But the 
interpretation will vary with every degree of knowledge 
I,nd skill in the interpreter. A chief function of the philo-

• 

sophical historian, is to trace out the great parallelisms ot: 
• • 

opinions, manners, usages, and institutions hi. 'the different 
, periods of civilization, and to show how the records of tile 

past may lIe translated into the conceptions of the present. 
Principles, substantially the same, are often disguised to us 

• ~ Horace. t Ecclesiastes, i. 9 • 

, 

• 

, .. 

" 

, 

, 



• 

• 

I 

" 

102 comrRN'f.A.RlES ON THF 

by the changing forms in which they nre clothed. An 
ancient law, custom, opinion, mode of action, or form of 
speech, then becomes truly inte1ligible to us, when we know 

• 

what it corresponds to in the prcsent state of society, WhCJl 

we can trace it to some living experience of our daily life) 
01' some universal principle of' our common humanity. * 

The l)ast is It dim page; and its obscurity is increased by 
c"ery increase of distance from ourselvcs. There arc many 
sources of errol' in 'our study of remote nntiquiiy ; the loss 
of not. a few of its most preciv1ls records, the fragmentary 
nature of its remaining annals, and the strange shapes into 
which its opinions and :usages wel'(~ cast. But the greatest 
source of misconcept.ion, and consequently of misinterpreta
tion, lies in the transfer of modern ideas to those distant 
ages. The revolutions of time and empire are accompanied 
hy the still more important revolutions of thought and 
opinion; and each succeeding age is apt to apply its own 

• 

ideas to the interpretation of all the ages that have gone 
hetorc it. If we would grapple successfully with the study 
of antiquity, this prej udice mllst be overcome; otherwise wo 
t'haU rush upon errol', and lose ourselves in a labyrinth of' 
faise conclusions. Yet the past must be read in the light 
of th(' present; and, as that light increases, the past will 
need to be continually re-read. In our study of it, as before 
intimated, we encounter only relics and fragments. It is 
only by repeated t.rials and by the occasional usc of skilful 
conjecture, that the disjointed membl;ll's can be ultimately 
arranged into sometMng like the coherence of their original 
strnctnre. . 

The design of the present treatise is, to investigate, open, 
and apply the political and moral lessons of a very inte
resting and instructive portion of universal history; the 

• 

l)olity and laws of the Hebrew people. For the correct 
understanding and explanation of this subject, the materials 

* Prospective Review for February, 1848. 
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are more ample, as well us more reliable, than for the study 
of any other history' of as high an antiquity. ..' 

. Learned men have occupied themselves in tracing, with 
no little labor of research, the migrations of' pal·ticular races 
of men; the several seats into which nations have passed; 

• 

what were the Pelasgic, the Dorian, the Ionian coloniza· . 
tions; what the Phenician; by what track, and through 
what stopping plnces, the Celts came into Europe; how the Pu
nic race, quitting Asia, st.myed to Ireland; and whenc~ came 
the Aztecs, and other aboriginal tribes of the western world. 
To the elucidation of such themes has been applied, I say 

• 

not unworthily, the gcnins of a Balbi, a Malte-Brun, a \ 
Bochal't, a Le Clerc, a Niebuhr, a Pinkerton, and It Prescott. 

But mind has its migrations not less than body. 

"Mind is like 0. volatile essence, flitting hither and thither, 
An active, versatile agen::;, untiring in the principle of energy." 

! , 
• 

Thoughts colonize, as well as races. Ideas, like families, 
have a genealogy and a propagation. To trace these 
spiritual migrations, colonizations, genealogies; to ascertain 
when and where the notions, which have most widely 
affected mankind, sprang up, and how and whitlter they 
hitve been propagated: to find out the birthplace of a great 
idea; to follow it down in its passage from age to age, from 
country to country, from race to race, from tongue to tongue, 
ii'om authol' to author; to trace principles in the revolutions, 
to which they have given birth; this, surely, were a work . ' 

not less worthy and instructive than the other. It is to. a 
labor of this kind that I now address myself., 

, 

What can afford nobler tltemes of study than' the master 
minds of our mce, as seen in the thoughts created by their 
,genius, and'the institutions established by their wisdom 1 
And what mind is more worthy to engage the profound 

• 

attention of our age, than his, whose' high mission it was, 
under Providence, to found a model government, combining 

• 

• 

• 

, 

• 

• 
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ill u'l'emarkablc degree, liberty and law, the freedom of the 
individual with the welfare of the community ~ The polity 

, I 

estahtished by Moses will be found, on examination, as ven-
erable for its wisdom as it is for its antiquity. The best 
subsequent civilization has been built upon that ancient 
law. The Hebrew lawgiver is, in many respects, the man 
for the present. He belongs not solely to the past, as too 
COlllmon prejudice imagines. The great principles of publie 
and private law, which he not only developed in theory, but 
reduccd to practice, arc so many lessons of inspired wisdom, 
so many lights of eXl)erience, to gllide the labors of states
men and legislators to the end of time. These lessons hayo 

• 

n special pertinence and value at tho present time (1850), 
when nations ure in the birth-lmngs ofliberty. 

It is proposed in the following treatise, to institute some 
inquiries into the foundation and structure of the Hebrew 
commonwealth, and into the nature amI operation of the 
laws, which Moses, by divine command, delivered to his 
countrymen. We are entering, the I'eader will l)ercei ve, 
upon the study of a civilizatioll which preceded the Grecian 

• 

by neurly a thousand years. The Hebrew civilization was 
the earliest that history has recorded, in which the ·human 
faculties had ii'ee play. It wus the earlicst civilization 
which wus based upon a true faith, a just science of politics, 
and a right philosophy of life. . 

Two systems of civilization, the ASIatic and the Egypt
ian, preceded the Hebrew culture.* The former had its 
foundation in the spiritual element of our nature; the latter, 
in the sensitive element. The leisure aftol'decl by the shep" 
herd life of Arabia and India, led to the observation of 
nature, and induced a contemplative habit of' mind. On 
the other hanel, an early devotion to agriculture dil'ected the 

* See on this subject Salvador's "Essay 011 Civilization bcforc Moses," 
introductory to his "llistoire des Institutions de Moise 'ctdu Pcuplc 
IIcbreu." . 
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Egyptian mind to things of practical utility. , The study of 
the seasons, the lubors demanded by the cultivation of the 
earth, the necessity of providing against the overflowings of 
the Nile, the forethought and· contrivance thus imposed 
upon men, und the early discovered convenience of an inter
change ot' superfluous commodities, opened a career to 
industry, commerce,' and the arts, wllich essentially modi
fied the Egyptian civilization. The merchants of Egypt 
imported into their country the speculations of Asia, as well 
as its riches; and the sages .)f Memphis learned the philoso
phy of those Indian gymnosopliists, whose wisdom they ever 
held in the highest esteem. But, notwithstanding the strong 
infusion of Indian into Egyptian philosophy,' tho latter did 
not cease to be essentially physical. 

The speculative opinions of these countries gave shape 
, 

and color to their })olitical institutions. The Indian philo-
sophers, devoted to meditation, endeav9red to reduce the 
practical affairs of life to the fanciful ideas, which they had 
formed of the harmony of the universe. In this spirit, they 
directed their social organizations. With them religion was 
the mother of politics. The Egyptian philosophers reversed 
this process. ReceiYing their first impulse from '}}hysical . ' 

utility, they accommodated their religious faith and their 
civil institutions to their grosser material necessities. Con
trary to what happened in the former case, the theology of 
the Egyptians flowed from their politics. ' 

These two methods of procedure, though unlike ill their 
principle, encountered, in their application, the same fruitfpl 
source of errol'. Physical v:ants are almost as difficult to • 
determine with exactness, as those which b~l6ng to our 

, 

mefttal . Oi' moral nature. The senses llave their illusions 
. ' 

not less than the intellect and the heart; and there is almost 
• 

as, much contl·ovcl'sy about the useful and the hurtful, as 
there is about the just and the unjust. It happened, that 
the contemplative philosophers made a fatal, because ground. 

, 
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less, application of their speculative notions to the social 
order; ar .. d that the physical philosophers, mistaking the 
real wants of humanity, inventecl an incoherent and grov~l
ling mythology, which gave au ill-advised direction to men's 
minds. 

At the same time the passions of individuals, as usually 
happens, obtained a mastering influence over these l)olitical 
organizations. The men, capable of taking the lead in 
public affairs, arc always but n small part of the whole. 
These mastcr spirits united together; formed themselves into 
:t body; and, preferring their private interests to the interests 
of'the publje, they framed both their eivil'ami ecclesiastical 
polity with n view to the promotion of their own personal 
ends, lience rcsulted, hoth in Iuclin. and Egypt, the estab
lishment of privileged classes, called castes. These were 
composed of' pers01ls: wlv), pretending to be of a superior 
nature to the common herd, monopolized science, legisla
tion, religion, honors, and }'iches. They neglected nothing 
that could strengthen and extend their own power. The 
ignorance and superstition of the people were }'edueed to a 
system, Idolatry reigned in aU its hideous deformity. The 
multitude prostrated themselves before vile and loathsome 
objects, Human yictims· "Were offered up to impure and 
mnliglllmt deities. Religion was mado to consist ill rites the 
most puerile and extravagant. In short, an unrelenting and 
iron llespotism, civil and ecclesiastical, held all men beneath 
its crushing power. 

In tho midst of this deplorable snperstition and tyranny, 
there appeared It man, endowed with a noble genius; deeply 
versed in all the wisdom and aU the foUy of those times; 
strong in the energy of Ms own thought; and expr~sly 

i'nised np and qualified by Heavell to become the l'ei'ormel' 
of his ago. That man was Moses) the inspired Hebrew law
giver, By t.he wisdom of' his policy and the vigor of his 
genius. he overthrew the whole degrading apparatus of 

• 
• 

, 
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political j ugglery and priestly despotism. He l'educed the 
speculative ideas of his own and the precedin~ ag~s to a , 
single sublime principle of simplicity. He recognized the 
welfare and happiness of the 1)eoplo us the one supi'eme law 
of political l)hilosophy. He impressed a new character 
upon his age und species. He gave a new impulse to man, 
both in his individ11al and social energies. And hc fixed . 
upon his labors the indestructible seal of a divine wisdom 
and beneficence. -

The code of Moses substituted, for the ecclesiastical des-
, . , 

potiSlll of' Egypt, a lllodemte democracy; a government, 
based upon the natural superiority of intelligence; a ,civil 
constitntion, freely accepted by the nation subjected to its 
authority. The world has since traversed an immense cir~ 
cuit of political ideas. But it is now coming back to the 
principlcs of government, announced by the inspired law-
giver of Jndea. " 

To trace the labors of this man, in their progress and 
, 

results; to unfold the system of government and law, which 
he instituted; to compare it with the other schemes of civil 
polit.y and jurispl'udence, which have prevailed in the 
world; and to show how fnr the later systems have been 
modified and im1)1'0vcd by the em-lier, 0 is the purpose of the 
following work. That some method may be obsel'ved in the 
prosecution of this design, I have arranged my materials 

o 

under six general divisions, each of which will form a 
distinct book. 

The first book will embrace a variety of topics, collateral 
to the genel'al subject of the work, and having' important. 
relations to it. 

o 

The second book will treat of the organic law of the 
Hebrew state. Herein the great pl'inciples, on which Moses 
founded his civil polity, will first be pointed out j and then 
it will be shown) how these })rinciples were applied, in 

, 

, 
o 

• 

o 
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framing the constitution of tho state, and in administering 
_ the affairs of the government. 

, 

The third book will unfoH:1 'the rights and duties o{persons 
in the Hebrew state. 

The fourth book will exhibit u detail of the various regh
lations of the Mosaic code l'eluting to property. 

The fifth book will treat of the criminal jurisprudence of' 
Moses, • 

The sixth book will be devoted to an elucidation of the 
Hebrew sumptuary and sanitary laws, and of such other 
miscellaneous regulations, as do not appropriately fall under 
any of the preceding divisions. 

Throughout the entire discussion of my subject, it will be 
my endeavor, on the ono hand, to clear away f1'o111 the 
:Mosaic institutions t1lC lllisconceptions of ignorance, and, 

, un the other, to vindicate their wisdom and hUlllanity from 
the malignant sneers of lUlbelievers and the specious but 
flimsy sophistries. of misnamed philosop1wrs. The w1101e 

• 

tribe of infidel writers have fallen upon these institutions, 
and, as Wa1'bnrton':+ strongly eXIH'esses it, have dipped their 
pencils in sulphur, in order to delineate them wit11 horns 
:md tails. Voltaire calls the llosaic constitution a 'detestable 
polity. Bolingbroke and Spinoza brand it with names 
almost equally 11ar(1. Morgan does not scmple to charac
terize it as a refinement upon the superstition of Egypt. He 
nnblushingly pronouuces its laws unjust, crue1, tyrannical, 

, 

and barbarons. t While the whole tribe of German ration-
uUsts, transcendentalists and pantheists affect to l'egard the 
Mosaic history us a tissue of fables, gross in conception, 
clumsy in execution, and revolting in morals., 

How fur these grave charges, proceeding from men, who 
have assumed the office of public teachers, either spring 
from ignorance of'the Mosaic institutions, 01' are founded on 

* Divine Legl1tiou, B. 5. ~ 1. 
t Lowman on the Civil GOfernmcnt of the Hebrews, C. 1. 
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such a predisposition to cenSUl'e and condemn, as dares first ' 
to falsify, in order afterwards to treat them as criminal and 
ridiculous, will, I trust, sufficiently appeal', in the progrefls of 
thes'e illllmries. . 

The intelligent reader will have noticed, that, in, this 
attempt to elucidate the polity and laws of the ancient 

. -

Hebi'ews, the classification of Sir William Blackstone- has 
been adoptcd; as fnr as it is applicable to the subject iIi 
hand. In these researches, it is proposed to considor, in 
succession, the several enactments, 01', at least,· the several 
classes of enactments, iIi the Hebrew code. It Is prol)Osed 

• 

to inquire into the ground, or reasons, on which the laws 
, 

, were based; whether those reasons have respect to the l'ela~ 
tion of the laws to the general wants oflnunanity, or their 
relation to the times and circllmstances, in which the code 
had its ')rigin. It is proposed, further, as opportunity offers, 
or occasion may seem to require, to institute comparisons 

• 

between the legislation of the Hebrews and Ule legislation 
of other enlightened nations, both ancient 'and modern. , 

If the results, to which my investigations have conducted 
• 

me, ctre not fallacious, the discussion, on which we are 
entering, will exhibit Moses as a nian of magnanimous soul, 
and t~ legislator of consummate ability. It will evince the 

• 

credibility and truth of his 'history, and vindicate his claim 
to a divine legation. It will- establish an. immeasurable 
superiorlty in the Mosaic institutes of government over all 
other ancient polities. It will exhibit them as embodying all 
the elements of the most l'efined and exalted statesmanship, 
and as entering deeply into the subsequent legislatio,n, 
philosophy, literature, morals, and general civilization of , 
mankind. It willprove-the errol' of those philosophers, who 
have denounced the Jewish lawgiver as the apostle of des
PQtism, It will, on the contrary, demonstrate the fact, that 
it is to his admirable legislative policy the world is indebted 
for its first ideas of constitutional l'epublican liberty. In 

• 

, 

• 

• 
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fine, it will show, that civil liberty, founded on equal rights, 
guarded by written constitutions, and acting through the 
popular will, was a blessing unknown to aU antiquity, 
beyond the single cOllllllom,idalth, founded by that illustri
ous man, who, impelled by a lofty faith and a generous 
patriotism, nobly declined the honors of a throne to .lMd 
forth his enslaved countrymen to freedom and independence 
nnd regulatcc! government; among whom he sought no 
other preeminence, than preeminent toil and devotion to his 
conntry's welfare. . 

The Hebrew law has special claims upon the attention of 
the antiquary, the theologian, the moralist, the lawye~, the 
statesman, and the friend of popular liberty. 

The mere lover of antiquarian research will here. find 
much to gratify a Hberal curiosity. No other body of laws, 
of an antiquity at all comparable to that of the Hel)rew 
code, has come down to us entire.* ·What a Greek would 
call ancient was quite modern to a Hebrew. '1'he Dracos, 
the Solons, and tho Lycurguses woro many centuries poste
rior to tho Jewish legislator. With the exc.option of tho 
Egyptian monarchy, of which wo havo littlo authentic infor
mation, reaching back to thc exodus of the Israelites, 
scarcely a few fragments of the laws of tho contemporaneous 
states, as the .Assyrian, Phrygian, Lyuian, and Tl·ojan,.
remain to the present time. Not only have those mighty 

• 
empires themselves fallen; but their institutions, their 
entire systems of government and administration, their 
municipal, civil, ecclesiastical, military and moral laws,.
have perished also.1' They are buried in a total darkness, 
and the knowledge of them is obliteratecl from the memory 
of men. But the Hebrew code has descended to us entire. 
It has the completeness and clearness with which it came 
from the hand of the lawgiver. It has survived the ravages 

* Michaelis' Oommentaries 011 the Laws of Moses, Art. 1. 
t J. Q. Adams' Letters to his Son, p. 34. 
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of time, and remains' as a venerable and precious relic of 
the most ancient· legislative wisdom. This consideration 
alone renders the' Mosaic law very remarkable, and i,nvests 

, 

it with a peculiar interest and charm to the lovers of anti- , 
q narian lore. t 

But this law has immeasurably higher claims upon the; , 
attention of the theologian. It is important for him to study! 
it, first, that' he may become acquainted with its, divinity. \ 
The theological principles and purposes of the Jewish law \ 
constitute a l'emarlmble and'inlportant branch of it. The 
l)rimary tl'Uth of its th~ology, the truth which underlies the 
whole system, the truth which it is the leading object of the' 

, 

system to unfold and enforce, is that great doctrine, which! , 
forms the basis of all true religion the self-existence,; 
eternity, unity, perfections, and providence of Jehovah, thei 
creator of heaven and earth. Setting itself in opposition to 

, 

the universal religions bel~ef, an~, practice of mankind, at 
the time of i'ts pi'oinillgation, it rejected and denounced all 
false gods; all image-worship, whether the object of adora
tionwas intended as a representation of ,tpe true God, or of 

, ' 

idols; and all the .absurdities, pollutions, i~npieties" and 
abominations of idolatry, of every nanie 'ali(l sort. N or was 
this all. The Jaw of Moses revealed, in type and slladow,r 
the whole mystery of redemption, through the sacrificial! 
death and tIle intercession of Jesus Ohrist. It prepared the:, 
way for the introduction and nniversal diffusion of that' 

, 

more spiritual l'cligion, which was promulgated in the: 
gospel. This is largely proved by the author of the Epistle' 

, 

to the Hebrews. Still further : Not only did the Mosaic 
law maintain the radical principles of true theology, not 
only did it prepure, by its typical representations, fo1' the ; 
introduction of the gospcl and the establishment of Messiah's 
ldligdom, but, hy the spirituality; breadth, and sh'ictncss of 
its moral precepts, it prol)cd the human heart to the· core, 
and laid bare the depths of its depravity. Thus did it' 

., 
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expose to luan his moral weakness, his inability to obtain 
etei'nal happiness on the ground of llis own merit, ane! his 
need of a justifying righteoUlmess out of himself. Thus did 
it shut him up to the faitl~ of the gosl)el, and serve as "It 

schoolmaster to bring him to Christ."* 
There is a second I'eason why the theologian should be

come well versed in the :Mosaic lQ.w; and that, not merely 
as containing a body of divinity, but also ns developing a 
system of civil legislation. It is, that he may l)e able to 
vindicate the divine original of the law. He ought to make 
himself acquainted with the circumstances of the Jewish 

1(', and with thc iueas and usag~s of thosc distaut ages, 
the enu that he may know the reasons 011 which the laws 

grounded, and the objecls they were designed to suu
No otherwise can he become prepared to offer a 

s,)lid and rational defence 0" the system, as of divine origin 
und authority, of the statutes of the He --:for example, those ng, of the 
seventh ,year, to COlllmerce, to the periodical l'emission of 
debt~. &c. . assailed as destitute 

• 

clements of those 
ustice, -have been held up to 

execration, as breathing a ernel, vindictive, revengeful 
spirit. OthOl'S, as those relating to polygamy, divorce, 
slavery, and blood-avengelIlent, ·haye been denounced and 
decried as contravening the principles of immutable mo
,·ality. While others still,. as, for instance, the statutes 

• 

. relating to meats, to the modo of entting the hail' and beard, 
to the boiling of a kid ill the dam's milk, to the sowing of 
mixed seeds, to the combination of flax and wool in the 

• 

same garment, &c. &c. have been pl'ofallely ridiculed, as 
too trivial to proceed 1'1'0111 the Divine Being. It is impos
sible to make a satisfactory defence of' these and other like 

* Sec Dean Grnycs's Lectures on the Pcnt., Pt 1. 
t Michnclis' Commcnturies on the Laws of Moses, Art. 2. 
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statutes, ,,,ithout a coinlletent,knowledge of the causes, 
, 

tions, and objects of the Hobrew polity. Whoever, 
, 

fc.·1,·e, would successfully vindicate revclation against 
cavils, and meet the learning of infidelity with a 
learning of religion, must make himself well 
with the Mosaic institutions. 

, ' 

113 , 

The moralist, not less than the divine, will find the 
Mosaic coele l'eplete with principles and maxims; which 
will repa' un attentive study of it. Where, in the whole 

, 

compass of lmman literature, can a summary of moral duty , 
be fonnel, comparable to that contained in the decalogue? 
Here are the seminal principles of all virtue, piety, filial 
duty, justice, tl'Uth, benevolence, and internal purity. The 
law of lIoses enjoined supreme love to God, love to our 
neighbor equal to that which we bear ourselves, reverence 
for old age, forgiveness of injuries, the rendering of good 
for o,'H, mutual kindness, compassion towards t~e unfol' ' 
t.unate, and a generous hospitality. It earnestly enforced 
the conviction, that God requires of his rational creatures, 
not a mere external service, but an internal worship; 

• 

'desires duly regulated; and a benevolence e:\.'Pansive, ardent, 
and active. It taught, that ritual observances could riot 
obtain pardon without repentance, nor repentance without' 
reformation. It represented outward legal rites as designed 
to symbolize nnd recommend inward holiness, and the love 
of God as a practical pi-inciple, stimulating to the cultivation 
of purity, jnstice, humanity, mercy, and tl'uth.* ]n a word, 
the gospel itself has scarcely a single moral precept, which 
had not been already promulgated in tho Mosaic institution. 
In its mort\! teaehings, Christianity does little more than . 
give a gl'eatt:!!· breadth to principles, whichJ udaism had 
forllled into a bo(ty of practical ethics, mOj'O than a thousand 
years before Socrates and Plato flourished. 

A knowledge of the lfosaic laws will be useful to the 

• 

* Graves on the Pentuteucll, Pt. 1. 
S 
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, 
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lawyor, as well as to the theolpgian and the moralist. Every 
motive that can prompt him to' the study of the Grecian and 
Roman jll1'isprudence, will,' with at . least an eql1al force, 
recommend the Hebrew jurisprudence to his attention. The 
mere technical lawyer mny rest sntisfied with a knowledge 
of the laws actually in force in the courts, where his }>l'actice 
l1es. But he who aspires to a knowledge uf the philosophy 
of lnw, will :find it necessary to extend his view to the legis
lation of other climes and other ages. To him ,tho knows 
nothing beyonu the limits of' his own country, or of the 
nations,1learest to it in time and situation, many things in 
law will seem necessary, which yet, in other circnmstances, 
are not so. He Willllot perceive the variations oflegislative 
policy, which difference of climate, diflcl'cnce of mauners, 
difference of purpose, and n hundred other circumstances 
must occasion. Then only will he become sensible of these 
things, and begin, without much pcrplexity, to philosophize, 
like ltlontesquieu, on the laws of his country, when he com
pares a variety of laws that are strange, and seem at :first, 
perhaps, almost ahsurd.+:· But what system of laws oifers to 
our consideration a greater number of new views, in this· 
respect, than that of :Moses ~ Remounting to the highest 
antiquity, framed in a distant quarter of the globe, and 
adapted to a climate, a people, and a purpose, differing ill 
several important particulars, from any thing known among 
the wcsterll nations, it offers to the legal mind of EuroII(, 
and America a study, as interesting as it is Cm-iOllS, as useful 
as it is recondite. 

But fl1rther: There arc son:o of the Mosaic laws, which 
are still in force, to a certain extent, and to wllich reference 
is often made in actions at law. The law resllccting f(lr
hidden degrees of affinity in lllatrimonial alliances, is till' 
strongest example of this. t This law has been formally 
incorporated into the jurisprudence of some Christian states; 

* Michaclis Com., Art.!. t Ibid. Art. 2 . 

• • 
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anel even wher~ this has not . been done, it is generally 
regarded as embodying, in reference to the points which it 
embraces, the dictates of philosol)hicalmorality, as well as 
the decisions of'the divine sovereignty. In regard filso to 

• 

the punishment of murder, Moses is often quoted, ami hi£l 
, 

authority, at least, in the opinion of many lawyers, as well 
as divines, has still, with 11S, the force of law. How fre-

o 0 

quently, likewise, is he appealed to, when the question is 
concerning .diYorce, or the punishment of seduction? III 
these and other cases, where his authority is acknowledged, 

, , 

or his rules and maxims of law are al)pealed to, jn our' . 
courts, it is necessary for a lawyer to nnderstand his laws, 
in all' their bearings. I may add, with :Michaelis, that it is 
generally tIle most important, and, at the same time, the 
most difficult l)oints of law, which give the civilian and the 
advocate, WllO arc learned in the 1\Iosaic laws, the best op
portunities of making a distinguished figll1'e. 

Statesmen and legislators, equally with theologians, moral
ists, and lawyers, will find the sttllly of the Mosaic legislation 
a rich SOllrce of knowledge and wisdom. I 11a\'e before spoken 
of the high antiquity of this code, and claimed, tllat, on tlmt 
account alone, it is well worthy of our study. But a consid
cration of this nature forms neither its only nor its high
est claim to our attention and regard. It contains, undeni
ably, the germ of almost everything precious in modern 

• 

civilization. It is a common fountain, from which, as will 
appeal' in the scquel, the most enlightened nations of subse
quent ages have drawn their best principles of political, civil, 
nnd criminal law. It abounds in shining specimens of philo- ' 
sophical statesmanship and legislative policy. In shert, it is 
a system of legislation, which embodies and applies, with an 
admirable skill and efficiency, most of the great principles of 
just, wise, and equal government. 

This leads me to the last observation, which I have to make 
in I!Inbmitting this detail of the points of chief attraction in 

• 
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the MosaIC polity, viz. : that it is a legislation, which address
es itself with peculiar force to the earnest scrutiny and the 
grateful affection of the frielilds of human rights and constitu-
'. c'" liberty. The book, which contains the record of it, 

• i fitly be made the text-book of the nations now strug
gling for the supremacy of the popular principle in govern
ment. The early colonists of New England proposed to 
govern themselves, for a time, by the Hebrew laws. This 
resolution of theirs has caused many a smile at thei5 supposed 
t>implieity and rudeness. Most unjustly! Those clear-head
ed and strong-hearted puritans distinctly saw and deeply 
sympathized with the spirit of freedom, which runs through 
those institutions. It was this quality in the laws of Moses,
their decided friendliness to civil libel·ty, which secured the 

• 

affection and imitation of our for~fathers. The principle of 
habeas corpus was not in the Mosaic code. But as this is a 
writ, designed to secure the citizen from unjust and illegal 
imprisonment, and as imprisonment was a punishment un
lmo'iill to the Hebrew law, there was no occasion, and, indeed, 
ti~ place for it there. With this exception, there is not, I be
lieve, a singl~ fundamental principle, which enters into the 
constitution ot' a free State, which will not be found to have 
been incorporated into the polity of the Hebrew common
wealth. That government is iustituted fi)l' the good of the 
many, and not of the few, for the happiness of the people, 
and not the advantage of the prince and the nobles; that the 
people, either directly 01' by representatives, should have a 
"Voice in the enactment of the laws; that the powers of the 
several departments of government should be cautiously bal
anced; that the laws should be equal in their operation, with
out special burdens 01' special exemptions; that the life, 
liberty, and property of no citizen should be infringed, but by 
pl'ocess of law; that justice should hold an even balance, 
neither respecting the persons of the rich,nor yielding to the 
necessities of the poor; that judicial proceedings should "be 

• • 
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public, and conducted in accordance with established rules; 
that every man who obeys the laws, has a right to their pro-" 
tection; that, education, embracing a knowledge of the laws, 
the obligations of citizenship, aud the duties of morality, 
should be universal, and that whatever is valuable in po
litical and social institutions, rests upon the intelligence and 
virtue of. the people: these great and vital principles of civil 
liberty were as fully emuodied in the Hebrew constitution, as 
they are in the freest constitutions now existing among men. 

" 

By the governments of most ancient empires the people 
were regarded as of vcry little importance. Every where, 
even in States which boasted of their freedom, the masses 
were degraded, brntalized, and oppressed by arbitrary 
power. To this rule the Jewish republic formed nn illustrious 
exception. Liberty to the masses, general corilpetence, phy
sical comfort, ease of mind, repose and opportunity of l'eflec- , 
tion, moral and religious instruction to aU classes, equal laws, 
equal rights, equal j.'lstice,.. these were the paramount ob
jects of the Hebrew constitution, so fat; as its polit;icni 
relations were concerned. These features mark its kindrerl 
to our own, and set it widely apart and distinct ii'om rill other , 
governments, which existed with it, and for lliany ages after 
it. It is not in Greece that liberty was cradled. This idea 
is, indeed, taught to our youth in the halls of learning, and 
proclaimed to our people ti'om the halls of legislation. But 

• 

it is none the less an errol'. Far other and higher is the 
origin of a blessing, so intimately interwoven with the wel
fare and progress of man. It was not the wisdom of Greece, ' 
speaking in the 11alls either of philosophy 01' legislation, but 
the .wisdom of God, speaking from heaven through his ser
vant Moses, which first taught mankind the doctrine of pop
ular rights. Nothing can be wider of the truth than the idea, 
that it is in the political forms and usages of the Grecian and 
Roman commonwealths, we are to seek the origin and 
elements of our own republican institutions. No; it is rather 

• 

" 

" 
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• 

in that admirable frame of government, given by the oracle 
of Jehovah, and established by the authority of the Supreme 
Ruler of the World, that we ~nd the type and model of our own 
constitution. Even the Declaration of American Indepen
dence, that terrible handwriting on the wall of despo~ism, 

• 
which has troubled the thoughts of many a tyrant, that glo-
rious pledge of liberty to the oppressed of every clime, was 
hut an echo from the deep thunders ot' Mount Sinai. 

There is a question of considerable importance, which it is 
propel' briefly to consider in this introductory cllapter, viz. : 
w11ethor the civil laws of Moses are binding upon us ~ The 
:Mosaic' laws are commonly divided into moral, ceremonial, 
:md judicial or civil. Concerning the first two classes, no 

• 

doubt can arise in any mind. The moral laws are clearly of 
perpetual obligation. The ceremonial laws were as clearly 

~ abolished by Christ. But how is it with the civil laws ~ 
lia ve they been abrogated ~ 01' are they still in force ~ 

There have not been wanting writers of high authority, 
whQ have held, that legislators ought to adhere closely to th~ 
Mosaic laws, as being the wisest that can be framed. Nor is 
this opinion without a plausible ground of support. The ar
gument affirming it runs thus: God was the lawgivel' of the 
Hebrew l)eople; but God is an infinitely wise law-giver; 
therefore a body of laws emanating from him must be the 
wisest that can be. This reasoning is plausible; but it is 
fallacious. It overlooks a material distinction; the distinc
tion between laws intrinsically the wisest, and laws which 
are the wisest only when viewed as relating to times and cir-

• cumstances. Laws may be perfectly wise, when framed with 
reference to one state of society, which would be unwiseflnd 
absurd, if framed with reference to another condition of things. 

Civil laws, whatever be their source, to be adapted to the 
wants of' any given community, must arise out of circum
stances, and be l'elative to certain specific ends; which ends, 

• 

• 
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nnder othr circumstanccs, it might be the height of folly to 
pursue. ' When Solon was nsked whether he had giv.en the 
best 1a,,;s' to the Athenians, he replied: "I have given them 
the best that they were able to bear."* Sage response I Is 
it not of much the same nature with that declaration of divine 
wisdom to the Jews, which has so perplexed biblical inquirers, 

• 

. "I gave them also 'Statutes that were not good,"t that is, 
laws IIOt absolutely the best, though they were relatively so. 

MOlltesquieu,:j: with that penetration which belongs to all his 
philosophicalrefiections, has observed, that the passage, cited 
above, is the sponge that wipes out all the difficulties, which 
are to be found in the law of Moses. This view of the meaning 
und force of the passage is confirmed by the words of our 
Savior. He has told us, that Moses tolerated divorce among 
the Jews, because of the hardness of their hearts.§ It is 
reasonable to conclude that he permitted the continuance of ' 
other social evils on the same principle. It is implied in our 
Lord's declaration, that, if' the Jews of Moses' time llad been 
less hard-hearted, that is, less prejudiced, less wedded to old 
notions and usages, several of his statutes would have been 
different from what they were. Is it not also involved, that 
the excellence, which Moses claims, and most justly, as be
longing to his laws, is, as it respects some of them at least, a 
"elative rather than an absolute excellence ~ Considerations 
of political expediency were often of prevailing force with 
'him in framing his laws. 

A wise legislator, whetller divine 01' human, in framing a 
new code of laws for a people, will give attention to consider- . 

• 

ations of climate, of religion, of existing institutions, of settled 
maxims of government, of precedent, of morals, of customs, 

, 

and of manners." Out of all these there arises a general 
tone, 01' habit, of feeling, thinking, and acting, which consti
tute,s what may be called the spirit of the nation. Now, a 

* Plutarch's Life of Solon. t Ezek. xx. 25 . 
• 

t " Spirit of Laws," B.19. O. 21. ~ Mat. xix. 8. Mark x. 5. 

• 
1/ Mich. Oom. Art. 8 . 
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lawgiver shows hitnself deficient in legislative wisdom, who 
makes 1a\\'s which shock the general sentiment of the people, 

, laws which nre at war with prevalent notions and rooted cus
toms, laws which strip mcn 'of long established and favorite 
rights. Nations in general cling tenaciously to what is old. 
Tme legislati\·e wisdom, therefore, will abide by established 
laws, whell it can, evon though satisfied, that other laws m'e 
better in thelllsoh'ce., and, but for the force of custom in favor 
of the old, would be more expediont. A wise luwgiver, who 
desires to see ancient usages replaced hy new and different 
ones, will not attempt to elltl.nge such customs at once, by di· 
rcct lcgal enactments, but will seek, by the introduction of 
judicious provisions into his code, to lead the peoplc to change 
them thcmsel ves. 

Balbi, n. citizen of the Rcpublic of Venice, being at Pegu, 
was introduced to the ldng. III the interview which followed, 
he informed the monarch, that they Imd no king in his coun
try. The lnttm' instantly burst into a laugh, which ended in 
such It fit of' cough!ng, that it was a long time before lie was 
able to resume the cOIl\'el'sat.ion.* 'What wise man, in framing 
a code of laws for such a people, would propose the consti
tution of the United States as the hasis of it 1 The establish
ment of n popular government would be the greatest calamity 
that could happen to such a nation. The best laws cannot at 
once be given to n people that has long been under bad ones. 
Theil' minds must be prepared tor the reception of the best 
laws hy the discipline of others, which are as good as they can 
hear. The pleadings of the Roman advocates. at the civil tri
bunal of Varlls were so odious to the Gel'mans, that they cut 

out their tongues, crying, " Viper, don't hiss."t There was 
nothing with which Mithridatcs so much repl'oacbed the Ro
mans, as the fCI'malities attending their proceedings at law.:/. 
And the Parthians could not endure the polished and ensy 
manners of' one of thei!' kings, who had been educated at 

* Montcsquicu's Sp, of Laws, B. 19. C. 2, t Ibid. t Ibid., • • 
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Rome. Tho virtues of J'efinoment and affability, because un-
• 

known to that savage nation, Tacitus says, were regarded by 
• • • them IlS new vIces. . 

The principle that laws must be rolative to circumstances, 
that they must grow out of the state of society, and be adapted 
to its wllnts, is .founded in reason, and confirmed by experi
ence. It is, therefore, a just and solid principle, and must 
commend itself as such to eyery enlightened judgment. But 
it involves this clear and certain inference, that God never 
intended tho Mosaic laws to bind any nation but the llebl'mvs; 
and that it would be quite foolish to detach pal'ticulal' parts 
froUl the rost, and to nttempt the ingrafting of them on other 
systcms~ to which they must prove incongruous. The funda
mental principle of the Hebrew polity, -the suppression of 
idolatry and tho maintenance of the worship of the one trne 
God,--so diverso from that of overy othor government ever 
known among men, conld not but enter ossentially into the 
frlUoe of tho laws. Besides this, the circumstances of climate, 
Boil, sitnation, political relations, character and powel' of the 
neighboring nations, cnstoms, mod~ of life, prevalent notions . 
as to honor and disgrace, and the nature and soverity of pun
ishments, species and sources of crime, kinds of disease, &c. 
&c., would modify a divine, quite as much as they would a 
human legislation; and still more, perhaps, in proportion to 
its superior wisdom. If God were now, by specialrevelntion, 
to enact a code of civil laws for every nation on tho globe, 
it is not likely, that any two of them would agree in every 
particular. It is certain, for 'example, that in such a code, 
framed for the United States, there would be wanting the old' 
Hebre\v laws respecting divorce, polygamy, blood.-avenge
ment, usury, the double portioll of the first-bol'll son, the ex
clusion of daughters from the inheritance, the marriage of a 
deceased brother's childless widow, and the sumptuary laws 
in general; for none of the reasons, on which these laws were 
based, has any existence among us; and to separate a law 

• 
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from its principle, is like snndering the body from the head or 
the heart. No part of the Mosaic legislation is. more excel. 
lent 01' admirable than the statute l'especting the distribution 
and tenme of land8. Yet' there is, probably, nota nation 
upon earth, at the present time, into whoso civil code such a 
law could be introduced, without a violation of' justice,· and 
without shaking society to its deepest foundations. Where is 
the nation, now existing, that has its entire territory unappro
priated? But where .this is not the case, with what justice 
could an equal partition of the land be made ~ Yet this was 
the first great principle of the Hebrew agrarian j and, in a , 
nation .situated as the Hebrews were, at the formation of 
their code, it was equitable and wise. The second fundamen
tal principle, which was equally just and beneficial, was an 
absolute prohibition of the sale of land in perpetuity. Yet, 
wise and righteous as this principle was in the Hehrew polity, 
what greater hardship could a lawgiver put upon those mem
bers of tIle state, who, when he framed his laws, were desti
tute of landed property, than that to which 6uch a provision 
would subject them ~ . 

~roses llimself, it is quite evident, was often compelled, by 
the force of circumstances, to admit into his code, laws, which 
under a different state of' things, he would' gladly have seen 
replaced by others. The law recluiring a man to marry the 

• 
widow of a brothel', who had died without issue, is an instance 
in point. It is plain, as we shall see hereafter, that Moses 
cared very little for the execut!on of this law, and only p;ave 
place to it among his statutes as a piece of ancient Israelitish 
manners, and because he did not wish to shock the prejudi
ces of his countrymen by abolishing it. Throughout his le
gislation there are traces of the influence of a more ancient 
system of laws,· a lex Ilon scripta, or jus consuetudinarinm, 
-,of much the same nature and force as the common law 
among us. Moses, as any wise legislator would do, (and cer
tainly he was all the wiser for being inspired,) paid no little 

• 

• 

, 



• 

LA. WB OF THE ANOIENT HEBREWS. 123 

deference to this law of custom. Sometimes he confirpledit, 
as it stood; sometimes he improved it by amendments; some· 
times he restricted its operation; and sometimes he an!1ulled . 
it altogether.* . I 

BuLmore . than this: The purely civil laws of Moses could 
be repealed or changed, as the altered state of the common· 
wealth required 01' justified, even during the continuance of 
the Mosaic goverument. For example, Moses's first law 
against usury forbade the taking of interest from the poor Is
raelites only;1'· his second law on the ::;ubject extended the 
same prohibition to the whole nation4 His statutc, forbid
ding to kill animals for food in private, and enjoining to bring 
all such to the altar and offer them to J ehovah,§ remained in 
force only during. the abode in the wilderness. It was for
mally repealed on:;,ntering the promised land.1I The punish
ments originally ailnexed to the violation of laws, must be 

, 

incrCl1sed in severity, when, as often happens in the progress 
of society and of crime, they become too mild to seCllre obe
dience to the civil rule. Hence the penalty for theft, which 

had fixed at a fourfold 01' fivefold restitution,,- was 
incl'eased to a sevenfold restitution in the time of Solomon.** 
The highest fine imposed by Moses in punishment for crime, 
was about fifteen dollars. What would that be, when the iu
creasing wealth of the nation had proportionably diminished 
the yalue of gold and silver? 

There is, indeed, an expression attached to many of the 
Mosaic laws, which, at first blush, would seem to make them 
absolutely unalterable. The expression is, "a statute to you 
foreyer, throughout your generations."tt The question is: Is 
this fOl'm of words to be taken literally, or metaphorically ~ 

, 

* Mich. Comment. on the Laws of Moses, Art. 3. t Exod. xxii. 25. 
t Deut. xxiii. 19. ~ Levit. xvii. 3-7. II Hellt. xii. 20, 21. 
1f Bx. xxii. 1. ** Provo vi. 31. 

• 

tt Bx. xxvii. 21. xxx. 21. Lev. iii. 17. vi. 8. vii. 36. x. 9. 
xvii. 7. xxiii. 14,21,31,41. 
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Does ~t mean always, or only a great while ~ The words are 
annexed to the prohibition against the killing of animals in 
private, which, as we have seen, was subsequently repealed 
by Mos'es himself:'" This! makes it certain that the latter is 
the true meaning of the expression. It simply marks the 
distinction between permanent laws and those l'egulntions 
which were made for a limited time. It signifies a law, which 
was to continue in force, till regularly abrogated, or modified. 

The views, above presented, warrant the conclusioll" that 
the Mosaic laws do not bind, and were never intended to 
bind, other nations. But this does not detract from the ,'alue 
of the Hebrew jurisprudence, as It philosophical and practical 
stlldy,'any more than the fact, that the Roman and British 
laws arc not obligatory on us, detracts froll~ the value of the 
Roman and British jurisprudence. We ,,1n'e at liberty to bor
row what is good in the laws of other nat(911s, however remote 
from us in time or space. My neigh bor's'lantern may be very 
useful to me, though I do not follow by its light exactly the 
same path which he pl1l'sued. In like manner, the laws of n 
foreign state may afford It highly advantageous light, though 
we do not copy everything which they contain. It is iml)OS
sible to survey the legislative policy of the Hebrews without 
feeling the highest admiration of its wisdom, equity, and be
nevolence. It was a policy, directed not to foreign conquest, 
but to the cultl1l'O and benefit of thoir own territory; n. policy 
founded on the arts of peace. " If we were better acquaiuted 
with tIle comprehensive amI far extended legislative kIlO\\"

ledge of this people, very probably our own political system, 
so fttr at least as conneeted with agriculture, and as directed 
to the peaceful increase of our internal stt'ength as a nation, 
might receive material iml1l'ovement." 

* Levit. xvii, 7. Dcut. xii. 20, 21. 
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OHAPTER II. 

Moses ns a ?I[an and a Lawgiver. 
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, 
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TIlE proof's of the divine mission of Moses will be submitted, 
and objections against it examined and l'efnted, in a subse
quent part of this work. The object of tbe present cbapter is 
to study the character of Moses, and to unfold tbe leadingquali-

, 

ties of his mind and heart, irrespective of that supernatural 
illumination and guidance, which he enjoyed in the execution 
of bis office. , 

It appeal's to be a fundamental principle in the divine ad
ministration never to do in an extrllOrdinary way that which 
can be equally well accomplished in an ordinary way. But 

, , 

, , 

, , 

the hellyens above us do not more exceed in height the earth -
on which we tread, thun the methods of the supreme wisdom 
transcend the utmost stretch of human policy. There is un 
Ullseen but almighty hand behind the scenes of providence, 
which brings tbcm forward, directs, adjusts, moulds, or re-

o 

moves them, according as the accomplishment of his purpoees 
uemands. By the cruel edict, which required the Hebrews 
to cast all their male children into the river Nile, Pharaoh 
intended to check the growing greatness of a nation, whose ; 
numbers he began to drcad. But he who sitteth in the 
heavens, and laughs at the im])ot.cnt malice of his enemies, 
lIay, who even turns it as a two-edged sword against themselves, 
had far other purposcs to answcr through its agency. It was 
designed as the occasion of thc adoption of Moses by no less 

• 

, 
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a personage than the daughter of the reigning sovereign; and 
this to the intent, that the future lender and lawgiver of'the 
Hebrew people might be eciucated in a manner suited to fit 
him for his responsible office. 

But is therc no fenr, that l the child, breathing only the at· 
mospIlere of tho court, almost from the first hour of its being, 
will lose all fellow· feeling for his countrymen, and become an 
Egyptian in everything but blood ~ No I The supreme wisdom 
is never defectiYe, nor once inconsistent with itself. By 11 

contrivance, no doubt' suggested by the divine mind, the 
mother of Moses becomes his nurse. Thus tIle first words he 
hears is the story of his country's wrongs; the first sentiment 
lIe feels, sympathy for the sorrow of his brethren, mingled 
with indignation against their oppressors. 

Inspiration apart, Moses possessed all those endowments and 
qualities, which form the consummate statesman and chief 
magistrate: an intellect of the highest order: a perfect mas
tery of all the civil wisdom of the age: a penetrating, com-
1)rehensive, and sngacious judgment: great promptness and 
energy in action: pntl'iotism, which neither ingratitude, ill· 
treatment, nor rebellion could quencl), 01' even cool: a com. 
manding and persl1:l.sive eloquence: a hearty lo,,~e of truth: nil 
incol'l'uptible virtue: an entire freedom from selfish ambition: 
an invincible IHltred ot' tyranny and injustice: a patient en· 
durance of toil: a courageous conteml)t of danger: and a great. 
ness of soul, in which he ,has never been surpassed by the 
most admired heroes of ancient 01' model'll times. Coml)1'e
hensi veness, grasp, force, sagacity were the predominant char
acteristics of his mind; magnanimity, disinterestedness, an 
enthusiastic dcvotion to liberty, and an ardent but rational 
piety, the leading qualities of his heart . 

• 
The truth of this observation may be easily evinced. 
Of the greatness and vigor of his intellectual endowments, 

his OW11 wdtings afford ample proof. Neyer was the art of 
writing little and saying much displayed in higher perfection. 
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A perfect idea is given of the ground that philosophical his
tory ought to covel', including-not only the causes and cur
l'ent of evonts, but also the progress of society, mannors, gov
ernment, art, and religion, which prevailed in thos,? early 
ages. True, most of his pictures arc but sketches j but every 
touch reveals tile hand of a mastel', and rarely do we feel any 
material deficiency. How vividly, and with what calm sub
limity, do a few strokes of his l)encil plaeo the deluge before 
us! And whenever he favors us with a finished portrait, 
with what divine charllls and graces does lIe invest it! 'Vit
ness the history of the venel'llble patriarch, who won tho ex
alted titles of the fdend of God and father of the faithful. 
What grandeur of conccption I What elevation of sentiment! 
Wllat dignity of style! What simplicity and tmthflllness in 
the narrati \ye! What strength and beauty of coloring! What 
exquisite tenderness and pathos! Witness also the inimitable 
story of Joseph, the most faultless character, pcrhaps, in 1m
lIl!ln !lnnals, he alone excepted, who was holy, harmless, un
defiled, and sep!lmte from sinners. The strange and stirring 
incidents of his life, and the high and generous qualities of 
his nature, !lre drawn in characters, which mnst challenge the 
praises and secure the affections of' mankind, and which make 
us feel, that rivalry is forever distanced, and all attempts at 
imitation nugatory and hopeless. 

The poetic talent of Moses, in its pel'fection one of the no
blest gifts of God, is a striking evidence of his mental supe
riOl-ity. Read the noble lyric ode, in which he celebrates the 
passage ot'the Red Sea j 01' that, yet 11101'e powel-ful, in which 
he bids a last farewell to his countrymen. Among the Psalms, 
tho plaintive elegy, beginning, "Lord, thon hast been om 
dwelling place in all generations," is ascribed to him j and none 
of aU the number, exceeus it in n~ournful and affecting beauty.* 

That Moses was master of all the pivil wisdom then extant, 
wo have the testimony of tho proto-martyr Stephen, who says 

• Christian Examiner for Sept. 1836 . 
• 

I 
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uf him, that he was" lcamed in all the wisdom of the Egyp
tians."·* It is the acute and solid obsel'vation of Bishop War~ 
burtont on this passage, that when the wisdom of a nation is 
spoken of, that which is characteristic of the nation must 

• 

needs be meant; whcn thel wisdom of a man, that which is 
peculiar to his quality and profession. On both grounds, 
civil 01' political wisdom must be here intended. It was· for 
that the Egyptian nation was principally distingnished; and 
in that also must have consisted the eminence of one, who 
had a royal adoption, was bred up at court, and became at 
lcngth the leader and lawgiver of' a numerous people."t 

-!! Acts vii. 27. t Divine Legation of ~roses, B. 4. ~ 6. 
t The Imowledge of Mo:;es, llOWCYCr, wns not limited to subjects con· 

nected with gOYIll'lIl11ellt UI1d Inw. He was" learned ill all the wisdom of 
Egypt." He wns master of her sciencc ns weUns of her statesmanship. A 
relllnrkable proof of tllis we haye in the history of tIle golden calf. 'I'he 
Ilarrath'e states, that he burnt it in the fire, grou\1(l it to powtler, and made 
the ehildren of Israel drink of the dust. " The 1\1llnUer in which tllis WIU! 

Iione is a llroof of the extraordinary sldll in the metallugric uris possessed by 
the Egyptians j und, through their instruction, by the Hebrews. Modern 
I'hemi;:try employs tartaric ucid, uud reduces gold to powtler. Stahl, one of 
the uhlcst chemist~, informs us that lIalron, which is very eommon in tIle 
cnst, will prolluce the sume effect j und, if the metul be previously heated, 
the effect is sooner lll'oducetl. Hence Moses, in the first instance, cust the 
imuge into the fire, umi then maue it llotllble. Now olle of two conse 
Ilucnces Illust follow i eithcr he performcd 1\ miracle, or he possesscd very 
cxtcl15h'c scientific attuinments. 'J'here is 110 uccount of Ilny miraculous 
intc\,\'clltion of pro\-iuence in the story j it then WIIS the resuH of nuturnl 
lIIe!'tns, but such liS none but It ycry well informed chemist coultllm ve known 
,)r nsed, No alternative, then, is left us, but It l)ositive denial of the facts, 
nr un admission of the kllowlcuge of Moscs. * * * * 'I'here is another 
~mull itcm of evidence here, to eslllblish lhe fllct of Moses's lmowledge. lIe 
strewed the gold dust on wuter, Ilndlllade the chilth-ell of Israel dl'ink of it. 
He was perfectly acquuintetl with the scicntific effect of what he hud done. 
He meant to uggruvute the llllnishment, IImi impress upon their recollections 
the never to he forgottcn mcmory of their clisoiJedicnce, nnd to this Intter 
cnd, IlC made their own sense of taste to minister j for 01' 0.11 detestable 
t1rinl\~, none is more so than that of gold thus remleretl potable."-HaU'ks 
Oil the lIlo1l'Umellts of Egyyt, pp. 270, 271. 

• 

• 
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An intelligent infidel writer has borne eloquent testit'nony . 
• 

to the high intellectual qualities of' the Hebrew sage. "The 
Jewish law," observes Rousseau,* "is a standing proof of the 
superior genius of the great man, by whom it was dictated; 
and thongil the vanity of philosophy and the blinq prejudice 
of party see nothing in his character but a fortunate impos
tor, the tru~ politician admires, in his institutions, that saga· 
cious and comprehensive power of mind, which must ever 
1ay the lasting f'oundation of human establishments." Bossuett 
also, an authority of another order, after saying that the J ew-

• 
i&h lawgiver wus instructed in all the wisdom, human and 
divine, with which a great and noble genius could be adorned, 
adds the following observations: "Inspiration only carried 
to the highest IJoillt of' certitude and perfection, that which 
had been sketch.ed by the usage and the knowledge of· the 
sagest of empires." Moses ullqur~t~o'1l1.bly bclonged to that 

• uistinguished few, of whom Bolingbroke* has observed, that 
it has plcased the author of nature to mingle them, from time 
to time, at distant intervals, among the societies of men, to 
maintain the moral system of the universe at a certain point, 
though, doubtless, far below that of ideal perfection: 

A natural explanation of the high intellectual develop. 
ment of Moses is afforded by the narrative of his early life. 
Adopted as bel' own son by the dauglttcl' of Pharaoh, the 
young Hebrew grew up in the midst of the wisest spirits of 
the nation. Endowed with a quick .. md penetratinggenins, 
he readily mustered whatever of science and learning consti· 
tuted tho civilization ?f Egypt. Second in rank only to the 
rtligning sovereign, and born to mould, direct, and govern his 
fellow men, thel'e cannot be a doubt, that he was called tOI 
important public trusts bcfore prndence dictated his retire-

• 

ment from the Egyptian court; :md that, ill discharging these 
trusts, he gained a f'amilhw acquaintance with practical 

* Social Contract., B, 2, c. i. t Discours sur \' Histoire U nivcrselle. 
~ Cited by Adams in his Defence of Americall Constitutions . 

• . 9 

• 
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statesmanship. Later in life, while keeping the flocks of his 
father-in-law Jethro, he had ample opportunity for }>erfecting 
Ilis knowledge by meditation, in the valleys of Horeb and 
Sinai, and along the shores of the Red Sea. Solitude, the ob· 
servation of nat111'e, and co'n'tinual communion with God anu 
his own thoughts, carried his enthusiasm to the highe~t pit~h, 
and impressed npon his imagination that strong poetic,tinc
ture, which was reflected in his whole life .. The burning 
bush 0f Horeb was a fit emblem of that inner flame of , 

• 

mingled patriotism and})iety, which penetrated and irradia-
ted all the fachlties of his soul. 

The soundness of Moses's judgment was eVinced, as on Va
rious (ltlwr occasions, so especially in the admirable measures 
which he cmployed to quell the rebellion of Korah, to soothe 
the agitations of' the multitude, and to reconcile the people to 
the elevation of Aaron to the pl'iesthood.* . 

The promptness with which Moses decided, and the energy 
with which he put his determinations into execution, are fear
fully illustrated in the comse which he pursned, when, on 
descending from the Mount, ho found that the people had 
made a golden calf; with the design of rdurning to Egypt, 
under its conduct. IIaving burnt the idol in the fire, gt'ound 
it to powder, strewed it upon the water, and caused the chil
uren of Israel to drink of it, in derision of its divinity, he 
took his station in the gate of the camp, and cried: "Who 
is on J ehoyah's side? To me!" Tho sons of Levi promptly 
answered to the challenge, and were ordered to go ill and out 
from gate to gate throughout the camp, and to slay e\'ery 
man his brothel', and every man his companion, and every 
man his neighbor. Tho order was faithfully executed, and 

• 
ther.e fell of the l)coplo that day about three thousand souls:r 
This salutary severity had the desired effcet. The l1111l'll1urs 
of the people wcre thoroughly allayed, and aU thought of 
going back to Egypt was for the time laid aside. How finely 

• "* Num. xvi . t Ex. xxxii. 26-29. 

, 

t 
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do the strength and m'dor of Moses's patriotirom shine out in 
the sequel of this' very history! No sooner is the needful 

. work of punishment ended, than we find this devotedlovel' 
of his country returning to J ellOvah, and giving vent· to the 
deep and agonized emotions of his· soul: "0, this people 
have sinned a great sin, and have nlada them gods of gold; 
yet now, if thou wilt; forgive their sin; and if not, blot me, 
I pray thee, out of tlly book."· Most truly has it been said,t 
that there is nothing in all the scriptures more calmly majes
tic than the divine reply: "Whosoe,·er hath sinned against 
me, him will I blot out of my book.":t, 

In the same passage, in which St. Stephen attests the wis
dom of Moses, he says, that he was" mighty in words imd in 
deeds."§ IIere we have a clear testimony to the eminence of 
Moses in eloquence. When ~Ioses received' his commission 

, 

to become the leader of his countrymen, he did undoubtedly 
excuse himself 011 the gl'olmd, that he was not eloquent. II 
This plea might have been based u1'oI1 some impediment in 
his speech; but it is more probable, that it proceeded from a 
modest diffidence, which is so often the attendant of true 
merit. However this may have been, there is reason to be
lieve, that the impediments, of whatever sort tl.Jey were, werc 
gradually overcome, and that }Ioses became as eminent in 
oratory, as he was in all the other great and commanding 
qualities of a civil leader. Oertainly he had the mental gifts, 
which eloquence requires, for he was a poet, and dealt in the 
living images and passionate sentiments, which fire the hearts 
ot' cgngregated thousands.,. 

Along with a powerful understanding to plan, and an in
fl~xible will to adhere to his resolves, M~ses l~ossessed tt, 

mighty heart to bear him through an elltCl:prizc, the most dif: 
ficult, perhaps, ever undertaken by man. To present in de
tail the proofs of his magnanimity and freedom fro111 personal 

* Ex. xxxii. 31, 32. t Cit. Exam. for Sept. 1836. t Ex. xxxii. 33. 
~ Acts vii. 27. II Ex. iv. 10. ~ eh. Exam. fol' Sept. 1836. ' 
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ambition, would be to transcribe no small part of his history. 
That he dwelt in a palace, that he basked in the sunshine of 
royal favor, that he was surrounded with the splendors and 
luxuries of a court, with pcrhaps a prospect of wearing the 
diadem himself, and yet that even there, in the midst of all 
that was flattering to the pride and 0 seductive to the basel' 
passions of human nature, his heart beat in sympathy with 
his country's wrongs, and his thoughts were all engaged about 
the methods of its deliverance, these eircuU1stan~es are of 
themselves :1 sufficieutproof of moral greatness. Encom
passed by every species of allurement, he forgets not, for a 
single moment, that his brethren are groaning beneath the 
pressure of a bitter servitude. 

Nor was it in n single great act of self-devotion, such as 
that of renouncing his brilliant prospects of wealth and power, 
that his generosity shone out. No! It was the living, guid
ing, moulding principle of his whole life. A.nd though he 
lllet with no grateful return, though he Leard not one word of 
thankfulness, where he heard a million of complaint aud up-

o 

braiding, his spirit of self-sacrifice endured to the last, nor 
abated a particle of its vigor. His post was not one that 
common ambition would have coveted. It brought with it no 
superiority ot' comfort, or luxury, or visible sple~dor. Even 
his dress, Josephus testifies, was that of a common man; and 
in all other respects he behaved like one of the common peo-

o 

pIe, nor sought to distinguish himself from the multitude. 
Though hiE! many shining qualities obtained for him an 
unbounded influence in the state, yet never in a solitary in
stance, did he use it for his own individual advantage, or that 
of his family. He provided no places of honor, trust, or 
profit for his children or his kindred. In the choice of a suc
cessor, he thinks not of his family or his tribe, but of his 
countt·y_ Puhlic office he looks upon, not as a means of 
wealth or personal gratification, but as a solemn trnst, to be 
executed for the benefit of the governed. Merit is the sole 
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claim to magistracy, wlJich he recognizes as valid; all others 
are, in his esteem, lighter than vanity. , 

J osephus* relates, that, during the childhood of Moses, 
Pharaoh, holding him in his arms, placed the crown of ·Egypt 
upon his head. Instantly the young hero tore it from his 
temples, cast it on the gl'ound, and trod it beneath his feet. 
This fiction, for it is proQably nothing more than a fiction, 
-is admirably. imagined to set forth, in vivid colors, one of 
the predominant qualities of II is great soul, a deep detesta
tion of that tyranny, which but too often accompanies thE' 
possession of ldngly power. 

A strong proof of this disposition in Moses we have in an 
incident related in the second cllapter of Exodus.t Upon a 
certain occasion he saw an Egyptian beating a Hebrew. 
With the impetuosity of' a generous and impulsive nature, he 
launched upon-the assailant, and, in the struggle which 
ensued, the latter was slain. A close inspection of' the nar· 
rative renders it probable, that this man was not a simple 
citizen, but an agent of the Egyptian tyranny; a circum
stance, which, if it does not justify, serves at least to palliate 
the couduct of' Moses.t 

A story of ldndl'ed significance we find narrated in tIle 
same chapter of Exodus.§ Scarcely had Moses, in his flight 
ii'om Egypt, reached the borders of' :AIidian, when he saw 
several shepherds chasing some young women from a well, 
where they were watering their flocks. Instantly, without 
a thought of their number or his own dangel', he flies to the 
succor of the injured' and weaker party, and, single-handed, 
beats back the assailants, leaving the place in the sole 
occupancy of the young shepherdesses. 

Such were all tho instincts of his natUl'o. The injured 
ever fOlmd in him a ready helper; the injurer, an uneom-

* .Antiquities of the J cws, L. 2. c. 5. t Vv. 11, 12. 
:j: Salvador's" Histoire des Institutions de 1.Ioise," Introduction. 

e Vv.15-17 . 
• 

• 
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promising foe. Tyl'Ilnny he abhorred; while the just and 
. the right were with him little short of a passion. 

Such was Moses, the illustrious agent employed by provi
dence to lead forth the chosen tril)cs from the hard bondage 
of Egypt to the enjoyment. of independent and constitutional . , 
govel'llment in the land of 11l'Omise. And it must be con-
fessed, that un his great endowmcnts were not morc than 
ellough for the task to which he had be~n called .. Tho 
Israelites were a stubborn people; now first forming int(. 
ch·n society; greatly licentious; and the more so because 
they were just emerging from a state of slavery. Upon all 
the principles of human calculation, their passage throngh 
the wilderness would be attended with unparalleled difficul
ties. .A country without water, without vegetation, without 
any of the ordinary means of subsistence, was to be trav
ersed. Powerful enemies wero to be met. and overcome. 
A. spil'it-broken people was to be braced up to bold and 
decisiye action j and an ungovernable peoplo was to be 
reduced and brought under the restraints of law and orcler.* 

But, more than all, and worse than all, the many ten 
thousands whom he commanded, were madly in love with 
the ido1atrics of Egypt. Hence, on every little distress, 
" Let us go back to Egypt," was their never-ceasing cry. It 
was not morely the fiesh-l)ots. the fisll, the cucumbers, the 
melons, the 1ee1;:s, the onions, and the garlie,t--it was the 
spiritual luxury of Egypt, her superstitions, with which 
the people were so dehauehed; u. debauchery, whieh nei
ther gentleness nor severity, neither the mild l)enms of 
mercy nor the glittering sword of vengeance, neither the 
hlnze of miracle nor the terl'ors of 11l'Ophctic denullciation, 
could e\'er wholly overcome j u. debmwhery, of whose mnlig
nant yirllS the llation was at last purged only in the fiery 
furnace of u. seventy years' captivity. 

How milch did the llositioll of Moses difl'er from that of 

* Chr. l'~xnllliller fol' Sept., 183G . t Nuw. xi. 5. 
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all other legislators 1* Lyc11l'gus, Draco, Solon, and Numa, 
in the midst of men already in sUbjection to laws and pos
sessed of a country, arc bomo, as it were, by the ordinary 
cm'ront of events, to their elevated functions. Zaleucus, 

" 

Pythagoras, Zoroaster and Confucius, l)eacefully dictate sage 
maxims to their fellow citizens. Even Mahomet, after 
fifteen years meditation in solitude, presents n modified code 
to people already living lUlder estublished laws. But :M:oses, 
after a forty years' absence, ro-ontors Egypt, n stranger to his 
own countrymen, and without any tho least physical force at 
his command. The people, whom he is to form into a 
nation, are without a country. Before he can propose to 
them a system of laws, it will be nccessary to conquer a 
country. It will be nccessary to conquer their oppressors. 
It will be necessary to conquer themselves; to conqucr the 
deep depression that llas seized upon their spirits; to triumph 
over a frightfnl crowd of opposing circumstances. 

Insurmolmtable, to human apprehension, arc the difficulties 
which surround the Hebrew lawgiver; and the most fell.1ful 
of them arc those which he has to contend with in his own 
countrymen. There is neithor union 1101' confiqence among 
them. There is neither courage nor self-respect. Long 
ccntmies of slavery and misery have extinguished such 
sentiments. From this people he can expect nothing. Yet 
without this people he can do nothing. What remains to 
him ~ Before he givcs them freedom, he must make them 
capable of freedom. lIe must restore to them those clements 
of humanity which they llll.\'e lost. He must give Luck to 
thc~ the qualities which n long barbarism has smothered. 
He must rekindle in them hOlle, comage, generosity, self
respect, and enthusiasm. "With 110ble bearing did our, 
inh'cpid chief meot and conquer oyery difficulty. Dying, 

• 

* Sec on tho subjcct of this uud thc following pal'llgroph 0. tract by 
Schillcr on thc Mission of ?tIoses. It is rationalistic in its tOIlC, but COIl

tains ruauy c:IeclIcnt reflections. 

, 

" 



136 COl1:1>UQ\'l'AmBS ON '1'1lE 
, 

" 

he bequeathed to his countrYlllen a cODstitutiOli of govern
ment aud a body of laws, embraciug 1110st of the great prin
ciples of political wisdolll, aud entitled to be regarded in its 
lenuing features as a moueI of free institutions for all after 

• 
ages. , 

At the auvanced age of 'one hundred and twenty years, 
while yet his eye was not dim, nor his natural strength 
abated, Moses paiu the common debt of nature, and ·,vns 
gathered to his fathers. More than thirty centuries have 
since fulfilled their cycles, anu are numbered with the years 
hetore the flood. Yet' the influence ot' his genius and 
writings survives, as vigorous and benign hl its action at 
the present moment, as when his compatriots felt the first 
gush of grief at his irreparable loss. '1'0 whom else of 11.11 
the illustrious dead has such a thing happeneu? What, 
other legislator of ancient times is still exerting any consi
derable influence in the "'orld ~ What philosopher, what 
statesman, of antiquity, can boast a single disciple now ~ 
'What othcr voice comes down to us with equal power . over 
the stormy wavcs of' time ~ Though the daily sacrifice has 
ceased, and the distinction of the tribes is lost; though the 
temple has not left olle stone upon another, and the altaI' 
fires have been extinguisheu tOl' ages, yet wherever It Jew 
is found, and he is found wherever the foot of' an adven
turer treads,. he is a living monument of the power, which 
the great Hebrew statesman still has over the minds and 
hearts of his coun b·ymen. * 

Nor this alone. The whole civilized world has felt, and 
teels, and to the end ot' time will continue to feel, the 
quickening power of' his genius and example. ·Who knows 
IIOt, and, knowing, owns not, the obligations of mankind tQ . 

his inspired writings for theil' silent, but might.y influence, 
in promoting science, taste, and literature; in puri(yillg the 
social institutions; in destroying the eruel and debasing 

* Christillu EXllmincr 101' Sept., 1836. 
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superstitions of paganism; in enlarging the domain of civil 
liberty; in securing the rights of conscience; in invigorating 
both public and private morals; in allaying and rooting out 
abuses of government; in giving a healthful tone to legisla
tion ; and in infusing the purest, the most elevating, and th(J 
most conservative elements into human civilization. Of all 
the great men, who have played their part on the broad 
theatre of human action, Moses is the one, who has exerted 
the most pregnant influence on the destinies of mankind, 
Imd on the direction and progress of civilization. His lofty 
intellect, his greatness of soul, his pree1llinent virtue, and 
his unequalled services in the cause of true l'eligion and of 
republican constitutional liberty, place him at the head of 
those illustrious benefactors of mankind, who here and there, 
though at intervals toq distant from each other, embellish 
the canvass of history. ' 

It is sometimes alleged, that Moses borrowed his institu
tions from Egypt. This is said for the purpose of derogating 
from his merit as a lawgiver, and especially from his repu
tation as an inspired lawgiver. But from what fountain diel 
Egypt herself, in aU lik~lihood, draw her best principles of' 
law? There is a common fact in the history of the Hebrews 
and the Egyptians, hitherto so much overlooked, that I do 
not remember to havo seen it adverted to by any writer, 
which, nevertheless, sheds an important light ,OIl this sub
ject. By an extraordinary concurrence of circumstances, an 
Israelite, some centuries prior to the age of Moses, had been 
raised to the primacy of Egypt. For eighty sueces,Sive years 
Joseph swayed the destinies of t]lat empire; and an inspired 
writer luts ~old us, that he taught her senators wisdom. ¥.- It 
cannot be doubted, therefore, that many of the wisest 
maxims of Egyptian policy were duo to the genius of' that 
illustrious minister, and to the special divine gi,lidance . 
vouchsafed to !lim in his administration. 

* Psalm cv. 22. 
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But suppose it to be true, that some, or many, of the civil 
laws of Egypt were embodied in the Hebrew code, what 
inference, derogatory either to the genius 01' the inspirntionof 
Moses, woulU such a fact wal'l'Ilnt ~ Dill any body ever sup
pose it detracted from the merit of the Romun jurisprudence, 
that the twelve tables were framed by It cOlllmission, which 
had becn appointed by the scnate to exumine the laws of 
other nations ~ A.nd how would such a fact, militate against 
the illslliration of the lawgiver ~ The spirit of' God might as 
well prompt him to take from the legislation of a foreign 
state that which was valuable, and witll which he and his 
people were already acquainted, as to dictate laws entirely 
Hew, and till then unknown. The former is as natural and 
legitimate a province of inspiration as the latter. Besides: 
Let all that is alleged be granted ; ,i~ stilll'emains true, that; 
in their fundamental principlcs, the two constitutions were 
the antipodes of eRch othcr. Egypt was a despqf:ism; Judea 
a republic. The people of the former wero slaves; the 
people of the latter, freemen. In Egypt the prince governed, 
(11' the priesthood through the prince; in Palestine the 
nation. The Egyptian government was founded on force; 
the Heorew government on consent. The former was a 
gOyerlUlwnt of will; the latter, a government of law. In 
Egypt an iron system of caste crushed every opening faculty 
and every generous aspiration of man's nature; on the 
hanner of Palestine thmed, in living letters, liberty, equality, 
fi·aternity. 

Be it that the institutions and manners of his age exacted 
their tribute from the Jewish lawgiver ill modifying his 
system of'legislation. It is what I have admitted and ei'on 
contended for in the preceding chapter. Still, the results 
which he achieved, are none tho less great.; nOlle the less 
original; none the less stupendous. The greatness of Egypt, 
far f1'01l1 diminishing, serves only to enhance the real glory 
of his labors. EgYl)t has fallen; and the most learned 
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l'eseal'ches have hithcrto shed but a fecble light on her civi~ 
lization. But Moses lived; and his name and works al'e 
known and honorcd among all iiations. Though neither 
brass nor marble has prcscrved to us the shape and stature. 
of his outcr man, the finer elements of his soul, the form and 
lineaments of his inner being, stand revealed to us, in all 
their fail' pl'oportions, hl tho m<;muments which his genius 
ltaR left behind him, Though his body has long since been 
mingled with its kinch'ed dust, yet all of him, as Tacitus has 

• 

elegantly said of Agricola, all of him, which gained the love 
un(l admiration of his cotomporal'ies, still subsists, and will 
for eyer subsist, presorved iu the minds of mcn, the rcgistcr 
of ages, and the records of famc, Evcn tho pyramids have 
not availcd to prcscrve tho Pharuohs from forgetfulncss, 
Those proud monarchs have sunk to the common lot of 
oblivion, inglorious and unremcmbered, But Moses, l)y his 
worthy deegs and his immortal writings, has triumphed over 
the injuries of time, . 
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CHAPTER III. 
• 

• 

U ncertuinty of carly Profane History . • 

• 
• 

THE credibility of the historical books of the Old 'festament, 
and those of Moses in particular, has been called in question, 
on the gronnd, that they contain statements at variance with 
the historical records of the learned heathen nations of anti· 
quity. Thus the pl'etence of ancient history is made a plelt 

• 

for infidelity; and by many no argument against revelation is 
thought more plausible than its contl'ariety to some of' the 
averments of early profane story. How little force there 1S in 
this argument will appeal' in the present chapter, the pUJ'pose 
of which is to show, that there is no ccrtain credibiHty in 
those ancient histories, which contradict the Bible. This 
chapter will he foHowed by another, wh.ose aim will be to 
prove that all the marks of historical truth are found in the 
record of Moses. In this endeavor I must gratefully acImow
ledge my indebtedness to the learned industry of Bishop 
Stillingfleet, to whose admirable Origines Sacrre, I would reo 
fer those persons, who desire to see the argument presented ill 
all its breadth and strength. 

It is related of Sir Walter RaJeigh, who added to ti>, graces 
of a c0111'tier and the bravery of a hero the higher accomplish
ments of a learned historian~ that, in despair of arriving at 
the truth of an event, which happened under his own window, 
he committed to the flames some of his most valuable manu
scripts on historical subjects. It is but a few years ago, that 

• 
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au important appropriation bill was lost in the expiring throes 
of an annual session of the American congress. On the' re
assembling of that body the following year, gentlemen of 
undoubted probity and honor gave such conflicting accounts· 
of the causes of the failure of the bill, as were, in no small 
degree, calculated to impair our confidence in the genem} 
credibility of human testimony. The writer retains a vivid 
recollection of the painful emotions and reflections, which that 
event excited in his mind, It brought forcibly to remem 
brance the observation which Addison puts into the mouth 
of Sir Rogel' de Coverly, in the Spectator, that it is not mere
ly that on most questions much may be said on both sides, 
but that the real obscurities on many subjects of an historic.al 
character are such as to pain and perplex: every honest in· 

• qUlrer. 
Who wrote Junius? Who discovered the differential 

calculus~ Who killed Tecumseh 1 Who commanded the 
American forces at the battle of Bunker Hill ~ Who was the 
hero of lake Erie 1 On what day were the signatures affixed 

, 

to the declaration of American Independence ~ What was 
the original policy of the American cabinet in reference to 
the employment of om' public ships in tl~e last war with Gl'eat 
Britain? Did Napoleon poison his sick soldiers at J aff'n ~ 
Was the beautiful Mary, perishing on the scaffold under the 
insatiate envy of her virgin rival, guilty 01' innocent? These, 
and a thousand other questions, are still unadjudicated in th(\ , , 

great court of modern history. 
How, thGn, can we hope to penetrate the abyss of time, and 

bring forth to the light the mysteries, which lie concealed 
within its profound recesses? We look back upon the COil

, fused traditions of the first ages of the world, as upon some 
distant ocean; but shadows, clouds, and darkness brood over 
its troubled surface; and it' an occasional glimmer of truth 

, 

appeal', it is but a rush-light, too feeble to reveal to us events 
in their true relations to each other, In all that relates tothe 

, 

, 
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uil'th and infancy of our race, its sociall'elations, its progress 
in art and loal'ning~ and the achievements and monuments of 
genius, in those d.istant ages, profane history is either a total 
blank,or so obscured in the exaggerated imagery of epic 
poetry anel the wild and dreri.iny myths of gods and demi
gods, as to be 110 better than a mere ignis fhtuus in direct· 
ing our steps in the search after historical truth. 

There is, then, no ground of assent to any ancient histories, 
which give an account of things different from that contained 
in the Bible. The truth of this proposition will be })roved by 
throe arguments: First, from the ob-vions inability of these 
histories to give an authentic account of the earliest transae· 
tions of mankind. Secondly, from the confusion and ambi· 
guity of tIle· accounts, which they profess to give. And 
thirdly, from the manifest partiality of the historians to theil' 

• 

respective countries, and theil' manifest inconsistency with 
each other.* 

The first general Ul'gument is drawn from the plain inabil· 
ity of any ancient history to afford a creditable narrative of 
the first ages of the .world. If this point be established, it 
will 01' itself demonstrate the incompetency of those records to 
overthrow 01' invalidate the facts of sacred history. The in
ability 01' defect, here referred to, is twofold. It is both 
general and special; general, in so far as it is common to all 
ancient histories; special, in so far as it is peculiar to the 
history of each of the several nations, whosc pretensions are 
highest on the score of antiquity. 

The general defect, the defect common to the history of ull 
ancient. nations, is the want of authentic early records. If a 
nation has ilo certain mode of preserving its traditions, it' it 
has no permanent and safe dopository of historical truth, and 
if, in addition to this deficiency, its people are subjected to 
the necessity of constant bodily labol', and of fl-equent reo 
movals from one plnce to another, it is clear that lapse of time 

* Stilliugflect's Origines SaCl'lC, Book 1, Chap. 1. 
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will introduce many corruptions into its history. This may 0 

happen, nay must happen, through the imperfection of men's 
memory, throngh the ignorance and barbarism of rude ages, 
and still more, pel'haps, thl'ough tho dishonesty of those, whose, 
interest lies in a doviation from the original tradition. 

The ahovo is undoubtedly a true description of the state of 

most ancient nations in their infancy. Theil' poverty laid 
them under the necessity of incessant physical toil; and their 
ignorance of the true principles of agricultural science, and 
the' best modes of agricultural practice, led to the adoption of 
a wandering manner of life. The conflict with want and ne-

o cessity was unceasing. Men had neither the leisure nor the 
opportunity to cultivate arts and scien~es. nut without these, 
the memory of their former state must gradnally fade away, 
and at length be lost in mere fable. And this, in fact, was 
the case with most of the earliest nations. A sufficient proof 
of this is the silly fiction, not uncommon with ancient tt'ibes, 
that they sprang from the soil, 011 which they lived. What 
credible account of the first ages can be looked for fl'ol11 na
tions, so defective ill the knowledge of their own origin? 

A consideration of the several methods, employcd by Inan
kind, for .conveying knowledge to one another, will still 
fmtiJer evince the want of permanent historical records of an 
early date. These methods are chiefly three: words, sym
bols, and letters. 

Spoken words were undoubtedly the earliest means in use 
of communicating ideas. But words are of so evanescent It 

nature, men's memories arc so treacherous, and their minds 
are so clonded by ignorance, prejudice, and interest, that noth
ing can be more uncertain than the reports of oral tradition. 

The second method of conveying knowledge was by means 
of representative symbols. Such were the Egyptian hiero
glyphics, which were, partly at least, of a symbolical nature. 
The defectiveness of hieroglyphics as an instrument of COlll

mnnicating knowledge, may be inferred from the following 

• 

, 

\ 

I 
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circuUlstances: 1. The time and labor necessarily consumed 
in the invention of them. 2. Theil' obscurity and ambiguity, 
nftel; they had be-en invented. 3. Theil' limited extent, as coth
pared with the whole field of human thought and knowledge. 
And 4:. The fact that the use of them must have been confined 
to the favored few, who had leislll'e and ability to master their 
occult significations and refined mysteries. The variety of 
interpretations, to Which they were liable, and their conse
(luent uncertainty, are aptly illustrated in the different opin
ions of the ancients as to the meaning of a golden hierogly
phic, consisting of two dogs, a hawk and an ibis. Some 
understood the dogs to l'epresent the I;wo llemisplJeres; others, '. 
the two tropics, By so}ne the hawk was supposed to signify 
the sun; by others the equinoctial. By the ibis some thought 
the moon to be iutended ; others, the zodiac. And if, as mOdeI'll 
reseal'chcs have shown, hierogly})bics were representatives. 
sometimes of ideas, and sometimcs of sounds alone, this is a 
Hew somcc of perplexity, It makes the language which they 
speak still more ambiguous, and increases the confusion and 
uncertainty of their reports . 

• 

From the imperfection of the foregoing methods of commu-
uicating ideas, it is evident, that, before tllere can- exist any 
certain medium of conveying the knowledge of past to coming 
ages, some way must be found out, whereby, as has been 
aptly said,* mcn'p yoiees may be seen, and their fingers made 
to speak. This CUll be done only by means of a phonic alpha
bet; that is, by the invention of certain characters, which 
shall represent all the articulate sounds of the human voice, 
employed in spoken language. Well has Galileo called this 
important discovery" :;tdmirandarmn omnium inventionum 
humanarum signaculum," the masterpiece of all the wonder
ful inventio~s of human genius. It' there were no other proof 
of the ObSCtll'ity and deficii3llcy of ancient history than the un
certainty as to the in ventor of letters, the only effectual mode 

* Stilliugficet's Origines SIlCl'W, B. 1, O. 1. 
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of' preserving and transmitting knowledge) that alone would 
he a demonstration of it. There was hardly nn ancient na
tion of any note, which did not put in its claim to this hOllOI'. 
The Jews attributed tho invention of letters to Adam, or 
lIIoses; tho Egyptians, to Hermes; the Pbenicians to Taautus; 
the Greeks, to Cadmus; and the Romans, to Saturn. 

So milch for tho general deficiency of ancient histories,.-
. the want of permanent and authentic early records for the 

perpetuation of historical truth. Let us proceed now to a 
closer study of the particular histories of the several nations. 
which enjoy the most distinguished reputation both for an
tiquity and leal1ling. There nre four of these, the Pheni
cians, the Egyptians, the Chaldeans, and the Greeks. It is 
proposed to inquire into the credibility of' their early records, 
as also into the ages of their most distinguished historians. 

We will begin with the history of tire Phenicians. The 
most celebrated historian of' this people was Sanchoniathon. 
His history of Phenici3, in nine books, was translated into ' 
Greek by Philo Biblius. The age of' this writer is a question, 
which has been much in debate among chronologists. Por
phyry, the subtlest antagonist of christianity in the primitive 
ages, too learned to be satisfied with the idle pretensions of the 
Greek historians, laboriously sought after the most ancient 
records, that he might have something wherewith to confront 
the antiquity of tne scriptures. lie could find no other pro-
lime author as old as the Pheniciall historian. Yet he 3.C

Imowletlges him posterior to Moses; llnd he O\'en grounds an 
argument f'or- the truth of' some of his statements on their 
:!!.~ree\llellt with those ot' the Jewish historian.* . ,-

When did this mllll flourish, with whom no other ancient 
\\Titer, cren in the estimation of Porphyry, can vie in age 1 
'l11e learned Bochnrtt makes Sanchoniathon cotemporary 
with Gideon; that is, nenrly two hundred years later than 

* Eusch. Prrcp. Ev. L. 10. C. 8. 
t Gcog. Sac. in Stillingficct, Book I, Chap. 2. 
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Moscs, uml ollly sixty-five yell!'s beforc the destruction of 
Troy. Scaligel'* and Stillingflcet,1" with greater roason, 
bring him stilllo\\'ci' down, C\'Cll to the time of .Solomon, 01' 

one hundred and fifty yeal'S aftcr thc destrllction of Troy. 
This opinion is fj)llllllllll mainly 011 the fact, that Sanchoni
atlton speaks of the IJ1lilding bt' Tyre us un ancicnt event; 
hut, by general CO\l8ent, this C\'ent happened about the 
time of Gideon. 

HaYing thus, as far as \\'e arc ahle, cleured the agc ot' 
HUllcllOlliatllOlI, let us inquire into his erediuilityas an 11is
tOl'ian. Ilo prof'cfises to IHl\'c drawn his history from throe 
Romces: the records of' .J CI'ollll)aal, priest of the god J ao; 
the HllIHtlS or thc se\'cral cities; und the sucred inscriptions 
in the tellqJlcs.t 'Whu th is ,Tel'omuaal ",n:::, is a ycxed 
cpteiOtion amollg the lcarncd. Dochm't conjccturcs, that he 
was the smile as Gi~leoll, hut.h llccmtsc the latter is ca1lc(l in 
ticril'tmc J"crnbhaal, alllI becanse soon after the death of' 
UillcOIl the ISl'llclitC3 wor,~ldpJlCll Banl-bel'itll, hy which }w 

tltink;; is pl'olmbly mC:tllt the illo1 of Dcrith, or Derytus, the 
pIneo ",lil're Sallcholliatholl Ih·cll. POl'phy)',)' COlUlIlCllll,; 
t:ianchoniathon :Ii,!' hi,; :lillelity. rhilo,lds translator, styles 
him a lelll'J\C(! and illqllisiti\'e man. Thcodol'et tliin},s his 
nallle signine;; It 10\'01' ut' tl'llth.~ 

or hi;; fidelity we llltrc no means of judging, since tho 
l'CCUl'll:; are lost, tlut (It' which hc pro1cssc;; to have t.aken his 
history. Hut the fmgllwlIt;; uf his writing:;, still extant, girl' 
ItS no Yery cxnltcll idea citltl'l' of hi::; lo\'e of truth, or hi" 
(liligenee in soL'ldng it, All that rCllHLins ot' hi;; history of 
Pheuicia, is the til'"t lHHlk, tl'llIlSCl'ibCll into EllfiChills. This 
relates to the l'hcniciall tlicc)logy, It is n cont'llsel1 j lI111hh~ 
of illeongl'llitio':, ah"m'llitio':, alll1 fablc:,;. 'rIt'.: most valuahle 
thing in it, nlld allll",:t the ollly one tlltlt is cIeal' HIllI COll-

• 

* X ot. in Pmg'. <il':l!t"., )I, ·to hi HUlling-fleet. 
t (Jrig-inc;; ~l\l'I':t'. Hook 1, Chap. ::!, 

t l~idem" ~ lbidclIl. 
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sistent, is Il confession, that idolatry had its origin in a 
ueificat!on, ufter, death, of men, who had perforJUed some 
nseful actions, while living. 'What call there be in snch a 
writer, callable of gi dng a moment's uneasiness to a rational 
mind, whatever eontrariet.y there may be between his state: 
ments and those of saercd stOI'\'? 

" 
We proceed now to the Egyptian history. Stillingfieet* 

, 

has quaintly, but not without tl'uth\ obsClTed, that the 
Egyptians were a people, so lUll'easolluhly gh'en to fables, 
t1wt the wisest action they eyer did, was to conceal their 
religion; Ilnd the uest office their gods had, was to hold 
their fingers in their mouth, to cOlllmand silence to their 
worshippers. 'This nation boasts an antiquity extending 
back to tens of thousands of years lwtore the creation of the 
world. The thirty-one dynasties of their most celebrated 
historian, ManetllO SebeIlIlyta, emlmtee :t period of 1I101'e 
than fifty thousand yem',,:!- I.d liS It little sift this high
sounding claim of antiquity. TJICir mo"t iUll10us historian, 

• 

as observed above, was ~r:tllctlto. He was high priest of 
Heliopolis, ill thc time of Ptolemy Philmlell'hns. ne 
flourished, t.herefore, less tl11lll tl11'(,'e hundred yeal's before 
Christ. lIe composed lds Idstol'Y at the reqllest of Phila
delphus; alHl, in nn abridged i(wm, it is still extant.:\: 

It is manifest, that the credihility of )[alletho will depend 
on the credibility oj' the reeorlls, wl1icll he lI~Ctl ill compilillg 
llis history. He p1'0I'e;;8e;; to lut\'c copied it t'I,,)J1l ccrtaiu 
pillars, illscrihed hefore the flood by the first Egyptiall 
Herllles, alld afterwarclo fonnd by the second Hermes, in the 
lund of'Seriacl. ,Vito this Hermc~, Tlw,Yth, OJ' :Merclll'Y (io)' 

* Ol'i" ~I'C '0 1 c ? o. \~ " ., 1). , ._. 

t The exact JlIlluher is ii3,ii35. 
t "'l'hcsc dynasties nrc yet prcscrve.!, heing Ih','lt cpitonJi7.ctl by Jl\liu~ 

Africanll~, from him tl'an~crihc(l into EllS('hillS'S Chl'Onica, from En~ebills, 
hy Gcorgius Syncl'lhli!, out of whom ther lire IJ1'()(lilCl'd hy Joscllh SCllli"'el' 

.. l:"I t 

lIn(lmny be sccn uoth in hi~ Ell>'chius lint! his Callollcs lsogogici." S ru,.. 
1,1 );(a'U:I':T, 

, 
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lit· WIlS called hy these 8eyeralname8) wus, is a question hope· 
h·s:;ly unried np ill the mir;ts of ancient allegory. 'fhe accounts 
I'l:;;pcel ing him nrc );0 strangely contradictory, th,nt some lul.YC 
,1lJnhtcd whethcr any such pel'son ever existed. Cotta, ill 

, 

Cicel'o de N atnm Deo1'nlll, hrings forward no less than fh-e 
~[(,I'C'lI1'ic.:;, expl'cbsly f(w the pm'pose of estal)1ishillg llis 
:lci1.dcmical doctrine of' withholding assent. The Egyptians, 
:lC'col'(ling to Diodorl~s, reprcsent him to have been n. sncred 
~<:I'ihe to (hiri;;, nllll the tntor of'Isis:* How he could havc 
l'tf)od in such relation!'; to theso pcrsonnges, and yet 1i ved 
heti)l'e the Hood, is n mystery which they do not explain, and 
"'hiell, without such cxplnnation, is quito incomprehcnsible, 

Rnt let liS look sOlllCwhnt 1I10re closcly at tllose Mercurial 
pillar;;. 1\[anctho yonchc., the credibility of his history from 
the fad, that. "he took it fmlIt sO}l1e pillars 111 the land of 
:-:'('t'iacl, nn which they were illsCl'ihed ill the sacred dialeet 
l!y the iirst ~[crclll'Y, nlld after the 1100<1 were translated out 
oj' the sncreil (linlect into the Greek tongue, in hieroglyphic 
t'll:'l':1f:tCl':', hy Agathot1a~moJl, the second :Mel'cury, the 
i\lt ltl'l' of'Tnut/''!' 

"Wn,tld it 110 pOf;:::ib}C1 f<w an author mOl'e effectually t(l 

"la~t 1lis own reputatioll fl1l' credibility, than }'ItUlCtho has 
d0ltt' in tlli" pas:::age? 1"01', in the first place, whore is thh. 
1ml!} ,,!, HCl'i:vl. ill which tllO pillars were fouIHl? Scaliger,t 
at'tl'}' :t lahol'io1l5 scarcll, aelmowledges his inahility to find 
it,: 1(\('alit,\", Tt i" Illallifciltly a utopian region. Secondly, 
\\'lwt lih1iltnfl(l i,: thcl'(~) that. these pillars could hnye with· 
:~t("111 111(' l'll"h of water;:, which o\'c1'thl'oW tllO most soli (1 
~·(liti(·(·", 1Il111 rc!lncetl whole cities to heaps of ruins? Thirdly, 
11('\\' \',':1-> it 1)0;;:;i1.10 for Hermes, who livcd ill the heginning 
"t' t ll(' Ii riit (1 ).II a;;t\', to \\,1'i te j 11 ad vallce the 1IiSt.01'" or so 

l .' II 

lIJ:\ll\' tlt(lllsallcl veal',,? FOll1'thly, what othe}' writer hns 0\'01' 
II. .T oJ 

~ St illinglled, Orig', Hac:., n. 1, c, :!. 
t EuseL. Ch\'('lI., ill ~aill., B. 1, c, 2. 
~ N Qt. in Prag. ~laneth. in BI\~cb. cited hy Btllllng't1t>et. 
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meutioned tho co-existonce of a sacred and common dialect 
in Egypt 1 There was, as is well known, a difference between 
Mcred and common writing; but 110 traco, elsewhere, of n. 
«1itlcrcuco betweon the sucred and common language.* . Fi
nally, what shall we say to the translation of this history into 
(il'oek so soon aftcr the flood 1 'Where, and how did the 
author obtain his knowledge of Greek? Was the Greek 
languuge ,,0 lIluch in rC(l'lCst at that early period ~ On the 
(!olltrary, is it not plain, both f'1'om Herodotus and Diodorus,t 
that the Greeks W01'O not allowed nny commerce with the 
Egyptian::, till the time of' PsalUlllleticus, which wns as latH 
:ts the twenty-sixth dynusty of Munetho, and more tl1all :t 

hundred years after the iiI'st Olympiad? 
Residcs, how can U wl'iter, of the ago of Ptolemy Pl:ila

ddphus, deriving his knowledge ii'om records manifcst1y 
rhe lIl0st vague und unccrtain, und writing, too, undol' eiJ·
eUtnstllllces and for It PUl'PO:lO, as will presently appcul', well 
('alculatod to throw suspicion upon his statemcnts, be rca~
nn:1.1>ly confronted with Moses?t Infidelity is welcomo to all 
the strength it clln derive from such It labor. Nothing, sllrcly, 
iJut a deep consciollsncss or the inherent weakncss of' its cau"c, 
('ould make it catch at such straws, or induce it to regard thelll 
as affording tho least support to its impious ussumptions.~ 

• 

The Chalde:1.ll history next claims our attention. Tht' 
Chaltleans were, without douUt, a people of' high antiquity. 
They wore tho first llation, that was formed into It l'cgnlm 

* IIcngstenhcrg's" Egypt and the Books of Moses," p. 24<1. 
t lIerml. L. 2. Diod. J.. 1, U. 6i. 
t "It is e\'ident from what 1'omains of him ill J'~usohius's Ohronicn, that Ill' 

1I0t only flourishcll ill tho tilllO of PiJiladI)IJlhu~, hut writ his history ut the 
~pcciul conllnnnd of Phil:ule1pl\ll~, ns munifestly nppenrs by the remninin,!! 
rpistlo of ).[\\notho to him, still ext lint ill Eusehius." ,S1·ILLINm'LE~:T • 

• 

~ I huvc spokcn of ~[lLncthl). as if he werc II true historical pe1'sonagc. 
tlf this, howc\'er, there is Illllch douUt. IIongstenherg, in his Books or 
~lo5es, Ims argued strongly, lind to most persons probllbly cOlwilleingly, in 
,1I)lJlOl't of the opinion. that the whole story or ).[llnctiJo is It mere fublc. 
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government after the flouu. For the knowleuge of this 
thct, however, we arc more indebted to scripture history, 
than to any unuonbtea historicall'ecords of their own. Their 
vunity leu them to exaggerate their antiquity to all extent, 
quite equal to that of the Egyptians:* 

Theil' ltistol'iun of highest rcpute was Berosus. He wus, 
!If; we leaI'll from J05ephns,-t- a pi·jest of Belns, and a nnti\'(J 
of Babylon. Havillg become an adept ill the Chaldenn 
kal'lling and pllilosophy, he removccl to the Grecian island 
of Co:;. Here 'he opClletl a school of astronomy, ana was the 
fit,,,t to hring the Chalde:m nstrology into rcpnte among 
t he Greek".::: Dr. Anthon§ makes him contemporary with 
AlL·x:lJllll'r. Herein hc is certainly at fault in his chronology. 
Tatiall, ill a fragment prcsern~ll ill Ensebius, informs us, that 
lkl'oSllS wrute the Chaldeall history in three boo1\s, and 
dCtlicllted it to Antiochns, the third ii'olll Seleucns.11 This 
must hayo IJCl'1l Alltiochus Theos, whose reign commenced 
ill the tWl'llt.r-sccond YCaL' of Ptulemy Philadelphus. yo::;~ 

8i1l8, fl'olJl a pati:oage ill Pliny, pI·Un.!:;, that tho history ot' 

* .. Eren limon'" these who cnJ"tI\'ctl all thc ndl'll1ltn n·cs oi' case {luiet, und r-:,'.,} 0' 

a f1olll'i,lIing' cmpire, we Iim\ no UlH\OUUtCI\ 01' cl'clliblc I'ccords prescr\'ed. 
hut the SlIllle I'IlIIity as ttlllollg'the ggyptians, in arrogating' antiqnity til 

th"Ill:',:lye~ b"Y'lIJ(\ all prl)pl)rtioll of l'eason or satisfaction from their own 
hL,t"I·:". t'l fill uJl that \'ast mca:m1'1' of tim!) wilh j which IIlllkes it lIlost pro
hahle what Ilil)lltlrll~ (Ilihliothec. I. ] ,) OhSl'l'l'l':l of them. that in things 1)1'1'
t:linin,!!' to thdr arlg they mal\e I\~e 0(' lnnlll' ycal'~ of thirty days j so they 
hlll\ lIl·t·ll, II'Jlen TlIlIy (110 Diyill. I. I,) tcll~ I\~, thllt they boasted of obscr, 
ratillli:; or the ~hll'>; Illl' 47(),OOO YClll'S. It had been impossiblc 1'01' them to 
!:n\"l' Ul'CII gO cxirayngallt ill their accouuts ol'thcmscil'cs, had they hut p\,e
servel\ the hist,,!'y of theil' nation ill IIny certain \'ccor(\~." 8·m,l.nwn-EET. 

t (\'lItl'n,.A pp., IJ, ]. 
:!: '1'1,1' il.thellillll~ eI'Pct.!(l :1 ~taluf) to hiR memol'Y with 11. gilded tonguc j 

" A guod emblem," ~r.~·, StilliJlg-lIeei, " of his history. which made a fuit' lind 
spcl'ioll~ show, hut WIlS 1I0t thut within, which it pretended to be j especilllly 
where he prelclIlls to gin> all account of the 1II()~t ancient times. 

8 CIH~~. Diel. Art. Hc!'o:lI1~ . • 
\I ElIsl'h. I'ra·p. 'Evallg., L. 10, in StilL, n. 1, c. 3. 

• 

, 
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Derosus could not ]Iuve been given to the world llluch, if 
finy, before the twenty-second year of Philu<1elp~llls.* .. It 
WfiS durhw the reign fiIHl at the instance of the same prince, 

~ . 
us is well known, t11at lIIanetho, the Egyptian histol'itm, 
coml)osed his history. 

This is a point of' no little importance to be cleared, as 
,,,ill appcar from the following considerations. 

Ptolemy PhiladclJ.-lhus was It gl'cat patron of' letters. 
Among the 1110st princely, as well as lIscful instances of this 
patronage, was the translation which he cansetl to be made 
or the sacred bool,s of the Jews into the Greek langunge, 
commonly called the Septuagint. 1'111:; great work, us 

• 

Yossinst hus showll, was executed in tIle early part of 
Ptolemy's reign. In this opinion of Yossius the learned 
.T csuit Pet:wius:t concurs. Then it was that this authentic 
hi:;tory of the creation and first ages ot' the world was, for 
the first time, produced to the view of' mankind. Such a 
worl\, containing as it does, a llUl'rative of the peopling of 
the work1, the flootI, the confusion of tongues, the dispersion 
(.f mankind, the formation of civil societies, the origin of 
hlolatry, the selection of a particular nation to be the people 
of the tme God, its iuYcstiture with peculiar privileges, 
its admiral)le system of civil laws, :md its wonderful antI 
miraculous history, snch a work, I say, it will readily be 
imagined, lllUst have created no small stir among tlw 
scholars of that nge. The desire would naturally be 
excited, in the natiolls of' most distinguished repute for 
lea1'1lil1g and antiquity, to produce somewhat from their own 
:l1l11als, with which they might confront these strange and 
startling revelations. Thell it was, as we have seen above, 
that Manctlto and Del'osns published their histories to the 
world. It thus appears, that these two distinguished hi6to-

• 

• Voss. tlc lIist. Gl'mc., 1. I. c. 13. PHn, Hist. Nut. 1. 7, c. 57, in Still. 
t Dc Rist. Grmc., I. 1, c. 12. 
t N otcs on Rpiphunius, in Stillingllcct, B. 1, c. 3. 

•• 
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riaus flourIshed at a period later even thun that of the trans
lation of the Old Testament into Greek; by which, indeed; 
it seems highly probable, thnt they were incited to put forth 
their respective relations. 

, I 

Thus much to show the incompetency of the Chaldean 
history to give an authentie account of the first ages (If' 
mankind. It cannot he denied, and there is certainly no 
disposition in any friend of divine revelation to deny' that 
the fragments of ]3erosus in Josephus, Tat.ian, and Eusebius, 
are of cOllsiueruLle yalue anel importance, not only H!\ 

throwing light upon the history of the Bal)ylonish empire, 
but also as confirming the truth of the scripture history. 
All that is maintaincd is, that the Chaldean history is of no 
"ueh authority ill respect to ancient timos, as to lie entitled 
to credit, whell it comes in conflict with the historical state
lUents of holy writ.* I conclude with an observation of 

'" A cuviller might ohjcct, tlmt there is UI1 inconsistency in the text, which 
rCllrcsents profanc hist.ol'iulJS ns confirming tho truth of the scripture his· 
tory, whon the r('liltions 01' the former accord with thosl) of 1.ho lutter, while 
it. affirm8, that tlH'Y are 1I0t clltitloc1 t.o cretlit, when t.heir RI.!Ltemcnts conflict 
with tho;;o or holy writ. But there is no rcul inconsistency. Let us illlUr 
trate the cilse hy fads. Diodorlls says, that Bauylon ,yus not yet fou11l1ell, 
when Sinus eon'l'\('rcl1 :\lcHopotnmia, und thnt Nimwoh wns lIot uuilt, till 
afwr he had sulullwrl the Rnbylonirllls. 'l~11C scripturc, on the other hanel, 

• 
:l~.,erts. that Loth theRe cities wcre built centlll'ics before the events men· 
tioned by the Greek hi~tol'ian. N ow nil must lccl, that the authority of 
Diotlorus on this point i8 ns nothillg', w~::!11 compared to the authority or 
:I[08(,S. Agniu: Prom the ,17th chapter of Genesis, we leurn, that 1'lla\'(\oll 
purchased uf his subjects the right of posscssion to their lanu, with the (;.'(
ception of the lllnd of the priests, which he bought not j Rl1I1 thut the lllllll 
was parcelled out to its forlllcr possessors, who paid for the usc 01' it n fifth 
part of its yearly produce. Such is the statement of Moses. N ow for the 
testimony of prolhnc historians. According to Herodotus, (B. 2, c. 109.) 

the king divided the whole lund among the BgyptiuTIs, collecting from each 
individual n yearly rent. According to Diodorus, (I. 73,) all the lautl in 
Egypt belonged to the priests, or the kings, or the militury castc. A ceord
iug to 8trllbo, (17, p. 787,) the Egyptians, who wel'e employed in ngl'icul· 

, 
" , 
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Strabo,* one oftha most grave, solid, Ilnd judicious of heathen 
writers. Speaking of the antiquities of the Medes, Persians, 
and Syrians, he says: ," These nations have not obtained 
!llly great credit in the world, by reason of the simplicity 
and fabulousness of their historians." I 

Let us descend now to Greece and her historians. That 
country was the great metropolis of ancient art amI learning. 
l1wscat ofletters and philosophy, when at the zenith of her 
glory she attracted to herself, as to a common centre, the 
gaze and admiration of the world. She was the shrine, at 
which taste and genius worshipped. Her yery decay attests 
her former magnificence. lIor very ·~·uins are models of 
taste. Her broken marbles still constitute a well-spring of 
inspiration to genius. But what is the ability and merit of 
her historians, as to giying an acconnt of the most ancient. 
times? Did they, by the depth and compass of their re
searches, arrive at greater certainty, than other nations were 

~ure, held their land subject to rent. IIera is un important point of ngrc.-e
ment betwcen sncred und profunc llistory, viz., in the statement 01' the fuet, 
tll(1t the cultivutors of the soil in Bgypt were not the owncrs of it. Do we 
not fecI, instinctively, thnt these profane writers, deriving' their knowlellgl! 
from entircly indcpcllllllllt sourCCM, confirm by their testimony the t, I th of 
the scripture history? There is, indeed, a discrepancy hetween tho two 
accounts. Moses limits the ownership of the hUlll to tho Iting& :Lud t.hl' 
priests j Diodorlls extends it to a third order ill the state, the militury onste. 
Now, if there were no meuns of reconciling this apparent contradiction, 
we could not hesitate us to which uuthority is most entitled to credit. But 
llerOllotus has enabled us to eleur up the difficulty. According to him, the 
Ia.ud of the soldiers dillbrCll from the lallll of the peusants in being free or 
rent j but otherwise it belongcd to the kings. The nse of the lund exompt 
frQm public 11l1rdcns \vIlS instond of pay. Prom this it is 1)luin, that 
Diodorns was led into the error of supposing'that the military order ownl'll 
their land, by not sifting the matter to the bottom. He observed, thut the , 

teuure in their case wns different from that of tho peasants, IUld erroneollsly 
concluded, that they were proprietors, when in point of fact they were but 
tcuants. 

* Lib. 11. 
• 

• 

• 

• 

I 

• 
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able to attuin ? No, in no wise. Stil1ingfleet·x. evinces the 
defect and immfficicllcy of Grecian history by three argu
ments: First, that the earliest writers among the Greeks 

• 
were poetical an(l fab1110ns. Secondly, that their most 
Hllcient historians are of sm;pected credit and authority even 
amollg thcmsel\'es. And thh·t1ly that their best author::; 
either candidly confess tllCir ignol'ullce of the early ages, or 
clearly heh'ay it. 

Fil'~t: Their most ancient writer8 were poetical, and 
lIlllst manifestly fabulous. Strnbot undertakes to 1H'0\'e, 
that l'l'ose is It mcre imitation of poetry; of course it would 
folln\\', that poett'.)' ll!l1st 11:1\'e been written before prose. At 
nri't, l\e says, l)oetry only was in request; afterWlll'lls, in 
imitation of tIlllt, C:Hlmus, Phereeydes, and IIecatnms wrote 
their histories, ob~erdng all the laws of poetry, except its 
Jlleasures. It is 1I10st 111ll1oulJted, that poetry was first in usc 
:llIlO\1'" the GrecJ.;s. ,Yhen tlie" IH:''''Ull to emC1't)'e out of 

~ .1 0 b 

harhnri~ll\, all the ]!hilosopltieal and mornl iustruetiolls they 
\'ceei\"(,(l, were deli\'ercll in VC1'se. rlutarch~: illstances tllifl 
in Orphens, lIesiod, Purmenides, XelloplulUCS, Empcdoclcs, 
and Th:tles. lIence lIeillsillS§ obs(!n'es, t1111t the poets were 
:ll)('ic·lltJ.,- called tene1lCI'H. n(~IlCC also the same word in 

• 
G r~'('k, llllt! at'terwnI'<1s ill Latin, llCllOtct1 POClIU; mlll prccepts 
(If 11lOl·;tlity.ii It iH not certain whell poetry first Cl1me into 
H~e alllollg the Gl'e('l,;;; hut it is cel'tnill, that it was cm-

o 

l'loy(·,l lIot solely for inst1'llctioll. Stral)o~ i'H)'S, it was used 
.; the morc (Yelltl,- to lImw I)COl)le 011 to j(lolntrv." lIe 

b .1 " 

alhl" :':.':' "It. is il1lpossil)lc to persuade women anu the pro-
I\li~ell"lls multitude to religion by mere dry reaSOll, or phi
I05ol'liy; but for this there is need of superstition, and this 
eUllllot be a(h'a1ICed witl\Out somc f.ibles and wonders. The 

* Ol'ig-. Sac. It 1, C. 4. 
t lie Pith. Orac. p. 403, in Stillingllcct. 
~ Di~s. in Hes. c. G. 
~ Lib. 1. 

• 

t Lib. 1. 

II Ibid. 
** Ibid, 
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tll1t1ldcrbolts, shields, tridents, serpents, nnd spears, attri
Luted to the gods, arc lUcre fables; and so is nll the ancient 
theulogy; but the governors of' the comm01n\~ealth made 
lise ot' these things the bcttcr to awe the silly multi~ude, 
and to bring them into hetter order." Eratosthenes, a 
writer of sneh solid parts and attainments as to have gained 
the title of anothcr Plato, cOlH.1ellllls the aneiellt poetry as 
old wh"es' tales, without realleal'nillg or truth.* 

Secondly: The earliest historical writers of' Greece ure of 
sllspected anthority among thcir own countrymen, and mu
tually distrust and tliscredi t one another. Straho·j· caUs 
them mere writers of myths. Diotlorus:j: condemns as fab
ulous Cadmus, lIecatrous, amI UCllUllicus. Straho§ sl)eaks 
of' D:unustes Sigeellsis as tmworthy of' cretlit. Yet he is 
tollowed • by Eratosthenes, Dionysius of lIalicarnassus, 
Plutarch, Pliny, and other appro\'cd writet·s.11 Ilis testi
mony is also taken by Aristens Pl'oconllesius, whom Stil
Ii 11 {)'!icetGjrl l'c{)':ll'ds as the Sir Jolin 1.Inndc\·ille of Greece anu 00' 

whom Straho')f;'· pronollllces inferior to 110 Olle ill j ugglery, 
probal1ly because it wus COllllllOllly rcportel1, that he hud 
the 1Jowe1' to let his soul out of lds hotly, nlld hring it back 
again at will. t,~ 

11ut further: Whut cre(lit call 1)0 giYCIl to the hi8torillIlS, 
who arc perpetually cl'il\lillatill~ (jno mwthor, and whose 
writings arc filled with Illlltll:l.1 dlll1'gL~R of el,!·t)l· and tieccp
tioJl ~ Joseph lIstt iniorms liS, that llcsiod is aceusml of falsc
hood by Acusilaus; aCllsihms, by Ephorus; Ephol'us, by 
Timreus; anti TimIDlIs, hy tho:ie who followed him. In the 

* Stillingf., Orig. Snc., B. 1, c 4. t Lib. 1 
t In Stillingf., Ol'ig. SlIC., n. 1, c .• 1. ~ I,ill. 1 
\I Voss. de Hi~t. Gracc., I. ·1, c. 5, ill Orig. Sac., B. 1, c. 4, 
~ Orig. Sac., B. 1, c. -I. ** Lih. 13. 
tt "Y ct t,hi~ juggler dhl lk'l~us pitch on to confl'ont wilh ~ur blesscl1 

Ha\'ior, ns JIicroc\es dhl on Apollonius: so much have those bccn to scek 
for reason, who havc soughi to oppose the doctrinll of faith."" STLLI,IIiGF. 

+t (lon. App. L.1. 

• 
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midst of such contradictions, where shall we fix our belien 
Upon all in COUlmon ~ 'That were to believe, that black is 
wldte, and ,vhite black. Shall we believe one, and reject 
the others ~ ·What evidence does that one give, why he 
should be believed more than the rasU None at all. It is, 
then, clearly impossible to find any undoubted certainty 
concerning the first ages in allY of the Greek historians. 

This will be still more apparent, when it is added, 011 the 
authority and according to the conclusive reasoning of Vos
sius,* that the highest anthluity of the historical writers of 
Greece does not much exceed the ago of Cyrus and Carn
byses. Of many even of these nothing now l'emaills but 
their bare names. A catalogue of them may be found ill 
Vosilius De Historicis Graecis. Such llre Sisyphus COUIi, 
Corillllus, J~ugcou Smnins, Dci'ochus Pl'llCOllncsius; Endemull 
Pari ns, DCll10clcs PIli gal ens, Amclcsagorns Chalccdonius, 
X.enollledcs Chins, nud several others. Of aU these histor
ians, not eyen the suhject.s on which they wrote are known. 
Uf others, whose better fortune it. was to have not only 
their names, but the subjects of their histol'ies, handed down 
to po~tcrity, nothing is extant, till the t.ime of the Persian 
war.·r Cadlllus of Miletlls wroto the Antiquities of Ionia. 
Acusilau:; tronted on Genealogies. Pherecydes Syrius com
posed the 11 istory of t.he G0l1R. PIl(ll'ccydcs LCl'ius Wl'(.tc 

nn the Attic Au titll1i tics. Hccat,{Dnf-\ Imblished n. Descrip
tion of Asia; and llellunnicus, the Originals of Nation;., and 
Founders of Cities. 'Thcre wus !1. history of I~el'sia, Greece, 
;md Egypt, written 1,y Oharon Laml)Saeelllls; of I~ydill, hy 
Xalltll\ls; of Corillth, by Enlllellls; of Scythia, by Allachnr
sis; of Phrygia, hy Dingoras; of Chllldea and Persia, by 
Democritns; and of Sicily and Italy, by lIippys. ·Where 
now fire all these works? Swallowed up in the ull-doyourill!! 
gulf of time. 

* Dc Ilist. Grcwc., in Stilliugf., B. 1, c. ·1. 
t Stilliugf., Orig. Suc., B. 1, c. 4. 

• 
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Thirdly: Eyen the historians, whose works have come 
dOWll to us, eitucr candidly confess their ignorance, or pal
pably betray it. 'l'hucydiJcs,* the most solid, trntll-Ioving, 
aud accurate of the Greek historical writers, not only COll
fcases, but proves, the impossibility of an exact. accomit ot' 
the times preceding the Peloponcsian Wllr. lIe says, that 
all he could find in the ancicnt state of Greece, was a great 
deal of confusion, unquiet stations, frcqucnt removals, con
tinual piracies, and no scttled forlll of commonwealth. 
Plutarch,t a latcr writer of distingllisheclleal'llillg, sagacious 
judgment, and sincere loyo. of truth, pretends not to go 

• 
1itrt11cr hack than the age of Theseus. Before that time, he 
says, as geogrlll)llCrs ill their maps, when they have gone as 
till' as they can, fill up the empty spaces with impassible 
mountains, 0)' frozen seas, or devouring sands, so those who 
give an account of ancient times nrc fain to insert some 
wonderi'ul and trngical stories, which have neither truth 1101' 

certainty ill them. 
Thus we perceh'e, that those who were best able to judge 

of the credibility of the carly Grecian annals, could find ill 
them no sure footing to stand upon. But those writers who 
have not tho candor to own their ignorance, very plainly 
lliscoycr it. IIerodotus~ deilicd, that thero was all occall 
encompassing the luud, amI condemned the geographers for 
asserting it. .A.l'i:;totle thought, that the Indics were joined 
to Europe near the Straits of Gibraltul':§ Alexander wrote 
to his mother, thut he had found the sources of the Nile ill 

* Lib. 1. t In Stillingfieet, IJ. 1, e. 4. 
t . Lib. 2, C. 5. "Herouotus himsel!, hath stood in ncctl of his comllur· 

gutors, who yet huYe not becn nble to acquit him of fubulousness. * * +. 

TIcrodotuf! -wus not first sU~llccled of falsehoou in thcse latter ages of the , 
world. but cyen among the Grccks themselycs therc lulYC bccn found some 
thut would undertake to make good thut charge against him. l(. *. * J osc
phus thinks he was deccivcd hy the Egnltiall pricsts in things relating to 
tllll stute oftlieir affairs." S1·lLI,IXGnEET. 

? In Stillingflcet's Orig. Sac., B. 1, c. 4. 
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the East Illllies.* :i\Iany of tho learned Grecians imagined, 
that the sun with a great noise tIesccnued into the ocean every 
llight.t Yet whell thesc crmle ideas prevailed, learning 
WHb at its height ill Greece, and discoveries were daily made 
by means of the wars:, which werc carried on abroad. 
'Vhat erctlihle account ot' the earliest ages cnn we mq)ect 
from mCll, who wcre so ignvr:tut, of the state of the world ill 
thcil' own times? I,; it easier to picrce the darkness of anti
(luity, and bring up the verities oj' history from its cu,Yernous 
1"eC088('';, than to explore the surface ot' the earth, und asccr
tain the 1itct,; or geogmphy, which arc always within 0111' 

• 

rcach 1 
So Illllch fur the first argmllent against the credibility of 

profane histury, when its statements arc . repugnant to those 
containetl ill the Bible. The facts of sacl'ml history mc ill 
110 d:l1Iger ot'lJeillg discl'Cllitcd with camIhl and enlightened 
minds on any sllch gl'Ollllll:; m; these. 'fhese facts stund 
fixed and illll\lovahle as lllolllll'ains of' hraiJ:l. Like the rock, 
that tit-lic:; the fury of the waycs, they rcmain l1uuffccted 
and f;erClIC, amid the u8::!aults of sophi,;try, ridicule, and 
fal,;choOll. 

The ficcowl gcncral argullIent is dmwn from the confil
sion and mnhignity of ancient profane hi::itories. Proceed 
\\'e IIO\\' to a cOll.;idcl'al ion uf' this topic. . 

'V c ha\'l\ ::;eell 1111\\" tlefitdellt the early profane historian:: 
werc ill authentic reClll'U';, out of which 10 constl'llct their 
sevel'a] na1'l'atiYes. Bnt it' the ease had been otherwise, if 
the III at erial,;, w!tid, they llse(1, hau becn full and reliahle, 
"till, if the accollllt,; 01' ancient timos, giyen h~· tllClll, Werl\ 
pCl'plexe,1, cnufu:lcd, and aml)ignons, t.his cirCl1ll1stnllce 
wOllltllle as fittal to their crcdihilit.y, us the want ofl'ecords. 
'fhat t11ei1' aecollnt" werc of the character here supposed, 
will al'ilent' edlh.mt 1'1'0111 this cOllsilleration, that their chro
nology was altogether ,ougnc and ullcertain. Scaligel' has 

* Slillillgl\l~et'8 Urig-. Sllr., B. 1, ('.1. t Ibid. 
• 

• 
• 
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wen denominated chronology the life and soul of history: 
without which, it is a 1'ucle and undigested mass, haNing 
Ilcither life nOl' forl11. The defectiveness of the chronology 
.)f the ancient heathen nations shows itself chiefly ill two 
things, the uncertain length of their years, and the want. 
of fixed pel'iods, 01' epochs, to wllich to refer the various 
trall~ac1inns, embruced in their mmals, Let us briefly par
ticuh11'ize under each of these heads. . 

l~ir;;t: rl1lC nncertain and variable length of their years . 
.\. yom' is a system of days, and is capable of as great 
n1\'iety ill dUl'Ution, as there are methods of joining days 
togethcr. If the years of ancient nations wero of uJlequal 
lengths, sometimes lunar, somctimes solar, sometimes thirty 
llays, sometimes foul' months, sometimes three hundred and 
sixty days, nnd sometimes three hundred and sixty-five days,
and if the llistorians arc accustomed to speak ofye:ws, without 
llistingnishing between thc scvcral Idll(loi, and without letting 
their readers know whieh kind were mcant, it is plain, that 
this must introduce inextricalJ1c confusion into their account:; 
of cllrlJlRtimes, and make the credihility or those accounts 
1lI00'C than a matter of doubt. That t11el'c was, in point of' 

fact, this ineclll:llity of duration ill their yenr::, is pl'ow:d hy 
Illauy allllllllimpeacltable testimonief'. Plutarch, in hi:; Life 
of NlIIna, !311P: "Tho Egyptians hall at first n year of one 
1I1!l1Itll, and afterwHI'11s of foul' months,!' Yal'ro,~t cited IJY 
Laetantius, Hpcaks of tllO Egyptiall yeur of thirty days, as a 
thing certain :lnd lIlHlnu btc(l. Dio(lorus, Solinns, and 
"\.ngnstille,'r mention the :reHl' of fOUl' months, as used ill 
cOlllpntillg time l,y that people. That they had also the 
801m' ycur, the Yem' f<)1'llIed hy the l'a5530'c of the SUll thl'OllO'h 

II • II t.' t:) 0 

the twel\'e signs of the %t)llinc, is evident from the history of 
,Joseph, f'inc() the se\'en years of plenty and the sevcn year:; 
of' fhmine in Pharaoh'" Ihemn mllst lIrl "l: l,cen of this kind, 

"Plutarch:!: accounts li,l' what iw call.~ "the infinite nlllllb('r 

* Stilliugflcct's Orig, 8ac. H. 1. e. ;,. t Ibid, t Life vI' N Ulia, 
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IJf years" in the Egyptian computation by the faet, that they 
reckoned months for years. Stillingfieet,* using this prill' 
(·ip1c for a guide, has, witll great labor and learning, l'etiuced 
the vast nnmber of Egyptian yelll'S to something like reason 
:Ulcl probahility. But which eyer way we take them, the 
authority of Manetho is discredited. When Manetllo wrote 
his DYllnstie~, the J'nlilln year of three hundred and sixty
lh'e (lays was in usc in Egypt. Now, either by his fifty odd 
tlwusalHl years ho llleant J'ulian years, and then his history 
IllllSt be looked npon as 1'abu10ns; or he mcunt years of 
lIlonth", anti then he is open to tho charge of intentional 
deception. In either case, he is an ummfo guide in histo
rical inclllirios; alll1 his statoments are not entitled to the 
lca;;t \\-eight, when O\'er they happen to be repugnant to 
tho:;e of Holy 'Writ. And here I lllay observe, by tho way, 
that it appl!m'S to have been the poliey ot' tho Egyptian 
priest;; to mislead, and deceh'o the C!rednlolls GI'ceks, in the 
aCcclIlIlts which they gave of their national antiquities; a 
thing which, hy reason of the tlifl'erent kinds of years in 11se 
:unong them, they cOllhl the morc readily do, without being 
i 1II1'eaclt etl u1' dircct falsehood; since their statements, though 
l\4.lt trlle in the SCllse ill whieh they were understood, were 
yet trill' in n sen so known only to theJ.}lsel ves. 

Thcre is goo(l I'l':\;:on to uelieYe, that the Chaldeans also, 
:\,.; ,yell as the L.,' ptillJls, kill years of Ilnequnl duration. 
Thb lias lIcen ('" 'lI,.;iyely sho\\,11 by :Ilishop Stillillgfieet ill 
the fifth <:ha1'lI:r . ,. thenr::>t book oi' his Origille3 Sacl'~, tn 
\\'111011 the reador, who WOllh1 fice the argument handled at 
length, is 1'(:fcl'I'ot1. 

Sl~CI)I!ll1'y: The (lct'cctiyc chrlll1oll)g,r of the ancients al)
peal'''; frolll tlti~, that they hall 110 iixcd period;;, or great 
epoelts, of nil carl," llate, hI which they could refer the 
e"ents recorded in their histol'ie5. 

Such fixed l)e1'io(l::; are essential to the clea1'lless and eer-

* Orig. Sac. n, 1, c. 5, 
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tainty of historical narrations. Diodorus -x- takes notice of 
. this in speaking of the history of his own country. These 

nre his words: "1'l1ere is no certainty in tIle ancient Grecian 
history, becai.lse they had 110 certuin term, from whenc.e to 
deduce their accounts." This view of the matter is most 
just and rational. For, if there be 110 fixed points of time 
to determine the snccession ot' ages, and to measnre the 
events which occur ill the intcn-ening spaces, we shan he 
perpetually tossed upon an ocean of' uncertainties, without 
any solid fonndation, whereon to ground any account of Im
eient times. "The ancient aCcollnts of the world," says Stil· 
lingfleet,i- ""rere merely from year to year, and that with 
abundance of obsclU'ity, llllcertaiIity, and ntriety; sometimes 
going hy the moon, and therein tItey were as mutable as the 
moon herself, how to conform the year regularly to her 
Illotion; and it was yct greater difficulty to regulate it by 
the C01l1'se of the sun, and to make the accounts of the sun 
lind moon meet. Thero was so llluch perplexity and con· 
fusion about the vl'uering of a siIlgle year, and so long in 
most nations before they could bring it into any ortler, that 
we are not to expect any fixed pCl'.iodl', by which to find out 
the snccession of ages among them." 

The Egyptians aro com111only helieved to havo becn best 
:::killed in t110 computation and adjustment of times. Yet 
they wero long' in finding out any certain cOllrse of tho year, 
and reducing it to a systematic form. EYen after tlwy had 
learned to regulate the year hy the course of the St111, they 
llIade it cOIJsist of onJ'y three hundred and sixty days. Such 
lL divisioll of the yenr lllust, in process of' time, he the occa· 
sioll of' VCIT great confusion, since tho 11IOntlls would be con
tillually chnnging thoir placc~, so tllUt It montII, which was 
Ollce in tllC smmner, would come at lelln-th to be n. winter 

l:l 

month, and vice vcrsa. Tlds explains tIle thh10 told by the 
Egyptian priests to lIeroc1otns,:t thnt in the timcs of their 

* Til Still., B. 1, c. 6. i· Ibid. t Euterpe_ 
II 
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carly kings, thc S1Ill hnd twice changed his l'ising and 
:;etting. It was not tho SUIl, but their months, that had 
dumgcd, by reason of the defectivc mljl1stment of their 
year. The observatiun or this cfl'cet lotI the Egyptians, after 
<l great lapse of time, to ulld ii nJ days to theil' year. Y ot 
('n,:ll so it was still uOticicllt hy OIlC fourth uf n day. 

Whether they C\'\)1' intercalated a day hi their civil yClll' lw:; 
I,ccn a qucstion much debatell nmollg the 1em'lIell, lUlll C5pc
dally uy ~ca1igcr Hml l\;ta\'iu:s. It secms l'l'ubahlc, tlult 
t Itc,)' ncyer did, as Ccnsol'iutls,':+ who Ih'ctl in the third CCIl

t ury ()f thc Christian Cl':!, says cXl,rcsslj', that ill his timo the 
('j \'il ycm' uf the Egyptians had t1Il'CC hUlldl'Ctl mlll sixty-

• 
Ih'o days ollly, without :uiy illtel'calation. The rcsult of' 
Stillillgllcct's IC:lI'lwtl mill :tlile l'xll!ninatioll of thi::; sulljcct! 
~<.I faJ' as the Egyptian:> m'e CI)IlCel'llell, iil, that" they lind 
<lllCielllly 110 cCl'ltlin period,; to gO\'l~l'll themselves by ill 
tlwi!' COlllitutntiull of ancie1lt timcil." ,; Kay," he alMs, " tll\' 
EgyptiullS han~ !lot, a~ ui'peal''';, allY certain epocha:> to go l,y, 
ddl'l' LImn tJIC E;':'Yl'tian yeHl',~ of Xaholl:ts,~:lI', ltwl at'terwm'd.; 
I'l'lJlll tite death ut' .. \Icx:tll\tel', (lIlll l'tuil!IllY Philadelphll~, 
a IIll _ \ llgW.,tll:> ':; YictOl'.)' at Acti 11111/' 

t>n~:;ill;; I'l'\llll the domnin or Egyptian into that Ill' Greciall 
ltiIiLOl'.r, \\'0 Jilltl oUl'lio!ve;; plullgetl intu still deeper llllceJ'

Iniutie,;. Hel'e ulltil the Grceks I'Cll'tlll to reckon \1\' 
, 0 " 

.. IYllll'iad:::, \\'0 I III H~ IIll iixml pcrioll", no certain epuch", tit 

... Ol'H' as a jlulc f;tar tl.l guide us ill thc Yllst occall ot' Grct:ian 
<ll1tiquitie,;. The eat'ly aeeoullt:> ot' Gl'ceec arc lllo,~t illlpcl'
i'e('l aml 1'mglllcllhtl',Y. Varro in Ucn,;ol'il1ll,; dividcii tILt: 
Il'!wle 1'1Icee:;"iun I.,{' Grecian Jdstol'Y into throc parts, two "J 

\ddeh Iw ace\lllllt:l as III ,-t hical nllll tillllll\lll~, allll tht; 
• 

thinl oil I.)', lJegillllillg with the \llympiad:;, as hititol'icnl. 
:-it)lllC writel':;, as };caligcl', Hceren, &c. llalllC thc secolld 
p'Jl'iod, ~xtCllllillg fl'OIll tlte siegc ot' Troy to tIn)" lllYlIIl'iath" 
heruic, considering it h i;-;tul'icnl ill l'C,;pcct to persons, Dut 

,~ Dc Vic Nat. c. If;, 
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f.'lbulons in respect to actions. S01l1e of the learned Groe1\:$, 
-us Apollodorus, Dionysius, and others, who were skilled 

, in astronomy -laLored, with comuHmdable zeal, as Stilling
tlect* suys, "to :find out some certain pcriods to fix 011 in the 
timo hefol'e the olympiads." Supposing the1l1, by theil' astro
nomical calculations, to have truly assigned the destrllction of 

. l;roy to 1181 13.0" whnt It vast tract of' time there is bcfhl'c 
the Trojan war, whoso histol',}' is "'holly fhlmlous! .And llH 

to tho series of' ol'cnts in the intclTal between that epoch 
and the olympiads, it is all confusion :Hltl ullcertainty. 

Great is the mnhiguity in the accollnts of the iOllllllatioll 
and early history of the severnl states of Greece. )Iutters 
lire here so llcrplexed, confused, [lut! uncertain, tllnt their 
1I\\'n ahlest chronologists gh'e o\'er the rcduction of'them to 
:lIIy ccrtain fOI'm. Dionysius, 'of IIalictlruassus, considerH 
Argolis as the most ancient of the GrecialJ kiJlgdoms. lIe 
placos the fi)11ntlation of' it a thollsand yonI';; IJcii.1re that oj' 
Attica. Yet he makes the Arcadinns, wIll) boasted that they 
\\'ero older tllan the moon, YOlllJger tlllll1 the Athcniam; hy 
nine generations, that is, according to the Gl'eciau computa
tion, nearly three llUlHlrcd year:;. 'What is still lIlore re
lI1arlmble, he mal,:cs Phthiotis nnder Dncnlioll younger tlmll 
these same Arcadians hy forty-two gcnerations, 01' more 
than a thousand yenr8.t Most justly has Scaliger~ pro
noullced these accouuts inconsistent alaI impossil)le. The 
greater part of' historians differ fl'om Dion,}'sius, in cllnsideJ'
iug Sycioll n'5 the oldest of the Grecian states. Ynrl'('~ no; 
we leaI'll ii'om .Angnstine,§ commenced his history witlt t!w 
Inundation of'this kingdom. But here, ton, the accounts :ll't' 
eont'usetl and contradictory. Pnl1sanias gives II lh;t "I' 
Sycioniun kings, without uuy succession of' timcs Ullll'll!!,' , 

them. Afi'icanus and Euseoil1s diftcr frolll Puw;anins ill 
respect to these names,!i But what is stl'ange;;t of' all i:;, 

"': Ol'ig. Hac., lJ. 1, c. G. t Ibid, :~ llc lli~t. G nee. 
~ De Civit. Dui, I. Iii, c. 2, " O· ~ I' I Ii rut. I ... ;lt'. I. ,C. . . .. 
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that Adl'astns, who is tllC twenty-third king of Sycion in the 
\i::;t. of Af'ricallus, is said by IIomer~' to have been the first. 
:-;0 perplexed alHI uncertain is the account of' ancient. times 
among the Greeks, before they began Ito reckon by olym
l'iHlIs. Not without the greatest l'enson does Diotlol'uS deny 
all certainty to the ancient Grocian history, ussigning us the 
cause tho fac1', that they had 110 cel'tain term, from whence 
to deduco their accollnts. It is trllc, that the succession of 
timos and e\'ont" becomes {~(l)npnrati ,·ely clenr and consistent 
after the system of olympiads eomlllenced, But this was 
not, as Scaligcr has clearly sho'rn, till the yellr 7'70 RO,t 

Such was the crude state of chronological knowledge in 
the early ages, There would seem to ha\'e been no branch 
of lenl'lling, in which the ancients were less skilled; and yet 
thero is no hranch lIlore essential to the exactness and 
tretliLility of histol'icall'clntiollil. 

Another Cil'ClllllstnllcC which tende!l, ill 110 slight degree, 
to the confuf'ioll :tllel amhiguity of onrly profano history, 
was the lll1('('I'f"ain signitication of' tho characters in which 
tho rCct.r(l:; Wl're JIltHll', "It is woH knowil oftlte Egyptian 
1'I'it':'ti'/' :,:ay,; ::;tilJillgfleC't·,~: ,; tllnt the sacred clmracters of 
tIn'il' tclllpll'" werc selelolll lIlade knowlI to allY hut such us 
w(,I'e ot' tlleir own llumlJel' and family, 01' fiuch otllCrs as hy 
l(lllg ('''Il \. (,I'S 0 had insilllmtCll thelllsch'es into their society, 
at; 1-'''1110 of tho Greek phito,,:oplwl's amI historians had donC'. 
Tltat tIw Pltenieiml pricst:; had their llCculiar und sncred 
c'lttn':Le!!'l'i; too, h cyickllt frlllll the words of Pltilo J3yhlius 

t'\Jlll'l'I'Hillg ~::.llellOllint1wll, it' \\'0 take 13nchart\ expoRitioll 
,.1' thl'lI!, He le11:- \1':, tllal his Idstol',r \\'as compared with 
Ill(: il1~el'ijJtioll'; ill tlw killplc,:, ,nittell in Alllllllllleml 
lelll·I':'. which me klloWll I,) iew, The salllO author tolls us. , 
IIlIt ,.,j' l>it.lgl'lll·6 Lal'l'till:O;, (If' a l)ollk of DCIllOCl'itllS concerll
ing tltc' ::nl'l'etl cilm'n':tl'l'': ill ]hbylvn, 1)), which it is c\'iucnt, 

* 1Il. \. 2, t Dl) EmClll\. Temp .. \. fl. 
: Ol'i!!. Suc., B. 1, c. 5. 
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that the Bahylonian priests had their sacred characters too; 
and also of a testimony of Theodoret in respect to all the 
Grecian temples, that they had some peculiar characters, 
wl;ich were called sacrcd. But that leurned author thinks, 
that tllCl'C is no neccssity of understanding it peculiarly of' 
the Grecians, because the Greek fathers called all the 
heathens hy the lUune of Greeks; but if so, the testimony is 
larger, and am01lnts to un universal testimony of the heathen 
temples." 

The third general al'gument to evince the want of crodibil
ity ill the 1dstory of the most ancient times, is drawn from 
the manifest partiality of the historians to their l'cs}Jective 
c01lntl'ies, nllt] theil'inconsistency with cach other. 

It reqnil'es bnt :l. slight acql'laintance with the historical 
writers of lIutiquity to he convinced, that a chiuf object of al-
1I10st eyel'Y one of tllell1 was to ellltancc the glol',}' of his own 
country, aud that too 1IJ:lIIY of them WCl'C little scrupulous as 
to the means In' wldch that clllI should be attained. Hence • 
thc high.sounding clainl;; to antiquity pllt forth by the Egyp
tians, ChaldcHns, Grceks, and various other nations. The er
rol'S, inconsistencics, (!ont!'aLlidiolls, and mutual charges of 
deception, of which the Jlistol'ians me guilty. have already 
abundantly appeal'ell in (Jill' pI'eceding inquiries. These; if it 
wel'e necessal'Y, lIIight be still furthel' eyinced by a compari
son of w11:1t Illls been written by ~In\letho, IIerodotus, 
Diodorus, aud Eratosthencs ClllICC1'1lillg the Egyptian History; 
hy Herodotus, Diodorus, amI .lti-icanus conecl'lling the As
sJ'1'ian history; uy IIcrodntus Hnd Clcsias concerning the 
.Pcrsian history; :tIllI by all the G I'cuks conccrning thell1suh·cs, 
The want of cl'cdi1JiJity in thc ancient historics, 011 this par
ticular gl'ound, if) stdkingly sut!furth uy tho lellrned Dritit;h 
anticIIlUl'y,11ishup Itichal'llwll.* He says, that, aftor Il dili
gent study ot' the IIi:3tol'y of PCl',;in, as WrittCIl by native 
Persian authors lIlI the ulle hand, allil hy the (h'cck histol'ians 

* ObilCl'mtious on fo:;I.ckiel citell ill Hale's AIl<lly~i~ 1.11' Chronology . 

• 



, 
• 

too (JO;\I!lmN'r AnmS ON 'J'lm 

011 tlto other, Ite was BCIU'cely nhlu to rccogni'1.o IlIlY hlontit'y 
hetween their respcctive uccounts, 

Thwl JIluch to ahow the ullcertninLy of oHI'ly pl'ofimo hiH· 
tul'ics. 'Whnt credit cnn Buch VOgIlU, confllsed, Ilndcontmdic
It}l'Y rcports 11I\\,0 wit.h jnt:(~lligent nnd clllldill rcndel's, whclI 
t heil' stutull1unt!:i eOllllict with those of tlllcl'od llislol'Y? The 
eJ'odibility of tho Idstol'inlltJ all cluul)f;l"lIl llOints is quilo 
(lostl'o,)'od Ly tJlOil' cvident illuhility to givo nn authentic lie· 

enllut of tho earlicst HlIlos; hy tho eonf'usioll, illCOllsistency, 
nmlulIlhignity of the nccounts, which they have givcn ; IUllI 

h,r theil' manifcst and hlinding partinlity to thelllse1vl'~, 

To delllonstl'ato the el'odibilit.y of' the :l\Iosnic history, as COli· 
tnined in the Pentateueh, will he the ohJect of the following 
ehnptcl'. 

---.. ,~ ---_ .. -----'_.-

OIl A PTEH IV, 

U,'cdibility 0(' ]I[U8L'S liS on HiRtol'ian . • 
I 

I P1WCEED to the execnt.ion of the llosigll allllOlllIccll at tlw' 
close of tho last chapter, yiz.: to evince tho trnst\\"ol'thille::;, 
of the ~Iosaic history. J\Ioses was an historian, as well as a 

lawgiver; ancI it concerns us to settlo his credibility in that 
eharacter. If his testimony cannot be relied 011, if his com
monwealth, like the utupian ropublics of Plato, Harrington, 
amI :More, be but an ingcnious romancc, though tllC study of 
it lIlay amuse :In idle hour, ..it becomcs comparatively value
less, as a practical guiuo inlcgislatiOll. 

Thcl'C is an antcceuent probability, that the supreme rule I' 
of the ","ul'ld should ha Vl.l causcd an authentic history of the 
fit-st ages to be "Tittcn::':' It is l'ensonable to snppose, that 

* Sec 011 this subject Stillillg-f. Ol'ig. Sac. B. 2, c. 1. 
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0\'01118, SO l'oJllfil']mhlc and illlpOI'bUlt as tlloso COllflllllod ill tho 
Pelltntollch, shol1hl llot nlwn,)'s ho lef't to tho ullcortainty 01' 
ornl tl'!l(litioll, hilt should he ollllwdied ill jJllI'lIl1ll1ont rccords, 
to ho PI'USOl'VOel to tho 1110 11 10 I 'j' of' postoJ'it,,)', Thllt It fh'llI bo· 
lief' as to futuro ovonts, I\. point of' 110 little itllportnnco tu 
IIlllnkind", ho olltnhliflhod, it IIII.1St be Rottled in 0111' 10Jiot~ t.hat 
1111 jInst OVOllt~ Illwo UOCIl IlIuJlng-o(1 by didlle providollce, 
UpOIl whnt lJIIBis cnll suell n cOllrictiull rest, othcl' thnn thllt 
of' sumo crodiblt~ rocul'd 01' HU'llll'r Ilgcs? \\'ithout BOlllOthillg 
(d' this IdJld, tho Illind 01' 1111111 will be lit. sea llpOJl nil (Jcenll of' 
IlIlCel'tnintiell. Alld, ns it; i<l Ilntecedently pl'olJll1,lo, that God 
\\'ould CUIlSO suoh a I'ecord 1.0 lJC lIJado, it is, in like 1ll1l1l11Cl', 

I1lltocetlL'lItl,r )ll'OlJllblc, that Ill.! \\'( nld CllllSO it to ba Illlllle ill 
t.Hlch fLll'ln, thn tit Illight bo COil \'eyed, witli cq IlILI ccrtaint,)', 
to tho \\'llO!e !'Heo or IIHlIlldllcl. It lllust, thoreforo, l,e hclt! 
agreeable to reason, tllat Gut! slwuld havo employed SOlnO 

snitnLlo pCl'son to write all Iluthentic history of his doalings 
wit.h IlIell, during the l,l'illlitivo agos of tho world. 

TIll! (lllo~li'Jnnow boJ'ol'o us i~, did God, in poil1toffiwt, cnnse 
snch H record to U() III ad 0 ? And this qnestion branches itsolf' 
(lut illtll til'l) others, viz. : First, is :l\Ioses the author of the books, 
wIdell (:(llll:noul,)' gu Huller his name? Secollllly, is tho his· 
IIJI'Y (;olltainoll ill these books, wort.hy of' credit? Is it a 
el'O(lible aeCollllt of the eYllllts which it narratos 1 It is the 
l-'lIl'lIO'U uf tIl(} l,roscnt c1Hlpter to nssort and prove the nl1iI'
lIHlti \'lJ ot' :hese q llCStiollS, 

Beyond a rcasonablo doubt, :l\Ioscs is the author of the 
IlistoJ'Y, commonly ascribed to him, Hel'o, it is propCl' to ob· 
sen'o, that wo must not look for o"idence ot' this fiwt, c1ift'orent, 
eithor in kind 01' dogroe, fl'Otn that wIdell the muttcr to bo 
proved admits.+:- It would bo unreaf::onablo to domand mathe· 
llJatical delllollstration, in n. mattol' admitting only tll'at kind 
of proof; which is calledmorul certainty. Docs all,)' man 
question the fact, tLat Euclid is the author of tho geometry, 

if Ibitl, n. 2, c. 1. 
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going unum' hi:; IIntllC, merely because a l)rol)osition, nflhlll' 
illg such allthol'tih ip, cannot be establish cd by tt delllonstra
tion, t:.illliial' ill those which he employs in proving' his 
theorems .~ .All the hcllcbure in the throe Anticyrffi would 
nut ~lIliieu tu Clll'l! sudt a porson. In _point of fact, the 
weightiest nctioll:; ot' I11cn':; lives arc, fur the most part, based 
Iljlclll 110 uther i'ulIlllhltiull, than this moml certainty. \Vhy du 
I ill \'C6t tho116:11\l1:; ul' dullars ill the purchasll of a ccrtain es· 
tllte'l Bccausc I blllic\'e, 011 muml cvidencc, that the title is 
~uud. Why alll 1 Imwillg the pcdls or the deep ill tt fl'ail 
unrk, tor }lmposc:; uf gain, 01' health, 01' pleasUl'c 1 Decausc I 
am 1IIol'l111y certain, that theI'll arc such places ns Lonoon, 
Pari~, l~ a pk,s, Calcutt t1, allli Callton. IndcOlI, WC 111l1st 

either dl)!1Y :tltllgdltcl', that titCI'C i:; allY such thing as historical 
verity, lIl' \\'e IJ1U~t adlltit, that moral certainty is a. vnlid 
ground of asscnt tu II istorieall'cht.ions. 

,Ve arcllot HOW inclIliring into the tlidnelegatiollof'},foses, 
that i~, \rlletl:er he was cOlnlllissioned and inspired of' God, 
in the gidng' of' Iris la\\'tl, Hnd tlte writing of his llistol'Y. 1'l!at 
qlleotioll will 1'01'111 the sulljeet of 11 futn1'o ehuptCl' ill this 
trcalisc, III an inrluir,Y hlto :L written divino revelation, 
there nJ't~ two l1i::;l.inet (llle~ti()ns to he eonsidcrcd, viz. first, 
whethel' tho writing he genuine and anthentic, that is, whethel' 
it was \\'ritten lJy t!to pCI'~Ol1 whose !lallle it Leal'g, Ilnd 
whcther it relato mattcrs or fad, as they actually occll1'red; 
anti, 8CC'owlly, whcthor the matters rccordod arc of tme divine 
l'evelati(lll.'f If wo would n\'oid plunging into an i!lcxtri· 
eaulc Jahyrilllh, wc must carefnlly attcnd to tldi' tli~ti!lctioll, 
when ,rc scek, either to lIndel'stallll for OIll'Sel \ l'~, or to ex
plain to (.thorg, tlte gruund ot' n uelier, that any particular 
'.'1riting is the wIl\'ll of Goel. 'l'ite first of these points, viz, 
the g'cllninelless nnd authenticity ot' tlte Mosaic record, is the 
special subject of our pl'cscnt illfl'tiry. 

In conducting' this iJl\'c~tigntiol1, the fIrst proposition to be 
" StilliJlg-f1eers Orig. SIlC, B. 2, c. 1. 
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pro\'ed, is that the hi:;tol'Y containeu in the Pentateuch is, 
undoubtodIy, the cOl11position of :Moscs. 

Here the reutlor's attention is called, ut, the outset, to the 
natmc und forlll of tId" writing. Two tlistillct elements nre 
ouscr\'ll ble ill it; one, It set of la w" forming n complete 
ecclesiastical und cid! code; the other, Ull historical detnil of 
tho jll'incipul cvcnts, COllllcctcd with the }Jrolllulgntion of the 
laws::" Tho t\\'o clemcnts nre cUllluined ·ill a lIJallllCl' quite 
extrnoJ'(jill:lry. Tho law" do nut st.and in:>lllatetl IJY them· 

• 

selves, ncither nre they olllbodiel] in a syl:itellilltie furm, like 
the institutes of Lycllrgus, 01' the palldcets of J llstillian. But, 
11o\\'e\'el' paradoxical the asscrtiou may seolll, they m'e both 
separated am] COlll1ecteu by the histuricallHll'rath'o. "It is :L 

code of lnw" ill n. fi-allle of history."t Thero nre continua! 
trnllsitioliS frulll history to law, and from law to history. 
They are everywhere grafted, the ol1'e into the other; and 
there is such It mutunl eonnexion and dependence, that the 
t\l'O parts seem to grow together, lilw tile sereral branches 
of It tree. It is material to keep this fact in memory, ns im
pOl·tant use will he made of it, in the pl'ogress of this argu
mellt. With this prClilllilllll'Y ouseryation, I proceed to ex
hibit the prouf uf the proposition lIOW ill hand, Yiz.: that 
:Moses is tile author of the books eOllllUouh' attributed to him. 

o 

The argument here is similar to that which would be em
ployed ill e\'il1cing the genuineness of any other ancient writ
ing. Letit be proposed, for exnmplc, to prove the gelluilllmess 
of Cmsnr's COllllllentaries; aud let the most acute deist or ra
tionalist frame his proal'::; to establi:;h the fact, that CoosaI' is 
the author of thut writing. Every olle of them, mutatis mu
tandis, would ue pertinent in all argumellt to 1>ro\'e that 
l\IOS(:s is the author or the l\mtuteuch. Nor would this evcll 
exhaust tlle proof; for, snpera(llieu to all the considerations 
that could be adduced ill support of t.he former of these prop-

* Bdwards' 'Yorks, y, !J, Pl" 130, SC'flq. 
t Bib. He!" .Jan. 1848. 
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ositions, are sc\'cral ncw and distinct topics of al'guments, 
of' ill\'inciblc f'o\'ce in fl\\'or of thc latter. 

In the general argumcnt evincing the crcdibility of Moses 
as an historian, thc sccond proposition to be l)rovcd is, that 

I 

his na1'l'ath'e is authentic as wcll as genuine, that is to say, 
its st:\tclllcnts are in accordance with fact and rcality. In 
othcr words, the history was not only written by Noscs, but 
it cOlltail1s a truc rclation of events rcally occllrring, aIHI set 
furth as they occllrred. 

The attributes of genuineness and authenticity are not al
ways found united in the same work., The history of Tel& 
l1lHchns, by Fcnelon, is a fictitious narrative, but it was writ· ' 
ten by the lllan whose name it bears; it is, therefore, genuine, 
hut not authentic. The book, entitled Travels of Ali Bey, is 
a true account of !1. journey through sevcral eastcrn countries, 
uy a European scholal', nnder an assullwd name; it is there· 
fl.ll'e, authentic, uut not genuine. Thc genuineness and 
authenticity of the Pentatellch, howevcr, are inseparable at· 
trihutes. The former inyolvcs the lutter. They are so 
ilitcr\\'O\'cn and blended together, thnt, although they may be 
separnted in tllOught, they may be most cOll\'clliently 
eunsidcrcd ill cOlll1exioll, Tltey will, therefore, be so treated 

• 

in tile fol1owing inquii'ies. 
Let ns first examine the external testimony, by which the 

trnth and genllillCne:iS of the Mosaic history arc snpportcd. 
T1IHt the Pcntateuch existed in its prcsent form, from the 

close ut' the Dabylonish captivit.y to the coming ofOhrist, that 
it \\'as written hy 1I108es, aml that it contailled a true rccord of 
tilo trallf'actions and OCClU'rCllCeS, whichit relates, is the voice 
uf all antiquity. The first question to be considcrcd, then, is, 
whether the book was cOlllpilcd from yagne and indistinct. 
II'mlitiullS, on the rctU\'n of the Jews out of their captivity, 
Hll,l palmed upon the llatiun, as the gcnuine wOl'k of their 
:meiellt Jnwgi \'O\'? VIll'iol\s considerations might he urged to 
show tllC falsity of this snspicion ; hut I shall confinc myself 



• 
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to throe, hoth for the sake of brevity, l1.ud because they are in 
thelllselves decisive. 

The first consideration, showing tlH~t the Pentateuch wus 
not compiled at the close of the captivity, is the filct, that th~ 
hook of the law of Moses was a thing by no mealls unknown 
to the Jews, during the captivity. Distinct umi repeated 
allusions nre made tu it in the pruphecies of Daniel. See 
Dnn. d. 5 ; ix. 10-13; xi. 22-32. ]'roll1 tho first of' these pas
sages it is lIlanit'cst, that the law of :l\Ioses was knowll to the 

• 

• 

heathen t.hcmsel \'es ; and 1'1'0111 all, that the J o\\'s, at least the I 

better informed alllong them, wore quite fumilial' \\'ith it. 
The publicity, nay, even the llotoriety, which the hook of the 
Inw hall obtained mnollg the heathen, is still morc apparent 
from the letter of Artaxerxes, authorizing Ezra to go up to 
Jerusalem at the head ot' such of his countrymcn as were 
willing to accompuny him, to reforl11 the govel'lllllcllt and 
beuutify the temple and city of their fathers: "Artaxerxes, 
king of ldngs, unto Ezra the priest, a scribc ot' the law of the 
God of hca\-en. ,f .X- * *. According to the law of thy 
God, which is in thine ham]. * * * oX'. And thou, EZ1'a, 
after the wisdom of thy God, that is in thille hand, set magis-
trates and judges, which may judge aU the people, that are 
beyond the rivcl', all snch as know the laws of' thy God; and 

• 

tcach ye them that know them 1101." See the wholo letter of' 
Artaxerxes to Ez1'll, (Ell,. vii. 12-20) of' which the above pas
sagcs arc but bricf eitations. FrOIll the prophecies of' Hag. 
gai (ii. 11-13,) it appears, that the pri csts in J ernsalcm lUll! 
the hook of thc law, before Ezra camc to them, in virtne 
uf his commission fl'om the great king; evell whell they 
lil'st calllC ont of the captivity. The same may be inferred 
fl'ol11 a statcll1en t contained in Ezra iii. 2. It js also quite 
clear, that, 110t morc than a dozen 01' fifteen ycars after Ezra 
first went up to J crnsalelll, N chcmiah, then cup-bearcl' to the 
great king in Shushan, 01' Snsa, ",as weU accluaintc(1 with the 
book of the law of "Moses. See Nell. i. 'i-D. From all this, 
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t.wo things arc plain 1st, tlw.t a writing under tlae name of the 
book of tho law of Moses, existed and was widely known , 
buth among J ews Ul~d heatllen, during. the captivity; and 
2ndly, that Ezra enjoyed an extensive and distinguished l'ell ' 
utation, as "It ready sCl'ibe" ill that law, Snch!\ reputation, 
it is well known, is of slow growth, and is long in coming to 
that breadth and height, which tho fame of EZI'a hall evidcnt. 
Iy reached, Either of these considerations wOllld prove, much 
more do both together evince, that the copy of the law, '''hich 
EZI'a touk with him tu J erusalelll, and which becalllc the basis 

• 

of his llUlIlCl'OUS and salutary goYe1'1llllCntall'efol'ms, could not 
have been a writillg, forged out of his own bmin, or cvcn 
cOlllpiled 1>,)' him frolll floating fmd nncertain historical tradi· 
tions. 

The second PI'OOt', on which I rely to establish the same 
cunc1u.:ioll, i" of :ltill greater strength. It is the 1iwt, that the 
CU..\l', which Ezl'll elljoinotl, aud which the people received, 
:l0 far J'I'()1ll containing ollly such provisions, as were suited 
to tIle telllPC1' alltl ngl'ecal,le to the wishes of' the nation, 
l'c'lllircd ~tlcriJice:;, or the gl'ltVciit and most painful kind; 
sacrili.ct·", which no wise ~ovel'llor woultl have ventured tu 
illlPl):'l', allll 110 people would have cOllsentcd to make, but 
in ohedicllce to n law, who"e authority was bcyolld tlisplltc.* 
To ill.:tallce (Illly oliO p:u,ticnltu' of tId:> sort. Tho law for· 
bade ill !el'IIHu'riage::;, ou the part of the Jews, with idola· 
trllus lIatitllls. This pl'ohibition had beC!ll infringed in 

• 
l.lllllcrOU:5 illstaucc:l, during the uispersioll of the Jewf.:.t 
Ezra, :ll'IlIed with the :llItht)\'it.r of what claimed to be the 
code of l\fo,;eR, entercd lIp01l tho rcformatioll of the ntltiollfil 
IIUlIlllcr;; ill this respect, with a boldness und zeal worthy of 
the occ:aRioll and or ltimselt'.:t The gl'catest alarm and con· 
sternation seizcI! UPOll all classes, on discovering the yast' 
nUlllbcI'S involved ill the transgression, and the high rauk 

* GI':lVl'S on the Pcnt. Pt. 1, Lcct. 
i Ez. ix. 1, 2; x. 1:1. t Ez. ix, 3, seq. 
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of many of the offenders; for mauy of the priests, LeYites, 
and princes of the congregation were umong them.or,· Never· -
thele",:", the history iuforms ns, that Isruel, with one voice, 
::ahl, "Let ns make a covenant with our God, to put away 
all tllC strange wives, nml such as arc hoi'll of them, accord· 
ill" to the counsel of my lot'll,' and of tllose thnt tremhle at 

t> . 

tho COJl1nWIHhllellt o{) 0111' God, and lot it be done according 
to the 1:1",::1' A cOlllmission was, accordingly, appointed to 
investigate the mattcl', alld the incluiry proved to be of such 
extent, in c:ollsel]llCnce of the 1l1111titnde ot' persons lrn'olved 

• in the guilt, that three months were consumed in the pro· 
secution of' iq Docs this seem like obedience to Il coue of 
tlou1tful authority? Has it the ail' of submission to a newly 
forllled cOl11pilntion of trlulitionary laws ~ 'Would any sune 
lIIun invent. 01' fi)J'ge slich a statute, under the circulJlstances, 
nllll if there lwd existed a degree of folly, equal to sllch uu 
atte!l1pt, could it. 1I:1\'e met with :m)' respollse, other than 
tltnt (If "CLlJ'll and contempt? III a word, this fact secms to 
mc it decisirc proof~ that the code, receh'cd and aclmowl
cdgcll by the J mrs, 011 their retul'll out of capti dty, was the 
identicnl code, recci vcd and aclmowletlgcd hy thcm, before 
the tlissolutioll of' tllcir govcrlllllcnt; aJl(I that it was not then 
iU\'ented, modified, C0ll11lilcd, 01' rccast, but "'us embodicd ill 
the welllmowll :nul authentic rccords of the state, i. o. in 
the Pentatcuch, as we now hare it. 

Thero i:; still It third argument, in snpport of the same 
• 

vicw, of greatcr cogency, than citllCr of' the foregoing ones. 
H is wcll knowu, that n. bitter cllmity existed hctween tho 
,Jcwil and tho Smnuritans, from the ye!'y beginning' of the 
capti vit,}' down through all tho subsequent history of the 
nation. It would be in contrac1ictiol1 of' eycry principle of 
human naturc to suppose, t11:1,t the Sumaritans woulLlrcceivc, 

, liS authentic, a law and a history, iJn-clltcd or eompilcd by the 
J oW's, so long aftcr tho C:OIlUllcncelllcllt of the original feuJ. 

* Ez. x. ]. 9. t E 3 + E 16 ] 7 z. x. . .,. z. x. , '. . 
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Y ot, whnt wnR tllO (lOllo of' the SIlIIIlU'itnllF! 1 '11\0 Pontntoncll, 
the whole l'cntntcllch, IllHl lIot.h ing hut tho Pontntou(lh, 
TldA WIIR 1l1wu\'ij hold by tltem to 1)0 tho gelluine work of •• • 

MnAc~; WIlF! 1'f)cei"mI IIA h'uo /llltl Iluthentic; nnd WIli! r(!-
\'ercllcml Il:'! ot' divinu 1II'igilllli Ilnd !Llltllority, Coulll thol'(1 , 
he It 1II1J\'O eel'tHill PI'Olll', coulil IIIHthoUlllticll1 delllollstrntioll 
it~clI'lIIltro indllbituhly ('~ltIl1Jli:;1t tllC titet, thllt tho copy of' tIll! 
IIlW, lI~ed hy .E1.1'll, \\'11" 1101. It Wl'itillg till'gmt lly him, und 
f(,istell 1I1'0llhi~ t!I)IIJ1I'I'Y"lell, It!'! the o1'igillnl Itlld gcnuiJlI' 
prodllctioll oi' tllCit' IlncieJlt luwgiv('\' 1 

Hilt. E1.I'/t dill Jlot go lip to .Jerll:o'ulerll, till SO\'olJty-nilll' • 
yelll'" anel' the l!tlict of' (;YI'II:-;, !lllll tllCfil',;t 1'0tll1'II 01' the Jl'W~ 
ttl thcil' OW1l COIIIIII'~'_ J t II Illy , thel'c!tJ\'e, Ilo pl'clondoll, thnt 
tllll Pl'lItntclIl'h \\'ail clIllIl'ilcll oy tllO .Jew,; Itt .JOl'l1~IlICIII. 

IIlII'ing the illtcl'\'al, whielt l'lal'~ctl h<.,twecll their first retUl'1i 

a11!1 tho ('nlllilig or E1.l'lL. Tid" hypothesis is <.HlCOlIlPU,:);cd 

with c\'('n g\'('at('I' dilli<:lIltil'~ tllllll the othel'; fiJI' it 11m; all that 
helongc,(l til that ill 1'1111 f~'I'ee, aecollIl'!lllictllJy sOllie '.Itll1'I''', 
peclllilll' tn it~l'If'. Tho tlll'ce clIlI~illel'tltiollS lJl'ollgllt f"l'wHI'lI 
al)u\'l', allt\ ill"i.~tl~d till as O\'cl,tlll'owing the 8I1pJ.!ositicI1l, that 
E;mt ftwgetl thu Pell tal euell, a1'C a::! t1ccisi n.l ngainst the 511)1' 

po:-!itiOIl, tllnt it ",ns cOlllpiled (II' ill\"(!nt(J(t by tho Jews, Pl'(,' 
don,;ly to hi" cUllIi ng til them. nil t, sllpGl'mhlod to th('~l' 

cOII,;idcmtions IlI'C tllC jillll/wing flIlC", which are pcrtilll'llt 
lICI'C, alltl (If in\'incihle til1·c~. The retlll'lled Jows ill Jel'u
~alel11 had n C01'Y of the hook of tho Inw, as nppe:tl'''; .frlllll 

the pl'ophecics ot' Haggai,'}': which W(:1'O deli\"cl'ctl thirty-::;ix 
yenr;., hefi'll'c E1.m wcnt 111' til tlltit city- But E1.l':t, a IHJtl'd 
5crilJe ill the law 01' 3I"se5 ill J1aliylon, went 11p to .Jcrwm-
10m, with tho expl'e,;s de~igll of teaching the people tllC],(' 
this ,"Cl',}' law;t nnd the copy, whicll he nsed, he did nllt 

I'eceh"c fl'om hi,.; lJl'etlJl'oll in the holy city, bnt cnl'l'iell it 11i' 
with him in his htlllll.t It' the copy in possession of tll(, , 
J ows hall been forget! or cnlllpiletl hy them, it wonld 

* Hug, ii, 11-13, t Ez. yii. 25. t Ez. vii, 14, 25 • 
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JlOCCHHlIl'i1y IllWe difi'ol'(lll \'1'1)111 Lhnt enrl'io{llll' by J<:lIi'll. :l1l1t 
thoru ;!4 lIot t.ho !:!lightCf.\I; tokell or nlly such lliJl'ol'Cllee, 1101' , 

1111,)' tl'ace 01' t.ho eOllllict", wldcll lllllllt; hll.\,o ulIfllJed, Hpi.!!) tllll 

di,;co\'cl',)' o\' H. On I.ho COli ti'll I',)" pl'iIlCU';, ]'IJ'icstf.!, :Lu\'itc~~ 
• • 

Ulld pL~II.1.lu rucei\'o 'i':lIl'll\; COjl,}" ur tllo Inw, IIS0!' tJlH1II!!:;ti(lJl-
ILl}lc 1Il1thul'ity, IIlId suhllJit; to it; WitllOlIt; (ljljlol:!itioll, tllOugh 
~lIell ~I\IJlIJi:;~:UII, II'; \\'0 luwe ~OCII, .ill\'ol \'od fJllCl'ilice:5 tIll' 
IIII.lst.di~tl'l',,:~illg', till tho 1'111'1; o\' IP'ca!; 1II1II1hcI'/> uf' the puuplc, 
IIIlIlIy 01' ,,,1101ll Wcl'c I.d' ldgh l'lIlIk alld lIutlll)\'ity, ]Jilt 

n"'nill: r-iu\'clli:eell "CHI'S slIb;;Cllllt:nt to ElIm',; COllllltil-':<illll :') ,I 

I'l'l)lIl AI'l':I.'\cl'xes to go "1' (0 ,/cl'tlSIlICIII, NchcJ1Jiall \\'H~; 

IIOl"lted b,), tile RillitO pl'iIlCC to I'ollow hilll as govCI'llll)' II!' 
,llId('a,'::' Hc abo, it is (illite nppal'cllt', pn~:;ciilie(l HlIll Clll'l'icd 
",itlt Idlll It C"I'.)' or t.he IIlW ol.Mu:;cs, difll'illet j'J'()llliJ',1th tlw 
litho)':;, IlIld dOl'i\'ed frolll lIl'ithc)', Imt ii'lJlI1 nil illdepelldullt 
tiOlll'Ct!,'I' Y ot thul'u WIlI:i 110 discl'epancy 1,11' cOllllict hetwocn 
thelll~ Tho tlll'oo copics appcal' to kll'O ngl'ood ill OYCI:Y 

" . 

plll'ticlllaJ'. Elii'll, NolwlIlillh, alllL tho pl'illces of the poop,lo 
• • 

,,"Cllt UIlIUU'llll.mitillsl.r, HS well aB lIcalow;I.r, in tho \\'ol'k PI' 

ddl nll<.l oeclcsiastieaL l'efill'nl ;--a rcl'ol'lll of' g'1'cIltIJI'cmlth 
. ' , " , , 

amI thOI'OllgII1IG8,;, since it. GlIlln'uc'eel t.hu j()l1owillg spccifi~ 
eatiulls: ·tlle cngagemont or thc people ill tl. solemn COI'CIllUlt. 
1.0 I\"nlk in GULl'S law, HS gh'cn lJy 'Moscs; the relluneiatioll 
and a\'lIidmICl~ or aIL intl'l'lIltU'l'ingos with idolatrous nutiolls ; 
thc rig-itl ~nllctilicatioJl 01' tho i3nblmth; tllC OUSCl'YHnCe of 
tlte saLlJntical ;yelll' allll tho nOIl-exnctioll of doLts thcrein ; 
tho pa,YlllClit or n tux of a t!Jinl of n. shekel yenrJyfor the 
,,(!l'\'iuo or tllc tcmplc; tho lJl'illging of the Hl'st-fl'Uit:; of tIll' 
gl'lIl1llli, or thoir SC.lllS, HUll ot' thuil' cattle, t,,) tho honso of th~ 
LUi'lL; Hnd the giYillg of titlit':; to tho pl'ic:>ts and Leyites 
lIt' all tile Pl'UCCl'l1" lit' the lnml.:t These details CO\'OI' 1111 

iuuul1:iillul'ahlu pal't. of the Pelltatench, n" we now hu\'u it; 
alld t hulilUt, tlmt the tlll'l'e illdepullllellt copies ot' tilC In,w 

lilllle!' eO]l:;itlcrat illll c:ollclI),l'ud ill them, shows hotlt that 

'.~ XfJil. ii. 8. t Nelt, i, j-~, :t. X cit, x. 29-3i. 
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t hOi'\O c('piOB must ]1ftvO hnd II COIIIIIIOII B01lrCO, ntH} I,hnt 
lleil.llUl' 01' tllOIll conltlhnro l,eell (:oflll'ilcd HI 01' HIlUBC(lIlClltly 

10 tho lilllo of' thclil'st 1'01.111'11'01' tho ,JlJWi'\ 01lt of' 1I1cit' cap· 

tivity, MOI'CO\'el', it is (',('I'tllill, thnt, ill tIll! tilllu of' Erlthm', 
who hL't'1I111O (i'IL'tll 01' PL'l'llill tin) l'lJl',Y ,)'('1\1', ill wIdell 'Eull 
WllH C:OI11llli~:,:;iolle(l to go Ill' to ,J<'I'IiHIlIOlll, tho olltil'c people 
lit' thu ,/ewi4, di~p('I'~e(! tlll'ollgllOlit tho rast oxtellt of the 
I'pl'~iall ('I II pil'l', IIgl'L'od, witlllJllL eUlltl'UI'()I'H,)' or 1111,)' ditlel'· 
('lIt() 01' Ol'illioll, ill ackno\\'ledging Olll! IIlld tho E;IlIlIU law; 
alld tldt'l Jhd \I'll,; Ilf,torioll:; II) tlte Il(mtll(HI thell'l~o!\'()8,'x' 

Tlds :dIJllO j,; It dC'l11ollst,'n1inJ Pl'oOI' 01' tlte existonce (If' tlt(, 
11I1I.!;- ,d' tllU la\l', hef'ol'() lite (li:-:POJ'Hioll, ill 1110 Hamc Ii.) 1'111 , as 
it ('xi:;1'ufl dlll'illg' tho ('olltilllHIlIClJ all(! at. tlll! close uf Illc 
elll'ti\'it,Y; J'OI', llUW eOllltl Illl,)' 0110 pIII'L of.' tldtl ,rille!,)' scat· 
tel'(,(l p('o1'lo Jill'go a COllc or la\\'tl, lind C111bud'y it ill a licti. 
ti..,n:i 01' lIewly l!()lllpiloc1 hblul',)', 1111(1 get all the I'C!;t t.o 
aC!\I\'I\\'ledgo 1,llth, a:; gOllllillO :111\1 allthont.id Hllt J'lll'l'hcr 
"till: ~(lIII\! 01' t.hc }lCI'';UII~, pl'c:;ent. at tho layillg 0(' tile 
lilllll<latil)1\ 01' tllo :';ccolIll t(!JlIple, lInd socn tllO Jil'st ill all its 
,:.:;1\1\',)'; 1111(1 thel'eJ'ol'e lllllSt. ha\'o li\'cll heltll'o tho c;lIptil'ity, 
an(1ll\ll~t ha\'c k11o\\,11 tllc 1aw~ :lnel CllstlllllB or thcil' lIation 
nt !.llltt. time:I' N'ow, cOlll!l these pel'sons hayc bccn imposed 
UpOll 11,r fill,)" atlell1pt t.o J'uodellte, as tho pn1)1ic cOllo of' the' 
national religion :mtl go Y o I'll Il1 011 t, a cOlllpil:ttion till t.hon 
wllOlly lllllmown? It' tllo hook, l\OW put forth as tho old, 
'1'011 known, and gcnninc law oj' Mosos, hatl uoon a now 
11111(10 codc, with all 1110 IdstoJ',r foistod ill h,r some daring 
halld) w01lld thcy 1I0t certainly ha\'c knl.\\'Jl, 1I11l1 as cOI'tninly 
havc cxposc(l, with scorn IWlI illdignation, tho i'rnllcllllc111 
proecct.1ing? Thel'o eml1lot he a l.1ulIbt of' it, in :m,r fail' and 
reasl)lwl,lc llliml. 

"\Vhcl'cl())'e, I ll1l\~t h"l!1 it. fl)}' pl'(wcd, that the Pellhltollch, 
which "\\'C JlOW hayc, is tIle SalllCl book 1111.1 ill the >',lI11C forllJ, 
at; tltc PClltl1tcllch of the J'cw"" pI'C\'iOll~l.r tll tho Dl1hylonish 

'* Esth, iii, 8, t l ' .. , 1'> iJ/":, 111. .... 
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('nptivity, Tllif!IJ1'ing~ II!! III'.tn. IIt'IlI'ly I!ix hllll!ll~O(1 ~:l'I\I'tf: 
IwliJl'O Iho,Clll'it;tinn Ol'n, .. : . ,... ., ., .•.•.... , , .. , .. "",,' 

j\ Il'IIill OI'I'l'IlI:H.JIlillg, 1I0\lIl1liktl tlte tiJl'I!gllillg, will t~l!tllb~· 
. , 

lilllt Ihp. ('Xi"tc'llI:e 01' till! l'clltlllt!IWh, ill il~ I'I'mll'llt. till'llI, nl: 
tile tilili' 01' the fo'.cplll'lltinli 01' tho II'illl'i'I Jllld Ihe timllJltioll of 
the tll'i.I Idllg'dl.llll~ ,d' .llIdah IIlId II'I'IIl,I, tlll'IIlIgh Iho ohslililltu 
fillnily 01' IIIll SfllI IIl1d ~lIece"~OI' III' ~"IOIIIIIII, 'F1'OIll Ihllt 
poillt, lito illtl'I'e;;t,.; of' 111l):io t\l'II killg-dolll"; In,)' ill t1h'l!I'glng 
lilloli; nlld \I'e filld if to IllIre l'IWIl tlill Hll'IUly polio,), "f' lho 
Idngtl of' Imwl to IIlilnlllte tlrei,' l"!Oldll, /I,.: fill' HS Jl",,:;i1dc, 
f'rom lhe 1'<'lig-ioll IIlld \\'ol'sldp uf' ,llIdllh; IL puliey Hliopf()ll 
IIoY 1111.' \'CI',)' ii",.:t I)f' tho~o JIlOllnl'ch",'x, Hlld PIII'BIICcI hy him 
and Idfl Flwce5:;III''';, \\'ith II IISCI'II I'll I 1.1 liS IJOldllc;;:;, To the 
I'l'ORN'lIlinn oJ'tlds poliuy, tiro Pelltalcllclr illtol'pnsOlI· the 
IIl1)~t fill'llIidnlJlo ohstllelU, It Hel itself', ill Ihestr'(lIIgcst: IIntl 

• • 

1II(.::t tllt'eel; Illanllel', ngllill,.;1; the lle:;ign (It' these flo\'creiglls, ' .. 
1\0\1', Oil t1re slIpposition oj' the tl'lItll (It' tho hypothesis, ,: 

. . , 
\\'hieli m:i'iglli;a date to tho eOllll'illltion of' the PcnllltellUh,: 

• 

~tll)sclJllcnt tn tllC Ecpal'ation of tho tr'ibcs, the kings of 
1~l'nel "',,,,Id ccrtainly know, that tllO' book \\'as not in exist-

• • • 

(,Ilce at the tilllo of tho separation; tIle,)' \\'ollld ccrtainly 
, ' 

kno\\' \\'llcn anrl ft)!' w1mt intellt itwlIs cOllIl'i\cd; and they 
• • 

and 111\ tllciJ' p(!oplo \\'ollll] eel'taill],r/r:n'O I'e.iccturl it·, as tire 
mos.t ]'al'ct\tec(l, elllll1sy, :tn(] ridiclIlolls attempt at irnpo.sition, 

• 

OYCI' (mgeIHlel'cd ill thc teorning' \'rnill of' l11l1nan iillly. If, 
th~n, it appeal', tlll1.G the I;:l':leliti~1r monnl't:h~, amI tire people 
whom thl'Y I'l1lcl1. nckno\\'lecl~ct1 tIl() Pentatcllch ns the COIl1-

u, ". 

111011 cf)c1e or tIle whole lIatil.ln, hef'ul'o thc sepnmtioll, slIch 
nckno\l'lel]gCll1C1lt, on !llcil' P:II't, 1Il1lst he held to ho the 
clonl'c~t l'oi',.:i111e ])]'1)01' of its cxistence, at lhe tinlO ",1J('1I t!tar 
('Yent OCCI1l'J'cd, ill the S:lnlC fimll, in which it ,,'as rOllnd at 
the commcncemcnt of the capti\'ity, That they dill rc(!ognizc 
its gClluill(,lICSS lind llnthOl'it,r, t11el'0 is oyidclICO s1ltlicient to 
satisfY e\'el',)' candid ill(lllil'(,I', VOl', 

;,. ] Kings xii. :!G-33, 

12 
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In the tir,;t Vla('t', it' tlJ(~,\' tiL;' "I"~ ll'lll~ rejccted the :luthf). 
l'ityof tllc PelltatclJth, crery ~I'a(:,_: "I' :';lIcll opposition and 
rejectioll laa,; di,,:ljll'l'al'l'cl t'I'''lIl 1'110 1'{:cur<15 or hi~b)J'y. AH 
l'\\1ell a tiling i:i ~c:ll'I:~·ly within tlae ral1ge uf l)()sf'ibilitic~) 

tId:; lIllI,,! he rl'gal'd".d us a lIC'gati\'c proflf, of' 110 illconsillcl" 
aIde lell'c·c. SI:('IIlIcI!y, at the \'cry tilllc whell the kings (II 
I.,mel \\'Cl'~ "e('kill~ til 1I11f!el'llIilll' Ihe illtlllellco ot' the PCI\· 

~ 

,atcltch, and to 111'stl'tI\' it~ tllttlanrih', they ;;tlltlioltslv 
~ ~ ~ J 

illlitall'll, ill Ihl'i!' iclulatrfll\s ,rol':ihip, the t'C:itinll:-, Ih~t~, 

~acI·ilicc'" :11111 nU'i'IIl"; riles c.t' Illat YCIT eOllc. Thl1;;; it is - . 
,:aiel of' .h·:'c)I'O:lIIl, lliat Iw "ordaincd It fcast ill the eighth 
Illllllih like IllItli tllc rea"t wllich i,; ill ,Tl\{lah,"f: The)" carl" 
flllly Itl'C:iCI'H'11 the iC)I'IIl'; 0[' the ritllal, while they n., cnrc· 
t'lIll \' lic)\I~·'llt til I'c.h thcm ot' all their true }IO\l'CI' allll worth, . ~, 

~othillg cllnll\ 1,L' 111111'0 natll1':l1 than such a lll" i cellur(', 011 

thc 1':11'1 III' tIle 1,,,lilic pl·incl.'~, who Imo\\'~ that their Bllhjoet,.; 
lIml 1'0\.'11 !IIIIg' al'eu,;I"lIIc'cl to I'cH'1't~\lCc :11111 ohey thc cOllo, 
as "I' ,lh'ine "ri~illal; lIutllillg ItlCll'O 111lllnlu1':tl nlld ("'Cll 

in:,nne, 011 the i'npl'o,.;ilion, that it was Ull imposition: lln~l'allt 
ill it,;ell', nll\\ illjlll'inll;; to thcil' interests. Tltil'llly, an inti· 
dent t)eclll'n·d in the I'cign of lLczekiah, which lIot Ollly 
:dl'''I'c1:; a l'nll te,:fillWIIY til tllO ulItJlenticity or tho PClltateuch 
itself, (!lIll tlle :ll,kllowlvclgc\l authority of the laws t"llltnin(,ll 
in it, hnt ",hidl a1:;0 iJwltllleBtihly Pl'o\,(',,;, thnt tIle killgclolll 
,,1' ImlCl. II"! Ie,." than tllc killg'llom of Jndah, recognize,l it, 
as (;tllltnillillg Ill!; gCllllinc unci ulIthodtuth'e rccord of the l:m 
c,f l\rn~e:', tlae natillnal ('ode ot' the ",TIOIo J cwish race. Thnt 
1I101Iu1'eh, ill Jd" piou,; zeal fin' tho r('storntioll of a }lmc wnl'
:-hip nceonling to tIle :Uosnie ritual, with tho minnte"t rC1luire
IlLClltS (If wideh hc l-lCtllllollSly complic(l, appointe!l a solemn 
p:tS:"O\'CI', to wldch he Hilt only ill\'ite!l his own snlJjects, IJl1! 
I!lnc!c proclamation al:;(l "to El'hmilll and ilInnassch tIllll all 
I:;rae1, from J1ccr;;llelm unto nan~ that. they shonld come to the 
housc of tIte torI! at J erllsalell1, to keep tho passover unto the 

~ 1 K in!!'~ xii. H2. 
'-
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Lord Goll of I81'11c1."* In this procIllIllutioll he exhortctl tIle 
tell trihcs to tUI'll again to the tord Goel of Abralllull, Isaac, 
and .Jacoh, and not to trespass alit! llc still~lIceked as their 
ththers were, but to yield thelllscI yeS to the Lord, and enter 
into his SllllctuarY·i" "So the }lost~ passmI fl'OlIl city to city, 
through the COlllltl'Y of Ephl'llilll HmI ~ritna:>seh, even unto 
Zehulun.":!: ,,"oultl :my prince, Hot bereft or reaSOll, hu\"e 

• 

rcntUl'etluplill f;ucII It pl'ocedul'c, it' the authority lit' the code) 
on which it wus fbulltled, hatl not heen acknowledgcd IJY the 
PCl'SOllS, to whom the proclalllation was lIIade? Tho succe .. ;:> uJ' 
the llleilS\Il'O was exactly such as lIlight lw\'c l)cen antieipatctl, 
un the slIppusition of' such aclmo\\'lLnlgclllcllt; hut wholly 
inexplicahle, Oil allY other. ~[ally, th l'ough all impiety alld 
contempt, cngelltlcred 1)), IOllg ncglcct, llIucket! at the mes
HClIgel's of lfe7.C1dah; hut. HHllly Otl.ll·I'S of the ro\"olted triLes 
"hulIlll1cd tlwlI1Seh"CH all<l Callie to ;rcrllsalc1I1."S Is Hot this 
It clear prooi; that tho Iluthenticity allll authority 01' tlw 
PC1ltatcuch wore rccoglli~od 1J,r tlw::.o tl'ibe:;? JJut, ~ourthly, 
~tr01lg as tId:; Ill'gulllellt is, thcl'e i:; :llIot1101' still more 
CllgCl1t. Let it llc rCIlICmbCl'C(l, that t110 killgdol11 of Israel 
cxistcIl as an iudcpcn<1l'llt state ii.H' ~G:S years, at thc close of 
which period it i\'aS 81111\'crto11 by tho Assyrians, andllluny 
of thc people carried into captidty. The SalIIaritans suc
ceeded to the tOll tribes. TllOY W01'O a mixcd race, cOlllpos('tl 
partly of'Israelites, and partly of fureigners, whom the king 
of Assyria lHld sent to OCCllpy the l:1nds of' those wllO had 
bec1I remond. Now, upon the snppo"itioll, thnt the tell 
tribes, dUl'illg their separatc existcnce, rejccted the Penta
teuch, what is the stute of the case? Why, that fi)l' 268 
years the Israelites combattcd, as a known forgery, and 
then all at OllCC their descendants and Sllccessors reccivetl, 
and ever afterwards aclmowlcdgcd, as of divine original and 
authority, the code of anothcr nation, bctween wholll and 

.* 2 ChI'. xxx. 1. 
t 2 Uhl'. xxx, 10, 

t 2 ChI'. xxx. 7, 8, 
~ 2 ChI', xxx, 10, 11. 
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them::;elvcs, hoth hci<)I'c and after thc rcccption of it, the 
hittcrist enmity always cxisted; and yct, that every tracc of 
their original and long contimied rcjection of the cone has 
lhdetl ii'olll the memory of mankind, and been olJlitcrutcd 
from tIle rccords of IiistOl'Y. lIe who call believc that, is 
prepared to swallow the greatest conccivahle ab81lrdities, 
prod,1ed only thcy be thought to illlpugn und weaken the 
authority of didnc rcyclation. 

"'\Vhercti)I'C, I conceivc it to be proved, that the Pcntateuch 
existed, in its present forlll, at the separation of the tribcs and 
the illl'lnation of thc two inucpendent kingdoms of Judah and 
Israel, which cvent happcned DID yeurs beforc the birth of 

• 

OUl' Savior. 
Let us advance no stcp highcr. "'\Vhat reason is thcre to be

lieve, that the composition of the Pentatench is at least as 
old as the establishlllent of kingly government among the 
Uchrc\\'s ~ Dean Graves has suggcsted an urgument ill sup
port of .this \'iew, which secms to carry with it an unanswel'
allIe for('e:):' The argulllent is, that the civil form of govern
lllent, exhibited in the Pentateuch, is not regal. So fur from 
thi:;, it notices the regal form as an innovation, which should 
be introdu('ed in all age subsequent to the establishment 01 
the original llolity; 1lI1 innovation, too, far from being pleas
irg to GOll. But fnrther and stronger stm: The code of the 
Pentateneh imposed numcrous restraints upon the kings, 
which abridged theil' prerogative, curbed their power, and put 
fetters upon theil' amhition. Moreover, it required, that the 
reigning so\'ereigll should keep always by him a copy of the 
law, imposing thcse stern and irksome restraints; that he 
shouhl consult it daily; and that he should make it the steady 
rule u1' his private life amI his public adll1inistrnt.ioll.i' Now, 
if the Pentateuch was forged 01' compilcd, after the establish
ment of the regal forlll of government and during its eontin· 
uance, this must hllve been done, eithcl', fil'st, by the king 

• 

• On the Pent., l't. 1, Lcct. 1. t Deut. xvii, 16, seq . 

• 

• 
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himself, 01' at his instigation; or, secondly, by some person, 
01' persons, who probably wished to weaken his authority, and 
elU'b his ambition. It is impoEsible, that the latter supposi
tion should be trlle, for whoe\'er happened to be king at the 
time, whell the fabrication was made, would certainly know 
the real character of the writing; and would, with equal cer
tainty, reject it. And the former supposition is so improba
ble, that it cannot fOl' a moment be admitted, without direct 
and irrefragahle proof of' its trut.h; for what king ever did, 01' 

would, make u fictitiolls code of laws, which condemned the 
Idl1gly form of' govcrnmcnt, which rcbuked and denounced 
nIl rcgal tyranny, alld which confined the royal prcrogative 
within the narrowest compass compatible evcn with the name 
of king? This is un improbability so great, that it may well 
be regarded as amounting to a mornl impossibility. This h; 
a decish'c answer to the argument of those who hold, that 
the Pentateuch was first compiled in the reign and by the 
authority of king Josiah. It is cq nally decisive against an
other suspicion, entcrtaincd by some, that Samuel was the 
author of it. Let it be remembered, that, when the })eople 
asked a king of' Samuel, he opposed their dumand, on the 
ground, that the appointment of' a man to be king would be 

, 

a rejection of J ohovah as their sovel'eign; he painted, in 
yi\'id colors, the oppressions, to wMch they would be subject
ed, under the regal government'; he told them, that they were 
rushing into a servitude, which would prove intolerably bur
densome; he warned them to desist in time, for that they 
would assuredly repent of their rashness; and, when he fOllnd 
!Ill his rcmonstrances nnamilillg, he labored to imposo re
straints upon the future sovereigns, which would at least, mi- ' 
. tigate, if they did not avert, the mischiefs, which he appre
hended from their rule:* Is it credible, that Samuel would 
have yelltured upon such a course, if he had not felt himself 
entrenched behind the authority of a code, revored by tho 

* 1 Sam, viii, 11--18. 

, 



• 
182 CO~DIm,'1'AUmS ON THE 

people as tlle work of their ancient lawgived Or, it' he had 
fabricateu the Pentateuch, would not the imposition have 
heen detected by Suul, who was at bitter enmity with the 
prophet during Il great part of his reign, and was a man by 
110 menns wanting in the requisito ability ~ And stillmore, 
would not Solomon, the monarch filmed ill overy age and 1'0-

:,;ion (If the world for his wislloll1 and sagacity, have penetl'U. 
tOll and exposed the odious chent; Solomon, who, in so mallY 
instances, flagrantl.Y Yiolated tho law of l\Ioses, unO. mllst 1Iayo 
felt his tiline wounded by its stel'l1 and indignant relmke 1* 

'Vhel'efore, there is no reason to doubt, and overy reason tll 

bclieye, that the Pontateuch existed in its present fOI'111, prior 
to the estnlJ1ishment of kingly goverllment among the lie· 
brews. 

\Ve Cave now reached 11. very lligh antiquity in our urgUe 
lllell t, and arc come within 400 years of' the f'OlllHll1tioll of' the 
Hebrew state, accol'lling to the chronology of Usher, 01' with· 
in iiOO yellr,), accora iug to that. of' Josephus, J aeli:soll, and 
Hmsel:\' ThrollgllOut all this periclll, the peculim' polity, es· 
tabli8ltell by l\[oses, wus in force. No oceasiou nrose for the 
iUYlmtioll 01' cOlllpilution of 11. now code. No special interest 
can be cOllcei vetI, likely to Le promoted Ly such It fhLricatioll . 
. Ant! 110 lI1nu, 01' hody of mOil, appears upon the stage, of Ull 
influence and authol'it.y suflicient to ensure its reeeptioll 
among the people. It is tme, that d Ul'ing this period the Is
raelites often trlmsgnlssed tho law, anu thereby brought upon 
thelllseh'es grievous calamities; but they as often repented 
of' their sin, owned the justice of their punishment, and re· 
tUl'lled to theil' former obedience. W oula 11. fabricated codo 
he likely to secure such respect and submission? It cannot 
he pretended. H That prosperity should corrupt 11. nation, is 
credible j that calamity should rouse them to repentance, is 
also credible; but that they should ascribe their calamities to 
the violation of a law, wllOse authority they had IlOVCI; ae· 

* Ul'UYCS Oil rent. l't. 1, l&et. 1. t Smith's lIeh. People, C. 3. 
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knowledged, and that, in the midst of vice and corruption, 
It l1ew code should be fabricated, condelllning that vice and 
corruption, and be imposed upon the nation as the known 
law of their fathers, without opposition, is surely most im
probablc and strange."* 

Thus lutve we traced back the Pentateuch, all along the 
• 

stream of history, to the age of Moses himself. From these 
facts and reasonings, the conclusion seems fully warranted, 

• 
that such as we have it now, snch it came fl'om the hand of 
that illustrious law giver, historian, and prophet. 

But strong as the foregoing proofs are, they do not con
stitute the whole strength of eyen the external evidence. 
The Pentateuch is not the only book belonging to the sacred 
literature of the Jews. There are numerous other tracts, 
some of them of no inconsiderable compass, written by a 
great number of authors, embracing a gl:eat variety of sub
jects, and composod at different times along a tract of more 
than a thousand years, reaching 1'1'0111 Moses to Malachi. 
Now all these manifold writings are crowded with allusions, 
quotations, and abridged histories, taken out of the Penta
teuch.t These references and citations are thickly scattered 
throughout the whole of' the Old Testament. There is hardly 
one important statement in the Pentateuch, there is scarcely 
a chapter ti'om the beginning of Genesis to the end of 
Deuteronomy, which is not in this manner referred to or 
cited. Many of the placcs are mentioned very often, aud 
the citations nre of great length, and embrace a great 
number of minute details. The references nre to the 
creation; the first mm'riage; man's dominion over the 
creatures; the grant of hcrbs and plants for meat; tho 

• 

garden of Eden; the violation of the covenant; the cmse 
denounced against Adam and the serpent; the flood; 
Noah's character; the residence of the ancestors of the 
.Jews beyond tho Euphrates; numerous particulars in the 

* Gran~s 011 I'ent. Pt.l. Led. 1. t };11w(\\'I1s's "r ol'ks, Y. 9. pp. 132, scqq. 
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lh L:/" "j' "",1111111 /lilt! t.llo I,,(IIUI' IJlltl'illl'cbs; J\[ulcldxollok liS 

llOth Il kill;'; IIIIIIIL pl'iu:;t 01' tllo trllu Ood; tllO grcnt 1'U1'tility 
of tllu lund 01' /-)UIl"III, and t.he gol'ont wickedness 01' Lho inhn· 
bitnn!::;; tho suddon dO:itl'uetiun by firo oi' tho cities 01' tho 
plain; tllo t\\'o win!s oj' J'ncob fiS buillling the 1I0uHe of ISl'Ilol; 
all the lending' O\'01l1R in 1;110 lifo of' Joseph; 'l'Ul11lll"S lJeal'ing 
Phal'ex t'o ,Juduh ; t.hu fiu\lino that cOlllpellell ISl'Ilulllnd hit! 
fUll1ily to :look bread ill 'Egypt; tho IHI'lwlitos multiplying 
there, lIud tilli 1':,!.!',I'ptillll:i dealing Hulltil1y with thelll; theil' 
])(JlIdll"'U ill E,,'\ I"; I h., kill(1 ot'sel'vice l'ocluirctl of' thclll', o r., 

the cireuIlIHtIlIlCl!:i att(,lIdillg tlwil' ll~I'l1SS out 01' Egypt, thcir 
wlluclel'illg'tl in the wildel'ne8d, aud t.heir sett.]olllent in t.he land 
of Oanann, with lutI'll1y It Hingle exception; lind uthel' pal'ti. 
cnlal's rccol'(led ill tlte l\Hltntcllch, tuo 1l1l1ll0l'ons tu specilj-:Y.· 

Now, upon t.lli" state of the case I lll'gne thus: Hero we 
hllve innullIel'able rcl'U1'clwes to the l'acts contained in the 

, 

Pontatcnch; rel'erences ma(Ie by lIlallY different writel's,in 
, . . 

Il1lty dificrent a"e8, lIenee the Israelitisll IIlttiOlilllllSt hlt\'c·. 
~ , • ' , I 

had, fl'onl the ol'igin of theil' eOllllllOllwoa1th, It grent, stand· 
ing, an (I authoritative reconl of those fitots; find this roool'd 
must lmvo been tho l'clItateuch itself, For, if .t11ere had 

••• , 

been no snch history to SOI'\'O as the C0Il11110n guide of all 
these anthors, it 111ust have been lIlorally impossible for tholll, 
in such n. vast Jllllllbel' of allusions amI qllotatiolls, and thoso 
extonding to such a multitudc ot' minute details, to avoid in· 
numerable inconsistencics with oach other. And, even if we 
may snppo,'le tho oxistenco of the tl'acts indopelHlentl,)' of the 
histol'Y, can \\'e l,elie\'o that tho wit of man is equal to the task 
of fmlllillg' n. fictitiuus history, in which all thcso mallifold 
l'efel'ences, citatioll8, :tlI(l l'ehe:u'::mls, dispol'sed throngh tho 
works 0[' so many authors, writing fUI' so Humy different ol"jects, 
aHe! in so llHUl,)'(lifl'oI'ont styles and agos, shollllluo intruduced 

~, See these l'erel'eJlCI'~ ,ll'fl,\\'n ont in full, covering' Illany pngcH in the oth 
< volullle of' President Edwlll',h,;s \Vol'kg, in hi~ Notes on the Bibll', pp. 133-

l42, 
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III1LI IUlI'lIlolli1.OlI without n. singlo ,im', Illltl with snch nn nil' 01' 

vol'1siliJiIit.lllle ILn(1 ol'iginlllity, tll1Lt ILIl tho wol'!d Ilhoultl ll1is· , 
tillw tho fhlJl'icatioll as the eOl1ll1lon fuulltain aud sonl'ee 01' 

tlto rOl'y buuks, out 01' which it wlls.t(.Jl'll1ed? Cnn thol'e be 
all,)' niJsnl'(lity 01111111 tu .tho austll'dity 01' snch 1\ supposition ~ 
ClIllsidCl'\ "All theso mUltiplied alltI vadous compusitions 
tillite ill 1'I'esupposing t.ho exil:ltonco lind tlto tl'llth of tho I'on· 
lat.otlclt, lind lInil'ul'lIIly rel'm' to lind (lIlOto it ItS tho olll,)' tl'110 null 
(I'olllJino IlCcnnnt of' tho anoient histol'\' 1111(1 knowlI laws of' the 
t!) '1 

,Jews. Thoy recito its fitcts; thcy l'e['ol' to it::; laws; they c()\e, 
1>l'llte itl:i Iluthol'; they appelll to the people, to the kings, tu 
tho priosts; they robuke and ~hl'ellten tholll fOl' noglocting the 
Inw ot' :Mosos, as containod in t.he Pentateuch; and, whitt; is 
most tlecish'e, thoy 110\'01' 01100 gh'e the lellot hint of' UIl,)' rival 
law, of nny lIOW compilation, of any tlouht as to its uuthcnti·, 
city."');' ,.' 

• • 

" .. Such is tho fil'gnIll911t, .ombodying theoxtel'1lal historical: 
, , (, ," . , , ,t· '," , 

;'i: In;oof'sof the gelluinori~s,~;aIJlI authenticity of the Pentateuch. ". 
1,"'1' """'. .: ""1", ',I" • " 

:.:The SUIII IS tIllS.' Tlte oVldence for the eXistence of tIllS \\'1'1t· . 
" , , "- ' , , , ' , 

. ", , ' '" " l • 

, :: ing, all along do'~'n 1'1'0111 the ret111'n of' the J e\\'5 out of enptl-
.i: vity to the present tilllo is so stl'Ong, that 110110 dispute it. At 
,I '., " ' ,," .• , ' 

this point we ontOl' upon dehated territory. Yet the Penta-
tench could not have been compiled at this time, but lllnst 
have boen the same writing, which the Jews recei ved as the 
law of :Moses before the captivity, hecause it was eYic1ently 
well known both to Jews and heathen d uri ng the capti ,-i ty ; 
because tho law onfurced by EZI'fL required sacrifices of the 
people, to which they wonlt1no\,(l[' have submitted uut in obe· 
diellce to n. code of estaulished,.nd unqnestionable anthority ; 
because lI1atiy pcrsow;, \\'110 wore presont at the laying of the 
foundation of' the seoond temple, had seen tho fi.rst, nlHI lllust 
IJll.\'c known tlfe Ja,,- then in usc, and therefore conl(1 and 
would Inn-e detcctell und exposed a ffLuricated code; beeause 
three distillct copies of' the writing can be traced, manifestly 

* Graves on Pent. Pl. 1, Lcct.I. 

, 
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not borrowed from each othor, yet all agreeing in their state
ments; and bccause the Samaritans, the bitter enemies of the 
J'ews, as well before as after th~ captivity, acknowledged it 
as of divine original and authority_ Again, our copy of the 
Pentateuch must have existed prior to the division of the • trihes into the separate kingdoms of Israel and Judah, be-
cause the monarchs and people of the former, not less than 
those of the latter, owned its authority as the code of the 
whole Jewish race before that event, notwithstanding it was 
repugnant to their iuterests as un independent state, and in
tel'posed the greatest obstacle to the peculiar policy, adopted 
from the first and steadily pursued to the end by the Israelit
ish kings, Further, the Pentateuch, as we Lave it, must have 
preceded the establislimontot' monal'clly among the Hebrews, 
because it not only docs not exhibit a regal forUl of govern
ment, but expressly opposes that description of polity, notic
ing it as an innovatoll thnt wonlu arise in the progress ot' 
ages, anu seeking, by vurious admirable enactments, to coun
ternct its innate tendencies to despotism and tyranny, And 
further still, this yeuerable writing mnst be coeval with the 
origin of the Hebrew state, because, dul'ing t.he interval 
which elapsed between the first fOl'mation ot' the government 
and the establishment of monarchy, no change was made ill 
the t:Jrm of polity, no occasion m'ose for fabricating a code, 
no conceivable interest could be promoted by such a proce
dure, and uo man or body of' men appear to have possessed 
an infiuence sufficiently commanding to give currency to the 
imposition, SUlleradded to all the8(' considerations, is the 
stillmore forcible fuet, that a long catalogue of Jewish writers, 
stretching from the age of Moses himself down 'to the birth 
of Christ, have acknowledged and cited the Pentnteuch, in 
every possible form ot' acknowledgement and citation, as the 
true Hnrl authentic history and eode of their nation; and thnt, 
among the many disputes and differences of opinion which 
the Jews have hud about the Mosaic law, thCle never was 
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~ny sllch dispute or difference as'this, whether Moses was the 
author of' the writing, 01' whether it contained a credible ac
count of the fimndation and early annals ot' their state; even . 
the Sndducees, learned men and ft'ee-thinkors, who rejecterl all 
the other books held sacred by their countrymen, acknow
ledging the Pentateuch as genuine and divine. The world 
may be challenged to produce a chain of' evidence, of equal 
strength, in support of the gelluineness and authenticity of 
any other ancient writing, 

Nor let it be objected, that the Pentatench lacb confirma
tion from contemporaneuus profane authors. If any such ex
isted, their writings have long since perished. Tllfll'e is no 
contemporary literature. Oan we luok for such te<;timollY 
from the Gl'eeks ~ Thucydides* has declared, that even l'e
specting his own countrXlllen he could find no authentic 
recol'tls, prior to the Peloponesian war. Oan we expect it 
from the Rumans ~ They had scarcely hegun to be a people, 
when the empire of Jerusalem was destroyed, and the nation 
reduced to captivity. Not a ii'agment of any contemporane
ous record has floated down the stream of time. Every other 
chronicle has been swallowed up and lost in the gulf of ages. 
Oenturies elapsed after the exodus of Israel, before Homer, 
or Hesiod, 01' Manetho, 01' Berons, or El"',en Sanchoniathon 
wrote. There are, therefore, no profane histories with which 
to compare the Pentateuch. Its credibility must stand or 
fall, on evidence entirely independent of either favoring or 
opposing testimony of this kind. Yet such profane testimony 
as the nature of the case admits, we have .in several pagan 
authors. Diodol'uS Siculus, Stl-abo, Longinus, Juvenal, '1'aci
tus, and others, mention Moses by name, and quote from .his 
writings, just as we appeal to any of these authors and their 
works . 

There is another species of external testimony to the genu-
ineuess and authenticity of the Pentateuch, by which theBe 

* Lib. I, 
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qualities, as pertaining to tlio.t writing, may be proved with 
equal certainty. I rerer to the argument from public monu
ments and actions. The strongQst species ot' historical evi
dence lies in commemomtive rites and festivals. No ingenu
ity of a fllise logic, no mystification of an insane philosophy, 
no uitterness of' malignity against unpalatable truths, no de: 
moniac desil'O to o\'ertm'u men's dearest hopes and aspira
tions, can eithet' ureak 01' evade its force. 

The nutm'e and force of this evidence may be illustrated in 
lIll c;:;,;nple takcn frum om' own history. On the 4th tIay of 
J ul.)", 17i6, the British colonies of North America declared 
thclllseives f'l'ce and independent States. Ever since that 
CYCllt, an annual festival has been observed to keep alive the 
mcmory of it in the mind and heart of the nation. Let us 
suppose the declination of indeI~ndence not to have been 
made, nor a separation from Great Bl'itain effected, nor a dis
tinct goverument established, at that time. Could the fcsti-,-

val have been instituted then? Reason and common sense 
reply: "It is impossible." 

Let it be supposed then, secondly, that these States have 
cuutinued to our day in the condition of British colonies, and 
that some one shuts up on the morning of the 4th of July, 
1852, and summons the people to the celebration of the na
tional jubilee, instituted, according to his proclamation, 
se"lenty-six years before, and ever since faithfully observed, 
to commemorate an event, which by the hypothesis, never 
occurred, viz.: the resolution of our forefathers to shake off 
the yoke of British tyranny, and their subsequent victory 
over .British valor ? Would any body believe him, 01' pay 
the least attention to his summons? Such an hypothesis would, 
if possible, be more absurd than the formeI'. Let a man 
make such an attempt with respect to Austria 01' Russia. Let 
him undertake to persuade the people of those countries, that 
a hundred years ago they raised the standard of revolution, 
dethroned their sovereigns, and replaced their monarchical 

• 

• 
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with democratic instit.utions, and that ever since, they had 
celebrated those vast achievements by commemorative festi- . 
vals renewed from year to year. 'Vlmt would be the issue of 
such an attempt ~ The author of it would eitber be laughed 
I\t as a harmless foo],or pitied as a wretched maniac. No 
words could set the absurdity of it in a more glaring light, 
than the vel'y terms in which the supposition itself must be 

mnde. 
It is, then, impossible, in the nahu'e ot' things, that a na

t.ional commemorativc festival should cver arise, except upon 
a basis of truth. Such an institution pI'esnpposes, involves, 
and demom:trates the reality of the events, which it commem

orates . 
• 

Werc therc, thcn, any public monuments among the Jews, 
any national commemorative actions, coeval with the origin 
of the Hebrew State, and des ned to preserve the memory 
of the events recorded in the Pentateuch ~ Yes, slleh public 
monuments and actions there wel'e in great nurilber, For 
example, the passover; the pentecost: the feast of tabernacles; 
the dedication of the first-bol'll, both man and beast; the 
consecration of one entire tribe to minister in holy things; 
Aaron's rod tllat budded; tIle pot of manna; the brazen ser
pent; the pile of stones at Gi]gal ; the day of annual atonement; 
the new moons; the sabbaths; and even the daily sacrifices. 
So long, therefore, as eadl returning vernal equinox brings 
anew into requisition the unleavened brend, so long as the 
l)assover, the pentecost, and the day of atonement continuo to 
be celebrated by the scattered remnant of Jacob's sons; so 
long, indeed, as tllOre shall remain historical evidence of the 
past existencE.' of these and other Jewish festivals and monu
ments; so long may we be Sllre of tIle reality of the events 
which they comme.morate. So long may we be sure that 
the Israelites were slaves in Egypt, and that they were deliv
ered by tho mi". tlculous exel'tion of an almighty powel'. So 
long may we 1,~ sure. that God divided the Red Sea fol' their 

• 

• 
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accommodation; that he spake the law in thunder from Si
llai ; that fur forty years he led, the people by a cloudy and 
fiery pillar, the nevcr-failing sylltbol of his presence; that he 
satisfied their hunger with broad that nightly feil around 
their camp, the product at' his creative energy; that hl' pre
served from decay ihe garments that covered their nakedncss ; 
that he pal'tcd the waters of Jordan and led them dry-shod 
over its pobLly bottom; and that he finally planted them se
curely on the tcrritories of their enemies and his, in the land 
that he had promised to their fathers. On the nationalmon
uments and festivals of commemoration, we may plant our 

, 

fhith in the truth and authority of the Pentateuch, as upon an 
impregun.ble fOI'tross; and the storms of an infidel philosophy • nULY spend their rage upon us in vain, 

Having thus considered the two branches of extel'llal evi
dence, the testimony of history and the testimony of monu
ments) I pass to an examination of the internal evidence in 
favor of the genuineness and authenticity ot'tbe Mosaic recol'd. 
Let it be observed hero, in passing, that Moses was overy way 
qualified to write the history of the Pentatench. HE' was, as 
we 1Ia"e seen in the second chapter of this book, a man of solid 
intellect, acute perceptions, calm judgment, great learning, 
unparalleled disinterestedness, and much expedenco in public 
afthit·s. In regard to e\'eI'Y thing related in the lust foul' books 
of the Pentateuch, his knowledge was ample and exact, since 
he was himself a chief actor ill the transactions, which he re
cords. The only doubt that cun arise, as to tho fullness of his 
information, relates to tho events of formel' times, contained 
in the book of Gelles is. Here, setting Rsine divine revelation, 
and inshting only on what may be demanded in an unin
spired historian, Moses hnd sources of information morc oi
rect, copious, nnd reliable than were open to the most learned 
of his contemporaries in other nations, not excepting the 
Egyptians themselves, Lmllech, the futher of Noah, was fifty
six yeu\'s contemporary with Adam, and Noah's son, Shem, 

. ' 
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survived to the time of Abraham, Thus it appeal'S, that this 
patriarch received, or might receive, whatever knowledge . 
Adam conveyed to his posterity, through only three intel'me
diate links, From his time, tbere was an unmixed lineal de
scent fl'om father to son, in the Jewish nation, and conl!equently 
an unbroken tradition of former times, Thc chief cause of 
the confusion and uncertainty in thc traditions of other nations, . 
was the frequent intermixture of families and races, But di
vine providence, as if pmposely to satisfy mankind of' the ca
pacity of the Jewish nation to preserve the tradition of the 
first ages entire, prohibited their mixtm'e with tho people of 
other nations, From the time of Abraham, then, to that of 
Moses, how easily and naturally migllt the general tradition 
of the ancient history be preserved pure and authentic, when 
the :fiuuilies, in which the tradition was lodged, all helonged 
to the same nation, and were united by the bond of a common 
religion, and for a considerable part of the time by t.he 
scarcely less powerful tie of a common ad \'ersity. 

The firilt internal proof of the genuineness and authenticity 
. of the Pentateuch is drawll from the nature of its contents, 

This writing is not a mere histOl'Y, but contains the entire 
civil and ecclesiastical code of the Jews j it was the grand and 
sacred rule, the constitution and fOllndation of their State. 
And, so far as it is historical in its character, the series of 
events, which it records, is by 110 meaus of the common order j 
neither did the events happen thousands of years before the 
time of Moses j nor yet were they such, that his countrymen 
would be likely to feel little 01' no interest in them, other than 
the interest of mere curiosity, Quite the reverse of this was 
the true state of the case, The facts themselves were 1110st 
extraordinary and conspicllous j they happened, for the most 
part, under the immediate observation of the persons to whom 
the relntion was addressed; and they were of the deepest 
moment, both to the lIation at large and to oyery individual 
in it. Now, if the Pentatench is not what it purports to be, 

• 

• 
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either it is a fictitious narrative and code, forged by Moses 
himself, or it was compiled and palmed upon the nation as 
his, in a subsequent age. Le!] it be cODsidered, then, how 
stl'allge, how public, and how momentous the main facts nar· 
rated in the Pentateuch were, affecting every order in the 
State, and every interest ot'society. And let it be considered, 
further, how constantly Moses appeals for the truth of his re
lations, to the personal 'knowledge of those whom he addresses, 
" YOUl' eyes have seen all these things," is the confident tone 
in which he speaks to his conntrymen, and challenges a de
nial of his statements. 

, 

• 

Suppose thm;e relations to be false; could Moses, by any 
possibility, have induced his countrymen to believe that they 
were true 1 Cfould he have made them b(;lieve, that they 
had all been slaves in Egypt, and that a royal edict of destl'llc
ti011 had been issued against their male intitnts, if they had 
noyer experienced the bitteJ'nl'ss of servitude, nor felt the 
pange, occasioned by the Cl'nel mandate? Could he Imve 
gained any credit to the statement, that they had wrought at 
making bricks and building treasnre-cities in Egypt, if they' 
had never groaned under the tyranny, which imposed these 
tasks upon them ~ Could he have persuaded them, that t.he 
first-born of the Egyptians had all been slain in a night, in 
their very presence, as it were, if no voice of parental lament· 
ation, consequent thereupon, had ever reached their ears ?: 

Oould he have made them believe, that the Red Sea had 
opencd to afford them a passage, if its waters bad opposed an 
invincible barrier to their progress ~ Could he have pro
duced in them the conviction that the law of God had, in 
their presence, been published in an audible voice, from the 
summit of the burning mountain, if they had never seen the 
flashes, nor heard the thunders that issued from the thick 
darkness that enveloped it ~ Conld he have induced the be
lief, that the violation of that law had been punished with 
desolating plagues, it' none of all their company had perished 

• 
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by such a visitation ~ Could he have persuaded them, that, . 
during all their wanderings and encampments ill the wilder
ncss, It miraculous cloud had covered them by day, and a mi· . 
I':Iculol1s fire had illuminated their dwellings by night, if they 
had experienced neither the cooling shelter of the one, nor 

• 
the pleasant companionship of the othed Could he .have 
made them believe, that for forty yelu's they had been fed with 
manna, which fell around their camp, while in reality they 
had eaten nothing of the kind 1 

It' we can suppose an em-ontery, sufficient to publish such 
It stupendous series of fnlsehoocd, posllible, and 1tIoses to have 
bcen guilty of' it, could he have escaped the punishment, 
which It conduct, llnparallelecl in guilt Imd folly, would have 
l'ichl~~ deserved ~ Were not tho contemporaries of Moses 
prone to transgress his la\Vs~ Did t.hey not often fall into 
irlolatry ~ Had there been the least suspicion of' impostnre in 
his writings, would the ringleaders in these l'e"olts have de
clined so excellent a plea for their apostasies 1 Would not 

• 

the charge of forgery, made good against Moses, have afford." 
· d n solid ground for the rebellion of Kornh nnd his company 1 
, In short, is it to be imagined that, when there were so many 

euvious of his eminent position, an'd ready with the charge, 
that he" took too much upon him," Moses would have adven
tured any thing into the public records, which was not indis
putably tme ~ Surely, the man who cai! digr·,t "nch a mass 
of abSllruities, need never again open his lips to ridicule the 
credulity of those who believe, with the magicians of Egypt, 
that they see the finger of God in the wontlers above detailed, 
IlU d heal' the voice of God's messenger in the utterances of 
the Hebrew prophet and lawgiver. . 

These considerations lllllke it certain, that Moses himself , . 

could not have palmed npon his countrymen a fictitious his-
tory and a forged code ot' laws.' The fabrication, therefore, 
if the Pentateuch be a fabrication, mllst belong to au age sub· 
sequeut to that of Moses. Let us assn me this hypothesie, and 

13 
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subject it tu tho test of cxamination'. Let us see whethcr it is 
a probable supposition, 01.' whethel', on the contral'Y, it is not 
encompassed with absUl'ditios and impossibilities. 

It is acknowlcuged, that furg\!d writings have been repeat
edly palmcd upon the world; and, in some instanccs, with 
tempor:wy success. It is impossible to say, that ill no case 
has the design cOlll'plutoly sncceeded, But it is so difficult to 

, , 

secnre a perfcct Ycrisimilit:ule; it is so hal'd to avoid having , 
some allusion, date, or characteristic circumstance, nay, muny 
such, out of' joint with the times, at which the forgery is 
placed; it is so almost impossible to conceal 1111 b'nce" of tLe 
particular de~ign of the fabrication; nnd there have bc('n so 
many instances of detection, as to render it probable, that nu 
imposition of this kind has ultimately eluded discovery allli 
exposure. It is, hesides, :t consideration of llO little force 
herc, that forged writings have usually been of such a nature 
us not materially to affect the interests of' mankiud ; mel'e 
litemry prouuctions, undel' the ycnemble llallle of some all 

• 
cient author. But the Pentatcuch, it must be l'emem bel'(;u, , 
is a history of e\'ellts tllO most extrao1'llinary and important; 
and not only so, but it exhibits also a constitution of civil go· 
vernment, and a com plete 10dy of ecclesiastical aull munici· 
pal laws. 

N ow, by the llypothesis which we have assumed for the 
sake of argumellt, this writillg, with all its history, laws, COll
stitutions, and lllinute and endless reguh.tiolls, relating to POl" 
sons, property, momls, crimes, sacrifices, public worship, and 
all the dh'ersifieu interests of society, is a forgery, ill\'{Jntcll 
and compiled in an age postOl'ior to that of Moses, toisted 

. upon the Jews as the authentic and genuine work of that 
lawgiver, and so universally received, honored, nnd obeyed as 
such, by the Jewish nation, that no record, tradition, frag
ment, or vesti!~e of whateve1' kind, of any other law, is now 
in 'being; and the memory of such prior and different code, 
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if it e\'el' existed, has entirely faded and disappeared from the 
• • 

records of the human race. 
• 

Who, upon this hypothesis, were the persons that first pu~ 
lished to the Jews this fietitions history and connterfeit ]aw.~ 
At what age did they li\Te ? When was the fabrication made, 

• 

alllI the cheat put upon the nation ~ Was it while the memory 
of ~[oses's name mill deeds wus still recent, 01' afterwards ~ 
Certuinly not at the former pet'iod, for then all things were too 
fresh in the recollection of men to admit the possihility of II. 

forgcry of this nature. :Moses himself might as readily have 
played upon the credulity of his eountl'ymen, as any of his 
immediate 01' early SllcceSSOI·S. Therefore, the imposition 
must IlllVe been accomplished in an age long posterior to the 
time of Moses. III that case, had the lu.w exhibited in the 
Pcntatellch been observed before, or not? If not, then the 
lIativn, at the time of its promulgation, would know it to be 

• 

It cheat, and would reject it as snch. It' it had been observed 
betoro, had such ObSCI'\TanCe been continually down fl10m the 
time of Moses, or not ~ If continually down, theu the law 
must have been f his f'I'aming, and the hypothesis fulls to the 
ground. If' not continually down, then the nearer the for
gery was to his t.ime, the more difficult it would be of execu
tion. For so the real institutions of Moses would be fresh in 
men's memory, and they would be able to detect, and would 
certainly repudiate, ull cOllnterfeits.* 

Innumerablc and insupcrahle difficulties press upon this 
hypothesis. We haye seen some ot' them; let us glance at 
others. 

If the Pentatcuch is a fabrication, the author of it put a 
key into the hands of' those upon wllom he sought to imposc 
it, which would enable them, with infallibl~ certainty, to detect 
the imposition. He makes the writing speak of itself as com· 

* See the reasoning of tllis paragraph presented in 11 more exte~ded form, 
and with great power, h: Still, Ol'ig. Sac. B. 2, c. 1. 
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pose,l by Moses i* he makes it say, that a copy was from the 
first prcscr\'ed in tho ark it, and he makl!s it obiigatory on the 
king to ha\'o a copy always by Hm.:!: Now, when the author 
of this conntet'feit history first brought it furward, it would be 
known by all, that thet·o was no copy in the ark; llono in the 
hands of the king i and nono in the hands of any body else. 
This shows, that the writing could not Le a furgery, but must 
11UVC been the genuine wurk of Moses; for, if it had 110t becn 
his, its own dechu'ations wonld hfi.ve interposed an effectLU\1 
uar to its reception. 

Tho Pentateuch vouches its own credibility by public ac-
, 

tions, observed at stated timcs.§ It 11al'l'ates various import-
Hnt events, and states, that, a~ the time when they occmred, 
certain observances worc instituted tu preset'\'o the memuryof 
them to l)osterity. For example, it relates the'destruction of 
tho first-born of the Egyptians, and declares that to commelU
orato 'this event, ihe :first-iJorn of' Israel, both of man and 
beast, were forever afterwards to be consocrated to the Lorl1., 
Let us 1I0W recur to the hypothesis, that the Pentateuch is a 
iorgery. When the i'abl'icatioll was fit-5t published, every 
person in the nation must have known, that there was no such 

• 

rite or custom in existence among them, as the consecration 
of the first·born to Jehovah. Yet this was as much a part of 
the origillallllattel' of fact, as the destruction of the Egyptiaus. 
\Vould they not, then, knowing one essential part of the state
lUent to be false, conclude the other to be f'llse likewise, and 
reject tho whole as a faule, and one, too, of an extremely 
clumsy construction ~ If I were now to invent some strange 
story about the first settlement ot' this country, I might per
halls gain SOHle credit to the tale among weak-minded persons. 
But if I were to add, that at the time when tbo alleged fact 
took place, it was solemnly appointed to be commemorated 

"*" Deut.,xxxi. 9. t Deut. xxxi. 26. l Deut. xvii. 18, 19, 
~ See" Leslie's Method with the Deists," on the argument from monuments, 
~ Ex. xiii. 15. 
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in all flltlll'e timo by indelibly l)l'n~ding n certain mark llpon 
the forehead of every male child, the most credulous Pl'lrson 
in the world would la.ugh the story to SCOrD, because every 
man he met would be n visible and stanaing confutation of it· 

• 
And it; not content with inventing a single fact, I should 

• 

fl~bric[\te a series of the mOilt public and r .. marknble occur
rences, vouch their credibility by an extended system or com· 
memoratiye festivals and observances, and publish the whole 
as an authentic history in the name of Christophel' Columbus,' 
expecting to get it received nr; snch by my countrymen,,
could any words sufficiently express the folly of such an at·. 
tempt ~ One universal scream of ridicule would be the only 
response it could meet. Yet exactly snch an attempt, d 

absurd, incredible, impossible as it is,' a certain class of 
• 

writers would have us believe, was not OD.ly made, but suc-
ceeded, in the case of the Pentateuch. 

But more and worse. The Pentateuch is not a mere 
history; it is a codo of laws likewise; a code, as all admit, 

, ,. " 

acknowledged and adopted by the Jews, as the civil and 
ecclesiastical constitution Qf tIl eir state. By the hypothesis 
under consideratiQn, this cQde is a fabrication, a fQrgery. 
Originally, therefore, the Jews were under a different law, 
!lnd this was foisted uPQn them by an impostor. Now, it W 
as easy to. impose a fabricated code Qn one nation as anQther, 

, 

and in the present age as any preceding Qne. Let anyone, 
then, ask himself, whether it would be possible now to invent 
a set of acts of congress, and· get them l'ecei ved by the whole 
American 1)eo.ple, as the established laws Qf the repuhlic, 
known and obeyed as such, since the origin Qf the gQvern· 
ment down to the present time? DQes this strike the reader 
as absurd and impossible 1 Not less absurd and impossible is 

, ' 

the suppositiQn of fo.rgery in the pl'eseut case. The impostor, 
who imposed the code of the Pentateuch up</ll the Heb~ew8, 
mUf;t have made them forget all the ancient constitutions 0.1' 

, 

their state, and believe, that they and their. fQrefathers had 

• 

, 

, 
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•• 

lived under a system oflaws Rnd institutions, which, in point 
of-fact, had nevor been known 01' heard of, till then. Is such 

.... a thing concei vable ~ Is it within the bounds of possibility i 
. The very polity and laws of th~ ancient Hebrews, as exhi
hited in the Pentateuch, might just as readily be imposed 
upon the American people at thil:l moment, to the exclusioll 
of all existing statutes, and the whole nation made to believe, 
that thoy are the only system of' ecclesiastical and civil law 
over known among them, as they could be iml)osed upon the 
Hebrew people, in any age subsequent to that of Moses, 011 

the hypothesis that they were a forgery. 
No other. instance is adduced out of' all history, none is 

even pretended, of a forged code of laws, purporting to be 
brought to light after a long interval, palmed upon the 

• 
nation as the genuine work of their ancient legislators, and 
actually adopted by them, as the rule of their civil and reli
gious institutions. It is impossible in this way to alter the 

• 

fundamental laws of a state, after long settlement, as eyel'Y 
candid person mnst see and own, on the slightest reflection. 
Such a procedure would produce endless confusion of inter
ests and rights, oYertul'l1ing, as it must, all the established 
relations of property, and' changing ell the old institutions 
and usages of society. l\fell would not submit to the change. 
A strildng fact illustrative of this point occurs in Roman 
history. Long after the death of Numa, a body oflaws was 
found in his grave. It seems tv have been believed, that 
these laws were of his ·composing. Yet, notwithstanding the 
vcneration in which his memory was held, the senate, judg
ing thorn contrary to the existing Inws, ordered them to be 
burnt. They would Dot even allow the public to know the 
nature and purport of them, lest the state should be unset-
tled by it:Y.· . 

A. writing lIlay be forged, and gain a temporary success, if 
it relate~ to matters not of general interest; but when it con

* StillingHcet, Oligo Sac. n. 2, c. 1. 
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" cerns the rights, privileges, and government of a nation, 
there will be enough, whose interest will lead them to pre
vent imposture. Men are quicksighted in what relates to . 
their estates and ii·eeholds. It is certain, therefore, tl,lat any 
attempt of the kind supposed, would fail, and would be" 
laughed at as the last abortive folly of a crazed imagination. 
Mell werc not simpletons in ancient times, any more than 
they are now. They had their senses, a3 well as we. They 
were as much alive to their interests, and as clear-sighted in 
the discernment of them. They were as tenacious of their 
rights, and" as unwilling to be deceived. No man, therefore, 
could forge, and no man did forge, the Pentateuch. The 
very supposition of such an imposture is a libell1pon the 
intelligence of antiquity. It is tantamount to a charge of' 
idiocy against the whole Jewish race. And if nations, in 
their associated capacity, could bring an action for slander, 
such an action could be sustained by the house of Israel 
against any man, who shou1<1 charge them with being so far 
"non compotes mentis," as to have allowed a forgery of the 
kind in question to obtain the least credit or currency among 
them. 

• 

The second internal proof of the genuineness and authen
ticity of the Pentateuch, is drawn from the minuteness and 
particularity of'the narrative, and from the general tone and 
style of the composition, which is remarkable for its artless
lIess and simplicity. The entire structure of the work is 
totally unlike the general detail of a remote compiler; in; "" 
whole manner the direct opposite of the labored ~lI"tjfice of 
fiction und forgery. This argument is of greater force in' 
such a writing as the Pcntateuch, than it would be in most 

• 

other compositions; 101' the author, it' he were an impostor, 
must have felt that he was engaged in an undertaking of the 
greatest difficulty; an lludertaldng requiring no ordinary 
ingenuity and no common caution; an undertaking, indeed, 
never bef'ore attempted, and little likely to succeed; and this 

• 

" 

" " 

• " • 
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consciousness must have occasioned a feeling of constrnillt 
and anxiety, which wonld be sure to betray itself in the cxe
cution of his self-imposed task. , ,But, in point of fact, from 
the beginning to the end of the five books of Moses, thero iH 
not the slightest appearance of any such feeling in the writer. 
lIe descends to the minutest details in describing the mate
rials and workmanohip of the tabernacle and its fUl1litul'c,
the altar, the laYcrs, the ark, the dress of the priests, the 
curtains and their borders, the pillars, the sockets, the l'illg~~ 
the loops, the tenono, &c., &c. There is the same minute
ness of detail in laying down rules for the sacrifices, in tlio
tingnishing between clean and unclean meats, in pointing 
out the various ways of contracting and l'elllov.ing ceremonial 
impu1'ity, and ill llcscribing the symptoms und the cure of 
.leprosy, both of l)cl'sons and of houses. Again, the same thing 
is observable in the geographical enumerations of the Pell
tateuch, and in its accounts ot'the marches and encampmc:nts 
of the Israelites. In regard to all these matters, the detail~ 
are numerous and exact in the highest degree; and many of 
them are repeated again and. again. But throughout the 
whole there i::; not the lea"t Ilppearnnce of art, or caution, 01' 

, 
dread of discovery. Now, all this is most lIatural and. 
probable, on the hypothesis that the Pentateuch is what it 
purports to be, and Moses the writer of it; but most unl1a
turnl and improuaule, on the hypothesis that an impostvr in 
a distant age was the author of' the writing. It is the way 
of f'o)'gel's and impostors to deal in vague generalities. 'fliey 
stulliously avoid minuteness of detail, for that greatly multi
plies the chances of discovery. But the author of the Pen
tateuch appears perfectly careless in this matter. He says 
what he has to say, in the most inm·tificial and guileless 
manner imaginable, interweaving laws with history, amI 
piling details upon details, without the least apparent solici
tude as to whcther his statements should be believed 01' lIOt. 

Could he have done this, ifhe had not known, that what he 

... , , .. 

, 
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wrutc was true; and if he had not felt, that it·would be 
, 

unhesitatingly credited by the persons, to whom if,vae ad-' . 
, \ . 

dressed V , 
The third intemal proof of the genuineness and authen-

ticity of the Pentateuch, is drawn from its impartiality. Wheh 
we see a writer manifestly actuated by a design to aggrnu-' 
<1ize hjlllsclf~ to advance his fumily and posterity, or, which 
is a fault highly chamcteristic 01' the Greek historians, to, 
raise the credit and fame of his own nation, we may suspect 
l1im oflcaving the beaten way of truth, to tread the devious, 
paths of' deceit. But thereeis no ground to suspect the I 

author of' the Pentutench of any such })ersonal, dOlllestie, or 
national bit\i:i. On the contrary, ne\'er has any other historian 
displayed the quality of iml'al'tiality ill so eminent a degree 
as this writer. See how he speaks of the llear l'elatives of " 
the lawgh·er. The faults of Aaron and Miriam, his brother 
and sister, the fault of Nadab and Abihu, his nephews, and, 
the rebellious conduct of his own tribe, in commOll with,that 
of tlle other tribes, on the return ot' the spies, are spoken of 
in terms at once plain and severe. Little is said of his wife, 
except that her name was Zipllorah, that she was an Ethio
pian woman, and that as such she was an object of contemp~ 
and hatred:x, His own sons were left in the meanest sort of 

. 

attendance upon the tabernable, no provision being made for 
tlle civil ad vuncement, either of them or their posterity. Quite ' 
as little does the author of the Pentateuch flatter the nation 
of the lawgiver. It could havo formed no purt of his design 
to enhance their reputation in the world, since he describes 
their frowardness, unbelief, mUl'mnrings, disobedience, and 
rebellions, in such vivid colors as might almost warrant th~ . 
suspicion of an intontion to vilify their national chal'act(jr~ 
He sets forth also, with great particularity, the faults and 
f'oibles of' the patriarchs, their ancestors, without seeking in 
the smallest degree to disguise 01' extenuate them. Sovel'al 

• N .. 1 1 urn XII, • 
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(If these ancestors he describes as having been guilty of h"ross 
cl'imes; aIld upon aU, with the solitary exception of' Joseph, 
he chnrges weaknesses and i~l?erfectiolls, which a zealous 
partizan would have studiously concealed. But the impar
tiality (If this writer is most conspicuous in his manner of' 
t'ipeaking of the lawgiver himself. Without the least I·esene 
he interweaves the history of his failings with that of the 
thilings of' his nation. Had he entertained the design of 
cansing his memory to be held in superstitious veneration by 
his countrymen, how easy had it been to leave out those 
passages whidl mal' the pm-fe(l)t symmetry of his character, 
lLnd.,o hscure the brilliancy of his reputation, as i~ fact hl\s 
been done by the Jewish historian JosephUS. But he ap
peal's perfectly indifferent in that regard, or rather, I may 
::lay, he studiously depresses the honor of men, his own as 
well as that of others, that he may magnify the power of 
God, und exalt his goodness towards a disobedient and rebel
lious people. And all this he does, not in an affected strain 
of rhetoric, but in a style natural and Ulladorned. The low 
dcsign of pandering to the taste of the multitude with rheto
rical phrascs, was manifestly beneath his ambition. Like 
Paul, he held in contempt that excellency of speech, on 

• 

which the ancient rhetoricians so prided themselves. He 
displays no vanity of composition, no anxiety about the ele
gance of' his periods. lie writes without effort and without 
art. Yet, had it heen his design to produce a splendid piece 
of writing, he shows plainly,enough, that he might have 
pursucd it with no mean success. "In the triumphant hymn, 
which he has inserted on the deliverance of the terrified 
Israelites from the host of Pharaoh, we discover a boldness 
und sublimity of composition seldom excelled. In the ad
dress to the assembled nation, supposed to be delivered by 
Moses shortly before his death; in the blessings promised 
for obedience, and the cnrses denounced against offenders; 
and especially in the Bong he taught the people, recapitu-

: . ',:, ;,! 
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luting the wonders of God's providence which they had 
witnessed, and the judgments they might expect; we 

• 

disco vcr a judicious selection of striking circumstllJlces, - . 
strong imagery, pathetic appeals to the tenderest feelings, 
und the authoritati ye language of the legislator and the 
prophet combined so aptly, as 1)rove the ,niter fully capa
hIe of commanding most powerfully the attention, and 
interesting the heart.*" Nevertheless, though ovidently so •. 
well qualified to produce a beautiful, eloquent, and engaging 
composition, and to emhellish it with every artistic oxcel
lence; he has written the Pentateuch ill such a way as to, 
show conclusively, tlJat this was ])0 part of his design. He 
seems, indeed, to have thought that truth itself is invested 
with such inborn majesty and perfection, ·as to command 
hoth the submission of our understanding and the affection 
ot our heart. 

The fourth internal proof of the gcnuineness and authen
ticity of the Pentateuch, and the only remaining one, to 
wllich the reader's attention will be called, is drawn from 
the intimate knowledge, which the writer everywhere dis
plays of Egypt, its climate, soil, productions, mallners, CllS

toms, religion, government, arts, and civilization •. It is true, 
indeed, that an argument of directly the opposite purport, 

, 

an argument in derogation of the claim of the Pentateuch to .. 
be considered as a true and genuine history, has been reared 
on the author's alleged ignorance of these very things, and 
his consequent blunders in his Egyptian references. But 
this, like all other atta<;ks directed against the evidences of 
divine revelation, has but added strength to the bulwarks 
of our faith, by calling to its aid the best powers of its ad-. 
herent8, who llave, with pious industry, explored· the whole 
subject~ and brought back, as the result of their learned 
labors, the certainty, that the 'VI'iter of the Pentatench, so 

_ far from being chargeable with ignorance on this score, was 

* GravcsonPcnt, Pt. 1, Lect. 2. 

• 
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})erfeetly familial' with the whole circle of Egyptian man
ners, arts, and learning. In this field IIengstenberg hUll 
particularly distinguished him~q1t: To his admirable work~ 
entitled" Egypt and the Books of Moses,"'!.' in which the s~b· 
ject is treated in detail, the reader is directed for full satis
fitCtion. All that cun be attempted here is a few brief 
references to some of tho moro striking points . 

• 

Tho author of the Pentateuch says of the Egyptian;;;, that 
they made the liyes of tho Hebrews bitter with hard bond
ago, in mortal' aud ill bl'iek.t Upon this statement, he haR 
been charged with ignorance of Egyptian nsages, and with 
transferring' to the valley of the Nile what really belonged 
to Babylonia. But the explorations of Egyptian mOlluments, 
lllalle during the present century, causo the charge to re
bound upon those. who have brought it. Champollion 
speaks of a tomb of brick at Sais, and a tomple of the same 
material at Wady HaIfa. Uosellinit says, that ruins of great 
brick buildings arc found in all parts of Egypt, and whole 
pyramids of brick at Dashoor. ",Vilkinson§ also attests the 
nse of crude uricks, baked in the sun, to have been universal 
in upper und lo\\'er Egypt, both f-:>r public and private 
buildings. II 

In the enumeration, which the author of the Pentateuch 
• 

has made of Pharaoh's present to Abraham, asses, sheep, 
and camels are ihcluded., On thia, also, has been founded 

* Translated by lUI eminent American scholar, Prof. Robinson, of :Middle-
bury College. 

t Ex. i. H. , , 

t I Monumenti deU' Egitto e della Nubia, ii. 2, p. 249. This l'eferwce, 
as also most of those wllich follow in the remaining" part of this clmpt4:r. 
except the biblical refercnces, arc taken from Hengstcnbcrg withont verifi· 
mtion, 1 he authorities not being at lmlld where the author writes. 

~ l\[ll'lnCrS and Customs of the Ancient Egyptians, London, 1842, vol. ii. 
11. 96. 

II Hengswllberg's" Egypt and the Books of Moses," pp. 1, 2. 
~. Gen. xii. 16. 
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the charge of ignorance and errol'. These animals, it is aI
legell, were not found in Egypt. But the monuments exhibit' 
Ullll1crOUS reprcsentations of both slieep and asses, proving . 
conclll~iyely, that they were found there, and that in great • 

. abundance. Camels, it is true, have not yet been found 
delineated on the monuments. But the strongest inference, 
which that fact will warrant, is, that they were not numer
ous. Even such an infeJ'ence is not certain; for not only. 
are many objccts, known to have existed among the ancient 
Egyptians, as the wild boar and the wild ass, for instance,* 
wau,ting in their paintings; but some are wanting, in which 
Egypt certainly aboundcd, of which class fowls and pigeous 
may sel'\'e as an example.t The reader's attention is called, 

, ill passing, to a singular omission in Pharaoh's present, viz. 
the horse. This omission affords an undesigned, but on that 
account all the more cogent evidence of the antiquity and 
genuineness of the Pelltaten.::h. The horse was native to 
Egypt, and founu thero in the greatest abundance. The 

, reason of the omission of this animal from Pharaoh's pre
seut, thcrefore, could not have been in the giver, but must 
have been in the receiver. Now it is certain, that, down to 
the time of Joshua and the Judges, little or no use is made 
of the horse by the patriarchs 01' their descendants. 'In all 

, 

the descriptions of the riches of Palestine, contained in the 
Pentatench, though camels, oxen, sheep, goats, and asses are 
enumerated, 110 menti011 is made of the horse. Would not 
a fa'brlcat.~r. who lived in the times of the kings, and after 
horscs hau become common in Palestine, have mentioned ' 
that animal? Beyond a doubt he would; for it is not likely, 
that he would know at what time the horse was introduced;, 
lind it is still less likely, that he would, have managed his 
forgery with so much circumspection for tho sake of pre
~e1'dllg historical consisteney.t To my mind, this is a very 

* Wilko vol. iii. p. 21. t Ibid. p. 
t ITcngstcnbcrg's " Egypt nnd nooks of Mosc~," pp. 3-7 
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strong argument ill SUpptwt of the genuine historical cha-
racter and }Iosaic origin of the Pentateuch_ . 

The d,'eam of Pharaoh's chief butler, as narrated in the 
Pentateuch,* has been SllI)posed to show the narratol"~ 

ignorance of the ng1'icu/tnre of Egypt. The dream implies . 
the existenc0 of the vinc in that country. Now IIcr(,dotus 
says expressly, that 110 dnes grew in Egypt, and I)]utarch 
afilrllls, that wine was neither drunk nor offered in sacrifice, 
till the time of P::;ammcticus, who was contempol'nry with 
.losiah. These, it must be owned, look like formidable h's
timonics. Yet eyon if there were no counter tcstimony, 
whcrewith to rclmt them, I would still adhere to the COIl

clusion cstahli"hed in the last chapter, i. e. that no such 
snperior erctlihility belongs to ancient profane history, that. 
it is til be helie\'cd in prefercncc, when its statements COli

-flict with those of sncrcd writ. But, fortunately, there is 110 

lack of' proof ill tlds cnse, to convict of errol' the heathen 
ltistoriuns, and to vindicate the truth of' the }fosaic 1'ocord. 

l~oth llell:t1Iit'll~ antI Diodorus not only attest the cultivatioll • 
of the dne in Egypt, hut ascribe to that country 11te origill 

of the vine·culture. Herodotus even may be confronted by 
Ilcl'ollotus;"\" 1~H' ont of othor parts of his writings, Ull argn
mont (If no little force, might he constructed, to })ro\'c tllat 

thc vinc was cultintted in Egypt at a yery ekrly day. But 
all this, however important it might he undel' other circulII
stances, is to little pltl'pose now, since the monuments show, 
conelutli\'cl\-, llOth thnt the vine was cultivated and wiue • • 

madc in the lallll of the ]lltnmohs. This fact is fullY ci'talJ· ,. 

lisltetl, tlu'ough thc labol's of Champollion, Roscllini, and 

'Vilkmsoll. Champo11ion:j: says, that there tlrc found, in thn 
grottoes of Beni Hassan, representations ot' the yine. the 
vintage, the putting up of tho wino h bottles 01' jnl's, tho 
transportation into the cellar, &c., &c. RoseUini§ devotes 

"" Gen. xl. 10, seq. 

~ Chump. 51. 

t Herod. ii. ,~2 o.nd 144, 

~ HoscH. vol. ii. 'PP' 365, et seq. 
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a w1l01f,1 section to gl'ape gathering and the. art of making 
wine. 'Vilkinsou':+ gives tho engl'aving and description of' 
an Egyptiall vineyurd, Im_cl the differcnt kind of labor be
stowed upon it .. t Joseph, according to the Pentatench,ig 
placed hy Potiphar 0\-01' all his substance, both in the houst' 
and in thc fiehl ;t and, aftor his exaltation, he himself' has a 
man o\'el' hi:; hOIl:,e.§ A cnstom l)eculiarly Egyptian, as the 
pnintings allllll<1antly atteRt.11 

The slltulleJcs,; impndence of Potiphar's wife is related hy 
the [luthor of' the Pt'ntnteuch.,- This is a touch of EgY})tiall 
mlmner", true to the life. N o\\'he1'e was the murriage vow 

• 

le~s r('glH'llcd. The wife of olle of' the kings, according to 
IIcrodutlls,*;" was untrne to him. ITe wished to take another, 
Ue hegan the search fin' a womnn, who had proved fllith
ful to her llllshalld. It was long before he founel s\lch an 
I)nc, and when he did, he took her without hesitation for 
hilllself: Herodotus describes the great corruption 9fmanners 
with respect to the marriage relation. The mOUllments do 
not gin! a fhyorahle testimony to the Egyptian women. 
They represent them us uddictt'd to excessive drinking, so 
as oftcn to he \l11ahle to walk, 01' e\'en to stand alone.tt . 

The uuthor of the Pentateuch is cl1arged with en'or in 
representing Joseph as heing admitted into the presence. of 
a Indy of sneh l'Ilnk as the wife of Potiphal',** since, as is 
alleged, none bllt eunuchs could enter the apartments of tlw 
women. Dnt the author knew better what to say than hi;; 
critics. Tho hlul1<1er is with them, instead of him. The.,' 
hnve transfcnc(l a cllstom of' the I~!lst to the banks of the 
Nile, while hc has ilpoken of' Egyptian manners just as they 
wero, therehy sllOwing thnt intimate acquaintance with his 
suhject, wltidl it is so difficnlt for a forger to attain. The . 

• 

t IIcngstcn. pp. 12-18 * Y. 2. pp. l-l:J, C't ;:1"1, 

t Gen. xxxix. ·l, 5. ~ GCII. xliii. 16, 19. xliv. 1. 
. o'G ... ,.. t ,I CII. XXXIII. " C seq. II lIcngstcn. p. 25. 

** .. III 11. • tt Wilk. Y. 2. p. 167. Hcnsten. pp. 25, 26. 
11. tt GCII. xxxix. 
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mOlluments,'according to 'VilIdnson,* rei-resent till women " 
111' EgYl't US living under far less restl'llint, than thp,t to which 
they Wl~re subject in more <:astel'n countries, or eVl.'n in 
l~I';e<:e :tEclf·. Ladies and gentlemen are delineated us 
mingling together, in their festive entertainments, with a1l 
111 e f'l'ccllom of 1ll0UC1'll Enrol)ean i lltercollrse. t " 

J o:icph, ,,-hell called before Pharaoh, iii represented in the 
Pentateuch as slutYing himsclf.t This was a purely EgJp- ",: 
tian custom. Herodotus§ mentions it as SllCh; and the",' ,"', 
:iculptul'cS confirm his representation.- According to Wil. 
kinsoll,:: the J~gyptiuns were so particular on this point, that .' 
.. to lllt\'e ncglecteu it wus a snhject of' rcproach and l'idi. " 
eule; Hllll whencver they intended to convey the idea of n 
lIIan oflow condition, 01' a slovenly person, the artists l'epre· 
,.outed him with a heard."" , .. 

, ' 

TIH.· fentateuch describes the lahors of Joseph in huilding 
,;torc,!wlliCS, and storing np corn against the fhmine::"'''' The ' ". 
paililillgs on the mOlluments give n vivid representation of . 
the whnlc scelle, showing how very common the store-house' 
was in Egypt. It appears fl'om the paintings, that they k..:lpt 
an aCC'JUllt of the nmoullt of grain stored in the magazines, " 
11.\1' at the side of the windows of one of them there are clIUl" , 

• 

IIcter" indicating the quantity depopited thel'ein."tt This " 
throws light on the statemcnt, that Joseph gathered corn U8 

the sand of the sca, " until he left llumbcring."t* ' 
The author of the Pentatench spellks of famine as visiting . 

Egypt and the adjaccnt country of Palestine at the same 
timc.S§ This fact has been seized upon by the enemics of 
revelation, and made the ground of a charge of ignorance 
ill the wl'iteroftlienaturalconditiol1 of'Egypt. Thefertility. 

*' V. 2. p. 389. 
t Gen. xli. 14. 
1f Hengstcu. p. 30. 

i ii. 35. 

t Rcngstcn. p. 26. 
II V. 3. p. • 

** Gen. xli. 48, 49. 
tt Hosel. v. 2. p. au, seq. 
~ Gen. xlvii. 13. 

U Gen. xli. 49. Hengstcn pp. 34, 
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of Egypt' depends upon the overflowingR of the Nile; the fe17-
tility of Palestine, upon rain; causes, apparently, quite diverse 
the onc from the other. This certainly has a suspicious l,ook~ 
Bntitonly needs a little deeper 6tudy of the subject to change 
the snspicion into an opposite certainty. The author's repre
sentation is in harmony with the meteorological phenomena in 
the case, and the reproach of ignorance recoils on those who 
make it. That the rise and overflow of the Nile depend, 
upon the rains which fall upon the Abyssinian mountains, 
is noticed even by Herod.otus. 'fhese rains, it is now well 
ascertained, proceed from clouds formed upon the Mediter
rauean Sea, and have th~ same origin as the rains which fall 
in Palestine.* Thus it appears that, contrary to what would 
tit first be supposed, the fertility of Egypt and the fertili,ty 
of Palestine have a common source; and the accura~yof 
the Pentatench is fully vindicated. Had the author's 
knowledge of Egypt been less, had it been grounded on 
mere hearsay, instead of actual observation, he would 'prob
ably lutve represented the matter in conformity with the 
demand of his calumniators, and so have proved his igno
rance to be equal to theirs.t 

The Pentateuch describes Joseph, his brethren, and the 
• 

Egyptians as sitting at an entertaimnent4 Another.touch 
peculiarly Egyptian. While the orientals, the Hebrews in-

. eluded, were accustomed to recline at their meaIs, the habit 
of the Egyptians, according to the monuments, was to sit.§ 
Rosellinill describes a painting, in which each of the gnests 
sits upon a stool, which, he says, in accordance with their 
custom, took the place of the couch.,- . 

The Pentateuch speaks of the steward of Joseph as desig
nating a certain cup of his master's as that out of which he· 
divineth.** The practice of divining by cups is mentioned 

, 

*Le Perc, Deser. v. 7. p. 576. t Hengsten. pp. 35,37. 
l Gen. xliii. 32. ~ Wilko v. 2, p. 201. 
\I Vol. 2. p. 439. 11 Hcngstcn. pp. 37,3S. n Gen. xliv. 5. 
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by J amblicus,·* as among the superstitions of Egypt; and it 
appears from a passage in Norden's Travels,t that tho cns
tom has descended through all; the intervening ages, dowil 
to our own times. In a remote extremity of Egypt, a pow
erful Arab chief addressed ono of the party thus: "I know 
what sort of people .you are. I have consulted myeup," &c.::: 

, e references of the author of the Pentateuch to the ge-
0 ... ..tphical relations and features of Egypt, though not nu
merous, arc such as to evince his accurate knowledge of the 
topography of the country. It is true, that they are scat
tered, incidental, and undesigned; but all the more cer
tain is the proof thence afforded, that the writer's knowl
edge was not laborious'y gathered for the occasion, nor re
ceived at second hand, but was original, derived from per
sonal observation, and of sueh compass and exactness as to 
ti'ee him from all 'lpprehension of falling into errors. On 
th~ whole, t~)ey vdd no little strength to the internal evi-

• 
dence of his credihility as an historian. But to bring ont 
this argument in its just force would require more space 
than can be spared for the purpose. Tho reader is, thore
fore, referred to the work of Professor HengstonbOl'g 011 

Egypt and the Books of Moses, where he will find it treated 
at large on pp. 42-61. 

The Pentateuch nurrut,cs, as a consequence of fumine, the 
sale to the so,'ercign of aU the lands of the people of Egypt; 
the reservation of the lands of the priests, because, llaving 
food assigned them hy Pharaoh, they were under no neces
sity of parting with them; and the parcelling out, when the 
famine was over, of the same territory to its former owners 
by lease, on condition of a yearly rent of one-fifth of the 
produce, to he paid into the royal treasnry.§ WlIat, now, 
is the testimony of profane writers ~ According to Herod-

• 
otns,\\ an ancient king had divided the whole land among 

* Part 3. ~ 14. p. 68. 
~ Gen. xlvii. 13,26. 

t V. 3. p. 68. t Hengsten. pp. 38. 39. 
II B. 2. c. 109. 
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the Egyptians, giving to each a square portion ot' equal ex
cellent, and receiving from each a yearly rent in return. 
According to Diodol'lls,* all the land in Egypt belonged . 
either to the kings, or the priests, 01' the military caste. 
According to Strabo,t the Egyptians, who were engaged in 
agricultme, held their land of the sovereign, and paid rent. 
According to the monuments, as we learn from Wilkinson, 
only kings, priests, and the military order were land owners .. 
.All these profane authorities concur with holy writ in the' 
lilain fact, viz. ; that the cultivators were not of' 
the soil. On one point, indeed, there is disa-
O'reement. The Pentateuch limits the of land to 
b 

the kings and the priests; Strabo it to the military 
order as well; and herein ty is confirmed by the 
sculptures.:!: But . a key, whereby this 
apparent discrepancy reconciled. It is in the state-
ment made by him, that the land of the soldiers differed 
ii'om that of the peasants in IJeing froe of rent; otherwise, 
he says, it belonge(l to the kings, and wus given by them in 
fee to the soldiery. But there is still another point of disa
greement between the Pentateuch and these prot'ane an
thors. ~roses asserts an original possession of the soil of 
Egypt by the cultivators, and a transfer of the title· to the 
king nnder extraordinary cit'cmnstances;, Herodotus knowl'l 
nothing of this, hut represents the king as the original pro
prietor. Now this contradiction, so far from invalidating 
the credibility of the J>cntatench, serves rather to confirm 
it, since it presents in 11 strong light the superior knowledge 
of the anthor, which extends back to a period not even ap
proached by the knowledge of profane writers. Here is au 
historical fact, stated by the Pentateuch, and vouched in the 
most ample manner by these writers, viz.; the possession by 
the Idng of all tlie 11111d of Egypt not owned by the priests. 

* 1 '"3 . , . t17.p.787. tWill.. v.I. p. 263. 
~ B. 2. c. 141. II Gen. xlvii. 19, 20. . 
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How did this fact origllate ~ How came such a condition of 
things to exist? Egypt was not obtained by conquest; and it 
is, therefore, wholI" inconceivable, as heing contrary to aU 

.; I r t 

the analogies of history, that the Idng should have been the 
original nroprietor. The author of the Pentateuch solves 
the problem, in a manner both natural and probable; the 
profane authors leave it not only unexplained, but il1expli
cablfl. Oan any ingenuous mind fail to recognize, in this 
accurate acquaintance with the condition of Egypt, in the 
most remote agCf:, a strong proof of the credibility of tlie 
writer, who exhibits it ~'k 

The author of the Pentateuch speaks of the embalming 
of Jacob as occupying forty days, und the mourning for him 
by the Egyptians as lasting seventy days. t The view given 
hy classical authors Diodorus,:j: Herodotns,§ and others,-

• 
of the general usage of the Egyptians, on both these points, 
ngrees with this statement exactly. Again, the author 
represents the funeral train, which accompanied the corpse 
of Jacob to Oanaan, as coming to the threshing floor of Atad, 
beyond Jordan, and mourning there with a great and sore 
Imnentation." This was, as we learn from other sOlU'ces, 
eminently an Egyptian custom. The classical writers show 
that the Egyptians appointed for themselves a very sol
emn monrning for the dead, especially for those of high 
rank.,- There is another touch in this history of the moul'll
ing for Israel, which evinces the anthor's intimate acquain
tance with Egyptian peculiurities. He represents .T oseph 
as speaking to the house of Pharaoh, and saying, " If now 
I have fonnel grace in your eyes, speak, I pray you, in the 
ears of Pharaoh," &c. ** Why did not Joseph go directly to 
the king with his request, as at other times ~ Doubtless, be
canse propriety, agreeably to the Egyptian conception of it, 
required the head and face to be shaven, and nOlle were 

1'- Henstcn pp. 62-70. t Gen. l. 3. ~ 1. 91, 72 . 
. ~ 2. 86. " Gen. I. 10, 11. 
~ Herod. B. 2. c. 85. Diod. n. 1. c. 91. ** Gen. 1. 4. 
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11ermitted to appear before the king unshorn. * But, on the 
otJ.er hand, the laws of mourning forbade the use of the 

• 

razor, while the mouming continued. t How natural, under . 
these circumstances, the application to Pharaoh through 
others, wllich, under other circumstances, would most natur
ally have been made in person! In the same history, the 
author distinguishes between the elders of the house of 
Pharaoh aIHI the elders of the land of Egypt;t that is, be-

• 

tween the court-officers and the state-officers. A distinction 
highly cJlIll'llctel'istic of' Egyptian usage, and noticed by pro
fane authors. The comt of' the king was composed of the 
sons of the most distinguished priests; while the state-offi
cers were taken from other orders of society.§ Such inciden
tal and undesigned allusions as these to peculiar customs, 
may well finest attention. They are the signat\U'e of truth. 
The Imowledge of an impostor, writing in a distant age and 
country, would not be likely to be so minute and accurate; 
neither would it manifest itself in a way so simple and nat
ural. Such a knowledge we should expect to find In Moses, 
but in no one else, by whom the Pentateuch could possibly 
be composed; and the fact, that the writing does actually 
on almost every page, exhibit this knowledge, is a strong 
al'gtmlent in support of its Mosaic origin . .il 

The author of the Pentateuch describes the feal' of Pharaoh 
lest the Israelites should multiply, and, when war fell out, 
should join the invading force, and fight against the Egyp
tians., A most reasonable apprehension; for the inhabitants 
of thc adjacent deserts are the natural eliemies of Egypt, and 
when these find allies among the Egyptians themselves,the 
couutry is in the greatest peril. That this is not an imagin
ary danger, the history of the Bedouins in Egypt. abundantly 
proves. These have made common cause with the foreign 

* Gen. xli. 14. Wilko V. iii. pp. 357, 
t Herod. ii. t Gen. I. 7. ~ Heeren, Ideen. S. 887. 
II Hengsten. pp. 70-78. ~ Exod. i. 10 . 
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invaders against all the powers that have successively held 
possession of Egypt,· the Arabs, the Saracens, the Turko· 
lUuns, the Memlook sultans, and the Osmanlies. The view' 
given by the Pentnteuch of' Pha~aoh's dread of the Hebrews 
is, therefore, in perfect accordance with the state ot' things in 
Egypt. So also does the method which it represents him as 
adopting to prevent their increase, accord with the known 
severity of those proud sovereigns towards foreigners, the 
objects of a boundless hatred and contempt.* 

According to tho Pentatench, Pharaoh made the life of the 
Israelites bitter with hard bondage in mortar and brick, and 
one ot'the ingredient;:; in the manufacture of the bricks was 
straw:~ The recent scientific explorations in Egypt show, 
that chopped straw is found ill the composition of the ancient 
Egyptian bricks.t Straw was used, according to Rosellini,§ 
to give greater firmness and durability to the bricks, they 
being for the most part not burned in the fire, but dried in 
the snn. A picture has been found ill a tomb at Thebes, of 
\\'hich Roselliniij furnishes a drawing, and which he does 
not doubt is a llictnre representing the Hebrews engaged in 
making hrick " Of the laborers," he says, "some arc em· 
ployed in tl'llnsporting the clay in 'Vcssels, some in intet" 
mingling it with the straw, others are taking the bricks out 
of the form and placing them in rows, still other;;, with a 
piece of wooel upon their back and ropes on each side, carry 
away the bricks already burned 01' dried. Their dissimilarity 
to the Egyptians appenl's at the first view; the complexion, 
physiognomy, and beard per!llit us not to be mistaken in 
supposing them to be Hebrews. Among the Hebrews, tour 
Egyptians, very distinguishable by their mein, figure, and 
color, are seen," &c. &c. Ono of the most interesting points 

• 

in this })ictul'(' is the intermixture of :Egyptians with the 

* Heng~ten. pp. 79, 80. 
§ Yol. 2, p. 259. 

t Ex. i. 14, ". 7. t R~el. vol. 2, p. 252. 
\I Vol. 2, pp. 254, seq. 
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Hebrews in their servile labors. It throws light upon an ex
traordinary circumstance connected with the exode, the fact, 
namely, that the Israelites were accompanied by a mixed mul~ 
titude of Egyptians. * They were described by the author of 
the Pentateuch as a rabble, a populace, hewers of wood and 
druwers of water, that is, as very poor, as the lowest servants. 
Just such people, native Egyptians, we should expect to find 
in Egypt, as the result of the system of caste; and just such, 
both classical authors and the monumeuts testify existed 
there in great numbers.t Regarded as unclean, they were 
deha1'l'ed all intercourse with their bl'ethren, and not per
mitted so mucb as to enter the temples. These the picture. 
places on a level with the hated and despised foreigners. 
What more natural than that, sharing with the Hebrews a 
common misery, many of them, at least, should choose to be 
partakers of their pilgrimage it 

The Pentateuch represents the mother of Moses as taking 
a chest of papyrus, smearing it with bitumen and pitch, 
putting the child in it, and then placing it among the reeds 
on the edge of the Nile.§ The mention of' these materials,.
papyrlls, bitumen, and pitch, shows the author's acquaint 
Ullce with Egypt. Pitch is found in Egyptian objects be
longing to the most remote times.~ Bitumen was a cbiet 
illgredient in embalming.' The papyrus plant was used in 
Egypt, aull only there, in the manufacture of various articles, 
as mats, ChCbts, baskets, sandals, and even boats; and that at 
an early day, as the sculptures testify.** In the most ancient 
of these, the papyrus is found with writing upon it.tt .' 

According to the Pentatencl), Moses carried a rod as his 

* Ex. xii. 38. t Herod. B. 2, 0.47. Wilk. v.l, p. 285. Heeren, 8. 150. 
t Hcngsten. pp. 81-86. ~ Ex. ii. 3. • 

• 

1\ Hengsten. p. 87. ~ Diod. 19, 99. 
** Wilko v. 3, pp. (j2, 14(j. Herod. 2, 96. Plut de Is. et Om. p. 

according to which Isis is borne upon a boat of papyrus. Rosel. n.s, p.124. 
tt Wilko 3, laO. Hengstlln. pp. 86, 87.' . 
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inseparable companion,':f and each of the magicians did the 
stlme.t The mOllumcnts:j: show that persons of rank, both 
priests and nobles, were accustomed to carry a staff, when 
they went abroad.§ , I 

The name of the Israelitish officers, whom the task-masters 
of Pharaoh placed over them, was, according to Hengsten. 
berg, "the writers."/I And this designation he pronounces 
highly cllaracteristic of the state of things in Egypt. Thcre 
was a time, when the argument against the authenticity of the 
Pentateuch, derived from the supposed non-existence of the 
art of writing in the age when it purports to have been writ
ten, was deemed very cogent. But the time is gone by, when , 

any weight can he attached to such reasoning. The monu-
ments prove conclusively, that in no country of the ancient 
world was facility in writing so gl'eat, in none were the ma
terials for writing so perfect, and in none was the passion for 
writing so incorporateu into the habits and business of the 
people, as in Egypt; and that, too, at a period anterior to the 
time of Moses, and even of Joseph. In this opinion scholartl 

. best qualified to judge upon the suhject, concur, as Wilkiu
son" Rosellini,*':f Salvolini,tt Gesenills,:j::j: Ewnld,§§ and 
others. " ,Ve must shut our eyes against the clearest light," 
says Rose11ini,1111 "if we would deny that the art of reading and 
writing was generally studied and practised in ancient Egypt, 
to as great a degree at least as .it now is among us." So 
that it turns out, that the many passages in the Pentateu,ch, 
implying a great extension of the art of writing among the 
Hebrews in the time of Moses, are founded in truth, and just 

* Ex:. iv. 2. t Ex:. vii. 12. t Wilko V. 3, p. 386. , 
~ Hcngstcn. p. 88. \I P. 80. 11' Wilko 3, 152. 
** V. II. 3, p. 272, seq. tt Campagne de Rhamses, p. 123. 
tt Appendix to his Hebrew Gram. pulllished a short time before his 

death. 
~~ His latest work, Geschichte dCB Volkes Israel, V. 1, pp. 68-71. 
1111 V. n. 3. p. 230. 
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make known what could not have been otherwise. Thus~ 

instead of invalidating, they confirm the narrative. They· 
witness not against, but for its Mosaic origin, and its entire 
trustworthiness. * 

The Israelites were directed, when they came into the 
promised land, to erect great stones, and write upon them all 
the words of the law. The stones were to be prepared for 
receiving the inscriptions by "plastering them with plaster."t 
In this mode of preparation there is It clear Egyptian refer
ence. It appears from the testimony of Wilkinson,t that 
sandstone and even granite were often covered with a kind' 
of stucco, before the inscriptions or paintings were made 
upon them.§ 

According to the Mosaic law, when stripes were inflicted, 
the guilty person was to "lie down alld be beaten."~ This 
was precisely the Egyptian mode. Wilkinson' describes a 

"" picture of an Egyptian bastinado, in which the culprits, men 
and boys, were laid flat on the ground, while the punishment 
was administered.** 

• 

The insolent pride and insane obstinacy, which the Penta
teuch ascribes to Pharaoh, representing him as saying, "Who 
is Jehovah, that I should hear his voice~" and as preferring 
to go to destruction, with his land and people, rather than 
yield to the divine command,tt are, as fully shown by the 
!Ilonumentstt in various ways, in accordance with the gen
uine spirit of the Egyptian sovereigns. These sovereigns 
were accustomed to style themselves "kings of the whole 
world,"§§ and they even carried their arrogance to such a 
pitch as to claim divine honors. II II 

The author of the Pentateuch represents Jehovah as threat-

* Hengsten. pp. 80-01. t Dput. xvii. 2. 
~ Hengsten. p. In. II Deut. xxv. 2. 
** Hengsten. p. 02. tt Ex. v. ct seq. 
tt Chnmpollion, p. 227. ~~ Ibid. p. 231. 
1111 Ibid. 257. Rosel. v. 1.1, p.115. Wilko v.1, lJ. 43. 

t V. 3, p. 300. 
1f V. 2, p. 41. 

Hengsten. pp. 94, 95 • 
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ening, that blood should be in all Egypt, both in wood and 
in stone,'* that is, as our translators have rightly supplied, 
\'cssels of these materials. .A. remarkable expression, con. 
taining a wholly unpremeditated and most important Egyp_ 
tian reference, viz. to the custom of filtering the turbid water 
of tho Nile in vessels of wood and of stone, chiefly the 
iattcl·.t The knowledge, exhibited by the author, of the 
COUlmon method of purifying water in Egypt, is not so im. 
pOl·tant as the manner of' the exhibition. ITe does not, as 
Hcngstenuerg aptly expresses it, obtrude his' knowledge. 
ITe snpposes that a mere hint is enough for his immediate 
reallot's, who were thcmselves acquainted with the peculiari. 
ties of Egypt.:j: These two littlo words "wood and stone," .' 
thus inul'tificinlly introduced in this conltexion, certainly 
afford both a striking and a strong proof, that Moses is the 
author of' the Pentateuch. 

Tho same verse§ contains a direction to Moses to take his 
roll and stretch out his hand upon tho waters of Egypt, upon: 
its streams, upon its canals, upon its pools, and upon all its 
collections of waters. Here is a classification of' the waters 
of Egypt, accurate to a tittl,e. The streams are t.he arms of 
the Nile. The canals are the artificial ditches which abound· 
cd in Egypt. The pools are the stagnant ponds formed by 
the Nile, of which there are many. And the collections of 

• 

water are all the other standing water, the lakes and puddles 
at a distance fl'om the Nile.11 

According to the Pentateuch, Moses was directed to go to 
Pharaoh in the morning when he went out to the water, and 
to meet him on the banks of the Nile., This is an entirely 
artless and undesigned allusion to a prominent superstition of 
Egypt, that of worshipping the Nile as a divinity. In the 
most ancient times divine honors were paid to this river by 

* Ex. vii. 19. 
t Mo.vr, Reise, Th. 2, S. 19, Le Bruyn, v. 2, p.l03. Thevenot, v. 1, p, 245. 
t Hengsten. pp. 110, 111. ~ Ex. vii. 19. 
\I Hcngsten. p. 111. ~ Ex. vii. 15, viii. 20. 
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the Egyptians. Herodotus* speaks of the priests of'the Nile. 
Plntarcht makes it identical with Osiris. Lucian:l: calls ita' , 
common divinity of all the Egyptians. Heliodorus§ names it 
the Egyptian Jupiter. The monumentsll corroborate this 
testimony of the classical writers. One of the paintings l'ep
resents Remeses II. as offering wine to the god of the Nile, 
who, in the hieroglyphic inscription, is caned" the life-giving 
father of all existences.'" 

The Hebrews dwelt in that part of Lower Egypt which 
borders on the Red Selt. According to the representations 
of the Pentateuch, Pharaoh was able, on tho instant, to bring 
into the field almost the entire martial power of his king
dODl.;Hf This seelllS incredible to a person unacquainted with 
the disposition of the military forces of Egypt; but to one 
who knows the stato of things on this point, nothing can be 
more natural and probable. It was precisely on this bordor, 
the Illost exposed of all the parts of Egypt, that, accordhig to 
the acconnts of profane authors, almost the entire military 
power of' Egypt was concentrated. Herodotus states, that 
sixteen districts were allotted to the military order within the 
Dolta, while, in all Middle and Upper Egypt, only two dis- , 

. tricts were in possession of the soldiers. tt 
From an industrious and learned survey of all that appears 

in the Pentt\touch on the subject, Hengstenberg:l::I: arrives at 
the conclusion, apparently a ,iust and solid one, that the only 
force, with which Pharaoh pursued the fleeing Israelites" 
consisted of chariots and chariot-warriors. Cavalry, in the 
moderll acceptation of the term, there was none j and infan
try, ulfder the circumstances, could not llave taken part in 
the pursuit. Now, how does this representation, made by 

, 

* B. 2, o. 90. t De Is. et Osir. p. 363. 
t JupitCl' Tragoed. Opp. v. 2, 69\). ~ Aeth. 9, 435. 5, 203. 
\I Champollion, In den Briefer aus Egypten, S. 121. 
fJ Bengston. pp. 112-11-4. ** Exod. xiv. 
tt Beeren. S. 37. I ~t P. 134, seq. 

, 

" 
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the author of the Pentateuch, agree with the information 
derived from ancient profane writers, and from the recently 
discOVCl'cd monuments of Egypt? In the most exact and 
l'emarkal11e manner. Homel''*' represents chariots as consti. 
tnting the principal strength of the Egyptian army. Cham.' 
pollion, drawing his inference from the monuments, says of 
the war chariots :t "This was the cavalry of the age; camlry 
properly speaking did not exist then in Egypt." Iwsellinit 
informs us, that, whenever the armies are represented ou the 
great monUlllents of Egypt, they are Coml)osed of troops of 
infantry and ranks of chariots. Wilkinson,§ though not ad. 
mitting tlmt the Egyptians had no horsemen at all, yet agl'ees 

• 

with Rosellini in the main })oint, viz. that their principal 
military force consisted in chariots.1I 

The author of the Pentateuch' represents Miriam, after the 
triumphal hymn on the passage of the Red Sea had been sung' 
by Moses and the children of Israel, as taking a timbrel, and 
aU the women as following her, and the whole train as an. 
swering the men in responsive notes, " Sing ye to Jehovah," 
&c. The monuments*'x- reproduce this scene in all its parts. 
Separate choirs of men and women are represented on them, 
singing in alternate responses; the timbrel, or tambourine,' 
is represented as the instrument of the women, as the flute is 
that of the men; and the playing of the tambourine, unac· 
companied, as here, by other instrnments, is represented in 
connexion with singing und the dance. Further, it appears 
from the monuments, that music had eminently a religious 
destination in Egypt itt that the timbrel was specially devoted 

• 

* II. 9, 383. t P. 442 of German Transl. of his Letters, 
. t V.II. 3, p. 232. ~ V.l, pp. 288,335. 

II Hengsten. pp. l3~ 136. 1f Ex. xv. 20, 21. 
** Champ. S. 53, der Briefe. Wilko v. 2, pp. 253, 254, 314. Rosel. II. 

3, p. 37 seq. 
tt Rosel. II. 3, p. 78. 
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to 8at)'cd USCS ;'x- and that religious dunces were performed in 

tIle worship of Osiris·t 
The uutIlOr of the Pentateuch, in Numh. 10, speaks of two 

silver trumpets, llsed for calling tIle congregation together, 
for giving the signal to break up the camp, for use in war, 
nnd for festul occusions; and in Lev. 25, of another kind of 
trumpet, by whose blast the year of jubilee was proclaimed. 
From Josh. G : 4, it appears that this last was of a crooked 
forUl, since it is there called interchangeably a trumpet and a 
horn. The other sort, therefore, was the straight trumpet. 
The monuments show, that trumpets were used in Egypt 
for military purposes flS far back as the earliest times of the 
Pharaohs.:!: The crooked trumpet, indeed, is not found on 
them; but Enstathius§ mentions an instrument of this sort, 
whose invention lie ascribes to Osiris, and which he says was 
used for assembling the people to sacrifice. It is very ob-
8e1'\'3hle, that the straight trumpet only was in general use 

, 

in both nations, and especiully that in beth it alone was em-

ployed in war.!1 
But I have already exceeded the space proper to be de

voted to this branch of my subject, and, tempting as ,the field 
is, must withdraw the han(1. The Egyptian references de
tailed nbove are but n. portion, and that by no means the ' 
larger portion, of such references contained in the Pentateuch. 
Indeed, these allusiots are incomparably more numerous a:nd 
direct than any Ol1e had supposed, till they were brought to 
light by the learned industry of Hengstenberg. Both the 
Egyptian references hero given, and those which are omitted, 
everywhere exhibit a writer possessed of' the most ample and 
exact knowledge of Egypt in its topography, climate, soil, 
tillage, productions, animals, resources, arts, snperstitions; , 
laws, manners, customs, and civilization. Much light has 

* Wilko V. 2, p. 316. 
i Wilko v. 1, p. 207. 
'I \\,. lk ""60 "li" II 1. V. -''' , ....... 

• 

t Rosel. II. 3, p. {)6. Hengsten. pp. 136, 137. 
~ On the Iliad, v. 4, p. 65. 

Hcngsten. lIP. 137, 138. 
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been thrown upon all these points by the,late researches ot' 
Euglish, French, Italian, and German arclueologists j but not 
Qne of their innumerable discoveries comes into conflict witb 
any of the statements contained in the books of Moses. One 
of the most enlightened, discriminating, ana cautious of these 
scholars, Sir Gardncr Wilkineon, beurs this distinct an(i 
important testimony: ,,'Wherever any fact is mentioned in 
the bible history, we do nut discover any thing on the monn. 
ments, which tends to contl'lldict it. '* No; in all the refer. 
ences to Egypt contained in the Pentateuch, though so many 
and so various, though scattered through every part of the 
writing, and mixed up with almost every topic which it em. 

, 

braccs, thore cannot be detected a single element, which is 
not clearly and decisively Egyptian. Could a fictitious nar· 
rath·c, fabricated in a remote country and a distant age, ac· 
eomplish such a result 1 "Cl'edat J udaeus A pella !" Bnt 
e\'cn tllis statement does 110t bring out t.he argument in its 
strungest light. It is not so mnch the extent or the accuracy 
of the writer's knowledge of Egypt, as it is the manner in , . 

, 
, 

which he bl'illgs it out, that seals the trustworthiness of the. 
narrative. This is always so incidental, so unpremeditated, 
so undesigned, 80 perfectly inal'tifieial, and so destitute ()f 
all explanatory remarks as not necessary for his immediate 
readers, ItS to constitute an indubitable signature of truth. 
Such n. 111 a1111 01' would be quito natum? in Moses, but most 
unnatural, amI imleed impossible, in a mythic hi~tol'ian. It 
is a manner which can110t he assumed by an impostor. We 
lwyc here, then, both ill the Egyptian lmowledge of the 
(I.utllol' mul ill the manner of its exhibition, a strong internal 
Pl'oof" uf the cl'ellioility of the Pentateuch, of its composition 
ill the age of ltloses, and consequently of its Mosaic origin. 
He who is not cOllvinced hy it of the genuineness and authen· 
ticity of the work, is certainly very far removed from credu· 
lity; hut then lIe stands at an equal distance from that intel 
ligent candor, which feels ana owns the force of truth. 

, 

* Anc. E£!:. 1. 34. 
~ 

• 

• 
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CHAPTER V. 

Divino Legation of Moses. 

• 
• 
• 
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THE divine legation of Moses is a legitimate inference from 
the argument contnined in the last chapter. If the Cl'edibility 
of the Pentateuch be once admitted, then it follows, as ,a 'mat
tel' of course, that, in establishing the Hebrew conlotitution, 
Moses was the accredited minister of Jehovah; since, 
throughout the entire writing, he C0nstantly claims to have 
acted in that capacity. Here I mi;;ht ,'est the proof of the 
divinity of Moses's mission; but, that nothing may be want
ing to the foundation of our faith, I propose" in the present 
cbapter, to adduce three additional topics of argument to 
establish the point in hand, to wit, the theology, the morality; 
and the miracles of the Pentateuch. 

The theology of the Mosaic code attests its divine original. 
This is the first proposition to be illustrated. Here, as the 
basis of the following al'gument,* the principle is assumed, 

• , . 
that a religious element belongs to the original constitution ot' 
man. It is instinctive with him to fear the power, to rever
ence the authority, to propitiate the favor, to lean upon the 
help, and to imitate the conduct, of some superior being. He 
is thus impelled, by a law of his nature, to wOl'ship a divinity., 

* For mnny of tho thoughts, nnd some of the expressions, contained in 
this argument, tlle writer acknowledges himself indehteu to the ingeniou~ 
nnonymous author of the Philosophy of tho Plnn of Salmtion, to which 
work the render is referred. 

• 

• 
• 
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• 

• 
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. , , 

Accordingly, we find no nation, either of ancient or modern "" 
times, sunk so low in the scale of l'ational existence, as to be . 
without some notion of a god, some rites of worship, and.some 
sentiments of religion. I 

Now, it belongs to the essential nature of religious worship 
to assimilate the moral attributes of the worshippers to those 
of the object of worship. The heathen themselves recognize 
this principle. "The sum of religion," said Pythagoras, "is 

• 

to be like him whom thou worshippest." "Think of Buddah," 
say the priests of that pretended deity, "and you will be 
traDsformed into Dudclah." 'fhis is consonant to the highest 
reason. The heart seeks to be in favor with its god j and 
what mOl;e natural means to that end, than the imitation of ... 
his qualities and actions, the assimilation of our character to 
his ~ The god, whom we worship, must constitute our idel'l 
of perfection j and the nearer we approach our ideal, tho 
higher, in our own estimation, will be the degree of excel· 
lence which we have reached. Every act of worship, there
tore, every prayer, every deyout aspiraLion, every serious 
thought of the divine natu1'e, must tend to make us one with 
nul' god, and to transfer to olU'selves the impress of his <:har· 
acter. 

The history of idolatry confirms this reasoning, The gods 
of Egypt were unwarlike; as a naturnl consequence, the ordi· 
nary policy of Egypt was peacefu1. Odin and Thor, those 
sanguinary deities of the north, turned their worshippers into 
bloodhounds, to whom war was theil' native element, and the 
ficent of carnage more grateful than incense. One of the her0-
gods of the Northmw is represented, in their wild mythology, 
as having committed suicide; and his followers, who had 
failed LV die in battle, imitatecl the horrid deed, lest 11 natural 
death should abridge their pleasures in t.he halls of Valhalla. 
Yenus, that impersonation of sensual pleasure, was the chief 
divinity of the Cyprians and the COl'intllians. What followed 1 
The persons highest in honor in those places were prostitutes, 
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who oxercised their vocations within the very temples o(t~le 
goddess; ancllust and sensnality held an undivided empire 
over aU hearts. 

Idolatry had o,-erspt'ead the earth, and was tho universal 
religion of man kind, when the law ,ms proclaimed from Sinai. 
Would the reader learn its influence? Lot him listen to tbe 

• 

testimony of two of the most distinguislJod moralists among 
the ancients. Plato says: "The histories of the gods ought 
not to be rehearsed in public, lest they should influence the 
youth to the commission of crimes." Seneca says: "How 
"'ront is the madness of lUen I They lisp the most abominable 
~ . 

prayers; and if a man is found listening, they are silent. 
What a man ought not to hear, they do not blush to relate to 
the gods. If anyone considers what things they do, in~tead 
of decency, he will find indecency; instead ot' the honorable, 
the unworthy; instead of the rational, the insane." . 

The lahor of unfolding, in detail, the nature, extent, ten
dencies, and results of the ancient idolatry, is reserved for a 

. subsequent part of this work.* Bnt it may be obse,l'ved, in 
passing, that all history abounds with testimonies, similar to 
those cited above. There was scarcely an object, element, 01' 

living creature in nature, good or bad, which did not receive 
n hernt-debasing and life-corrupting worship. Dead men, 

• 

celestiulluminaries, light, ail', "'ind, fire, hills, stt'eams, groves, 
beasts, birds, reptiles, plants, darkness, storm, pestilence, the 
rates, the fUl'ies, and other like objects, were deified, and 
adored by tel'l'ificd and trembling "otaries. By a system of 
worship, so bHnd and degrading, reason, truth, and "irtllc 
were well nigh obliterated from the human heart; and, in 
their place, tolly, falsehood, and vice reigned with almost un
disputed sway. Not only ill the ruder and more uncivilized, 
but even in the most enlightened and polished nations of gen- . 
tile antifluity, immoralities the most revolting, and crimes the 
most nnnatlll'ul, we: e sanctioned by the example, and conse-

• 

¥.' See the Chapter on tile Hebrew Theocracy in the Second Book. 
15 

• 

• 
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cratod in the worship of the gods. Lewdness was practised iu 
the te1Ul)les, and human victims bled upon the altars of these 
impure and sanguinary deities. 

An important inquiry arises Jlere; an inq1llry of such mag
llitude, that its solntion invol ved the moral destinies of the 
human raco. It is, whether man, by his own unaided efl:'orts, 
was able to overthrow so vast a system of errol' and corrup
tion, und to replace it with the reign of tmth and purity? .A 
cantlitl survey of the difficulties to be overcome, taken in Con. 
naxion with the condition and powers of human nature, must' 
lllducc tho sad conviction, that no such ability inhered in 
man, that no such means werc within his grasp. 

What would be tho very first step in such a labor ~ The 
production of a 1Jorfect God; ·tho creation of an object of 
worship, pure, holy, just, wise, good, in short, possossing all 
tho proper attributes of divinity in an infinite degree. Aud 
hy wlw.t ugent must tllis iuoa of a perfect being be originated 
and developed? By imperfect mUll, a being of high nati,e 
endowments, undouhtetlly; but with a blight resting' upon 
all Lis powers, ··tho reason, the understanding, the will, the 
ufl'ections. IICl'e is a plain impossibility. The stream can
not rise higher than the fouutain; much less can the finite 
originate tho infinite, tho impure tho pure, the creature of 
an hour, the uncl'eateu and eternal one. Man could not 
invost his deities with a holier character than belonged to 
himself. IIe could transfer his own ill1})el'fect attributes to 
them, and that was the limit of his power in res})ect of 
lIlaking gods. A sagucious amI philosophic heathen has 
perceivcd and expressed, in ono brief but pregnant sentcnce, 
the wholo truth in reference to this matter. " Instead of the 

". Ree 011 the suhject of ullcient idolatry Maimon. do Idol. Euseb. Prnep. 
Eml!g'. L. 1. C. D. Lelalld'~ Adv. of Rev. Pt.!. Bryant's Analysis of 
)Iythology. Cic. de Nat. Dcor. Voss. de Idol. Selden de Diis Syriis. 
Clmvl's 011 the Pent. Pt. 2. Lcct. 1. Jos~phus con. Apioll. And the c1n!!
sicul writers pussim. 
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transfer to men of that which is divine," says Oicero, "they 
transferred human sins'to the gods, and then experienced again 
t.he necessary reaction." 

• 

.But suppose this :first obstacle overcome, and It suitable 
object of worship imagined and unfolded. Another difficulty, 
of scarcely inferior magnitude, would instantly start up in 
the path of him, who should undertake the more than Her
culean task of uprooting idolatry, and replacing it with a 
holior worship. How to persuade men to forsake their follies, 
and embrace the truth? :, Hic labor, hoc opus est." The 
mere revelation of II. propel' object of worship is not enough. 
Sueh revelation must be accompanied with' a power suffi
ciently great to arrest men's attention, to convince them of . 
the impotence of their idols, to induce theln to forsake those 
lying vanities, and to worship the holy being, made known 
to them. But su~h II. power as this belongs to God alone, 
and cttn be wielded by none but those whom he employs and 

• • commISSIons. 
Of all this, the following is the sum. lfan'snaturc is 

religious. He instincth-ely ,,"orships some l)cing, whom he 
regards as God. It is the nature of religions worship to assi
milate the character of the worshipper t<iilihat of the being 
worshipped. The objects of worship, everywhere thronghout 
the ancient world, were corrupt and corrllpting. In order to 
man's moral improyemcnt, he must have a holy object of 
worship. It is obviously impossible for an imperfect anel 
sinful man to odginate the idea of a perfect and sinless god. 
And even if this impossibility could be overcomc, man does 
not possess tho power necessary to eradicate idolatry, aud 
replace it with a better worship. Men must, therefOl:e, have 
forever remained wicked idolaters, unless God had interposel! 
t'or their deliverance. But God diu interposo. This is evident 
from the fact, that there is n. large portion of mankind who 
have renounco(1 idolatry, and now profess nnd practise a. 
purer faith. This reformed w01'3hip is coc\'al with the Hobrew. 

• 

• 
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l'olity. ~he gods, whom mell invented and set up, were as 
illlperfect and wicked as themselves; and from the nature of 
t.he case, they could not be otherwise. on the con
trary, revealed a holy and a l)~rfect God. How llUre, how 
amiable, how sublime, how transcendently glorious the cha
racter, with which this God is invested by the Hebrew law
,river! "I nm that I alU"* is the mysterious and awful title, 
~ 

UlHlcr which he declat,cs to the children of' men his self-exis-
tence and eterIJity. His unity is anllounced, with majestic 
In'e\'ity, in the sentence, "Jehovah, om' God, is one Jeho
vah :" t IIis crcati ye powcr, in the sublime recol'd, In the 
bcginning Gud created the hcaven and the earth: t His 
15010 nnd supreme dominion, in the ueclaration, "Jehovah, he 
i:; God ill hcrtnm abov~, and upon the earth beneath; there is 
IIOllc c!8C :" § And his moral perfcctions of wisdom, justice, 
hulincss, t.ruth, goutlncss, and mercy, in such noble and . 
glowing cXpt'csSiOl1S as these following: ".lUcribe ye 
grcntnc~s to OUl' Gotl; hc is the Rock; his work is perfect; 
Ill1' all his ways arc judgment j It Guu of truth, and without 
iui(lItity, just and right is ho ;11 glorious in holiness, fearl'ul 
in praises, doing woncIers jCf merciful nna gracious, long
,mfi'cring and abundunt in goodness, keeping mel'cy for 
thousands, forgiving iniquity, trunsgression nnd Sill."+c* To 
this sc1f~existcnt, eternal, only, omnipotent, supreme, wise, 
just, holy, true, and merciful Gotl, Moses everywhcre ascribcs 
a providencc, both sovcrcign and universal, which he rc
prcsents, not only as directing the government of the uui
vel'~l' by gcnerallaws, but also as superintending the conduct 
mill (it!tcrlllilling tho fortune of evory nation, of overy family, 
1l1lll ·)f ovcry illdiddual of tho human species. Ho\V striking 
is tll\.! cOlltmst, which tlli~ sublime delineation of Jehovah as 
the maker, proprietol', and sovoreign of the univel'Se, in-

. J' ... 14 .~ " .. x. Ill. . 

~ Dent. i\'. 3D. 
**1.' ·6-",x. XXXI\'. " , 

't ])eut. h'. 3n. 
IJlhid, xxxii. 3, 4. 

t Gen, i. I, 
f! E.'t. xv, 11. 
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,rested with O\'01'y conceivable excellence, presents to the 
gl'oveJling mythology of the most enlightened portions of 
the ancient world, in which tho objects of religious worship 
were pictured with the passions and vices of the fierce and 
licentious chieftains of the primitive ages. And Moses not 
only reven.1od a perfect God, and published II. true theology, 
but be also nccompnnied the revelation and the publication 
with such nn exhibition of supernatural power, ns to enable 
him to O\'crthrow the systcm of idolntry, and establish the 
better faith upon its ruins. 

From all this it follows, as I conceive, by direct and 
inevitable inference, t1111.t Moses held a divine commission, 
and that in founding his constitution of government, and 
proclaiming its laws, ho acted as tho legate and ministel' ot' 
Heaven. The Pentatcuch, so diverse t'rom aU the produc
tions ot' philosophic genius, nnd so superior to them, prcsents 
a remarkable phenomenon in tho intellectual and moral his
tory of our race. If we admit the inspiration ot' its author, 
the phenomenon is at once explained; it' we deny his inspi
ration, no rational solution ot' it can be offered. The publi
cation of such a theology, ill such an ngo, a theology, which 
put to flight the darkness and the e1'I'or of l)olytheislll, when 
polytheism hnd covered the earth with th~ temples and the 
altars of its monster gods,' canllot be satisfilctorily accounted 
for without allowing, and is f'atisfactorily accounted for by 
allowing, the truth of the Mosaic history, and the establish
ment of the Mosaic constitution by divine authority. 

The ..l.orality, not less thnn the theology, of t.he Hebrew 
code, proves the divine mission ot' the lawgiver. This is the 
second point to be opened in the present argum~nt. The 
first thing, which attl'Ucts 0\11' attention here, is the decalogue, 
01' ten commandments. These· constitute a snmmary of" 
moral duty, ofullequalled excellence 3nfl hreadth ; a summary. 
containing the seminal principles ot' all human virtue; a 
slllllmm'Y, so cOIll)1l'clicllsi\'e und perfect, that it cannot be 

• 
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improved by any conceivable addition 01' subtraction. The 
lJl'l!cepts of the decalogue alone, it has been well and truly 
tillid by Gognet,·)' disclose more sublime tl'uths, more max
llJiS essentially suited to the h,appiness of man, than all the 
writings of profane untiquity together can furnish. The mOl'e 
ullG lJ.lcditates upon them, the brighter and more stril{ing 
dues their wisdum appear. Vain would be the search among 
thl! wl'itillgS of' profane antiquity, not merely of the remote 
Hutilluity whell the law was published from Sinai, but ofthe 
1;lU5t rdinod and philosophic ages of Greeco and nome, to 
liuJ so broad, so complete, and so solid a basis of morality 
as the decalogue exhibits. t 

It is related of a distinguished lmvyer,t who had been 
t!cl!ptical on tho subject of divine revelution, that he under
tuok the study of the Old. Testament, with a view of satisfy
iug hilllself as to the validity of its claim to be an inspired 
writiug. When he came to tho decalogue, and had given it 
all attentive perusal, lost in admiration of its superhuman 
j>0ricdion, he exclaimed, 'I Where did Moses get that law~" 
I ... the resolution of' that question, he applied the powers of 
au acute and discriminating mind, vigorous by original en· 
duwllieut, aud disciplinod to exactness by the study of the 
bw and the practice of the legal profession. The result WM 

lllO l'C'llloval of every sceptical doubt, and the attainment. 
of a clear and earnest conviction of tho divine original of the 
Inw. ' 

And Low, illlleeu, could an enlightened and candid ex· 
amination of thc decaloguo have a different issue ~ The first 
1l'U1' conunanc1ments inculcate that profound and penetrating 
~(!lltiment of piety, which forms the only immovable founda
Lun uf human virtue. This part of the decalogue enjoins 
" the adoration of tho one 'true God, who maue heaven and 

• 

earth, the sea, and all that in them is; who must, thel'efore, 

* Orig. of Laws. t J. Q. Adams's Letters to his Son. 
t Tract 321 of Am. 'fr. Soc. 
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be iufinite ill power, and wisdom, and goodness; the ohject 
of exclusive adoration; of gl'atitude for every blessing we 
enjoy; of fear, for he is a jealous God j and of hope, for he 
is mcrciful. It prohibits every species of idolatry; whether 
by llssociating false gods with the trlle, 01' worshipping the 
trno oy symbols or images. Commanding not to take the 
name ot' God in vain, it enjoins the observance of all outward 
respcct for the divine authority, as well as the cultivation of 
iuward sentiments and feelings, suited to this outward reve
renee; and it establishes the obligations of oatlls, nnel, by 
consequcIlce, of aU compacts and deliberate promises; a 
principle, without which the administration of laws would be 
impracticable, and "the bonJs of society must be dissolved. 

, By COU11l1am1illg to keep holy the Sabbath, as the memorial 
of the creation, it establishes the necessity of public worship, 
and ot' a stated and outward profession of the truths of l'eli
gion, as well as of the cultivation of suitable feelings: and it 
enforces this by a motive, which is equally applicable to all 
mankind; anel- which should ho.ye taught the Jew, that he 
ought to consider aU nations as equaUy creatures of that Je
hovah whom he himself adorecl; equally subject to his 
government, and if sincerely obedient, equally entitled to all 
the privileges his favor could bestow."* 

The fifth commandmen.t enjoins, as next in importance to 
the lIuty of worshipping the creator, that of honoring our 
earthly po.rents, as those to whom we owe the greatest of 
em'thly obligations, and aro l)Otlllll by the strongest of' earthly 
ties. And while tho obligation of honoring father and 
mother is alone specifically named, thero can be no doubt, 
that the principle of the law was meant to be extended to aU 
tho duties arising out of our domestic relations, and indeed 
to all "the duties belonging to everyone in their se\'eral' 
places ancll'clations, as superiors, inferiors, 01' equals."t So 
Philo J ueIaous:\: interprets. "In the precept, 'honor your 

• 

.;; GrllWlS on the Pent. Pt. 2. Leet. 2. 
t Sh. Cat. Aus, to Ques. 64. t Opp. 1" 590. 

-
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parents,' (he says) are many laws, prescribing the duties uf 
the young to the uld, of subjects to magistrates, of servants 
to mastcl's, anu of those who have received benefit-s to their 
henefactors." I 

• 

After th is thore follow foul' precepts, designed to restrain 
11S 1'1'0111 injuring our neighbor in his person, his property, his 
conjllgnlrights, and his good nume. HI'J'e, tho reader will 
observe, injuries to our neighbor are chhiHed by the deca
logue. The elm'sification is into oficllces against life, chastity, 
pl'opert)", and character. In euch of these classes, the great
est offence is made the object of an express prohibition. 
Thus mmder is forbidden as the grcatcst injury to life; 
adultery, flS the greatest injury to chastity; theft, as the 
greatest injury to property; and false witness, 01' peI:iury, as 
the great.est injlll'Y to character. nut the gl'cater 11111St be 
11nderstood to incltu]e the less; ancl on this principle both 
Jewish doctors Illltl Ohl'istian divines have, with one voice • 

• 

interpreted these laws. Agreeahly to this view, the com-
mand, "Thon shalt not Idll," furbids, not simply the nct of 
taking away life, but all injUl'Y of every kind to life 01' limb, 
all violence, an hatred, all resentful passion, and every thing 
whicIl temls to heget and fuster that malignant and revengeful 
temper, which constitutes ao material a part of tho guilt of 
murder. Angel' and railing are expressly affirmed hy our 
SavioI' to 1e yiolatiolls of the fifth commandment.-K- In like 
manner the cOlllmallll, " Thou shalt not commit adultery," for
bids not ll1erely the specific act nameu, but also, as Philo·t ex· 
plaills, " all irl'egnIm' desire and licentious indulgence," and, 
as a far grcater than he has said, evon nn impure "look." ~ 
So of all the rest. The principle is, and every inte1ligcllt 
:lnd candid reasoner will admit its soundnoss, that each of 
the COlllmandments must he understood to prohibit, not only 
tho extreme injUl'Y named, but every inferior degree of' it as 
well, oyery injury kiudred to it in nature, every thing, in 

* Matt. v. 22. -r Opp. p. 5!l2. ~ Mat. v. 28 . 
• 
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sbort, calculated to prompt alld lead to the commission of it ; 
and nt the same time to inculcate the practice of the con· 
trary virtues, and the cultivation of connteracting dispositions. 

This view of the spirituality and comprehensiveness of the 
decalogue is confirmed by the nature and form of its closing 
precel)t. All the great interests of pioty heing provided for 
in the first foul' commandments, all the domestic duties being 
secured in the :fifth, and all the essential enjoyments of life 
being guarded from voluntary injury in the foul' succeeding 
ones, the tenth goes to the very source of human actions the 
heart und positively forbids all tllOse desires, those inward 
motions of the soul, which are the spring of every violation 
of the rights of our fellow·creatures. 

Where, in aU the writings of allt.iquit~, whether in the 
codes of its legislators 01' the ethics of its philosophCl'S, 
can a system of human duty be fonnd, comparable' to this ~ 
In different conntries, and those, too, esteemcd civilized 
and refined Babylon, rel'sia, Egypt, Phoenicia, Cdl'tliage, 
Greeee, and Rome, theft,* piracy,t ndu1tery,t crimes 
against nature,§ mq)osure of infants,11 and lmman sacrifice" 
either separate,01' combined, have been fawilim'ized by CIlS

tom, nnd authorized by law. Look at the real institutions of 
Lycnrgns, the 1110st renowned of heathen Iawgivcl's,*'* and the 
imaginary institutions of Plato, the most enlightened of hea· 
then philosophel's.tt Impurity the most brutalizing sanc" 
tioned, and cruelty the most unnatural enforced, bJ; legal 
enactments! Dehold the mild 'fl'ajan and the amiable 
Oicero,tt one of them exhihiting, and the other defending, 

* Pluto in Lye. t Thueyd. L. 1. e. 5. t Pluto in Lye . 
• 

i Virgo Ee. 2. Pluto in Lye. Leland's Ad\". of Hev. Pt .. 1. e.7. Pt. 2. 
c.3. 

, 

\Il'lut. in Lye. Tcr. Self·'rormentor. Plat. de Hcp, L. 5. Arist. Pol. 
L. 7. C. 16. Cic. de Leg. L. 3. e. 8. From tho RutbOl'ity last cited it ap
pears, tllat the practice was enjoined by a law of tho twelve tables. 

'II Magce on Aton. & SM. \'01. 1. pp. 88, seq, 
** I)M. in Lye. tt Plat. de Hcp. L. 5. tt Dc Fin. L. 3. 

• 
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tLe Illurderous combats of the gladiators! Heal' C'·on the 
drtnons Cato, for so lie was styled by the ancients, coolly 
applauding public houses of prostitution, * and heartlessly 
declaring, that an old plough ~lld a worn-out slave ought to 
I.e treatcd ill the same manner! "rfhe Gl:eeks (we nre told 
hy all inspircd writer) sought aftel' wisdom." t nut did they 
filld it? Let the leauing dogmas of their varions schools of 
l)hilusopll,Y answer. The epicureans madc pleasure the chief 
gUl'd, alltI "irtue that by which it could be most successfully 
attailled. The academicians Imew not whether virtue is l)re
jel'aule to vice, 01' vice to virtue; 1101' diu they suppose that, 
HlIlid the endless varieties and conflicts of' human opinion, 
Hll,Ytliing' could lie decided with absolute certainty; that is, 
tlH.:.Y hehI that truth, in the strict sense, is unattainaule. The 
stuic::; taught, that man is uouml to act conformably to his 
nature; that the great object of human pursuit is conformity 
t. .. naturo; aIlll that this i~ the origin and foundation of all 
mur •• l lJuligation. ;j: 

Sueh was the legislation, and such the philosophy, of pro
i':me Hnti<luity. The '1uestioll of the scepticallawyel' returns 
Upull liS, "'VIlCre did :Moses get his law 1" no law, us we see, 
inculliparauly superior to aU that was producml by the civil 
ltlll1 philosophic wisdom ot' the most enlightened ages and 
llntiuns of the ancient world. Moses lived at no very remote 
lll.!l'iud in the history of mankind, no period comparatively 
bal'ual'ons and unenlightened; yet has be given to the world 
H law, in which an the learning and sagacity of suuseqnent 
ages lHwe not been aule to detect a single flaw. 'Vhoro did 
he get tlJis law ~ Conld he, by his own independent and un
liitlud powers, soar so fur above all his cotemporaries and 
cum peel's, as to devise it himselt'? This cannot, with any 
tiliow of renson or probability, be pretended. The source, 
then, whence it emanated, is open as the day. It carne direct 

* Hol'. Sat. L. 1. S.2. t 1 Cor. i. 22. 
t ~pl'ing's ObI. of the World to the Bib. pp. l5~, 100. 
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!i'OIU the infinite intelligence, and is an undoubted seal of the 
divine mission of him, through whose ngcllcy it was enacted, 
ll1ld bv whose pen it wns published to the world . 

• 
Here I rest the Ul'gmnent for the supernatural illumination 

nUll guidance of Moses in the cunctment of his code, so fur as 
it depeuds upon the consideratioll: of tho moral principles 
embodied thorein. It does not seom to mo noedt'nl, for the 
lJUl'POSC I have ill viow, to urgo'it heyond this point. Tho 
roader who would see it fillly cll1ciuatcd, may consult tllO 
second lecture of the second part of dean Graves's admirulJ)(!t 
lYork Oil the Pentateuch. Thore he will :find tlw following 
positions firmly established, viz. that the law of Moses" en· 
joined love to God with the most ullceasing solicitude, and 
love to our neighbor as extensivcly and forcibly as the pecu· 
liar design of the Jewish economy and the peeuliar cllarac· 
ter of the Jewish peoplo would permit; that it impressed the 
doepest cOllyiction of God's requiring, not merc external 
obscrvances, but heartfelt piety, well regulated desires, and 
Ilctirc beneyolence; that it taught sacrifice could not obtain 
llardon without l'epentance, 01' repentance without refol'ma· 
tion and l'estitution; that it dcscribed circulllcision itself, 
and by consequence e\'cry other legal rite, as designed to 
lYJ.li(r and inculcato internal holiness, which alone could 
l'CllUCr men acceptable to God; and that it represented the 

• 

iore of GOll as designed to act as a practical principle stimu-
lating to the constant and sincere cultivation of pm·jty, mercy! 
Ilud trnth." Certainly it is not a forced conclusion, which 
the lcarned author draws from these pl'omises, that a moral 

. systelll so perfect, and promulgated at so early a period, 
I:itl'Ollgly bespeaks a divine original. 

I observe again, that the divine legation of Moses rel)oses 
with a firmness and stability that nothing c{l,ll shake, on the' 
miracles which he performed by the command of God. 
E\·eI'Y ancient lawgiver, of' any eminence, claimed to Lave 
l'cceh'ccl his ordinances fl'om some divinity, a Jupiter, a 

• 

• 

• 

, 

• 

• 
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:Mincr\"a, an Apollo, a l\[ercUl'Y, a Vesta, or an Egeria. 
:Moses, also, with It gl'eatel' distinctness and emphasis than 
any of them, asserted his inspiration by Jehovah, the tt'Ue 
GOll, in the laws which he !oruained and published to his 
ellnutr,rmen. And, that which none of the others could do, 

• 
l\loses proved tho fiuthOllticity of his claim by a sllccession 
of tho most stupendous m!racleB; , miracles dOlle in < open 
<In.y, palpallle to the Henses, repcatedly involving one nation 
in H11parnllele<l pcrplexity nnd distress, and supplying the 

':'leccssitics of t1llothCl', in n. manner q nite beyond and above 
all the urdinar,Y mcthods and l'esonrces of nature; miracles, 
which eonld neither bo i'lIJ'gOll, connterfeited, nor gainsayed; . 
miracles; whose reality is at this day attested by proofs a 
tho\lsumlfoltl clearcr flml stl'onger than any that make us 
belie\"(~, that Ct'CSlU' crossed ihe Rubicon, and seizedl1p~Hl the 
lillcl'tics uf his conntry, that Hannihal tt'avel'sed the Alps,,
that Scipio conqncred' Cal'thfige, 01', indeed, that any other 
unClllestioned awl un(lnestionablo filet of ancicnt story was, 
as it hns come llown to us in the recol'u that contains it. 

The hnll1:ln 1I1in(1, ~pparentl'y hy an original law of its 
constitution, demands the evidence of miracles, that iil, the 
doillg of thillgs ah(wc the reach of naturaj iii proof of a 

• 
di\"inc commissiull to establish a new religion, These arc 
the lleccssary credentials of a messenger of Heaven, without 
which his claim to such u. chamctm' is instinctively re.iected, 
and with ,,·1tich it is as instinctively acknowlOllgoJ with 
l'e\'crellCC amI submission. Throngh miraclei'l, tho authority 
or snch a claim entrcnches itsel f in the deepest convictions of 
III en ; anu nothing can dislodge it, but the production of n' 
eontl'nrj' conviction, that tho miracles themselves arc the 
dicct of imposture amI illusion. l\1iracles believed consti· 
tute the ultimate basis of every recei\"ed system of religion in 
the world; miracles dispruvo(l would be tho inevitable de· 
structiun of overy such system. 

Accul'llingly, we find that the first and main endeavor of 

• 
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the enomies of revealed religion has always been to discredit 
the evidence and authority of its miracles, either by establish_ 
ina the falsity of the record, or by showing the miracles 
t11:mselyes to have been mere scientific devices, invented to 
imlJose on the credulity of ignorance and the wealmess of 
enthusiasm. Bnt every such attcmpt has only recoiled upon 
its anthors, c\'incing at the same time thcir impotence, 
aud the ilUl'l'cgna1.Jle strcngth of the citadel, which they had 
lIudertalwu to demolish. 

The miracles of Moscs dUrcr from the l)1'etended miracles 
o)f ihlse religions ill three particulars, their authenticity, 
their nature, and their end. 

They diffcr in their authenticity. The credibility of tbe 
history, in which the miracles are related, was proved in 
the last chapter; and this, of comse, in,,01\,oes the truth, as 
weU of the miraculous, as of the common events of the record. 
The iUfluirer will prQbably be satisfied with the proof, which 
hus bcen exllibited; the caviller, by none that can be ex
hibited. Still, let the two following considerations be added, 
lU; confirmatory of the reality and truth of the miracles re
corded in the Pentateuch. The one of them is largely and for
cibly Ol)eneu by dean Graves in bis I~ecturcs on the Penta
tellch,* aml the otb~, with no less ability, by the acute and 
philosophical Leslie, in his Short Method with Deists. t 

Superadded to the important fact, that. the miraculous 
events of the Pentateueh are interwoven in one detail with 
the common ones, with the same marks of candor, artlessness, 
and trnth, is the fnrtlter and more imlJol'tant consideration, 
that the commun events, sundered from the miracles. are 

• 

Jisconnectcd, nnnatural, incxplicable, improbable, and even 
wholly incredible; but com billed with them, the entire series 
hecomes natural, consistcnt, find e,'cry way probable. Let 
tl single illustration of this position suffice; and for this pur
pose, tall:c the exodus itself; with the circnmstances attending 

• • • 

* Part 1, Loot. 5. i' Pussim . 

• 

• 
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it, 'rho common filets hol'o, fiS contl'ndistillP.,'nishod from the 
mimenlolls ovonts h,r whioh t.hoy WOl'O nccotnpltnicd,·-tnats 
ndmittcd by ull, l111uolio\'()rs UB wellns heliov01'll) ",nro such 
tiS theRo following: A llUII10r0l18 lllltion is heltl in tho most 
al).ioct politienl flln\'cr.r, hy tho pl'outlest Il.ml mightioat mo. 
nnrchy (it' olll'lh, 11'0\' ont;iI'o conturies, they hll\,oworll their 
r.hnills, 1101' mndu ono oHbl't to Ul1l'st them nsuIHler, nnd 
US8e!'t their fl'eoc]ol)1, Tho vinclication of theil' 1i1)el'ty by 
fol'co is nn ontel'pl'iso so lIttCl'l,}T hopeless, that llO thonght oj' 
it; hns evol' h00l1 elltel'tltillotl. 1'lIe Isrnolitos are withollt 
mlllS, without spirit, without military knowledgo and dis. 
eip1illc, without Il1mtial I'csot1l'ces of nny SOI't; while thcir 
mnsters nlltl oppressors nbolllHl in all. At length, howevcr, 
hcmdec1 hy It stl'llllgel', tbl' :Moses hns been f()l'ty yenrs nwa,Y 
ii'om Egypt, ·and he nrl!1e(1 only with a simple st:tft~ thcy 
demand lenve of the huughty anel powerful sovereign to 
emigrnte in [\, l)()dy, from his tC'l'ritol'ics, with their "h'es, 
their lit.tle ones, their flocks, their herds, and fill their pos· 
l?esRions. 1'!Je loss of this people will be to him the loss of 
the gl'catest instrument of his power, luxnry, and pridc. 
'Will he let them go? 'Will he, in this casy 1I1fi111lCI', PaJ·t 
with their invaluable service ? We sh!1.ll sec. 1'iJe request 
for permission to depurt is made in t~c name of' .Tehovah, 
who is not only the sovereign of the univorse, but also the 
tnte:lar'y God of the Htlut'ews. To this rcqnciit, with the 
swelling insolence of conscions POWOI', the 1l10narcli replies, 
""Vito is Jehomh, that I should obey his ,"oice to 1L't Israel 
go 1 I know not J ehomh, neither will I let Israel go."* 
'l'hcl'enpon, he enc1eflsors still furthel' to brcak the spirit of 
the peoplo by increasing their burdens, t A sllOrt time 
elapses, and what bappens ~ No sword is lifted, no spcar is 
poised, no bow is bent, no nlTOW is sped, no dart is [tillled, 
no human force of any kind is exerted. Yet the proud 
monarch is humbled. t lie yields to the tlcmand, which 

* E:\:. V. 2. t Ex, Y. 5-0. i Ex. xii. 31. 

, 
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, befol'o he l'ojoctoll with flCOl'II. Nlty, morc; ho not Dilly lots 

ISl'nol go, hut both ho nnd his )looplc, torrified fin<1 panic
stJ'lIck, unito in urging thom to hasten their depal'tuJ'e.·:+ 
And thoy go, ]ontleti with tI'CIt3\1l'OS bcstowo(\ upon thc1ll 
11y thoil' llICI'COll:H'Y 101'1\8, In the not of' dcpnl'ting, the 
ISl'nelitoA dem(tnd (not (I 1101'1'0\\,") of tho Egyptinns gold and 
silvel' ItIHI jewels nnd milllCllt.·!, 'rhis tt'cnSl\I'o tho llivillO 
}lrovidollCO nWl\l'dtl to thcm, ill J'ccompclleo for tho service 
rendered ill their hl1lg nlld hitter bondage. 'l'ho Egyptians 

• 

grnnt cnH'ything thllt is nskCll j :1: amI the ISl'Ile1itcs begin 
their ellligl'lttioll, six \1l111drcd thousand men on foot, besides 
women IUlil chilllI'en, and a mixed multitudo of Egyptialls, 
us well liS flocks a.11l1 herds allc1lll11Ch cattle, § 

Oan lIny thing bo moro nnllattll'al, improbable, and incrcd
ible, 011 tho supposition, thnt thore W01'O no supernaturnl 
causes ill opcl'lltiun to work out these results? 01111 any 
thing be murc lIat.mal, prol.mble, alld even certain, if' we admit 
the ref\lity of' the miraculous plagues recorded in the ·Pentn.
touch? An annlysis of tho relation of almost every mirnclo 
to the COlllwon events c01lnected with it, would afford a 8im
ibr result, Does not snch a fact furnish strong prcsumptive 
evidence of the truth of the miJ'acles ? 

The second additional cOllsidel'l1tion to prove the authenti
cit~r of the :Musaic mil'l1cles, referred to above, is that whic11 
Dr, Leslie lias halldlccJ, witlt such masterly ability aml such 
Ill1unslrcrnble furce, in his Short J\Iethod with the Deist". 
This illgenions author proves the truth of tho mirnclllo'1C; 
events' of the Pentateuch by applying to them fom 1'ules, 
which, whel1ever they can be truly applied to nny mutters ot' 
fact, exclHlle every rational doubt of their renJity. The Hl'st 

rule is, that tho facts he such, that men's senses cnn judge of 
them, The second is, that they be performed Fubliclr, in 
the presence of witnesses. The third, thnt public monllments 
be set up, and public actiolls be appointed to be pOl'fol'llleu, 

*' Ex. xii. 33. t E .. 3~ , :-t. :-til. 0 .• t E:-t, xii. 36. ~ E:-t. xii. 37, 38. 
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in mmnory of them, And the fourth, that these monuments 
and actions be estuulishedand instituted at the t.ime of the 
facts, and thcllceforwul'll continued without interruption. 
The first two rules make it impossihle to impose a false fact 
upon mell at the time when' the alleged fuet is said to hap
pen, because eyery llUdy's senses would contradict it. 'rhuB, 
tt)!' example, if I wel'e to puulish to the people of New York, 
that I yesterday divide!l the Hudson river in the presence of 
the whole city, nnu t.hat they all passed oyer dry-shod, I 
c~)uld )lot get a single inuivhlunl to credit the statement, for 
tIle simple reason, that eyery man, woman, and child, would 
know tl1[lt they had neither seen the stream pnrted, nor had 
themselves crvsseu o\'e1' Hs hed, in the manner ulleged. The 
la"t two rules l'ClHler it C(lually impossible to impose n false 
t:lct upon the credulity of allY sl1use'luent age, when the gen
t'r:ttion in which it was said to occur, has passed away; 
],ecm:se, ",hen~ver the allege<1 fnet is relatcd, Binee tho state. 
ment (If the iilct is accompanied with the declaration, that 
puhlic monuments of it still remain, and Imulie actions have 
e\'U' heen, mal still are, statedly perfiJrmed to commemorate 
\ the jllrger puts it in the power of evel'Y one to detect and 
,liscl'(·,jit his fabrication, there being no sneh }mblic mouu
:ucnt;: existing, and no sneh puulie nctions done, as he aI, 
il'gc>~_ To reeHl', in illustration, to the former example. 
~l1ppo:;e I were to prctend, that the miracle of' dividing tlle 
TfU(li;l)ll was performed on now year's day by the first Dutch 
!!(l\"Cl'110r of New York, and wero to add to the story the 
allegation, that a vast hull had been erceted, at t11e time 
W1lell it occurred, of stones outak:{l fmln the channel of-the 
ri\"(~l'; tllnt a iesth-nl of a yery pcculiar kind, instituted to 
C'Oll1l1lClllornte the mimdo, hud ever since, c\'en down to the 
prescHi' ti1tle, been celebrated ill the haH the first day of every 
year; nnd that the door of' the hall is nevel', on any pre
toxt, opened at nny othCl' time, or flIt' any otlJel' purpose, 
Is there a persoll lidng credulons enough to belioye the 

.. 
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story 1 Would not every child even, on hearing it, say, 
_.11 I never saw the hall, of which you speal.:; I never wit
nessed, nor saw the person that has witnessed, the festival, 
which you describe; and I ne,'er heard of any building in 
NeW' York, which is opened but once a year." 

Now, how do these four marks of authenticity apply to the 
miraculous events of the Pentateuch ~ In the most exact and 
wonderful manner. Consider! Could any thing be more 
public, 01' more within the cognizance of men's senses, than 
the miracles ascribed to Moses? as the plagues of Egypt, 
the passage of the Red Sea, the pillar of cloud and fire, the 
gh'ing of the law, the healing of the waters of lIIarah, the -
mauulI, the quails, the preservation of their garments, the 
cnres effected by the bl'l1zen serpent, the destruction of 
Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, the bringing the water out of 
the flinty l'ock, &c. &c. If these things had not happened, 
as they are recOl'ded, could Moses have obtained cl'edit for 

• 
them among the men of that generation? Not a whit more 
than I could obtain credit from the people ot' New York in 
asserting, that I had partell. the waters of the Hudson in their 
presence, and led them aU ury-shod over the l·j vcr to Jersey 
City. Thus the reader l)erceives the entire applicability of 
Leslie's first two rules to the Mosaic mil'acles. 

But are the other two rules equally pertinent? We may 
, answer, without the least hesitation, yes; they have both an 

equal applicability in themselves, and an equal force and eon
clusiven~ss, wIlen actually applied. There is scm'cely a 
miracle in the record, which was not attested by puhlic 
monuments set up, 01' public actions l)el'formed, or both 
combined, to commemorate it. For example: The two 
tables of stone, presel'\'ed in the al'k, were a monument of 
the miraculous giving of the law at Sinai.* The pot of 
manna kept in the same, was a monument of the miraculous 
food in the wilderness.t Aaron's rod that budded, also pre-, 

* Dcut. x. 5. t Ex. xvi. 33. 
17 
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sel'ved in tho Ill'];, IlIltl 1110 C(msel'll of KVl'llh IUltl his j1tll'ty, 
rOi'l\led illto plates fo\' o\'odayillg the altaI', WOI'O IllUIIUIIlcnts 

of tho lIIil'aClllutUI 11edtl'llctioll vI' tho \'ell\)h;:;~' The IJI'nzCIl 
Sel'pollt, lwpl, till it WitH t1dll'(JJc<l lJj' JIclwldah, ItS 1llll'jUg 

UCCOlllO 11II OlJ,illCt ol' idullltl'UIHI \'ollel'lltiull, \I'a8 a 1l101l1l1Jl(!lIt 

of thll lIIil'llcnlullS l:IlI'I!:; \\'!'Olll-(ht "ill)ll lhe pcople, wlle!1 
hitton 1Jy the lil)l'j' HCl'PCIlI:; ill the \\'ilt1c1'llc~ii.,!, Thu h\!lIj1 o\' 
stOIl()S at Gilgal, tahll Ihl(lI the Ill',)' bl.!d lit' the .Jol'da1l, \\'118 

U mOllUlIlcnt or t.hc IlIiraclIIIIIIs pa;;Hagu or thaI. fin)I' by tho 
ehoscn tl'ibes,:!: The l'ea~\lllil'g lit' ,Le:;lic§ 011 tld8 Ia~t moulI-

1II0llt,--I\1l(1 it i:; equally applicable lu all the othl.!l's, has Ull 

il'rcsistil'lo force, :tlltl is qllite UlI:!IlSII'C1'ablc. "Tu tlJ1'lIlOUr 

urgullIcnt," he say;:) "let liS sIIpl'u8e that thul'e lIU\'l)1' \I'U& 

/lll,)' such thin~ at! tlwt pa~,;llgc V\'Cl' Jonlalt; that thcse 
stOllCS at G ilgal wcre set. Ill' 1I11 SlIlIIe utbel' occasiun, ill somo 
nftet' agc; alld th'.JlI, that sullie dcsigllillg llIell ill\'cntlJd this 
book of .fuolrua) amI :;:dd it h:lll becn written at that tilllc~ 
nnd gavo this sLmage lit Gilgal rUl' a testimony u[' itll tl'1I1h, 
II' oulll Hot C','Cl'Y budy say, '\\\l know lIt' this SlollllgC lit 

Gilgal, 1mt wo nen:l' bcfure lleanl vI' tllis reaSUll, llor (If this 
book of' J'Gsl!Ult, 'Wilel'u lias it lJl.lCn all thi:; titlle? Allli 

whell and how callie YUIl, after so lIIHlly ages) tv 1ilHl it I 
BCGid8S, this buok tdls us, that., aftcl' this passage (j\'Ul' Jor
duu, it wns ordail1ed tll bc tnll:.;ht tu our ell iltlrcll fl'lJlll ago to . 
ago) and thercfure, that thcy worc always to bc illsll'uc!cd ill 
tho lUcauit:g of this 1ll00llllllellt. But wo ,,"CI'O lIc\'cr taught 
it) 1,01' did WO 0\'01' teach our childl'cll ally such e\'cnt.' 
Thus impossible would it I)() to gain credit tVl' n. !;\Ct thus 
circumstan::Cll, uftul' tho pel'iud whcll it was snpposed to take 
place," 

But the proof of thc reality of the :Mosaic lllirncl\!s is still 
stronger; for the pnulic commemorative nctiolls of the Jew-

, ish nation \\'C1'C till' morc IlUlllerOllS than the puulic 1Il0UU-

" Num, J:\':, 3!l, ,10, x\'ii. JIJ. 

t Jo~h, iv, 20-23. 

'C N' , 1 ) r' '" T omp. ~ um, XXl, an< !.. alllgS X\'III, 

* Shurt :\Iethuu with the Dcist8, p, 14. 
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1110ll t6 sut Up IlIllOllg tlwlll; insollillclt tltllt, I1S llean GI'I\\'CS n 
hns tl'uly ()h~UI'\'cd, wu 11111,)' UlllltlKt 1m Huh1 to havo two Idstu
I'ics 01' j\["~C8 1I1lt! Ido llIil'lIclcH,--()lle ill tho writtcn rccl)t'll or 
tho l'cnllltl.:1Wh, l\lld the 1)lltl'I' ill I:hu iIlHtitlltif)ns, CCI'cIllulIies, 
nnd I'ctilil'nl::! ul' tho JIulJl'ew pcople. The <:(JIl~CCl'Ill.iull ul' the 
tribe of J.uYi 10 Ihc l'elil!illll~ ~el'\'it'u oj' tllC nlltion WlItI cum
IlIClllUl'ltlirl!"'1' the Illil':lClIl()lI~ de~II'lIclillll of' lito lil'llt-bul'Il of 
the Eg,Yptinwl:I' Thu pll~~t)\'l'I' WIIS CUlIlllICIIlUI'lIti\,u u[' t.ho 
sovel'lll IItil'lIl.'lIlulIS l!\'l'lIts l'I'ccedill~ alld nC(!IIlIll':llI'yill~ the 
exolkt Tlte \,l!lIll!Cu~t \\':1"; etlllllll(,IIIIImth'e "I' the IltiI'llCU

lOllS ]l1'UlIllIl;J;lItillll fll' 1111) l:l\\,,~ The I'l'lI~t 01' talJel'lIllcle,; was 
COIlIIIICIlIUI':lli\'l) ur lhe IlIil':lcululI"; HlIl'\,1ie~:, guidallce, uncI 
pl'otcdiulI, whieh thl! Imll'litv" l~II.i",\'l:d thl'lIl1ghout nil their 
jOlll'lIcying,; and ellc:ulllllilelits ill tltl! wildel'lw,;,;,ii NIlY, the 
cntil'c .Jc\\'i~h l'itllal, witll all il~ l'acl'iliee;;, Habbath~, new 
moon,;, allc! le:l~t;; (I\' \'ariull,; lIalill', \I':I~, eitllel' dil'cet.ly 01' ill
directly, ClllIllJll'JIIUI'ati,'c ot' the IIliraclIltllI'; 11e1h'e1'll1lCC IJllt of 
E<r"lltiall bundage, :11111 tll\,) \':tl'iuu,.; lit Ill~1' IIIiJ'aeullJllS inleJ'lJosi-ell ~-

lioBS uf diville I'l'(widl'IIl'u ill hehalt' 1'1' tld" pcople, w\icl'chy 
thoy ,,'cre ~hie1ded, 6u"tailled, guided in the right way, and 
finally c"tablb\;ecl ill the pl'ullli~cd lantl, a Ih.:e and inl!el'und
cnt nntioll, III tlli" IIlallllc'I', the whule seI'ies of signal IlIim
c\es, frullI the Ii 1''; t, \\'11 i c h 'Mu:;e" \\' 1'011 gh till the Pl'CilCIiCe of 
PlulI'lwit, to the \a"t, \\' h icll hl'oll~h t t helll safely O\'CI' J Ul'dUII, 
was recalled tf) the 1l1e11l1J1',)' ot' the .re",:;, alill attested as uu
thentic allLl illlllliJitnlJle, yearly, IIlOlIt1l1,)', wcekly, daily, al
most hourly, as lung as a vestige of their religion remaincd. 
AttcstCll, I say, l~S authelltic alld induhitahle; tor, conltl all 

impostol', in a relllotc age, invcllt thcse lIIil'ac\cs, alld get tlill 
whule ,Tewi!:ih race, llUt uilly tu helie\'c tho facts thcrnsc!\'cs, 
bnt also, which would be 1110l'e diflicnlt, that both they and 
theil' anccsJ'.ors had, ii'olll tillle illlillelllol'ial, becn ill tho hahit 

, 

of celcbrating variolls festival", and VCl'fol'1l11l1g various pub-

". On the Pcnt, Pt, Lect. ti, t Comp, Ex, xiii. nUll NUIl1, in, nl\d '~ii, 
1 Ex, xii. ~ Deut. xxvi. 5-10, II Lev, xxiii. 40-43, 
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lie actions, in memory of them? That would be just such 
Hl\uther impossibility as for me now to get the people of New 
Y llrk to believe, not only tlHlt the first Dutch go\'ernor divided . 
the waters of the Hudson river, and led their ancestors oyer 
(Ill dry grounu, but also, that an immense building, erected, 
at the time ot't.he miracle, of stoncs procured from the bed of 
the stream, is still standing, that it is opened only Ollce a 
~'ea!', and that, on this occasion, they themselves do, as their 
Ullcestors uiu befure them, participate in a commemorative 
fcstiml, lllarked by peculiar and remarlmblc ceremonies. 

Thus arc the miracles of illoses guardeu against the charge 
uf falsehood at eye!'y llOint. They coulu not be imposed 
upon the Jews in tllC age of Moses; for they wore of so pub, 
lie a nature, and so completely within the eoqnizance of 
111en's senses, that, unless they were real, they could not have 
gained the credence of' a single person; much less, of an en. 
tire nation. They could not be imposed upon the Jews in 
auy snuscquent age; fur, in order to this, at the very moment 
w hell the miracles wore :first tolt! to them, they must huve 
been made to believe, that their ancestors for ages back had 
known them, that they themselves llad been taught them in 
infancy, and that they were surrounded with public monu· 
ments, and in the habit of performing public actions, comme· 
morating them; which is impossible. 

The miracles of Moses diftcl' from the pretended miracles 
of t'alse religions in their nature, as well as in their authenti· 
city. Both in their intrinsic l)roperties and their extemnl 
cirCUllIstances. the difference between false miracles and true 

• 

is as great us the difference between darkness 'and light, 
Counterfeit miracles are apt to be trifling in their character, 
as the cutting of a stone with a razor, the suspension of a 
coffin in the air, 01' some other inanity. Mohamliled himself 
set up no claim to the power of miracles; and those which are 
u~cribed to him, as his conversation with the moon and his • 
night journey from Mecca to Jerusalem and thence to heayen, 
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. are ridiculous legends, which are rejected by the more so
ber and reflecting of his own followers. The marvellous ad
ventures of the heathen deities are not only trivial aud abo 
surd, but often degrading and immoral also. Such are the 
ptories of stealing sheep, and of Jupiter's trans
forming himself, now into a bull, and now into a shower of 
gold, the more readily to compass a base gratification. But 
the miraculous interpositions of divine power recordcd in the 
'Pentateuch are uniformly marked with a ~randeur worthy 
of the creator of the world, before whom tho gods of the my- _ 
thologists, not excepting even their supreme Jupiter, dwindle 
into vanity alld emptiness. Let him who would mark the 
characteristics, which distinguish true religion from false, and 
real miracles from lying wonders, compare the manner in which 
the ten commandments were proclaimed from the fiery summit 
of mount Sinai, by the voice I)f Jehovah, in the hearing of more 
than two million souls, with the studied secresy and mystery 
and mummery, with which the oracles of the pagan gods were 
delivered. Here tho divine voice, issuing from the visible 
glory, was distinctly heard by the assembled nation, promul. 
gating the moral law, with evcry circumstance, which could 
impress the deepest awe upon even the dullest minds. How 
s{tlemn, how awful was this manifestation of the Deity, and 
how well suited to mal\e inue1i1Jle impressions upon the 
imaginations and souls of the mortals, to whom he revealed 
himself, in a law worthy of the sublimity which invested its 
promulgation, a law perfect und glorious as its author. The 
entu'e annals of paganism lllay be challenged to furnish a 
parallel to this scene. 

The mil'acles of :Moses differ from the miracles of priestcraft 
in their end, quite as much as in their authenticity and their 
nature. The pretended miracles of paganism were without . 
point or meaning; but those of Moses interpreted, at the same 
time that they confirmed, ilis doctrine. Every miracle had its 
lesson. Along with the almighty power which produced it, 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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each rerealed a principle, which was thenceforth to take the 
place of the miracle, and render a similar interposition of the 
Deity erer afterwards unnecessary. In illustration of this 
poillt, let 11S glance at the series of miracles, which preccded 
anti accomplished the exodus of Israel. 

Idolab'Y, as ob"erved above, had lIOW spread its infection 
throughout the entire mas" of mankind. In this false and Cor
rupt system of religion Egypt stood preeminent. Herein she 

\ 

wus the teacher of other nations; and lIer pel'llicions influence 
had cxtentlcd itself' fill' uoyolltl her territorial limits. The whole 
yirus of polytheism seoms to have collected itself in this pol
ished and cultivnted people. It haJ, obviously, uecome essen
tial to the religiolls interllsts of mankind, that a striking dis. 
play should ue made of the folly and futility at' idolatry, as 
well us of the existence and 1)ower of the one living and true 
GO(l, It is a partial and imperfect view of the miracles 
wrought in the field of Zoan, which those take, wllO regard 
them us limited in their design to the deliverancc of the choseu 
people out of'Egyptian bondage. This they were ulllJoubtedly 
intended to effect; but a further and more important purpose 
wus, tv conti.HUlu the impure idolatry of Egypt, and to make 
t:iu(;h a l'o\·elation of' the infinite, eternal, and unchangeable 
.T ellOnllt to the Israelites, as would be sufficient to call forth 
and evutirlll their faith ill his being, wisdom, pOWCl', holiness, 
justice, goodness, and t.l'Uth. That the plagues of Egypt had 
tllis breadth of design, tllat in them God was engaged in op
posing and defeating the power of the Egyptian idols, is dis
tinctly aUlIounced by himself in the declaration,'/,- "Against 
all the gods of Egypt I will execute judgment." The same 
thing appears from the remark of J'ethro,t the father-ill-law 
of 1I1060s, on hearing n. recital of them: "Now I know that 
J' ehovah is greater than all gods; for in the thing wherein 
thoy dealt proudly, he is above them." Nothing, therefore, 
can be more certai.n than that the controversy was less with 

* Ex. xii. 12. t Ex. xviii. 11 . 

• 
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the sovereign than with the idols of Egypt j and that the mir
acles, in breaking his power and subduing his will, were in
tended to cont'l'ont and put. to shame the gods in whom he 
trusted. Unless we take this broad view of the subject, the 
miracles, thOligh they remain stupendous exhibitions of divine 
]/0\\'01', lose their peculiar appropriateness and significnncy. 

With this principle for our guide, let us briefly examine the 
systom of miracles, employed to humble the l)}'ide of the 
• 

. 'Egyptinn monarch, ill confounding and defeating the power 
of the Egyptian gods, and so to effect the exodus of the cho
sen l)oo})le from the Egyptian dominions. 

The first in the series was manifestly :timed against one of 
the prevalent forms of Egyptian superstition, that of serpent 
worship. No fact of ancient history is better attested than 
that in Egypt the serpent was an emblem of divinity, and that 
its worship formed a conspicnons part of her idolatry:" The 
second time that Moses and Aaron appeared before Pharaoh, 
he demanded a mil-aclet inl)l'oof of a divine mission. Aaron 
cast down his l'od, and it became a serpent.t The king's 
mngicil1US imitated this ll1h'a~le, "for they cast down every 
man his rod, and they became sel'pents."§ Either by sleight 
of' hand they substituted serpents for their rods, 01' Jehovrh, 
tor a wiso purpose, changed thom into serpents. So far the 
contest uetween the true God and the false gods seemed 
equal; or, if there was any advantage, it appeared rather on 
the side of the idols. But what followed ~ "Aaron's rod 
swallowed np their rods."11 This I'csnlt clearly proclaimed 
the superiority of the invisible God of the Hebrews over the 
serpent-gods of the Egyptians. 

The second miracle, .. which was the first plague, was di
rected against the worship of the Nile, and intended to dis
prove the divinity of that river. The miracle consisted in 
smiting the waters of the river, and turlling them into blood., 

* Deane on the Serp. in Smith's Heb. lleop. p. 38. 
t Ex. vii. O. . :\: l<:x. vii. 10. 
II Ex. vii: 12. ~ Ex. "ii. 20. 

~ Ex. vii. 12. 

• 
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The Nile, it is well known, was a chief deity of the Egyp. 
tians::\- Indeed, :Moses was cOllllllunded to meet Pharaoh, 
"early in the morning as he went forth to the wntel',"t that 
is, just as he was preparing to bring his daily offering to the 
false god. At this point of time, when the Nile was receiv. 
ing, 01' about to reccive, the religions homage of Egypt's 
haughty sovereign, all its wntcrs were turned into blood, and 
the fish that was in the rh'el' died, and the Egyptians could 

• 
not drink of the watm·.:j: lIuw lllanifestly did Jehovah here 
execute" judgment against the gods of Egypt !"§ What could 
be better suited than this mirt'.cle to covel' with confusion the 
whole system uf Egyptian idolatry? 

The next plague was intended as t1 confutation of reptile Wor· 
ship, a praetice in which Egypt had, at t1 very early period of 
her history, ohtained an infamous notoriety. This Illiracle 
consisted in hringiug up li'ogs ii'olll the Nile and all the 
water" of Egypt, ill such llumbel's, that the loathsome crea· 
turcs penetrated e\"(~rywherc, e\"en into the houses, and into 
the hed-chambers, amI into the heds, and into the oyens, and 
into all the receptacles of provisions. II Must 110t this have 
been felt as a signal aUll 111ust painf'ull'cbuke of the partiCll-
1111' species uf supcrstition, against which it was directed? 

The thinI plague was still more loathsome. The Jlliraclc 
consisted in smiting tIle dust of the cnrth, so that it became 
lice, covcriug lllall and beast tl.ll'oughout nIl the land ot' 
Egypt.~1 This miracle was aimed against the entire systcm ot' 
idulatrous worship; sincc, as no priest could officiate in the 
telllples with so impure an illsect on his person,11ot a singlc 
religious rite could be pel'fOrh1ed during the continuance of 
it. "To cOllceh'e the se\'erity of this mimcle," ObSCl'VtlS 

* Herod, c. B. 2. !lO. Cic. do Nat. Deor. Pluto de Is. et OJr. p. 363. 
" The munuments bear witness to the same effeet as the ancient authors." 
He!Jgsten. Eg. and ilks. of Mos. p. 113. 

t Ex. vii. 15. t Ex. vii. 20, 21. ~ Ex. xii. 12. 
II Ex. viii. 3. 'IT Ex. ,·iii. 17. 
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Stackhouse,* " as a judgment on their idolatry, we must recol· 
lect their utter abhorrence of all kinds of vermin, and their 
extreme attention to external purity, abo\'e every other peoplc l 

}J6rhaps, that have ever existed. On this bead they were more 
particularly solicitons, when about to enter the temples of 
their gods; for Herodotus informs us, that the priests W01'C 

linen garments only, tbat they might be daily washed, and 
every third day, sbaved every part of their body, to !)1'event . 
lice, 01' any species of impurity, from adhering to those who 
wero engaged in the worship of the gods. * * .)1- * lience we 
find, that, on the production of the lice, the priests and magi
cians perceived immediately from what hand the miracle had 
como; for it was l)robably as much from this circulllstance, 
as frol11 its exceeding their own art to imitate, that they ex
claimed, 'This is the finger of God.' " 

The fourth plague was the miracle of flies, "a grievous 
swarm, coming into the house of Pharaoh, amI into his ser
vants' houses, and into all the land of' Egypt," so that" the 
Inud was corrupted by the swarm of flies."t It is probable, 
that this miracle was desiglwcl as n curse on the animal wor
ship of Egypt. "A poisonous fly resting on all animals with
out distinction must huve exhibiteu the weakness of these 
imaginary gods, and the folly of' their worship, in the most 
affecting manner."t But further: Thel'e is reason to think, 
that the instrument, by which this plague was inflicted, was 
itselt'regarded with idolatrous veneration. Balll·Zebub," t.he 
lord of tlies," was the tutelary deity of' Ekron, a city of the 
Philistines, which was neal' the confines of' Egypt, and was 
worshipped there as a fly-god, the defender of the poople 
against this noxiolls insect. It is probable, that a like super 
stition prevailed in Egypt. The guardian god of lower Egypt 
was adored under the symbol of' a winged asp. In this form 

* Rist. of Bib. Vol. 1, p. 473. 
l' Ex, viii. 24. t Smith's Heb, Peop, p. 40, 
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Wilkinson '* found it scnlpt\tl'or.1 ill one ol' tho \'oY111 tOlllhs nt 
Thehcs, 'rho (leit;y showod himRclf \1i1.or1.)' ill<:IIPllu10 of 
prot.ccting his worshippers ngainAI; t.ho }lowe I', thlL(; WIIS thus 
gJ'iU\'OIl8Iy nntictillg' thelll, lllld pouring cOlltlllll}lt upon tho 
wholo systom of' 11IIi1l1al wOl'llhip, Hel'o, ngnin, wo I\lwo Jo. 
hovah " (lxeentillg' .iudglllllnt against. tho gOlltl of Egypt.,"'!' nnd 
cc ill tho thing wherein they doalt proudly" showing Itil11sclf 

. " abovo t.hom,f' 
'rhe fifth plngne,liko tho l'roee(lillg' 0110, was dCdigl1ed to 

show tho folly nnd lhlsity of' tho bl'llle \\·i.l1':;hip or Egypt. Tho 
ll1il'Hcl0 consisted in In'illging "It g1·ic\·olls Jl1I1I'rain," a COli. 
tngiolls, illfla11l1l1lltuI'Y, nllll \'cry liltal disoase, "npon tho 
hol's(\s, upon the aSdes, upon tho erlllll!ls, IIpl.ll1 tho OXOl1, nnd 
upon t.he shoop."S The severity of this mil'acle, Hall \'in(licth'C 
stroke, aimed against tho aholllinnti!Jll ot' ani1l1al wOl'slJip, 
may ho estillmtoll f'rom tho llwt, that t.he lloath ot' It sillglc onc 
ot' the sacred animals WHS luokell upon 11Y the Egyptians ns 
a groat public calamity. How tcr1'iblo, thOll, II1U5t lHwe been 
their constcl'IIlLtion at seoing t.hem pol'i:;h h,r thoIlRt1nds! 
,Yhat severer jllllgmont could tho Gud ot' the Hobro\\'s havc 
executed a!rainst the !ruds of the E~\'lJtia1JS? How!tullIulinet '-' '-" ....... 0 

\\ere snch visitations to tho pl'itle of n. lIation, c1aiJJJing pre· 
eminence oyel' all others ill power and wisdom! How strong 
thoir tCllLlcncy to wean tho peoplo from their uhsllrc1 and 
impuro theology I 

Tho next miraclo, tho plngue of boi1s,i: ·deservos to arrcst 
lltH' 1110st sorious attention. "lIitllerto tllO j lHIgllwnt:; of God 
had been chicfly directed against tho olJjocts of idolntl'olls 
worship; this aficeted tho most cultivated amI powerful sup
,porters of' this idolatry."'- rl'l1O reader is rcquestell to notice 
particularly tho means, which tho 10rd l1irectcd :Moscs to 
Ulllploy to produce this plngue, "llfl1ldfnls of ashes of' th~ 

l, A nco Eg. Vol. 5, pp, 45, 84. 
j: g". xviii. 11. 
• 

[! I~x. ix, 8-12. 

t E .. I" . X. Xll. ~. 

~ Ex. ix. 3 . 
~ ~mith's lIob. Pcop. p. 41. 

• 
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fUI'IItICO, apri n k lml tlfWIll'tl tho h()(H'oll ill tho sigh t of Pllllrnoh ."* 
'1'1/1'; j'III'JlI\cO. WhllL ClIl'naco? The 1\ll"WIlI' t.o this IplOstiOIl is 
impUl'tllllt; CUI' 011 it thu fUl'ce nnd fligllificnlley ot' t.ho mil'nelo 
!lIlIill!Y dOjlOIHl. Tile Egyptinns, liko tho ol'iolltals, believoll 
ill tho exist.ullcu (If' 1111 uvil pl'incil'\o, widell t.hoy Ill\ol'oll IIlldol' 

Iltc mllllO ur Typ!Ill, Tllil; malign ddt.j was wUl'l'lhipped witll 
hUlllllll snel'i fi cos. Tho Jhet it; 1IIlmt iOllet! I)y sO'/CI'n! lInCiollt 
uutlwl'ij; bllt l'llltnl'ch,'I' fl'oll! MIlIIClho, t1csCl'ihc:3 tllu II IItlllW I' 

uf tIl(! \\'ol',;ldp. "Jo'Ul'II)()I'!Y ill tho cit,)' ot' Tdith,rn," lie says, 
"they \\'1))'0 Wl!lIt 1.0 hul'll OHm llle!l :t1i\'o, gh'illg IhulIl the 
nllmo ot'TYI'!IIl';, lIlIl\, WitlllOWillg' t.heil' a~lleil thl'Ough It sio\'c, 
to se(lttcl' and dis[,el'se tlWl1I in the nil'," This "'liS dono to 
pl'opitiate tho el'llel deit.,)", 11IHl I;]mt (H'il tlligllt be Iwel'tC\l from 
01'01',)' phlce, whel'oun thul'O lull a single p:u,tiele uf' tho ashcs 
of' the hllllt:lll \,iclitlls COllSIlIIIGt! upon hi:.; altaI'S, These alhU's, 
there i8 eYel',)' I'eatil'll tu SlIppll:se, \\'Ul'U "Ule fll1'll:lce" of the 
sflcrcll texl', alld these :Ii;he:l \I'el'll the a;shei; whieh lI[uses was 
tlirecte<1 to sprinkle 1),)' halllll'lIls t~)\\'nrtls heal'en, ill the sigltt 
lit' Pharaoh; fUI' what oeea"il.lll \\,ullhl [J() '11HJ1'e likely to call 
into re<lui"itioll the llUl'1'id rite,; alJu\'e IlefiCl'ibell, titan the 
appalling vi:;itatiolls, nndel' \\'hieh Egypt Intll been now fol' 
SOIllO time slIilel'ing? The ashes, fl'Olll wbieh the Egyptian 
CO\ll't amI hiel'nl'ell,)' \\'ol'e !tOpiJIg' 1'01' l'elief allt! l'ietOI',)', cast by 
Moses into the ail', instead uf' Pl'eI'clltillg e\'il, hec::unc a Hew 
~ource of it, illr it tUl'uml to hoils and hlains 011 tlle porsons 
vf king, priest, l1Ingieiall, and people, Thns tho rites of t.his 
Egyptian Moluch l'rl)\'od It CU1'i;C l'nthcl' t!tan It hlcssing to his 
wor:5hi ppOI'<1, a\ld tho puwor and Supl'clllncy of' .T chonlh \\'orc 
incontcstauly cstn hI ishcd, The tri tllIl pit was cOlllplete j and the 
Egyptians conl,l Hut bllt sec and o\\'n, that there wus lIcithol' 
might, 1101' wisdom, nor 1I!ldel'stnmlillg, 1101' counsel against 
the Lonl,:j: Docs nut tltis mimclo, thns explaincd, make God's 
controversy with the idolatry of Egypt clear as a sunbeam? 

* Ex, ix, 8, 
• 

t Dc Is, ct Osil', in Smith's Hcb, Pcop, 1)' 42, t Pro\,. xxi, 3D, • 
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And docs it not givo n. monning, consistollcy, und fo1'cO to tho" 
trnnsnct.ion, wlliclt would othol'wiso bo wanting to it ~ , 

Tho so'vonth plllguo WIIS a 80\"01'0 tOllljll!st, Illtomled with' 
lightning, thUlldol', hnil, and l'IIin.* 'l'his mil'nelo clu'l'ied 
tho Wfil' upon tho Egyptinl1 superstition into n now depnl't. 
1II0nt of it, tho vogotnblo kingdolIl. 'l'ho wisdom of Egypt 
doifiod, Hot Ollly l)oasts, 1'Optilos, um1 insects, but troml nnd 
plants IIlso. Alllong tho vegetau]o gods of' hOl' impm'o nnd 
gl'()velling thoology WOI'O, of troes, the pencIl, tIIO pOllle. 
gl'/UlI\te, tho vine, the ncanthus, the fig, nnd tho tmufiI'isk; 
nnd 01' plnnts, tho onion, tho garlic, tho pnpyl'us, nnd tho h'y, 
If theso WOI'O lIot, all netun.lly wOI'shippod ns doitios, sOllie of 
thom WOI'O, nnd tho othol's I'occived n superstitious venol'ntion, 
ns sacl'cd nnd divine.' Here, then, in the wide,spl'oad destl'l1C' 
tion, occasioned by this mil'flcl1Ions StOl'111 to the vegetable 
gl'owth of Egypt, for "the ]lIlil smoto oyel'Y horb of'tho field, 
and b1'l1ko overy tree of tllC field,,,,t wo ]uLYe n fresh coni'uta. 
tion of tho Egyptian idolatry, 

In the nddress ,~hich Jehovnll, when about to inflict thi8 
plague upon Egypt, dil'octed Jloses to make to Pharaoh, thf:rc 
occurs an expression, which confirms tho'viow here taken of 
tllC significance and intent of this whole succession of mim· 
c1es : "That thou lllaycst know that thero is none like me in 
all tllC enrth."~ Here there is no dit'ect comparison uetween 
,Jehovah alld some other beings. '1'0 suppose betwcen him 
and mcn would be jejune and frigid. It must certainly be 
1Jetween J ehoYllh and othe'1" gods. But if so, then the entire 
series ot' plagues WIIS, as here contended, n contro\'ers,r 
uetween truo religion and false, It war carried 011 by the Ih,illg 
God against the senseless and impl1l'o system of' idolntry, 
weak in every thing, except its powcr to corrupt and destroy 
the souls of men. The account of this miraele contains also 
an intimation of the effect, which tho issue of the controversy 
ihus fat, had had 011 the Egyptians. Some a1'O described fiS 

* Ex, ix, 23, 24, t Ex. ix, 25, t Ex. ix, 14. 
• 

• 
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"fearing the word of Jehovab," and, as n. consequence, 
"making their servants and cattle flee into the houses ;"* 
uthers as regarding not tho word of J eho\'ah," and so "leav
iIw their scrvants and cattle ill tIm field, "t From this state-

o 
ment, it is plain that there were some, we may reasonably 
~lIpp(,~e there were many, of the wealthy Egyptians, whose 
confidence in their idols had beon thoroughly shaken, and who 
now believed that J eho\':\1I, the God of the Hebrews, was the 
living and thc true God. 

The eighth plague had a similat' object with the seventh, and 
\fllS, as it were, the conslll1lmation of it. The miracle con
sisted ill an unprecedented incursion of locusts, hrongIlt hy a 
strong cast wind.:!: " Very grie\'ous were tIley. * * * 
They covered the face of the whole earth, so that the laud was 
darkened; and they did eat e\'cry herb of the land, and nIl 
the fI'uit of thc b'ccs which tIle llllil had left; and· there 
l'cmained not allY green thing in the tl'ees, 01' in the berbs of' 
the field, through all the land of Egypt,"§ Thus was com
pleted the triumph of the God of Israel over the vegetable 
gods of' Egypt. Some writers have supposed, that this mira
cle was directed especially against the worship of Serapis, 
whose function it was to protect the CoulltJ'Y against locusts,~ 
If snch was the office of this god, his impotence stood COll

spicuously revealel1. At any rate, through the present and 
preceding penal visitations, Egypt sawall she held most deal' 
and suct'ed 011 earth, Cl'\1shed, brokcn, obliterated, and de· 
stroyed, by n power, which seemed armed against the entire 
runge ot' her idolatrous worship. lIow galling to n. nation so 
proud of her wisdom, her power, and her gods I 

But a stillmore humiliating blow was yet to fall upon the 
pride ot' Egypt; a still 1110re sigllul P1'0nf wus to be given ot' 
the impotence amI nothingness ot' her idols. One class of 

* E . "0 So, lX. _ . t Ex. ix. 21. 
t Ex. x, 13, ~ Ex. x. 14, 15. 
i! Smith'~ Heb. Peup. p. 43. 

• 
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204 oommN'rAlm~8 O~ '],111,; 

hOI'lloit.ioB 1I1uno I'cnutinod ,yot IIllnunshotl and IIl1tonohod by 
tho POWCI' 01' .f ohovnh, tho henvenly llllllirllU'ios. It is 
Ilg1Lillol; tlto dilrinit,y ot' thoso urbs) plIl'ticulm'ly of.' tho most 
resplenilently glul'iolls 01' thOIll, tlmt tho nillth plnguo WllS 

dil'octcd::<' I' '['Ito !:lUll Wilt:! w~Il'shippOll th,'onghollt Egypt, 
Tho flllCl'IJ(l ClllblcllIt:! of' hit; illf111011CO Hlld SUPI'OIllI\CYWOI'O 
cUllstnllll,}' ill II~C, ,x' 'l.' ,x- '::' 'rho nlOlIll wns nlso wOl'shipped 
undo,' tho nltillC of Thoth. '':' ,x' ~~ Thosc slIblilllO ol,,iecls of 
tltciL' itiollltl'U1l8 worship suclllCd tu bo too distnllt ['1'0111 OUI' 
cal'lh, 11)0 gl'cllt (lIltl tuu glurious, to bo a!l'eetlld by filly 

]>o\\'el' wldeh ]\fllse" cOllld wield, ,x, .:<. ,x, .;:. Hut J ehovn!t 
halll\l'i~ell Ollt 01' hi8 plnec to vindicnt.e his insulted 1I111jesty, 
.y. • • :< .. ;( .. ;:. In I.llu IICCOllIl'lhllllllcnt uf' tId::! purpose, 110 oll,iect 
wns so lri!.dl, 110 cI'eatuI'e so gl'cal', I\S to \\'ithstallll his will. 
Moses WIlS cUllllllalldcd to stl'etch Ollt 'hi::! hand tUWfll'U 
hetwell, t11Hl tlrl'l'C was It thick dal'kllOSt; ill all the lund of 
Egypt tlrl'cu clays,' SII (IceI' w:\s tho darkne,.;s thnt during 
tiro wlwk of tid,.; t.iIlIC, ' tlwy saw Ilot one anothol'.' Su OVCI'
"'Ir(Jltllilig W(~I'U tire anta~elllcnt :till! sorrow, that llul'illg tlris 
JlOl'ill1! Ilil 1Il:111' rnse fl'Ulll hi,.; place,' Ullcertaill whethel' 
they shll\llil cver again sec the light, thcy lay pat'nl.r~cll in n 

elm'kncs,; tlrat, c,ollld bc felt, Hel'c t.he tl'iumpll uf the (foll of 
ISl'ael was cUlllplcte, and the pel'l'uct \'nlrity of Egyptinll 
illolatl'y dCliluniitmtcd. Egypt, with all hel' learning and 
pro\\'CSS, snpportClI by a gurgeolls nnrl alllwst bOlilidless 
range uf i.Julat.I'ons religiun, is exhibited no cOll\'ictct!, pHn· 

• 

i:;ILCd, allt! withuut any }lOWCI' to escape, ur :tu,)' JI'.Ipe 1)1' 

ailed ation. :'t 

, 
• 

Having thm; "executell jndgnlUnt agaillst all the god:; of 
Egypt,":~ anll f;]lIIwn hill)self I' grcatOl' t!Jall nil gOl!::;," being 
"abu\'e thelll in the tiring wherein they dealt prolldlj',"~ 

.Telrl)\'ah by tire tellth and lnst in thi::! tcrrible series of lll)nal 
illtlictiun~, ilitellllcll tu teach thc Egyptialls, I,y causing the 

.:+ Ex. x. 21-~:~. 
+ J' .. I) + ~X. :tu. ~. 

f HJl1ith'~ lIel" I'eop. p. 43-44, 
"I' ... 11 .~ ~~x. xnll. . 

, 
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iron to ontel' into theil' OWII souts, that to him n!(Juo it b~.· 
lollO'etl to OX(J(Juto ,iUdglllOllt ill tho oarth. 011 .tlmt direi'ul' 
Ilj(~t, when thu JII'tlt.!Jorll 01' O\'Ol',Y family ill Egypt, I.' from .. , 
th~ first·llom or l'lllll'lloh tllltt was 011 llis tlmJ/lc ulltothe fil'St· 

horll of tho oltplh'o that Wltl:\ in tho dUlIgOUIl,"* hOCllIllO n 
• 

corpso, nil t.ho inllocent 1 [uhl'oW blood lhnt hnll gorgeti tho 
1Il0116tCl't! ut' thu Nile, WitS I'O(lllil'od, to tho lust dt'op, of 
Phnl'lloh I\lItl Ids peuple, 

10'1'1)111 all tlli~ tho OOIlO\II:;ioll is, t\J11t tho llJiI'ncles of ,ModOI:! 

wel'o \11\<1 ull hted ly l'olll, Ill\( I tit 1\ t, as It COIISO(11l0IlCe, 11 is III is· 
sion wns eOl'tllinly divil\o, Fol' who bllt a lIlIlIl cOllllldssionoti ..' ' 
us Clod'l:! \'ieogcl'ollt, I!ould wiellia P0\\'Cl' like that displayed 
in tho plaguo8 ot' Egypt, Ilw.l tho I:\1l/)SOllllOlIt wonder:! or tho 
Hell Selt HIILI the \\'i1t1orIH.!ss? Who hilt n tl'UO divino HlOS

senger could contl'ol tho laws llnd clclI1cnts of naturc? 
How stnndt-l tho (llwstiun, thOll, or tho divillc legatiun of 

Moses? Let 1I10 sum Ill' t.he HI'~III1lCnt, ill 0110 brief SClltollce, 
Thc gellom\ cl'elli1Jility'ul' the Pentatcllch, tho publication 01' 
a theoloJ,Y worthy uf t.he tl'llC Oul\, tho o\'crthl'ow of idol:ttl'y., 
and the sllhstitution of:t bottel' l'aith and wOI':;hip ill its place, 
tho sl1pCrhUIlHlII p1ll'ity alld excellc1\ce of' his moral cotle, amI 
the dem' and well estnl>li:;hed powel' vI' mil'acles, such is 
the finny of' l)l'oot~, whieh CUllcelltrate theil' ful'co, in n. lJluze 
of domollstrn.tiol1, tU'OUllll the warrant 01' J'lIoscs to publish 
laws in the llame of ;Jehon1h, 

,. I.' ,. V')') 'JII 
.,\ •• 1. .... J. 
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CHAPTER VI. , 

Ol{jections considered nnd nnswered. 

N OnYl'fIlSTANDING these clear and irrefragable proofs of a 

lli\'ine lcgation, the inspiration of' Moses Las been both de
nied and ridiculed by 11Ien, who claim the charactel' and 
authority of philosophcl'" aud historians, alHI who arrogantly 
a~"'U\lle, as their exclush'e right, the title of frce thillkel's; as 
if ali the rest of the world, besides themselves, wcre fast 
"ound in the chains of' prejudice and priestcl'at't. These 
writers gt'ound their denial ot'inspiration to l\Ioses on certuiu 
internal evidences of imposture, contained ill his laws them
:;elves. They allege, that lllUUY of his statutes arc trivial, 
absur,], and unwurthy the wisdom and majesty of' Deity; 
that the spit'it of his lcgislation is sanguinary and Cl'Uel; that 
his code perlllits lIlany things, now COllllllollly regarded as 
::iocial eyils; that it rccognizes whut they arc plcased to stig
mati~e as the 1ll0w;tI'OUS principle of retaliation; that it 
omits the ductrine of f'utl\l'e rewards amI punishmcnt:;; aud 
that IIi.:; laws respccting the extermination of' the Canaanites 
dolate the plainest dictates of religion, and the most sacred 
rules 1)1'.i ll:itice. 

Mll:;t if not. all uf these ubjcctions will be sull1ciclltly re
futeu ill that general exposition of the ~Iusuic cude, which it 
i" th-:: llhjcct of thcse pages to oftbl'; yet it lllay be well, ill 
auvance of slIch lL confutation, which must of l1eccs~ily 

:ipreatl itoclf ovcr the entil'c treatise, and at .the haza1'tl of 
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some ropetition, to present in this plnce, n. brief specific an-
swor to the allegations above reciteu. This, therefore, is 
what I now prO})080 to do. We will consider them in the 
order in which they are mentioned in the preceding para-

graph. 
The fir8t objection il> based upon tho alleged triflmg nature 

of lllany of tho :Mosaie Inws. Such are tho lltws against cut
tinO' the hail' nud beard nfter a pllrticullU' manner;* against 

co 
boiling 1\ kid in the dam's milk;t against wearing garments 
IUndo of linen and woollen mixed together;t against the 
intorclmllge of male nnd female attire;§ against eutting the 
flesh ;:: against receiving the pl'ice 01' a tlug and the hire of 
a prostitute into the public trcasUl'Y ;~r against tlle sowing of 
mixed seeds ;,,<-;, against worshipping ill groves and high 
llhlec5 jtt and against the use of certain kinds of animal 
lood.:!:; 

All theso laws, with others of an apparently like trivial 
nature, wore aimed against tlll.! iuolatru1\i) c11stoms, then 
pre\'ulent ill the ,,"Orllt Unless, therefore, idolatry itself, 
with ull it5 hOl'l'id train of cl'illWS tlIHl ill1p\1l'ities, was a trifle 
unbecoming the care of God, tho agencies adapted to its 
extirpation could not 1mt 1)0 worthy of his contrivance and 
institutiou. Let us glanco at a few of' the prnetices, against 
whieh tho laws in fJucstion woro (lirccte(1. 

.A. particular mode of sh,wing the lloael and faco were reo 
garde,l hy CIJ!'tuin sects of idolatrons priests as essential tc 
the acceptahle worship of theil' gOlls.§§ By othel's it was sup· 
posed that the pursuits uf hushnlHh'Y would he rendered more 
successful hy sprinkling tho fields and gal'(lolls with the milk 

* LOI'. xix. 27. t Ex. xxiii. IV, 34. Deut. xiv 21. 
t tOl"it. xix. l!1. ~ Dc·nt. xxii. 5. II Levit. xix. 
c; D t .. r. ** I 't . I" Ii ell '. XXll. ;). .0\'1 '. XIX. ". 

tt Ex. xxxii'. 13. Dent. vii. 5. it Levit. xi. 
H Herod. L. 3, c. l:i; n\,:o L. 4. c. li.i. ;-'I'liJn(\lI. ;\Ioro Nev. Pt 3. J. :17 

Sec u\s.) Dr. Clarke's wry in~tl'l\cti\'c notL' nil I.e\,. xix. 27. 
17 

• 

• 



• , 
258 co:mmNTARIF.Jl ON THE 

of a goat, in which n. young kid lind been previously boiled.* 
:llIaimonides,t who, with an untiring industry, searched into 
every nook aUlI corner of uncient history, for tho pnrpose of 
bringing to light un the institutions and usages of idolatry, in. 
101'111S us, that the gentile priests 11sClI to wear garments made 
of n mixture of the produce of plants and animuls, hoping 
thereby to have the beneficial influence of some lucky conjunc. 
tion of'the planets, and to derive thence a blessing upon their 
sheep allll flax. From the same writel't we learn that another 
common custom of idolatry was for mell, in the worship of 
severnl of their gilds, to put 011 the garments worn by WOlUen, 

and women thuse used by men. He found an express pre. 
cept ill an old magical book, enjoining that men should stand 
before the star ot' V CUllS in the ornamented garments of 
women, and wOll1en iu the 1U'l\lor of men before the star of 
Mars. The s:1.\'agc rite ot' cntting the flesh was generally 
practised by tho ancient heathen nations, to pacify the infer. 
nal dllitie~, and 1'011(ler thelll propitiou8 to departed souls,§ 
AnuIJia, olle 01' the principal E~yptian divinitics, had the 
he:l(1 or a dog,:; :lUll wn,; \\'U)':;I! i ppcd uuder the sym hoI of that 
animal. Nothing Wat! \lIore C01l1111011 than to consecrate the 
wage,; of prostitution tl' the gUlls; and, imleecl, this vile com
merco WlUl c:trl'iell un within tho \'cry precincts ot' the temples, 
allll under the s:tlletiullUl' tllt! impure divinities, whose priests 

• 

t:ltl(~IlCll 011 it:; 1lnholy gaiu:;.~r To worship in gl'O\,CS aud 

, :-:ec; (·tIllw. on the L"rd'~ :-:np. ancl ~penccr do Leg. Heb. citl!d in Dr. 
(·lark, .... ~~ote on Ex. xxiii. HI. 

t On DCllt. xxii: 5. 
~: H,'(; :lIa~ec on ,\ tUII. 'lIlcll'aC\. n.l. 1, p. 101. 
Ii ,\1Ith. Cla"~.l>ic. Art. Anuuiti. This upinion, indeed, hns hccn shaken 

by \\"ilkin50l1, (Allc. Eg. vol. :;, p. :!(iU,) whu hns l'cnucl'etl it probnble, 
lhut Anu)Jis had lIot the h'!ml of a dog, lmt of a jackal. Still it remains 
"crtain, tlml the dog was a sllcl'ctlnnimal with the Egyptians, nnd, IlS such. 
!·i'(',;jt,·,·d a ~lIpcr~titit)us veneration. ~t'{) f;lllith's lIel). Pcop. pp. 3\1, 40. 

~i ~cc Pru\'. Bu~h 1\\1'\ Dr. Ch\1'k,~ IOU LeI·it. xix. 2G; also .\ugustin tl~ 
Chit. Dei, L. IS, c. :;. 

• 
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high places was supposed to be peculiarly acceptable to the 
false deities of pagsUlisln, and wus certainly favorablc to the 
impurities, which wero but too often found associated with 
their worship. Particular citations here are unnecessary, as 
1111 heathen antiquity is full of allusions to this practice. 
Finally the old Zabii not only sowed mixed seeds and 
grafted different ldnds of trees upon one another as It reli- , 
giotls rite, but used abominable filthiness at the time of' 
doing it. 

Such were some ot' the crnel, absl1l'd, and implll'e ctlstoms of 
idolatry, against which the laws in question were directed, 
and which, it cannot bo denied, they were well adapted to 
destroy. Doubtless, there werc some things condemnerl in 
these Inws, whieh are in themselves innocent and harmless, 
and which, if practised now, would not incur the divine dis
pleasure, as worshipping God in groves, sowing mixed seeue, 
wcnring clothes "'f wool aTHI flax mingled together, &c. But 
in thnt age these things were so closely connected with otl101'8 
wllich were evil, thnt, with a people of gl'oss intellect, and 
but little addicted to refincd distinctions, the t.wo could not 
be disjoined, m'ld the perlllission of the one would be likely 
to draw after it the prnctice of the othel'. 

, 

A pm'aUel to this procedure of' 1\[oses, we find ilL the con-
duct of the cllrly prutestant reformers. They waged war 
upon It variety of llsagcs, harlllle~s enough in themselves, but 
hurtful through their connexion with the papal system. 
These usages were alllong "the monuments of idolatry," 
which nlll!';t ve on~rt1lrll\\'n at all hazards. Something analo
gons we IHt\'c ill Olll' political history. The tax on tea wns a 
l)altry thing ill iteelf'. 'Vhy was it refused, and tllO horrors of 
civil war enconnterml, mtIler than pay it? Not, surely, on 
its own account, bnt bccanse of' its relation to It system. This 
was pl'ceisely the pl'inciple of these Mosaic laws. III con
demning" them, thcI'di)rc, we condemn the principle of the 



• 
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war of independence, and call in question its wisdom and 
necessit.y. 

There is another clnss of t.he Mosaic laws, the rites of 
purification, -whose divine original has been denied, on this 
<illmC grouud of' tl·iviality. But the extended system of l'itual 
pl\l'iiication, establbhed by these laws, embraced, among 
otLel' purposes, oue a;; noblc und sublime, as any other in all 
the wid\! range of' the Mosaic legislation. It was to convey 
intI) the minds or the Israelites the idea of the diviue 
lwlilll.!cls; an iLlen, which, as far as we call see, could be iufused 
in 110 ot1101' way. This has been clearly shown hy the inge. 
nions aulhor of tho rhilosophy of the Plan of Salvation, to 
whoso chapter Oll the development of the idea of holiuess, 
the l'callcr is l'oiCl'l'Cl1. He will there see the argument han. 
(11ell at lcngth, and with masterly ability. It must be presented 
here ill It condensed form, and so shorn of' a portion of its 
strcngth. 

All the nations, by whom tho Isruelitcs wore sl1l'l'ol111ded, 
worshipped unholy bcings. How, thell, woro the chosen 
peuplc to be made to uuderstnnd and feel the holy character 
of Godl 'Vhntev(Jl' lllay he tho speCUlations of philosophers 

. auunt innate ii.le[ls, it is yet true, thnt aU acquirCll knowledge 
comes to us throllgh the medium of'the senses. By t.hem the 
knowledge of oxtel'llal objects is convoyed to the lllind; and 
t.hc~e simple iuens serve as material for reflection, comparisun, 
alHl abstractioll. ThllS the idea of powcr, muong the Hebrews, 
Wit:i tlcrh'ed, through the eye, ii'om the hol'll of un anilllal and 
tlw haml of a man; bccllu:;c, through those parts, their 
re,; pecti \"0 strength was. mainly excrted. And lienee the 

• 
wurl1" horll and haml came to be used as abstract terms, 
dcnoting thll gencral quality of power. Thus" a hom of 

• 
salvation" means a mighty salyution; and" the powor of the 

• 

tongne" ill Hebrew is "the hand of the tongue." So the 
same word, in that language, by tl similar tl'ansfer of the 

• 
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material to the immaterial, means both sunshine and hap 
• pmess. 
These few instances will show how the abstt'act ideas of the 

Hebrews were originated; viz. throngh the impressions nmde 
by external ohjects on the senses. .' 

lfark now both the fact and, the principle. The fact is, that 
thc whole world of matter did not afford a single object, capa
ble of conveying to the mind the idea of God's holiness. The 
])rinciple is, that the idea, having been first originated, must 
then be thrown into the mind through the instrumentality ot' 
the senses, by a process instituted for that purpose. Mark, 
also, the correspondence between this principle, founded, as 
it is, 11})011 the laws of mind, and the system devised to 

• 

instruct the Israelites in the knowledge of God's moral purity. 
Throughout the cntire Levitical economy, })I11'ity is the pre

dominating idea. This jrIen pervades all its ceremonies and 
observances. The priests were to be purified, the sacrifices 
were to be purified, the people wore to be purified, the camp 
was to be purified, every thing was to be purificd andre-pu, 
rified; "(md each process of the ordinances wus designed to 
reflect purity upon the others; until, finally, that idea of 
purity, formed in the mind, and rendered iutense by the con
vergence of so many rays, WIlS transferred to God" in whom, 
as a moral being, it would become moral purity, 01' holiness. 
Thus they learned, in the sentimcnt of Scripture, that God 
was of too PURE cyes to look upon iniqnity.' That tIle idea 
of moral purity in the minds of the Israclites was thus Ol'igi
nated hy the machinery of the I .. edtical dispensation, is sup
ported not, only by the philosophy of the t.hing, hut by many 
allusions in the Scriptnres. Such allusious nre frequent ill the 
writers of both the Old Testument und the New; evidencing 
that, in their minds, th~ idea of moral purity was still sym
bolized by physical 11llrity. The rite of' baptism is founded 
upon this symbolical unalogy. In the epistle to the IIehrews, 
St. Paul says: 'It was tllerefore necesHlU'y that the pattems 

, 

, 
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of things in the heavens should be purified with these j' i. e. 
with these purifying processes addrelised to the senses. The 
p1ain instructior. of which is, that the; parts and processes of 
the I.evitical economy were patterns addressed to the senses 
nt' ullsccn thing.') in heaven, and that the purifying of those 
pattcrns jllllicated the spiritual imrity of the spiritual things 
",lliclt they represented." 

Ullllonl>tcdly the Levitical rites of purification had other 
purposes to answer, which this is not thc place to unfold. But 
if the clld hcre illuicated werc the only one, I put it to the 
candor of thinking IUCH, whether a system of laws and obser
\'fiIlCeS, designcd and adapted to originate the idea of moral 
p1ll'ity, 01' holiness, aud to transfer it to the object of religious 
worship, is justly opcn to the charge of frivolity. Ought it 
not ratllOr to be ul1Inbcred alllong the proofs of the divine ori
gin of the :Mosaic institutions? To my mind it furnishes pre
~llllllJti\"e cyillcnce to that effect of no illcollsidm'able force, 

The seconu objection to the divine legation of 1I10ges is 
gl'(J\l'lIh~ll 011 the inhumanity of the :Mosaic code. The crim
illal.ill\'i~l'rll<lencc of the law!;h'er is here macIe the point of 
a fi(!I'CL :l~~all1t. The particulur charge against this part of 
Ids IJljIity is, that it is vindicth'e and cruel. How is this? 

At the \'cry threshold of the penullaws of Moses, we find 
cirillibcl'ty makill!; a great strhle in its work of hum:1u 
iHll'l'o\·ClIlCllt. How much, amI how justly, do we congratu
late ol1l'se1n;s on that principle of our constitutional law, that 
110 cl'illlinal attaillllcl' shall work corruption of blood! Yet 
this principle was cllluodietl in the constitution of :Moscs, not
with::;t:ultlillg the opposite doctrine prevailed in the goveru
ments of the most llolished nations of Ilntiqllity. His statute 
is exprcbsed with characteristic clearncss a1\(l brevity: 'The 
fathers shall not be put to death for the c1. dtil'en, neither shnll 
the childron be put to death for t.he fathol's; every man shall 
he pllt to death for his own sins.";; This principle 1I1oses in-

* Deut. xxiv. 16, 
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COl;ol'ated into his code, in the face of prejudice, common 
opinion, immemorial usage, and the sentiment of inexorable 
and insntiate revenge. Undeniably, it is a specimen of legis
Intire ])olicy, which tnl~es its author out of the crowd of an
cient legislators, and places him on an eminence far above 
them all. . 

Loud complaint has been made against Moses on account 
uf the number of crimes made capital in his code. But 
great injustice has been done him in this pm·ticular. The 
crimes punishable with death by his laws were either of a 
deep moral malignity, 01' such as were aimed against the very 
being of t.he State. It will bc found, too, on cxamination, 
that there were but foul' classes of capital offences, known to 
his laws, treason, murder, deliberate and gross abuse of 
plll'ents, and the more unnatural and horrid crimes arising out 
of the sexual relation. And all the specifications under these 
classes amounted to only seventeen; whereas, it is not two 
hundred years since the criminal code of Great Britain num
bered onc hundred and forty-eight crimes punishable with 
death, . many of them of a trivial natnre, as I)etty thefts and 
treS}laSSeS upon property. But" no injUl'y simply affecting 
property could draw down upon an Israelite an ignominious 
death. The :Mosaic law respected moral depravity more than 
gold. Moral ttll'pitude, al\d the most atrocious expressions 
of moral turpitude, theso were the objects of its ullsleeping 
sevel·ity."* 

The principal punishments, known to the Mosaic code, 
were the sword, stoning, stl'ipes, compensations, restitutions, 
reparation of losses, and fines. Our inspired jurist appointed 
no ignominious punishments for the living. Blows ,\:ore not 
regarded in that light by tho Asiatics; and burlling, hanging, 
amI burying beneath a pile of stonos, which were ot'this no.· 
ture, were, it is IJl'obable, according to the laws of' Moses, in· 
flicted after death, and are, therefore, to be loolwd upon as 

* Spring"s ObI. of th~ World to the lliblo, Loct. 3. 
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• 
posthumous disgraces. To his everlasting honor be it said , 
that :Moses stained not his penal code with any of those tor. 
turous :lnulingering punishments, which.have disgraced the 
jurisprudence of so mauy polished nations since his day, as ' 
Lroaking on the wheel, impaling, flaying alive, roasting Over 
n sluw tim, druwning, exposure to wild bellsts, and, above all, 
crucifixiun, that horrid oftdpring of ancient barbarity, in which 
life Illlli (;ullsciou"ness aud intolerable agony were prolonged, 
Hot Ullfre(l'lCutly tu the third day, and sometil1les even to the 
scventh. lt~ then, his ponal inflictions must somctimes be 
admitted to be severo, at least hunUln nature is never com. 
pelled to shudder at their cruelty:;':· 

If :JIoscs be blamed for admitting capital punishments into 
his code, be must c\'en heal' the reproach along with tho 
purest', willes!:, Ull(lmost hUIlHUlC jurists of all ages. 'rhe great 
design of punislllllcllt he represents to be the protection of 
society and the vindication of law and justice. Transgressors 
must suHer, Hut simply, 01' chiefly, that they themselves may 
be nmendllc1, but, to usc his own expressive lnnguuge, that 
others "may hcar, amI fear, and cOlllmit 110 more any such 
evil."t He was quitc unacquainted with a lUodel'llrcfincment 
of wis(lom, which rC]!l'escnts the reformation of' the criminal 
us the only legitimate cnd of' punishment. He had no sym. 
pathy with that mawkish philanthropy which POUl'S fOl'th 
such floods of teurs ovcr the fate of the hardened perpetrator 
of crime, thnt it has scarcely one left to mingle with those of 
thc unhappy victims of' his villnllies. This is not the place to 
vindicate either the lawfulness or the policy of capital penal. 
ties. Let the jurispruclence of' all christendom stand as their 
defellce. It may, howevcr, be observed, in pus sing, that such 
punishments arc as conformable to right reason, as they are to 
reYclation and the practice ot' cnlightencd legislators. The 
eq nity of pntting a murderer to death arises ii'om this, alllong 

, 

* "The lu w of the twelve tal)les is full of vory cruel punishments:' 
Montcsq. Sp. of Laws, B. Q. c. 15. t Dout XIX. 20. 
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other considerations, that the law by which he is punished 
was 111ade for his own security. He has himself enjoyed the 
benefit of the law, wMch condemns him. It has been n COll

tinual shield over him all his life. Can he, then, in reaSOD, 
object to it 1* 

The war code of Moses has also been made a point ot 
attnck by the ellemies ot' l'e,'elation, anu by some of' its pro
fessed friends. ITow little do sueh persons know of it ! How 
slender the ground for their assanlh;, which have sometimes 
been conducted with n ferocity equal to that which they cluwge 
arrninst the Hebrew Inwgiver I The Ct\llaanitish wars, which o . 
formed no part of the general war system, will be considered 
in a subsequent Ilnrt of the present chapter; und the other 
military laws of Moses will receive a fnll elucidation in one of 
the succeeding books of this treatise. The extraordinary 
miluness ot'these laws towards the citizen, their wise modera
tion towards the enemy, and their ullexampled tenderness 
towards female captives, will then be made to appear, to the 
satisfnction, I hope, ot' every candid inquirer. It will be seen, 
that they ofiiw, in these respects, a perfect contrast to the mil
itary laws and usages of other ancient nations, even of those 
which were l'enowne~l for their clemency and l'efinement. 
"Lex 11ulla victo parcit," no law spares the vanquished,,-

• 
was the great military maxim of antiquity. It was the right 
of war, recognized by all nations, questioned by none; and 
often the conqueror pushed the exercise of this barharous right 
to its utmost rigor. IIe sacked, demolishcd, hurnt, and mur· 
dered, without l)ity for age 01' sex. Slavery was the mildest 
lot to be hOl)cd fol' by those who lind been unfortunate enough 
to survive the carnage of the combat. In this manner were 
treated Sidon by A.rtaxerxes Ochns; Tyre, by A.lexander; the 
towns of the Marsi, by Gerlllaniclls; and Jerusalem, by 
Titus. " It was thus," indignantly exclaimed the authors of 
the Letters of cel'tnin Jews to Voltaire, t " it wus thns that the 

* 1Ioutesq. Sp. of Luws, B. 15. c. 2. t Letter 3 . 
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lllilitary laws of the Persians, the Greeks, and the Romans 
WCI'C miltI, and those of the Hobrews Larbarous." 

lIuw imperfectly do those understand the Hebrew legisla
tiun, who aCCIl.;e it of inhumanity! Its distinctive character 
i:; gCJltlenc~s and beneficence. No ailCient legislation will 
beal' a mumcnt'.; comparison with it in this l'espect. It forbids 
to dlcl'ish scntiments of hatl'etI and l'evenge.* It enjoins the 
li.Jl·gL·tfllIIlCilS ot' injurics, the cultimtioll of mutual love: and 
tho pmcticc of kindness evoll to enelJ1ics.1" It commands 
I'o"l'cct and compassion tuwlmls the aged, the deat~ and the 
hlind.; It clljuillS that the tr:wellcl', ullcertain ot' his route, be 
directcd ill the right way.§ It requires bClle\'olellCc ana gen. 
crui;ity towards the poor, t.he willow, the orphan, anu the 
stl'allger.;: FUI' thelll, the corllcrs of the field were to remain 
UlIl'eapeJ, amI the forguttell sllCaf was to be left where it had 
fal\en.~f For them, the hllsh:mdmun was forbidden to go over 
his l'u1'lI pateh It secund time, 01' to twice glean the grapes of 
hi" l"iucyard Hnd shake the buughs of his olive trocs.f '* . Ser. 
\"Hnts,ollg:lg'ed ill the l'l'epamtiun of' tood, and mcn, employed 
ill gat hCl'ing in the huunties ot' naturc, had the legalright to taste 
the i'l'llit:; nnd "iallll", about which they were busied.1"t Even 
rlnil\l:.tl" sll:LI'Cll in the thoughts and tho compassion of the ITe· 

• 

brew I.:l\\,gh·er.H "Thesc precepts are very touching. They 
arc the fillcst political morality; antI not only very"high moral· 
ity, but vcry decp sentiment. A complete collection of the 
I'll Ie,; of this character, scattered through the Mosaie legislation, 
would forlll olle of the most striking collections of kind, con· 
siLlcratc, merciful maxims ever knowll.§§ And they would 
provo :Muscs to have been, 110t only a wise and benevolent 

'" Lev. xix. 17, 18. t Ex. xxiii. 4, 5. t Lev. xix. 14, 32. 
~ TIIIJ Jcws interpret the law contained in Dent. ::u:yii. 28, as extending 

to tra vellcrs. Sec the eleventh of the Letters of certain Jews to Voltaire. 
II Lov. xxv. 35. Ex. xxii. 21. Deut. xxiv. 17. 
~ Lov. xix.!l. Dent. xxiii. HI. ** Dent. xxiii. }!1-21. 
tt Deut. xxv. 4. tt Dcut. xxii. 6, 7. XliX. 4. 
H Leet. 3 of Spring's Oh1. of the Wodd to the Bihle. 
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le"islntol', but a man of feeling, delicacy, and refinement; a 
\ll~\l of llu'gc and magnanimous spirit; a mnn who saw in r 

c'.CI'Y other' Ulall tl brothel', and with wllOm every human 
forlll, though unblest by fortune and unknown to fame, COll
dtitllted a sure l)llssport to his sympathy, his solicitude, nnd 

his love. 
Surely, such a system of' laws could never have been die· 

tatel1 by a barbarian legislator fur a horde of savages. It is 
lll'eciscly ill this puint of humanity, that the :Mosaic legislation 
lellrcs nil other ancient constitutions far behind, anel shines 
with 11 preeminently mill 1 and genial lustr~. . 

Another objection against the llivine Ol'igin of the Mosaic 
legislation is grounded on its tulerance of various uc1mowl· 
edged social cvils, polygamy, slavcry, extra-judicial divorce, 
I\ud blood-avengement. "The laws of Moses (says thc ob
jector) nrc not, at least some of them arc not, the bcst, intrin
sically, that could be fmmed; therefore, the system is not of 
dh·juc origina1." The premises in this argument, are admitted; 
but the conclusion, it is contendell, is illogica1. The absolute 
perfection (If' every statute ill a civil code is not the charac
teristic mark of inspiration in the lnwgivcr; but the highest 
excellencc attainable under all the circumstances of the cas(:. 
This is tlwt infhllible sign of the Divinity, which fails all mere 
human legislation; but it may be nssertell, without qualifica
tion, of the political system of Moses. 

Whell God assumeu the relation of king to the Hebrew 
peOlJle, two general methods of administration were open to . 
his election; either to o\'erl'ule the will by au act of omnip-

• 

otence, 01' to iufluence it by motives addressed to the under-
standing and the conscience. In employing the former 

. method, his powel' would be the chief attribute requircd; in 
the latter, his wisdom. That God chose to deal with his peo
})le as aecouu.table agents, and that, notwithstanding the 
extraordinary providence by which they were conducted, and 
the constant blaze of nlmighty 1)ower that encircled them, the 

• 

• 

• 
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will remamed ever free and uncontrolled, is a truth written 
upon every page of the history. 

God, then, as temporal sovereign of the Israelites, having 
CIIl)Sell this method of government, was under a sort of neces
sity of proceeding upon the same principles with any wise 
hl!lrHl'l legislato,'. Now, such is the invincible proneness of 
111:111'8 will to rC\'olt against \\'lu1t directly opposes its preju. 
fliers, that ;ll'IHlcllt lawgivers, in framing laws in conflict with 
these prcjudices, lllwe always fuund it necessat'y to yield some
thing to them in orllcr to break and evade the force of human 

• pen·crslty . 
• 

Thns (1i(1 our inspircd lawgiver act with his people, who, 
if he hnd lIot inulllge(1 thcm ill some things, would have 
rcyolted against all. lIclIcc a partial toleration of some social 
(;dl.;;, 1:3l1U arglllllent against a divino wisdom in the lawgiver; 
hut i,:, Oil the cUlItrary, an esscntial attribute of such wisdom, 
without which the signature of its divinity would be wanting, 

To place tllis 1'oint in a stronger light, let us suppose thnt 1\ 

perfectly wise lllan were lIOW to receive full authority t.o leg. 
islate ftJl' China. "\\T ould he thlllle a code of laws for the 
govel'llll1cnt of' that empire, irrespective of the ancient cus
tOIll!', t.he eherishea opinions, and the deep rooted prejudices 
f)f the nation, which are strong in the gathered strength of 
re\'ol dng centlll'ics? Such a procedure would stamp him as 
a fool, instead of'1t sage; and would inevitably defeat his best 
intentions. A truly wise lawgiver would study the character 
and circnmstances of the people. lIe would respect, and, to 

a ccrtttin extent, evon flatter their prejuJices. He woul<! 
limit, where he could Hot remove; modify, where he could 
not reverse; ameliorate, where he could not perfect; und so, 
by degrees, would prepare the nation for improvements in tho 
system of governmellt, more mdical th:\11 he would venture 
to propose at first. No really wise legislator will make laws, 
which sbock the geneI'd spirit of a natio11.* 

* MonteSI}. Sp. of Lnw~, 13. 19, c. 11 . 
• 
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Even Rousseau perceived the force and acknowledged the 
justness of this principle. In his treatise on the social com
pact, he observes:* "The prudent legislator does not begin 
by making n. digest of salutary laws, but examines first 
whether tho people for whom such laws are designed are capa.
ble of supporting them. It was for this reason that Plato re
fused to give laws to the Arcadians and Oyrenians, knowing 
they were rich and luxurious, and could not admit of the 
introduction of equality among thcm. * * * * When 
customs are 011ce established and prejudices have taken root 
among 11 people, it is a dangerous and fruitless entel'prie to 
attempt to reform them." Again, ill another place of the .. 
same treatise, he says:t "Legislation should be variously 
modified in diflerent countries, according to local sit.uation, 
th~ character of the inhabitants, and those other circumstances, 

• 
which require that e\'ery people should have a particular 
system of laws, not always the best in itself, but the best 
adapted to the state fo!' which it is cal~tdated." If this cele
brated infidel had been writing in defence of the actual pro
cedl1l'e of Moses as an inspired lawgiver, he could ~ot have 
uttered any thing more. l)ertinent or forcible than these sen
tences. Moses, though a real and earnest, was, nevertheless, 
au enlightened and wise reformer. His l)olicy was to correct 
errors gradually and with caution, rather than to attempt the 
sudden aud violent eradication of them; to repair, strengthen, 
and adorn the political edifice, ruther than to undermine its 
foundations, and triumph over its ruins. lIo well knew, that 
systems of govel'lIment grow and assume forlU and solidity 
with time; that, however bad they may be, tLey come at length 
to be rooted in the customs, llnd often also in the affections 
of the people; and that to violently destroy the former shoeks 
ana deranges the latter, and so produces misOl'Y rathm' than 
happincss,t "The secret of great statesmen," says Nie· 

• 

* B. 2. C. 8, t B. 2. C. 11. 
t See President ~pal'k~' Pref. to the Am, Ed, of Smith's Leets. on Mod

ern Hbtory, tOl' some excclhmt reflections on this subject • 
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onhr,* "is the grnJual development and improvement of th~ 
6c\'cral parts of an actnal cunstitution; they never attempt to 
raisc all institution nt once to perfection." Nations 3re, ti.1r tbe 
1lI0;,t }>ltl't, very te/lllcious of their customs, and yel'Y apt If) 
revult against violent ilillOvutions. 'Vise stateslllon, therefilre, 
du Hut change them sl1lIdellly, but lead the people to make 
1 he change thelll"eh·e~.t 

The Pl\lcctIlire ot' :M08CS ill a more llluunn lawgh'or would 
elm',}' all yuices, as the \'ory perfoction of political prudence , 
AmI shall that be chargcd as impostUl'e in him, boca usc lu! 
elai~lCd to act lIIuler a 11irine guiullnce, which woulU be hon. 
ureu ad C()/lStlllllllate wisl]ul\l ill a Solon, a N ulna, a Chatham, 
U1' a Washington? Y ot this is what the infidel nIH1 the ration. 
alist uo ill the oltjcdiun which we are considering. Moses 
tu]erajl"] :'ulygaIllY, dh'orec, ..,lavcry, and the avenging of 
I.JIIO([ i:! ,!:e Ik"th of tllU IlIlll't]crcr l)y t.ho nem'l .~, .. : Idn ttl 
,:: J slltllghtl:l\:\l \'it:~~::.. "~li' !1'_' · .. ··:'L··ltIy did '.' a"?l~o\'e 

thcse things any more than the most Inmmne mHl ulIiIghtcned 
legh;latur uf lIlUI]erll times. 'Vhy, then, tlid he permit thcm1 
Because the abolition of them, at the time and Ullllel' tJIO cir. 
Clllllstancos of his legislation, would have endangcred hiR 
whole polity. TIICY had l)ecn practised tho world 0\'01' from 
timo illllllemoril1.l. They were inwoven in the wJwJe fi'1l1l!e
"ork of society. Their propriety and even lleccssit .. wel'e 
unqnc5tionm1. And they had long since gained ovcr t.- Iheil' 
support those master passions of the soul, the ullll/tioll (If 
lordship, the love of' pleasure, and the thirst of gain. 

'V cigh these circumstanccs in a just balance, and ceaSc tu 
wonder, that l\Ioses did not slay at a IJlow the wholo broou, 
and to argne tllCllce his fraud and charlatanry. Admire rather 
the generous philanthropy and heroic courage, which fired his 
spirit and ncrvcd his arlll in the work of reform. Mark tIle 
gentle but efficient skill, with which he takes out their sting, 

* Leets. on the IIist. of Home, p. !H. 
t Montest} Sp. of LllWS, 1l. l!). C. l·t 
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restrains their excesses, mollifies their rigors, and almost 
reverses their properties; and then acknowledge, that the 
hand that accomplished all this must indeed have 1)een guided 
by (I wisdom more than human. . 

ACI'lIill the divine mission of Moses has been assailed and o , 
denied, hccansc he admittcll into his codo the primitivc and 
in early tilllcs uuivel'cial }Jl'iuciplc of' "likc for like," techni
cally call~d tho "lex talionis." It is thus expressed in t,he 

• 
21st chapter of Exollns: "Tholl shalt gi vo lifo for lite, eye 
fOl' eye, tooth fur tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, limning 
for burning, wouud for woullll, stt'ipe for stripe."·:t 

It is admitted, that, as a law of private vengcance, Ilone 
conld be hottCl' fitterl to dcstl'OY the peace and surety of soci
ety, and to sow the seeds of hatred, revenge, and aU unchar
itableness, nut cunsillel'cll as the rule of official judgment in 
cnses ot' pcrsonal injlll'y, it apl'elll'S ill nnother light, and is to 
be judged upon principles diflerent from those applicable in 
the forlller case. 

Of pelUlllaws, it is the most ancient on record; and it is, 
obviously, founded on pure naturnl eCluity. The divine gov
ernment itself recognizcs tho j llstice of the principle. In the 
providence of God, crimes and punishments often cnl'l'espond 
in tlJ() most remnrlmble manller. Indeed, it is nn observation 
mnde long ago, that what mischiefs Ilny one prepnres against 
another, lie, without knowing it, first coutriyes agninst himself. 

However widely the lex talionis deviates from our penal 
laws, it accords not merely with the usages of' the 1'lIde and 
bnrbarous nations of antiquity, bnt with the express statutes 
of nations accounted to have been highly eiYilized. It existed 
in great rigor nmollg the aneient Athenians, and Solon even 
ordained, thnt whoe\'er put out the eye of a one-eyed pel'son, 

• 

should for so doing, lose l)oth his own. It constituted a part 
of the Roman laws of the twelve tables, so f.'lmous in anti· 
(luity; but tho punishment was afterwards changed to a 

* Yv, 23. 24 • • 
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jlCClIlIilll'Y flIIO, 10 110 loviod III. tho ,liHCI'otioll uf t.ho Im-etor, 
"H 1'1'OI'llill'l leAH III' 11\111'(1," nbSOl'l'OH ])1', Ad!l1Jl Olnl'l«J, "ill 
IIIOHt eh·ili:'.Cd eOlllllriu8; !llld ill flllly /lilted IIpOIl in tlto Cllnon 
III\\, ill I'Ufl))'(~IJel! 10 nil cllhllllllintol'H: 'If tlto cllhllllllintol' fnil 
ill t.llu \,\'1)1)(' of lIiH IIcelllHltiuII, lot ltilll H1JflcI' tllo SllIl\(J }llInish, 
IIWlIl', \\'Itieh 110 \I'iiilted to Illwo illilicl.ell on I.ho IlIlIn, wholll 
110 1'1I1~el.r IICelliH!tl.' ,,* 

rll Utll' expositioll 1I11l1 dofence 01' this lnw, it is, !H! nll'cndy 
hillktl, ilJlPOl'lllll1. If) OI)~C1'\'0, thnl; it did not ntltllUl'i~o the 
l'ellllilltiOIi 01' ill,illl'ies Ily illtlividllllliJ, lind 80 Il1llko onch lIlnn 
Il ,iW.lgli IIlId fll'(!IIg'l!I' ill Ids 11\\,11 ClIllilO, SlIdl IL principle liS 

tld~ II(!\'CI' elllol'll(l illto thu IJlit)!1 of' t.ho Hohl'ow IlLwgh'el', II 
is al,II(lI'I'olll. to tile \\'111.110 genills 01' ltis lcgislation, IIIld \\'011111 
hnl'l! iH'en liB <!lIihle:;tly I'epndiated hy !tilll, itS it is hy Illly one 
1)1' Ids a',;ailllnb~. III m'ol'y imltllnec uf the npplication 01' tho 
pl'inciplo ot' t!te lox tllli(llli~, it was lho dnty of' IL legal tribunal 
to ndjlldge, HlIII of tho pnlJlie exeelltive po\\'el' to ill/lict, the 
1'\llli~J11IIl'lIt. 

, 

1\1I"t"0I' IlIntCl'inl 01)501'l'I1tion is, that tlto persoll reccil'iUg 
tJll' illjllry l'ct:aiIlC(l nlways tlte lIatnralright, of I'omittillg tho 
Illllli"hlilCIII·, it' the other chose tu COlllPOllllll tho mnttcr by 
npilJiI:,,:'i(~:; :llItI pecllniary componsations, The law docs not·· 

• 

p0r011lI,[(.rily COllllliatHl un injlll'cd person to avail hi1l1selfof ' 
tho right oj' I'ctnlintion, withont uny u1terllatil'o, It only fixes 
the Plllli;;hull'nt, to wIdell the unthur of' lin illjl1l',}' llJust suh, 
mit, if ho enllllot COIl1POUlH.l matters with tho ill,illl'ec1 pnrty, 
Snch 8nli:=;thctiollS \\'CI'O ill fhct so COm1t101l, tllnt .1\[oses f01lnd 
it noccss:U'y to l'estmin tIle nse of thelll, in the cnse of c1elib, 
orate Illlll'llCl' : "Ye shall take no satistitctiull fo!' the lite (,i' 

fL I11Ul'c.loror."t 
The law, as it stands in tho :l\foEaic code, is pl'obably to he 

regarded as [t morc c1cclnrat-.ion of' the general pl'inciplo, that 
whoever has dono all illj lll'y to another is bonnd to Illah 
suitahle reparation 1(11' the wrong which Jw has committed: 

* Com, 011 Levit, xxi 2·1. t N lim, :-:lLW, 31. 

• 
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-Il principle cssculln! to f.hosnfuty 1I1ll1 good Ol'tlO1' of' socioty .' , . 
. . :1 principle, ilu]uml,witllOllt.whi(:h society cUlllt! Ilot oxist:..,·, " 
Bllt ol'on il'intel'pI'dud IIlllI (ldlltillilltol'cd IituI'IIIIy, Itow /iwO)'· , : ", 
"IJly dOCI! it; C~JlIqJHI'L1? 011 1111,) score of' libcI'lIlily, with wllllt.! . 

. II'll9, nt. llO dh;tllllt Jllll'illd, tllU Inw uf' 0111' Jll'ilil'lh (lllCustOI'S.! " 
It is lIot so vcry IUllgo, r;illce bolh thu fllOlII'Y IIlll! pl'adicu uf 
Oriti8h .iul'iHl'l'lItlellcll IIlight 1 III \'0 bl'CII C:\lll'C~fll!t1, llut ill the 
Hcul'o\\' fl}I'lllllllll'Y lIf' "1l1I cyo Jul' 1111 eye," bllt; ill SlIell IIIIlX-

ims 118 "11111(111 It)I' Il fihcel'," "It 111(111 l'ul':J gllillCIl/, lillY, IIll1rk 
it,),O \\'110 sligllllltiXU tho :;\[osnic 1(1\\' ul' re\lIlilltiUIl ns fl(l\'orillg 
of bal'1Jtlrill1l 1'lIdlll1118~, "II 1111111 /'I.lI':L twl'l\,c']ll'lIcc.filrtllillg!" . 

Tho 1I811gC8 wIdell 11I'entil IIi (hid <IllY ill f;C\'el'1l1 C()IIIlt.l'ics 
oftllo ca~L throw light lljlllll Iho 1lll1l11lUl' ill ",Ideh the law of 
I'otnlilltilill WIIS, ill all 1'I'u\JIl1iilily, adlllillistcl'()(1 :JlIlClllg t.hq 
IIncient HdJl'e\\'Il, llnl'ldl:lI't1t:::' f!1I,)'S tlllit 1111 illi;\lllillg' u.'\l'l'cs··;. 

. . , 
\ ' -! 

SiOIl~, all act:> (lJ' \'iulcllee, n bluw IIU\Hl\'el' I-!Iight, 1I11(ltheill,::':-
Jlictiull of' It \\'(1111111 cllw,illg n :;illglo tim" ()f'lJlooLlLol1uw}!,i<~: 

, •• ' ,·.' •• _'1, 

Im\"c theil' I'l)r-;pecti\'o lilies lI&eertaillcll. :I 10 gh~es:1I11 nillrlsIng>:h';'': 
"I' • ",," 

SPCCilllCII ()f It kacli',,; selltl~ncc, which I'll I I IltllS:, " ll()]~hyt':i' 
cnllcd Djl)lnn It dug; D.i"lnn rdul'lIc(1 lho illsul.t; by tt lJ]ow .!:; 

on ]Jokhyt's arlll; I hlm J1uldtyL cut Djulnn's \\'ith a knife.;: 
" ',: ! ' [ 

Boldlyt, tllCrcj\.'l'e, o\\'e,~ to Djolall.. : k 
" . 

, , .. ,' '. ' ,'.' , " , , 

For the in~lIlting l,')(pre~~i()ll, 
• 

, , , 1 ~hc'-'r, 
• 

" \\'o!llllling him in (he bhouhlul', , • :J cnllH.'l:-:. 

Djolnn 01\'U~ to Hukhyt, 
Forthe lJlow on hi~ 111'111, ' , , , 1 c:\llw1. 

Hemain due to j)jolllll , • 

'I11C baron do J\[ollluSCluioll,,!, a wdter whoso 11Il111:tllity IIn(l 
10\'0 of l'aHollnlliucrt,y nro o(luallctl ollly lJ,r tho (lopl-h of Ilis 
genitis, tho soHclit,r (If' llis .indg1l1cnt, nnd tho cxtOllt of his 
jUl'IdicnlIcarlling, affirllls, that nil tllC punishments iufHctctl 
upon crimes, thnt attack tllo safety ot' tho citizCIl, aro a ldnu 
(It' rctaliation, 11,)' wltieh society refuses SCCUl'it,r to a mOll

her, who has intentIonally deprived U1l0thOl' of Ids sccllJ'ity, 

... Cited by Bl\~h all I.e\-, ui. :!-l. t Spirit of LltW8, 

, 

• 
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Tllcse retaliatory IHlJIis111l1cnts, he says, arc dcriveJ fr01l1 the 
nature of the thing, fflllllded in reason, and drawll from the 
YGl',Y source of good and evil. TIlliS It lIlall desetTes death 
whcn he 1ms dolnted the sccl1l'ity of society ~o £'11' as tl) de
pri,-o Illlother mlln of his life_ So crimo COlllmittell agaillst 
thc Feclll'ity of' pI'ol'crty sllOultl, most llatu1'Illl,r, ue punished 
'rith tho luss of' proporty. _Alld this, indeed, ought to lJC the 
ease, if mon's furtuncs wero C(lun1. It. was the caso in the 
Hebl'ow polity, w1lCrc all the citizcns possesscd lnndell es
tates, of It less or greator extont. But, as ill most stlltes thero 
arc Il1l1ltitulles without property, and as thosc ",110 Illtr!} no 
property of their own, arc gonemll,)' tho readiest to attack the 
property (If otllers, it has been foulla llecesslU'Y to sllustitntc a 
l!OJ'por':lll fur a pecllniary pnnishment. So, then, according to 
tIJis prnfulllHI jurist, tho principle of t11e lex tnlionis i;, the 
principle of all those cJ'iminal laws, which arc designed to 
protect the citizen from injlll'y in llis person and llis }lrop
erty. It sIwlll(1 IJC ob5el'\"od, in passing, that :l\Ioses i~ not 
the originator of the lex talionis; uut t.hat in Ulllllittillg it 
into IIis COlIc, he silllply cfJllfurmeu to tho COlllmon practice 
of tlIe prilltith-c nges. 

It has orten heen alleged, tllat Christ«· mado war upon the 
lex talionis as of morc than (lolll)tf'ul morality, und tllUS:Iil
RllJl1ed nn nttitnde of direct llOStilitv to tlJO law of -Moses, 

~ 

Such 1m i(len lllust llfi,-e arisen from a total misconception oj' 
his "'01'11:::. It was ngainst 11 pen·crsioll of the law, that ,Jesus 
len'lled Ids reproofs. TIIC persollS addressed lly :Mosl's and 
hy Christ belonged to distinct clnsses. Moses speah to the 
perpett'atol' of tIle injury :lllll tells hiJl1, tlmt he wns uOl1nc1 to 
gh'e "eyo for eye and tooth for tooth;" that is, to lllake 
satisfaction :f()r wrongs find injuries committed by him. 
Christ, 011 tIle otlICl' lmlld, addresses the injured party, and 
6)]'uids him, as an illl1ividnal, to give vent to his vindictivo 

... In his ~crlll. on the :\rount, Mat, Y. 38, 3~. 
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feelings, .abusillg a rule of public justice to the indulgence 
of primte revenge, and pleading it in justification of his Yin
dicth'cncss. It would seem that in the time of our Savior, the . 
jus talionis was confounded with moral principles, t.hat is to 
sar it was lleld that the law of l\Ioses, which was merely . , 
civil 01' pcnul, justified a person, in a mornl point of view, ill 
inflicting on another the same injl1l'y which lie hatlrcceived 
from him. The persons, who give this exposition to the Inw, 
do not appeal' to have rccollected its h'no charncter as n cidl 
or pcnal law, nor to have l'elllCIl1 bere(l, tlillt tho liteml re
taliation coultl not take place, until aftcr tIle dccision of n 
judge on It suit, bronght by the pcrson injured, and thcn wns 
no\"cl' to excced tIle original injUl'y::f Christ made no refer
ence whatever to nny action of a ch-il trihunal, whereas the 
solo refcrcnee of' ~roscs was to this vCl'y thillg. How ausnrd 
to allege a cOllfli<:t uetween thCIll, whell their discourse does 
not e\'CIl relate to the sallle matter; tile rcference of one 
being to a jndicial decision, Hnd of' the otilcr to privHte ycn-

• 

gcnnce. Thus does e\'OI'y appcurau('e oi' a waut of llU.rll10ny 
between the different parts of l'c\'elatiou yunish, wIlen the 
})rinciples of' COllllllon sonse anu souer criticism nrc applied 
to their interpretation . 

.A:nother oujection to the divine original of the law of ltIoses 
is, th:t it omits the doctrine of fnture l'ewlmls and punish
ments. This oujection is unworthy of any lUaIl who claims 
the name of a philosopher. It is conceded, that ltIoses diu 
1I0t anllex to his laws the promised joys and threatened ter
rors of eternity. And what inference is to be drawn from 
the omission? Had he introduced snch sanctions, he would 
have becn chargeable with a flagrant incongruity. In exclud
ing them, he acteu conformauly to the nature of his mission. 
Who and what was ltIoses? The foulHler of a civil polity; a 
polity, 110 donut., dcsigned to keep up tllC knowledge and wor-

tf JaII\1'~ Bih. Arch. S. 2,jO. 
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~hip of the true GOt1, in opposition to tho nbsUI'd doc:tl'incs 
and impure rites of idolatl'y, and to foreshadow und iutroduce 
tlte christian l1ispcllsatiull; yet still, ill the strict sensc, n civil 
l,ulity. And what propcr connexion have thc terrors of eter. 
nity with a cOLIc of civil laws ~ It thus ullpeurs, that the 
II elm:w legi;;lntor was l'cstmined from unncxing future punisb. 
\!ll:llts as sallctiol\::; to his laws, hy considerations nrising from 
till.; clla1':lctcl' of his llIis.;iun, and the lIuture ot' the institutions , 
wllich he was COllll\li8~i(l.J(!L1 to establish. But did llot Moses . , 
t hCl'c1ure, l)()lic\'c in such pUlli:;ll1I1ClltS? How absmd would 
"Uell an infel'CllCC lie! As wcll might wc lay the sweeping 
tblll'gc of llatiollul in1i!ldity at the lloor of Great Britain and 
the L'llitctl Dtntl's, he cause the .Dl'itish lla~'liament nnd the 
_\llwl'icall congI'C:i;) lII) llut cllfoJ'(:e the enactmellts ill their 
,·tatu!c·lo(,k, with slleh t;llnctions. But to procecd forth from 
thi~ i,uillt, awl ilrgil~, :t:; Bishop ,\ral'lml'toll'::' has done, an igno-
1',1lIel~ ill the :\l1(;il'lIt S(ln~ of .Jaeol) of a 1'ntl1l'o \Vol'lll, shocks 
:Ill !.IUl' n;\igiulls j'ec1iIl!-!;~. To a llIind iutent on discovering 
the tmih, iw;tc:lll uf dcf'cnllillg a 1iUlcifili theory, and thatwill 
j~lir1'y ~Ill'\'ey a1\ the groulIlI;) of an ol'inion ill tho lll'cmises, 
hal'llly ll1lythillg cnll 1e plainer, than that tho doctrine ofa 

future life an!lo1' flltlll'C retrihutions, wus well known, and 
IlcItI \\'itll :1. firm grasp, by the putriarchs and their desceud· 
allt~ j amI 1),)' none of thum, with a more liring powc~than 
I)y the great lawgiver ml<l1oUlHlel' oftlle stnte. 

" ]Jut although Moscs docs 1I0t annex the sanctions of n fu· 
ture life to the violation of his laws, tlJcro is n most remarka
hIe peculiarity ill hhl procedurc with rcgal'll to punishments, 
\\' llich l1i:jtingui~hes h illl from all othcr legislators. It is this: 
Ile threatens the whole llatioll, if as n nation they should 
wickedly trunsgrcss his laws, with punishments in this life, 
which no human power could execut.e; bnt which tho divine 
proviuclloo could, and certainly would, inflict npon the l)cople 
and tho land. No mere hmnuu legislator could have dono 

* Div. Leg. pussim. 

, 
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thisi at least, could so luwo done it, as tlmt the issue should 
not expose to the people the emptiness of his threntenings. H 
i~ tIle sure criterion of an immediate messenger from heaven, 
cnncting laws by command of tIle lIIost High."* 

Ono fnJ'tlJ(~l' ohjection to the uivinc mission of tIle J ew~sh 
lawgirer I notice. It may be expl'~,;sed ill the following sen
tences: "}\[oses could 110~ hnYe acted under n divine COlU

mission, 01' he would ]lcrer ltil.\'e enacted laws involdng n di· 
rcct and manifest IH'cach of tllC most sacl'cd rules of justice. 
What right Imd the Hehrews to injure tllC Callaanites, either 
in their l)e1'S(111S or their estates? The.\' had neyer been tllllS 
injured by the latter j and they cou1l1, thorefure, have no plnu
siblo pretence, much less any just wnrrunt, to make war upon 
them, and sh'ip them of their territories."t 

So the case is often put. ]3nt the trllo qucstion is not, what 
right the Israelites 11:\(1 to the laud of the Canaanitcs, llc:ir 

wbethel' thoy lHH1, iu thclllscl \'os, any rigltt. fit nIl. It is, 
wllethcr GOll, as sovereign owner and ruler of the world, had 
a right to punish theil' auominahle wicl,oc1ncss by the agencies 
actually olllplvyed, and ",1Ict1lc1' it wus the dictate of' wisdom 
und goodness to use sneh means for the nbolition ot' ido]ntl'Y? 
Tho crimes of the C:ma:mitcs were of such n naturc, tl:nt no 
pretence to ii'ceelom of thought and liherty of conscicncc 
would, ill any WCll-0J'l1.';ll'ccl human govcrnment, be nllowcll as 

• 

It jnstificlltivn of tllCllI, 01' as n 1m' tv the infliction of condign 
punishment. An<l slmll it be said, that the El1pl'Cme lawgiver 
and judgc i,; ltindcreu by justice from recllllilJg a life, ",hid! 
lias becn forfeitcd to civil society, and. which the ci"nlnw it· 
self might tnke a way by the hand of a common executioner 1 

• 

* 1Ilich. Com. on tho Ittws of Mos. Art. S. 
t YariIJll:; answcr8 hl\\'e l)ccn givcll by 11i1f~1'ellt writers to this o1>jcetion. 

The must rntiollalllllu ~lltisfilCh.I'Y uefencc of the e01l11JJunu to extel'minate 
the Canaanites, whic.h I hare ercr met with, is tlw one olferetl in the test. 
The reader will find it hlllltlbllU\lch \\lO!'e at In!'!!,c, in Lowman's excellent 
Ilhnptcr on the sul.ject ill his Cir. (;OY. or the I!cl)l·c\\'8 . 

• 
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'l'It"" llllt','lItUlI(l jUl' BItCb fI, tlnch'illo, C!l.nllot, f.Hu'oly, be 
H\\'ill'l' ,~t ill','· \\'JllHCflIlUIIlJCS, to which it wonld loatl. If con. 
llid"l'aii"", ,,:' ,i 11~,f i!~o 1(!l'I)i!1 t lie Doity to plll1ish 11 llgiti0119 
ltllellll(~I',i I',i a j'1)1'I't-iiIII'O ot' tho blu:lfJiligs of tiIis lile, lito SUlIlO 

t:Ollliidul'!lLiItIiH \\'(llIld OpCl'llto ns It bill' to 1lI1j' pOlllt1 inflictions 
\\'llnf~;f)o\"cl' at hill hnll'd. Bo tllllt, UpOII this principlo, CrilliO 

\\'011 It I Oil}',)' 1\ }lel'lud illlll1ll11it..r j'l'um Pllllishillont', so llil' us 
lilll diyitlu !-,:UYUl'll1l1ellt ill concoI'Jw(l. Bosides, wllnt would be 
1111.i1l.;f; il1 (;/ld, !llll,;!; Ill) cILuaI1y ulljust ill IlIOII; nUll 1J()t1co it 
will 1i,III1\\', that nil tllO lll\\'il or sociuty tl) pllllish 1tI1l1l'oslrnin 
tIll' 1l11):;/: lIa~"iti"lId ,,11('lItll'I'~. IlI'UllOthitl!.!: lUf,IH t.hIlIlIlSUI'I)!ltioll 

'- ' '''-' , 
:\1111 :\11 1l1l,i1l:< ill\'01 .i,,!, ::lld nbddgclllcnt oj' PCI'IWIIIII libel'ty. 
;\111/ ;,1) Ihtl prillciple I\ill "lid ill tho uttCI' SlIbvCl'sioll of nil 
l2.'UI'c'j'1I1l10llt,lllIllIali :11111 diville; and, IJII pl'etlllH:c of' lIIuin . • • 
tnillillg' the right:l of .iu,;tice, it \\'ill effccl:l1ally nlill 1uro\'cr 
hnnislt Justice lhHI1 tllLl enrt:h, aye, nlHI fl'uill llL'avell too. It, 
must, thoreli.,re, he lwltl to havc becn jnst ill God [,0 punish 
tho idolab',Y of' the Canaanite:::, with tho ii)rfuihll'c uf' their 
cstates, their libel'ties, and ovcn tli(lil' Iivcs. 

Dill: gl'alltillg su 1I111CII, lltc ohjectlJl'still asks, ",nIY <lid 

not Go(ll'lInislt the Calla:lIlites hy his 0\\,11 halld, lJ.Y earth. 
cJunkc, telllpest, fnlllillc, postilcllc:e, 01' illtllHIaliOIl? Why 
slJOul(1 llC C(tlllllli;;"iull tLo Hcbre\\'s to dispossess them of 
their lalltIs, e~lwciall'y as sueil all example would lJu liable to 
tile JIlUSt. d:lllgl'l'utl" nhllscs, n,lI(1 might 1)0 1'10:11ICl.I by every 
ellthusiast Ul' illlpustOI', as It W:lrrnllt fbI' invadillg alld robbing 
hiil lJOighbul's, !llltler l)l'etcnco of rcligion, and in tho 1lI11110 

of the most lwly? A pl'oeuduro of this llatll1'O hns vcry little 
tho nppenrance of wisdom, and stilllcss of gootInc:>s/' 

'rl1lls reasons tho (lhjeetor. III opposition to tltis logic, 
wlliclL wcal'S an illll'Osilig ail' of humallity awl rcganl to tho 
di\'ino hOllor, I maintain, that, co])sillcl'illg tho abolition of 
idulatl'yas one gl':tlltl tlcsign or thu :J\[osaic pulity, the liw<lns 
elllpluyed fur tllC accollll'li:;llll1Cnt ut' tbat cnd, \\'u1'O tbo dic· 
tate uf COnSUllllJl[lto Whidolll HlIll 1)l'IlCI'olencc. 
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FOI', in tho fil'st p1nco, wo lmow thnt tho most tCl'l'ificvisi· 
hltiO\lS of divino pl'ovidclICO hllll Loon trio.!\, withollt oll'cct.' 
lind nut tllO wllolo alltclliluvillll wodd, Il1iIOUlltillgI'l'ohttbly . 
to hllndl'otls uf Illilliolll:l 01' SiIlIlUI'i:l, l'uUIIt! 0110 C01ll1llon gl'lWO 
ill lho wlltel'S 01' It univol'sal delugo ~ HncI not SOdOlll I\nd 
GOll1ol'l'nh, A<1illllh nlld Z:ohoilll, ill t.his \'CI'Y Il\ud 01' OUllttnn, 
beell whcltllcc11Jullenth It fiol',}' tmllpuot ]'01' their cl'illles? Hnd 
lIot gJIIl~t,Jy llllllillo glnLlotl ito \'W'IICiU\lS IlP}Jutito with tOilS or 
th01l61l1lLIs oj' thcso iLlolntol's, \I' hUll it dl'uvo tho lsl'lwlitcs 
dOW11 to Egypt 1'01' ul'oad? Alld whnt tho bultuI' WOI'O Illell 

• 

1'1))' these tlil'(.lL'u! plIlli:;!lI11ellts /i Dill till]), Hut" 011 tho con· 
tl'l\l'y, UCCOlllO tinily 11101'0 besotted nnt! daring ill thoil' 
impiet.y? 

Hilt, ill tho second plnco) unfl'uitful Bonsons, siclmesfl, 
• 

whelmillg \\'ntol'~) ulld tho Llnstillg thllllllol'1.lOlt would bo <lOU-
sidcl'cLlbnt us COlrtlllOll aecidcnts; 01' mlhcl', tllOj' .would bo .. 

. . " . ) . . , ' 

interpretell ns pI'oceoding 1'1'01,11 t.~lCYUlIgcnnceoi' their tlomons, ... 
. und so, instead ot' ruotillg, out:iuvlatr,)', ,,'oula m1d fresh v igOl', 

'. , • I • .' I " '" ' 

to its gl'o\\~th~",', '; ;', I " '.:. :>,:,;),::,,:,,; .', :. " , ' ','!':," '/ 
'. I ,. • , t ' " .,' I 

Alld this lemls to the third alia principal obscrvation, which 
, , -,' t, ' • , 

I hare tv slIbl1litin tllis !ll'gllllICllt •. It is Litis: Gutl g[L\'c tho 
, ,I "" ' ' 

territorics of, the,· OalltLullitC8 ill~O tho llllmls of tho Hcurows, 
coupled with,· a l;~asou· lor the gl'allt alld (t conditivn of its 

, • • ,- , I 

perpetuity, ,\"lJich wUl'e ill' tL!clI1se!ves n public COlldCllll1ation 
of it/obh'y, and a st:lIIding cUlIflltatioll of it. Botll tile I'CUSOl1 

" 1 

lIud thc condition are tlmB expl'ossclI ill the 18th cllllpter of 
Leviticus: (; The lalld is ddilCll; therofore I do visit tbo ini
quities thcreof 111'OIl it, anel tllC laud itself VOll1itcth ont its 
inlw.oitants. Yo shall, thercfore, keep my statutes anu my 
jl1llgments, and shall not comlllit any ('1' thoso aOoll1ilHltions.; 
that the land spew not yon ont nlso, ,dlell ye defile it, as it 
spewed out tllC nations that ",m'o heful'e yon. }'Ul' whosocycr 
shall cOlllmit allY of thoso nIJumillatiol!fl, C\'011 the s0uls that 
COllltllit them shall ho cut tlll:"+:-

~. \'\' ,,")_ "'1 . - _t.. 

, . 

• 
• • 

, 
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ITcre both tllO right of possession and the obligation of sur. 
rcllucr are vcry plainly set down. .And how docs the record 
rcp.-csent the matter 1 The Cmlaanites are expelled from 
tllCir cou11try fur their abominable idolatries. The Israelites 
ure put in l)ossession 01" their lands, on profession of their 
faith in the one supreme and living God, and twe to hold 
thCl1I only so long as they keep themselves from the like 
uUolllinations. And the power and truth cf Jehovah are 
1'1cdgwI to the fulfilment of the promise and the exaction of. 
the fllif'citurc, ill vpposition to the power ot' aU the idol gods, 
worsldppc(I by the lIeighboring lwathen nations. 0 

How mllJliraule is tho wisdom displayed in this arrange
ment! How far docs it transcend all that moro human saga. 
city could havo cOlltrh'cd! Natural evils of the most dread. ' 

. flll kind had becn tried in yain. 111e corruption of men's 
minds was such as to convert evils of' this nature ratIler into 
a means of strengthening than of destroying idolatry. What 
l'elllC(lJ' COllltl 10 devised, ~deqnate to tho removal of the 
evil? lfllllllln wisdum must llero acknowledge it.,elf com. 
plctely at 1hu1t, J3ut the things that aro impossible with 
men, nre possiblo with God. He drives ont a nation of idol
aters fl'oll1 their possessions, and plants ill tllOIn another, of nn 
opposite :md purer lilith. lIe makes the grant of these lands 
to the 1att01' perpetnal, OIl condition of tlleir adherence to the 
taith and \\Oorship, on which it Is founded. .And by an ex· 
traordinary pro\'idence, maillt~ined from age to age, he vin· 
dicates his own uncontrollable sO\'el'eignty and omnipotence, 
oyer the prctended power of the whole rabble of heathen 
divinities. What other confutation of the hopes of idolaters, 
what other encouragement of'the hopes of the worshippers of 
the trllo God, can be imagined, comparable to this? Grat· 

o 

itude for innumerable deli\'el'tmces and innumerable 11es&-
iogs; a contempt for idols, generated and strengthened by a 
thousand manifest proofs of' their utter nothiugness; a solemn 
dread of the vengeance of an ever pl'csent and almighty 

o 

o 
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power; the clearest calc~lat:on8 of interest; and the . very .. 
instinct of self-preservatlOn, the strongest that our nature. 
owns,· w~re thus all enlisted in support of the doctrine·of 
the divine unity, and became so many props. and guaranties' 
for the worship of'the one true God. . " 

As to the apprehension that such a commission from God 
, lIB that which Moses held, will countenance t~le I'everies of 

enthusiasm 01' the artifices of imposture, it is but a panic 
dread, So long as 1)rete11ce and reality arc not convertible 
terms, and the ideas suggested by them do not coalesce in one 
and the samc thing, so long all sl1(;h fears will be irrational 
and gl'oundless. When any mall will show me the same 
proofs of a divine mission, that ~roses showed his conntrymen, 
when for forty successive years I shall see the eleme.nts above, 
beneath, and around me contradicting the laws of nntlU'C in 
obedience to one who claims to act under a commission from 

, 

the anthor of nature, and who alone has power to control, 
suspend, or 1'e,'e1'SO those laws, then will I open my cal' to his _ 
doctl'ine, yield my conscience to Ilis guidance, and to every 
contemptnotls sllcer and profane CenSlll'O I will answer, ill the 
adoring words of Eliphaz the TemllIlite: "Shall mortal mau 
be more just than God? Shall a man be more puro than his 
Maked* Till then, I shall continue to regard the apprc1lOn
sion of danger to the peace anll safety of natIons, ~1'0ll1 the 
command of Jehovah to exterminate tlle Canaanites for theil' 
idolatries, either as the mere whimsy of It morbid imagina
tion, or as one of the many hypocritical pretences, with which 
infidelity seeks to veil its hatred of God and religion. 

Besides the objections considered above to the genuineness, 
nutllCntieity, and inspiration of the Pentatouc11, many others 
have been made. They aro such as these following: 

Tho moral and religious conceptions of mOl'e enlig1itene(l 
nges are often shocked by the doctrines of the Pentateuch. 

* Job iv, 17. 

.. 

• 
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Seyel'al of its statements are opposed to the facts and deda,," 

tions of m(\dern physical science. 
:MallY of its representations of the Deity are ~lilworthy of 

thl: true God, and iml)ly, very rude notions of his nature. 
It is filled with contradictions and discrepancies. 
'l'he art of' writing was unknown, 01' at least not in use, in 

the time of Moses; of course, he could not have been the 
author of it. 

The style of' the Pentateuch is too much like the style of 
the later Hebrew writers to admit the supposition, that its 
cOIllPosition belongs to the high antiquity commonly ascribed 
to it. 

The work relates events posterior to the time of Moses; 
how, then, could he be the author of it i 

It ullifurmly speaks of Moses in the third person, and not 
• 

in the first. This is a modesty unsuited to his official 
character. 

The Pentateuch is replete with inconsistencies, incredibili. 
tics, aud impossibilities; as the whole of the ceremonial 
Ia w; the rite of circumcision; the institution 'of the Sabbath j 
the lnws respecting slavl'ry; the distinction of meats j the 
nUlll her of the Israelites on their egress from Egypt; Pha· 
raoh's cOlllmand to destroy their male children; their tame 
8ulllllission to it, supposing it to have been really given; most 
of the events conncilteu with their departure from Egypt; 
their spoiling of the Egyptians; the number of their flocks 
and herds; the amount of their wealth; theil' skill, in the 
mechanic arts; tile stOl'Y about the quenching of their thirst 
at ~Iarah and Horeb; the law against destroying all the in· 
habitants of' Palestine at Ollce, lest wild beasts should illcrellso 
upon them; the command to destroy witches, &c., &c., &0. 

All these objections, and others of a like nature, have been 
made by infidel and rationalistic wl'iters; and they have 
been repeated and enforced by Dr. Norton, formerly profes
sor of divinity in Harvard unh'el'sity, with much learning 

.. 
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and ability, in an elabol'l\te note appended to tho second 
volume of his Genuineness .of the Gospels.* Some of them 
are trivial and im11ertinent j some have no foundation in fact 
or ronson i but others, it must, be owned, OftCl' to the candid . 
inquirol' difficulties of no inconsiderable magnitude. It does 
not filll within the province of the present ·work to reply to 
objections of this 801·t. The most of them have been refuted, 
again and again, by leamed and able defenders of dil'ine 
re\·e!ntion.t My object in bringing them to the notice of the 

• • 

reader is to state a genElral principle concerning difficulties, 
which has an cminent apI)1icability herc. The principle .is, 
tbat otton, ill things which are invested with the highest C~l'
minty, difficulties still inhere, which we find onrselves quite 
incapable (If rcsolving to our own Eiatisfaction.* This incapa
city on our part is nothing more than the natural consequence 
of the limited powers of the human understanding, 01' tho' 
limitcll attainments we have made in the knowledge of the 
subject under investigation. It results from the principle just 
stated, that, when a truth is proved by solid reasons, the diffi
culties which may still inhere in it, ought not to weaken our 
conviction, provided they are difficulties, which only puzzle 
the mind, without invalidating the proofs themselves. There 
is a broad difference between seeing that a thing is absurd in 
itself, and llot compl'ehending every thing that belongs to it; 
and a differ6nce quite as broad between an unanswerable 
question in relation to a pal'ticulnr truth and an unanswerable 
objection against it. Multitudee there are, who confound these 
two sorts of difficulties, though no two things can be more 
distinct than they. Suppose, for example, that I wore unable 
to answer the vulgar objection to the l'otun'dity of the earth, 

* Pp. 48-200 of tile Add'l. Notes. . 
t See Hongsten. on Eg. nnd the Bks. of Mos., Jahn on the Lang. and 

S~yle of tho l)ent., Stuart on the Canon of the O. T., Graves on tho Pent., 
Bnd two elaborate Arts. in the mb. Sac. for May and Nov. 1845. 

t Durlnm. Prino. of Nat. Lnw, c. 2. 
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that in that case the people on the opposite side must faU oft'. 
I 

would such inability stagger my belief of it, the proofs re. 
Innining as they al'o? .Must not the proofs t.hemselves be. 
invalidatcu, bofore I wilI, con~ent to give up my conviction! . 
'VlJen I come to understand the law of gravitation, I can 
explain the difficulty to tho peasant's satisfaction, as well as 
to my own. Now let us apply this illnstmtion. Suppose it 
to be objected to the law, "Ye shall not round the COl'ncra 
at' youI' heads, neithel' shalt thou mal' the corners of thy 
beard,"* that it is too trivial to h~ve proceeded from Godi 
and suppose, further, tbat I am unable to assign any reason 
fLlr the introduction into the code of a statute apparently 80 

unimportant; should I, on accollnt of my inability to answer 
the objection, surrender my faith ill the divine mission of the 
lawgh'cr, while so many and so solid grounds of it remainl 
The momcnt I come to know, that the law in question was 
levelled against idolatl·y, and that it was both designed and 
adapted to countemct that baleful system, the difficulty van. 
ishes entirely. The difference, then, between an unanswerable 
objection against a proposition and an unanswerable question 
relating to it, seems to be this: An nnanswerable objection 
proves, that what was before taken for fL truth cahnot be true, 
because the· admission of it would involve some abslU'ditYi 
an unanswerable question proves only our ignorance of some 
points connected with n known truth. The former is relative 
to the substance of the matter; tIle latter is relative only to 
our want of knowledge concerning it.t 

* I • <)7 .. nv. XIX. _ • 
• t Thero arc fcw persons, who hnyo paid muoh attention to tho study of 

the O. T., and particularly of the Pentateuoh, who will not fully sympa· 
thizo with tho lato Prof. Stuart in the following remarks, which occur in 
the Introduction to his work on the Canon of tho O. T. Tho learned 
author hns but given form and yoico to foelings, wMch must be fnmilinr 
to the consciousness of overy thoughtful and candid inquirer. "In the 
early pnrt of my biblical studios," he says, "Borne 30-35 years ago, when 

• 
• 
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, 

NOTE ON BISHOP W AnDURTON'S OPINION CONOERNING THE
IGNORANCE OF TIlE ANCIENT ISUAELITES OF A FOTORE' 

• 

S'rATE OF REWARDS AND PUNISUMF.NTS. 
, 

, ' , 

The theory of this cl;llobrnted prelate having been alluded 
to in the preceding chapter, * a brief glance at it, as we pass 
along, may not be unacceptable to the roader. The object of 
the fifth book of the Divine Legation, is to prove, "that the 
doctrine of a future state of rewards and punishments is not 
to be found in, and did not make part of, the Mosaic dispen
sation.t Tho following are tho author's principal positions 
on this subject: "In no one place of the Mosaic institutes, is 

, there the least mention, 01' any intelHgible hint, of the re
wards aud punishments of another life."; Again:" The 
Israelites, from the time of Moses, to tLe time of their captiv
ity, bad not the doctrine of a futlll'c state of l'eWardSRnd 
}lunishments."§ These expressions are sufficiently bold and 

, 

I !liSt began the Il:itical investigation of the Scriptures, doubts and diffi
ccltics started up on every side like tho armed men whom Cadmus is 
fabled to havo raisod up. Time, patience, continued study, 0. better no
Quaintance with the ol'iginnl seripturallangllnges, and tIle countries where 
the sncrcd books were written, have scattered to the winds neanly all these 
doubts. I meot, indeed, with difficulties still, which I cannot solve at once i 
with some, where even repeated efforts have not solved' them. Dut'r quiet 
mysclfby calling to mind, that ho~ts of other difficulties, once apparently 
to mo as formidable as these, havo been removed, and have disappeared 
from the circle of my troubled vi;;ion. Why may I not hopo, then, as to 
the difficulties which remain 1 Every year is now oasting seme new light 
on the bible, and making plain somo things, which aforetime wcre either 
not understood, or were misunderstood. Why may not my difficulties be 
renched by somo future progrcssivc increase of ligllt 1" For one, I can say 
that my experience exactly cOR'esponds with this i Ilnd I have attained 'to 
that state of mind, in which, whencver 0. difficulty occurs, which I canno' 
satisfactorily explain, I uniformly, and without hesitation, set it down as 
relative to my own ignorance, and not to the substance of the thing itsolt. 

It P.275. t n,. 5, S. 1. • t B. 5,' S. 5. ~ D. 5, S. 5. 
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cncrO"ctic' but those which follow are still more BO. "In e , 

none of' the different circums~llnces of life, in none of their 
ml'iOllS casts of composition, do we ever find them acting on 
the motives, or influpuccd by the prospect, offlltllre rewards 
nud punishments, or indeed expressing the least llOpe or fear 
or common curiosity concerning them; but every thing they 
do 01' sny respects the present life only, the good and ill or 
which ure the solo ob.iects of' all tlleir pursuits and aver. 
sions."* Again: "I infer, as amidst all this variety of 
writing the doctrine of a future state never once appears'to 
lllwe had any sllare in this people's thoughts, it never did, 
indeed, form any part of their religions opinions." "Their 
snlJtcrf'nge is quite cut ofi~ who pretend, that did not 
indced propagate the doctrino of a futuro state of rewards 
lind punishments in writing, but tlmt he delivered it to tradi. 
tion. For we see ho was so far from tcachi,ng it, tllat he 
studiollsly contrived to ]{eep it out of sigllt, nay, provided fbr 
the want of it; and tllat the people wcre so fur from being 
inH\lcnl~cd by it, that they lmd not even the idea of it."t 

These are strange and startling declarations. How clearly 
do they evince the blinding power of a predominant 10\'0 of 
system oyer a genius of unsurpassed vigor and brilliancy I 
No intelligible lJint of another life in the Mosaic writings I 
No tmce of tlte uoctrine of a future state in the Jewish scrip. 
tures before the captivity I No eddcnee of higher motives 
to virtue from lIIo!>es to Ezra than such as are connected with 
the present world I Let us lool~ a little into the sncred books 
of' the Israelites, to ascertain, if possible, whether the posi. 
tions of this distinguished und learncd prelate are sllstained 
by them. 

The eternity of the supreme being is distinctly taught in 
the Pentateuch. I AliI TIIAT I AM:j: is the sublime title, 
under which he reveals himself. Now, in the very :first 
chapter of Genesis, in tho recoru of that great transaction, iIi 

* B, 5, S. 5, t B. 5, S. 5. t Ex. iii. 14. • 
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which the history of our world begins, Moses says, "God 
created man in his own image. "11- Would it not be a frigid 
interpretation of these words, which would restrict t~eir 
meaning to the mere assertion, that God had endowed man 
with a somewhat higher intelligence than other animals ~ 
Do they not more than hint the doctrine, that the soul of' 
man is ldndred to the Deity, not only in the possession of 
reason, freedom of will, and moral }'eetitude, but also of a 
nature adapted und destined to immortality ~ It seems to 
me, that any lower interpretation would eliminate all IJroper 
menning from them, and reduce them to a piece of idle bom
bast. The soundest interpreters assign this force to the ex
pression. Dean Gravest says: "The e;~pression of the image 
of God plainly implies the :idea of the soul's immortality." 
'rhe same writer cites Abarbanel, 'rertul1ian, Vatablus, 
Paulus Fagius, Edwards, Augnstin, Poole, and Patl'ick as 
holding the same view. 

In the sceonq chapter of Genesis, we have an account of 
the trial of our first parents. The penalty of failure was to 
be death. Does not this clcurly imply the promise of life as , 
the reward of obedience ~ And the lite, thus implicitly pro
mised, must have been an endless one; otherwise death
would have followed obedience us well as disobedience, and 

, 

the distinction between virtue and vlce would have been 
destroyed. 

• 

The thinl chapter contains a history of the fall of man. 
The execution of the threatcned sentence is suspended, and 
n future deliverer and ]'edeemer is promised. Thereupon 
Adam changed the name of his wife, and called her E"e, 
"because," says the historian, "s11e was the mother of a11 
living."! This is It remarkable 1'ecord. It deserves, to be 
deeply studied. At first he had called her by It name, which 
signified simply a "female man." Now he changes that ap
pellation to another signifying "life." Wherefore such a 

• 

* Gen. i. 27. t On the Peut. Pt. 3, Leet. 4 . t V.20. 
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change? One should ratller suppose, that he would now call 
her by a Ilame denoting death. What rational explanation 
can be given of the c1l1lnge actually made, except that it is 
an expression of Ad~m's fitith in the promise of' a new and 
immortal life to be bestowed upon lJim and his posterit.y, 
through the intervention of the predicted dclivercr1 , 

In the next cllapter the historian informs us of the offerings 
of Cain and Abel; of the rejection of the former and accept
Ullce of the lattm'; and of tllO foul murder perpetrated, in 
consequence, upon Abel, by llis elder brothel'. What do We 

see here? Virtue crushed, and vice triumphant; the good 
man perisldng by violence, and his murderer, though driven 
fi'om his home, nnd exiled fi'om the place where the visible 
symbol of tllC clidne prcsence dwelt, yet spllred to found 
cities, and become the filthel' of a numerouS and flourishing 
posterity. If there is no hereafter, if death is the annihilll
tion of our being, what a spectacle would tllis be to contem. 
plate! The omnipotent judge punishing. goodness, and 
rewarding crime I A rigllteous man perishing, because he 
had ncted in a manner conformable to the will of God I 
SlH'l'ly, the filcts contained in this record very distinctly 
point to a futme state of rewards and punishments. The 
writer to the Hebrews intimates as much, when he says of 

. Abel, that "he being dead, yet speuketh."* Of what does 
11C speak? Ot' tllC immortality of' the soul and the rctribu· 
tions of' anothel' world. V cry respectable commentators con· 
CUI' ill this view of tho transaction. Dean Gravest says: 
" ,V 0 cannot conceive, thnt the circuUlstances attending this 
first infliction of death llpon man, could lmve been ordered 
by providence so as to tcstify more plainly this great truth of 
a future state of j ccompCllse, ]md this been the sole purpose 
for which they were designed. To conceive, that a just and 
merciful God should openly approve the sacrifice of Abel, 
and yet permit him, in consequence of that very action, ro 

* Hcb. xi. 4. t On the Pont. Pt. 3. Leot. 4. 
, . 
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suffer a cruel death, which put a final period to his existence ; 
while his murderer, whom th9 same God openly condemned, 
was yet liermittcd to live jan this is so 111011strous, so con.trll
dictory to the divine attributes, as to prove, beyond possibility 
of doubt, that this event was permitted to tal~e place, purtly 
at least, in order to show, that death was not a finalextinc· 
tion of being, but on the contrary, a passage from this world' .. 
to anoth':)r, whel'c the righteous should be recompensed for 

• 

their adherence to the will of their lleavenly father, in oppo-
sition to suffering and death, by a sure and eternal reward." 
Fagills* obsel'res: "His blood poure4 forth witnesses that 
you put him to death. Let this comiort the righteous, wh~ 
nre slain tor their justice, that they still Ih'e with God, and 
lire his chief care." Taylort says: "The patriarcha before . 

. . 

and after Job, and the Israelites before Christ,· had a notion . 
• 

, of a future state. By sacrifices was plainly shown, that. a 
way was open to the divine favor and acceptance; and the 
favor of God imports happiness j which to Abel, who was for 
that very reason, because he was accepted of God, unjustly 
slain, could be only in a future state j and dying on acconnt 
of that faith, 'he speaketh' an invisible future state of re-

• 

ward." Doc1dl'idge:j: also interprets the words "he being 
ueael yet speaketh," as referring to the testimony borne by 
his story to a future state. So Philo Judaus:§ "Abel, 
though cut off, lives. * ~ * This the divino oracle attests, 
for it expressly declares, ho cries out against the criminal by 
whom he suffered: but if he no longer existed, 110W could he 
thus cry out? Thus the wise man, who appears deprived of 
this moi·tallife, lives an immortal one." 

In the fifth chapter of Genesis, we have' an account of the 
translntion of the patriarch Enoch: "And Enoch walked 

• 

with God; and he was not; for God took him."11 If there 
is no future life, ill wllich virtue receives its appropriate 

* Cited by Poole in 10e. t Scheme of Scrip. Div. c. 24. 
t Fam, Exp. on Heb. xi. 4. ~ Opp. p. 127. /I V. 24. 
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reward, \Vllat a picture does the sacred historian here offer us ' 
of the God of the Hebrews! A man, illustrious beyond all 
his contemporaries for piety, is cut off in the midst of his 
uays from all the ,llOn01'S and enjoyment.s of life, and re
warded with annihilation! What heart but must recoil from 
a being, who recompenses the devotion of his servants with 
the extinction of their being? Who can believe that Moses 
teaches a doctrine so abhorrent both to reason and relcla. 
tion? This record of the translation of Enoch, so fitr from 
being a mtlre hint of anotller life, seems to me almost as 
plain a revelation of it, as the declaration of the Lord ofHfe 

, 

himself, "Tlw hour .is coming, in the which all that are in 
the graves shall hear his voice, and shall come forth','" 
Warburton, t to evade the force of this scripture, says, that 
the fact that Enoch walked with God, and was not, because 
God took him, is related with a studied obscurity and breI"- ' 
ity, as if to conceal the idea of another life. To this Dr, 
Graves:/: well roplies, that" it is related in exactly the same 
style and manner as every other fact in this part of the 
patriarchal history ; and it is so plain, that the only possible 
way of concealing or obscuring the information it contains, 
would be entirely to suppress the fact. Enough is told to 
justify the observation of the apostle, "By faith Enoch was 
translated, that he should not see death; and was not found 
because God bad translated him; for before his translation, 
he bad this testimony, that be pleased God."§ 

.A little farther on in the sacred narrative,1I we come to 
the great trial of Abraham's faith in the command to offer up 
his SOIl Isaac. We han~ the explicit testimony of St. Paul" 
that he .did this in the belief; that God would raise him from 
the dead. Could such a thought have occm ... ·ed to a mind in 
utter darkness as to a future state, and to which death sug 

* John v. 28, 39. 
~ Hcb. xi. 5. 

• 

t Div, Leg. B. 5, S. 5. 
II Gt:n. xxii. 

t On the Pent. Pt. 3, LectA. 
~ Hob. xi. 19. 
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gested no otber idea, tbau tlmt of au eternal sleep ~ , It is im

po~ible. 
That Abrabam and the otber patriarchs, contrary to the 

• 

theory of Bishop Warburton, were influenced in their cou~ 
duct by the prospect of a future life, is a truth which 
rests for support ou inspired authority. "By filith," says 
the author of the epistle to the Hebrews," Abraham so· 
journed iu the laud of promise, as in a strange country, 
qwelling in tahernacles with Isaac and .Jacob, the heirs with 
bim of the same promis(~. For he looked for a city which 
hath foundations, whose huilder and maker is God.m+ Again, 
speakiug of the patriarclls in general, ·tbe same writer says: 
"These all died in faitb, 1Iot having received tbe promises, 
but having seen them afar off, and were persnaded of them, 
and embraced them, and confessed that they were strangers 
and pilg1'ims on the eart;h. For they that say such thiugs 
declare plainly, that tllCY seck a country. And trnly, if they 
had becn mindful of that countt'y f1'om which they came out, 
they might have hud opportunity to have returned. But 
now they desire a better C.Qlllltry, tllUt is an heavenly: where
fore God is not ashamed to be called their God; for he hath 
prepared for them a city.":t 

When God revealed himself to Moses in the hurning hush, 
it Iva.'! in these words: "I am the God of Abraham, the God 
of Isaac, und thc God of Jacob."t According to the r,utho
ritntive interpretation of om' Savior,§ the doctrine not only 
of a future life, but even of· a resurrection from the dead, is 

• 

taught in this passage. It must, therefore, unless the divine 
expounder has put an erroneous constrnction upon it, be re· 
garded as containing something more than a mere hint of . 
another life. It is a distinct revelation of it. . , 

• 

Moses is commonly supposed to have been heir apparent 
to the crown of Egypt. Whether this be so 01' not, the 
highest dignities below the throne were open to his ambition; 

* Heb. xi. 9, 10. t Hcb. xi. 13-16. t Ex. in. G. ~ l\Iat. ~I'ii, n, 32. 

\ 



• 

292 
• 

• . 
• 

• • 

.. 
• 

•• 

• 

. ·i)OMMENTARIES ON 'l'BE 

• 

and boundless wealth, splendor, and luxury were his by pre- ,. I 

scriptive right.. All this he renounced for reproach, exile 
, '. , 

po\"erty, toil, prh-~.·! Ill, ingratitude, and death. Wherefore' 
pnrsue a course, so drrational in the world's esteem, and eo' . 
contradictory to its most cherished maxims ~ Because,nc_ ' 
cording to the writer to the Hebrews,* he had respect to 
rewards unappreciated in the world's philosopllY. Either, 
therefore, Bishop 'Varburton is mistaken, or St. Paul is; for . 
they put forth diametrically opposite opinions on the question 
whether or not the Israelites were ever actuated by the pros
pect of futilre rewards and punishments, the former te:l.!:h. 
jug that they were not, the latter that they were. 

Balaam was undoubtedly favored with a portion of' the true 
• 

prophetic spirit. His prayer "let me die the death of the 
righteous, and let my last end be like his," conveys a distinct 
allusion to the rewards of a future state of being.t "It im. 
ports," observes Dr. Graves,:/: "a wish to die the death of 
the righteous, in order to enjoy the happiness of another life, 
which the righteous only can share." If anything could 
establish the correctness of this interpretation, it would be 
the uIlIlatural anu jejnne construction which Warburton is 

• 

compelled to put upon the passage. According to him, the 
prayer means, "Let me die in a mature old age, after a life 
of health and peace, with all my posterity flourishing about 
me; as was the lot of the righteous observers of the law."§ 
Could any thing be more forced nnu frigid ~ 

'l'he Mosaic statute, repeated not less than four times ill 
the Pentatauch,11 prohibiting alll'ecourse to wizards, witehe~! 
necromancers, and the like, viewed in connexion with t.he 
coutiuuance of the superstition in spite of the rigorolls 
enforcement of the prohibition, and especially in connexion 
with Saul's application to the witch of Elldor to bring up 

* Heb. xi. 26. 
~ Div. Leg. B. 5. 

t Num. xxiii. 10. t On the Pent. Pt. 3. Leet. 4. . 
II Lev. xix. 31; xx. G, 27. Deut. xviii. 11. 
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Samuel from the dead, * affords an incontestible proof, not 
only that the rloctrine of the separate existence of the soul 
a~r the dissolution of the body formed a.pat't of the popular 
creed of the Jewish nation, but also that the abuse of the 
doctrine constit11ted a prominent feature of the popular super. , 
stition, 

The solemn Hebrew adjuration, which we find in 1 Sam. 
25 : 6, and other places of the Old Testament, ." As J eho
vah liveth and as thy soul liveth," contains a hint of itnmor
tality, by no means equivocal. Why this remarkable con
junction of terms ~ Is it ~ccidental ~ Is it rhetorical merely 1 
Is it not rather intimated, in this wonderful associatiou of'the 
• 

. ~umall spirit with the father of spirits, that as the one lives, 
~o shaH the other? The being of the one is l'ecognised as the 
pledge of the being at' the other. In this language the divine 
spirit is so intimately connected with the human spirit, that 
the etel~nal existence of the former is made the immoveable 
ground of the eternal blessedness of the latter. 
. By the inspired teachers who succeeded Moses, and whose 
writings form a part of the sacred volume, the doctrine of 
another life was developed with contiuually increasing clear
ness and force. From the mind of David, the royal prophet 
and sweet singer of Israel, the contemplation of the future 
state of l'etribution seems IU\1'dly ever to have been absent. 
Let us glance at a few of the places in Ilis pious and inspired 

, hymns, in which this idea appears conspicuous. 
In the 16th Psall1l,t David uses these glowing expres-

• SlOns ::-
" I have set the Lord always before me; because he is at 

, my right hand, I shall not be moved. Thel'efore my heart is 
glad, and my glory rejoiceth: my flesh also shall rest in hope. 
For thou wilt not ieave my so1l1 ill hell; neither wilt thO~l 

. suffer thy Holy One to see corruption. ThOll wilt show me 

* 1 Sam, xxviii, tV,', 8-11, 
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the path of life: in tlly presence is {Illness of joy: at thy 
right hand there are pleasures for evermore." 

It is tl'lle that th~ psalmist here speaks in the person of the 
iah, and the \\"(;)1'(18, "neither wilt thou suffer thy holy 

one to see corruption," are explained by Peter* as applicable 
to him alonc. Yet, without doubt, he expresses his Own full 
assurance of a future state, in which earthly sorrow sllan ter. 
minate in heavenly joy, and momentary pain shall be rewal'd9d 
with everlasting felicity.t 

In the l)sahn immediately succeeding to this,* the royal 
poet expresses himself thus: "deliver my soul from the 
wicked, which is thy sword: From men which are thy band, . 
o Lord, from men of the world, which ha"'e their portion in 
this life, and whose belly thou fill cst with thy Md treasure: 
they are fllll of children, and leave the rest of their substance . 
to their babes. As for me, I will behold thy face in right .. 
eonsness: I shall be satisfied, when I awnke, with thy lik~ 
ness." Here the psalmist draws an express contrast between 
the gross earthly pleasures of the men of the world and the 
pure celestial happiness of the righteous in another life. In 
ollposition to those who luwc "their portion in this life, and 
whose belly is filled Wit11 hid treasure:" he places all his feli· 
city in the vision of God, anticipates the bour when be shall 
awake (i. c. from death to life) in the divine likeness, and ex· 
presses his assured confidence, that then he shall be satisfied 
with the fulness of joy, yea, with the exceeding abundance of 
eternal glory.§ 

In psalm 21: 1, the writer says, "Into tlly hands do I yield 
up my SI'IRIT, for thou hast redeemed [purchased] me, 0 Lord 
God ot'truth." These expressions represent death I\S the giv. 
ing up of something that goes away at the bodily dissolution. 
Blind must he be, who, in such expressions, sees only llnture~ 
or, as the naturalit/t would say, a debt due to nature, and no
thing of grace, nothing of covenant, nothing of the redetnp· 

* Acts ii. t See Horne in loe. t xvii. 13-15. a Horne in loe. 
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tion and immortality of the soul. The passage contai~s 
clearly thtl idea of restoration, or the paying back of Ii deposit, 

, pIal.ed in the hands of Jehovah. ," 
The forty.ninth psalm is a glorious testimony to the doc

trine of a future state of rewards and punishments. 'l,'he 
psalmist commences with a solemn call to all the inhabitants 
of the world to give ear to a lesson of divine wisdom. The 
Jesson is the folly of trusting in riches, for of wealthy trans
gressors he says:* "This their way is their fo11y: yet their 
posterity a})prove their sayings. Like sheep they are laid in 
the grave; death slll\11 feed on them; and the upright shall 
have dominion over them in the morning; and their beauty 
sball consume in the grave from their dwelling. But God 

. will redeem my soul from the power of t.he grave; for he 
shall receive me." IIere we have a contrast between sinners 
who trust in their wealth and the upright. Both are, indeed, 
subject to the power of death; both shall be laid in the grave; 
boUt shall be re-animated and come forth out of the dust; 
but the upright shall have dominion over the wicked ill the 
morning. Graves,t Patrick,t and Horne§ interpret ," the 
morning" here as denoting the resurrection. Horne's para· 
phrase of the fourteenth verse is strikingly beautiful: "The 
high and mighty ones of .the earth, who canse people to fear, 
and nations to tremble around them, must one day crowd the 
gl'ave; in multitude and impotence, though not in innocence, 
resembling sheep driven and confined by the butcher in his 
house of slaughter. There death, that ravening wolf, shall 
feed sweetly on them, and devour bis long expected prey in 
silence and darkness, until the glorious morning of the resur
rection dawn; when the once oppressed and afflicted righteous, 
risen from the dead, and sitting with their Lord in judgment, 
shall have dominion over their cruel and insulting enemies; 
whose faded beauty, withered strength, and departed glory, 

I I 

• Vv. 13-15. t On the Pent. Pt. 3, Lect. 4. tIn 10c. ft In 100. 
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shall display to men and angels the vanity of that confidence 
wbich is llO,t placed in God."* ' 

, 

The main sentiment of the psalm which we have just beeu 
considering, is broug~t out with still greater distinctuessin 
the seventy-third. The writer describes himself as brought 
into a state of the most anxious perplexity by a view of the 
worldly prosperity of the wicked; bnt the darkness, .which 

• 
for a time clouded his mind, was scattered by the light of re-
ligion, revealing the final doom of the ungodly and the future I 

glory and felicity of the pious. He thus descrihes both the 
disease and the remedy:1' " Verily I have cleansed my 
heart in vain, and washed my IJanus in innocency. For all 
the day long have I been plagued, and chastened every morn
ing. It' [ say I wi11 speak thus; behold, I should offend 
against the generation of thy children. When I thought to 
know t.his, it was too painful for me; until I went into the 
sanctuary of God; then understood I their end. Surely thou 
didst set them ill slippery places: thou castedst them dtlwn 
into destruction. How are they brought into desolation, as 
in 'a moment! they are utterly consumed with terrors. As (\ 
uremn when one awaketh; so, 0 Lord, when thou u\\'ul{est, 
thou shalt despise their image. Thus my heart was grieved, 
and r was l)ricked in my reins. So foolish was I, and igno
rant; I was as a beast before thee. Nevertheless I am con· 
tinually with thee: thou hast holden me by my right hand. 
Thou shalt guide me with thy counsel, and afterward recei\"c 
me to glory. Whom have I in heaven but thee 1 and there is 
none upon earth that I desire besides thee. My flesh and mj' 
heart faneth: but God is the strength of my heart, and my 
portion for ever." How clear is the doctrine of a future 'life 

.,. "Warbu!'ton interpl'ets 'in the morning; to mean, 'by the judgment 
of the law, which was administered in the morning llours.' What Rtrnits 
is a system driven to, to require such an interpretation!" Graves on 
the Pent. 

t Vv. 
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in theso verses I How strong the psalmist's hope of a pel'Sonal 
enjoyment of its blessedness! With what rapture and ex~lt
stion does he dwell upon the blissful anticipation! 

The list of references to another life in the book of Psa:lms 
might be greatly extended; but let these instances suffice. 
That Solomon, the pride of his nation and wonder of the 
world for wisdom, was acquainted with the doctrine of reb'i
bution in a future state, and that he held it to be the strongest 
foundation and sanction of virtue, the inspired productions of 
his pen afford decisive proof. In Proverbs 4:: 18, he com
pares "the path of the just" to "the shining light, that 

,shineth more and more unto the lleriect day." Patrick, 
Poole, Doddridge, and Graves concur in. interpreting these 
words as a beautiful description of the l'eward of virtue, in- , 
creasing from day to day, till it tCi'minates in endless glory. 
In the same book (8 : 85, 86) wisdom is represented as saying, 
"Whoso findeth me findeth life," and "All they that hate me 
love death." Eternal life and eternal death are here, plninly, 
intended. The same must be uuderstood in chap. 12: 28, . 
where we are told, that "in the way of rigllteoufiness is life, 

• 

and in the pathway thereof there is no death;" and in chap. 
14: 27, where it is said, that "the fear of the Lord is a foun
tain of life, to depart from the snares of death." In these 
places, it is impossible to interpret the words life and death 
otherwise than as appertaining to a iiltnre state of being, 
because the wicked enjoy the present life as well as the right
eous, and the righteous are subject to temporal death not less 
than the wicked. Still clearer, if possible, is the doctrine of 
future retribution in the thirty-second verse of this chapter: 
"The wicked is driven away in his wickedness; but the 
righteous Imth hope in hisdellth." If death is the annihila
tion of our being, the righteous are as much driven 'away as 
the wicked i . and neither cau have any well grounded h01)e in 
the mortal struggle. It is true, that Warburton interprets the 
expression, "the righteous hath hope in his death," as mean-

, . 

• 
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illg, "he hath hope, tllat he shall ba delivered from the most 
imminent dangers." But, so long as there is any groun~ 
whatever for the hope of escape from such l)erils, this feeling 
us far as my observation has extended, is as strong in th~ , 
wicked as it is in the righteous. Besides, this interpretation 
does violence to the language of the sacred writer. Hope in 
death is surely 1I0t tho samo thing as the hope of escape from 
death. Tho luttor must rcst upon some probable, 01' at least 
IJOssiule, gl'OllIlds of escape; the former may and does exist 
ill full strength, after all sl1ch grounds 11l\\"e been removed. 

Passing now from the book of Proverbs to that of Eccle
siastes, if in tllO former we meet with only scattered and inci- . 
dClItal notices of the doctrine of future retribution, in the lat-
ter wo shall find this doctrino entering into the very substance 
of the writing, and constituting in filct its leading dogma. 
,; The royal preach or expatiates on the transitory condition of 

• 

11 lUlIldnd , if considered as confined to the present state of 
existence; the vanity aml vexation of spirit attonding all 
prescnt human enjoyment; and the apparent inequality of 
pro\'iJence, by which there appears one event to the right
eous llnd the wicked. But in all the difficulties and pel'plex- '. 
ities, all tho vanity and vexation of spirit, which this partial 
view of human nature implies, the royal preacher brings 
forwllrd the prospect of a future life and just retribution, as 
the solution and the remedy, the consolation and the cure."* 
And he closes the wholo discussion with these memorable 
words, intended to imprint upon the heart of his readers the 
grent tl'Uth, which it had been his principal aim to unfold 
and enforce:t "Let us heal' the conclusion of tho whole mat
tel': Fear God and keep his commandments: for this is the 
whole duty of mUll. For God SllUll bring every work into 
judglllent, with every secret thing, whether it be good, or 
\l'Jletlle1' it be evil." 

Miracle was superadded to verbnl instruction to confirm 

* Gmves on the Pent. Pt. 3, Lect. 4. t Eccl. xii. 13, 14. 

• 
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the doctrine of tIle soul's continued existence after the death 
tlf the body, llnd of its capability of a blessed immortality. 
Three instauces occurred of an actual resurrection .from the 
dead, produced by the miraculous power of' Elijah and Elislla, 
prophets of the most high God, viz, the son of the widow of 
Znl'cl)hath, * the son of the Shunamite wom::m, t and the man 
let down into the sepu.1chre of Elisha.* "These miracles, 
combined with others of a diffel'cnt kind wrought by the 
slime prophets, which must have excited general attention, 
could not fail of impressing extensively and deeply on the 
Jewish nation the opinion of tlle soul's surviving death, and 
being capable of a blessed immortality."§ But a lllimcle far 
more l'emarkabl~ and illustrious, and tending more directly 
Ilnd powerfully to confirm the doctrine of a future state of ex
istence, we have in the translation of Elijah.~, "And it c['.me 
to l)RSS, as they,- still went 011, aud talked, behold, thore ap- " 
penred a cliariot of fire, and horses of fire, and parted them 
both asunder; and Elijah went up by a whirlwind into hea
,'CII. And Elisha saw it, and he cried, My father, my fatber! 
the chariot of ISl'ael and the horsemen thereof 1 And he saw 
him no more." With such a record as this before him, how 
WfiS it possible fOl' a man of 'Varbul'ton's genius, a doctor of 
divinity and a bishop in the established church of England, 
to avow the opinion that the Jews, from Moses to the captiv
h'ity, "had not even the idea of a futul'o state,"If* and nevel' 
"e:'tpressed the least hope 01' fear 01' common curiosity con-

, cerning it j"tt 
A \'~ry few citations fro111 the subsequent prophets must 

close this already too extended note. In the fourteenth 
chapter of Isaiah, in a bold and sublime scenic represent

, ation, the invisible world is uncovered, and we see and hear 

* 1 Kings xvii. 17 t 2 Kings iv. 33-36. t 2 Kings xiii. 21. 
~ Graves on tho Pont. Pt. 3, Leet. 4. 
~ Viz. Elijah and Elisha. 
tt Div, Log. B. 5, S. 5. 

• 

, 

!I 2 Kings ii. 11, 12. 
** Div, Leg. vol. 4, p. 344, 
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what is transacting there. N ebuchndnezzar, the fallen tyrant 
of Babylon, descends to the lowei' regions, whose inhabitants , 
aroused by his approach, come forth to IDeet him:* "Hell 
from beneath is moved for thee to meet thee at thy cominO" 

I 1:1' 

. it stirreth up the dead for thee, even all the chief ones of the 
earth: it llath raised up from their thrones all the kings 01' 
the nations. All they shall speak and say unto thee, Art 
tllOu also become weak as ·we ~ Art thou become like unto 
us ?" Docs not this whole representation prove, that the idea 
of a state of future retribution was familiar to the Jewish 
mind in the ago of this prophet ~ 

In his twenty-sixth chapter, Isaiah, celebrating the faith
fulness of God to his people, says:t "Thy dead lUen shall 
live, together with my dead body shall they rise. Awake 
and sing, ye that dwell in dnst: for thy dew is as the dew of 
herbs, and the earth shall cast out the dead." The interpret
ation of this passage is much disputed. Various senses nre 
assigned to it by the commentutors. Into th\lsO controversies 
I do not enter; nol' is it neeclfhl that I should; for, whatever 
the specific roference of the prophet may be, the passage is u 
clear proof, that the doctrine of a resurrection of the dead 
was cllrrent among the Jews at the time when it was penned. 

Passing by numerous other allusions to a future state, in 
this sublime and evangelic prophet, we come to II is finy
seventh chaptcr, " in which he describes, in terms the most 
clear and impressive, that strict I'etribution, by which divine 
justice will correct all the inequalities of tIle present life, and 
rendel' to overy lllall according to his works :":1: "The right-

• 
eons perishetli, and no man layeth it to lleart: and merciful 
llleTl arc taken away, none considoring that the righteous is 
taken away ii'om tho evil to come. He shall enter into, 
paace: they shall rest in their beds, each one walking in his 
npl'ightness."§ . 

"" Yv. 0, 10. . t V.19. 
t Graves on the Pent. Pt, 3, Lect. 4. ~ Vv. 1,2. 



, 
• 

LA WB OF TUE ANCIENT nEDREWS. 301 

I pass the references to a future state of rewards and pun
isll1nents contained in Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and the minor 

. l))'ophet.s, though much might be gleaned from these writers, 
which would llUve a st.rong bearing upon the present discus
sion; and close with the sublime and awful description of. 
tho greut and terri hIe day of the Lord, the day of finaII'etri
bution, which wc find. in the prophecies of Daniel:* ,; I be
held till the thrones were cast down, and the Ancient of days 
did sit, whosc gurment WIL'! white as snoW', and the hair of 
his hend Iik" the pure wool: his tIn'one was like the fiery 
fiame, and his wheels as burning fire. A fiery stream issued 
and came forth £i'01ll before lJim: thousand thousands minis
tered 11'.to lJiIll, and ten thousand times ten thousand stood 
before !lira: the judgment WIlS set, and the l)ooks were 
opem d. I saw in the night visions, and behold one like the 
Son of mim came with the clouds of heaven, and came to the 
Ancient of days, and they brought him neal' before Mm. 
And there was given him dominion and glory, and a king
dom, that all people, nations, and languages, should serve 
him: bis dominion is an everlasting dominion, which shall 
110t pass uway" and his kingdom, that which shall not be 
destt·oyed." ,,'And at that time ~hall Michael stand up, the 
great prince which standeth for the children of t.hy people: 
und there shall bc a timc of trouble, such as ncver was since 
there was a nation even to that same time: and at ,hat time 
thy l>eople shall be delivered, everyone that sImil be found 
written in the hook. .And many of tllClll that sleep in the 
dust of the earth shall awake, some to everlasting life, and 
some to shame and everlasting contempt. And they that be 
\dse, shnll shine as the brightness of the firmament j and 
they that turn wany t6 righteousness, IlS the stm's for ever 
and ever." . 

* vii. 9, 10, 13, 14. xii. 1-3. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

-• 

. .. 
• 

Infiu(\ntJc of the Laws and Writings of Moscs on the subsequent 
Civilisation of the World. 

A WORK like the Pentateuch, distinguished for its literary 
merit, its theology, its ethics, and the preeminent excellence 
of its system of' civil institutions, could not fail to exert It. 

wide and powerful influence on tho opinions and practices of 
• 

mankind. To trace and unfold this influence, as we find it 
modifying the religion, the litm'ature, the philosophy, aud 
the legislation of the world, since tho age of Moses, is the 
purpose of the present chapter. As, llOwevel', it is not al
ways easy to distinguish between the effect of the Pentateuch 
uncI of tho other inspired writings, which form the canon of 
the Old Testament, I shall 1I0t be particularly studious of 
such discriminations, but shall treat of the influence gene
rally of tho lIebl'ew scriptures; nevel' forgetting, howe\,cr, 
that tho chief place, in such fI review, is due to the books ot' 
1\IoS09. 

l\IOSC8 malle no secret of the high estimate, which he 
placed upon his labors, as u lawgiver, "What nation is 

. t.here so great, that hath statutes and 'judgments so righteous 
11" all this law, which I set before yon this day?"* is the confi· 
dent tone, in which he claims the obedience of his country 

• Dcut. iv. 8. 

• 

• 

, 
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, men and tIle admiration of the world. It is a challenge 
which might still be made in reference to the greater part of 
the nations of the earth. Moses seems to have been im
pressed with the conviction, that his iegislation was destined 
to exert a commanding influence on the progress of cio\'el'n- • 
ment and civilization. He evidently anticipated, that his 
laws would become known, and wonld be imitated, by other 

, nations; and, ever upon the alert for motives to enforce the 
observance of them upon his own countrymen, he employs 
this expectation as an argument to that end. ," Keep, there
fore, and do tIlem (be says), for this is your wisdom and yoU! 
understanding in the sight of the nations, which shall heal' of 
these statutes, and say, surely this great nation is a wise and' 

• 

understanding people."* 
'fhe event was in harmony.with the anticipation. Hardly 

any historical fact l'ests upon a more solid foundation than 
tbat the most celebrated nations and lawgivel'S" of antiquity 
borrowed many of their wisest institutions ii'om the laws of 

• 

Moses. We ha\'e IJlain and certain proofs, that thesclaws 
, ' 

were powerfully felt in modifying the religious sentiments, 
the pllilosophical opinions, tIle 'literary labors, the political 
maxims, the civil institutions, and the moral judgments an'd 
practices of mankind. The exhibition of these proofs is the 
labor now in hand. 

The reader's attention is 1101'0, in a preliminary way"callec\ 
to the geogJ'aphical position of tlle cOllutryof the ne~rews, 
in its relations to the othel' countries of the eastern hemi· 
sphere. A glance at the map shows how admirahly it was 
situated for becoming a centl'al point of illumination, a foun
tain whence streams of Imowledge might flow to a benighted 
world. The divino yoice itself, in describing the boundnries 
of the promised land, says: "From the wilderness' and Le· 
bunon, from the l'iYer, the river EUl)hrates, e\'en unto the 
uttermost sea, shall your coast be."t Thl3 western bordcl' of 

* Dent. iv. 6. t Deut xi. 2·1. 
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the Hebrews was tllO Mediterranean sea, by means of whose 
waters there was an easy access to the entire soutllern const 
of Ell rope and northern coast of Africa. Theil' eastern border 
was the Euphrates, which, discharging itself into the Indian 
ocean, opened a way to the whole southern shore of Asia. 
In this commanding position, tMs city set 011 a hill, Jebo\'ab , ' 

fixing the abode of his chosen people, set up a scbool for the 
instruction of the nations. Judea, enjoying the sacred light 
of revelation, became the great depository of religious, moral, 
and political Imowledge for the world. And it was so central, 
and so easy of access, that light could thence be most readily 
made to radiate to eyery region of the globe.* ' 
, That the Hebrew institutions were not designed for the ex. 

clusive benefit of the Hebrew people, we know from the 
, 

l'xpress declarations of holy wri~. See in confirmation of 
this Ex. 9: 16. 15: 14.:; Num. 14: : 13-21; Deut. 4:: 6-8. 
28 : 10. Tlw p'ayer of Solomon at the dedication of the" 
temple is particularly pertinent here. Therein that illustrious 
monarch prays, th:\t " all the people of the earth may know 
t11.f llatre, to fear thee, as do tlly people Isrnel."t And 
again, in llis solemn benediction of all., the congregation, of 
Israel at the conclusion of his prayer, 110 makes request, that 
God would "maintain the cause of his people Israel at all 
times, that all the people of' the earth may know that J ehovab 
IS God, and that ther(' is none else."t This last citation is 
the more important, as it contains a distinct recognition of 
the principles and objects of the Jewish law. According to 
this decisive testimony, these, from the very first, stood con· 
nected with the communication of the knowledge of the true 
God to all the "people of the earth. 

The ~rosaic In,w tended to promote the im:trllction and im 
provement of mankind by exhibiting to aU the nations ill the 
vicinity of the Hebrews, and all that were affected by their 

* Dr. Mathew'S Bib. & Civ. Gov. pp. 103, 104. 
t 1 Kings viii. 43. t 1 Kings viii. 59, 60. 

" 
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fol'tUnes, tIle most striking proofs of tho existence and .power 
of tlle truc God. Such, in the earlier ages, were the ¥gyp
tians,thc Canaanites, and the Phenicians, renowned res1?ec
tively for their wisdom, their military prowess, an<l their 
commerci.al enterprise. Such, in later times, were the Assy
rians, the Persians, the Greeks, and the Romans who swayed 

• • 

successively the sceptre of universal empire. It is not, there-
fore, unlikely, as dean Graves * has suggested, that whatever 
knowledge of the true God was preserved among mankind, 
was derived from this source, 01' at least was from thence 

, 

materially extended and improved . 
.A deep impression of the power of tIle true God was made 

on the mind of remote antiquity by the miracles wrought in , 
behalf of the chosen people. This nppears in the confession 
extorted from Pharaoh's magicians, "this is the finger' 6£ 
God."t It is seen in the expostulations of the Egyptian 
people with their king on his obstinacy in refusing to let the 
Israelites go.t It is seen ill the terror felt by the Canaanites 
on the approach of, the Israelitish armies, when kings trem
bled on their thrones, and the hearts of their people melted, 
and there remained no more courage in any man.§ It ap
pears in the passionate exclamations ot' t.he Philistines, three 
hundred years afterwards, when the ark was brought into the 
camp of Israel, " Woe unt.o us, who shall deliver us out of 
the hands of these mighty gods ~ These are the gods, which 
smote the Egyptians with all the plagues in the wilderness.~ 
The effect produced on the mariners, when Jonah told them 
he was a Hebrew, and feared Jehovah, the God of heaven, 

• 

who made the sea and the dry land, shows VCl'y plainly, that , 

the displays ot' omnipotence, on behalf of Israel, were not un- : 
kuown to the surronnding nations., That also whicp. was 
soon nfte),~ produced on the Ninevites, wIlen they learned that 

* On the Pent. Pt. 3 Lcct. 5. 
~ Josh. ii. 9-11. ix. 9-11, 24. 

20 

t Ex. viii. 19. 
II 1 Sam. iv. 8. 

t Ex. x. 7. 
~ Jonah i. 10 .. 

• 
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he was a Hebrew prophet, sent of God, evinces the same 
thing.* 

How far tho knowledge of the true God was diffused by 
these means, it is impossible at this distunce of time, to trace -
with much distinctness. It cannot, however, be doubted , 
that the manifest and admitted superiority of Jeho\'ah over 
the idols of the heathens, mnst have had a powerful effect in 
weakening their confidence in these fnlse gods, Rnd in leading 
thoughtful minds to fitvor a purer and more rational faith. . 

The reign of' SolO!1lon was eminently favorable to the 
sprcad of the religions ideas of' the Hebrews. The magnifi
cence of Ilis temple, the splendor of his court, and the un. 
rivalled fame of his wisdom attracted to his capital, from all 
quarters, men and women, illustrious for their rank and influ
ence. Jerusalem became the Athens of its day; the ccntre 
of light to the surrounding nations; who were ambitions to 
sit at the feet of its renowned sage and sovel·eign. The 
queen of Sheba, with a very great company, and all the 
kings of the earth sought his presence to hear his wisdom.t 
Thus did the men, who swayed the destinies of their respec
tiYe countrics, become acquainted with the civil and religions . 
institutions of Moses, and with the amazing history of the 
divine interpositions in favor of a people, professing the faith 
and worship of the true God. This knowledge, thus widely 
extended, constituted a leaven, which must have produced a 
great ferment in men's religious aud political ideas, and must 
have tended, in no inconsiderable degree, to their instruction 
und reformation. 

It was not, however, merely persons of this description,,
princes and the ambassadors of princes, who were drawll to 
J uuea us the rich store-house of knowledge and wisdom. 
Before the reign of Solomon, a vast multitude of forcigners 
had been attracted thither, and without probably embracing 
the Jewish religion wholly, and becoming citizens in the fnll 

·:f Jonnh iii. 5-U. t 1 Kings iv. 20-34. x. 1-13. 2 Chron. ix.I-12. 
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sense by being circumcised, had renounced idolatry and be
come worshippers of the true God. Some idea of the total 
number of' this class of residents may be obtained from .the 
fact that nO less than one hundred and fifty-three thousand 
ana six hundred of them were employed in the work. of 
building the temple. Their chal'acter for intelligence may be 
estimated from the circumstance, that nearly foul' tllOusand 
of them were fit to be made overseers of t4e work.* This is 
a record in the history, brief and incidental it is true,· and 
therefore apt to be overlooked, like many others, as insi~ni
ficant, which yet is of the high st importance, as showing, 
that the Hebrews were far from being an insulated people, 
unknown and unfelt by other nations. It proves, on the con
trary, that they occupied a commanding llosition, that the 
influence of their religion and laws was widely diffused and 
powerfully fclt, and that the tendency of their polity was to 
disseminate light, and render the knowledge of the true God 
increasingly conspicuous and increasingly operative. 

Let anyone duly consider these circumstances,. the im
mense influx offoreign residents into Judea, and the flocking 
thither of the great and the learned 1'01' purposes connceted 
with the improvement of the mind and the amelioration of 
government, and he will l'eadBy conceive what a flood of 
light must have beon poured upon the nations fl'om this cen-
tral orb. nut there was gradually introduced into the Jewish 
history nn element, which gave to the laws and 
writings a tenfold diffusion and power, and proportionably 
increased the obligations of mankind to them. Oommerce 
first, and military subjugation afterwards, by degrees dis
persed the Jews throughout the principal nations of the 
world. Wherever they went, they appeal' to Imve won, by 
their intelligence aud their excellent moral qualities, no 
Bmall share of esteem and influence. Many of them rose to 
exalted stations in the l'cspecti ,'e governments, under which 

* 2 ebron. ii. 17, 18. 

• 

• 
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they lived. Hecataeus attests the lligh estimation, in which 
tlleY were held by Alexl\nder the Great, who permitted iheqt 
to hold the country of Samaria, free fl'om tribute, for thei! . 
fid(!lity towl\rds liin,j Ptolemy Soter entrusted the fortresses 
of Egypt to thcir hands, as helieving they would defend 
them faithfully and valil\ntly. Ptolemy Philometer and his 
queen Cleopatra committed their entire kingdom to the Jews, 
ill appointing Onills and Dositheus generals of aU. their 
furces. . , 

The affection of Ptolemy Philadelplms towards both the 
lIution and the laws of the Jews is well known. Repur. 
chased the freedom of 120,000 Jewish slaves at an immense 
l)rice, which he paid out of' the royal treasures, and. sent 
them back to their own country. He was delighted with the 
laws of :Moses; pronounced his legislation wonderful; w~ 
astonished at the dei1th of' his wisdom; and professed to have 
learlled from llim the true science of governrnent.* 

Tho chronicles of the kings of Assyria, Media, and Persia, 
afford additional testimony to the estimation in which the 
Jewish people were held by contemporary nations. The 
superior wisdom and virtue of the more cultivated Hebrews 
attracted the notice and l'egard of the Asiatic sovereigns, who 
elevated them to tIle highest civil dignities. Witness the 
case of those excellent men, Daniel and Nehemiah, the 
former of whom became the prime minister and favorite of 
Darius, the :Medc, and the latter held a responsible and con· 
fidential ofilcc nndor the Persian Artaxerxes. Witness nl$o 
the elevation of the J ewess Esther to the throne of Pel'sia, 
and of hcr nohle·hem·ted and inflexible kinsman, Mordecai, 
to tho primacy ot' the realtn. During the reign of Al·taxerxes, 
the Ahasl1crl1s of the sCI'ipturcs, "many of the people of the 

* Seo ull these fncts, with the authorities on whioh they rest, in J~ 
phus CODtro. ApioD. 



LA WB OF THE ANOI EST . , .. • • • REWS • 309 

land became Jews ;"* that is, they renounced idolatry, and 
became worshippers of Jehovah. This is another incidental 
record of the highest significance and value, as evincing the 
pOWCl' !lnd influence of' Judaism on the gentiles. . 

The majesty and providence of God extorted from succes
sive Assyrian, Median, and Persian mOnal'CllS, public official 
decrees, recognizing his power and sovereignty in the most 
eXplicit terms; commanding all people, nations, and lan
guages, to pI'aise and extol and honor the king of heaven ;t 
and to tremble and fear before him;* und denouncing the 
most terrible punishments upon such as should dare to speuk 
any thing amiss against the God of Israe1.§ And this revel'
ence and worship of the true God was enjoined upon their 
subjects by these heathen princes, because, say they, " He is 
the living God, and steadfast forever; he delivereth and he 
rescueth, and he worketh signs and wonders ill lle!wen and 
earth; his kingdom is all everlasting kingdom, and his do
minion is ii'om generation to generation. II 

Edicts to this effect were published by Nebuchadnezzar, 
Darius, Cyrus, and Artaxerxes. "Such public and. solemn 
testimonies to the majesty of'the God of Israel," observ~s Dl'. 
Graves" "must have cOlltl'ibuted materially to check error 
and idolatry, in a. country where the form of the go,",ernment 
rendered the example and (llJinions of the monarch so power
ful and operative. They must have gained the Jews, even in 
their captive and degraded state, mnch consideration and at
tention; and as snch a stnte led thom to take pride in their 
religions superiority, the 01l1y superiority now left them,-· 
and to exalt the divine original and wisdom of theil' l'eligion; 
so these events must have gailled theil' I'e}>resentations weight 
and credulity," 

The oriental nations were the primeval seat and source ot' 

* Esth. viii. 17. t Dan. iii. 29, iv, 1,37. l Dan. vi, 25-27. 
lD ....... 'D ':)62-' 3 ~ un. 11. Ill. IV. V. Yl. II. u.n. VI. :., •• IV. , 

~ Ou the Pont. Pt. 3, Leot. 5. 

• 
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cidlization and philosophy. The full effect of the Mosaic 
writings in checldng idolatry and spreading the knowledge of 
tI'ne religion in those distant regions, cannot, at this late day, 
be clearly traced, 110r duly estimated. But a remarkable in. 
stance of it occurs' ih the history of the Magian or ancient 

Persiull religion.* 

.. 

The Persians, in process of time, appear to have declined 
ii'om that }JUrity of doctrine and worship, which they had re
cei"ed ii'olll their pious ancestor Elam, and to have engrafted 
UpOI1 their national religion the superstitions of the Zabian 
idolatry. From this they were probably, in a good degree, 
1'eco\'ered by the instructions of the patriarch Abraham. But 
they again lapsed ii'om the purity of their primitive faith; 
and, although they never sank into the gross idolatry of other ' 
nations, they paid a superstitious reverence to the heavenly 
bodies and the elements of nature, particularly fire and the 
sun. They admitted into their religious creed the doctrine of . 
two original and independent principles of evil and of good, ". 
1:)0 derogatory to the honor of the one supreme and universal 
lord and king. • 

From these corruptions as observed by the author of Lee· 
tnres on the Peutateuch this religion was again purified by 
the celebrated Zoroaster. This illustriolls. person is repre
sented by writers best informed in oriental literature and 
history, to have been cotemporary with Daniel; and if not 
himself a Jew, yet IJerfectly acquainted with the Jewish 
scriptures; to which, indeed, the distinguishing features of 

'" What is here delivered concerning Zoroo8ter and the Persian religion, 
i~ the mluable substance of dean Graves's dissertation on the subjoct in 
the 5th Lecture of his 3rd Part on the Pentateuch. The reader will find 

, 

the topic much more extensively treated there, with copious references to 
the following authorities: Hyde's Religio Veterum Persnrum; Lord's Reli· 
gion of tho Pefsees; Prideaux'S Connection; Universal History-, Pocockii 
l'ipecimen Histol'im ArabiclD; Maurico's History of Hindostan; and Hot
tinger's Hiatoria Persarum, 

, 
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his reformation were, in a high degree, conformable. Hence 
bis condemnation of two independent principles, and his as
sertion, that the supreme God was the universal creator of 
both good and evil. This dogma he evidently borrowed from 
the doctrine of Isaiah, which that sublime prophet introdhces 
in such tl. manner as to prove, that it was particularly design
ed to rouse the attention of the eastern nations, and more 
especially Persia, to this important truth. The statement of 
the pl'inciple is in a prophecy relating to Cyrus the Great, 
the most renowned and powerful monarch, that ever filled the 
Persian throne:. " I am the Lord, and there is none else; I 
torm the light and create darkness; I make peace and create 
evil; I the Lord do aU these things."* 

This radical principle of true religion Zoroaster inculcates 
clearly and strongly. And in other subordinate particulars 
of his scheme, we find a conformity to that of Moses, too 
close to be accounted for, except on the supposition of a (Ie
liberate imitation. Thus, as Moses heard God speaking from 
t~e fire, Zoroaster pretended to do the same. As the Jews 
had their Scheckinah, or special presence of God, resting on 
the mercy-seat, so Zoroaster taught the ~agians to regard 

. the sacred fires in their temples as emblems of the divine 
presence. As the Jews ha'd frequently received fire frum 
henven to consume their sacrifices, Zoroaster pretended to the 
same. As the Jewish priests were of one tribe, so were 
those of the Persinn prophet. As the former were supported 
by tithes and offerings, so were the latter. Many of the dis
tinctions l)etween things clean and unclean are preserved in 
the l'eligious code of Zoroaster. His doctrine and religion he 
delivers as the doctrine and religion of Abraham ;so that 
his innovations had clearly for their object the bringing back 
ot' the magian religion to the purity, which it had originally 
derived from the instructions of that illustrious patriarch. " 

Some idea may be formed of the wide as well as the puri-
, 

* Is. xlv. 5-7 . 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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(ying influence of this comparatively uncorrupted faith, ,ob. ' 
tained by ZoroastCi' from the books of Moses,' from the ex. 
tent to which the mnginn religion prevailed. We learn froUl 
Lucian, that, ill his time, which was soon after the promul. 
gation of the gospel,i it was received by the Persians, the 
Parthinns, the Bactians, the Arians, the Sacans, the Medes , 
and various other eastern nations. And even to this day, its 
doctrines are held by a large sect both in Persia and India. 

I 

who, says Prideaux, worship in his language, practice his 
rites, and preserve his book with the higllest reverence, as 
the sole rule both of their faith and manners; 

So mucll for the influence of Moses and his writings on the 
religion of the ancient world. Let ns now inquire into the 
extent of that influence on letters. rrhat both ancient and 
modern literature is indebted to the Hebrew scriptures for 
many of its choicest beauties, is an opinion, which has beeu 
very generaliy entertained by the learned. In support of this 
opinion, we have the concurrent testimony of J e~vish authors, 
christian fathers, pagan writers, and modern critics. 

Aristobulus, an Alexanch'ian Jew, who lived about two 
hundred years after Plato, is said to have written a commen- . 
tary on the books of Moses. This work is now lost, but some 
fragments of it are extant in Clemens* Alexandrinu8 and 
Ensebius. t Of Plato this Jewish author says: "He followed 
our institutes closely, and diligently examined the several 
parts thereof." Of' Pythagoras he observes: " He translated' 
many things out of our discipline into the opinions of his own 
sect."t Joscphus§ likewise affirms, that "Pythagoras llot 
only nnderstood the Jewish discipline, but embraced many 

• 
things therein contained." 

* Strom. 1. t l)raep. Evang. L. 9. C. 6. 
t See Gale's Court of the Gentiles, B. 1. C. 2. Also Selden de Jure Nat. 

Hebr. L. 1. C. 2. It is due to truth to Bay, that Prideaux has thrown much 
doubt upon the genuineness of this commentary ot' Aristobulus, Pt. 2. B. 1. 

e Contra Ap. L. 1. 
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The primitive christians strongly insisted on this point in 
their arguments and :tpologies fOl' the christian religion. Thus 
Tertullian :* "I am fully persuaded, that holy writ is the 
treasury of aU following wisdom. Which of the poets, which 
of the sophists is there, who did not drink altogethel' of the 
prophets' fountaiu ~ Thence also the philosophers qnenclled 
their thirst; so that what they had from OU1' scriptnres, tllRt 
we receive back from them." .Again Tertnlliallt observes: 
"The philosopher Melledemus, who was a great patron of the 
opinion of divine providence, admired that which the seventy 
related, and was iu this point of the same opinion." Olemens 
Alcxanc1rinnst styles Plato "the Hebrew philosopher," and 
again and r~ain asserts, that "the Greeks stole their chief 
opinions out of the books of Moses and the prophets." Jus
tin Martyr§ affirms concerning Plato: "He drew many 
things from the Hebrew fountains, especially his pious con
ceptions of God and his worship."11 The same is declared by 
Augustin.,. 

The testimony of pagan philosophers, critics, and historians 
is to the same effect. Hel'mippns,** a disciple and biographer 

• ~f Pythagoras, says, thl\t his master "transferred many things 
out of the Jewish institutions int.o his own philosophy." On 
this account lie styles him" the imitator of tlle Jewish dog
mas." Hence Grotiustt says: "According to the testimony 
ofHermippus, Pythagorean lived among the Jews." Nume
nil1s,tt a Greek philosopher of the Pythagorean school, speak
ing of Plato, exclaims: "What is Plato, hut Moses atticis-

• 

ingi" Gale, in his Court· of tho Gentiles, has gone into an 
, extended examination of the sentiments of Plato concerning 

God, his nature and worship, the production of the universe, . 

* Apol. C. 47. t Apol. C. 18. t Strom. 1. ~ ApoL 2. 
II See Gale'S Court of the Gentiles, B. 1. C. 2. • 

~ De Civitat. Dei, L. 8. C. 11. 
** See Ibid. Also Selden de Jur. Nat. Hebr. L. 1. C. 2. 
tt Votllm, p. 124. tt In Gale, B. 1. C. 2. 

• 

• 

• 
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the fall of man, &c. &c. In this review, he has pointed out 
many striking analogies betwcen the opinions of that philos. 
ophe!' and t110 doctrines of holy scripture. The reader is re
ferred, for full satisfaction, to the work itself; a few instances 

I 
as a specimen, follow. In his Phaedo, he speaks of a II divine 
word," tl'allsmitting to us a knowledge of the soul's immor. 
t..'llity; where tho allusion is probably to a scriptural tradition. 
In Ids Philebus, 110 says: "The knowledge of tIle one infinite 
lleing' WIlS from the gods, who communicated this knowledge 
t,) us by a certnin Prometheus, together with a bright fire." 
Who can doubt tllO reference here to those original divine 
cOllllllunications made to the pah'iarcl1s, and to the Schecl-inah, 
that fiery symbol of tllC divine presence ~ Not less plain is 
the nllusioIl, in Plato's first 01' self-existent being, to the sllblime 

I declaration of J el1O\'ah, * "I am that I am."t In his Timaens, 
Plato says: "After the father of the nnh'erse had beheld his 
workmanship, he was delighted therein." How indubitably.. 
docs this flow from the divine record,t "And God saw e\'ery 
thing that he had made, and behold, it was very good." 

Plato's way appears to have ueen to disguise what here
ceh'cd from the Jewish fountain, under the form of parable l 

Ilnd allegory. Ol'igen§ suggests the reason of this. " It was 
the custom of Plato," he says, "to hide his choicest opinions, 
uIlcler the figure of some faule, because of the vulgar sort, 

. lest he should too much displease the fabulous people by 
making mention of tllC Jews, who were so infamous amongst 
them."11 Plato himself owns as llluch in saying,·that "what 

• E'" 14 x. 1lI. • 

t Soe August. de Civit. Dei. L. 8. C. 11, with Lud. Vives's Notes. 
t Gen. i. 31. ~ Cont. Cels. L. 4. 
Ii Serranus, a lenrned French protestant divine, in his pl'orace to 1)llIto's 

works, assigns tho samo cause for his silence respecting the Jews. "These 
symbols," he observes, "Plato drew from the doctrine of the Jews, as nil 
the learned early Christians assort; but hc industriously IIbstaiucu. from 
making any mention of the Jews, because their ullme wns uLliOlL~ among 
all nations." 
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the Greeks receive from the barbarians, they put into a. better 
form 01' garb." Besides, there is little doubt, that Plato does, 
ill point of fnct, make distinct references to tho Jews, under 
other names, as Phenicians, Syrians, Egyptians, Ohald'e~ns, 
lind Barbarians. * 

Clearchus, a distinguished disciple of Aristotle, in a. book 
now lost, but cited by Josephus,t says, that he had heard his 
mllster spenk of a certain Jew, with whom, when he resided 
in ~<\sia, he had held frequent conversations. This person, 
Aristotle described us a man of wonderful learning, wisdom, 
temperance, and goodness; and iiail.1, that he [Al'istotle] had 
rcceired more knowledge from him, tItan he had been able to 
illlpart in return. A remarkable proof of Aristotle's nc
qllaintnncc with the Mosaic law is adduccd out of Arriun* by 
Prideallx.§ It is well known, that this philosopher had been 
the tutor of Alexander the Great. When Alexander went into 
winteNltUll'ters, in Asia Minor, he ordered all the soldiers of 
])is army, who hall married that year, to return into Mace
·donia, spend the winter with their wives, and come back to 
bim in the spring. This agrees with the Jewish law,~ but 

. not with the usages of any other nation known in history. 
Docs it not afford probable ground for the conjectnt'e, that 
Al'i8totle learned it from the Jew, with whom he so much 
cOllversccl while in Asin, and that, approving it as an equitable 
usage, he had made it known to Alexander, while acting as 
his preceptor, who was thence induced to put it in practice 
UpOIl this occasion? 

That the Grecian critics wero acqnainted with the writings 
of Moses, is certain from the fact, that we find Longinus, in 
bis treatise on the Sublime,,- drawing from them in illustra
tion of his subject. The same is true of the historians. 

* See in eonfirmntion of this mnny authorities in Gale, B. 1. C: 2. 
t .Con. Ap. L. 1. t Lib. 1. ~ Connclt. Vol. 1. p. 
1\ Deut. xxiv. 5. ~ Leet. 8. 

, 

• 

• 
• 
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Strabo* makes honorable mention of Moses as a lawgiver, 
nIHI Diodorus Siculus1' acknowledges him to be the firSt of 
legislators, from whom ~l laws had their origin.t , 

Among distinguished modern critics and divines, who 
have held tho opinloin, that profano literature is greatly in. 
debtetl to tho sacred scriptures, may be mentioned Ludovicns 

, 

Vives, the Scaligcrs, Grotius, Bochart, Selden, Usher, Cut!. 
worth, Stillingfieet, Witsius, ])Iagee, and a host of others, of 
scarcel v inferior note. Most of these authorities are cited in " , 

dificrent parts of Gule'.s Court of the Gentiles. It would oc. 
cupy mure sliuce than can bo spared for such a purpose to 
introduce extructs from them all hero. Let 0110 01' two suffice. 

, 

Bochurt's§ testimony is in these words: "Whatsoevel' \vas 
, 

1110st ancient among the heathen, tho same was fetched or 
wrested ii'om our scriptures." Grotius~ expresses his opinion 
thus: "Tl11\t which the ancient philosophers drew from the 

, . 

theology of the Phenicians, and the poets from them, the 
Phellicians drew from the Hebrews." That the Phenicians 
were identical with tho ancient Canaanites; that they were 
well acC! llaintcd with tho Jewish doctrine and traditions; 
that, by reason uf their devotion to navigation and commerce, 
they spread these ideas all along the shores ot' the Mediter
ranean sea, in Asia Minor, Greece, Itilly, Spain, Africa, and 
Humerous islands; anu that tho J'ews themselves were known 
to other nations, under the names of Phenicians, Syrians, 
Assyrians, &c., has beon proved at large by learned men.,. 

Tho intellectual qualities and achievements of the Hebrew 

, 

race were such as naturally to give them a commanding , 
power and influence. The sublimity, splendor, and force of 

* Lib. 16. t Biblioth. Lib. 1. 
t See Gale, B. 1, B. 2. B. 3, C. 9. ~ Phnleg. J ... 1, C. 1. 
II On Mat. xxiv. 
1f See Boch. Phaleg, Lib. 4, C. 34; nlso his Canann, Pret: IUld Bks: 1 

and 2. Gale's Court of the Gentiles, B. 1, Chaps. 3-12. Josephus COD. 

Ap."1.. 1. Euseb. Prep. Ev. L. 1. Voss. de Hist. Grace. L. 3, C. 16. 

, . 
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the Hebrew genius have never been surpassed. In history, 
III statesmanship, in military renown, in poetry, in eloquence, 
bl music, in architecture, in legislation, and in the true phi
losophy of life, the annals of Judea furnish names, illustrious 
beyond those of most other nations. As historia~s, Tacitus 
and Thucydides mnst yield the palm to Moses and the author 
of Samuel. Of how many important nnd interesting points 
of historical inquiry would tIle world be ignorant without the 
Pentateuch! Moses was the futher of history. His power 
of condensation has never been surpassed. The first few 
chapters of Genesis furnish a conncctcd history of two thou
sand of the earliest years of time. Unlike other ancient his: 
torians, Moses has no fabulous ages. There is, in his clear, 
consistent, and unmatched l)ages, no uncertainty, no fable, 
no conjecture, no chasm. In the writings of all other early 
historical inquirers, the fi~t. ages of maukind are like a .dis
tant ocean, whose troubled wl~ters a1'e overspread with shad
ows, clouds, and darkness; but the Mosaic history, to borrow 
the elegant simile of Bryant, is like a hright . but remote 
object, seeu through the glass of an excellent optician, clear, 
distinct. and well defined. The histOl'ic record of Moses is a. , 
treasure above the l)rice of rubies. By its sure, serene, and 

• 

steady light, we are comlucted, tlll'ough the long nigltt of 
ages, back to the Yel'y threshold of creation, and placed 
beside the first human llail', in the gal'den of Eden. As mil
itary commanders, Joshua, David, and the Maccabees will 
compnre favorably with the great captains of antiquity. 
Among legislators and statesmen, where shall we meet with 
higher civil qualities tban those which gave snch lustre to 
the names of Josepl)" Moses, So.muel, David, Solomon, 
Daniel, EZ1'a, nmI N ehcll1fifu ~ The music of the temple 

. service, as arranged by David and Asallh, has ne'vcl' been 
surpassed in sublimity and richness. The architecture of the 
temple and palace of Solomon, as has been showJe by leal'Ded 
men, was imitated by the most polished nations of antiquity. 

, 
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Its influence lIas been traced in those elega.nt structures , 
whose very ruins attest the fine architectural taste and 
genius of the Greeks. Socrates, Cicero, anu Seneca, the . 
brightest names in the philosophic annals of Greece and 
Rome, pale before the sublime und sententious ethical wis. 
dom of Solomon. Demosthenes is matched, if not over. 
matched, in oratory, both by the prophet, whose lips were 
touc1led with a living coal from the altar, and by.the great 
apostle to the gentiles. In the higher walks of poetry, 
Homer, Milton, and Shakespeare are inferior to Isaiah and 
the author of the book of Job. In lyrics, Pindar and Sappho 
mnst yield the supremacy to Moses and Dav~d. " Compare 
the book of Psalms with the Odes of' Horace and Anaereon , 
with the hymns of Cn11imaehus, the golden vel'ses of Pytha. 
goras, amI the choruses of the Greek tragedians; and you 
will quickly see how greatly it surpasses them all in piety of 
sentiment, in sublimity of expression, in purity of morals, 
and in rational theology."·x, Indeed, the lyrical compositions . 
of the royal poet are marked by a depth of feeling, a strength 
of thought, a brilliancy of genius, a chasteness of diction, and 
a purity of taste, not surpassed by any writer in any nation or 
vge of the world. In pastorals, Virgil and Theocritns are 
more than equalled by Solomon. In elegy, David is the 
superior of BiOll and :Moschus. The whole range of elegiac 
poetl'y ofiel's notlling that can be compared with his sublime 
anel exquisite lament over the death of Saul and J onathan.t 
In deep and breathing pathos, J el'emiah distances all com· 
petitors, whether among ancient or modern bards. The 
sacred scriptnres throughout ure distingnished by a sublimity 
of gellins, a vigor of conception, a wealth of thought, u splen. 
dol' of imagery, and a grace and beauty of style, which give 
to the bible, though much of it was wl'itten in a compara· 
tively l'ude age, an elevation and an excellence, which do not 
belong to t.he most admired productions of the human mind, 

* Bp. W nt\:ion in Smitll's Hcb. Peop. p. 183. t 2 Sam. i. 1!l-2i. 
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in the most advanced and cultivated condition of human 
society. And the age of Pericles in Greece, of Augustus in 
Rome, of queen Anne in Britain, of Louis XIV. in France, 
Rnd of the Medici in Italy, aU ha\·c their counterpart, if l,lOt, 
indeed, tlleir I'emote origin, in the brilliant reign of a liebl'ew 
prince, whose renown for wisdom is not bounded even hy the 
limits of civilization, but has penetrated the dark mass of 

, 

bal'barian rudeness and ignorance. 
It would be strange, indeed, if a bo04 so comprehensive, so 

weighty, so perfect, and so wonderful, as the bible, had had 
no influence on human thought and learning. In point of 
fact, its influence has been most penetrating and diffusive. 

That the greatel' part of the myths, which make up the 
ancient pagan theology, were but corrupt imitations of scrip
ture histories, has been abundantly demonstrated by learned 
men, as Selden, Bochart, V ossius, the Scaligers, Maimonides, 
and various of the Ohristian fathers. These authorities will 
be found cited at length by Gale in the second book of his 
COllrt of the Gentiles, and by Stillingfleet in the fifth chapter 
ofthe third book of his Origines SaCl'ae, to which the reader 
is referl'ed for full satisfaction. From the I'emarkablo corre
spondence of the heathen mythology with the scriptures, it is 
manifest, that the former is but a corruption of tIle latto)'. 
This is so plain and certain, that no one who has studied the 
subject will hesitate to assent to the remark of Bocbal't: , 
"The agreemont is so wonderful, that even to the blind it 
will appear, tbat the ancicnt framors of fables borrowocl 
many things from tho sacred writers," , 

Tnnt poetry was the earliest form of literature, is asserted 
by Stl'ubo,* and proved byVossins.t The carly pagan bards 
were much indebted to the })oetry of the scriptnres. Linus, 
Orphens, Homel' and He'siod, as well as others who followed 
them, drew copiously from the watCl'S of the SlluCtllU1'Y 

, 

• Lib, 1. 

, 
, 

t De Rist. Grace. Lib, I, C. 1 

, 

• 
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• 

Phenicia and Egypt were t,llCir preceptors; and th,-,se had 
both l)een under the tuition of Israel in tIle best part of their 
learning:'" Some suppose Linus, the earliest of the Greek' 
poets, to llaye been a rhenician by birth,t and to have flou. 
risbed about the time of the expulsion of the Canaanites by . 
the Hebrows under Joshua. If so, he must have known the 
wonders wrougllt by divine power in behalf of the chosen 
people, and the sulJIime doctrines of the Jewish lawgiver 
concerning the power and providence of Jehovah. The few 
fragments of his poelns wllich remain, appear to have flowed 
fi'om this sncred fonntnin. "It is easy," he says, in a golden 
lille still extant, "fOI' God to achieve all things; and with 
him nothing is impossible." Stench11s Eugubinus has drawn 
an elaborate parallel between the Mosaic and Orphic theolo
gy; in which he has shown the traduction of the lat.ter from 
the former. According to him, the first part of the theology 
(If Orphens consisted in praises of the creator. The second 
treats of ehao~, ille formation of man out of the em·tll, the 
infusion of the rational soul by his mal,er, &c. &c. These 
and otiler topics arc clearly derived from the Mosaic history, 
though they are overlaid with.a veil of allegory, in which the 
)jYllly imagination of the Greeks so much delighted. Justin 
:Martyr+ has preserved a fragment of Orplleus, wherein there 
appears to he something of the history of Abraham and the 
tables of the decalogue. Artapanus is cited by Eusebins,§ 
affirming that 1.1oses was called by the Gl'eel{s Musaeus, and 
that he was the teacher of Orpheus. Upon this Witsius!1 ob
Rerve:;, that it is not necessary to suppose Orpheus contem
porary with ltIoses; hut that the meaning of' Al'tapallus is, 
that for whatever there is just and true in his theology, he is 

* See on this subject Gale, B. 3, C.l; and Wits. Aegypt. L. 2, C. 14. 
t "Linum 8. Phoenice vcnisae tradunt vetcrcs." Wits. Acgypt. L. 2, 

C. 14. 
• • 

t Cited by Gale, B. 3, C. 1. 
~ Prarr. E\'un. L. P, C. 27. 

• 

II Acgyptiuca, L. 2, C. 14. 
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• in4ebted to Moses. Witsius* is further of the. opinion, :,t11at 
Moses is expr&ssly mentioned and praised by Orpheus, under 
the epithet Moyev~~, i. e. horn of or produced· by water,. i.n . 
allusion to his being tabn out of tbe water by Pharaoh's' 
danghter.t Homer, the prince of Grecian poets, wascotelll
pornry with Isaiah,t or flourished only a short time betore 
bim. That he visited Egypt, and spent some time there, is 
an opinion, comm0nly entertained by the learned.§ Some 
even think, that Egypt was his native country.~ Sir Walter 
Raleigh'- was of the opinion, that he derived not a few of his 
fictions from scripture traditions, which he gathered up in 
Egypt. This he infers from the affinity of many of his ex
pressions to scripture language; and he believes him not un-

. acquainted with the books of Moses. Eugubinus likewise. 
speaks of a "manifest concord" between the sublimity and 
)'eligious rites of Homer and those of sacred scripture. The 
same general position as to indebtedness to the Hebrew 
sources seems true of Hesiod, his entire theogony being, 
apparently, but a corrupt imitation of sacred persons, actions, 
and ~tories. ** 

N·)l' was the obligation of p,agan history to the Hebrew 
scriptures less than that of pagan poetry. One great design 
of Eusebius, in his Chronicon, is to demonstrate the high 
antiquity of the divine records, and the derivation of much 
of the matter of profane historians from the Hebrew writers; 
and this design has been learnedly and successfully carried 
un in modern times by Joseph Scaligcr, VOSSillS, Bochart, 
Gl'otius, Witsius, Gale, and others. The scriptures contain a 
series of historical records of priceless worth. Half the ages 
of the world would be shrouded in impenetra~le darkness, 

* Aegyptiaca, L. 2, C. 14. t Ex. ii. 10. 
t Carion Cbron. L. 2, in Gale, B. 3, C. 1. 

I a See Gl'OtillS on Mat. x. 28, and Gale, B. 3, C. l. 
I! Sanford Descens. L. 2, in Gal~, B. 3, c. 1. 
f Hist. Pt. 1, B. 1, C. 6. ** Carion Chron. L. 2. Gale, B. S. C.l. 
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hut fol' the light cast upon them by these venerahle writings. 
The creation of the material universe, the fo.rmation, trial . , 
and fall ot'man, the promise of a savior, the patriarchal age 
the deluge, the fimndhtioll and settlement of the Dew world: 
the confusion of' languages, the division of men into several 
communities, their dispersion into the various regiolls of the 
globe, the history ot' the earliest monarchies of earth, the call 
of Abraham, the selection of a I)articular nation to be the 
chosen people of' God, their descent into Egypt, their resi. 
dence there, theil' exodus out of the house of bondage, t.heir 
establishment into a commonwealth, the momentous ercuts 
\)1' their suhsequent history, the o"erthrow of their state, the 
progress and decline of' Canaan, Persia, and Medin, all this, 
and much more, would, without tllC Hehrew scriptures, . 
either be wholly lost to mankind, or buried in the mists of 
tradition and fahle. 

In regard to all these points, and many others, profane 
historinns Illlve dl'flWll much of their mutter ii'om Hehrew 
sOlll'ces! either dit'Cctl,r, 01' through the Cbaldeaus, the Egyp
tians, UlHI ei'pecially the Phonicians. If anyone doubts this, 
lot him read the 4th chnpte~' ot' the 2nd book of Witsins's 
Acgyptiacn, the 81'd chapter of the 3rd book of'Stillillgficet's 
()I'igincs tiael'ae, and chaps, 2-8 of the 3rd book of Gale's 
Co.Hl't of' the Gentiles. lIo will find there snch an army of 
proofs, as must c()ll\'ince the most incredulous. There is 
scarcely any part. of the sacred record, which, in n. forlll more 
Ill' less cUl'l'upted, has not f:)u1ll1 Hi! wily into the pages of 
profane 8tory. Gentile writers, both GI'oek and barbarian, 
abullllli with reli!l'cnces to the origin of the world, its cl'oatiol1 
hy the 1)0\\'er ot' GOtI, its primitive chaos, its subsequent 
'mler and beauty, the production of light, the formatioll 01' 
man out. of the dust of' the grollnd, the infusion of the mtiollsl 
~(jul, mun's creution in the imuge of God, the pnt'adisiacal 
~tnte, the fil11, the tree of life, the depravation of man's will 
and afl'ections, the flood, the dove aml raven of Noah, tlla 

• 
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towel' 01' Rabel, the golden calf, tlle supply of water in tIle 
wilderness, &c. &c. It would detain us too long to exhibit 
the })1'oof of nil this in detail. Let 0. few specimens suffice ... 

Moses amrlns, that tho world had a begilllling.* This 
all the poets, philosophers, amI historians, who flourished 
befol'e the time of .Aristotle, with olle spirit and ,'oice, as 
J,actantins says, attest; and none moro titlly than Plato. 
It was the common opinion of Greeks, Egyptians, Indians, 
and the gentile nations gene1'll1ly; derived, beyorid a doubt, 
from tho ol'iginal fountain ot' dh'ine revelation, Aristotle 
was the first ot' the philosopJtCl'S, who taught tho eternity of 
the world. To this lie was impelled by a proud spirit of 
speculation, a yain fondness of philosophizing, t1lat made 
him reject all traditions, which be could not bend to 11 is own 
reason.t 

. 'Moses makes God the crentol' of the wOl'ld.t I~ like m~n· 
ner bentllCn writers ascribe the ol'igill of the worM to a l'enl 
divine efficiellce.§ Plato, ill divOt'S of hisworks,lspeuks of 

• • • 

the supreme cause; of the canse of canses; ot' .natural thiugs 
as not springing up of themselves, but as being the products 
of God's workmansllip; of its being llllW01·thy of a philoso
pher to treut only of second causes, and leave out God, who 

. WIlB tlle first and chief CRllse; ot' a first beauty, which is the 
calise of' all tho rest; amI of one snpreme idea of good 
(God), which gives heing, virtue, and cssence to all things 
else, eternal in duration, infinite in powcr, and independent 
in working. Horner says: " By Jove's nod the eart.h exist-.-
lid, and whatsoever the earth brings forth; the sea. existed, 
and whatsoevcr the sea produces; the air existed, and wlHlt
soever the ail' sustains; tho heavens existed, and whatsoever 

* Gen. i. 1. • 
t Sell the authoritics in proof of these positions ill the Acgyl>tiaca of 

Witeius, n. 2. C. 14, and in Gille, n. 3. C, 3., 
t Gcn. i. 1. ~ Scc Wits. & Galc, ns abo\'c. 
I! As in his Phac!}' 'rim. 'rhcl\ctct. S 'I'h. & Rcpub. 

/ 



• 

324 COMMENTARIES ON TIlE 

111o"eth in tJlC heavens. All these works are wrought by the 
nod (i. e. the will) of Jove." Maximus Tyrius * discourses 
most elegantly and eloquently concel'Iling God, representing 
him as the maker of rin things by the simple exertion of .his 
will. He speaks of him as the being, who marshalled the 
host of heaven, W}IO guides the snn, moon, and stars in their 
orbits, who determines their rising and their setting, Who 
distinguishcs times and seasons, who governs the winds, Who 
formed the' sea and the earth, who pours out the rivers, who 
draws forth the fruits, who produces the tribes of animals, 
and, in fine, whose mind, simple, uncompounded, and incor. 
ruptible, is in no respect divided, but with incredible ve. 
locity, with a mere glance of the eye, adorns and makes 
glorious whatever it touches. From what fountain could 
these sublime and noble ideas of the divine power and pro. 
vidence he drawn, if not from scripture history or tradition? 
They arc certainly emmmtions of celestial light. 

TIle order of the creation, as narrated by Moses, is imitated 
hy pagnn writers. According to the Mosaic account, the 
lleHyen anll the earth were the beginning of the creation; 
according to Plato, fire and (:arth were the elementary prin. 
ciples of things. What Moses calls t07100 Dohoo, emptiness 
and confusion, the poets call chaos, a confused and shapeless 
mass. :Uoses represents a. llni versal darkness as originally 
overspreading all things; Thales, the philosopher, taught that 
darkness preceded ligllt. 1\1:05e9 speab of' the earth as ori· 
ginally surrounded by water it Thales, again, says that water 
was the first principle of things, and that God was that spirit 
that t<l1'Illed all things out of water.* 

Moses speall:s of the spirit of God us moving, literally 
"hrooding," upon thEWVaters. The word expresses the trem· 
ulous motion of the hen, while hatching her eggs, and sug· 
gests the idea of incubation. This undoubtedly gave rise to 
the notion, so widely prevalent among the ancients, that the 

* Dissert. 2.5. t Gen. i. 2. t Cia. de Nat. Deor. L. 1. C. 10. 
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world was generated from an egg. The affinity of the Mosaic 
and pagan histories, and the derivation of the, one from the 
other, are here apparent to everyone, on the slightest in spec
tion.* The Mosaic account of the creation, indistinctly 
understood, is, manifestly, the germ of all the above cited 

• • oplUlOns . 
.Anaxagoras,t who was the :first of the philosophers to teacl. 

distinctly the separate existence of one supreme and all-di-
. recting mind, spoke of the material world as origina~ing from 
a chaotic mass, consisting of different kinds of particles, 
which afterwards combined in homogeneous masses; "an 
opinion," observes Dr. Graves,t "so similar to that of the 
Mosaic records, that we can scarcely doubt but that it was 
from 'them derive~,~~' 

" 
. Moses states, that man was formed out of the dust of the 

ground.§ Numerous are the vestiges of this fact in pagan 
authors. By Sanchoniathon,~ the oldest of profane historians, 

• 

man is said to have sprung out of the earth;' It is probable, 
that Plato alludes to this, when he mentions a Phenician fable 
touching the brotherhood of mankind, as having all had. a 
common extraction out' of the earth., Socrates, Zeno, and 
Plato concur in affirming, that the genesis of men was fro~ 

• 

the earth.*·lt- The latter of these writers takes pains to say, 
that this ancient tradition, as he styles it, is worthy of all 

• 

credit. 
Moses affirms the direct iufnsion by the Deity of the 

• 
rational soul into man.tt Herein also he is imitated by pro-
fime writers. Sanchoninthon, according to the version ot' 
Philo Byblius, states t1le same fact, in almost the same words. 

, 

Orpheus says, that man was framed by God himself out of : 

* Wits. Aegypt. I •. 2. C. 14. 
t See Bruck. Hist. Philos. L. 2. 0. 1. Sect. 20. 
t On the Pcnt. l't. 3. Lect. 5. Sect. 2. 
e Gen. it 7. \I Gale, B. 3. C. 4. 
** See th\) citations in Wits. Aeg. L. 2. C. 15 . 

, 

1f In Grue, B. 3. C. 4. 
tt Gen. ii. 7. 
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the earth, ailu received from him a rational BOul.* Epichar. 
IllllS, ill Pluta,l'dl, tcacl)(~B, that the Boul came from God, and 
was by hilll breathed into man. lIe adds, that at death each . , 
part goes whence it had corne, the earth returns to earth, and 
the spirit nscel1l1s to God.t GrotiuB produces a like senti· 
ment ont of EUI·il'ides. 

In the Mosaic history it is "[,,iu, that God created man in 
his own illlagc.t Protlme history has copied this. Plato, in 
II!:; Critias, affirms, that in the first meu there was a portion 
of God, a di\'illc natnre, which he denominates the old 
llnture.§ In his Republic, II he places the likeness to the 
Deity in the sOlll, and indeed in the wisdom al:d probity of 
the soul. In his Theaetetns, again, he makes the imago of 
God to consist ill justice, holiness, and pruuence.'lf In tIle 
ahuvll instances, how admirable the correspondence between 
sacl'ctl alld profane story! In those which follow, the agl'ee· 
lJIeut is not le58 striking. 

Noses relates that man, formed in the image of God, was 
placed in Eden,*;" a garden of pleasures, where all was beau· 
ty, lIlelotly, serenity, fhtgrance, and delight. This blissful 
!State of' lIlall in paradise has been celebrated by heathen 
poets, phil050phers, amI historians, under the name (If the 
gc,lt1cn nge. Particular citations are here unnecessary. 
ABusious to tltis happy period, and descriptions of it, pervade 
the literatnre of' lJUgan nations. Theil' wJ'iters kindle (md 
glow under the inspiring theme. They represent this primi-

• 
ti\"(~ state of llIall as a state of ulllllillgled happiness. 
Innocence, peace, and joy arc constant inhabitants of his 
soul. External Bature is in lUlrmony with his. pure mind. 
Here arc ]10 pillching frosts, no burning heats, no stubborn 
soil, 110 hlasting winus, no devouring beasts, 110 thor11s, weeds, 
01' brmnbles. Perpetual spring reigned. No labor of ngl'i. 

* Gale, n. 3. C. 4. 
~ Gale, n. 3. C. 4. 
Jt." G ... ........ en. Il. ~. 

• • 

tWits. L. 2. C. 15. 
II Lih. 10. 

t Gen. i. 27. 
~ Wits. Aeg. 1. 2. C. 15. 
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• • culture was necessary .. The llnploughcd earth Ylelded, its 

delicious fruits. The gentle breezes fanned the spontaneous 
:flowers. The rivel'S flowed with milk aud nectar, ,and honey 
distilled from the rock. From the Most1.ic l)nradise, without 

, 

doubt, the ancient heathens borrowed their ideas of the gardens 
of the IIesperides, where the trees boro golden fruit; and 
probably also of tho gardens of Adonis, a name wJ1ich seems 
evidently derived from Aden 01' Eden.* The famed Elysian 
fields of tl10 ancient mythology, with thei1' glow .of purple 
light, and their l)erpetual verdure and serenity, are a mani
fest, though corrupt imitation of the garden of Eden. ,This 
was the opinion of the great BodHlrt,t WllO derives the WOl'd 

Elysius from the Hebrew" alis," joyful, by the not un~ual 
chauge of a into c. Thus it a1)1)eal's, that the Elysian field 
signifies a plnce of delight 01' joy, a meaning entirely ,c()inci~en~ 

, , , 
, 

, 

, 

with tllnt of Eden, the garden of l)leasure. IIow exactly do , " 
these heathe~ descriptions of the golden age, the Hesperian " ' ' 

, 

gardens, and the Elysian fields, l'eflect the beautiful, arid " '. 
, ' 

splendid images, which forll the picture of the paradisiacal ' , 
state.' .' 

Moses states concerning our first parents, that they were 
nttked4 Plato, in his Politicus, spenks of men in the gQlden 
age as living in the 011 en ail', naked and uncovered. Moses 
mentions the conversation between the serpent and Eve.§ 
,Plato speaks of men in the priinitive times holdi.~g con
ycrse with beasts. The tree of life figures conspicuously in 
the Mosaic history. II There can be little doubt, that the 
amln'osia of the ancients, which made immortal, ancl their 
nectm', which made young, wei'e but obscure and broken 
traditions of the tree of life. The tCll1})tation of Eve by an 
evil spirit, under the form of the serpent, is l'ecordcd by 
Moses., Stilling1leet, in the 31'd book ot' his Origines Sacl'ae, 

* See Gale's C. of G, n. 3. C, 4; Stillingf. Orig. Snc. B. 3. C. 3 i and 
A. ChU'kc in loco t Can. L. i. C. 34. t Gen. ii. 25. 

~ Gen. iii. 1. \I Gen. ii. 0, iii. 22, 24. ~ Gen. iii. 1. 
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has shown, that there is an allusion 1,'0 this story in Pherecydes 
Syrins's account of the war of the giants against Saturn. 
The reference is so manifest, that Oelsus, the early antagonist . 
of christianity, grounds upon it an argument to prove, that 
Moses cOl'l'llpted and altered the heathen fables, for the pUr
pose of framing his own history out of them. 

The fall of man is narrated at length by Moses.* In his 
Cl'itias, Plato, after discoursing of the "di vine nature," 
which belonged to man in the golden age, adds: "This divine 
nature, being at length contempered with the mortal part in 
man, the human inclination 01' custom prevailed, even to the 
pestilential infection and ruin of mankind; and fro111 this 
fountuin all evils rushed in upon men, who thereby lost the 
best of their precious things." To the like effect he discourses 
in his 'l'heaetetus, declaring that man fell from his original 
rectitude, or likeness to God, into a kind of nothingness and 
inhlUnanity.t Whence could Plato derhoe such scriptuml 
notions, if not from scripture itself, 01' at least from scriptural 
traditiuns? Ol'igen does not doubt, that his opinions came 

• 
from this source: IIe conceives, that Plato learned the his-
tory of man's fall from his intercourse with the Jews in Egypt, 
aud that he describes it under an allegorical form in his sym
posiacs_ Porus (Adam), feasting with the l'est of the gods, 
and becoming drunk with nectur, goes into Jupiter's garden 
(Eden), and there is circumvented and led into sin by Penin 
(the serpent).:j: 

This parallel between sacred and profane history, liS it 
respects the subject-matter of both, might be greatly extended, 
whereby it would yet more clearly appeal', to what an extent 
the latter has oorrowed its materials from the former. With 
these brief illustrations of the subject, however, the reader 
must be left to pursue the investigation for himself . 

• 

Chronology and geography have been, not improperly, 
• 

* Gen. iii. t Literally, manlossness, want of manhood. 
t Seo Stillingf. Orig. &c. n. 3, C. 3, and Gale B. 3, C. 5. 
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denominated the two eyes' of history. Oertainly, nothing is 
more essential to clear and correct historical knowledge, th,in 
that the events lie before us, in their duo order of time, and 
their propel' locality. In both these respects, the obligations 
of profane to sacred history can hardly be overestimated. 
. Ancient chronology, without the bible, would be imTolved 
in inextricable confusion. Chronological inconsistencies 
abound in the most authentic historians of antiquity. Sir 
Isaac N cwton, by applying his poworful mind to the study of 
the scriptures, has detected great e1'r01'S in the chronology of, 
the ancicnts. It is only by a rigid adherence to the scriptural 
standard of dates and eras, as Dr. Hale* has well said, that 
the historical inquirer can hope to avoid the mazes, the deserts, 
and the quicksands of ancient and primeval chronology, in 
which so many adventurers have been swallowed up and lost, 
by following the ignus fatuus of their own imagination, or 
the treacherous glare of hypotheses. That the scriptural 
account of times is the fountain and measure of pagan chro
nology, has been evinced by Eusebius, Bochm't, 'Melancthon, 
Preston, and others. Bochart affirms the derivation of the 
Chaldean chronology from the sacred annals of the Hebrews. 
He proves his assertion thus. Simplicius, the ablest of the 
ancient commentators on Aristotle, mentions a work of that 
philosopher, in which he states, that he had received from 
his pnpil Alexander the records of the Chaldcans, on exam
ining which he found, that the series of times extended 
through so many years; which, says BocLal't, answers to the 
scripture account of times. One great design of Eusebius, in 
his Ohrollicon, was to prove the traduction of ethnic from 
sacred clll'onology. Melancthon speaks of it as "the singular 
glory of the church, that nowhere, in the whole mass of: man
kind, thero can be found a more ancient series of empires and 
times; neither has nny other nation such certain numbers of 
years passed, so exactly computed." But none have spoken 

* New Ano.lysis of Chronology. • 
•• 
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more clcarly on this point than Preston, in his third Sermon 
oil tho Divine Attributes. "I will. add to this," hO says 
" but one argument ,for the authority of the scripture. Oon~ 
sillol' tIle exact chronology which is found iu the scriptures, 
and tho agreement of them with t.he heathen histories. In 
latter times there have been gl'eat confusions; but the great
est c\'illcllco that is to be found, is the table of Ptolemy lately 
fvllllll, which doth exactly agree with the scriptnre. He 
exactly sets 110W11 the time, that NelmchadnezzRr and Cyrus 
reigncll; so also tho time when J ertlsalem was taken; which 
l'O:J:P:lI'C with the scripture, and you sllan find these agree 
with Dall iol and J crcmiah. And this is the gl'oatest tosti-
1l10l1Y the sCI'iptul'o can luwo from heathcn men."·)(o 

GcograpllY is tho other eye of history. Thero is ample 
prol,f, not only that scripturc geogl'aplty prcccllccl pagan, but 
that tlw lattcr was, ill groat pnrt, derh-od from the former. 
Porphyry, ill his fUUl'th book against the christians, informs 
us, that Snnchoniathon g:wo :111 account of placos conforma-
1)10 to tltat of :Moscs. A chief design of Dochal't, in his 
Phnleg, is to ovinco the traduction of profano from sacred 
go')gmphy. ITe shows, that fi'om Japhet (Gen. 10 : 2.) the 
Grecians refcl'l'ed their first plantations to J apetus; that from 
.T a \'all (Gon. 10 : 2.) they derh-ed their Ionians j that from 
Elisa (Gon. 10 : 4.) thoy dorh-ed their Elis and IIollas; that 
fro II 1 Kittim tllC,Y Hamed a city in Cyprus Citiulll; and thn, 
from Tarsis (Gen. 10: 4.) came Ibm'is, 01' Spain. Many other 
instanccs he giyes to the samo effect; particularly that from 
1\Iisrnim and I,ndim, fathcr and son, (Gon. 10 : 13.) Egypt 
:m(l Ethiopia wero originally called by thoso names. Con
furmaLly to this, Diodorus'* speal(s of the friendly inter
com'so kCIJt up between the Egyptians and Ethiopians, and 
infors ii'om it their Iloar relationship. In this manner has this 
learned mall and distinguished geographer demonstrateu the 
identity of' sacreu and ethnic geography. In the pl'cfuce to 

• * Gule's Court of the Gentiles, n. 3. C. 2. t Lill. 3. 
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his Cllnaan, he gives his opinion vcry explicitly thus.: 
"Moses, by divine revelation, approved himself morc skilful 
in I1cogrllphy, than either llomer, 01' llesiod, or any ot' later 
ti:e6 among the Grecians. For ho mentions more nations, 
and those more remote by far. N cithm' doth it suffice him 
to name them, but withal he opens their original; showing 
tiS in what nge, and from what place, and upon what occa
sion, each was dispersed into countries most l'emote, even 
from the Caspiall and Persian sea~ tu tlle ext.romo Gades i 
and nll this in one chapter." See i'urtl1er on this subject 
Gale's Conrt of the Gentiles, n. 3. O. 2, and Stillillgficet's 
Origines Sacrac, n. 3. c. 4; where it is sllown, that sacred 
geography is not only tLe most ancient, exact, and certain, 
but also the fountain and mensme of pagan geography.* 

Huying demonstrated the obligation of' pagan l'cligion, 
poetry, and history to the inspired oracles, I proceed to make 
manifest a like indebtedness on the part of pagan philosophy. 
This is :l. vast field, o.fiol'ding scope for an extended· treatise 
in itself. A Dlere glance is all the attention tLat can be be
stowed upon it in the present work. 

The vcry terlll 801Jlwi, wise men, philosophers, among the 
Greeks, lIeinsius t deuuces, without the least doubt of' the 
truth of the etymology, from the IIcbrew 80j)7tim, wa~chlDen. 
He suys, that both the Hebrews and the PheniciaIls, as well 
as the GrecI,s, called their learned lUen by this name, be
canse they were accustomed to ouserve the 'motions of tho 
hcarenly bodies from elevated places. 

But not to insist upon the etymology of a word, as of' 
much weight ill the argument, let us attend to other consid· 

• 

* ":\[oses is tho only faithful guide in tho bi8tory of tho first pooplingof 
• 

countries. Tho tenth and eloventh chapters of Genesis· diffuse more light 
011 that suLject, than all the writings of profane historinns, which, on this 
head, arc nothing out l~ hoap of confusion, conjectures, and contradictions." 

Gog. Orig. Laws, B. 1. c. 1. Art. o. 
t Excr\!it. Sacr. L. 1. C.2. 
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crations. Three general circumstances may be mentioned, as 
affording strong presumptive evidence of the obligatiolls of 
Grecian philosophy to the Hebrew scriptures. 

The first circumstance, on which this conclusion rests, is 
the fact, that Egypt and Pbenicia, themselves large recipi
ents of the precious treasures of revelation, were, by com. 
mon admission, t1le sources of Grecian culture and learning. 
Up to the period when the empire of Jerusalem was destroy. 
cd by N ebuchadnezzar, Europe had remained, to a great de: 
grec, sunk in barbarism and ignorance. At this time part of 
the Jewish nation was carried captive to Babylon, and 
another large portion took refuge in Egypt. These latter, 
after the restoration ot' their brethren by Cyrus, remained in 
their adopted country, where they built a temple, publicly 
exerciseJ their religion, and flourished in such multitudes 
nnder Alexander and his successors, as almost to equal those 
of Judea in !lumber, wealth, and influence. They even lost 
the usc of the Hebrew, and adopted the Greek tongue" a 
language, btlyond all othel's, copious, expressive, and harmo
nious; qualities which caused it to become the universal' 
dialect of learned men, both in the east and the west. 

About the time of the Babylonish captivity, Greece begall 
to emerge from the depths of ignorllnce and rudeness, ill 
which her people had hitherto been sunk. A spirit of inquiry 
and research was awakened. Thales, Anaximander, Anaxa· 
gorus, Pllerecydes, Pythagoras, Plato, Herodotus, and It host 
of other Grecian IJhilosophers and historians, travelled into 
Egypt, Chaldea,* and Phenicia; some of them rcsiding in 
those countries for a long series of years. Here they became 
acquainted with the 1110re cultivated and leal'l1ed of the Jcws j 
saw thcir religion, and heard their conversations on the origin 
of the universe, on the power, sovereignty, spirituality and 
unity of the true God; on the divine providenc~; on moral 

* Sec thc ehron. Tablcs of Mal'shall, the Univ. Hist. nnd Bruck: Hist. 
Philos. 
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good and evil; on human duty; and on other topics, con
nected with religion and philosophy. It is not improbable 
that some of them saw and read the sacred books of the 
Hebrews, either in the original tongue, or the Greektl'anslatioxi, 
made under Ptolemy Philadelphus. 

The intel'coUl'Se between Europe, Asia, and Egypt continued 
to increase, and access t.o the sacred treasures of revelation 
became more and more practicable and common. Mind was 
stirred. Thought was developed. Inquiry became keen and 
discursive. A thousand scattered rays, emanating originally 
from the sacred volume, were concentrated, in a blaze of 
light, 011 the little promontory of Attica. J..iterature, philo
sophy, and the fine arts spread rapidly over Greece, and were 
cultivated with an ardor unknown in any other age or 
country. Then did the Greeks, possessing the finest g(lnius, 
and blessed with the most delicious climate and picturesque 
scenery, produce those immortal works in poetry, eloquence, 
history, and philosophy, which have embalmed their memory; 
whicb htwe become universal models of taste and composi
tion; and which have constituted the solace and delight of 
cultivated minds, in every age and nation of the world. 

The second general circulllstance, affording ground to infer 
the derivation of pagan philosophy from sacred sources, is 
the fact, that the earlier philosOl)hers delivered their instruc
tions, not in elaborate systems, which is the form they would 
have taken, had they been the result of original thought and 
iuvestigation; but in pithy sayings and unconnected dogmas; 

• 

the very method they must have adopted, had they delived 
their tenets from the bl'oken fragments and records of Holy 
Scripture. 

The third circnmstance js, that the higher we trace the 
religions opinions of the philosophers, and the pOllUlar wor
ship of Greece, the purer and more uncorrupted do we find 

. them. "rhe nearer we approach to the sources of easterD 
tradition, the more conspicnous appears the mdiance of that 

• 

• 

• 

• • 
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heavenly light of original revelation, whose beams, though 
clouded and dispersed, still contribute. to enlightell and 
direct mankind; the more clear traces do we discover ofthllt 
primeval and patriul'chal religion, which acknowledged the 
existencc and inculcated the worship of the true and only 
Ullll.. 'Ve fiud no mortals yet exalted to divinities, no images 
in their temples, 110 impure 01' eruel rites,"* 

The testimonics of Jewish, pagan, and christian writers , 
addnced in 1\ furmer part of this chapter, t and the l)resnrup-
1 j,·c proots here brought forward, are sufficient of themselves 
to Wal'l':lllt tho belicf', that Greece, the parent of pagan letters 
and arts, Greece, the common mistress and teacher of Europe, 
owed t!1C best part of hoI' wisdom to Judea. But that which 
affords incontestible proof\; of this fnct, is a comparison of 
the maxims of her philosophers with the teachings of Holy 
SCl'ipturc, . This, howeyer, is a labor too extensive for the 
present work; and unless it is handled at length, it is better 
not to touch it at all. Let the reader, who would see it fully 
!liscussell, with all the authorities bearing upon it cited, con
:snIt the third book of tho Aegyptiaca of Witsius, uml the 
whole of tho second part of' Gale's Court of the Gentiles, It 
is quite possihle, indeed, that it may DOVel' be fully Imown, 
how far the Greeks and other heathen nations were indebted 
\0 :MOS!);:; llnd the prophets for their purest ethical <1octrit](,R, 
1 heir choicest poetic beauties, their :finest rhetorical touches, 
1 hoil' loftiost flights of olo(11lOnce, their wisest maxims of 
~oyernn1ent, and their suulimest speculations concerning the 
(liyinc naturc and human duty. Enough, however, is Imown 
to nft'urd solid gl'ound for f!o opinion, thnt Judea was the 
hirth-place of lcttel'8, that her pricsts WCl'C men of learning, 
that her JJevitical cities were so many universities, that the 
scholars of otller countries lighted thair torch in Zion, and 

L 

* Graves on the Pent. Pt, 3, Lect. I), ~ect. 2. 
t Pp. 312 sew!· 
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that the altars of pagan philosophy caught their first spark, 
from the flame, that glowed within the temple of,Jernsale)D'* 

It remains to trace the influence of the Mosaic legislation 
QU government and law in succeeding ages. Grotius, than ' 
whom no man wus more competent to express an opinion oli 
the subject, in his Truth of tho Christian religion, says,: 
"The most ancient Attic laws, whence in after timosthe 
Roman \VOI'O derived, owo their origin to l\Ioses's laws." He 
expresses the sume opinion ill his t.reatise on the Right of 
War and Peace: "Who may not helieve, that, seeing the 
In\v of ~foses had such an expl'ess image of tllO divine will, 
the nations did well in tnking their laws thence i Which 
that the Grecians did, especiully the Attics, is credible. 
Whence the Attic lnws and the Roman twelve tables, wbich 
sprang thence, 1)ea1' so much similitude with the Hebro,v 
laws." The similitude between the Grecian and Mosaic laws 
has be ell noticed by muny leamed men besides Gl'o,tius; as 
Josephus, Clemens .Alcxundrinus, Augnstin, Selden, Gale, 
Cunaens, SCl'l'aIms, Sir Matthew Halo, and Archbishop Pot- , 
ter. 'l'his last mentioned writcr) in his Grecian Antiquities, 
has traced out many l'esemblances between the Greek nml 
Hebrew legislation. " The Athcni!tns had a prescl'ibed bill 
of divol'ce, and so had the Jews. Among the .Tews, the 
rathel' gfWC names to the children; and such was the Cllstom 
among the Gl'ceks. The purgation oath among the (-hecks, 
strongly rcsembled the oath of jcalollsy among the Hcbrews. 
The IHll'rest uud vintage fcstintl umong the Grceks, the pre
sentation of the hcst. of' their fioel:;s, and the offering of theit' 
fir~t fruits to God, together with the portion prescribed to the 
priests, thc interdiction against garments of divers colors, 
pl'otection from violence to the lUan who had fled .to their 
altars, would seem to indicate that the Greeks had cautiously 
copied the usages of' the Jews. And whence was it, thnt no 
persoll was pormitted to npprol1cb the altar of Diann, who 

'* Comp. 8pring's Discs. on the Bib. pp. 41, 42 . 
• 
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had touched a dead body, or been exposed to other causes of 
impurity, and that the laws of Athens admitted no mlin to 
the priesthood, who had any blemish on his person, U\~~ 
fl'OIll the inst.itutions of Moses 1 And has not the ngrarian 
law of I.ycurgus its prototype, though none of its defects, in 
the llt;l':1rillll law of tho Hebrews 1 Many of the Athenian 
laws in relation to the descent of property Ilnd the prohibited 
degt'ces of relationship in marriage, seem to have been 
tl'UnscrilJed hy Solon fi'om tile laws of Moses. Sir Matthew 
Hale, in his history of tho Common Law of England, affirms , 
, that alllong tho Grecians, the laws ot'descent resemble those 
,,1' tlw Jews.'''* The law of tllO Areopngites ngainst neei. 
dental manslaughte\', which punished the ofttmder with a 
ycarls hanislllllent, is manifestly borrowed frolU the Mosaic 
law rcspecting the cities of l'efuge.t 

Thflt Plato's ideal republic was, in lUnny of its principles, 
dcri\"l~ll from the Hebrew constitution, is an opinion Leld by 

• 
many, Hnd, as would seem, on good grounds. His sncred 
l'ullegc (,1' conscr\'atoril of the laws, composed of the principal 
I,l'ic,.:ts, the elllct's of the people, venerable hy age and yirtue. 
anu tlJO chief lllagistrate as prcsident, was it clellr imitatil)!l 
,,1' tlw .fewish sanhedl'im. Not less elcarly of Jewish origin 
WfiS his law respecting the election and approval of priests. 
l'l'fluil'illg that they be pOl'fect and legitimate. From the 
:same source, eddently, came his law excommunicating an 
uficndcr, who Lad bcen guilty of strildllg his parent, and cyen 
f(lrhid(ling' anyone to cat and drink with such a person, lest 
lie slll'\1ld therch.Y be polluted. So manifest arc the obliga
tions 0[' Plato to the :Mosaic law, that Clemens Alexandrillus, 
apostrophizing him, exclaims, " But as fC?r laws, wLatever arc 
true, as also for the opinion of God, thOse things were con· 
\'cyetl to thee from the IIebrows.:j: 

* Spl'ing's Disc. on tho Bib. pp. !J4, 95. 
t }lctit uo J.cgibus Atticis, in Gale, B. 3. c. 9. 
l Gall', B. 3, C. V. 

• 



LAWS OF 'll1E ANOIF.NT lIEBUEWS, 337 

If the Grecian law8 can be traced to the Hebrew as their 
fountain·hend, the Homan laws must, of necessity, eonfcssl\ 
similar origin. The twelve tables, a work concel'ning which 
Oicero <1ec1Il1'es, that he prefers it alone to all tllO volumeS of 
the philosophers, were confessedly l)ol'l'owed fl'om tho Grecian· 
legislation, 

Through these channels, as well as more directly from the 
original fountain, the }>l'inciples of tho Mosaic code have 
found their way, to n less 01' gl'entel' extent, into thejurisprn. 
dence of ull ciyilized nations. Sir lIatthew Hale has traced. 
the influence of the bible gClle1'filly on tho laws of England. 
Sisl1lolldi testifies, tJlfit Alfl'cd t.he Grent, in causing n repub
lication ot' the Suxon laws, inserted sC\'crnl statutes taIton 
from·the code of Moses, to gh'e llew strength and cogency to 
the principles of morality. The same historian also states, 
thnt lIno of the first acts of the clcrgy, nUlle1' Pepin and' 
Charlemagne, was to rmprove the legislation of the Fmuks 
by tllC introduction of sO\'ernl of the Mosaic laws.* Dr. 
Ohms Rabcnius: formerly professor of law and syndic· of the 
univcl'sity at Upsal, informed Michuelis,t that, uutill'ocently, 
the civil law of' Moses had been n jns subsidiul'um in Sweden, 

• 

and that, although it is 110 longer cited in the COlll'ts, thCl'e ue· 
cessarily remain, in the Swedish jurisprudence, many vestiges 
of its forlller authol'ity. The civil institutions of the United 
States nrc l)eryaued with the spirit of' tho Mosaic legislation. 
Equality, liberty, general education, social order, peaco, in
dustry, nnion, and the reign of lnw are the sOllrces ofl.0llr 
prosl1crity and happiness. But these princi}>les are the very 
heart of the ll[osnic constitution, Upon the wbole, the opin. 
ion of Milman, expresscu in his History of the J ows, seems 
well considered and well founded, that tho Hebrew lawgiver 
has exerciscd a more extensive and permanent influence over 

* Spring's Ob1. of tho W orld to the Bib. p. 06. 
t Seo Prof. to his Com. on the Laws of Moses. 
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the destinies of mankind, thaI! any other individual in the 
annals of the world. 

I 

In a former part of this chapter I have spoken of the· 
genius, taste, and literature of the ancient Hebrews. Will 
the reader pardon me tor adding here, though it may llot be 
exactly in 1)lace, that tho page of history, science, art, aud 
philosophy, is not unadorned with splendid Jewish naInes, 
that have figured since tho canon of scripture was closed. 
Abell-Ezra, Abarbanel, }[aimonides, "the cagle of' the 
synagogue,:' Buxtorf, }Icmlohlson, aiH] Neander were meu, 
of wholll any nation might boast. The proudest glories of 
old Spain were in a great lIIeasure duo to tho talent, learning, 
uud energy of the Hebrew race. Nevel' did rulers make a 
gl'eater mistalw, than Ferdinaucl and Isabella, in expelling 
that people, one of the brightest jewels in their erOW1I, from 

-
theil- dominions. Harely has a suBlimer moral spectacle 
been prcsented to tho world, than that aflorded by the delJar
ture, ii'olll every thing Illost dear to them, of so vast a multi
tude, in loyalty to the faith of their fathers. Spain had 
lH!COlllC to these people a second Palestine. Its charming 
climate, its fertilc fields, and the unrivalled beauty of its land
:-1capes, hnd caused them almost to forget their exile from the 
~,:reen vnles and vine-clml hi1ls of their revered fatherland. 
Yet, rather than renounce tho religion, inherited frol11 all 
lllustriolls line of' ancestors, cheerfully, courageously, uncom
plainingly, did they leave tlteir quiet homes, their pleasant. 
possessions, their hoarded treasures, and the sepulchres of 
their beluved dcad,--the rich generously sharing their last 
f loll:U' with the poorest of their brethren, to seek a country, 
they knew not where; to find a home, perch:mce, beneath 
the inhospitable billows, 01' 011 the more inhospitable shores, 
to whieh their shattered barks might be driven. 

I cunnot pass in silence a remarkable peculiarity in the 
fortunes of this remarkable people. 'Vhile, under the prcs-

• 
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sure of cnuses far less, both in numbor and malignity~. than. 
those to wllich the Jewish people ,have been ~ubjectl3d, jIi~ 
descendants of other celebrated nations of alltiq~\ity pave SQ , 

degenerated, that we can seal'cely recognize, in their present 

• 

~hal'llcter, a single. element of their anccstl'nl greatness, the , 
Israelites retain 110 ineollsidprabJo })Ol'tiOIl of' the genius; 
learning, skill, and enterprise of their remote progenitors. 1 
cannot llelp sometimes picturing to myself wlmt sort of nation 
they would ii.ll'ln, if the scattered l'cmnant of their h~ibes 
could once morc be put in posscssion of' their own country. ' 
They would carry there the liberal principles and indomitable 
energy of America, the commercial ability of Englund, the 
science of France, the learning of Germany, the arts ofItaly, 
and tbe agricultural skill and industry of' the dwellers along 
tho shores of' the Blnck Sen and in the fertile basins of the 
Danube and the Rhine, They l'c,tnin, in their disporsion and 
after so many centuries of oppressioll, all tho elements of 
greatness and of power, out of which to framo a modell'epub
lie, and once again to become the light and glory of the worM, 

, 

Who knows whether providence has not some such splendid 
destiny in reSCl'\'e for them 1 Smcly, n preservation so signal 
c.annot be without an ultimate object, equally relnUl'kable, 
Would that tho ycil werc removcd from their hearts, and they'. 
could at length re(~ognizc, as one day they will aSsllredly . 
recognize, ill the puro and gentlc N azarcl1c, their long expect
ed Messiah! It' the casting of them oft' be the l'iches of tlle. 

. . 

gentiles, what shuH tho receiving of them be to the c1n'istian 
church but life from the deat1'~ • 

Why should It people, thus honored in their ancestry, their 
history, and their influcnee, lJC oppl'essed, onslaved, and inal
treated by Christian nations ~ 'l'hese live, as it were', upon 
the patrimony of Israel, (mcl yet despise and revile the' people, 
from whom they received their inheritance. Besides the 
rights of 0111' common nature, which belollg alike to all, the 
Israulite has a superadded claim to tIle consi.derution :\1ld 
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gl'atitude of his follow-moll, Ilrising Ji'0111 tho l\tatt'o of his 
numo, and fro111 tho nnoquallod bonol1ts which his l1atioll has 
contorrml upon mankind, Y ot in most COIIll,tl'iOS of christol!. 
dom ho ill denied the privileges, whit::h Ilro his bit'l;hl'ight us n 
mUll. He is treated as jf he lwd noithot, lmnUlll rights nol' 
human feolings, Ignorance, pl1ejl1c1ice, anel sup~rstition SUt'. 
rounel him us with 1\11 mlumantino wull of civil disabilitics and 
floeinl degl'utlntioll, In Europe, ill Africa, and in Asia I havc 
mysolf' seon him insulted nnd abusod ill a HlIUlII01' that causcd 
the blood to tingle in my veins. Lct us thank the God of' 
Isracl, that it is otliol'wiso among us. I,et us rqjoicc, that jll 
this ho~e of frcedom and equality, persecution has l1eyc1' dis. 
turbed the doscendants of t.he patriarchs in tho pcacefulrotil'c, 
mont of their firesides, and that exclusion frolll political 
rights has not heen prnctised towards them. TIere J ow and 
Christian stand togethcr npon tho same platform of civil and 
social immunities. liIny we not hope, that, when Jehovah 
shall judge the nations, he will in morcy rememhor the land, 
which has afforded n refll.(!e and a home to tlle sons of Jncoh? 
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elf APT1~ft VIii, 

Review 01' tho lnnding C()nHt.ilt1tion~ of (lnnli1e A ntirjllit.y, with ~p~einl 

l'efcrcnce to the (J,nc~tilln, holV fill' Cil'il Libcrty wus ~IJCUl'ctl hy thcm::.' 

'l'm, oLligntion 01' mallkind to tJ\I~ Hebrew legislation was 
considercd in tho last clmptcr, It C:lllllot, lIOWOVc\', uc pro· 
perly appreciated, without u bricf illflllil',Y of' tho kinll Pl'O' 

posed in the pI'cscnt chapter. A full analysis or evcn the 
Icadiug cOllstitutions 0(' nnti(plit.r, would fill more of' my 
space, than can he spared iUl' such n P\1l'1'080. A p;lallce is 
all that can he attcmpted; hut it will lJC sufficient to con dnce 
HS, that llowhcre, without tho limits of Palcstinc, w:u; thel'll 

* A grcnt number of special !'cfcrcnccs were prcpnrell for thi. dlt\ptc\'; 
but, unfortunately, they havc lJeen mislaid aIHI lost; anll the allthol'itic~ 

lire not now he fore lIle for re-exllmination. Resides the moro coml11on 
Ilncient authors, as Aristotle, Phtto, Xenophon, Plutnrch, Herodotu~, 

Thucydides, JTmnn, Ciccro, Livy, Tacitus, &0., thc llrincipnl moUCl'll ll.U

thorities consulted (trC Snlvmlor's Histoh'e des 11l8titutiolls de l\foi~e ct dn 
Peuplo II~breu, Gogtwt on tho Origin of !'a IVB, Niehuhr's Homan Ilistory 
:Iud Lcctmcs, Adnm~'s Defence of the Constitutions of Government of the 
linitcll States of Amcl'icn, l\[ontesfjuieu's Spirit of !'nws, Potter's Grecian 
Antiquities, l'uffcudorf's Law of Nature nnd Nations, Bnrthclemy's Ana
chursis, Hccrcn's Ucseal'ches on Ancient Greece, Ferguson on the Homnn 
Constitution, Gillie'S Greece, and Dc Solmc on thn English Comtitution. 
The lust named of these works IIns Lecn particlllurly userul to me in 
IIffilrdiug an insight into the structure and 'I'orking of the nOlll(ln policy. 
I haye bon'owed much from llim, ~ometimcs using his YCl'Y words, oftener 
~onflcnsing the subshlllce of his ohsQt\'tltions, 
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to bo found It rutional, well poi sod nud woll glllmlod pUblio 
fl'eedom; und tllllt all Huticluity doee llot ufl(ll'd nIl oxmnplo 
u1' n etato, whel'o the pcople enjoyed uny just iufluoneo in tho 
governmont, t.ilI wo <:01110 to tho J'owish republic, From tho 
(!Ilrliest nges, 1111lllldIHlluwo heell, for tho Illost part, govel'lled 
IJY arbitrary }lowe I', Evon whero It !leoming exelllPtion fl'ol11 
such rule has hoen seeul'etl hy cstnblisbetl laws, tho lnws 
themselves have been Ill'hitrnry und despotic; at OIlO timo 
~~xtm\"llgantly fie\'OI'e, nt Hnother as oxtl'Hvnguntly indulgeu!, 
-tho mero expression of iJllli villual authority and Ctllll'ico, 
Thtls, in every period of tho world's history, tho IllUSS of llll. 
Illan beings havo heen ruled ejther by arbitrary lllell 01' 

arbitrary lnws, 
This proposition, so far as it relates to oriental countries, 

Heeds 110 forlllal proof: 'l'Lroughout tho vast regions of Asin, 
despotism, absoluto and uncheckccl, has boen, at ull times, the 
prerailing forlll of goYernll1ont, Dynasty ]1115 succeeded to 
dYllasty, and ompires luwo arisen upon tho ruius of empires; 
but no chaugo has elCYllted tIle llcoplo to It shure in tho 
go\'C1'll 111 en t, or brought with it any illll)l'ovc111ent in their 
eoudition, except so fur as such impruvement hus resulted 
fh!ln the ehuracter of the reiglling sovereign. From Nimrod 
to Ninus, from Ninus to tho subversion of the Persian em· 
pil'c by the victorious arms of Alex:mder, whenercr the 
affairs of' Asin rise to our view on the troubled bosom of his, 
tory, SOIllO ncw sceno of' capricious or vimlicti \'e tyranny 
freczcs us with horror, or fircs us with indignntion, Au iuci· 
dent OCCUlTCd in the ]]istory of Oall1byses, whicL is a ke,}' tu 
the polity of all the Asiatic nations. TLat priuce wished to 
marry his sister, and cOllsaltec1 his miuit:ters of justice on the 
lawfulness of the procctiure, The interpreters of law could 
lind no statute ltuthoriziug s11ch nn act, but they found one 
which permitted the kings of Persia to do whatever they 
pleased, 'What could tho people ue in a conntry wliere the 
sovereign, as was the case in Persia, kepL sixteen thousand 

• 

, 
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I\nd eight hnndred horses for his privato \Ise ~ Xcrxes Wl'ot\) 
to mount Athos to get out of' 11 is way; ordered the ITelIes
pont to bo scourged for during to hrellk ill pieces his bl'idg? 
of bonts; and cOllltnundcd, that the builders ho put to denth, 
bocanse their strllcture was unablo to wi t.hstulltl tho fury ot' 
tho tom pest. 'Who but n tymnt, hereft ot' rcnson thl'Ollgh t.he 
into:dcntioll of powel', c0111d lllWl) ennctml such solel\1l\ PliO' 

rilities, such rovolting ntl'ocities? Thlls hns it, OVOI' boen in 
tho eust. Tho lOnny hu\'o been grollnd down illto )lOpO]CSS 

degrndation to palllper tho pride of the fow, VoI111>tnom;. 
lless and luxury lnwe reigncll ill tile palaces 01' the nobles: 
poverty and wretchedness hnve defol'llIed the hovels of' tbe 
peasnnts, 

I.C[wing t.he conntrics watored by the Cho:1spcS and the 
Tigris, nuu directing' 0111' obscrvation to tlmt, which, by u hllp
py metn})hor, has been styled the gift. ot' the Nile, wo undoubt. 
edly sec n nation less devoted to war and COll(lllC8t, and more 
proficient in agriculture amI the arts, as well a~ in civil polit,Y 
and In\\" Yet the people WCI'e e(l \1 ally without authority 01' 
influence in the state. Of the despotism of Egypt, wc need 
no other proot~ tllan hc1' ycry ruins, those stupendons and im
perishable m01l111110nts, whose stability rivals tlmt of nature 
horself. Under what other than n dospotic government, could 
hal'l} becn constr\1cted her pJ'l'filllids, her temples, her palaces, 
lIel lake l\Ioeris, four 111lndl'Cll and fifty miles in circumference, 
the sole product of human industry, and her mighty llll))'l'inth, 
before whose vastness and intricacy IIerollotns stood con· 
founded, and which, he assures us, must 111\\,0 cost more than 
nil the public monuments of Greece togetllcl'. Whore, but 
unde\' an iron despotism, could the l'e\'ellUeS of a fishery, 
amonnting to more than a quarter of a million pel' annum, 
havc been appropriated to the ladies of tIle royal IWllsohold 
for the purchaso of robes and perfullles? The institution of 
caste, 01' llereaitary })l'ofessions, which is of the essence of 
despotic rule, })rcvailec1 ill fnllrigol' in Egypt, For the rest, 
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what sort of government wa~ that, where the priests not only 
bound the conscience of tho sovereign, but fettered genius by 
prescrilJing a mouel for overy work of nrt; where involun. 
ta!'y accidents were punished as premeditated crimes; where 
tlleft was actually encouraged and rewarded by a contl'h'ance 
(If' state; and whero it was less dangerous to murder a lUan 
than to kill a cat, an ibis, a hawk, or an ichneumon, th~ 
Cl'i millal, ill this latter caso, being invariably seized upon by 
the populace and torn ill pieces. 

But 110t to detain tho reader with these generalities, let us 
come to a close I' study of tho Egyptian institutions. The 
guVel'lllllent of Egypt was theocratic. Its laws eillanated 
ii'OIll the guds. Tho 1Ju\\,or of causing the gods to sllenk, and 
the right of' hJtel1ll'llting their utterances, belonged to tllC 

• prlCtih;. 
The state was divided into threo principal castes, the 

slwcl'llutal, the military, find tIlt) vulgar. Tho first of these 
l'CPl'c:il.mted intel1igeJlcc, the seconu symbolized force, and 

. the third tUUJl(] its analogy in matter. The king, in a change 
uf llynasties, was always clJOsell ii'um the first or the second 
class. lIe was a priest, 01' a captain; never a man of the 
Ih.!C,ple. The people lmd no voice in the election. The suf
ii-ages of the t\\"o privilegeu classes wero 110t of equal weight 

, 

, . alllI mlue. The priests, less ill number than the warriors, 
balanced this l1ismlnllltnge by the grenter dignity of their. 
)'[1111;:. The vote of a priest of tho first order was equivalent 
to the votes of a hUlHlred '\'arl'iors; of a priest of the second 
urdcr, to those of twellty warriors; aud of a priest. of the 
third ordllr, to those or ten warriors. If in nlly case the 
electiun was doubtful, the oracle, which spake only at the 
dictation of the priests, decided the question. If the king 
happellcil to be taken ii'om the military caste, he was forth
with initiated illto tho sacerdotal caste, which sllarCll nc, 
paills to keep him ever afterwards subject to their control. 
1'110 saceruotal class macle tIw laws; interpreted them; pre· 
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served them in their own at'chives.; and cautiously conce,aled 
them from nIl eyes. Thus all the great civil dignities of the 
state, all the magistracies, aU the professions demandillgill
telligence, were :fi.lled by themselves; they could be filled by 
no others. The warriors, ~n time of pence, l>erformed. in 
rotation certain. services neal' the person of the king, In 
time of war, they wel'e assembled by his order, and were 

, 

recompensed by sharing with the sacerdotal caste the honor 
of wearing certain badges of distinction. The people were a 
mere herd. t£hey enjoyed neither honors nor possessions, 
Under secondary divisions, they comprised all who were 
devotcd to agricultural, mechanical, and commercial pur, 
suits. 

Such was the distinction of persons under the Egyptian 
constitution. Let us now glance at the distribution of 111'0-

perty. 
The soil of Egypt was clividetl into three groat portions, 

One of these belonged to the sacerdutal caste, and was not 
subject to taxation, Besides this, the priests received in the 
temples each his portion of wine und sUCI'eu viands: so that 
they had no need to consumo UpOIl their ljving any of their 
own private goods. Both the other divisions belonged to the 
king. Oue of them furnished him with the mellns of support
ing his dignity and defraying the expenses of government. 
The other formed the apl)[1.l1age ot' the soldiers, to each of 
whom wus allotted a certain portion of ground, which was 
exempted from public bm'deus. nut it did not belong to 
him in fee simple, as the lands of the priests did to them. 
Ilis domain could be changed, 01' even taken away frol11 him 
wholly. The people had 110 lauded estates of their own. 
They cultivated the lands ot' the king, the priests, and the 

, • WUrl'lOrS, 
Sneh were the leading features of the Egyptian constitution, 

It contained no principle of Jlutional unity, since the same 
state comprehended classes as distinct as difierent l'UCCfl. It 
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cOlltaillod JIO pl'inciple uf 80cinl U(llwlit.y, since nil hnd not the 
l'ight to do tile SJlIlW things, 1101' tu roach the sarno civil dig. 
nilio/!. If; (luntaincd 110 principle of' oi\'il !ibol'ty, Minco Inlln 
wore Hut porlllil.f.ud to .dol·elope tllei1' filculties ill tllO mnlluur 
IJost: atlltl'[u(l to theil' indivitlllnl (lunlitieA, nnd 1lIost agl'ceable 
to tlwir PCl'sollni I'I'odileetioIl8. 

]Jtlt what: Bllllll \\'e say of' (lI'uOCC? 'Vel'c lIut SplIl'ta uud 
Atlll.!IIS IIJcssetl wilh J'l'ee institlltiolls? ])i(lllot civillihcI,ty, 
ill nil itd gellial illJlllcnccs, lind It hOllle ill those illtlstl'io\l~ 

BUttUS? 'J'11O genius uf liborty did, indecd, /(11' It t.illle, hOI'or 
o\'CI' I.hose SIlIIIl,Y 1't'giulls, like tI,e du\'c nbuI'e the was to of 
wutcrs; but, likc lICI', too, she fuund tllel'e 110 rest 1'01' tho sole 
of' Iter fuot, 

The gl'cat aim of Lycllrgns, us of' the Cl'l~tall lawgivcr 
ThIiuus, whose institlltiunf; he closely illlitated, WIIS to miso up 
a nation of' invincible warriul';;. Hu\\' lil,' cil'il fl'CCelolll, 
accord ing to UII,)' .i liSt. lIotiOIlS of' it, \\':lS clljoj'cli hy the I,acl)' 
dculUlliallS, \\'ill nppellr ii'om a l)1'icf' sf:atelllCIlt. of sUllie Ijf the 
lending prO\'iHiolls of tllOil' pulitical nuu sucial system, I 
shall Hot WClll',)' the reader with 11 detail of the illstitntiollS of 
LyClll'gllS; Inlt p6}SCllt thclll mcrely in olltline. 

The essential dct'ect of' the political ClJIIstitntioll of Spartn 
wus the want of a propcr h:llallce of' powers, The cOllstitu
tion, as it ClIlHe thllli the halld of 1,),cUI'gns, rccognizcd three 
ol'llel's in the govcrlllllent, dz, the killg", the senate, nllu the 
asscm hI)' of' the peuple, 

• 

. :1\[0113I'c1l,)', though retaine<1 illwlIne, was virtna1Jy nholisbcd, 
The anthority of the kings was extremely limited, Theil' 
pl'el'ogntin) wns cOllfilled to tho ldgh-priesthood, the chief 
military command, and the presidency of the sell ate, They 
were out the first citbwlls of the state; 11JIc1 theil' will, as it 
wOllld see)}!, was fill' from lin villg n. pl'c(lominating influence 
in the public afthil's, They hilt! IlO negath'c on the vroceed
ings of the sennte. As presidents (If the bOIly, they hud 
simply n YClte, like the other senntors; OJ': as 801llC S:lj', tIre) 
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I'otes, Thia W(1S tllO extont of their power, which, 0110 may 
scc nt (1 gh\1l(~e, W(1S wellk (1nd gl'OILtly circull\scriued, 

r1'ho seuate, instituted by LyC\lI'guB, consisted of twonty
eight lIlClllUel'S, bcsidoH the l:illgs. They hold their omen for 
life. 'rho whole executive }luwel' or the stato WitH in tbe 
hunds or this botly. Allllost tilO ''i hole legislati YO POWOI' wus 
entrllsted tu it likowise. As all laWf! 1llust Ol'igillnto llol'c, 
they hnll It pel'fect Ilcgati \'c bef~)I'o (1Illmte. '1'0 tho nssclllbly 
of the people hc1ulIgcll tlle l'igh t of rnli (rill~ 01' l'c.iccti!1g In ws 
pl'oposed (0 them ]),)' the SOIJate. Bllt thoy lllHst do this 
without dehate. All delihel'n(ioll waH exprossly !IJl'biduen to 
them. Thoy conltlnot ovon assign n rcnson fur their yote. A 
simple nye 01' no WitS all that WlIS allowed. Surely, the sub
stance of }lolitical power wns, l)y this l\l'rll.11go111ent, wholly 
takon nway from the people; aml 01lly a faint. shadow of' it 
left to t.hem, Dut perhaps they possessed Ull eil'ceti YO ellCcl;: 
i:t tlJO J)I'i\'i1('go, uccorded to them by tho constitution, of' 
choosiJJg' tho selJators? :Nut at all. The sellutors were, in
deed, elective 1,,)' tho \'otes of the people in their legislative 
aS5Cl\IlJIies. Dnt as theil' ofilco wns fur life, find as tho in, 
fluence of kings nnd senators ,,'onItl he cOlomonly used with 
grcnt unanimity in favor of the ehlcst SOI1, to fill uJl [\ vacanc)' 
made 1.1,)' the death of 1, is father, allll as the people \Yere not 
permitted to debate, thoir choice \\'as prolmbly little more 
t.hnn.n consent. by acclamations to n nomination made by tbe 
scnate; find so this body camc to le much the same thing us 
all hcreditary house of peers. The consequence of all this 
wna to remlcr tho senators absolute masters of the legisll1tnrc~ 
Morcol'or, to the sell ate belonged the trial of the most import, 
lint judicial questions, and particularly all such as were (,f a 
capital nature. IIm'e, then, wc hnn nearly all the powers 
of the state',- lcgislati vel j hllicial, and cxecntiYe, collected 
into one centl'c; and that c~ntr~ an irresponsible body of 
nobles. 

The government was little short of a pure oligarchy. The 
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powor of tllo nohility SOOI1 Qxhibit,cd Haolf ns too at,rong and' 
1l1)sollltO. PInto allYs, tlmt it wus oxorcisod with such violonce 
Ilwl wnnttJlllleSS, that it wnut()fln lIddlo. And this CII!'lJ wns 
ill onoct, 8ubHcqnont)y, illlposed npon it by the nppoilltmOll~ 
of' Ii vo mngistl'lllcs, CHlIc(l epl101'i; n mngistl'ltcy, instituted to 
defclld tho rights oj' tho pooplo ngnillst tho tYl'IlUIlY of the 
lIohlos, and 1'1I1'Ilishing t.he 1I10(lcl (tfto!' which thnt of' tho hi. 
lll1ll0S of HOlllO was nl'tol'\\'HI'c1s JCIl'mcd. 

Thus it ill Hcen at It gl(ince, 11 ow defective, how ill·lJnluncou 
how ultm'ly wanting in pop1llnr 8J'lllpnthy, nnel ho,,; Iittl~ 
likcly to bo jlOI'llIllllellt, this JillllOUS constitl1tion wus, It 
Jhiled ill the CSSCIl lill I pllI'tieulnl' I)/' tIle halanco, N 01' wonhl it 
JI/we lasted 1'01' lilly cOllsidc1'ltblo period, b1lt, Oil tllo cont1'lll'Y, 
l\'onltl hnvo 1>oon speedily Illllliltilnted, if it Jllulllot been nc
companic(1 allll supported hy n. social system, whieh, while it 
litdkillgly displayed the gcnius allll sagacity of tllO In\\'givCl', 
destroyell nil the rcnl llierit of' his celehrntell institution, 
making ot' it olle of the 1I10St itorrihlc dcspotisllls, thut has 
e\'cr cursed llIllnldllc1. SOllie of the 11101'C importllnt elcments 
of this systcm werc the hnllblllllclit of' gold alJd sih'Cl'; the 
prohibition of tnt\'el and nil illtcrCOlll':3C with strangers; the 
iutcl'lliction of arts; the discol1l'ngel1lellt of sciencc and let· 
tel's; thc puhlic mcals; lhc inccssnllt lIlarf.inl exerciscs; and , 
the (luctrine, thut parents should not be entrusted with the 
education of theil' o\\"n childrcn, since cyory mnn w~ the 
propcrty of tlle state. It is not tIle 11sual custom of' legisla. 
tors to rcgulnte tllc maullcrs by positive laws. 13ut thc code 

~of' I.J,YclIrglls elllhmeed, lIut only the ci\'il polity anel gcncral 
poliec of tho statc, but the prinlto conduct of tlto citizclls as 
well. N otlling was Ji'ce nt Spartn, Hot cvell tho most indiflcl'
ent actions. Food, drcss, the !;t.r1e of Itl'c!titectlll'e, tlJC inter
COllrse of n lllrtl'l'icd lllall with his wito, tho kiJ]!ls ot' business, 
amnsclJ)cmts, aJl(1 the vcry topics of cOllversation, .worc all 
l'cglllatml by Ja\\', The elutltillg 1I11lst he the same ill SlIllllllC'r 
ftIHl wiuteI'. The cltildrcn I\'el'l~ J'cstJ'ictml to a singlc garment, 
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find ahoes nnt! stoekillgs W01'O n.lUXllI'Y, which thoy Wel'OllOVCl' 
, """" 

, permitted to ell.i~.r 01I(l,Sle1\<10I'men1 n. dny wns nil th~t W:I~S 
nllowed them. .rho food of nIl wns COnl'80 nnd, spnro ; , eorpu~ 

" 'I" • 

loney WIIS It high crimo, rro t.ho young gl'lWO qtlostionr; woro 
continulllly proposol1, which thoy must 1\I18WOI' quidd,Yun<l 
justly, 01' thoy WOI'O honton without morcy, Well did tho 
witty AlciIJimles, when f~ol'\:llin IJltceclemollitm8 bonsted to 
him ot' their contempt 0[' dellth, roply,. "I do not woudel' n.t, 
it; it. is tlle only Jllcnns YOll Ill\vo 01' fl'eoing YOlll'selves from' 
tho perpetnn] irksomeness and cOllstl'llint, whicIl nro cn.used 
by the life you nre obliged to lend." 

To this nnsiel'o life tho Sptll'tnn8 wel'o com1emnctl, from tho 
moment of their IJirth. rrllo kings thomselves enjoyed no 
oxemption from it. l">llltnl'eh rolates nnincident, which' 
nfi'ords n. striking proof of this. King Agis hnd returned from! '. 

, , ' , 

nll expedition, in which 110 hall gailled n. urilliantvictol'Y over •..• 
, " . 

the AtllCnians. Dcsirillg to Slip with his wife, he nsked, that .. 
, , 

, 

, 
, 

, . 

his })ortion lIIight he sent hOHlo. TIis l'Cflllcst was deniell, ". 
. , 

nnel ho was obliged to go and en.t his snppor n.t tho public 
tables. Piquell at this severity, he neglected tho next day: to ., . 

offor the sacrifice lIsual on occasions of victory; and a fine wus 
, 

in conscqucnce hnl)Oscc1 upon him to punish his resentment .. 
The rigor of the Spartun discipline made the l)eopJo con- .. 

tract n. harsh, cruel, and oyen ferocious character. Proofs 
innumerable of this fact might he cited. Wenk and deformed .. 
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chUdrcn they enst without pity into a deep eaverll at the baso· .. 
• 

of Mount Taygotns. Tho unrclenting soverity of the Spar-
tans towards their conquered enemies is well known. Witness 
their horrid barhnrities in Athens, a city deal' to all Greece, 
If the testimony of Xenophon is to be believed, tIley there 

, 

put to death more 1)01'6011S in oight months of peace, than the 
enemies had killed in thirty yeal's of war. How exquisite 
was their cruelty towards tIlei1' foul' hundred thousand 
wretched Helots I Personal beauty in a sln.vc was (1. crimo 
punisIlablo witIl death. Eyery sln.vc received annimlly a ocr-

, 
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tain number of JasllC~, just to remind him of his bondage nnd 
his obligation to obedience. No mnster couJd give freedom 
to a sla\'e, howcrer much he might desire to do so. A cap 
anel coat or dog-skin or sheep-skin was all the clothing they 
were allowed, They were often compelled to drink t.o intoxi. 
cation, and then to sing mean songs and dance ridiculous 
oances, thnt so they might afli.))'(l to the Spartan YOlltl~ an ex. 
hihition of what drunlwnness WIlS. And what shall I sny of 
an institution, calle(1 hy ancient al1tl1Or8 the ambuscade 1 No 
wondel' that this illstitution gave to Plato n bad impression 
I)f' Lyc\1I'gns awl his laws. Every year the governors of the 
youth seJcetel1 the boldcst and most sagacious of them, fed 
them Hke stalled oxon for some time to increase their ferocity, 
armed them with daggers, and furnished them with se,eral 
days' proyisions, Thus prepared and equipped, they were 
sent tn tho fiellls, whero they concealed themselves in the 
day-tillie, to sally forth nt night, and slaughter all the miser· 
al,]e Helots, whom they encountered. 

11nt the YCI'y oll;'pring of the Lacedemonians were the 
ol/jeds of n lilust Ulmatul'UI scverity. At the annual festh"llJ 
of' Diana, all the childrcn ill Sparta were whipped till their 
blood ran down upon the altars of the inhuman goddess. 
The innocent yictims often expired lmllor this cruel ceremony, 
wlli!e their own fathe)'s and mothers stood hy, exhorting them 
t,) lJ(':lr the scolll'gillg without nttering a single cry of distress. 
01' ~h'illg the lerr,t si:.;n (If pain. DrutaJity is too mild a term 
j~_ll' I!d-; 1'l'etcIIIled Jlll,titlllle; nor do T know n word, which 
will :lclc(l'lately express its dark and terrihle enormity. JIn
IIIal! 1I:1tUl'e starts back, pctrifiell allll nghast, fl'om a spcctaclc, 
titan \\'Lich in.:!arll!l.l'e (lemon;; could IHwe contrive,] llOtllillg 
llH)1'C mlmstl'uns and revolting. Hut I willuot further p11rsl1e 
the odious antI sicla:ning detail. :Morality, humanity, and all 
the CUlIlful'ts, rcfinelllents, elegancies, and pleasures of life 
cxpin:ll under tllis stel'Il anll fi-igid system. Every thing was 
sacrificcd to tlw one ahsorl ling passion of military glory. To 

, 
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call this people either happy 01' free, is an abuse of language. 
Their bappincss was that of the tiger, watehing, seizing, 'or 
devonring his prey; their liberty, that of a man chained in·a. 
dungeon, the liberty of remaining as he is. Population, the 
surest criterion ot' nationul fi'cedolll and felicity, diminisl1ed to 
such a degree, that at lCllgth not more than one thousand . 
familics ot' the old Spat'tans remained, while nine thousand 
forcigners had cume in, despite all their prohibitory laws. . 

Beyond a doubt, the constitution of' Lycurgus preserved 
the independence of' his country thronghout 11 long Bories of 
ages. Beyond a doubt, it l)l'oduced a race of warriors and 
politicians, brave, martial, pl'udent, firlll in their maxims, 
constant in their designs, and skilled in the military art, 
above all the people of' Greece. But here our admiration 
must panse. At this point our eulogy must turll to censure. 
In making Ms 1)00ple such as here described, Lycurgus 
stripped them of all the gentler attributes of humanity, and 
IUnde them put on the fierceness of wild beasts. From the 
best stlldy I uave been able to give to his polity, I cannot ra. 
gard it otherwise than as a iHghtful and umelenting despotislll. 
There is no tyranny, like the tyranny of law. A despot may 
relent; bllt law is inexomble. A despot may die, and be 
succeeded by n prince (It' milder temper and justel' views; 
but law is permanent, unel knows no such fortunato casualties. 

nut docs not Athens afrord some relief to this picture ~ 
UnuouUtcdly she docs; and yet her citizens can hardly be 
sai(l to have enjoyed the blessings of true liberty. Her 
constitution was, without doulJt, sufficiently popular; yot, 
like that of Sparta, it failed in the balance. 

FI'OIU the first, tIle Athenians wero strongly inclined to 
democracy. Though tlJcir government was regal, nbsolute 
monarchy was u1lknowll, as a legal constitution. The power 
ot' making laws neyer formed a part of the royal prerogative. 
Even HUlllel', in his catalogne of the Gl'ecian forces at the 
siege ot' 'fl'OY, distinguio11.''i the Atheniuns by the name 1)1 

• 
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a people." This designation makes apparent the early pro. 
eli vity of the Atlfenians to democratic government, and shows 
that the principal :mtl,lOl'ity was already in the hands of th~ 
people. After the death of Codrus, the seventeenth king of 
Athens, a (lispute arose between his two sons, Medon and 
Nelins, which gave the Athenians, impatient of the llame of 
king, a pretext for aholislJing royalty. Jupiter was, by a 
decree of the people, made sole sovereign of Athens. Medon 
was cllOsen chief magistrate, with the title of archon. The 
officC' was at first hereditary, and for life. Twelve hereditary 
and perpetual archuns followed Medon, and governed Athens 
f.,l' It period of three hundred and thirty-one years. But the 
perpetual arehonsllip was too vivid an image of royalty to 
suit the democratic temper of the Athenians. It was, there
j(lI'c: nl1olisllCd, aud the term of office limited to ten years, 
E"cn this limitation did not satisfy the Greeks, nor produce 
t ran (l'lili t,r. The restless spirit of democracy at length 
l'L'Clncel1 the term to one year, and substituted nine archons 
in the place of one. 

Tho archons were Bot aU of equal d.ignity. The first in 
ntnk l'epreseuted the majesty of' the state, ,fas honored with 
tlte title of archon, and gavo his llame to the civil yenr. The 
~eeolld, untler the name ot' ldug, was the head of religion, 
The third was styled polemarch, und was chief of the military 
afihirs. The other six were called thesmothetes. They were 
gnardians of tho laws, and acted as judges in the ordinary 
eOlll't~ of justice. Legislation was in the assembly of tIle 
jleople. The archons wero commonly chosen by lot; but 
fioll1etimcs tho people claimed the right of naming thorn. 

The allnual elections only increased the disorders of tbe 
;;tate. Liberty, as often happens, was confounded with 
Ii ceutiousness. Intestine broils nevor ceased. l!~actions 

arose every day. All ordor and harmony were at an end. 
Athens was upon the brink of ruin. The turbulence of 

• 

• 
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deluocrflCy' :md the perpetnal fluctuutions of law became, at ' 
leD .. 1th insufierable. , ' , ':," e " 

The people in theil' distress, applied to Draco to fl'RlUOl\, ' , 

new code of laws. Draco wus a man of illustrions birth and, " 
distinguished virtue, b.ut of little ability as a statesmall. ' ITe 
was wholly unequal to the tusk of reforming a political con-

• 
stitutiOIl, and of introducillg an improved code of' jurispru-
dencc. Ilis temper was hard uud austere. l'l1ere appears 
to hare been little in his laws rOlllU1'lmble, beyond tho ex
U'CUlC rigor of their penalties. Every infraction of them was 
punishell with death; a severity, which defeated the very 
end in vicw, sinee it rendered them incapahle of execution. 

Thus the remedy proved "iorso than the disease; and n 
lilw years afterwards, Solon, a man ot' true genius and states
manship, was sUUlllloned, by the unauimous voice of his 
Cl'uutrymon, to take the helm, and right the tottering ship of 
state. To this labor he addressed himself with consummate 

• ability; but he was in the end ohligcd to confess, that the 
task wail heyond his powers. Ilis constitution, ho said, was 
not the Lest in it8e1t~ Lut the best that the Athenians would 
bear. This aclmowledgemellt is.a key to his method of Pl'O
cedure. His clldcuyol' was to adapt Ids 1mn; to the people, 
\'athel' than the l)eople to llis laws. His l)olity was exceed
ingly cf)lllplex. Yet it failed to establish an c(luilibrinm of 
POWCl'S, with adequate and eft'ective ehed:s upon each other. 
The balance was wanting. It is not neccssary to go into n 
detailed analysis of' Ids constitution. Suffice it to say, that, 
knowing how jealvus his eOllntrymcn were of their liberty 
und independellce, 110 bellt llis llJain elldeavor to curu tllt) 
restless spirit aud l'estrnil1 tho overgrown power of de-
11lOcmcy. ' 

Olle of the checb, which he introduced into the constitu
tioll, was t}le division of aU the citizens iuto fOllr classes, 
upon a pruperty uasis, amI the l'estl'iction of all the offices 
and digllitil~S of the state to thc first t]u'ce, that is to say, to 

23 
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the rich; though he allowed to each of the members of the 
tourth class a vote in the assembly of the l)eople. This would 
seem, ut first view, an inconsiderable privilege; but it 
proved, in the end, to be a furmidable power. As the right 
of trying appeals from the ch'n courts, the right of iutel'. 
preting the laws, which hud the defect of being written with 
much obscurity, and the right of peace and war, of makinlJ' 

I:) 

treaties, and of regulating commerce and finance, as well as 
the right of genel'allegi::;lation, were vested in this body, the 
people were absolute masters of the state. All authority was 
centred in them, and the govel'l1ll1ent was a pure demo
cracy .. 

Another check, which Solon, sensible of the evils of such 
a constitution, impose<.1 upon the power of tho lllultitude, was 
the institution of a senate of foul' hunch·od. This hody he 

• 
lllado the great council of the state, and clothed it with very 
higll powers. The most important of its fUllctions was the 
preparation of business for tho assembly of tho people. It , 
was a law of Solon, that nothing should come beforo the peo· 
pIe in their assemLlies, which had not first Leen debated and 
approved in the senate. If ,this law had been always obserl" 
cu, it woulu hu\'e mauo tho senate a balance of a yery eft'ec· 
tive kinu, and would luwe given gl'cater steadincss to the 
public administration, and a more prolonged existcnce to the 
c01l11l10nwmtlth. But the senato had no absoluto negative; 
and without such a check, a popular assembly is as much 
disposed to overleap constitutional and legal harriers, as 
kings and nobles arc. In cfiect, demagogues were novel' 
wanting at Athens, to remind the people, that aU authority 
was lodged ill their hands; and in point of fact, they claim· 
ed nud exercised aU the powers of the state, whene\'er they 
t bought fit, brushing away the laws of Solon, like so many 
eol)webs. 

A third check, introduced by Solon, was the re·establish· 
Illent of' the Areopngus, sho1'11 of its ancient glories by tJIC 
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laws of Draco, with enlarged powers and dignities. This 
august COUl't was made the guardian of tbe laws, tbe lteepel' 
of the publie treasure, the superintendent of education al}<1 

morals, and indeed the inspector-general of the whole state. 
So high was its reputation for wisdom ancl,iustice, that Cicero 
said, that Athens could no more be governed without tho 
areopagns, than the world without the providenco of Goel. 
From it alone there lay no appeal to the assembly of tlle 
people. This court was certainly a most important check to 
the rashness and haste of the multitude; nevel·tbelase, e\'en 
here, if the people choso to interfere, there was no balancing 
power in the constitution to rc:strain their despotic will. So 
that, as we still see, tho wl1010 power of the state was collect
ed into 0110 contre, and that centre was the people in their 
general as!!cmbly. 

One fmther check Solon sought to impose upon the power 
of the democracy. "The urgent necessity for balances to a 
sovereign assembly, in which all authority, legislative, execu· 
tive and judicial, "'as collected into one centro, inducerl 
Solon, though in so small a state, to mal,o his constitution ex
tl'emely comp1icated. No less than ten courts of judicature, 
foul' for criminal causes, and six fur civil, besides the areopa
gus anel general assembly, were established nt Athens. In 
conformity to his own saying, celebrated among those of tho 
seven wiso men, that tho most perfect govel'Ilment is that, 
wher~ an injury to anyone is tho concel'll of all, he directed, 
that in all the ten conrts, causes should 1)0 decided by a body 
of men, like Ollr juries, taken ii'om among the people; tIle 
lIrchons only presiding, like om judges. As the archons 
were appointed by lot, they were often but indifferent lawyers, 
and chose two persons of experience to assist tllem .. These 
in time became reguIal' constitutionnI officers, by tIle name 
of assessors. The jurors were paid fO!' their service, and ap
pointed by lot. This institution of' juries for the trial (.f 
causes is the glory of Solon's laws. It~::; thnt del)al'tment, 

• 
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\rhich ought to belong to the pcople at large. They are most 
c'lll1petcnt for this; find the property, liberty, equality 
and security of the citizens, all require, that they alon; 
silollld l)ossess it. Itinerant judges, called the forty, were 
appointeu to go through the counties, to determine assaults , 
:lIld civil actions under a certain sum." 

But, notwithstanding the checks and balances thus embo
dietl in his constitution, the work of Solon proveJ a fililure. 
ni~ two anchors, as he called the senate and the areOI)all'llS o , 
[Jl'uycd too weak to hold the yessel of stnte amid the storms 
wllich assailed it. The formel' had no share in the legislative 
dqmrtmellt of the goYel'l1ll1ent; and the latter, itself depen
(lL~llt npt'll the people, could not resist the waves of popular 
eOllllllution. 'Within tell years from the establishment of his 
C('llstitnt:ol1, Suloll l1l1d the mortification of sceing Pisistratus 
~ole lll:l:;tel' ot' his beloved Athens, with a body-guurd to 

attcll\l lIiIll, after the manner of the Persian sovereigns. 
The <l'lCslioll iii, dill this constitution, 01' could it, secure to 

till.! citii:cns the cnjoyltlcnt of ch'il liherty? We are COli

dmillcll 1.0 answer ill the negative. In n. state, where the 
wholo IJuay or the l)eoplc, convened in general assembly, are 
(lie lcg-al::;oYcrcign, the government must be irregular, con
J'll:'Ctl, cuntr:lllictory, and often tyrannical. Unchecked by 
all dlccti ye IJalanc:ing power, lodgcd in fewer llUntls, n. powel' 
1)('3~es5illg an ausulutc vcto, it is not properly the rule of a 
:'lIYurcign, hut 1)1' a mob; and it must pat·take, more or less, 
"r the fluctuatiulls and injustice of mob law. This is the 
.i ltdglllcnt of rcason; and it is vcrified in the history of 
.\tltcn:;_Not unfl'C(ll1cntly tllC lII::;;istl'lltes proceeded in much 
t1ll~ smllu l1Hll1llCl' ns thcy now tlo among the Turks. 1"et the 
1'(,11, ,win,!!; instance scrve as an illustration. A barber in tlw 
Piraen::, wl}O) had sprcll<1 HIC ]lews of the defeat of the Athe
nians ill f:iicily, Oil the authority of a person who came intl' 
1:is shup, wus put tu tl1c torturc by conllnnnd of the archons, 

• 
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because he could not tell the name of the person who hnd 
C0D11DUnicated the intelligence to him. 

The remark of Cicero was perfectly just, that the l'Uslmc~s 
and 1icent~ousness of the popular assemblies ruined the 
republics of Greece; to which Goguet, with equnl ftuth, hns 
added, "particularly that of Athens." The Athenians W('l'e 
always impetuous, always rash, nlways fickle, always, ill a 
word, the sport of the demagogues w lIo ruled them. Thifl 
last expression is a key to the whole political history oj' 
Athens. A government, in which e\'ery cit.izen bas the right 
to yote in making, interpreting, and executing the laws, must, 
it would seem, be tllO bc:m ideal of a frce constitution. The 
llI'gnment in support of this yiew woulll run somewhat after 
this fashion: "A. man who contributes by his vote to the 
passing of a law, has himself made the law. In obeying it, 
be obeys himself; he therefore is free." But this is Dot 
rcasoning; it is merely playing upon words. His vote is but 
one of a thousand, perhaps ten thousand. He has had no 
opportunity to examine, deliberate, state objections, suggest 
rcstrictions, 01' propose amendments. TIc has only been 
allowed to express his assent or dissent. And in doing this, 
it is a hundred to one but lw has been led by some intriguing 
aspirant for power and l)laee. The multitude, absorbed in 
the care of providing the means of subsistence, have neither 
tho time nor the knowledge necessary for fUllctions of this 
nature. Besides, nature, sparing of her gifts, bestows upon 
comparatively few an understanding equal to the complicated ' 
business of legislation. A.s a sick man trusts to his physician, 
and It client to his lawyer, so the greater part of a popular 
legislative assembly must trust to those who have more abili· 
ties than themselves. These, wholly taken np wi.th the 
thoughts of their own power, live but to increase it. Versed 
in the m:magement of puhlic affairs, foreseeing the most im· 
pOl'tant conseqnences of measures, and having exclusive con· 
trol of the springs of gove1'lll1lcnt, they oilcr propositions, 
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l~jnke speCC}ICS, present facts and arguments which there is . 
w, time to examine, conceal what is designed to l)l'omote their , 
(JWIl private views, by joining it to things which they know 
will be acCel)table to the people, employ skilfully all the com. 
mon platles of rhetoric, and so are enabled to gain Over to 
their side the majority of votes, in almost every proposal 
which they make. So that, in the end, what is proclaimed 
as the general will, is, in reality, nothing more than the effect 
of the artifices of a few cunning men, who, exulting over 
their succcss, deride in secret the sottishncss of the people, 
",11OJll they had flattered in public, only to mislead and betray 
tllelll. This is an exact account of the manner ill which the 
pul>lic aft'airs were managed at Athens, where legislation 
would often have been wiser and more beneficial to the state, 
if it llUd been determined by the casting of dice, than by the 
suffrages of the ll1ultitude. 

The truth is, as Goguet has well said, we are too much accus. 
tUllleu to view tho Athenians on their flwomhle side. We al'e 
:,lruck with the shining images of the history of Athens, and 
illll)()sod upon by its lush·c. We are dazzled by the victol'ies 
of Marntholl nml Salamis, by the pomp of the spectacles, by 
tIle taste and magnificence of' t110 pul>lic monuments, by that 
crowd of great men, who will render the name of Athens 
flll'eVOl' procious and memorahle. Nevertheless, when we 
examine the intcrior state of this republic, far different scenes 
present thomsoh'e6. We see a state ill incessant combustion, 
ns~cm blios always tumultuous, It people perpetually agitated 
1,y f:1Ctions, hurried awny by first impressions, and abandoned 
to the impetuous eloquence of unprincipled orators. Virtue 
was proscribed at Athens, nnd the most eminent public ser
dces wcro nut only forgotten, but often }nmished by the ostra
ciwl. Well did Valerius 1tInximlls exclaim, "Happy Athens, 
aftcr such unjust troatment, still to hav~ found citizens, who 
lo\"ccl their counh"y." 

Au ahsolute democr:1l'Y, !i].;c thnt of Athens, and a l'ellre· 
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sentative ropublic, like that of J udoa, nrc governments, as 
wide aSlludel' as the poles. III Athens, the l)eople held and 
exercised all power, legislative, executive, and judicial,.
subject to no effective restraint 01' responsibility. It was ~ 
government of will, rather than of law. Its leading pl'inciple 
was, "stat pro ratione voluntas." The only l'eason which it 
renderod for its netions, was) "sic volo, sic jllbeo, sic veto." 
It was a despotism, as pure and absolute as that of Nero; 
and, in practice, it always proved itself as capricious and ty. 
rnnuicul. Licentiousness thore was at Athens, without doubt; 
but not tru~ civil liberty • These are so far from being iden
tical, that the one is contrary to the other, aud destructive of it. 

Tho Roman constitution n~xt demands our attention. The 
ghost ot' Romulus, we arc t.old by Lh'y, soon after his disal)
pearnuco from among meu, revisited the distinguished seuator, 
Proculus J ulins, and addressed him thus: "Go tell my coUn~ 
trymen, it is the decree of heaven, that the city I have 
fouuded shall become thc mistress of the world. Let her cul· 
tivate assiduously the military art. Then let bel' bo assured, 
and transmit tho assurance from ago to age, that no mOl'tal 
power can resist the llrms of Romo." How faithfully Ronle 
obeyed the spirit of this counsel, let hor colossal power under 
tho Caesars inform us, whon tho significations of bel' will 
were obeycd throughout the vast l'egiolls, that stretch from 
the Atlantic to the Ganges, and from Siberia to the Great 
Desert. Whatoyol' oth~r merit may bo donied to regal, repub· 
lican, or imperial Rome, none will evor dispnto her title to be 
regarded as a l)er£oot model of n predatory state. 

How flU' civil liberty was secured by the Roman constitu· 
tion, and what degree of power and authority in tho adminis
tratiou of public affairs belonged to the Roman people, will 
appeal' in the progress of those inquiries. 

A full analysis of the Roman constitution is not proposed. 
The illnnmornble f:tages through which it passed in its dOTe1-
Oplllent, render such ana1ysis a work of groat difficnlty, and 
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wouIll ucm:tllll more spacc than can be given to this 01' any' 
othcr of the topics embraced in this preliminary book. XOI' 
is it recplil'cd lly the enu I havo in view; lily object boiuer 
rather to point out tho detects of tho constitution, so fill' a~ 
gmmmties of puulic liberty werc concerned, than to nnalyze 
tho cow;titution itself. 

The reader's attention is first invitod to the constitution of 
the Uoman comitia. Tho cOlllitia wero assomblies of the 
people, CUIIYCllctl tor tho lJUI'POSO uf clocting ofliccrs, 01' enact
ing laws. Thc comitia wero not a simple body, 1101' did they 
vute ill tt unilurlll way. They woro ot' throo sorts, according 
to the nHtllnCr in which tho votes we1'0 takon. Sometimes 
tllay votetl u.r curiac, sometimes by centuries, and somctimes 
hy tri bes. 

Dut tltis Heeds explanation. It is to l)e promisod, that the 
ancients dill not yotc as individuals, but as corporations. 
Thus the Athenialls, from tho earliest timcs, woro accnstolUed 
to yote ill tribes, 10m' of which would bo outvotcd by six, 
although tho liumber of illtlidduals ill tho six might be lUuch 
sudlcr than that of the fOlll'. l'his met.hod of voting COl'l'O

spom1s to that authorized hy 0111' constitution, whencycr the 
election ot' a prcsitlent of tho U lIitctI States happens to de
yol\·e upon the house of' rcprcscntatives. The roprescntatives 
Ill) nut, in that ca!>e, vote in thcir illdivillual capacity, but ac
cordillg to states; antI a stato with fifty roprcscntatives would 
have no more voice in tho election, than a stato having but 0. 

single representativc. -
It was in accordanco with this principlo, that all popular 

\·otes woro givon ill anciont Romo. Yot, as alrcady stated, 
there wero diftcrout manners of voting. By tho constitutiou 
of Homnlus, the Homan peoplo woro divided into two tl'ibes, 
called Ralllncs 1l1H1 Titios, tho formcr consisting of tho origi
Hal citizens, and the latter of tho SaLines, who werc subse
'J.llCntly incorpornted into tho botly of' t.ho stato. 1\ constitu
tion, whicl! allowed only theso two trihcs to voto, wuuld 113.\"0 
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given rise to difficulties, since it would often nappen, that 
one tribe wisheu 11. thing, which tho othor ol)posed, and hence 
would l1tl\'e resulted endless collisions and feuds. lIow wa~ 
this difficulty obviated? In the following manner. Each 
tribe wns divided into a hundreu associations, called gentes; 
and cach gCIlS, again, consisted of sc\'cral t:'unilies, forming 
in itself a small statc, with many peculiar rightl:!, called jus 
gentium nnu jura gentium. Thcy l'csemlJlcd the tribes of 
the Arabs and tllc chms of IIiglllandcl's of Scotland, But 
betwccn the division into tribes and gentes, there was nn
other, llamed curiae, of which thorc woro ten in a tribe. 
They lluswel'ed to tho 01'de1'8 at Cologne, and to thc classes 
in the Lomhard. tOW11S. Each curia was a tenth ptlrt of a 
tribe, and, on thc othor hand, illcluded in itself ten gcntes. 
The membership of a em'in. implied specinl religious duties, 
and eonferl'ed the right of voting in comitia. Thus the curiae 
stepped into tho pInce of the tribes. .A thirll tribe under the· 
namc of LUCOl'OS, cOlllposed of Albans Ulld other foreigners, 
was formed by TuUm, Hostilius, amI was admitted to the fnll 
franchise in the reign of rrarquiuius Priscns. The numher of 
tribes was aftel'wm'ds inCl'eased by Servins Tullius to thil'ty. 

Servins also made another division of the 1)eople, for politi. 
cal pUl'poses, into six classes, 111)on a property basis. The 
first cluss consisted of perso11s, whoso estates ill l'es COl'po
rules, that is, land, slaves, cattle, III eb\l , farming imple
ments, and the like, amounted to about $2000; the second, 
to 81500; the third to $1000; the fourth to $uOO; the fifth 
to 8250; and tho sixth included all those WllOSO propel't~· fell 
below the last Hallled sum. The six classes werc subdidded 
into olle lnlJl(hed and ninety-three centuries. Ninety-cigl)t 
of these, a clear majority of the ",1101e, were comprehended 
in the first class; twenty-two, in the second; twenty, in the 
third; twenty-two, in the iOllrth; and thirty, in the jifth; 
while tho whole of the sixth class formed but a single cen
tllry. As tlJ(:J voting was by centuries, the lowest clu8s had 
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hut one vote, though no other class contained so large a 
1111111bor of individuals as tbis. Tbe centuries composing the 
first class Wore entitled to a priority in voting. If they 
yoted unanimously, as in fact they commonly diel, the ques
tion was $lecided. In that case, the remaining centuries 
did not \'otc at all. If thc yotes of the first class did not 
detcl'mine the qucstion, the othcr ccnturies went on voting, 
till n mnjority was obtained. As soon as that llappencu, the 
"otillg' ccascd. So that tile great body of tho Roman people, 
ill t IIC eomitia ccnturiata, IUllI the harren honor of a casting 
\'(,tc, in case of a tie in tile Lallots of tho higher classes. If 
allY thing in thc llatlll'e of political power can Le conceh'ed 
more ,,;lmrlowy than this, I am at a loss to imagine wbat it is. 
Tlle (,bject of the whole inl;titution secms to llfiye been to 
give to It VCI',}' snwll minority a decisl\'o influencc in the 
stato, WeaIth and Lirth had all the power, while numbers 
WOI'C ,,1' littlo account. 

It Iia:; heen mentioned nbovc, that Sel'yius Tullius in. 
crease(l the whole number of tribes to tbirty, four of wbich 
belllllgcd to fIle city, alld twcnty-six to the circnmjacent 
C'.'Ulit I'y. This institution, howc\'er, must not Le confounded 
with that of the three trlhes naUled aLove. Each tribe bad II 
IlJngi~tl'atc called tribul1ns (tribuue), cbosen hy the members 
(If the tI'iLe, The tribes were composed only of plebeians. 
At iil'6t the comiti,,'l. of' the tribes had no legislative 1) ower ; 
tlll\Y could only elect their own officers, and make arrange
mCJ\t:; concerning their local interests. An important power 
was couferred upon the assembly of the tribes by Servins, 
riz, the right of trying nppeals from judgments of condemna
ti~'11 Pl'OllOllllCCtl Ly a magistrate against plebeians. The 
l'atl'icimls had long possessed the privilege of appeal, in such 
cases, to tbu aSilemLly of the curiae. The functions of tlle 
cOlltitia of' the tribes were gradually enlarged, till at length 
they u!)taiued un important sbare in the Lusincss of lcgisln· 
, 

tlOlI, 
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. Thus we have, in this constitution, three distinct species 
of popular assemblies, the comitia cUl'iata, the comitia cen
turiata, and the comitia tl'ibuta. The assemblies of th~ 
cUl'iae and the centuries formed an aristocracy; that of the 
tribes, a democracy. As it was not with any precision de
termined by law what should be done in the several assem
blies, nnd as the 1mtl'icians and plebeians did not: therefore, 
bahmce each othm' by regulal' checks, tho administration of 
the state became a continual scene of contradictions. The 
centuries alone, in which the high-born and the rich had au 
undoubted majority, as weU as in the senate, IUld for a long 
time tIle authority of making laws. The plebeians denied 
the h:gislative ahthority of the senate; and the senate in like 
malmel' denied tho right of the tribes to make laws. Justice 
required, that the plebeians should have a sharo in the enact
ment of laws. But, instead of becoming a co-ordinate branch 
of the legislatm'c, instead of aiming at a concnrrent authority 
with the senate and the comitia of the centuries, 01', which 
would have been better sti11~ with the senate and consuls, as 
distinct branches of the legislative department, they obtained 
a separate Rnd inde1Jenclent 1Jo\\"er of legislat.ion. lIence the 

. intricacy of his constitution; hence three distinct som'ces of 
Jaws, decrees of the senate, acts of the centuries, and resolu
tions of the tribes; a perpetual fountain of division and 
tUlllult. • 

The word liberty is oue of those terms, which have been 
most misunderstood, 01' misap1)lied. Writers have l'eprc
seuted, that no people can be free, who do not expressly cnact 
their own laws. Thus Rousseau, in his Social Cont.ract, says, 
thnt tLe peol)le of England are much mistal.:en in thinking 
themsehTes freo; they are free only during the e1ec~ion of 
membcrs of parliament; as soon as these are electod, the 
people are sbves; they are nothing. lIe here commits the 
egregious b111ndm' of confounding a mcre funct.ion of govern
ment with a cOllstituent pm't of liberty. The patricians and 

• 
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.::onnte of Rome, who were always the real mnsters of th~' 
qtate, sCllsibh.. that their own tyranny would be at an end 
lIwlcr a lawf111 authority ol1trl1stoll to a single 1'1l1cr, Imd the 
:ld(hc"s to pcrsl1ade the people, that, prodded tllOse who ex. 
erci~ed a despotic powcr 0\'01' them, and who C\'CI'Y day 
hcapcIl wrollgs and insults upon them, wero called consuls, 
d i ctaturs, SCllators, patricialls, mit i tnt',)' triburl<!s, 01', indeed , 
I'pcci rell any appcllatil))l othel' than tllUt horrid and hated 
,mc of king, they w(!t'e free, atHl that these cmpty titles might 
'\'i~ely 1)0 pmchnso(l at the lwice of' e\'ol'y calamity, This 
they wcre nhle to accomplish by occnsionally performing the 
illlls(lry ceremony of nssellthling the people, that they might 
111ake a slww of cowmlting them, They made them llClicYc, 
:t('eu!"11illr j'(1 the dfwtrinc of Houssenu jnst cited, that libcrty 
cIIlI"i.,t"d ill f 110 utero gh'illg of votos, lIO mutt, ' I).·"," g:'cilt 
: :10 !li~a(l\'alllage it, t!.ll .: :tl"Ie!' ni' ,:i·.·jn.£!, thCll1 ". rht i,e, and 
IIIl JIlattcI' how much the law might aftcl'w!l\'lL Lv I1cglected 
Ill' yi(llatcd, which was thus pretended to be made in common. 
nnt 11('w fhlse anll deceptive are 'all sllch ideas! Truc libcrty 
('''II"i~b; ill the security of pcrsons and property, so that 
r.\'cr,Y mUll, 'rhilc he rcspects the persons of others, and 
::;uHi.'l's tllel11 to enjoy in (luietlless the fruits of their industry, 
i" ccrtain that llC himsclf will he permitted to cnjoy .hc same 
l,]c.s:::illg;; at the lJallds of' his fellow-citizens. To C0:'cnr h:' 
OUl' yutes in the cnactmcnt ot' laws, is to enjoy f' certain 
11egl'CO ot' powcr ~ to li\'o in a statc, where tlle laws are equal 
f,l\' ali, and whero they are snre to be executed wi1.h modern· 
t il)n :111<1 fitil'lleSS, is to be free, 13nt that is n wretched sel'· 
\'itndl', call it by what name you will, ,democracy 01' aristo· 
cl'acy, n l'epnhlic 01' ndespotism, \vhere the laws are partial, 
llncct"tail1, fluctuating, and feebly and irregularly admin· 
istored, 

TIle relation of debtor and creditor in tho Roman com· 
monwealth was one of extreme Imrdship and severity, 
:Mal1llllon prevailed as lUuch in ancient Rome as in some 
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modeI'll countries. .A v/U'icc raged like a fiery fUl'llaco in the 
bosom of' patrician creditors. Prh'ate I'a])illc was added to 
political mnhitioll. 'I'ho laws allowed ~xorbitant iriterest for 
Ibe lise of money. An insolvont d.cbtor might by the decree' 
of the jlHlge, ho delivered iuto the hauds of his creditor, by 
whom he might ve scourged, tOl'ttll'ed, 01' put to death nt 
discl'cti,.n; the most Ul'istocl'ntic and detestable In.w 0\"01' 

kllown among mCII. The BC\'Ol'ity of the aotual law was 
\'CI'Y opprc:;si \'(~, but it wns agg['(l\'ated by lleing altogether 
oue,sided; fOl' when n patrician was in pecuniary difficnlty, 
bis clienb; wcrc uuder olJligatiun to aS8ist him, whereas 
pleLeians, being obliged fi.)" tIl\} lIlost pm't to borrow froUl 
patricialls, cnjoyed no such adnmtage, So teut\cious worc 
these haughty and amriciolls nobles of all the rigor of their 
powcr o\'er dehtors, that Yetmins, the son of a. consul, wIlD 
had bccn reduced oy poverty to tho necessity of borrowing 
11l(lllC~', was delivered up to his cI'editor, who exacted from 
him all tho services of' a slavc, the scnute refnsing to gl'ant 
auy relief, This law was so exccl'uble, so diabolical, one 
might almost suy, that au attempt to get rid of it at almost 
IUIj' rato would hrwc been a "irtue. 

The oppressions growing out of this law were the occasion 
0f instituting tho office of tribunes of tho l)oople. And 
what did the Roman people gain by this institution? In 
reality \'ory little. The first tribunes can scal'cely be calleu 
a 11lngistraey eyon of tlJO commonalty. Certainly they werc 
not n magistracy of the state. N eibuhr represents their 1)0-

SitiOll as U1mlogolls to that of a. moderll ambassador, whose 
duty it is in a foreigll stato to protect tho suhjects of his OWII 

sovereign. Tbe Roman tribunes baclnot sufliciont power, for 
the eft'ccth'e protectiou of the commonalty. They hud only 
enough to head eyery popular tumult, and to blow into n 
flame every spark of popular discontent. If tho mUll bel' }Jud 
bccn three Inw(h'ed, instead of three, and they hud formed a 
,'epresentativc assembly, with power to propose laws, delibe-



CO"I~mNTAlm~f! ON "'I1E 

l'I1\e, IIl11elld, 1111(1 improve, thnt would have hoon 1\ ron\ nd. 
v:tllee, 111111 \\'(Jultlllll\'o constitl1ted nn eflceli\'o bnlnTlCc. nut 
the tl'i\lI1ilCH hnd IW right to proposo I\lIy lnw, 01' movo fillY 

"C5()11lliu,~. , 'l:hcy cu\:ld o}ll~ l'u~Lid such .lI1CIlSI11'Oa ns the)' 
deelllcd 111,1111'10118. 'Ho leI;181I1t1\'0 llutllOI'Jt,y vcstcd ill tho 
people \\'II!! lIot dell'glltcd to thllil' tribll1)cs. Those rune, 
t iOllHrics hnd power to cOllol1lde noth iug. 'fho peoplo 
reHOI'\'C(! b) thell1sc1\'cs the right of' rntifjrillg !lily rOSl.lllltions 
tlllwlI by tholll. This cil'cl1lllfitnnco rondercd tho institution 
of tribulles ill the isslIo totnlly illclleCltlul; 1'01' tho n(h'nn. 
tngm, which accrl1e to the people 1'1'0111 tho nppointment!)f 
l'l'prcs(mtnlh'cs Ilre quite inconsic1ol'l\llle, ullless tlley lit the 
sal\1e time wholly cntrllst. to them tllCil' legislatiye Iltlthol'ity, 
III the 1'I'llsellt casc, the JlO1l1nT1 11coplc, fondly cherishing II 
ehimcl'ical npl'c:mmco of' SOYCl'Cigllty, ondenvol'ctl tel settle, 
with n hundrcd thousalld votcs, t.hings, which woul(l II/lYe 
hocm l)cttc\' seWell uy t110 votes of their reprcscntati\'cs, and 
so (lereatcd the yel'~' ohject of their appointment, ]~\1t hoI\' 
and why ~ Thus. 'fho consuls, senators, dictators, find 
othOl' great men (If tho stnte, whom, as Do Lolmc ttptly 
says, the people wore lwlldcnt cnough to feal', and simple 
enough to uelievc, continued to mix with them, 11.11(1 play (Iff 

their pulitical artificcs, They mudc spoccllcs; chnllged at 
p\easlU'e the }11aco and forlll of the puhlic assemblies; dis
soh'cd tllo comitia, Whollc"cr it suitcd thcir pnrpose~~ ull,1cl' 
l)l'ctcxt that the auspices were 11111:,\'01'nh1o.; coul'o1'l'o!1 Up'!ll 

the cCIIlsnls, WhCll they despaircd of Sllccess uy otllel' meau;, 
absolute 1)0,,"e1' O\'C1' tho JjyOS of tho citizcns; 01' ('\'en ap' 
pointe!1 a dictator, ill whom all. the powers of the state ",ere 
centrcd, SOll1et.imcs t.hey falsol,}' accused tllO tribun('., befort' 
tile assel11ul,Y itself; at otlle)' times, thoy Ul'tfully slandered 
them in l))'ivnte, alld so depl'i\'ctl them of the confillcllcC of 
tho Romalls, In this manner the people were ul'Ought to sec, 
without conce1'11, the II1111,t1e1' (If TilJcrins G mcciJus, n true 
patriot, II yil-tnons eitizoll, ull!l the only Roman, "'!lo truly 

• 
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loved thom. III this mllllllCl' Ollin8 Ol'nccl.1s, who could not 
be dotOI'I'ed, eve II by his hl'otliel"s fllte, fl'om imitnting llis 
brothel''tl gOllel'oHit.y,l:mw hillll:!elt' ill tho eml so uttol'ly f'ol" 
snkcn by the people, thnt not 0110 of thom would lel1d him n 
hol'so to fly f1'01ll the fUl'Y ot' tho 110hloa. Of tell tho pal l'iciltll!:\ 
fomcnted divisions nJllOI1~ tho plcheinus, HlId Jwpt 1ll0l1eI'Hto 
mCIl fl'Olll nttending the cOlllilitt by l'clltlcrillg tholll £ieClll'S 
01' tumult lind confusion, Tn It word, tlJllt nothing might he 
wonting to thoil' nristoel'lltic illsolcllCC, thcy sometimcs fnlsified 
the 11ll1ll1Jel' or votes ill tlcclm'ing titom, IllHl OVOll cm'ried 
00' the lll'ns, into which the eiti;wlI8 wel'e to cast theil'sul'
ti'oges, AmI nil thesc things happelled, not in those dege
nomtc ngos, wholl 0110 111111' 01' the people wore Illfl(lc to m'm 
themselves ngaillst the other in the eomitill, hut ill whnt is 
commonly esteelllCd the hest p~riod of t.he repnlJlic, tlw times 
immediately pl'occ(ling nml fbllowing the thil'd Punic wnr~ 

• 

If, whell the tril)1lllosllip wHsiilstitntell, !t reprcsentative 
, . ,- ' 

assembly of the commonalty hadbeon formed, with powors 
•• 

corrosponding to tho!;e of the Euglish house of commons or 
• 

the American honse of represcntative:s, llOW dificl'cnt wonld 
have been the history of Roman liberty! The distillCtioll 
between n rcprcscntatiYe constitution and It popular consti-

• 
tution is well stated 1,)" De Iolllle, According to ltim, It re-
prcscntative constitution plnces the remedy in the hands of' 
those who feel tho tlisonler, while n populnt, constitution 
places the l'c\l1edy in the hands of those who l'anse it. J n 
the 101'11101' caso, the care (If J'epl'csRillg the invasions of power 
is committed to the mell who suHh ft'om them, in the latte)', 
to the mon who practise tllClll, 

But thero was !t deoper and morc rndical defect in the 
Roman constitution; It defect inhcrent in political orgalliza
tions of' that sort; n defect, ,,,hich strnek at the vel'Y vitals of 
the publiL liberty. Tbo tribunes wel'e faithless to their tl'ust, 
nnd, human natUl'e remaining; a;; it is, they co111(1 scarcely he 
otherwise. Under n constitution like that of TIome, it wns 
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impossible that the llcople should ha,'e faithful defenders. 
They conhlnot show a preference for a mnn, without attack. 
ing hi;; virtue. They coulll not elevnte him, without losing 
him. They could not lavish their favors upon him, ,,,ithout 
sending him to swell tllC number of their enemies. As SOOIl 

as tllCir favorites saw themselves ill a condition to control 
powcr, thcy IJccame, fl'om that vcry circml1stance, its defen. 
del's. They wero hCYOllll the reach of opp~'essions themselves; 
why should thoy eUl'e to restrain thelll? By so doing they 
\\"oul<1 but lesscn a powcr which they hoped would one day 
he their own. IIow could it be expccted, that men, who 
:~:;pire(l to bc praeturs, consuls, and senators, would be zealous 
t.) lilllit the powers belonging to those offices? In point of 
fnct, they were not; and their long contest with the patricians 
wus not a struggle for generltlliberty, but a scramble for dig
Ilities, emolumcnts, IUlIl power. This was the only end they 
o\'er pnrsned with sinccrity and perseverance. They never 
employed the power ot' the people for things really beneficial 
to the people. They never set bounds to the exorbitant and 
despotic power of the l11tlgistl'Utes. They never repressed 
that class of citizens, who, however great their crimes, lmew 
how to secure all immunity from punishment. They never 
sougltt to regulate the judicial power. nut these are precau
tions, without which nntions may stl'l1gg1e to the end of time, 
tlnd they will no"er attain true liherty. The judicial power 
especially is a sure criterion of the goodness of government; 
and this, at TIome, was ahyays a mere instrument of tyrallny. 
OonsulR, praeturs, dictators, tribulles, and senators seem all to 
have hoen clothed Witll the power of lilb and death. While 
such infamous 1ll0l1stcrs as Verres amI Piso were for the most 
part secure against tIle danger of' punishment, they themselves 
could, thrflllgh mere wantonness and cruelty, callse the inferior 
citizens of Home to be scollrged with rods, and even put to 
death upon the cross. And what can we say of the personal 
rights of the weaker members of society, in a state whm'etbe 
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law regurded children as things l'ather than as 1)01'SOn8, as a part 
of t]le fn1'llitUl'e of the family mansion, which, like any other 
}llut of it, the IlOnd of the family might l'emove, sell, 01' de .. 
stroy, at his discretion; where a father, tll1'ough sheer caprice, 
could compel his mnl'ried c1nnghtel' to repudiato a husband, 
whom sho tcndorly loved, Ilud whom be himsclf had appl'oved ; 
nnd whel'e n wifo was considered, in the eye of the In,,', as· 
the daughter of her huslJund, who might retain 01' dismiss 
bel' at pleasuro, and, for ecrtain ofienccs, might oven take her 
lile ~ 

VCl'y high encomiums llave heen bestowed upon the tribu· 
nalof ccnsol'S at Rome by ~Iolltcsqnieu, Rousaean, and most 
other writcl's, who lUl.\'e treated of the Roman nfl:hirs, More 
jnst appcal's to me the opinion of De r,ollU~ who considers it 
a piccc of state-craft, like those descrihed above, invented by 
the patricians, as un additional mcuns of secm'iug their own 
anthority, It was fOllllded on n principle similal' t.o that ad
vocated by Sir Thomn.s More, in llis Account of' Utopia, the 
happy region; though not earricd to the extreme of that 
WI'itcl', whose ravings, in many purts of llis work, can hardly 
be matched out of hedlam; for he made it a capital cl'ime in 
the people even to talk of the conduct of theil' rulers, Still, 
the ]'ower of the c01lsors, uudor the Roman constitution, in 
its own nature altogethel' arbitrary, was at the same time wide 
in its 1'llnge, and excessive in degree. Among othel' discre
tionary powers, entrusted to them, was that of determining 
the social standing of' every member of the state; that ot' 
punif:.hing with the brand of ignominy (nota censoria) every 
moral baseness wbich coulclnot be reached by the law, as dis
affection towards parents, alienatioll between husbands and 
wives, hal'shness towards lleighbors, excessive luxury, idle
ness, ancl the like; and, by the Ovinian law, that even of 
filling vacancies in the senate. These were, indeed, vast nnci 
terrific powers; and all of them, as may be seen at a glance, 
weU adnllted to advance the intel'csts of thc aristocracy, and 
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II) dilldlli~h n1HI ),()g(.1'I\ill Ihu pl'iVilllgC8 or t.he people, Cor. 
Illi1l1,)' 1110 l)~i~ill!IICC or It CCIHllJI'iul !J'JWOI' ill It statu it:! 01' VOI'Y 
~;I'(,IIf; iIlIjHlI'IIlII(:O. !1. il'l IL !luWUI' ollpltulo 01' 11I'udtleilig' oxccl. 
l"lif: (\j\'t~t:li'l, [t 11111,)' l:\'I:1I IJC Huht to Illl clll>clltinl to Iibol'ty, 
1:111. III(J (!,\:t'I'elHl: (JI' it:, IIlIlil\O thaI; ul' I.ho leg'i~IHII\'u l,oWel' 
'''lgIII II) bu 11.:('1: 1.0 till! }lU"l'lll thelll~eh'u:l, "The HOllliJlIl)lI~ 
,.(' Iho \,ullplu al'u thu (1111,)' thill),!; ill (1'1ll8tiull hOI'l!, H. i~, thel'e' 
li'J'l', lIl'e()~:~:I1',)', t hnt: t hu pooj!lu l.dlullJd fijlOllk 1'1,1)' IIJ(lllisoll'(Js, 
alld Illi\lIil\.~HI; I huit' ~elltilllulIlt;. A jll\l'Llclllnl' cum(, U(' C(JIiSIIl'O 
II'IIlIld I'l'lIlill'llte Ihe ilitufI(bl PIII'IH,8U, .It illll(lullducl, IJcsi,lcs, 
willi \'t'I''y gl'uat: jI\OUII\'llllil'IICC~, j\i:\ tho lI:>e U(' f)\ll!h It COUl't 

j,; I" ddl.'l'lllilio lIP"1I tllll:;e easus whieh lie Ullt or t.11lll'cllch , 

ul' illt.) l:t\\,~, it e:lIll1/it. lie 1i<!t1 dU\\'1I I'CI IlIl,'!' pl'eeh'Ll J'egulali'llls, 

.\f\ n, ('mtlicl' eUI\;;ellltl!1ll!O o\' tllo HI'bitl'lll',)' Illltlll'l: ut' i\~ rlille, 

tiullS, it U:Ullll)t C\'CII Iw SIll/'lccled to 1111\' eOIl:4til:lItiullal ehcck' " , 
Hnd it Clllllilll1nll,)' 1'1"~:il~lIt:; tl) tho t\,)'0 Iho viow or :1 pr)'.\'CI' 
enlil'cly :\I'I,jII':\I',)', al\d ",liil'h, ill ibl dillen:lI!; CXl!I'lilll\~, llIay 
alJ'l'I.:I', ill tlw llllJtli: cl'lleluHII1Il1.!l', tho POtlCO amI hni'piJlc~s ot 
indiYidnal~. It j:-l attcllded, 11101'00\'01', with t.he \'Cl',)' jl()l'lli. 

Citll1r; CUIlSClJ"CllCC, tll:ll', II,)' I.lidatillg to the pcoj!lc, their 
'IUll"'I\10nl::1 or lllOIl nnd Illo:uml'l's, it. takos ['1'0111 thelll tho f'1'C(l' 
, "" 
dllll1 (It' t.liillking, which j:-l the 1If.)1JIu~1 pl'idlcgc\ n~ well as tho 
Ji1'llwst SllP!,UI't of lihert,r,ll (Dc :Lt)llllC,) Tho t1'110 cmlB of 
tho eCllsul'ial pI/wei' \\'l.:l'U bettel' :;cel11'cd, :1l1ll wilh lc,'~ ll:\Jlgcr 
t() lilwl'ty, a,; I ~hall show lteI'Cai'tel', 1I11dor tllo Hdll'ew COil
slitntiull, hy tlte illstillltiull 1)1' llie pruphelical ollicD, a1111 still 
l,cttor, Ullllcl' llie English and Alllcrienn cOllstit.lltioIlS, hy:l 
t'l'ce press. Huw tel'l'iulo tho <.:on .. ;o1'ial po\\,el', exol'ciscd h,Y 

I he UiJbrew prophots, WllS tv tyrllnts, we see .in the hist.ol'Y of 
Allab; huw l'i.l\'llliliablc the powcr of n. ii'co pross is to 0\11' 

0\\'11 rulcrs, oye!',}' dar aUest:;, The right" so COllsblllllyand 
frcely 115ed n1l10ng 115, of op~nly canvassing nnd arraigning 
tllC conduct of 1J\lbJic mcn, tljsp(~ls the halo of gl'cl1tncss 

\\'11 iell f'111'I'01l1Hls tho11l, IJ1'ings thcllI llown to the lcvel of tho 
l'C~t of' tho pcuple, amI strikes It salntllry tOl'1'Ol' iuto their 
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, , " 
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winds, WhUlIOV01' they i'eo[ t011l pf,OtI 1:0 ovol'r!tep tho houllds 01'; 
1l1uwl'1l1 fll1t.1WI'it..r, (llld nbwlO tho tt'HtltS cUllllllet.\ to tilOlli h.Y 

'" , , 

, 

thoh' l'ellow-ci t.ir.clIs. ,'i 

Jt' we L!XlllilillO tho l'OVOllliiullS, which 11Il[)l'tlllctl at ,UtilnO, ' 

\\'0 I\Jlltll Ii 11(1 lilelll Ilililill'llll'y \'el'lIdlllttlllg ill 1I1.)t\,lo\\\()lIb',,1 '. , 

wIdell illlll'Clilu the hl'lwiit ot' tho j'l~\\" while tim illl:et'e~ltlut':,i:;,,:; 
, ., "", "t'" • 

tho Il III II,)' l'cceiYl!d IJllt !lulu IlttulltiuII, 'J'hl\~, Lito (Jill,)' CUll~ ii, i,' 

SCClltl!Ill'1l Ill' thnt gl'\~nt l'o\'u!lItiClll, I.I,Y which t.ho Idllg:> \\'01'0 '" 

cldl'(!11 1'1")111 HUIIIC, "'!HeI, tlmt tho Jl{J\\'OI'~, lat<.:i,Y exel'ci~ud 'I.I,Y: 
, , 

thelll, II'L'I'C tt'lIll.;l'l)t'l'l.J<l to t.1I1.) t;(lIlHL()I'tl, 1),,' \\'lIulll t,II()l'u\'ulllUOll 

hlltl hl)l!1I illt\tigntl)d. Till) Cllll:>(j of I'lll,lic libert'y g'lIilWti 
, , 

llOthillg. J lHkud, it, wad millel' d:ullngol.l t 111\11 ot.lWl'\vid(l, 

POWCl' WllS ~ll·l.J!l'llc\\ Clrell 1)(J,Yolld it~ j;)l'llllJl,' Ll)llO; It /'I\~t , ,', '"" 

mol'C \hl\ll illlillllltOc\ 11.,' ]~il'y, whcl\ 110 Hays, ill nlltwiolltu 
, 

the cOlH;I\I~I that tho jl(!(lldu lIOW 1111(\ two killg;;, instcild (1(: 

(lIlO. III Ilku IIHllIll\lI', ti'l) CUillllll.llioll, ill which ihe ]l\lul'll.I!·, 
" ' r. ." ' 

witlidl'e\l' ill n hud,)' I'l'uill .!:\lllllJ, Hlill pUl:ited thL\IIIi\e1ve~ 1)\1 u .;, 
hill uC,)'Olllll litl Allio, elided ill lIuchillg but tho IItlv:\1IC\lIIl~tI~' I': . 
ul' a ful\' pal'tieillal' peI'SfJ1H;, IIl1dm' thu t[tlu vi' tl'ibl'iIlCf5. ,;.'1'h(:;/ 

, ' " " , , .' I - , I " 

gl'ioI'HliOCS, \vhich had CI11l8CLI thu eOllllllvtivll;: I'llllllline(]::, 
, ' ' " 

, 
, ", , ' 

q', , ' .. ' 
, 

, "( 

, 
, , 

. .' , 
ul1l'o(h'os~cd; Ull\l t.l1C lliost that tile tl'iblllle~ did wich'thelll, \I'm:! ....... ;. 

, . " ' 
I', ' • ' 

tOllW them as lin illst.1'1l1nCllt ill nd\'ltllcillg theil' OII.:111JC1·SOlltll';i ! 

views. EI'Cll tho code (lj' thu CII'dvc t:Lblc~, wllieltth\J pcople!, 
, 

ll\'OCIIl'ctl ni tilll gl'catcst Cl)st alld puin:;, \I'll';, as to the J'nullillg .' 
'. ' 

of it, who11y ill the bUilds or the patl'ioinlls, HlIt! luft 1.111': I 
, , 

}lowel' ul' Hlo sCHalu and COilS Ills as 1I11L1dillOd ns lxll()l'c. Thc 
, 

J'Cl'oll1 t i (Ill, il'1I 1"1'C by t,] led (lOOlll \' i 1'\:1 wore ex pell \ltlfl'U \l1 P\)W 0 1', 

01\ account ot' their capricious H1ll1 "'Hillon ahu::.e (Jf it, hi:;ucd .. 
but little bettel' fur tile canse of the people. The tribune:;: 
did, umlonhtcdly, hy menns of' it, ()l)tain mall,)'· lldditiou:tl' 
pl'ivilegcs, nllll got a law pa5sed, to the d1'cct, thut tile I'CW- .. . 
Intions of the cOlllltia tl'ilmtn, ill which tlloy IHtd the right to .•.. 
pl'OpOSO new laws, shol11d. he binding upun the wllUJe 
commonwea1th. rfllis is woll described 1),}' Li\',)' liS tlCCl'l'illllllll 
tdmn, a most activo Hllll PfJw(ll'i'111 wealJQu; and must act-iro],Y 

, 



372 (JO;\DmN'l' A Im~s ON '.l'Im , 

• 
• 

nlld oOlcnuiollfl1y Ilia thoy 1180 it, tilt tho cClJlsn'lship, tJl(J 
]II'l\ctU)'I'lldp, tho <II.llIsol'sldp, tho 1'l'icslllOOd, tho' sellutorial 
l1i~lIity, Hlld nil tho ot.itm' Oil1CCB 0[' oxecntivo pOW Ill', watu 
withill tlwil' gl'nsp. This WIIS tho gonl, Ill~ which they wel'O 
cOllfltanl:1y ailllillg, 'rllis WIIS whnt; thuy IIIO!lllt in nil llioir 
l'1".lpoHn1fJ 1\,,1' I'u'liuvillg the 1'00}110 0[' thull' dobts, Ibl' diminish. 
illg tho 1'I\to or illtcl'ost, Ilmll\.,1' divitlillgmnong 1110 pl)(J)llo 
tbo lands tnkon 1'1'0111 tho cllomy. Thoso woro .nll Ollllitilblo . ' . 

Hlill oxcellont. 1'1'0pufmltl; bllt, lIltfortl1l1ntol,yiul' tltu \,clIlile, 
ns mallo 1Iy tlllii!' ll'ilJllnufl, thoy WOI'O only Ill'ctllnco8, dovised 

• 

to coyor Itllll eOllllont ~HlhonHlf:) of' POI'SOlllll Itillbition" To thoso 
8()lfi~h vicws tllHlllilllS thoy contill1l11llYlIlllClo tho CllllH() 1)l'tlio 
peoplo s1lbslll'vient. ,!,hnt this is 1I0t 11101'0 IISflel'tioll, but lilet, 
\\'0 llll\,o denl' proof' in I ho lllannOr . ill which thOypl'lHJIll'CII 

, . 

flll' thcll1sel\'(:s lhe right, (J1' admission. to t.he C(lllSlII8itip, 
Availing tholl1scl\,ofl 0(' ,,,hnt, ,,:ns cllllod 1111 illtCl'I'l'gnl1l1l, t.hnt 
iH, It ti mo wh~n thel'o happol1od to IJe 110. lllngistl'ntcH ill tho 
st:tte lmt. thOlnselves, I.hoy l)1'o\1ght throeproPQsilions bolol'o 
tho comitia ot' tho tribos, vi~. 0110 for l'cgulating' the I'IIto ot' 

• 

intcI'(\st, nnolhcl' Ii)!' limiting Ihe quantity of land t.hnt could 
IJO holll hy It citixon, ntHl a tllll'll rcquiring that one of the 
Iwo c(ll1snls sholllll he takon ['mill among the plobeian!:!. Tho 

• • 

tl'ibcs \'ot0l1 in favor ot' the iil'st twu. measUI'cs, hilt against·. 
tho last. 'rhe tribnncf:) dcclared, tlmt tho thl'ee hills 1I1USt bo 

, ' 

llcoeplcl1 01' rojectod togethcr. The most violent cOllllllotions 
fullowell, and lasted throngh nn ontire ycur. The tribunes 
clnng t.o the consnli:lhip, and at length trinmpllCd, Livy 
tl'\ll)' ousor\'es, that, on this occasion, it \\'ns finite manifest 
which of the laws in question were most agreeable to tho 
l)cople, and which to those who proposed them. Tho tribuues 
wore so intent upon 1)eI'8011a1 nd vantages, thnt they wero 
willing to sacrifice to them the most wcighty iutercsts of their 
(.'!llIstitnency. 'l.A leW tribunes, indced, clirl nt times apply 
t Iielllsolves seriously, ont of' 1'eftl virtne and love of' their 
d tlty, to remedy the gricvances of the people; hut their 
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follo,,' tribunes, anel the wllOlo body of' tllose men, I1pon whom 
tho people hau, at. diffol'ent t.imes, bcstowed consulships, 
lIediioships, COTlflOl'flhips, aml otllel' dignities without number,' 
united togother with the utmost vohemonce' ngainst them; 
lIud tho renl plth'iota, ns I"l1lvitls and tho Oracchi, constantly 
perished in tho attelllpt," (Do 'Lolmo.) 
If the laws concerning tho liberty of the citizens were im

pcrfect ill t.1I0I11SC1\'cs, t.ho oxocution of them was still mor~ 
dofecth'e. Soon aftCl' tho oxpulsion of the ldngfl, It lltw wns 
pllssed, confirming tllo right of t.ho citi7.olls,' It I'ight ]>1'0-

vionsly enjoyod by thom, of appon1iJlg to the people from 
decrces of dcath pnsscd npon thcm. Tho consulg, how
eyer, paid littlo attention to snch appeal!J, hilt as we lellrn 
from Dionysills und Livy, spol'tod with tllO livos 01' the citi7.ens 
in the Illost arbitrary IIlnllnel'. The same law was intl'o· 
duced illto the twelve tables; hut it was as little respecter1 by 
tho dccemvil's, and tho magistrates who succeeded tilem, ns it. 
had before lJeen by the consuls. Ahout a lmncll'crl and forty 
years Intel', this lnw cOllce1'l1ing nn appeal to t11c people wus 
enacted 101' thc third timc; but to no beitel' Pl1l'pOSC than Oil 

the prcvious occasions. It wus continually violated by f,hc 
diflcrcnt magistrates of tllC republic; and OIlCo tile senate, of 
its own authority, ordered foul' thousand citizens to be put to 
death, despite the U1'gent remonstranccs of the tl'i hunes 
against so summary nnd sevcro nn exorcise of pu b1ic j ustioe. 
According to the eonstitutioll, no wnr could Le waged, without 
the sanction of' the 11coplc in the curiae 01' ccnt.uries. ]Jut 
instances occllr, hI which tlw senate alone declnl'ed war, Ie" i 011 
armies, and cal'l'iec1 on llOstilities. N eihuh1' is of the opinion, 
that the ng1'ltl'ian lnw was actually passed under Spurins Cas
sins; but if ,so, it is certnin, that the veople did not enjoy' the 
henefit of it. Nor did the magistrates content thoHlscl ves 
with perpetrating aets of injustice in tllcil' pol itical enpacity. 
They added the most shnmeless extortions. }i'irst tlley 
plundered ,the proviuces. Bnt Itnly itself did not escape. 



. , 
• 
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Tho disoaso Itt longth renchod tho vory honrt of tho repUblic, . 
And horo It llOW disordol' mose, ~rho judges proved as cor: 
rllpt., 118 tho mngi!ltl'ntes hnd beon oppressivo, As (ltlrly as 
tho timos of I.ho GJ'ncchi, 'it IIlHI becomo n genoral cOll1plaint, 
thnt no man, who hntllllonoy, could be brought to puni~lllnent, 
OicCl'o snY!1, thnt in his tilllO, the snme opinion wns \1niver. 
sally recoh'cd; nnd his omtiolls nbound with lnmcntntiolls 
ovel' tho levity nnd infl\ll1'y of tho pulllic Judgmcnts, 

'rhus, on n J'cvicw and l'ocnpitullltion of what hns been snid 
concol'ning tho HOlluUI constitution, it nppeal'il, that the prin. 
cipal assembly ot' tho peoplc, tho comitia ccntul'intn, was COli. 

stitutcd in slIch n lIlUllllCI', as to givo n prcponde)'ating infln
cncc to milk and riches; that an cxact and woll defined <IiI'i
sion of powers wns wanting; t.hat thoro was no adequate 
system of checks anel balanccs; that tho patricians wcro at. tho 
grcatest pains to givo tho pcople wrong notions of liberty; 
that n iJJ'allllicnl and frightflll powor was oxorcisod by credi
t.ors oyer debtors; that the t.ribuneship was rndically defective . 
in its constitution; that, by the uso of n great val'iety Qi' arti· 
ficos, the senators and gl'cat Inen of tho state held tho peoplo 
always undol' t.heir conl:l'Ol; that, tLo tribunes thomselves were 
110t f.'lithi'lll dcfenders of libert.y, but continually betrayed 
thoso who confided in thcm; that tho judicial power was a 
merc instrulllent of ty1'llnny; that tho scnato, consuls, and 
dictators possessed an arbitrary powcr OVOl' tho liyes of the 
citizens; that the tl-ibllnal of' con SOl'S was u meJ'O piece of 
stnto-crnft, dovised as an additional prop to patrician and sen
atorial pow 01' ; that almost all tho rovolutions nnd public com
motions at Romo endod in advancing tho power and interests 
of the few, while the grievances of the many rcmainod unre
drossod j and that imperfect as the laws concerning the liberty 
of the citizons were, the exeention of them was still more 
defective, Let any 0110 attontiyely consider theso things, and 
BllY, whether popular liberty ill ancient Romo was any thing 

• 
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mOl'O tIlan It llnmo, It droam, n gildccl hlind, cJIlnnlllgly l'~Il\· 
tl'ivcd to concenl from vnlgnr eyeB tho rcal tyranllY of lll'latu
crntic rulors, 

I deny not thnt thoro woro c1elllents in thu Homan, Grecian, ' 
Egyptian, nnd O\'Oll Asintic politics, worthy of pl'Hisc llnd 
itnit(ltion. l~\lt tho point which I hlwe aimed to establish is 
this,. -that civil liberty, founded on equal rights, nml Hcting 
throngh tile popnlur will, was II. blessillg 11l1know11 to tho 
whole nncient gentile world, 'When we tl11'n f1'011l the dl'elU''y 
IJl'ospects, on which onr eycs 1uwo l'csted through this ellllptcl', 
whero tyranny 1'ulos, tho hOl1l' and tho seono each moment is 
imbued in' hlood, to the green vales and villo-clad hills of 
Palestino, wo shull soe williolls of 1'l'OCll1011 l'oposillg, in hap
piness and secUl'ity, boneath tho shelt.orillg aegis of' n. polity, 
stamped, hi its ovcry lineament, with the signatnros of Hs 
divine original. 'l'his iiworcd poople were not mOl'e distin
guishcd, during their jO\ll'neyings and encampmellts in the 
wildcrness, by the mysterious shccllinnh, which shot. its :fi()J'Y 
spJendors up to mid-hoavon, symbolizing the divine prosonce 
among them, than they afterwards WOI'O by their civil consti
tution; a constitution containing the elomental l}rinciplos of 
all just, wise, and equal legislation, and boaring indubitable 
mfil'ks of a d i rine wisdom in its formation. 

, 

, 
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CHAPTER IX. 

Geographical Limits and Population of Palestino.* 

TilE principal passages in the Pentateuch and othe1.' his
torical books of the Old Testament, relating to the bounda
ries of the holy land, a!'e the following: Gen. 15: 18-21. 
Exod. 23: 31. Numb. 34:: 1-20. Deut. 1: 6-S. 11: 24: . 
• Tosh. 11: 16-17,13: 1-7.19: 24:-31. 15: 4:7. Judg. 1: 31. 
~ Sam. S: 3. 1 Kings 4:: 21-24. 2 Ohron. S: 1-G. 9: 26. 
The reader is requested, before he proceeds flll'ther, to peruse 
these passages, and compare them together. On a careful 
examination of them, the first thing, which strikes the mind, 
is an apparent inconsistency in their statements l'espectiug 
the C!lstern and southern limits of the Israelitish territories. 
In the thirty-fourth chapter of Numbers, where the boundary 
Hne is described with great minuteness, the river Jordan is 
mentioned as the east border; and an irregular curve, ex
tending across the desert, from the southern extremity of 
the Dead Sea to the river of Egypt, forms the south lJOrder. 
But in aU the other passages, where the boundaries nre spo
ken of, viz. Gen. 15, Exod. 23, Deut. 1, 11, 2 Sam. S, 1 
Kings 4, and 2 Ohron. 8, 9, eight passages in all, -the 
Euphrates is mentioned as the eastern limit; and in Mxod. 
23: 31, the bounds of Israel are spoken of as stretching to 
the southward, as far as the Red Sea. 

* See on the sulJject of this chapter Mich. Com. on tho La.ws of Moscs. 
Arts. 10-28. 
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But theI'e is no real contradiction. The boundary of the 
holy lo.nd, which the Ieraelites were to divide, after expelling. 
the inhabitants, was one thing; the boundary, beyond which 
they were not permitted to extend their conquests eastwurd, 
WllS another. Jordan was the former; Euphrates the latter. 
The intervening territory was not necessarily to be occupied, 
exclusively, by the Is~aelites; but was to ge1''70 as a pasture· 
ground for their cattle; the greater palt of it, indeed, being 
fit for no other purpose, The appointment of the Euphrates 
Il8 a boundary included in it a prohibition to the lsmolites 
against extending their dominion beyond it; which, in point 
of fact, they never did, not even in the rcign of David, 
although he obtained important victories over the kings of 
Mesopotamia. Palestine proper, that country which was to 
be the fixed abode of the Hebrews, lay west of the Jordan. 
Moses laid no claim to the territories east of that river. 
The Israelites were forbidden, without provocation, to molest 
the Yoabites and Ammonites, the children of Lot, and to 
drive them from their lands.~· Even the Amo)'ites, a 
Syrian tribe descended from Cannan, were not dispossessed 
of their territories, nor was the purpose of dispossessing them 
entertained, till Sihon, their king, without provocation on the 
pal't of the Hebrews, marched an Rrll!Y beyond his frontier, 
and commenced hostilities against them. In this attack, the 
Amorites were nnsuccessful; anll, by right of conqnest, 
MoseE! seized upon their territories, and appropriated them to 
the use of the chosen people,t The same thing afterwards 
bappeneu to the Edomites, whose country lay to the south of 
the land ot' Israel. Their conduct was such as to give just 
cause of war; and David took occa&ion thence to conquer 
their territories, and annex; them to the Israclitish do
minions4 This extended the boundary of lsmel, on the 

* DCllt. ii. (). .Tudg. xi. 15. t Numb. xxi. 
t 2 Sam. viii. 14. 1 eht·Oll. xviii. 13. 

• 

., ',' . • 



• 
• 

378 
, . . . 

COMlIENTARIES. ON THE 
• 

;;outh, to the Reel ~ea, agreeably to a divine promise,* and 
gave to the Hebrews the ports of Aela and Eziongeber. 

TllO case, thcn, appears to be this. 1. The Hebrews were 
to drive out the Oanuanitish nations, inhabiting the country 
lying between the Mediterranean Bea and the river Jordan , 
and between the river of Egypt ano the mountains of Leba. 
non. 'This region was to be their peculiar inheritance. This 
wab the lanel of promise, and was to be, in a l)reeminent 
sense, the holy land. Accordingly, we find, that It remark. 
able distinction wus always made between the country lying 
to the cast, and that situated to the west of the Jordan. 
The latter was, even by the tribes inhabiting the former, 
e\'er accounted mOl'e sacred than their OWIl.t 2. The Israel. 
ites were permitted to make conqueats of the surrounding 
regions, when provoked to war hy the nations occupying 
thel11. Thcse conquests might be extended as far as to the 
river Enphrntcs, should there be just occasion for so doing. 
3. l~eyolH.l this boundary, the Hebrews were not permitted to 
pass, under any provocation, nor for any purpose, to make 
conqnests and anncxntions. The permission to go so far wa, 
tantamount to a law against going any farther. 

Let ns now, as far as we are able, trace the limits of the 
Hebrew dominions, as they were at their widest extent, or ns 
they wore intended to be, if' the Israelites lmd obeyed the 
divine command respecting the extermination of' the Ca· 

• naamtes. 
The western boundary was to be the great sea, that is, 

the ~rediterrallean. The boundary was to commence, where 
• 

the south border touches the sea, viz. at the l'iver of Egypt, 
and to stl'etch northward to a great distance. How far, how
e\'er, is a question still in dispute. All agl'ee tlmt it extemled 
to Achzib, 01' Ecdippu, a little above the thirty-third degree of 
north latitude, and about fifteen miles to the north of Aceo, 
the Ptolemuis of the Greeks, and the Acre of the Turks. It 

* Exou. xxiii. 31. t Josh. xxii. 24, 25. 
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WIU! of great importance to the Hebl'ew~, that this last men~ 
tioned place should be embraced within their territories. It 
is the Gibraltar of Palestine. Its possession is decisive of 
the filte of the country. Whoever holds it is mnstel', 01' may 
easily maIm himself lUnster of all Palestine. Tho whole 
COUl'SO of history, ancient and mOdeI'll, evin<.:es this fact. The 
reason is plain. From this city, the vast and fertile plain of 
EsdraClon ext.ends, in a southerly direction, from tIle Medi~ 
terl'nnean to the Jordan, dividing Palestine into t.wo unequal 
halvcs. In this pluin have been fought nearly all the grent 
battles, which have decided the fate of the country. Hero 
SiserIL fell, und his army was routed nnd slnin.* Here Saul 
lost his crown and his life togothcr.t Here ldng Josiah waH 
defeated and s1ai04 And hore, dul'ing the crusades, the 
bloodiest and most decisive battles were fought. This plain 
was the chief' theatre of those holy wars. 

But the real boundary here never corl'esponded to t.he 
boundary contemplated by the law. The people of Isrnel 
did not expel the Philistines, agreeahly to the divine COlll

mand. David was the first who executed what the lawgiver 
l'eqnil'cd on this head; and even he rather subdued than ex
terminated these strange uations. 'rhe clear 1)os5es8ion of 
this coast is of greut importance to a state cstablishedin 
Pa1estine, even though it do not engage in commerce; f01' 

without it the boundary can never he secure. As long as 
the Philistines continued to occupy but a small tl'llct of tIle 
coast,. the Israelites wel'e nevor at rest. Sometimes they 
were even bl'ougbt under the Philistine yoke, as we see from 
the books of J uuges and Samuel. 

As it regards that part of the coast, which extends nOl,th~ 

ward, fl'om Achzib to Zidon, the learned are not agreed, 
whether the Sea was here to form the Israclitish boundary, 01' 

whether a narrow strip of territory was to be left to the un· 
disturbed possession of the Sidonians. The majority of 

* Judg. iv, i 1 Sam, xxxi. t 2 Kings xxiii, 29. 
• 

• 

• 
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biblical scholars hold to the first of these opinions. The ar. 
guments, which they bring in support of it, are weighty and 
strollg. The principal passages, bearing upon the point, are 
the fullowing: Josh. 13 :. 6. 19: 28, 29. Judg.1: 31. By 
consulting these places, it will be seen, that "all the Sido
ni!l:'ls" were included among the people to be driven out of 
tLeir territories by the Israelites; that the border of Asher. 
was to extend "unto great Zidoll," and "the strong city 
Tyre;" and that tribe is censllred for not" driving out the 
inhabitants of Zic1on." 

:l'IIichaelis dissents from this opinion, and maintains, on the 
contrary, tll:1t the narrow strip of coast, between mOllnt Hor 
and tho sea, extending from Acllzib to Sidon, abont half a 
degl'eo of latitudo in length, was to be left to the Phenicians, 
who were tho actual possessors of it at the time of the con. 
quest. Tho arguments, by which ho defends this position, 
are plausible, if f.'ot convincing. They aro HS follows: 1. This 
coast was 110ver in tho possession of the Hehrews. Thcy 
never mado any attumpt to conquer it, not evon in the 
reigns of David and Solomon. 2. Tlwso two monarchs 
lived ill the closest friendship with the kings of Tyre; nol' 
is tlw allianco between thom, though often referred to in 
scriptUl'e, over mentioned with disapprobation. 3. In aU the 
catalogues given by ~Ioses hhm;elf, whethor longer or shorter, 
of the nations to be expelled by the Israelites, tlle Sidonians 
aro 11e\'er included. 4. The boundary line of the tribe of • 
Asher, traced hy Joshua, seems to confirm this view. It 

• 

first touches tho sea ne:1l' monnt Oarlllel and the river BelliS. 
Thence the boundary lino rU11S lundwurd a great way to the 
north; then turns southwurd, passing Sidon and Tyre, ap·· 
parent.ly without reaching tho soa in this quarter; and, 
finally, comes to touch tho coast again neal' Achzib. Whence 
it would seem that the small tract of coast north from Eedip. 
pa, which we call Phenicia, was to remain in the illdisputed 
possession of the original proprietors. 5. This little country 
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would be morc valuable to the Isr!lelitcs, if it remained in tbe 
possession ot' the Phcnicians, than if they conquered and an
nexed it to their own dominions. It would have been of no 
great use to them, if incorporated into their territory, since 
they were not to be a trading people. But if the trading 
people, who inhabited it, had been dl'iven out, and the mari
time commerce, which the Israelites could not carryon 
themselves, hud totally ceased, tlley would have lost a most 
valuable market for their surplus com, wine, oil, and other 
commodities, which they expol'ted by means of the Pheni
eians, together with the caravan trade from Arabia to Pheni
cia, which must have been very profitable. The loss of these 
IDlll'kets would, at the same time, have been the loss of their 
cbief motives to industry, agriculture, am1 manufactures. 
Neither could there be much danger to the Israelites in 
suftering this little stretch of coast to continue in possession 
of the Phenicians, since their boundary hcre was quito secme 
by means of mount Lebanon, at whoso foot tho sen flowed. 
The inhabitants of so small a traet of coast could not become 
vel'Y formidable, especially as their dovction to commerce 
would naturally lead them to cultivate relations of amity and 
peace with foreign nations. 6. In the blessings of Jacob, it 
is actually represented as a fortunate circumstance for Zebu
lon, that he was to have his inheritance on a sea coast, well 
frequentetl by ships, and not far from Sidon . 
. This theory is plausible, and the arguments hrought to sus
tain it not destitute of fOl'ce. Still, as the learned eommenta
·tor himself confesses, it is pressed with great difficulties. The 
strongest objection is drawn from the passage in Judg. 1: 31, 
where it is represented as a fault ill Asher, that he " did not 
drive ont the inhabitants of Zidon." From this it would 
seem, that he should have done so, and have taken possession 
of it himself. Michaelis ingenuously owns, that. hc knows 
not what satisfactory answer to make to this objection. To 
escape from difficulty, he suggests an emendation, perhaps I 

, 

• 

• 
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might hetter sny, a lllutilation of the text.; He conjcctures , 
that the worus "inhabitants of Zidon" arc an intel'lJolation . , 
though he pretcnds no other nuthority for the criticism, than 
the Rtl'cngth of the al'gnmc~lt tor excluding Sidon from the ter. 
l'ituries of Jsmul. This is It bold liberty, and not to be toler. 
nted, except in a ca,;o (".r absolute necessity.· 'Whether or not 
the presellt is snch n cnse, the render will judge for himself. 

The sOllthern boundary of Israel, according to the statute 
contnine(l ill the thirty·folll'th ~hapter of Numbers, WIlS to ex. 
tend f"Olll the Mediterrallean sea, at the point where the 
river of Egypt empties into it, to the southern exh'elllit~v of . 
the Salt, that is, the Dead sea. 'Vhnt stream is meant b\' 

• 
the river of Eg)'pt, is a point much disputed by biblical geo-
gl'fiphers. S01l1e consider it a rivulet, which falls into the 
sea at El.Ari:ich, tlle ancient Rhillocolnra. Others regarJ it 
as a stream, which empties into the Sirbonie lake, 01' gulf, 
neal' Calich. Others, still, understand by it the eastern, or 
Pclusic hranch of the Nile. Dr. I-Iales* has given the sub
ject an extended examination, and has· exhibited strollg 
proof's of the currectness of the last mentioned of these 
opinions. The statements of Herodotus and Pliny favol' this 
view. The f'ormer·t mentions mount Casins, lying between 
Pel nsinm and the Sil'honic lake, as the boundary hetween 
Egypt and Pnlcstine; and the 1l1ttel'* reckons the Sirbonic, 
lake itself' as the boundury. Between these two points, the 
river of Egypt and the southern extremity of the Dead senl 

tho bOllnulU'y fixed by the law of Moses, ran, in an il'l'egulnr 
Cllrve, through various places, whose llames will be found ill . 
NUlJlbers 3,1 : 3-5. The l)osition of most of these places hns 
neyer been determined with exactnesR; and of course the 
Cl1l'vatures of the boullda~'y line cannot be luid down with 
certainty. 

Tlhl nearest neighbors of the Israelites, on this side, were 

* Anal. ehron, V. 1, pp. 413, 414. 
t Nut. Hist. 1. 5, C. 1a . 

t L. 3, C, 5. 
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the Edolllites. Tiley were descendants of Esan (call eel also 
EdolU*), and of course m~nrly related to the Isrnclites. They 
bad 6 fertilc counh'y and fivecl nnder a se-ttled government. 
Then Cllme the Amnkkites, Geshul'ites, and other wild Arab 
tribes. These were fierce, warlike, marauding nations, who 
lived by plundering theil' neighbors, and makillg slnves 91' 
their young women. 'Vith such people, no settlcd pcace 
could be had. J\Ioscs, therefore, took advantage of an unpro
roked attack of the Amalekites to incorporate into his code 
n law fur their extermintltion. This l)rocedl1l'e has drawn 
down upon him very bittcr reproaches. Yet he ought not to 
be blamed for it, for prudence l'cqui 1'ed, that the desert 
should be c1ctlred of such ncighbors. Theil' unprovoked and 
repeated injul'ies gave the Hebrews a just right to extermi
nate thcm. It was no moi'e unjust in Israel to proceed in 
this mallner towards the Amalekites than it would be in the 
united States to desh'oy a nest of pirates, that had t[\1(en pos
session of some neighboring island, for greater convenience 
of preying upon tho property and lives of onr citizens. 

We must not suppose, that these Arab tribes had accnrately 
defined. limits nml fixed habitations. Such n. notion would 
often illvol\re ns in groat perplexity in rending the Bible. 
They were wandering herdsmen, just as the .Arabs of olll'day 
nre. They pastUl'ed their sheep and cattle, wherever. conven
ience dictated. They had no right of property in the soil. 
There might be encampments of Amalekites, Midianites, nnd 
other nUllllldic tribes, with their flocks and herds, ull on the 
same l)lain, and within short distances of each other. N ny, 
they might even be mingled together, as we see the Kenites 
were with the Amalekitcs; for Saul, when abont to attack the 
latter, sent to requcst, that the fl:)l:mer would withdraw, for a 
time, ii'om that qnnl'tel·.t W 0 can hence easily see hmy . 
Balnnm, from the heights of :Moab, conld see so many difl'er
eut nations.t They were not whole nations, bnt hordes of the 

* Gen. xxxvi. 43. t 1 Snm. xv. 0 . t Numb. xxiv. 
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various nations, whose fates he predicted, when he ca<;t hb 
eye upon their several encampments, ~cattered over the wide 
desert below. , 

Even Edom, though under a regular government, lUld not 
its boundaries perfectly defined. The history of the march of 
the Israelites shows this. The territories of Edom extended 
from the southern border of Palestine to the Red Sea, and 
included the seaport to:wn of Eziongeber. Now, in going 
from Sinai to the eastern shore of the Jordan, it is necessary 
to cross this region somewhere. Yet Moses did not traverse 
the country of Edom, but went l'Olmd it.* This makes it 
clear, that there could not ha,e been an accurately defined 
boundal'Y, but that 11llcultivated and unappropriated wlistes 
must have overspread the country. 

The southern boundary of Israel did not always continue 
what it was made by the law recorded in Numb. 34. God,' 
through his servant Moses, promised the chosen people, th&t 
their bounds should be from the Red Sea to the sea of tho 
Philistines. t This looks like a permission, when 1\ just provo· 
cation should afford the occasion, to conquer the Idumean 
territory, and appropriate it to their own use; which was ac
tually done in the reigns of David and Solomon. The father 
conquered and annexed to the IsracHtish dominions thp. 
whole country, even to the Red Sea; and the son made the 
Idllmean ports of Aela and Eziongebcr, on tllat sea, the seat 

• 

of an extensive, rich, and flourishing commerce. Some 
learned men believe, that the ships of Solomon, starting from 
this point, circumnavigated Africa. But this is a matter, 
which uoes nut belong to the present inquiry. 

The eastern boundary of what was strictly the holy land 
was the river Jordan. But the permitted boundary, and, for 
a considerable time, the actnal boundary, was the river 
Euphrates. In point of fact, the Jordan never formed the 
bounding line of the Israelites on the east. A vast extent of 

* Numb. xxxiii. 35-37. t Exod. xxiii. 31. 
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country, forming the kingdoms of Sihon and Og, which was 
peculiarly adapted to the rearing of cattle, became the posses
sion of Reuben and Gad, who were rich in herds. The 
.A.morites, a Canannitish nation, then held possession of the 
land of Gilead. This was conquered by tho half tribe of 
Mllnnsseb, who obtained it for a habitation.-lt· How far the 
inheritance of these tribes extended to the eastward, is the 
qnestion now in band. In maps, these countries are confined 
within narrow limits, and are kept at a great distl'lnce from 
the Euphrates. The question is, did they not approach 
nearer to that river than is commonly supposcd 1 This ques
tion is lucidly treated by Michaelis, the substance of whose 
article in relation to it, is embodic<l in the following para
grapbs. 

It seems almost certain, that mou.nt Gilead, properly so 
called, from which the whole country had its name, lay far 
without the space, which the common maps of Palestine 
include, and was, in fact, at no great distance from the 
Euphrates. Of this anyone will. convince himself, who will 
take the trouble to weigh the histol'y of Jacob's flight from 
Haran. Laban (lvertook him on the tenth day. Let it be 
remembered, that Haran is several Jays' journey to the east 
of the Euphrates j that an immense stretch of country lies 
between the uPl)er part of that river and the lower part of 
the Jordan j and that Jacob was encumbered with vast herds 
of cattle, camels, sheep, and goats, with their young, besides 
wives, children, and servants. Ten 01' fifteen miles a day 
would be good travelling, under such circumstances. Who 
can believe, that Jacob eould have approached the mouth of 
the Jordan in ten days ? Yet Laban overtook him on mount 
Gilead. The inference is clear, that this mountain could not 
have had t.he position usually assigned it j but must have 
been in the neighbOl'hood of the Euphl'ates. How far the 
land of Gilead may have stretched beyond the peaks of the 

* Numb. l;xxii. 39-42. 
. 0:25 
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mountain, and whether it extended quite to the Euphrates, itia 
impossible to determine. Indeed, of the eastern and northern 
boundaries of tho land...: Jonging to the two and a half tribeS 
we know almost nothing. The city of Kirjathana, which 
Moses assigned to the tribe of Reuben, in the opinion of 
Michaelis, lay only one day's journey from Palmyra. . 

Whether, in the time of Moses and Joshua, the tribes on 
the further sille of Jordan pastured their herds as far eastward 
ns the Euphrates, 01' not, they certainly did afterwards; and 
that before the time of Davitl.* This fact has not been much 
noticed, because it is recorded in a book, which, consisting in 
grent part of' dry catalogues of names, is comparatively but 

• 
little read. On t1lis account, many remarkable llistoricaloc-
currences, rolated in it, are commonly overlooked. But in 1 

• 

ehron. 5, 0, it is expressly said that the posterity of Reuben 
dwelt eastward, as far as the l'iVCl' Euphrates, because their 
cattle were multiplied in the land of Gilead. A very Sur
)!r1s!ng history is added in vv. 10-22. It is to the following 
effect. The two and a half trans-jordanic tribes, in the daYB 

• 
of Saul, made war with four powerful Arabian llations, 
among whom were the ilagnritee, whose country bordere(1on 
the Persian gulf. They gained a decisive victory, took'a 
hundred thousand captives, und an immense quantity of cattle 
und sheep, drove out the former inhnbitants, and" dwelt in 
their steads, throughout all the east of Gilead, till the eapti
dty.t Thus it uppears, thnt these conquests, reaching to the 
hanks of the Euplu'tltes and the shores of the Persian gulf, 
were maintained from the reign ot' Saul to the time of the 
Assyrian captivity; a period of nearly three hundred years. 

David nut only rendered these l)oSsessions more secnre, 
but extended the Israelitish dominions in that direction by 
still further conquests. Solomon, Ilis son and successor, built 

* 1 ebron. v. 9, 10. 
t Vv. 10, 22. A statement, wllieh affords pretty strong ground for 

believing, that the lanu of Gileau actually extended to tho Euphl'att'.5. 
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Tlldmor,* by the Greeks calleel Palmyra, which was not 
more t.~an a day's jom-ney fl'om the Eu})hrates. It is also re
lated of llim, that ,: he lInd dominion over all the region on 
tbis side the Euphrates, from Tipllsah, (witllOut doubt tlle' 
ancient Thapsacus on that river,) m'en to A7zah, over all the 
kings on this side the river·"t 

Towards the south, also, the eastern boundary of Israel 
extended pretty far enstwllrd, and lay in part beyond the land 
of Moab. Maon, which belonged to the tribe of J udalt, even 
in tIle days of .Tosh\la,~ amI W1le1'e N abaI dwelt,§ is described 
by Abu1ieda as the farthest city of Syria townrds Arabia, and 
118 six days' journey from t.he sen, and two beyond Zoar. 
Even in those castel'll deserts, the Isrne1itish stnte could boast 
some wealthy and powerful citizens. Three private persons 
in Gilead were in sllch circumstances n~, at their own expense, 
to supply David's whole army with food and other necessa
ries.~ Nor is this matter of wondol', since the l'earing of 
cattle, especially in such extensive pastures, tenus to produce 
greater riches, than the cultivation of paternal fields. 

Michaelis has an elaborate article on the northern boundary 
of the Israelites. He regards it as extending, in a serpentine 
line, from the Euphrates to the Moditcl'l'anean, in such a way, 
that Palmyra was on the south, aud Damascus on the north 
side of it, and reaching the sea somewhere about the thirty
sixth degree of north latitude. For a detail of the argument, 
by which this line is established by the lelll'llocl commentator, 
the reader is referred to the original work. 

It tlUtS appears, that the Israelitish boundaries, at their 
widest actual 01' intended extent, emhmcod a territory, from 
six to eight degrees of latitude in length, and as many of 
longitude in breadth; a terrjtor-J' of not less than one hundred 
million acres. It j~ true, that large portions of this territory 
consisted of mountains and deserts. Much of it was fit only 

* 1 Kings ix. 18. 2 Chron. viii. 4. 
t Josh, xv. ii5. ~ 1 Sllm.xxv. 2. 

t 1 Kings, iv. 24. 
I' .~ " .. "7 nn , ..:. ~alll. 3.V11 ..... , ........ 
'-
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fin' pasturage, and much of it was good for nothing at aU. 
Still it is likely, that one hnlf of it, or fifty mi.llion acres, was 
capable of cultivation. At n. moderate comlmtation, the lands 
tu 1e diviUed among tho Israelites, on both sides of Jordan 

I 
in the lifetime of Joshua, mllst have amounted to twenty-five 
lllillion acres. This, distributed among six hundred thousand 
citizens, would give to each about forty-two acres. Let us 
titill reuuce this quantity one half, and even theu each hOllse
holder would have a farm of twenty-one acres:* I have no 
doubt, that this is below tho amount actually divided. Yet , 
assuming it as the amonnt, let us See what can be said as to 
the capability of the land of promise maintaining so great a 
number of people, as wore to live upon it. 

My first remark hero is, that Palestine was an extremely 
tor tile country, tho glory of all lands in the richness of its 
soil. Moses distinctly so represents it; and his representa
tion is confirmed by the testimony of Josephus, l' Tacitus,t the 
grcat Arabian geographer Abulfeda,§ and the best modern 
travellers, particularly Dr. Shaw.~ The who1o couuh'Y was 
OJle vast and busy workshop of rural industry, abounding in 
all the productions of the tropical and temperate zones. It 
was cultivated liko a garden. The sides of the mountains 
were terraced, even to their summits, and the cold rocks were 
covered with soil by the hand of industry. No judgment 

• 
cun be formed of its pristine fertility, from the state, to which 
it hus been reuucec1, by eighteen centuries of tyranny and de
ynstation. Y ct even now intelligent travellers represent the 
soil of Palestine I\S llllusuully rich and productive. 

In the second place, all the Israelites had :11 ways the right 

* Curius Dcntatus, as rliny informs us, looked upon that Roman ns n 

pernicious citizcn, who WllS not content with seven acres of land, and did 
not fiud it sufficient for his subsistence. At ono time, the Homan law did 
not allow more than that to each citizen. 

t Jewish War, L. 3, C. 3. 
Q To.bulae Syriae, p. 9. 

t Hist. L. 5, C.6. 
U Travc1s, pp. 336, 33i. 
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of pasturage in tbe deserts, and tbitber t110Y were accustomed 
to drive their flocks and herds, to graze upon the fertile spots, 
Wllich, lil{e innumerable islands, dot the sRndy wastes of 
Arabin. The consequence of this was, that every Israelite. 
bad aU his fields for cultivation. Palestine could thus sup
port It mucb greater population than II. country equally good, 
in which large portions of the fiU'ms nrc necessarily used for 
pasturage. I tun enabled to illustrate this point, from the 
state of things in the place wllere I write, the township of 
East Hampton, on the eastern extremity of Long Island. The 
inbabitants of thIS township have pasture grounds, to tlle 
extent of nine thousand ncres, on the high lands of Montauk, 
where thousands of sheep, cattle, and horses find abundance 
of excollent l)a~turage, during the spring, summer, and 
autnmn. This leaves the people at Uberty to cultivate a much 
larger proportion of the remaining lund, than they 'Would 
otherwise be able to do. And, were it not that there are 
other large tracts, fit ouly for the growth of 'Wood, on account 
of the lightness of the soil, I am persuaded, that the territory 
would sustain a population nearly double that, which the 
BRme number of acrcs would support, under the ordinary 
system of farming, where each particular Hum must SUPl)ly 
pasturage to the flock and tbc herd. Palestine enjoyed two 
advantages ovel' this l)lace, viz., first, in having an unlimited 
quantity of 'pasturage in the deserts and mountains, and, 
secondly, in the superior mildness of its winters, which took 
away the necessity of providing any great amount of fodder. 
On both these accounts, a stilllal'ger pl'oportionof the land 
could be appropriated to the sustenance of man; and in the 
same proportion its power of sUPl)Orting a numerous popula
tion would be increased. 

In the third and last plnce, a country of equal fertility in .11. 

southern latitude will support mOl'e inllabitnnts than in a 
northern one. And this for several reasons. As 1. Large 

• 

• 

• 
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tracts of land are required to furnish the fuel necessary for 
a cold country; while, in a warlU climate, but little woofl is 
needed for fnel. lIence the spaces, which, in the former 
n.nst be devoted to the growing of wood, call be used for til~ 
luge in the latter. In point of fnct, the urticle of' wood Was 
very scarce in Palestine. 2. A much greater amount of 
clothing is consumed in cold than in warm countries. Con. 
sequently, in a northern climate, a vast quantity10f land mtlst 
lIe taken up in producing cotton, flax, and wool, which, in a 
southcl'll one, can be devoted to the raising of bread stuffs. 
3. In a country of the latitude of Palestine, and one whicb , 
like that, is cultivated as a garden, the land may be cropped 
several times within the year, which adds immensely to its 
capability of sustaining human life. This, indeed, is an ad . • 
y:mtage, for which :Uoses expressly celebrates Palestine.* 
4. The same number of people consume less food ill a warm 
country, than in a cold one. Mell must be temperate in a 
hot climate, it' they would keep their health. They seldom 
cat moat, but live mostly on vegetables. Chardin represents 
the inhabitants of northern Europe as beasts of prey, in com. 
parison with the Asiat,ics. The nearer we approach tho 
cClllator, the more abstemious we find the people. There al'O 
millions of people in India, who live on the value of a penny 
It day. Even in Europe, there is a sensible differonce betwee!l 
the inhabitants of the north and tho south. A Spaniard will 
subsist for a week on what a German would eat at a meal. 

• 

The luxury of an Englishman displays itself in the number 
of dishes and the quantity of solid meats on the table; thnt 
of an Italian, in sweetmeats and flowers.t But 5. It is mOl'a 
important to observe, that the industry of husbandmen ill 
countries, whero rahl seldom falls, and t110 fields must be wa· 
tered artificially, surpasses any thing that 0111' farmers exhibit. 
III snch countries, they learll to make use of every foot of 

* Deut. xxxiii. 14. t Rouss. Soc. Cont. L. 3, C. 8. 
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land. They cover the naked rocks with soil, and raise walls 
to prevent showers from washing it away. Numerous exam
ples of this are' seen iu Switzerland. lIaundrell, in his 
travels, discovered many traces of this laudable economy in 
the ancient cultivation of the holy land. 

Thus far the argument has been conducted solely on 
grounds of reason. It has been of an a priori character. 
But does tho history of agl'ieultUl'o furnish no iiwts, bearing 
IIpon the prcsent inquiry? Yes, many and important ones. 
From the evidence gh'eu in 184:3 before the committee 011 

allotments of land in the British parliament, it appears, that 
a hundred and twelve bushels of wheat had been obtained 

• 

from an acre of land dug with the spade; that the average 
profit derived ii'om cottage allotments was at the 1'nte of a 
hundred dollars an acre; and tlJat one man on the eighth of 
au aero of very indifi'(lrent l:mu had grown a crop worth . 
twenty-five dollars, or at the rate of two hundred dollars pel' 
acro," :Mr. Thornton, in his Plea fo1' Peasant Proprietors, 
says, that a Flemish farmor of six acres of moderate lanel 
obtains from two acres and a half as much grain, potatoes, 
butter, pork, and milk, as are l'e(luired fo1' the consnmption 
of' himself, his wife, and three children, and sells the produce 
of the l'emailling three aCl'es and a. lmlf.t The twenty.fivo 
millions of acres, which, on a moderate estimate, were, 01' 

should have been, distributed muong the Israelites, on the 
conquest of' Canaau, if parcelled ont into estates of six t.cres 
each, would have supported foul' million families engaged 
exclusively in agriculture, and at leust as Illuny more occupk1d 
in other pursuits.' That is to say, this territory WOllld have 
furnished sllstenance to a population of forty millions. And 
when at its greatest extent, the land of Israel mnst have been 
capable of maintaining double that number of inhabitants .. 

;:. Cited in the N, A, Rev. for July, 1848, tlbidem. 
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Suroly, in this view of tho caso, which is rational and Bolit! 
all difficult.Y 1t8 to tho Isrnolitish territory boing ablo to suppo~ 
tho 1m'goat populn.t.ioll over assigned to it, vanishes. Indeed 
tho difllculty nOVOI' could havo arison, oxcept upon tllc ground 
o! n t.wofold 01'1'01' j tho 01'1'01' of confining tho holy land 
within too narrow limits, and tho error of undorrating tho 
productive capability of a givon qlln.ntum of soil. 

, 

• 

• 

• 
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BOOK II. I 

ORGANIC LAW OF THE HEBRE"\V STATE. 

CIIAPTEI~ I. 

• 
IT is t.he propcl' fnnction of the sciences to arrive at general 

principlcs; that is to say, lwimal'Y, 01' general fucts, in which 
all secondary, 01' pal'ticulal' facts urc illcluded. Gravitation 
may son-e as an illustration of my meaning. By this ono 
simple princi pIc, astronomy explains all the complex laws of' 
the celestial harmony, I 

In political, as well as l)hysical science, there are certain 
great In'inciples, true or false, from which, in any givcn case, 
all the numerous details of social organization flow::(- Every 
state is based upon some fundamental ideas; and the study 
of those ideas is the most important object of inquiry in the 
study of its constitution. No social systcm can be understlJod 
without a Imowledgo of its fundamental principles. The lIe
brew government, like all others, was f()lllldcll npon certain 
gl'eat maxims of policy, to the devclopment and elucidation 
of which the reader's attention is now invited. 

The first anel most essential of these fnndumentall)}'inciples 
~ilie~~~God,t . 

To some it may have an odd sound, to heal' announced, as 

" Salvador's Histoirc des Institntions do Moise, 1. 1, p. 63. 
t Deut. vi. 4. 

• 
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a principle of political science, what we are apt to regard as 
u mere religious dogma. But this can arise only from a want 
(If dne reflection 011 the subject. When Moses made his ap
I,em'unce in tho world, id~latry had crept in on every side. 
It was firmly established in all nations. With its long train 
of moral and social evils, it lmd become the common senti
ment and common practice of mankind. It had gained the 
cl'etlit of It settled truth, and the authority of an uudoubted 
principle of commou scnse. There was 110t a civil constitu
tion then ill being, which was not based upon the assumed 
truth of polytheism. The Israelites themselves had become 
HO infected with it, that all the mimcles wrought for their 

. deli \'C'.'tlllCe, were not sufficient to cure their superstition,oand 
keep them stcadfast to the worship of the true God. 

A civil constitution, inseparably Interwoven with the wor-
o 

Hhip of the one living God, was, as far as we can judge, an 
indispensable agency in enabling, perhaps I ought rather to 
Eay, ill compelling the Hebrews to answer their high destina
tion. By this means, the worship of the true God would be 
made imperishable, so long as the nation continued a nation. 
By this means, it wonld happen, that l'eligion and the politi. 
cal existence of the people must be annihilated together. 
Whatever reason, thcrcfore, there was for desiring the over
throw of idolntry, there was the same reason for incorpo
rating the idea of the divine nnity into the political strllcture 
of the Hebrew commonwealth. 

Such a llolitieo-religious constitution could then be intro
duced witlJOut difficulty, since it was in accordance with the 
political ideas of the times. Religious prodigies worc as 
familial' ns civil edicts, and as constantly bore their sharc in 
the administration of public affairs. All the ancient law
gh-ers called in the aid of religion to strengthen their respec· 
tive polities. Thus did Mencs in Egypt; in Crete; 
Cadmus in 'filches; LyCUl'gllS in Sparta j Zaleucus in Locris; 
and Numa in Rome. 

o 
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But the procedUl'e of Moses differed fundamentally from 
that of these heathen legislators. They employed religion in 
establishing their political institutions, while he made use of 
II civil constitution as a means of perpetuating reli~ion.* 

Thl1S Moses made the worship of tIle one only God the fun
datUental law of his civil institutions. This law was to 
remain forover unalterable, through all the changes, which 
lapse of time mi~ht introduce into his constitution. Thus 
was the J cwish lawgivcr enabled to secure a result of indis
Ilcnsnbl0 necessity to human virtuo and l11tppincss; 3. rcsult, 
which, as fill' as we can see, could have been attained in no 
other way. 

In this, l)l'ocedure Moses has shown himself Olle of the 
greatest henefactors of mankind. The p~rnicious influence 
of' polytheism will be more fully exhibited in our chapter on 
the Hebrew theocracy. Let it suffice for the present to 
obsel'\'e, that the superstitions connectell with it are a l)l'olific 
source of immorality, crime uud misery. But it is to be 
carefully noted, that it is one thing to make tho single 
article of the wOl'Ship of one God the first principle of a 
civil l)olity; and it is another anu totally different thing to 
make the nnmerous articles of a religions creed, nnll their 
maintcnance among the people, the object and scope of 
political arrangements. Moses framed no symbolic books for 
the people to suhscrihe; nor did he publish any merc theolo
gical dogma, the helief of which' was to be enforced by civil 
penalties. Snch was the strncture of the Hebrew state, as 
will be explained ill the next chapter, that illolntry became, 
uuder its constitution, a civil crime. No mere private 
opinion, howcvel', nothing hut the ovel·t act of idolatry, was 

* It is not meant to be asserted herll, that l\Ioses did not also employ 
religion in establishing his political institutions, but merely to direct 
attention to tho fnet, thl\t with the llea.then legisla.tors religion was the 
me:ms, Itnd government the end, while with him goyernment was the 
means, and religion the entI. 

• 
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punishable, under the laws of Moses, by the civil autho
l'ities.* 

A second fundamental principle of the Hebrew govern
ment was national unity .. I 

This idea was, in that age, as new and startling as the doc
trino of the divino unity. The most ancient sages made 
theil' ideas of the material universe the type of their political 
and social institutions. The Egyptian priests regarded the' 

""'Mich, Com. on the Laws of MoseR, Arts. 32,33,34, and 245. Tbepolitj_ 
C',\l prohibition of illolatry, under tho sanction of civil punishment, WIIB 

not, as wo sho.ll seo in tho next ehnpter, founded on tho doctrine of the 
truo God, considered as 0. tbeological dogma, but on tbe principle that 
Jeho,ab, having delivcred tbe Israelites from slavery, and made them (l 

nation, was, by their own free choice, constitutell civil head of their com. 
momvco.lth. Ho was, tbcreforo, to be honored as their king, as well as 
their GUll. Even Oil tbo assumption of tbo truth of illolo.try, on the SUP' 

position that thero actually wero other golls, this principle bounu emy 
~ub.iect of the ISl'llclitish government to worship nono but the Goo of 
Israel. Still, it wns not opinions that were prohibited, but actions, But, 
words mny be political actions. Blllllkstono, indeed, (B. 4. C. (j,) lays 
down the doctrine, that word~ spoken amount only to 0. high misdcmeaMr, 
and no treason; fo1' the words may bo spoken in heat, without nny inten
tion, or they may be mistaken, perverted, or misremembered by tho 
hearers. Hut he adds, that word:! set down in writing constitute nn overt 
net of treason, for scribere est o.gere. But by tho law of Moses, words 
spoken against the di rine King of Israel were considered o.s compassing, 
that is, designing nnd aiming at tho orerthrow of the government. They 
wero an overt net of t,renson, which was punished cnl)itnlly. Hence bins
phemy was 0. stato crime; and I have no doubt, that to speak nny eni of 
t.he God of Israel, or to deny his existence, was l)lo.sphemy. within the 
menning of the statute. This law extendeel to foreigners, as well a:l to 
nntiyes, Numb. 15: 15. While Moscs provided, that strangers, who took 
rcfuge in the lanel of Israel, should be trented with justice and kindness, 
hc go.vc no pl'oteetion or privilego to any foreign religion. He prohibited 
absolutely 0.11 manner of idolatry. Still, if tho strnngor was, in his hel\r~ 
0. friend of pago.nism, Moses did not authorize any inquiry into his private 
opinion. Such an inquisitorial procedure was foreign both to his temper 
and his legislation. His lnws gave no sanction to it. They were fro.med 
against actions, nl)t ideas. 

• 
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nnircrsality of things as composed of two distinct essences; 
the one intellectual and active"~ the other physical and pas. 
sive.* This philosophic dogma Imd a lll'edominating in. 
flnence on the civil state. In the l)olitical system framed by . 
them, the spiritual eSSe!lCe of the universe was the symbol of 
the sacerdotal aristocracy; while the baser material essence 
represented the common people. Thus tIle higher and lower 
classes, the nobility and commonalty, were separated by a 
gu1t; as impassable as that which divides the inhabitants of 
different planets. 

Moses, endowed with a capacity and animated with a prin
ciple higher than any preceding philosopher or statesman, 
rejecting this doctrine of dualism In the formation of his 
commonwealth, suhstituted in its place tIle principle of na
tional unity. His, howe\'er, was not that species of unity, 
which the world has since so often seen, in which vast mul
titudcs of human beings are delivered up to the arbitrary 
will of' one man. It was a uni~y, effected by the abolition of 
caste j a unity, founded on the principle of equal rights j a 
lmity, in which the whole people form cd the state, contrary 
to w!Jat happened ill Egypt, where the priesthood was the 
state, and contrary to the cclebl'atc(l declaration of a French 
monal'ch,t who avowed himself to be the state. 

Let us glance at the decalogue t to ascertain, if possible, 
its relation to this question of the unity of the Hebrew state. 
These ten precepts belonged not simply to the department of 
ethics among tho Hebrews. They were civil, as well as 
moral laws. They were intcnded to serve as the basis of the 
whole system of civil legislation. They havo suggested to 
modern legislators the first idea. of the declaration of the 
rights of man. 

Mark the expl'essiyo form given to tho l)reamble of thc8'e 
laws. It is as significant as it is laconic. "I am Jehovruh 
TRY God, whicb brought TIIEE out of the house of bondage." 

* Herod. 1. 2. tLouis XIV. t Ex. xx. 

• 
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Here the Hebrews are addl'essed as one man; and so they 
m'e throughout the enactment of this fundamental code, It. 

• • 
is Israel, it is tlle entire people, to whom the lawgiver speake. 
Here is no distinction of ~astes. Here is no appropriation 
of dignities to one class j no hereditary inferiority assigned to 
anotlJer. The priesthood had not at this time been instituted , 
nor the tribe of Levi set apart to its peculiar functions. This 
tribe formed, it is true, a kind of literary aristocracy, and its 
tlignities and duties were hereditary. Still, as will be shown 
in our chapter on the Levitical order, it was far from consti. 
tuting a nobility, in the modern acceptation of that term. 
The same fundamental rh!hts are recognized as beloncrincr , ..... t:lo 

to all j the same fund!!llnental duties as binding upon all. 
The whole law is in the interest of the whole people.'" Social 
distinctions, therefore, whenever they arise, must rest upon 
the natural basis of superior intelligence and worth, 

Another of those great ideas, which constituted the basis 
(If the Hebrew state, was liberty. 

Liberty is a word often uttered, but seldom understood, It 
is the theme of Hluch glowing declamation, but of little 
GobEil' inquiry. i'oets and orators have eulogized the charms 
of liberty; demagogues use the word every day, as an iustt,l' 
ment of l)olitical advancement; yet few, comparatively, in· 
yestigate or comprehend its nature. Civil liberty, the liberty 
of a community, is a severe and restrained thing. The fUll' 
dmnental idea of it is that of protection in the enjoymen1. ot' 
our own rights, np to the point where we begin to trench 
upon the rights of others. It is natural liberty, so far reo 
strained, aml only so far, as may be necessary f01' the public 
good. Every law, which a.bl'idges personal freedom, without 
a corresponding gcncrr.:: advantage, is an infringement of 
civil liberty. 13ut it is no infdngement of liberty to restrain 
the freedom of individuals, when the public good requires it. 
On the contrary, ci villibel'ty implies, in tbe very notion of it, 

* Maimon. More Nevochim, pt. 3. C. 34. 
• 

• 
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authority) subjection, and obedience. Montesquieu has well 
. defined it, when he says, that it "consists in the power of 

iloing what we ought to will, and in not being constrained to 
do what we ought not to will."* Liberty is a right of doing 
what the laws permit. If one citizen might do what they 
torbid, all might do it, which would be anarchy. True 
liberty would expire in such 0. state of things. 

This rational, restrained, regulated liberty was amply se
cured uy the Hebrew constitution. In the preamble to the 
tell commandments,t before cited, God expressly declares, 
that he lll\d brought his people out of the "house of 
bondage.:' In another place he says: "I have broken the 
bauds of your yoke, and made you go upright.":!: These ex· 
pressions, rendered into their modern equivalents, mean: "I 
have delivered yon out of a state of servitude, and constituted 
you a nation of freemen." "Is Israel a slave 1" cries Jere
miah,§-llis heart bursting with sadness at the contrast be· 
tween the freedom secured by the constitution of his country 
and the vassalage imposed upon his countrymen by foreign 
arms, 

The learned Fleury il has declared his opinion on this 
point in uuequivocal terms. "The Israelites," he sn.ys, 
"were perfectly fl'ee. They enjoyed the liberty cherishecl 
by Greece and Rome. Such was the purpose· of God." 
Montesquietl ,. makes a l'eflection, which is applicable he1'e. 
He sn.ys, that countries arc not cultivated in proportion to 

. their fertility, but to their liberty. Tried by this test, the 
freedom of' Palestine will beal' a favorable compal'isoll with 
that of' any nation in any age of the world; for never was 
territory more highly cultivated, 01' more productive, thn.u 
that of the chosen tribes, in the palmy days of their history. 

The freedom, secured by the l)olity of Moses, will mOl'e 

* Spirit of Laws, B. 11, C. 3. 
§ Levit. ii. 14. 
1f Spirit of Lawsl B. 18, C. 3. 

t Ex. xx. 2. t Levit. xxvi. 13. 
\I Manners of the Israelites, C. 20. 

• • 
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fully appear, as we aumnce in our inquiries. There is DO 

doubt, that the constitution was as free as it' could be, con . 
. f;istelltly with its own safety and stability; and it is probable, 
that the Hebrew people enjoyed as great a degree of personal 
liberty, as can ever be combined with an efficient and stable 
government. 

A fourth fnndmnental principle of the Hebrew constitution 
was the political equality of the people. 

This was absolute and entire. I lay down the fOllOwing 
proposition broadly and without qualification. The members 
of the body politic, called into being by the constitution of 
Moses, stood upon a more exact level, and enjoyed a more 
perfect community of political rights, dignities, and influence, 
than any other people known in history, whether of aneient 
01' model'll times. 

A few words will place this point in a clear and convincing 
light. 

It is a principle of political philosophy, first announced by 
JInl'rington,7:' and much insisted upon by Lowmant and the 
cIder Adams,:!: that property in the soil is the natural founda. 
tion of power, and consqeuently of anthority. This principle 
will not now be disputed. IIence, the natural foundation of 
c\'cry government may be said to be laid in the distribution 
of its territories. And, here three cases arc snpposable, viz. 
the ownership of the soil by one, the few, 01' the many. 
First, if the prince own the lands, he will be absolute; for 
all who cultirate the soil, holding of him, and at his pleasure, ' 
must be so subject to his will, that they will be in the condi· 
tion of slaves, rather than of freemen. Secondly, if the 
landed property of a country be ilharcd among It few men, 
the rest holding as vassals under them, the real power of 
government will be in the hands of an aristocracy, 01' nobi· 
lity, whatever authority may be lodged in one or morc per· 
sons, for the sake of greater unity in counsel and action. 

* Oceana, p. 37. f Civ. Gov. Heb. C, 2. t Defence, Letter 29. 
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But, thirdly, if the lands be divided among all those who 
compose the society, the true power and authority of goven!
ment will reside in aU the members of that society; and the 
society itself will constitute It real democracy, whatever form 

• 

of nniou may be adopted for the better direction of the 
whole, as a political body. Under such a constitution, tIle 
citizens themsehres will have control of the state. They will 
not need to IJave this IJower conferred upon them by express 
grant. 'It will fall into their hands by tlle natural force of 
circumstance', by the inevitable necessity of the cnse. There 
is no truth in political science 1110re easy to comprehend, 
more open to tIle view of all, 01' more certainly known in 
universal eX}1erience, than that the men who own the territo
ries of a state will exercise a predominating influence ovm' 
the public afi11il's of such state:)!. This is agreeable to the 
constitution of human natl1l'c, and. is confirmed by the con
current testimony of all history, 

The provision of tIle Hebrew constitution in reference to 
the ownership of the soil, is that of my third supposition. 
Moses ordered, that the national domain should be SO divided, 
that the whole six }lImdred thousand fi'ee citizens should' 
J!a"e a full property in an equal part of it.t And to render 
this equality solid and lasting, tho tenure was made inalien
able, and the estates, thus originally settled npon each famHy, 
were to descend by an indefeasnble entail, in perpetual suc
cession.:j: 

The principle which lies at the bottom of this argument for 

* England, it must be owned, is on exception to this remark. But this 
is owing to peculiar circumstances. The enormous debt of England hab 
crcateil a species of pr(}pcrty called funded property,-which has all the 
stahility of lanued possessions, and which is mueh more diffuseu among 
the people. The vast commercial and manufacturing wealth of England 
is another cause of the diminished political influence of land. Hence the 
pretlominant influence is no longer in the territo!'l.u property. The fundf:d 
property prevails over the Innueu, the boroughs over the counties. 

t Numb. xxxiii. 51. ~ Levit. xxv. 23. 
26 

• 
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the political equality of the Hebrew citizens, is strongly de
veloped, in its application to our own country, by one of our 
ablest political writers. "The agl'al'ian in America," says 
the elder Adams,* "is divided into the hands of t11e common 

, 

people in evel'y state, in such a manner, that nineteen twen. 
tieths of the propcrty would be in the hands of the commons , 
lot them appoint whom they might for chief magistrate nnd 
senators. Thc sovereignty, then, in fact as well as theory, 
mnst reside in the whole body ot' the 11eople; and even an 
hereditary king and nobility, who should not govern aC!!or(l. 
ing to the public opinion, would infallibly be tumbled instantly 
ti'om tllCil' places." Such was the opinion of MI'. Adams in 
regard to the natme amI operation of this principle. He 
beM, that the sovel'eignty of a state is an inseparable attribute 
of property in the soil. Lord Bacon and Hnrrington were of 
the same opinion. The former uses property and dominion 
us convertible terms;t and the latter says expressly, tbat 
empire followe the balance ot' property, whether lodged in 
one, few, or muny hands.! 

The details of the agrarian law ot' Moses will O(lCUpy o\lr 
attention in a subsequent part ot' this treatise. The reader, 
110\\'ever, is desired to mark, in passing, a few points in it, 
evincing its great wisdom. It made extreme poverty and 
overgrown riches alike impossible, thus annihilating one of 
the most prolific sources as \yell as powerful engines of ambi· 
tion. With the denial ot' the means of luxury, it took away 
all the ordinary incitements to it, in tIle example of a titled 
and wealthy aristocracy. It gave to every member of the 
body politic an interest in the soil, and consequently iii the 
maintenance of public ordor and the supl'emaey of law! which 

* Defence, Letter 29. 
t 1\ How shall the plollgh, then," he says, "be kept in the hands of the 

owners, and not mere hirelings '!- * * 't How, but by the balance of 
dominion, or property'!-" 

t Prerogative of Pop. Gov. C. 3. 



LA wa OF TUE .A.NCIF..NT HEBREWS. 403 

he had not even the power to Plu't with. It made the virtues 
of industry and frugality necessa.ry elements in overy lUan's 
cllaracter. Its tendency was to secure to aU the citizens 11. 

moderato independence, a.nd to prevent those extremes of . 
opulence and destitution, which are the opprobrium of modern 
civilization, Great inequality of wealth in a Jlation is a great 
evil, to be avoided by the use of aU just and prudent means. 
It was a leading ohject with Moses to give to his constitution 
Bucb 1\ form, as would tend to equalize'the distribution of 
property. Under his polity, the few could not rovel in the 
enjoyment of immense fortunes while the million were sutler
ing from want. Misery was not the hereditary lot of one 
class, nor boundless wealth of another, The government 
watched over' nIl, and cared for all alike, No citizen could 
justly cbarge his povel'ty to its neglect. 

The agl'arian of Moses elevated labor to its just dignit,y, 
and removed the odium, which adhered to it in aU othel' ancient 
states, It is an errol', into which out' best informed political 
writers have fhllen, to suppose, that, fur the first time in the 
history of the world, labor has tuken its true position ill our 
country. It was as mnch fostered by the government, it was 
as generally practised, and it was as honorable among the 
ancient Hebrews, as it is even in New England. St. Paul 
Rays, "if any man wi11llot work, neither slla11 he eat."* This 
saying of the apostle wns hilt tIle reflection of a common He
brew sentiment, and SllOWS ill what estimation labor was held 
by that people. Intelligent lubor, manly labor, independent 
labor, labor thinking, and ncting, and accnmulating for itself, 
was the great substantial intcrcst, OJ} which the whole fabric 
of Hebrew society rested. Such was Hebrew labor, and such 
the position assigned to it by the Hebrew lawgiver. 

But, not content with establishing originally a fllll.equ~ity 
among the citizens, the constitution of Moses made. provision 
for its permanent continuance. With snch jealous care did 

"OTI "'10 ,\y _ lC8S. 111. • 
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it watcll, thnt tho people might never moulder away, and be 
lust to tho stato in tho condition of slaves, that it l)l'ovided . 
tor It general periodical release of debts and servitudes; .. 
partially by tho institution of the sabbatical year, but more 

• 

completely by that of the jubilee. No matter how often the 
property had chauged hands, at the return of the jubilee year, 
it was rcstorcd, free of encumbrance, to the original owners 
or their heirs:x, 'rhe Israelite, whom calamity 01' improvi. 
dence had dl'i VOIl abroad, needed no longer to wauder for want 
of a home of his OW11 to welcome him. This was a wise, as 
well as benevolent provision of the constitution. It was ad. 
mirably suited to preserve a wholesome equality among the 
eitizCIlI3. The rich could not accumulate all the lands. The 
fiftieth year, beyond which no lease could run, was always 
npproaching, with silent, hut sure tread, to relax their tena
cious grasp. However alienated, however unworthily sold, 
howcver strongly conveyed to the purchaser an estate might 
lit, this long-expected day annulled the whole transaction, 
and placed tho debtor in the conuition, which either himself 
1)1' his ancestor hael enjoyed. At the l'etul'll of this day, the 
trumpet peal was hemd, in street and field, from mountain 
top nud valley, throughout tho length and breadth of the 

. ]uncl.i· The chains fell from the exulting slave. The burden 
'A~ debt, like that of Bunyan's Pilgrim, ro11eu off from shoul
llera, 101Jg galled by ita pressure. The family mansion and 
the paternal estate again greeted eyes, from wllich misfortune, 
through many :l weary yeur, had divorced them. The 
inequalities of condition, which the lapse of half a century 
had produced, once more. disappearcd. Garlands of flowers 
crowned all hrows; and the universal gladness found vent in 
lIlusic, feasting, and merrimcnt.t 

* Levit. xxv. 10,·13. . t Ibid. xxv. 9. 
t Godwyn'e Moses nnd Aaron, 1. 3. c. 10. Jnhn's Bib. Arch. Sect. 351. 

A reflection of Lord Bacon, in his History of Henry VII. (p. 72.) is perti· 
!lent here. He is commending the wisdom of the law, which required, 
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A magistracy elected by the people, the public officer 
chosen by the public voice, was anothet' of those great prin
ciples, on which Moses founded his civil polity. 

The magistrates are not properly the ministers of the 
people, unless the })cople elect thcm. It .is, therefore, a . 
fundamental maxim in every popular government, that the 
people should choose their ministers, that is to say, their 
magistrates. The people need councillors of state and exe
cutive officers, as much as monarchs, perhnps even more than 
they. But they cannot have a just confidence in these 
officers, unless they have the choosing of them. And the 

, 

peoplc, in every nation capable of freedom, are well qualified 
to discharge this trust. Facts, obvioufl to sensc, aud to which 
they cannot be strangcrs, n,re to determine them in their 
choice. The merits ot' theil' neighbors are things welllmown 
to them. "Should we doubt of the people's natural ability 
in respect to the discernment of merit, we need only cast an 
eye on the continual series of surprising elections made by 

. 

"t11at all bouses of husbandry, that w~rc used with twenty acres of ground, 
or upwards, should be maintained and kept up fOl'ever, together with a 
cumpetent proportion of land, to be uSlld and occupied with them, amI in 
no ways to bo separnted from them," On this he observes: "The houses 
being kept up, did of necessity enforce a dweller, and tho proportion of 

, 

land for occupation bcing kept up, did of necessity enforee that dwel~r 
. not to be n. beggar or cottager, but a man of some substance. This did 
\vonderfully r.oncern the might and manhood of the kingdom, to have 
farms, as it were, of a standard sufficient to maintain an able body out of 
penury; and did, in efi'cct, amortize [transfer as an inalienablo possession] 
a great part of the lands of the kingdom unto thc hold and occupation of 
I,he yeomanry, or middlo people, of a condition bctween gentlemen amI 
cottagers, or peasants. Thus did t.he king sow hydra's teeth, whereupon, 
according to the poet's fiction, should rise up armed men for the f>ervice of 
the kingdom." This obser'l'ation of a wise and 0.1)1e politician Bets in 0. 
striking light the wisdom of this part of tho Hebrew constitution. If. the 
law, on which Bacon is hero commenting, "did wonderfully concern the 
might and manhood of the kingdom." how much moro .the agrarian of 
Moses! 

• 
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the Athenians and Romans, which no one surely will attribute 
to hazard."* The people, therefore, though in the mass inca. 
pable of the administration of government, are, nevertheless , 
capable of calling others to this office. They are qualified to 
choose, though,·as a general thing, not qualified to be chosen. 
" In theil' sentiments," said the great Edmund Burke, "the 
people are rarely mistaken." 

The election by the Hebrew people of J ehoyah himself to 
be the civil head of their state, is a point, wbich lIas been 
already established, in the introductory essay.i' The proofs 
need not be repeated here. No fact can be plainer, 01' more 
certain, than that the judges, instituted at tl,lc suggestion of 
J etJJl~o, were chosen by the sufft'ages of all Israel. The di. 
rection of Moses to the people, upon that occasion, is very 
explicit. His words are, "Take you wise men, and under. 
standing, and known among your tribes, and I will make 
them rulers over you."~ The meaning is, "Do you elect the 
proposed officers, and I will commission and induct them into 
office." It is very observable, that these magistrates were to 
'Lc taken" out of all the people," and llot from any privileged 
class. . The only qualifications for office required were, that 
they should be" able men, such as fear God, men of truth1 

hating covetousness,"§" wise men, and understanding, and 
• 

known nmong their tribes," The possession of these high 
attributes was enough j 110 otllOr patent of nohility was re· 
quired. Mr, Jefferson's test of official competency is expressed 
in the t.hree interrogatories, "Is he honest 1 Is he capable ~ 
Is 11e faithful ~" It' he had added a fourth, "Does he fear 
God~" he would have had the Mosaic test to a tittle. Moses 
demanded four qualifications in a civil ruler, viz. ability, in· 
tegrity, fidelity, and piety, 

When the land of Canaan was to be divided. among the 
tribes, Joshua addressed all Israel thus: "Give out from 

* l\Iontc~q. Sp. of taws, n. 2. C. 2. t Pp. 47, 48 . 
• 

t Deut. i. 13. ~ Exod. xviii. 21. 

• 
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among yon three men from each tribe, and I will send 
tbem,"* &0. "Give out fl'om among you;" that is, "Select, 
choose for yourselves." When Jephthah was made judge, it 
is cxpressly said, "The PEOPLE made him head and captain 
over thCUl."t These instances, and others whieh might be . 
cited, prove, that the great principle, that rulel'S should be 
elected by the mIed, that authority should emanate from 
those over whom it is to be exercised, was fully embodied in 
the Hebrcw constitution. 

A principle, closely allied to this, viz. that thc people 
should have an authoritative voice in the enactment. of the 
laws, is another of those gl'eat ideas, which underlie the He
brew government; and this principle; like the preceding one, 
is fundamental in ~very popular government .. 

When Moscs, on ~eseending from the mount, rehearsed to 
the people the laws which he had received from the Lord, 
with one voice, they answered and said, " All the 'Words that 
the Lord 11as said, will we do."+ Whut is this, but an accep
tance by the nation of the constitution proposed to them ~ 
The Hebrew constitution was adopted by the Hebrew people, 
as truly as the American constitution was adopted by the 
American people. "This adoption, by tlle Jewish nation, of' 
the laws, which Moses brought from God, was repented at 
the death of Moses, and by a statute, once in seven years was 
to be repeated eyer after by the assembled natioll. So that, 
from generation to generation, once in seven year~ the tribes 
met in n. gl'eat national convention, and solemnly ratified the 
constitution. They took whll.t might be called the freeman's 
oath to observe that constitution."§ The gO\Ternment, then, 
was, in a solid and just sense, a government of the people; 
for the magistrates were chosen by their sum'ages, and the 
laws were enacted by their voice. 

* Josh. xviii. 4. 
t Exod. xix. 8. 

• 

t Judges xi. 11. 
§ Beecher'S Works, vol. 1, p. 179. 

• 
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The rcsponsibility of public officers to the people wns tIle 
seventh fundamental maxim of the IIebrew polity. 

In proof of this the reader is referred to the closing scene 
of Samuel's puhlic administration. The aged stntesmnn 
resigns his authority to· the convention of tIle people bv , . 
whom it had IJeen conferred. History records no sublimer 
or 11101'0 touching scene. lIe calls upon his constituents, if 
any had been injured by llis puhlic acts, 01' hew of any 
abuse of the tJ'usts confided to him, to step forward and 
accuse ]lim. 'Vith one ,'oice they reply, "Thou hast injured, 

. oppressed, defrauded none."o)(· 
Sevcral incidents, related in the history of the kings, cl)n

firm this view. 'VIlCll Saul was chosen king, a writing, limit
ing the royal prerogative, was pl;epal'ed by Smnuel, and de
posited in the sanctuary, where referenue might afterwards be 
made to it, in case of royal usurpation.t· A similar writing 
was exacted of his successors.:!: Solomon, during the latter 
period of his life, had reigned as a despot. When his son 
mounted tIle throne, Judah and Delljamin were the only 
tl'ibes, which acknowledged him. The other tribes of Ie red to 
submit to his authority, on conditions wIdell were not accepted. 
TIut when the young king rejected theil' terl11s, they rejected 
him, cllOSC n. sovereign for themselves, and established a sepa· 
rate killgdoll1.§ These instances show, that the people held 
their rulers to n. stern responsibility for the lllallllOl' in wllich 
they discharged their public trusts. 

All this was the action of the repuhlican spirit of the 
nation; a spirit, inspired, chcrished, awl sanctioned by the 
constitution. Who can doubt whether it was n. constitutioll, 
intended for a n'ee and self-governing commuuity? 

A cheap, speedy, and impartial administration of justice 
was another of' those groat ideas, OIl which Moses founded 
his civil polity. . 

* 1 Slim. xii. 1-5. t Ibid. x. 25. 
t2 Sam. v. 3; 1 Kings xii. 4; 2 Kings xi. 17. ~ 1 Kings xii. 1-20. 
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Under tllo Hebrew constitution, the poor and the wea.k 
were not to be tho victims of the rich and the strong. The 
5mall a.c; wen as tho great * wore to be heard, and equal 
justice awarded to n11, without fenr or favor. That terrible 
8ud ruinous evil, "the law's delay," was unknown to the . 
Hebrew jurisprudence. COllrts of various grades were 
establisbed, from high COllrts of appeal down to those or
dained for every town. " J ndges and officers shalt thou 
make thee in aU thy gates,"t was the constitutional proyision 
on this suhject. rfo what a minute subdivision the judiciary 
system was carried, appears from tho ordinance, which re
quired, that there should be "rulers ovel' thousands, 1'ulers 
over Imudl'eds, rulers oyor fifties, und rulers OVer tens, who 
should judge the peoplo at all seasons.t Care was thus 
taken, that in snits and proccedings at law, every man sllOuld 
lJave whllt was just and oq\1l\l, without going in!' to seek it, . 
without waiting long to ohtain it, and without Imying an ex
orhitant price for it. Oertainly, with u judicial'Y constituted 
in this !lInnner, justice could be administered promptly, while 
provision was made against the evils of hasty decisions, in 
the right of appeal to higher cOl1rts; in impol'tnnt cases, 
even to the venerable council of sevent.y, comllosed of the 
wisest, the gl'a ,-e;;t, the ablest, the 11Iost upright, nnd tt·ust.
worthy men in tho nation.§ 

Another vital principle of the Hebrew constitution was 
peace. 

A thirst of conquest, and the fonlllUssions, which it implies 
and engendcrs, had no place in thc legislator'S own bosom, 
and were utterly l'epngnnnt to the spirit of his legislation. 
It was a prime objoct of' his l)olity to discountenance and re-
press a military spirit in the nation. . 

In tIle first place, his constitution made no provision for a 
standing army; and a soldiery under pay was I1n innovation 

* Deut. i. 17. t Dent. xvi. 18. t Ex. xviii, 21. 
~ Deut. vii. 8, U. 

, 
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l~r~g posterio.r to tl~o time of Mos~s: The whole body of 
cItIzens, llUldlllg thClr lands on condition of military service, 
when l'eqllil'ed,* formed a national guard of defence. Thus 
the landholders (and every Israelite was a landholder) formed 
the only soldiery, known to the Mosaic constitutiou~ 

J n the second I)lace, the intensely agricultural cbaract~r of 
the Hebrew government served to impress upon it an almost 
equally pacific charaotcr. Light and darkness are scnrcely 
morc rcpugnant to each ther, than husbandry and war. 
Among the ancient Germanb, as we learn from Tacitus antI 
Cn~sar, the chief:;, in the general council of the nation, made 
an an11l1al distribution of the lauds in the country. The rna
th'e prompting to such a procerlure WIls, that the thoughts of 
the people might not be diverted from wul' to agriculture. 
Deeply did those sagacious chieftains feel, for clearly did 
they perceive, that pei'manent landed possessions, improved 
habitations, and a too curious attention to domestic conven. 
iences and comforts, would beget in the tillers of the soil an 
affection for the spots they cultivated: which would l)roduce 
sentiments and manners, quito repugnant to their own 
schemes of conquest and military aggrandizement. 

Thirdly, the use of cavalry, at once the effect and the 
cause of a passion for war, was prohibited by tbe constitu· 
tiulI.t On tho occasion of a certain victory, when a large 
llumber of the enemy's horses had fallen into his hands, 
Joshua WIls dirocted by the oracle to "hougb," or hamstring 
them, that is, to cut their thigh sinews.t This was practised 

* Judges v, 23. t Deut. xvii. 16. 
l Joshua xi. 6. The object of "houghing" the horses was not, as most 

expositors, following Kimebi and Bochart, have represented, to merely 
lame them in the hind legs and let them go, but to kill them. A horse 
can be hamstrung in Ull insro.nt, nnd, as the operation cuts tho artery of 
the thigh, he soon dies of the wound, by bleeding to death. This plan is 
still sometimes used by military commanders ,to ronder horscs, which ho.ve 
been tnken in battle, ond cannot bo ellrl'ied aWRY, unserviceable to the 
enemy. 
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on simihll' occasions, even as late as the reign of David.*' 
The law against multiplying horses appears to have been 
faithfully obser\'ed, till the !}roud ambition of Solomon swept 
awny this, ill common with many other wholesome pl'ovisions 
of the national constitution. In governments, which have . 
made conquest a leading object of pursuit, the principal 
military force has consisted in cavalry, and this eSllecially in 
rude societies, In the infllllcy of the milital'Y art, tho su
periority of cavalry o\'er iufantl'Y is very conspicuous. Tho 
tate of' battle depended on that part of the urmy, which 
fought 011 hOl'Scbnck, 01' in chariots, It is obvious, that no 
foumIcl' of an empire, in those eal'ly ages, who intended his 
people for a CUl'eer of conCfuest and military grandeur, would 
01' could lul.VO dispensed with cavalry in his armies. The 
faet that Moses forbade the use of this species of force, is a 
proof that he designed his people for peaceful pursuits, and 
not for 111ili tal'Y glory. 

But Moses had another moti' for his prohibition of 
eavllll·Y. The political equnlity. of all the citizens, as we 
have seen under a formcr beau, was a darling object with 
him, But in all nncient nations, where cavalry was cm
ployed, the horsemen, being necessarily the wealthier mem
bers ot' the community, became also the more powerful. 
The system threw tho chief political power into the hands of 
a fow rich citizens, who could afford to mount and bring into 
the field themselves and tLeir dependants. This naturally 
tended to the establishment of monarchical and aristocratical 
go\'ernments, :Moses could 110t but percoive this tendency, 
and on this account, tlS well as on account of his repugnance to 
nn aggl'essh'e military policy, he excluded II mounted soldiery 
from the forces of the repUblic. It is rcmarkable, how 
speedily the substitution of' the monarchical for the repub
lican form of l)olity, led to the introduction and use· of 
oll\'alry in the Israelitish armies. 

* 2 Sam. viii. 4, 
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Fourthly, according to the testimony of Josephus, it Was 

req nired, except in the case of the Callaanitish nations, that 
previous to actual hostilities, heralds, should bo sent to th; 
ellemy with pl'oposals of peace j and not until negotiation 
had failed, was fi:Il'ce to' I be called in. This testimony is con. 
fit-med by a law contained in Deuteronomy 20: 10. Consi. 
derable light is also thrown upon the point, by what I will 
venture to call a state paper of J ephthah. * It is a letter of 
instructions to his ambassadors, directing them as to the 
manner in which they should conduct a negotiation with 
the king of the Ammonites. The instructions are drawn up 
with an ability, furco, and skill, which would not discredit 
any statesman of modern times. 

Another proof of the repugnance of Noses to aggressi.e 
wars, and of the peaceful spirit of his general policy, lllay be 
dJ'fl.\vn from the law ot' the Hebrew festivals. Thrice every 
year all the males were required to ropair to tho capita1.t 
'Vitlt such a law in operation, hoW' could a nation engage ill 
schemes of foreign conquest~ The idea seems little less thnu 
preposterous. 

Filially, this view of the pacific character of tho liebre\\' 
constitution is strengthened by a forciblo argument of Mi· 
chaclis,:j: in which that learned "Titer undel·takes to prove, 
that the sin of David in numbering the people, which hilS so 
puzzled the commentators, consisted, not in any ambitious 
Illotions, hid in the secret chambers of his own heart, but in 
openly aspiring at the establishment of a military govern· 
ment, and in attempting, with that view, to subject the whole 
nation to martial regulations, to form a standing army, and 
so to break down and ride over one of the fundamental pro
visions of the constitution, the many successful wars which 
he IHld carried 011 huving, in all likelihood, filled his lllind 
with the spirit of c1mquest. 

'* Juuges xi. 12-27. t xxxiv. 23. 
t Com. on the Lo. W1! of 1\losc8, Art. 174. 

• 
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In beautiful harmony with the peaceful genius ot' his insti· 
tutes, wns the conduct of 1.10ses, whenever he wished to 
march through the t.erritories of other nations. Unlike the 
mere military chieftain of ancient times, whose sole f~im was 
conquest and plunder, he always asked permission to do 80, 

proUlising to abstain from treading down the cornfields, und 
to pay for every thing he consumed, not accepting even 
water. 8i11011 himself was not conquered and despoiled of 
his territories, because of his refusal to grant a passage 
throngh them, nor because he marched an army of observa- . 
tion toward his frontier, for the Edomites llUd done the same 
before, but because he proceeded beyond his frontier into the 
wilderness, and, without pro\'oeatioll, attacked the Israelites 

first.* 
Let us pause here, for a moment, to contemplate the re

Illarlmble phenomenon, offered to our observation. What do 
we behold? A man, whose deep sagacity, under the guid
ance of a divine illumination, "discerned the hollowness of 
martinI glory, in an age when battles were the business and 
delight of lUltions; when hardly any thing was l'esl)ected, 
either in societies 01' men, in compurison 'With military fame; 
and when public virtue and civil wisdom dwindled jllto 
nothing before the splendid SillS of war."t In such an age, 
his penetrating genins saw, that the true clements of public 
Ilfosperity lay in the path of public tranquility; and that 
the greatness of a nation consisted not in standing at'mies, in 
memorable victories, or in uncounted acres; but in the calm 
virtues of industry, frugality, and beneficence; in the hlood
less triumplls of diseil)lined intelligence; in the mild dignities, 
which play around tho domestic circle; and in the amount 
of individual prosperity and happiness, spread through the 
homes and hearts of tho land. And was he not right in this 
estimate 1 Of aU the evils, which afflict humanity, the 
greatest in magnitude, the most injurious in its moral influ-

* Numb. xx. 14-21; xxi. 21-23. t Christian Exnminer for Sept. 1836 . 

• 

• 
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ences, the most repugnant to christianity, and tbe most ex
pensive of money, is war. How, then, can we sUfficiently 
admire the wisdom of It lawgiver, who, in an age of barbar_ 
ism find. war, established It government upon the broad prin
ciples of equity and pefice 1 In vain does the imagination 
essay to follow, ill all their mnp1itnde and variety, the 
streams of happiness, which shall gush forth, as from It thou
sand fountains, when war shall never again unfurl bis crim
son banner to the hreeze, nor imprint his bloody footsteps 
Ul)on the earth. Then shall religion, learning, social order 

, , 
and regulated liberty become the inheritance of' the race. 
Humanity shall receive purer impulses. Arts shall flourish , 
and science extend her enriching victories. Plenty and con-
tentment shall become the general lot. Piety, that plant of 
renown, the fairest flower that bloomed in tbe abode of 
primeval innocence, shall again strike deep its roots into the 
human llCfil't. And the broad earth, now scathed and 
blighted by the curse of its oficnrled maker, shall again smile 
in the freshness nnd beauty of Eden. 

The doctrine that ugrieulture constitutes the best basis of 
the prosperity and happiness of n state, was the tenth funda
mental principle of the Mosaic polity. 

Moses labored to impress upon his people the conviction, 
that their country was best adapted to agriculture, and that 
ngl'iculture was most favorable to its true and lasting prosper
ity.* lIe represented it as a lund flowing with milk and 
honey; a land of brooks of water, of fountains, and of depths 
that spring out of valleys and hills; a land of wheat, and 
barley, and vines, and fig-trees, and pomegranates; a land of 
oil-olive and hOlley; a lund that drank liberally of the river 
of heaven, and wherein uread should be eaten without scarce
ness.t Nothing can be plainer, than that it was on agricul. 
ture alone, taken in its broadest sense, so as to include the 
culture of vineyards, oli ve grounds, and gardens, that Moses 

* Christian EXllminer for Sept. 1836. t Ex. iii. 8 : Deut. i. 25, viii. 7-10. 
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saw fit to lay the foundation of the Israelitish state.* By a 
provision in the constitntion, bet ore explained, no Israelito 
could be born, who did not inherit a piece of land from his 
r\fo~enitors. 

L • 

. Country life has inspired the genins, and tuned the lyre, of . 
manv 0. l'ural bm·d. Theil' smiling pictnres l\ave lent new 

• 
charms to nature herself, und have inspired, in many hearts, 
a taste 1'01' 1'ural scenes and labors.. But agriculture presents 
itself to us under a point of view moro positive and practical. t 
It is the parent art, the paramount interest, of civilized soci
ety. Tho groat pursuit of man is agriculture. It is the 1Il1l'50 

of the human race. It has principles which ell!vato it to the 
rank of a science, a noble and comprehensive science. In 
the improvement of domestic animals and the fertilization of 
soils, the most abstruse principles of physiology and chemish'y 
must be consulted. The principles of natural philosophy, 
also, lm'e an equal relation to agl'iculture; tor there is not a 
change of the seaSOllS or the willd, there is not a fall of rain 
or of SllOW, there is not a fog 01' a dew, which does not afloct 
sorno one 01' more of the manifold opCI'utions of the fal'll1el·.t 
The relation of science to agriculture is close and vital. It 
is an error to suppose, that the whole education of a farmer 
consists in knowing how to plough and sow and reap, the rest 
being left to the earth, the seasons, good fortune, and provi
denco. Tho natme of soils and plants, the food they require, 
and the best methods of supplying it, are objects worthy of 
an earnest study. In no word, farming is a science, whose 
pl'inciplcs must be investigated, mastered, and skilfully ap
IJ1ied, in order to insure profitable crops. There is no other 
pursuit, ill which so many of the laws of' nature must be 
understood and consulted, as in the cultivation of the earth. 

What, then, shall we think ot' those ancient nations, w}l~ch 

iI IIHch. Com. on Laws of Mos. Art. 41. 
t ~nlv. Hiat. Inat. Mos. 1.3. C. 4. 
t Wadsworth's Add. to the N. Y. Ag. Society. 
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treated agriculture as n. servile profession, and refnsM to the 
tillcrs of tllc soil 1\ muk among tIle citizens ot' tho state 1 
What shall we say of thosc Greek philosophers and legisla. 
tors, who allandoncd to slavcs and the dregs of tho people tbe 
cnltnre of the lmHls? Both Plato* and Aristotlet required 
sll\\"cs to till the land. In many of the states of Greece, ngri. 
culture was a sen'ile profcssion. Tho inllabitants of con. 
qucred countrics wcre compclled to practise it, while the cit. 
izcns tillmd employment in gymnastic and military exercises, 
forming, as lfontcsl}llicn says, a society of wr'!stlers :md 
hoxel's. Thus the soil was tilled by the Helots among the 
T.acednemonians, h~' the Pcriccians among tho Cretans, hy the 
Pellcstcs among the Thcssalialls, and hy other conquered peo
ple in otber }·epnblirs.:j: 

Nnt thus did the Hebrew lawgiver tllink and act. He 
1Il1Hlc agriculture the grcat cllannel of Hebrew industry. 
Douhtless, the circml1stances of the Hobrew people and the 
grall,1 design of thcir polity had an influence ovel' this direc. 
tit'll. Still, it cannot be donbted, that Moses regarded ngri. 
cnltUl'e a~, in itself, the most useful and the most honorable 01' 
emp1, 1'yl\1ent~. 

The honor accorded by a lawgh'el' to any pursuit is a sure 
test ot' the esteem in which he holds it; and tbe most effec· 
tnnl meaus of cansing :my hranch of industry to flourish 
umong a people, is to 1101101' it. Apply tltis test to agl'iculbm 
among the Hebrews, and what is the result ~ Wo see the ,-

same men l)assing frol11 tbe labors of the fidel to the exerciso 
of the highcst Imh1ie functions, and returning agnin to their 

* Dc LegiLu8, 1. 5. 
t l'ul. 1. i, C. 10. It is true, imle('J, thut Aristotle, in another plncc, 

~ap, that the best repuhlics were those, in which the citizens tbemselm 
tilled the Il\ul1; but thi8, us Montc~quicl\ oll.enes, was brought ahout by 
the chunge of thc :mcicnt governments, whieh wcre beccme demecratic; 
\\'hcrcn~, in carlier times thc cities of Grecce were subject to an aristooratic 
gO\'Crlllllcnt. 

~ Monte5f1uieu·s Spirit of Lo.ws, H. 4, C. 8. 
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private toils. Even after his elevation to the royal dignity, 
Saul goes back to the labors of husbulldry.* Elijah casts his 
prophetic mantle upon Elisha, when the latter is engaged in 
plonghing.t David is taken from the sheepfold, to fill the 
throne of his country, and to become the leader and shepherd ' 
of the people.:/: The higlJest proot' ot' the devotion of a. 
people to agriculture, and of its floudshing condition" is the 
inel'ease of population; since, among an agricultural people, 
this will generally be in proportion to the increased means of' 
subsistence. But nowhere, in the whole history of mankind, 
lIas an eCl\U\l extent of territory gh'ell birth and sustenance 
to a population, as numerous as that of ancient Palcstine.§ 
The figures of the }1l'opliets attest the zeal of the Hebrews in 
preparing their soil, ill removing stones and weeds and in 
surrounding their fields with walls and llec1ges. 

Small proprietorships and the cultivation of uU the territo
ries of the state by tho actual owners, was the policy of the 
Hebl'ew laws. Let us inquire into the eftect of this policy on 
the social conuition and genoral welfure ot' a couutry. 

Under tho system of small ownel'ships, Attica I'cached the 
height of her prosperity, but when Horodes Atticus became 
universal proprietor, she sunk to poverty and misel'Y. We 
look at Romo uuder Servius, und wo see a vast body of'small 
proprietors, enriching themselves by the cultivation of' their 
own lunds.li 'Vo lO(lk again, and see llnivel'sal povertJ. 
Immense tracts al'e now in the hands of the Scipios and 
Pompeys, who have replaced the llumerous small, but pros-

*1 Sl.lll. xi. 5. t 1 Kings xix. 10. 
t 1 Sam. xxi. 11, 12. ~ Sec n. 1, C. g, of this work. 
II Curius DClltlltus once said to Ilia ~oltlier8, when they insisted on n 

lnrger division of tho eonqucred land~: "God forbill, tllll.t 1\ eitizcn should 
look upon thl\t 1\8 1\ SI11Il11 picco of 1ll11d, which is sufficient to support Il 
IDlln." (Plutnrch'8 Li\,cB.) He dcellu'ell thut mun a pernicious citizon; who 
did not find seven nercs sufficient fc.r his subsistence. Seyen acres WIIS tho 
number fixed by law for ench Roman on the cxpubion of the kings. 
(Pliny in Anthon's Cia!!!!. Diet. Art. Curius.) 

2'1 

'" 
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porous proprietors. The same scenes have, in modern times 
been re-enacted in the south of Spain. When the indu8trio~ 
1\{oors heM that country, the lands were divided and worked 
by the owners, who enriched both themselves and the state. 
But since these industridus cultivators of their own estates 
lutvc ueen succeeded, in the ownership of the soil, by a few 
IH'inceIy gl'audees, the most fertile territories, which the sun 
visits in his course, are abandoned, I had almost said, to 
sterility and desolation.* Thus has it ~een everywhere and 
always. General wealth and comfort have increased in pro. 
POi'tiOll to the division of the land. 

The condition of the several sections of our own country 
conli.rms this view. 'Where do we see competence, domestic 
comfort, industry, intelligence, and manly dignity most ex
tCJlsively diffused among the masses ~ In those portions, 
where the land is divided into small farms, and every lllan 
w(lrks his own estate. The introduction of slavery. into 
GeUl'gill, was owing to the system of lin'ge proprietorships. 
The fhtal influence of cultivation by tenantry compelled a 
1'esol't to slave labor, at n time when slavery was abhorrent to 
the feelings of the inhabitants, as well as to the principle on 
wIdell the colony 11ll.d been founded.t 

llllt the most remarlmhle exemplification of the fruits of 
the two systems ot' large allll small proprietorships is seen in 
the comparative condition of England and France. In the 
united kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, with a popnla
ti01l of twenty-six millions, the number of landed proprietors 
docs not exceed eighty-five thousand. In France, with a 
p(lplllation of thirty-foul' millions, the landholders are five 
and a halt' millions. Yet the aggregate wealth of Britain is 
greater than that of France. The reuta1 of the former country 
exceeds that of the latter by about one-third. 

The efiect of this state of things on the social condition 

It Carey's Past, Present, and Future, C. 4. 
t North Amerioan Review for July, 1848. 
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of tbe two countries is well worthy of our study. Great 
Britain bas a million and a half of public paupers, 01' one in 
eleven of her whole population; and she expends thirty-five 
Dlillions of dollars annually for their maintenance. France, 
with double her population, lms only a little more than a . 
third of this number, 01' one in fifty of' her whole population; 
lloud the sum expended on theil' SUppOlt is less than two mil
lion dolhu's pel' annnrn, being about one twentieth of the cost 

, of English paupel'ism. Great Britain and Ireland together 
contaiu fourteen millions of' human beings, whose utmost 
possible earliings fall short, by about one fO\11'th, of what it 
would cost her to maintain the same persons in the 1)001'

llOllses, notwithstanding a l'igicl system of' economy is prac
tised in those establishments. The consequence of all this is, 
that the body of the British working people is fnst sinking 
into n state, to which there hus hardly ever been a parallel. 
At Stockport Assizes, in the autumn of 1841, a father and 
mother were url'Higned and convicted of poisoning three of 
their children, to dethmd a burial society ot' 31. 8s., due on 
the death ot' each child. It was whispered at the time, that 
the public authorities Mnted that this case might not be a 
solitary one, and perhaps it would he best not to probe mat· 
tel'S too deeply in that direction. "Such instances are like 
the highest mountain apex emerged into view, \1l\der which 
lies a whole monntnin region not yet emel'gec1." Statements, 
like those contained in this paragt'aph, would be incredible, 
it' their authenticity did not rest on unimpeudmble testi
mony:* The English nation is richer than any nation ever 
was l)efore; and yet half her people are stan'ing. The fable 
of Tnntalus is hore a reality. With a soil blooming ill 
beanty and waving with yellow llarvests, with a commerce 
whitening every soa, with workshops studding all her terri-

, 

'* The authorities relied on for these statements are pnrliamentary 1'0-

ports, cited in three several luticles in the North American Review for 
the years 1847 and 1848. 
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lory, with industrial implements and mechanical sldU un
matched, and in the midst of plenty such as earth has seen 
nevel', her people perish from hnnger. It is as if SOlDe de
mon had covered the land with his enchantments. 

Let us now turn our regards to France, to see the effect of 
the opposite system of agriculture; that system in which the 
lamIs arc minutely subdivided, and, fur tho most part, worked 
by those who own them. The 1,'rcw·1• people are less edn
catcd, less intelligent, less skiIt'ul, a lid less industrions, tlHm 
the English. They ought, therefore, to bo in circumstances 
of greater destitution and misery; und they undouutf!dly 
\\'cro so, before the revolution of 1789. At that time the 

• 
minnte division of landed property commenced. Since then, 
,vages have slowly, but steadily inCl'ensed, and the social 
cUll\lition of tl)e people has advanced in the same ratio. Rye 
:md wheat flour have superseded buckwheat and oatmeal. 
l'l1e dress of the laboring classes has improved. Theil' houses 
m'c better built, better lighted, better warmed, and better 
fUl'llished. AllU, while the rnte ot' wages has increased, 
lll'ead and clothitlg have been cheaper; which is a sure proof 
of the growing prosperity and comfort of' the common l)eo
pIc. TIlCro is paupcrism in France undoubtedly; but in tho 
rural· districts it is trifling, and tho whole amount is but 
little, when compnred with the enormons aggregate of it in 
El1~land.* 

Whence this ditl'erence? What is tllO callse of the general ,-

misery of' tho laboring classes in England, and the general 
well-being of the same classes in France 1 They han1 their 
roots in the respective systems of landed property in the t.wo 
countries. To a great extent, they are the result, in the one 
case, of large, in the other, of small proprietorships. The 
average size of landed estates in England is eight hundred 
and eighty acrcs, while in France it is only twenty acres. 

" The profit of'the ctll'th is for all" was a Hebrew maxim, 
• 

* See note to prllceding page. • 

, 
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which grew into 3. proverb. The monopoly of the soil is a 
sore evil. It makes the many the slaves of the few. It pro
duces ignorance, improvidence, destitution, turbulence, and 
crime. It i., essential to the progress of man, that he be un- " 
shackled, thnt his faculties have ii'ee play. But this can 
never be, unless the earth be owned by those who till it. 
Owpership of'1110 soil will give tone to the mind, vigor to the 
body, and earnestness to industry. As well might one circle 
an ollk with iI'OIl bands, and expect it to unfold its majestic 
proportions, as to cramp the human mind by uneqnal.irlsti
tutions and an oppressive dil3tribution of land, and then 
expect a full devclopment of its powers, and a happy state of 
society. "As the attraction of' graYity is the great l)rinciple 
of motion in the materinl worM, so the possession of' the 
earth in fee simple by the CUltivator, is the great 'principle 
ot' action in the moral world. Nearly all the political evils, 
which haye afflicted mankind, have resulted from the un
righteous monopoly of the earth; amI the predicted renova
tion cun nevel' be accomplished, until, to I¥>me extent, this 
monopoly has passed away, and the earth is extensively 
tilled by the independent owners of the soil.:'":t Great pro
llrieto)'ships arc the scourge of any country. All history 
attests this truth. The mnltiplication of' farms, and their 
cnlti,"ation by the actual owners, is the dictate of true politi
cal wisdom. It is this, which peoples the COUlltl·y, and even 
tho cit.ies. It is this, which elevates the masses. It is this, 

, 

which confers dignity upon the common lJeople. It is this, 
which stimulates indnstry, quickens genins, and developes 
the resources of a state. It is this, which gives true frcedom 
and independence to a nation. And thh:l, to the broadest 
extent ever Imown in pructical legislation, was the llolicy of' 
~IoseB. 

These observations wilJ, perhaps, ve sufficient to esb\ulisll 

* Beecher'S W Ol·t,;, vol. 1, p. 318. 

, 
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the wisdom of the Hebrew constitution in its partition ofthe 
territories of the republic. Let us now See what can be said 
in regard to the policy of founding a state on agriculture 
alone. I shall sny nothin~ here of the special design of the 
Hebrew institution, but shall confine my inquiries to tho 
point of general legislative policy. . 

It must be confessed, as Michaelis* has observed, that the 
extreme indifference of Moses to foreign and maritime com
merce is not a little remarkable. To some of the politicians 
of our dllY, this will seem little short of an absurdity. Yet 
it may be, that sOllie erroneous notion lies at the bottom of 
their wonuer. The wealth acquired by IIolland and Great 
Britain, by moallS of foreign trade, is so striking, that roany 
are apt to imagine, that commerce alone is the true source of 
national prosperity, and that it is the greatest benefit which 
a legislator can confer upon a people. The mere name COlU

merce fascinates their imagination, and seems almost to inca
pacitate them for sober reflection and comparison. In ttle 
delirium of thei~' golden dreams, they forget, that it may 
prove the ruin of both public and private prosperity; as 
when too many snperfluous commodities arc imported, aud. 
the nation is thereby plunged into the mil'e of foreign indebt-
edness. . 

, 
A main cause of the overvaluation of commercial as c6m~ 

pared with agricultural pursuits, I imagine to be this, that the 
gains of commerce lie more upon the sUl'iace, and are more 
open to the general observation, while those of agl'icultnro 
arc of a retiring nature, and selllom obtrude themselves Oil 

public notice. It will not, therefore, 1)(1 impertinent to enter 
somewhat into detail·on this point, with the view of showing 
the superior importance of the cultivation of the em'th, as a 
means of national prospel'ity, and so of vindicating the wis
dom of :Moses in fonnding upon it Ilis civil polity. 

Great Britain is the most commercial nation on the globe. 

* Com. on Lllws of 1\I(ls. Art. 3G. 

I 
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lIer trade with tIle U nlted States is near1y twofol d that which 
she carries on with any other country. Yet the entire annual 
movement of this commerce both ways about equals in value 
the crop of oats and beans in the formcr country. The wholo 
foreign commerce of Bl'itain, in pursuit of which she over " 
spreads the oeem)" with her fleets, and plants her colonies in 
the 11108t distant islllnds, is actually less ill value, tl11\n the 
annul1.1 grass crop of the British isles.* The breadstuffs, 
annually extracted from our owu soil, amount to more tho.ll 
eight hundred million bushels, and their value is triple that 
of the aggregate exports and imports of the whole country. 
Onr grass crop exceeds in value the whole outward and in
Wllrd movement of 0\11' foreign commerce. The annual Indian 
corn crop ot' Tennessee and Kentucky reacLes one hundred 
and twenty million bushels, and is worth as much as all our 
exports to Great Britain and France. What is not a little 
remarkable, the corn crop of these two states exactly equals, 
while the agricultural productions of the single state of New 
York gl'eatly exceeds in value, the cntit·c cotton crop groWll in 
all the states and territories of this union.i' 

The instability of commercial pursuits, and the grenter cer
tainty of' the ultimate rewards of' agricultural labor, arc 
worthy of consideration here. The prizes in commerce are 
comparatively few. While one man rises, multitudes sink. 
The late 1tfl'. Gallntin instituted researches upon this point, 
and arrived at results, which seem almost incredible. I have 
scarcely the courage to repeat them, ovon under the shelter 
of such a name. According to this distinguished statesman 
aud philosopher, the f.)l'tunate individuals, who attain wealth -, 

'* Adllress of Edward Everott lJcfore an Agricultural Meeting in Eng
land. 

t'l'hese statistics may not be exactly accurate at tho present time. The" 
paragraph containing them was written in 1842, and its statements are 
founded on the Report of the Patent Office for the llrovious year. 

" 
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by trade and commerce, are less than ten per cent of the 
whole number, who engage in such pursuits. 

The physical and moral influences of agriculture ought not 
to l)e overlooked, in estimating the wisdom of a lawl1iver 

" .!) I 
who has seen tit to founu his polity upon it. It is the nurse 
of health, iIHlustl',Y, temperance, cheerfulness, and frugality; 
of simple manners and pure morals; of patriotism and the 
dOlllestic vil-tues; and, auove all, of that sturdy independence, 
without \\' hich a llIan is not a lUan, but the mere sla\'o, or 
plaything, of his more cunning follows. Agriculture tends to 
produce and cherish a spirit of equality and sympathy. 
Dllyillg and selling are the chief business of cities, the giving 
aml rcceiving of wages a transaction of hourly OCCUl'rence. 
This produces a collision of interests and feelings, which ne
cessarily begets a spirit of castc, and checks the Cllrl'Cnt of 
sympathy. nut there are comparatively few of these repel
ling influences in country life. The man who owns fifty acres, 
and the lllan who owns a thousand, live side by side, 011 terlUS 
of mutual esteem aud friendship. Both, if they are equally 
cntitled to it, have an equal share in the public respect. Both 
feel anLl own tho boud, that unites them in the cult.ivation of 
the earth. 

Agriculture begets and strengthens love of country. The 
heart of the husbamlnum is bound to the fields, on which he 
bestows his labor. The soil, which responds to his industry 
by clothing itselt"in IJCauty and richcs, has a place in his 
affections. Especially, the circnmstance, that his possession 
has como dowll to him through a long line of honored ances
tors, grcatly strengthens the attachment, which he feels both 
to his home aud his country::f 

The agricultural interest is, in the highcst degree, conser· 
yative in its nature and action. It in the great antagonist of 
that mad spirit of radicalism and revolutionary innovation, 
which is the most terrible enemy of popular jnstitntions. 

* Mathew·8llib. and Civ. Gov. Leot. 2. 



, 

LAWS OF THE ANOIENT m:nREWS. 425 

This has long ago been observed by Aristotle. " Husban
dry," he says, "is the best stuft' ora commonwealth, such 1\ 

one being the most devoted to liberty, and the least subject 
to innovation 01' turbulence." 'The same thing is noticed by 
Harrington. "Tillage," he observes, "bringing up 1\ good 
soldiery, brings up a good commonwealth; for where the 
owner of the plough comes to have the sword too, he will 
use.it in defence of his own. The plough in the hands of the 
owner produces the most innocent and steady genius of a 
common wealth."* 

It is in the scenes and occupations of country life, thnt the 
mind is most tmnquil, SObOl', and unclQuded. [t is in such 
an atmosphere, that it can discern most clearly' the relations 
of things, and look beyond the events of a day. From amid 
the deep calm of rural pursuits, free states have dl'awn many 
of their most illustrious patriots and.civilians.t The influence 
of agriculture, thercfore, is rathel; favorable, than adverse, to 
those exalted and commanding civil qualities, which form 
the consummate statesman. A Hebrew farmer was sum
moned from the quiet of a pastornllife on the distant plains 
of Midian, to become the founder and lawgivel' of a mighty 
republic. A Homan farmer was called from his plough to 
the helm of state, nt a cl'isis of imminent peril to his coun
try's welfare. And an American farmer -led the revolu
tionary armies to victory, nud secured for his grateful 3'ld 
admiring countrymeu the blessings of liberty, independence, 
and self-government. 

In a word, this great business, the cultivation of the earth, 
lies, so far as any bl'Unch ot' human industry can be said to 
lie, at the foundation of all that is important and valuable in 
civil society. And it; as ~rl'. W custer:\: once said, if it was 
fOl' his sins that man was condemned to till the ground, it 

, 

• 

* Oceana, p. 30. t Mat. Bih. and Civ. GO\'. Lect. 2. 
: Address at Rochester to thc N. Y. Agricultural Society. 

, 
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was the most merciful judgment that almighty benignity 
could have inflicted upon him. 

I promised, in considering the expediency of founding a 
state on agt'iculture, to~onfine myself to the point of general 
legislative policy. I ... et me recal that promise, so far as just 
to advert to the 1110re immediate reasons, which may be sup.. 
posed to have moved Moses to give no encouragement to 
eOll11l1crce. They were probably such as these: 1. Commerce 
would tend to countCl'act the til'st and highest principle of his 
polity, since it would lead the Israelites to contract intimacies 

• 
with foreign natio11s, which could hardly fail to draw them 
into idolatry. 2. It would entice too many citizens to leave 
theil.· own country and settle in foreign lands, which ,vould 
weaken the sentiment of patriotism, and at last cause them 

• 

to forget their relations and their home. The merchant is, 
in some sense, a citizen- of the world, and has no such ties, 
either of interest OJ' afiection, binding him to his native land, 
as the 111:1.11, who lives upon his hereditary farm. 3. It would 
introduce luxurious tastes and habits, before the nation was 

• 

rich enough to bear the expense of their indulgence. Com. 
merce is more apt to be hurtful, than beneficial, in the infancy 
of It state, 4. Maritime commerce would be likely to stir up 
enemies, against whom they could not successfully contend, 
without special divine assistance, which it would be irratioual 
to expect, when engaged in pursuits, prejudicial to true reo 
ligion. It would, in all probability, have embroiled them 
with the Sidoniulls and l'Yl'ians, just as, in modern times, we 
hu\'e seen France incurring the irl'econcileable onmity of 
ElI~land and Holland, by the establishment of an East India •• 
trading company. 5. The vicinity of these two commercial 
nations, and the constant passuge of A.sintip. trading caravans 
to Egypt, secured to the Israelites all the most importllnt ad· 
vantages of foreign commerce:* 

I should, however, fail to do justice to the Mosaic legisla-

* See on this suhjcct Mich. Com. on the Laws of l\Ios. Art. 30. 



• 

• 

LAWS OF THE ANCIENT HEBREWS. 

tion, if I were to leave this topic, without adverting to one 
branch of commerce, with which 110 nation can dispense 
without essential detriment to its prosperity I mean a do
D1estic trade, carried on between the different parts of the 
same country. For such an internal commerce, provision 
was made in the national festivals, whereby thrice every 
year the entire male population of Palestine was assembled 
at Jerusalem. Religious conventions of the kind have gene
rally been made subservient, to the purposes of commerce. 
The fairs, so common in Germany, originated at public 
masses, to which the people flocked from every quarter. The 
holy pilgrimages to Mecca gave a strong impulse to the com
merce of Arabia. In a similar way the interests of internn.l 
trade were consulted in the institutes of Moses. Yet it was 
done in such a manner, that the carrying of it on could not 
become a distinct employment, but would merely occupy the 
weeks of leisure from the toils of agriculture: before the 
harvest at the feast of the passover; aftel' llarvest ut tlle feast 
of pentecost; and on the conclusion of the vintage, at the 
feast of tabernacles.''fo 

As for foreign commerce, to expand a little hint contained in 
the last l)aragraph but one, the cOUlitl'y of the Hebrews was 
so situated, tllnt they could enjoy its advantages, without en
gaging in it themselves. The Phenician cities, Tyro and 
Sidon, were on their bordcrs, ready to supply tllem with all 
they wanted in l'etUl'll fol' their agl'icultural productiolls. 
The rich caravans of the desert continually swept by them, 
affurding them, without expense or Imzurd ,to themselves, the 
benefit of the enterprize of foreign nations. Moses endeavored 
to make his countrymen content under their vines and fig 
trees, and to convince them, that ill these unambitious cares 
and labors they would find tho most solid prosperity and 
happiness. And was he 110t right in this judgment ~ It' is 
true, that his hopes were disappointed. '1'11is unaspiring 

* Mich. Com. on the Laws of Mos. Art. 30 . 
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employment was too quiet for Ms countl'ymen, when war 'Was 
tho business of the rest of the world. But the event proved 
the truth of his principles and predictions. Solomon laid 
Ophir and Tal'shish, the East and West Indies of his day 
under contribution. lIe had his harbors in the Meditel'rnnea~ 
and the Red Sea. He huilt Tadmor in the desert, now a 
marhle wilderness, as a station fbr bis caravans. Wealth 
flowed in through a thousand clllmnels. But as the prophetic 
eye of' Moses had fureseen, and his 1lrophetic voice forew'nrned , 
it proved the ruin of his country. It became a golden weirrht e , 
which ground its frco institutions to the dust.* 

nut, although Moses made no laws favoring foreign com. 
mel'ce, his legislation was fitr from being chargeable with the 
iIlil)erality 1)1' the Greek and Roman laws, 01' the biO'otl'yof 

• I:> 

tho carly ca1l0nists. The profession of a shopkeeper was 
infamous alllong tho Greeks, as it obliged a citizen to wait 011 

a slave 01' a stmngel'.t This was more than the haughty 
spit'it of Grecian liberty could brook. lIence Plato, in his 
laws,t makes it a criminal offence in no citizcn to concern him. 
scI t' with trade, and orders such an one to be punished, Tho 
ciYillaw treated commel'co as a dishonorable occupation, and 
forbado the exercise of it to 1)01'SOnS of birth, rank, 01' fortune, 
'rho Claudiuu law tiJl'bado the senators to llM'o any ship at 
seH, which lleld moro than forty bushels,§ Tho canon law 

• 

went farther still, mill dcclared commerce inconsistent with 
christianity. At the council of :Melfi, under Pope Urban II, 
ill tllC year lODO, the CllllOllists decreed, that it was impossi. 
1)10, with It sate conscicnce, to exoJ'ci~e the trade of a merchant, 
The dccree was to the efiect, th~'.t e. mel'chant could l'Ill'cly, if 
O\'C\', pursue It conduct plcnsillg' to God; that no christian 
ought to becomo n. merchuut; and that it' any ot' tho fiJithf'ul 

* See nn nl,le article on l\Ioscs and hi~ Institutions in tho Christinn Ex· 
Illlli ncl' for Sept. 183G, 

t 1I1unti.'i;(1, ~p. of Laws, It 4, C, 8, 
t 11. 2, ~ Liy. B. 21. 
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meddled with mercbandise, lJO sbould be excluded from tbe 
pale of the churcb:* 

.Again, the IIebrew state WIlS founded on the industry of 
nll the citizens. This WIlS the eleventh of those iimdamentu.l 
principlcs, which lay at the basis of the constitution. 

This illen. bas been partially developed already j but it was 
&0 vital to the Hebrew legislation, that it deservcs a distinct 
considcration. We llave seen that a leading object of Moses 
was to make the country of t110 IIebrews a vast and busy 
scene of rural industry. Now, the culturo of tho earth 1'0-

quires a great number and variety of implements; and a soil 
of but moderate fertility will afford sllstenance to a much 
larger population than is requircd for its tillnge. In those 
tiro ideas, beho1tl tho gerlll of an effective system of mec111l
nica1 industry, and a powerful stimulus to tho cultivation and 
development. of meclllluical skill. 

The lawgivel'~s first care was the cultivation of tho land; 
his next to provide, that tIle people might be conveniently 
and comfurtaLly loilgcu. lIe elljoined upon all to labor, that 
they might. nut only cat. and be satisfied, but that they might 
nlso build goodly houses, and dwell thercin.t The counsel of 
Solomon was lJUt nn echo of this :Mosllic Itlw: "Prepare thy 
work without, and mal;:e it fit fur tbyself in the field; and 
afterwards builll thille house.":!: 

The Yariol1s ot.jects of' nccessity: convcniencc, and luxury, 
enulIIel'l\tctl ill the sacl'cd books, ]>1'0\'0 to us, tlult ill(ll1stl'Y 
and the mots wore jill' from being in It depressed state alllong 
the Hebrews. They maue divers stuffs of" wool, cotton, goat's 
hail', and some say of silk.§ The art of dyeing was in use 
among them, and l'cachctl a high Ilol'fection. Their }1rillcipal 
co10l's wero bluc, crilllson, purple, j).nd yellow, which were 
obtained from vegetables, fishes, and minerals. They lnbored 
especially to impart a snowy whiteness to their fabrics used 

* Blackstone's Com, B. 1. C. 7. 
t Deut. "iii. 12. i Provo xxiv. 27. ~ Ex. xxxix. 
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for c~')thing. Rich stuffs, interwoven with threads of gold 
lUlll adorned with fl'ingcs of variegated colors, presented t~ 
the eyo designs at' vurious 80rts.* 

In tho constl"llction of the tabernacle, ',,"0 rend of fine 
twined linen, and of hroad tapestries, covered with benutiM 
fig-m'o;; of delicate workmanship, and joined to each other by 
clagps of gold. The details in Exodus respecting the propor. 
tions of the various pier-es, which formcd the carpentry of 
this portable templc, and tho numerons articles which consti. 
tilted its furniturc, indicato tho use of a gi'eat number of 
instl'lllllcnls, Pi'Opt)l' fi.)r dividing and monslU'ing.t 

T"g-dher with tho arts of carpentry, founding and pottery, 
the I,;mclitcs brought from Egypt the art ot engl'avillg pre
cious shInes, tho urt of \vOl'kino'" metals, tho art of inlayillfr iu 

• ::> 

gold, nlltl the m't of moulding. Tho curtains ot' the taher. 
llllele with their 01'll:1l11e1lts, the ark ovcrlnid with gold, tho 
mcrcy·scnt with its chcl'Ubim, the tl\ble of show·brend with 
its furnit11l'e, the gohlc1l candlestick, tho vail, tho nltars of 
lJllrnt oflcrillg I1ml illcense, the cpholl, with its c11l'iolls girdle, 
"lC 11l'(,lIstplatc with its mysterious urim and thlllllmim, the 
l)l'iestly YestmcntB, and all tlte other IJnraphernalia of the 
royal tont, must havo rC(luil'ed, for their constrnction, !1. high 
degree of mechanical illgenuity.t 

III tho reign of Solomon the urts shono out in fl111 cffill· 
gence. The temple, the royal pnluccs, their rich t\ll"nitl1re, 
superl, gardens, beantiful works in gold and h'ory, splendid 
COllcm·ts of YllCul and instrmnontnl music, roads multiplied 
and hnllllsol111'ly paved, towns and fortresses built nnll repair. 
ed, ant1 the gl'cat mlU'lrlo city of Plllmyrn, starting into I~e 
like 11 vision of l)l'!anty, attest the encouragement ufiurded to 
the arts 1Iy that munificent monnrch.§ 

'I'he indignant rebuke of tho prophet Amos to thc rich and 
luxurious idlers'of llis day, is a lWoot' both of tho pl'ngrc8s of 

* Salvo Tnst. de l\Itii~c, 1. 3, c.5. 
t Ibid. 1. 3, c. 5. 

t Ibicl. 1. 3, C. 5. 
~ Ibid, l. 3, c. 5. 
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Jewish art and of the stem demand for labor, which the 
Jewish Jaw made upon all. "Woe to them that are at ense 
in Zion; * '* * that lie upon beds of iVOl'Y, and stretch them
selves upon their couches, and cat the lambs of tho fluck, 
and the calves ont of the midst of the stall; thnt chant to 
the sounu of tho viol, and itn'ent to themselves instruments 
of music, Iiko David; that drink wine ill bowls, lUld anuint 
tbemsc1res with tho chief ointments; but they arc not grieved 
for the utllictiou at' J osepL."',!-

Isainh, complaining {If the luxmy of the daughters of" Zion, 
CDlllllCI':ltcs more than twenty tll'tie1cs of theil' toilet, nil costly 
or cll-gllut, wllich nre us clem' nn indicatiun uf tho state of 
Jewit;h al't, us they a1'e of the pride and O:ltentllti ull of the 
Jewish ladies: "In thut day the Lord will take away the 
bl'lll'cl'Y of their tillklillg Ol'lIUlllents about tlwh' feet, und 
their cauls, am1 theil' ronnd tires like tlle 1110011, the chains, 
aud i.ile Imlcc1ets, and the lUufliers, tho bonncts, o.nd the 
ornlllllents of the legs, and tlte headbands, nnd the tublets, 
and the car-rillgs, tllO rings nlHl tho 110se jewels, the change
able suitd tit' appal'el, tllld tho mantles, unci tho wimples, nnd 
the cl'i:;ping pillt:, the glasses and the fino linen, Ilnd the 

, 

hoous nIHl tho ,'nils."t 
At the time of tho captivity, artists o.uoundcd in ,Terusa

lem. Of tCIl thousand heo.ds of families, cal'l'icd to Babylon 
at the iirst iny(lsion, olle thousand Were workmen ill wood 
and ill metals. 'Villkclmun, in his hidtol'Y of art, has made 
the tt,lluwing observation oll this fact: "We o.1'e but slightly 
acquainted with art among the Hebrew people; nevortholess, 
it must have )'etlched a ceI'tnin dcgl'ee of pCl'lection, at least 
in design and finish. Among the llI'lists whom Neullchad
ner,zUl' carried capth'c irom the single city ot' J crllsalem, 
were 1\ thousund, skilled in inlo.id work. It would be diffi
cult to find as many ill the lurgest at' onr mouern citics."t 

It is sometimes made matter of reproach against the lio-

* Amos vi. 1-6, t Is, iii. 18-23, t Salv. 1. 3, c, 5, 

• 
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bre-.vs, that they left none of those great monuments like the 
}lY1'llllliu.s and temples of Egypt, which struggle successfully 
against the devastations of time. lIow little do such persons 
appreciate the b-ue grandeur of nations t There were not 
slaves ill Palestine to erect snch ostentatious structures; and 
free labor employs itself about things more useful. Voltaire 
himself takes notice of this fact. lIe regards the pyramids 
as a proof of the slavery of the Egyptians; and says that 
nothing clluld constt'ain a free people to rear such masses. 
The temple, the palace of their heavenly king, is the only 
monumental edifice, of which the memory has been pre
served. This shared the fate of tlle Jewish people; and, 
aftcH' having Bcrveu as a fortress in the last efforts ot'libeliy, 
the nation and the temple tbll togethel'.* 

Since that <l:ty the f:tte of the Jewish people lJas been one 
of almost unmingled bitterness. "Scattered and pealed" 
has bccn deeply engraved upon its forehend. nut they have 
alwnys displayed much of the energy, activity, and indus
trious application to business, which distinguished their re
mote ancestors. This even tlwir worst enemies have been 
cOlJ1pellcd to nclmowledge. An old Spanish chronicler, with 
an ingenuousness which would be amusing, if it did not recal 
painful memories, says of them: "This portion of humunity 
was at least good to awn ken industry and to pay imposts."t 

How far these permanent clements of industry may have 
been the result of tho exact and positive spirit ot' their ancient 
law, it is illlpossible now to trnee with distinctness. I do not 
Utlil'lll, bllt I suggcst for reflection, whethcr tho economy, the 
ability, the tenacity, and ,the energy of the modern Jews, ure 
not due to some profound cause, which is to be SOllght in the 
great principles of theil' original institution. 

Again, the inviolability of private property, and the sacred
ness of the famil.Y relntion, are principles, which entered 
essentially into the Hebrew constitution. 

t Ibid. 1. 3, c. 5. 
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It cannot be necessal'Y to aduuce, at allY length, the proof 
of this propm,itioll, for no Olle can open tlle Pentateuell, 
without meeting it on every page. The whole scope of the 
second table vf the decal(lgue is to guard the institutioll of 
the fnmily and the institution of property. The right and the . 
advantage of private propert.y are everywhere assumed by 
M05es. To fucilitaf:e its increase, to regulate its use, and to 
provide for its distrilllltion are lending objccts of his law. In 
this the Hebrew legislator docs but echo a sentiment common 
to all jnst and wiso lawgh-crs. A political C(llllllll.mity could 
not be organizcd, except upon a hasis of individual propcrty 
and right. This is thc only bond, strong cnough to hold such 
!Ill association togcther. Not even a savage tl'iuc could live 
together without property. Thc ownership by each member 
of the body pulitic of his tools, m'ms, clothing, and habitation, 
is cBsentinl to the rudest forlll of civil society. None would 
iJe willing to till thc gl'ounu, if othcrs had an equall'ight with 
him to gather thc IlHI'\·cst. N (lJ)C would e\'en Ol'ect a hut, if 
his next neighbor might enter alHI take possession the moment 
it wag nnishec1. If the idle alld the indnstl'ious, if those who 
waste and those who save, ha\'e the same l'igllts, and m:e to 
shure alike in thc fruits of the earth and the products of 1(1)o1', 
theu prlHlcncc, ft'ngality, thrift, and pro\'ision fl,1' the future 
hccolllo simple impossibilitics. .An this is recognized in the 
legislatiun of 110505. Tbat legislation has no sympathy with 
a sucial theory, which has of late gained some curl'ency in 
tllC\\:I)l'hl; n. theory, wldeh places actidty, industry, ability, 
auel \'il'tllC, upon the same lovel with indolence, idleness, inca
pacity, amI vice; a tllcol'Y, which IJcgins by offcring a pre
miulIl fi,l' ignora!lce nnd incompetency, and which mnst cne1 
in the allnihilation of aU industry, all cumlntion, and every 
opening fhcnlty. Neither hns the legislation of Moses any 
sympathy with Ul1UthCI' principle, which has n prevalence 
perhaps still more extensivc, I mean the principle of a sep
arntion of tIle pccnniary interests of the 1mshal1l1 and wife. 

28 
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The husband and wife are regarded by the Mosaic law as one 
person, having, as it werc, but one soul, one interest, one will. 
Doubtless thc doctrincs that the man is the head of the 
woman, and that thc property of the latter becomes, as a 
result of the nuptial tie, part and parcel of' that of the formel', 
is sometimes producth'e of much hardship and suft'ering j bllt 
who, that reflects on thc frail tics and passions of human nn. 
turc, can couht, tlmt the contrary doctrine, adopted and np. 
plicd as a practical principle of legislation, would be attended 
with evils fill' gl'cnter, both in nmnher and magnitude ~ 

The spirit of thc Mosaic law is opposed to the modern rnc\ 
icalism of woman's rights j a radicalism, which boldly a'lo"",, 
its purpose of "subverting the existing order of societyanel 
dissolving the cxisting social compact." Moscs did not favor 
the manhouu of womnn. "Unto thc woman hc said, ;(. i{. "* 
thy desire shall bc to thy husband, and hc shall rulc (,'IeI' 
thec."'t, Panl intcrprcts this precept, wllCn he says of WOll1Cl1, 

"It is not permittcd to them to speak in the churches; bllt 
thcy are eOllllllandml to he under obedience, as also suith the 
\aw."t He speaks ill the vcry spirit of :1Ioses, when IlC &ay:;:, 
"The man is the head of the woman ;":/: "wives, sulJlllit 
yourselves unto your own husbunds ;"S "Adam wus first 
formed, thcn Evc." :Man has a missioll:, nIHI so has WOlllalJ, 
to which the wisdom that neycl' el'l's, has adapted the uodilv 

• • 
and mental constitution of cach. 1tlan's mission is to s1.l1xlul! 
and till the earth, to cultivate the mechanic arts, to IlHtkiJ 

l'oaus and dig canals, to cal'l',}' 011 commerce, to encounter the 
perils anel fatigucs of war, to instituto and administer gorcl'll' 
mont, to be the shicld of woman in moments of danger and 
!'udJen alarm, in n wOI'lI, to perforlll the rough busine:"s (If 

life, that which requires physical strength anel endurance. 
Woman':; mission, while it ]Ias no less of dignity, is Yel':' lUI: 
icrcnt from this. It is to be the light and joy of the house· 

,- Gen. iii. 16. 

?, Eph. v. 22. 
j- 1 Cor. xi\". 3-1. 
; 1 Tim. ii. 13 . 

• 

:I: lbill. xi. 3. 
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hold, to nourish and train the immortal children within its 
precincts, to mould the whole mass of mind while in its most 
plastic state, to fill the throne of the heart, to be the priestess 
in the sanctuary of home, to be the comfort and support of 
mall in senSOllS of SOl'row and of sufiering, to move 'in the 
retllm of ignOl'lUlCe and want, to shine, to cheer, and to bless 
in all the varied ministrations of sympathy and love, from 
the cradle to the gmve. What pmer, nobler, llOlier realm 
can sbe desil'e ~ "The true nobility of woman is to keep her 
own sphere, and to adorn it." * 

Another essential principle of the legislative policy 'of 
Moses was the sanctity of human life. 

N"o legislation of untiquity approaches that of the Hebrew 
lawgh·el', in its solicitude to glUH'tl tllC Ii \'es ot' men. The 
lll'ohibition against killing was one of' the ten prccepts, which 
formed what llIay he called the magna charta of the Hebrew 
stnte.t The crime of murder was punished with death. 
There was no redemption. It was lleclarcd, that the lnnd 
conld 110t be l)tlrged of the stain of blood, except by the 
blooclof him who had shed it.~ Even an ox, which had gored 
It mun to death, and, hy parit.y 01' renson, any other animal, as 
l\ gout, a dog, or a horse, that had killed a pcrson by pushing, 
hiting, or Idcking, was to he stoned ;8 not, indeed, to pun:ch 
the boast, but the owner, nnd so to oblige him to be careful 
ill pl'c\'cnting his oxen, dogs, and other domostic animals, 
from illjmillg his neighbors. The flesh of the goring ox: could 
IIllt be oaten,11 n prohibition which ,served to keep up a whole
sumo hOl'ror of murder, at the same timo that it punished the 
mun by the total loss of his \lca:>t. A man, who built allOuse, 
wus required to make a battlement, 01' bal\lstl'Ude, to the root:~r 
If he neglected to do this, and a porson fell from the roof in 
consequence, and was killed, the owner of' the house brought 
bloodgniltiness upon himself; he was considered in the ligllt 

* lIIrs, i:iigomncy. 
~ Ev v,·'1 "8 1

J 
~.,.lI...lo. _ • 

, I" 1" T ~.lX' xx. tJ. 

1'11'\ ")8 1 . lit . XXI. _ 

• 

t Num, SlI."'·, 33. ' .. 
-r- .. " I )','U t.. xxu. o. 
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I)f a lllurderer.t< A vDry peeuliar statuto concerning homicide 
I,ID' an unknown person is recorded in Deut. 21: 1-9. 'luis 
statute will 1..>e particularly examined in a subsequent part of 
this work, and I forbear, therefore, a detail of its l)l'ovisions 
at the present time. By consulting the passage,' the reader 
will perceive, that the cIders, 01' magistrates, of the nearest 
city were obliged to purge themselves and their city of the 
lUunIer, andll1ake a solemn avowal, that they were ignorant 
of the perpetrat.or of it. He will perceive also, tlint, in the 
a1..>sence of the press, nothing could be better fittcd than tll(l 
ecremonies ordained to give publicity to the murder, and to 
make eyery one, who had any knowledgo of the lUuttcr, give 
information concerning it. FJ.'hero can be no doubt, that the 
investigation instituted by the laws of :Moscs over the bouJ 
of a person, who had come to his death by moans unknown, 
i:; the origin of the coroner's inquest ill model'll times. No 
ancient law mado such provision for the detection of secret 
lllUl'l1ers as this of Moses, That of Plato, wl1ich is regarded 
as tho best, simply ordained, that it' a man was found dead, 
and the lllul'llcrcr could not bo ascertained, proclamation 
should be made, that he "shoulcl not come into any holy place: 
1101' iuto any part of the whole country; for if he were (lis
covcrcd und apprehended, he should be put to death, be 
thrown out of the bounds of the country, and IHwe no hurinl.t 
These provisions of the :Mosaic code to beget an abhorreuceol' 
11l1ll'ller, and to gum-a tho lives of the citizells, are yery re· 
marlml>le. They evince a humanity in :Moscs, unknown til 

all other ancient legislators. They must haye tel1cbl, in 11 

high llegree, to introduce a horror of shedding human hlood, 
and to give intenFoity to the idea ot' tho sacredness of human 
life. 

A rlfteenth fundamental llrinciple of tho Hebrew go\'erll
ment was education; the education of the whole hotly of the 

)\0 Deut. xxii. 8. t Plnt9 do Leg.!. n. 
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people; especially, in the Imowle<1ge of the constitution, 
Jaws and history of their own countl:"y. 

An ignorant IJCople cmmut 1)0 a free IJcople. Intelligence 
is essential to liberty. No nation is capable of self-govern
ment, which is not euncated to uuderstand Ilnd appreciate its 0 

responsibilitics. In a republican goyernmcnt, the whole 
pOWCI' of education is rel1uil'ed.-Ko Upon this prineiple Moses 
proceeded in the tbllling of his commoll\\·ealth. 

The details of the IlI'l'Ungcments for the education of the 
~ 

IIeurcw people, contained ill tho Pentateuch, are but scanty. 
W c arc, thcrefore, greatly in the dark, as to the specific 
means employed. So far, however, is clClll', that the :Mosaic 
law requircd, that the greatcst IJa:ns should be taken to 
mould the minds, the pl'illciplcs, the lwuits, and manners of 
the yuung. l~nl'ents wcrc, ngain and again, commanded to 
teach their children, from infancy, :tIl the words of the law, 
und all the glorious fhets of theil' nutional llistory. They 
\1'01'0 enjoined to talk of them, when they sat in the house, 
and when they walkctl by the way, WllOU they lay down, and 
whcn they rose IIp.t The whole system of legislation was 
crowded with commemorative rites and festivals. Into the 
meaning of these, it was taken for gl'antcc1, that the young 
would inquire, and it was ordained, that their cnriosity 

should be satisfied by the explanations of their sires.t The 
passover reminded them of the wonders of the exode; the 
pcnh~cost, of the terl'ifie splendors, which accompanied the 
girillg of the law; the feast of tabernacles, of the hardships 
and miraculous supplies of the wilderness; and the mOIlll

mcntal heap of stones at Gilgal, of the standing of the 
\l'aters of Jordan upon an heap, to afford a l)assage to t11eir 
forefathers. Even the borders of theil' garments, t.heir gates, 

o the frontlets betwecn tllOir eyes, and t110 posts and lintels of 

* l\lontcSfl' Sp. of I.nw~: B. 4, c. 5. t Dcut. vi. 7. 
o t Ex. xiii. 14. 15. 
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their doors, were to become their teachers by the laws and 
maxims which were inscribed upon them.* 

It is hence plain, that Hebrew parents were required, not 
vnly to tcach their children orally, but also to impart to them 
t hc arts of rcading and writing. Since they were commanded 
t(1 write thcm, they must themselves have learned the art of 
writiug; and since they were to write them for the use of 
tbeir children, these must have been taught the art of read
iug. Thore is reason to believe, that the ability to read and 
writc was all accomplishment, more generally possessed by 
the IIcul'cws, than by any other people of antiquity.t This 
was ccrtaillly the case in the time of our Savior. In his ad. 
dresses to the common people, he constantly appealed to 
them ill such words as these: "Have ye not read what Moses 
saith? Have ye not rend in tIle scriptures ?"t Such language 
implies an ability, on tIle part of the people, to examine the 
sCl'iptlll'es for themseh·es. The same thing is indicated by u 
thct, stated by the evangelical historian conc .lrlling the in. 
scription placed o\'er the head of Jesus ut his crucifixion: 
'" This title then read many of the J ews."§ The writings of 
Josephus are crowded with testilllollies us to the great care of 
the IIobl'ews in the education of their children. IIe says, 
among oth~r things, that first of all th~y are taught the laws, 
as uest fitted to promote theil' futuro huppiness; that the 
people weekly assclIlule to heal' them read, und to lcarll tliem 
exactly; und, to crown all, he adds, somewhat hyperbolically, 
110 doubt, thnt," if anyone 1I0 but ask any of' our peoplll 
auont our laws, he will more readily tell them all than he 
wili tell his own name." ""'V e fiml it to be the uniform tes
timony of Jewish writers, that the school was to be foulld in 
0\'01'.)' district througbout the n[ltion, and under the care of 

. " Deut. vi. S, o. 
t :\lnt. xii. 3. xis. 4. 

Luke yi. 3. 
~ .r ohn xix. 20 

t Mathew'S Bible & Civ. Gov. Lect.4 . 
xxi. 113. xxii. 31. Murk ii.25. xii. 10, 26. 
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teachers, who were honored alike for their character and sta" 
tiOll."~:· Muimollides, in his treatisc on the study of the law, 
says: "Every Israelite, whether POOl' or rich, healthy 01' sick, 
old 01' young, is obliged to study the law; and even if so pOOl' , 

as to be maintained by charity, 01' ueg his bread 1'1'0111 door . 
to door, and hal'c wife and children, 110 must devote some 
time to thc dltily find 110cturnal meditation of it." lIe asks, 
" IIow long ought a man to pursue the stUGY of the law~" 
nud replies, "Till !leath." 

All important fllliction of the Le\'ites was to supcrintend 
the educatiun ot' the people. The pl'oofs of' til is pl'oposition 
~ll be suhmitted in a subsequent chapter. For the present, 
I mcrely a(h'crt to the faet, in passing: that, in the }'efOl'lllu, 

tiOIl ulldel'ht1wll hy JehoshnpllUt, thnt excellent prince, in the 
true spirit of the "Mosaic institutiun, commanded the priests 
to go through the land, and teach the people, city by city, 
the la,rs of' Moses:~ Several ot' the leading political l)rinci. 
plc5 ot' Plato, as I lU1.\"e shown ill the first book,t were 
UOl'l'lIwed fl'om the Hebrew lawgiyCl'; but in no other 1)oint 
did his republic so closely resemble the J ewis1l, as in this, 
that he cnjoined it upon aU the citi;~ens to learn nccUl'ately 
the bws. 

In t\\ll harmony with the spirit of the ~r')saic laws, and 
indeed as a natul'Ill result of their opcmtion, lligllcr semina.-
1'ics ot' learning, llntlCl' the llame of "schools of the 
)lI'Opltcts,"§ wcre introduced and established amol1g tho 
Reln·ows. These institutions were presided over by mcn 
vcnel'able for tllCil' age, chUl'actcr, ability and learning. The 
notices of these schools in the sacred boob nre rather scanty, 
and this has gh'cn rise to various opinions cOnCel'l1illg them. 
From their lIame some lJaYC conjectured, that they were 

* )[nthow's Bib. & Civ. Gov. Leet. 4. 
t :2 Chron. xvii. 8, 0. 
~ 1 " . 18 () K' .. 3 5 o dun. XIX. . .. mgs II. , . 

t Chap. 7. 
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places of instrHction in tIlO art of prophecy. This absurd 
timc,}" was horl'owed by Spinoza from the rnbbins, and by 
him baIHled duwn to bis fullowers; whenco these snge logi. 
cians have infel'l'e(l, that prophocy was among the pructical 
arts uf tbe ITell'cws, as llIllch as carpentry, or enrrr(l\'in<> 

to:> 0' 

But of tbis we may 10 cortain, that the schools of tIle pro. 
phets were seillinarics of prophets, meaning by tllis term 
inspired lIlen, only in so ftlr as that those who were best 
iustrllcted in the llivine law, being best fitted to cOlln~y God's 
C0Il1111UlIlls to the peoplo, \Yonlll, for that reasoll, be most 
likely to be clwscn hy 11 im for that pUl'pose. In oppo~itioll .. 
to the opinion of Spinoza, Dishop Warburton nl'gues,(f wi~ 
no little iurce, in support of the opinion, that they Wel'e 

seminar!es designClI ch ieily fi:n' the study of the Jewish !In,, 
It is prl1halJle, ho\\'c\'er, that. thoy woro not devoted exclnsi\"ely 
to that department of study, hut om brnectl within their SCIJPC 
other hranchcs of knowledge, which were reckoned UlllOllg 
the pursnits (If leal'lling ill that tlay. The,)" correspolHbl t.) 
tho colkge::; alJ(1 univcrsities of modeI'll times. ThC',}' 1I1\l~t 

have exel'ci~ed n puwerful iufluence Oil the mind and manner5 
of the .Jewish people. It was ill tile schools of the prophets, 
that DaYill imbibed that luve fur tllC religions and civil laws 
of his C0I111tl'Y, which glowed so intensely in II is hOl'om, 
which "parkled ill Iii::; inilllitnhlc lyrics, which became ,,(I cO· 

l)ious a spring of hlessing to his lIatio11, nud which W.)1) tilr 
himself the exalted title of the" mau after GOll'S own heart j"t 
not morally aIHl religiously, tin' that 110 man has C\'l'r yet 
IJCen, but, as the whole scope of the passage shows, the lllall 
after GOl]':; heart us a ch'il ruler, It man imbued with the 
spirit, nnd de\'uted to the maintenance, of the nutional can· 
stitl1tion. 

There was a peculiarity in the :Mosaic systom of education, 
which deser\'es our notice. It did not overlook the fact. that • 

* Divine Legation. t 1 Sumuel xiii. 14. 



LAWS OF THE ANOmNT HEBRF,WS, 441 
, 

erel'y mfln Ims what Dr. Arnold calls two businesscs; his par
ticnhu' busincss, as of !l. farmer, merchant, lawyer, 01' the like, 
:lIld his general business, that which he shfll'es in C01111l101: 

with all his fellow-citizens, his business as n man and a citizen. 
Most model'll systems of education take but little llotice of . 
this distinction. They go upon the Pl'CSUlllptiOIl that, if n 
mnD learns his lJarticular busilleS!:l wclI, a knowledge of his 
geneI'lll busincss will comc of itself, 0)' bo picked up by the 
wny, Not such was the view of :Moses. He seems mthel' to 
lll\\'l~ thought, that overy man would be hlllJellcd to muke 
himself mastcr of his particular business, siBce his bread de
pended on it; but thnt the knowledge of his general business, 
the want of wldeh is less keenly felt, would be a more fit 
snl)jcct of legal provisiou. lIe intender], that all his people 
should share ill the management of the }>111Jlic nfiilir8. ITe 
mennt each to 1)e u depositary of political power. Hnt he 
looked upon power as n SOlCII111 tl'llst, und thought it illcum
bent CIll a legislator to take care that those who holu it, should 
know how to disclllll'gc its uuties. lIcnce, in legislating 011 

the suhject of education, he appeal's chiefly allxiol1s to have 
, 

his people instrllcted in the lmowlcdge of theil' general husi-
ness, that is, their duties as men nnd citizons. lIe belonged 
ncithel' to that clnss of political pltilosol'hel's, who desire to 
see the mass of the people shut out fl'ol11 all political powe1', 
as always :md under all Ch'Culllst:lIlces uufit to cxercise it, 1101' 
to that class, who wish to sec the 110wer of the masses in
creased, il'l'especth'c of their alJility to dischurge so important 
n trust l,eneficially to the community. In his cuucational 
scheme, power amI knowledge went hand in hand. 'fhe pos· 
sessiou of the latter was l'cgal'detl us esscntial to the right nsc 
of the f\I\'lIIol'. 

The old Homans hn,\"e received the highest praises, because, 
conscions of the importance of imparting to the rising gene
ration an eurly kllowlctlgc of t11C laws, tllcy llltltle the twch'c 
t.alJI\!s olle of the first elelllculs of public instrnctioll, requiring 

• 
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the ,)'olltll to commit to mOl110l'Y theil' mltil'o contollta, rrhoy 
\\'C)'O tlclIHiblu, thllt what if! 1IlIIl'IIcd nt so om'l'y IL ,p~riod is not 
finly likely tu bo IOllg 1'01l101Ilbo)'0(1, lmt it! Itll1lOStSIlI'O to COlli, 

lIIancl rCRjJcct I1IHl vOllcl'ntioll, Hut Moses gavo II hronde!' 
npl'licntiou to this 11l'illcipl0 than it evcr roeoh'od nmollg tho 
HOIIIIIII people, Tho odllcation, ell,ioille(l hy 'Moses, WIlS not 
1\;; IIllIfllIg' tll(!lIl, /lI()I'ely 01' tho childl'on of tho llighh')I'n 1111(\ 

tho l'it:ll, lltlt. (If' all 1'1I1I1\s IIlIcl COll<litiOllfl, It wns (l f'lIl111n. 

Illelital 1lI11Xhll (If his poli(',)', tllnt 110 eitir.on, lIot C\'ell tha 
111\\'1:t'I, nnd tho POOI'cst, 811011111 grow I1p in igllorallcc, lTo\\' 
IlItH:h dol'S hc tles('I'\'o tho gl'lltitnt\o of 1I1111l1dnd luI' so 1I(lhle 
II le~sl.lll! In }ll'opol'tion ns this illc:t entol's intu tho eunstitn, 
\illn 1)[' It f;tntc, tyl'llnny will hillo its llOml, pruCtiClIlcClllll1ity 
",ill bo (lsI111Ilishcd, party Illl'il'\) will almto its iCl'ocity,c!'I'or, 
I'IlSIIllCSt', a1ll1 fully will c1i:;H)Jl'CIIl', and ttn olllightened,::t1igni. 
lied, and \'cncl'aLlc puLlie opinion will heal' swny. . ,.' 

[pOll Hie whulo, it IIIny bo ttl1il'lllCd, that in 110 pal't,of the 
, 

nel,l'cw eunstitntion l10es the wisl1ullJ of' tho Inwgiyel' shine 
, " 

with a more gonial lustre, than in what rclates to thceduca. 
, ,I, ' 

tiun or 1110 young, The provisiuns of the constitution on this 
, 

Ill,,jnt eallnot ho l'egnl'llClI othel'wise than ns the dictate of 11 'i, 

\\'isl', liberal, nnd cOJll}>rchcnsh-o statesmnnship; for, sUl'ely, 
it if; ill the highest degrce dcsirable, that ovcry citizen should 
be nc(pwintcl1 ",ith tho laws nUll constitution of his conn try, 
Patl'iutislll itself is Imt n. hlilld impulse, if it is not founded 
ull a kno\\'lec1g'o of' tho blessiJlgs wc al'e called npon to secure, 
n:H1 the privileges wldeh wo proposo to llelond, It, 1:; politi· 
cal ignol'nllce nlolle, that Clln rcconcile men to the taJlle sur· 
l\;lIdvl' of tli()ir rights; it is political knowledge alollc, that 
can rcar an ct1'eetllal harrier against the cllcronclllllcllrs ot' [II'
hitl':ll'," j1u",cr unll lawlcss violellce:x, 

III full accordallco with tIle spirit of the :Mosaic legislution, 
is the heantiful pm)'cr of Dadd, "thnt onr SOliS lllny be as 

• I'(!() thi~ tnpic lHlllllll'll in (t mn"terly manner hy llo1Jel't Hal! in 'lilC or 
his H(~\'ie,,'s; 1 cannot nuw l'ccal whit'll, 

, . 

, 

, 
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plaulS gl'OWll up ill thoil' youth; thllt 0111' dnllglttcl;sllluy b,o 
U8 corller·stones, polished nt'tOl' the similitude 01': 1\ pllh\co~" 
6;IC11 WliS tho politielll l)hilosophy uf th~ fUII1~~1,~1~:oftho Ire- , 
bl'cw state, Iwd snch wns tho practice of' thoso stntcsplCllill 
nnOl' times, who udhCl'oa 1lI0st closely to tho 1l1Jil'it ~J!' his . 

, 

IllstitlltiOllfl. Frolll n s\11'vey of the whole mattol', the conclu· 
sion t)llCIIlS wl\l'l'lmLcd, thaI; tho Cll11cation of tho Hehl'ew 
pooplu, condllctocl Utainly, though Hot wholly, 1ll1del' tho 
dOlllcstic 1'001', WitS, 11O\'Ol'tltolcss, It IllltiOlWl cducatiun, Hnd 
wurthy of t.he imitatiun ot' Ot.lWl' IHltions. Especially ducs it, 
dcsCl'\'C to 00 studiml and copiud, so fhl' us that bl'llllch of 
education hl CUllCel'llOd, w h lelt consists ill <10\'010}>111011 t, CIS 

distitl"'uishotl from instrllction, Tho Hebrew law 1'0'11lirctl ::> 

IIll cnrly, cOllstant, VigOI'UIlS, ullll eflicicllt truining of the dis: " 
positilln, judgmellt, 111 l\1l11 el'S, and habits both ot'tho\1ght ' 
and feeling. The sOlltilllcmts, llc1d to be nppropriateto mall',,' 
ill society, '1'01'0 illlbibed with tho milk uf. llli'ullcy .. The , 

I ' " d._ i" 

manneI'd, considcl'ou hecoming in adults, woro sodulonsly , 
impnrted ill childhood. The hahits, rcg:mled as eomlucivo 

, 

to i11l1iyillnal advancement, social happiness, nnd national 
rcpose and prosperity, were culti vatod with the utmost t1ili
gcnce. The greatest pains were tnken to acquaint the He
bru\\' youth with thcir duties, us well as their r:ghts, both 
pcrsonal ClIltI political. In tt word, tho main chmmcl of 
thought and feeling for oach gcneratioll wus markcd out by 
the goncration which preceded it, nnd the strealll fur the most 
pnrt flowed with n. steatl,Y Cl1l'l'ell'~. 

Snch a system of' mental and moral culture as that for 
\\'hich the Hebrow eonstitutioll llIalle provision, could not be 

. without rich fruits, Tho rosult was, that tho llatioll roached 
a high point of liteml',)' attain\l\ont llml (1istinctioll. Undel' 
their Illost sp\emlill nIHI munificent monarch, the IIeurows 
eujoyed wlwt may 1)(3 called the golden age uf their litera
turc. ~; SOllllllOIl ntHI Ids e01ll't \\"e1'e, in their tIny, tbe great 
cllnt!'c of nttl'tletioll for tllUse (If all nations, who loved amI 

" I' 
• , , 

, , d. 
, 

" '1 ,I 

• . , 
, 
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honored kl1o\\"lc<1;,;'(', Hi::; wisllulll excelled all tho wisdom of 
the east countt',Y, and all the wisdom ot' Egypt. IIe "'}'Iakc of 
tl'('('[;, ii'om tho cedal' in J ,chtlnoll even unto tIle hyssop th~t 
~~l'l'illgeth Ollt ot' the Wll!!; Jill spake also of beasts, nud of 
f;,\r1, and of' cl'ceping tIJillg::;, mill of fishes. His songs Were a 
thull~and ant! lin:, a1111 Ids pl'on~l'IJs three thousanu. Anti 
wllile JIC excellc(1 ill the wide 1ichls ot' natul'nl science, poetr\, . , 
111ltl ethic~, the tCllll'le, which still belli':) his name, stool1 
J,cli!l'e the \I'llI'll! a lJIunUlJlent of skill Hud taste, which rell. 
tll'I'cel it ill nftel' 1Ig'l':) tIle l'riginal lIlotlcl of' grace, majesty, 
and granllcUl' ill architectul'e, Such giftctlltlluinnl'ies ill thl) 
intl,llcctual world do lIot shine alone, 1'hey lIsually l'l,lollg 
to n eOllstellatj.,n, allll the Idng who sets sllch :UI examl,le, is 
HO\. likely to llc witlwut ti,\JU\\'Cl'S, Thero wus, iudeed,olle 
ellJ'(linal ieatlll'e ill the lIell1'e\\' polity, which "'lIS lll'c-emi. 
llC'lltly 1':I\-ol':llJle, at all tillll'':, to the ellltinitiun of Jmowlellge, 
lly divine app"intlllt'llt the whole tl'iLc of Ied was set apart 
t: ,I' the :;cl'dee ot'religiun allt1 lettel's; alllI while many wero 
employc,1 lJCI: Il'e the altar all(1 ill the tem1'1e, uthers werc 
dcyoted to stl\lly; llHlJIY of whom, c;;pecially in the l'ci!-(II of 
~()lOIllOll. rcachcI1 a hi~~h JlllIllC hoth fi)1' their uttainnwllt:; in 

, --
tho scicnce of' their agL', :md the 1illelity with which they 
IIIH(ll~ theil' learning availahle ti)1' tho uCllefit ot' the people, 
Thllg was prouncod that happy coujllnetioll ill the histol'Y of 
J.:llmr]ellge, when learning \)C8t0\\'0(1 llOllur on the lC:ll'lIed, 
aIHl tho learlled Ill'uught honol' Oil learning'; when the high· 
e,"1 altninIlH'nt" WI'l'e (leemed of valne, nut accol'(ling a~ they 
gzln' di,.:tilldi"n to hil1l \\'110 IHl(ll'eached tllOl1I, lJ\lt acct)l'ding 
a~ tlley tClltlel] to impruve and to bless the whole tiullily ot' 
lIIan, Aill'lllg' tlto Hehrows thel'o \l'as 110 1ll01lO1'uly ot'know· 
IcdgJ h,)' II tiwOrl!(I fe\\" InteiIigl'uce was general ill the 
degree and of tllC ldlltl a(1apte(1 to the \'arions plll'suit~ alld 
d lIties of till ,,,0 autnllg ",lwlll it was sproa(]. The tonglle mill 
the pell ot' e\'en lc:trllell ),o,"alty \l'ere i!l(lustl'iou:;ly Ollll,lnj'eu 
ill gi\'illg' to knowledgc that C01Hll!IISed allt1 practical fUl'm, 
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which might hring it within tho roach of un, and mnke it 
aruilable for the advulllage of all ; of the shepllCl'd and vine
dressel', as well as of the sons of the pl'ophets."* 

Another of those gl'eat ideas, 011 which Moses founded the 
Hebrew government., was union. 

I rct'er here, not so much to those civil tics wlJich bound 
the people togcthc1' in ono body politic, us to thnt ononess of 
hearts, opinions, and manners, which forms tho strollgest. 
bond of socicty, fmd is the fil'most rampart. of its defenco. 
This sympathy of souls, and tho interchange of social ~lta
ritics springing from it, though not the primury ohjeet, wus 
yet an e~C()lIcllt incidental advantage, of the equal distl'ibu
tion of property, herctofore noticed. The nation was thus 
composed ot' a brotherhood of lllll'dy yeomen, no one of 
whom coulJ become either yery rich 01' very poor, 01' could 
have anything in his outwm'd circumstances grcatly to excite 
the ell"Y 01' the contcmpt of the others, How well suited 
slIch (t condition of things was to make solid fl'iendships, let 
the opinions of all antiquity, from Aristotle to Cicero, as 
well as those of eyery succeeding age, attest, 

The system of education, in yoguc among the Hebrew peo
}lIe, tended powerfully to the samo result. To this cnase 
Josephus, with much plausibility, t.races that unanimity ot 
sentiment cOllce1'l1ing God and morals, which, he says, so 
l'emarlmhly distinguished his nation, that even the women 
and SCl<rants spake the same things, 

To the same effect was tI1C incessrent inculcation of 
kindness nnd charity, not ollly towards olle another, but .also 
to straugers, enforced hy th'o oft repeated admonition, "Y e 
know the heart of a stranger, for ye were strangers in the 
land of' Egypt."'!· " If," says tho vellerahle patriarch, whose 
history, there is reaSOll to believe, :Moses introduced to the 
Imowlc1lge of his countrymcn, it' he was not himself . the 
author of it, " if I hn\'e withheld the 1)001' from their desire, 

t Ex, niii. 9. 

• 
• 
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Ill' ]la\'C caused the eyes of the widow to fail j if I have 
eaten 1I1y mOl'sel alone, alld tho fatherless have not eaten 
thel'e l'!'; if I 11I1\'0 scen any perish for want of clothing, or 
:lll;',' P' ,or without cO\'cring; if I did despise the cause of my 
1l1:tJl-~l'\'\'ant 01' my 1II:1id-scrmnt, when they contended with 
me; \\'hnt then shall I do when God risctll up; and when he 
\'i~i!'.'thl whnt shall I I1nswer him? Did not he that made 
me in the womu, make him? nnd did not one fashion us?'~t 

11 ,,\\' 11ca I1tif'lI11y docs th itl aclmowledgment of brotherhood 
with paupers and LOlHhncll, ii'om one of the most illnstrious 
prinec., (If' llis age, nIH1 Uti" warm gush of charity towal'd~ 
\.'\'el'\' creal III'C, ,,'carin~ tllO Illlman for111. and, crushed . ~- . 
heneath the Inmlell oj' human sorrows, contrast with that 
II ttCI' w:tn t (It' sylll pnt hy i'll!' lIlan as man, which charnctel'ized 
nil the HnciclIt systcms hoth of government and philosophy! 
The" udi ]lI'I,fhnl1ll1 \,l1lglls et at'ceo" of Horace, that llitter 
':COl'll :11)(1 snpcl'('i1iol1s contempt of' the prl)fhlle hel'(l, ,~a~ 
lmt tbn echo l,f a llIode of thinking aIH1 feeling, well nigh 
1111 i\'('I',.;al :llllon~ tho learned and tho great ot' hi~ day, 
l\f11C'1l "I' (heck, UlHl neat'l,\' all of Roman letters, breathes a 
prllll·1 "I,lidlln and contempt of' the cOlllmon people, 'file 
~cnl'llrlll sentiment of the Roman poet, cited above, "Ilate 
till' tlte' profane rahlJle," is but too faithfnlly refieetC(1 from 
the pages of' ancient scholarship. 

Dul·, aftel' all, the great and sufficient means of celllenting 
tlw 1)1111(1 of sYlllpathy and f'riellllship among the IIcln'ews, 
we\'0 the tlll'co anHllal festivals, at which the males mu~t, amI 
t 1.. j;~lllalcs might, asscllIhle at .Tcl'Usale1l1, The divinc wis· 
11, 1111 Ila;; a reach, a compass, a 1I1anifold flllness in its 11lans, 
wlti(~h I he shorl;;ightell plllicy of' man would in vain lal.t)r to 
illlita!,', Tlm8 it was iu the institution of these solemnities, 
Wlli!e t11ll primar,)' o1ll1 of tlleil' appointment was of a reli
giou;; lIat1ll'o, anothel· :tu(l a most illlportant one was the pro
mutiun of that fratCl'lIal esteem and charity, so congCllial 

* Job. xxxi. 13 ~eqq. 

• 
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both to the clutl'actcl' of ~Ioses and the temper of his laws. 
This WfiS tho opinion of ~Iaimollides. "The festival days," 
says he,* "wel'e appointed gencra1ly f01' purposes of joy, nnd 
because such public assemblies promote that union and 
affection, which m'e llccessm'ily l'e1lllired under aU civil and . 
political governments." 

From a similnr Illot.ive sprang the llational games of' Greece, 
so celdmltcd in nneiellt story; and the institution of those 
nssemblics has' eyer been looked upon as a master stroke of' 
policy ll1llI IJl·Ullenee. The Greek nation, as observed by 
Gog\1ct,'I' composed of a multitude of small statcs, jealous 
and cll\'ions of each other, lind need of some com1110I1 centre, 
"here allm ight occasionally find themsch'cs unitcli and com
mingled. This is 11l'ccisely what happened in thesc gUll1es, 
whither repaired an incl'edilJle ntll11 bel' of spectators frum all 
parts of Greece. l~y this concourse was formed a hon!l of 
correspondence, a SOit of eonfmtel'llity, among all the citizclls 
of the tliii'el'ent Grecian cities. The Ch'eeks, at these times, 
appeared to lie, ill a manllcr, inhauitants of the same plaee; 
thc'f oilcl'cd in COllllllon the sallle sacrifices to tIle SUlllO dei-

• 
ties, [tIlIl participatell in thc same pleasll1'cs. By this menDS 
grudges were cahnetl; animosities stiflcd ; and qunl'l'eJ,; 
tel'millnle<1. They had also an opportunity, in these gmnd 
assemhlages, of effacing those prejudices, Wllic~l aro eOIll

monly kept up onJy hy not knowing the 1)01'80n8, against 
whom they are entertained. 

WhatC\"cr allvalltnge;:;~ ot' this nature, Grecco deriyod from 
the institntion of he1' games, the same flowed, in a still higher 
degree, to the H ehrcws from tlwit· national festivals. By 
heing thus hrought fi'cqncntly into contact, Oil an O(lual fiJot
ing, they were l'cmilHltlll of theil- commou origin and their 
common ohjects. The fact was Ill'ought home vh'idly to 

* ~r01"C Ncrochim. C. 18 . • 

t Origin of taws. I cannot cite the cllaptCl', lJcenuse I am not now 

whero I cun lu\\'c access to the work. 
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1 heir thoughts, that they were sons of the same 1athCl', Wor. 
shippers of the same God, and heirs of the same promises. 
Persuns of' distant towns and different tribes met together 
on terms of brotherhood and fellowship; find old relat.ions 
were l'(>newec1, and ne,,' ones formeu. Thus the twe1\1e petty 
states woul(l become more and moro closely connected, and 
"ould be, not mercly nominally, but really, and from social 
love, unitetl into one gl'eat Jleople. 

lIo,," strong the cemellting power of these· solemn convo
catiolls was actually found to be, plainly appears, in the 
\l1oti"e, which prolllpted the politic and crafty Jcroboam, on 
the re\'olt of the ten tribes from tIle successor of Solomon, to 
set up the go1l1en cahes at Dan and Bethel: " Jeroboam said 
in Ids heltrt, Now shall t110 kingdom return to the bouse of 
David, If this people go up to do sacrifice in the house of 
1 he Iord at J ernsn1em, then shall the heart of this lleople 
turn ngain to their I,onl, oven 11l1to Rehoboall1, ldng of Ju. 
(lah, anel they sll:1.11 ki11me, and go again uuto RebolJoam, 
king ot' Juc1ah,'~;c· 

lICl'll "e have a clear proof, that the separation of the ten 
tribes fl'OI!l the tribe of JIHlah, undcl' Rehoboam anel Jerobo
am, co1l1l1 not 11:1\'0 been permanent, had not t11e latter 
nlll'ogated olle part of the law of ltloses relati"e to the festi· 
vals. This shows, in a very striking manner, how naturally 
une CI)m1l111n place for national festivals hns the efl'ect of 
pl'eYenting, or healing, any such political breaches; alld that 
tlw legislator, \\"110 8h01lhl l)e desirous of inseparably uniting 
t\\'chc small stntcs intI) one great nation, could not adopt a 
1I10re ('Hectnal plan fi,l' that purpose, than that which Mose~ 
plIl'sned ill the c-nse of the trihcs of Isrne1.t 

'I'u l)ring the illnstration of this point somewhat more 
clusely to oIll'5ch'es, what is it, let me ask, that constitutes t11(' 
t<tI'Ollgl.!:,t bom1 clf mdoll between the people and states of om 
l)",n c(.ntedcraey? Is it a cOlllmon ancestry ~ Is it the pr(~ 

* 1 Kings ii. 2(;. :!7 t :Mich. Com. on the Laws of l\Iose., Art. lO~. , 



, 

LA. WS OF TilE ANCIENT UEnREWS. 449 

perty we aU claim in the pnulie annals of the country ~ Is it 
tho ccmenting powel' of om' revulutionary struggle? Is it 
even onl' national constitntion, that PI'ccjuns legacy, be
qncathed to us by the wisdom of 0111' patriot sircs? Thcse 
things, doubtlcstl, havo tllCit' influence, lIor is it a fechle one; 
but not onc, nor all of thcm combinc(l, at'o adccluate to tho 
result. 'What, then, is that mysterions, coll(~sh-o power, which 
bolds 11S together, amI which alolle can hold llS together, as 
one pcoplc? It is our migl'atury habits. It is Olll' universal 
fondncss for tra \'cl. It, is the fact, that each of' liS Illls n 
parcnt, u child, u brothel', 11 sister, in the distant north, tho 
extrcme south, the fnt'-of!:' west. It is the cOl'tainty that Ilone 
of us can find olll'seh-es in a railw:I), ear, 0\' stea1l\boat, on 
IIny of the it'on road~ 01' majestic l'iYcrs of' this ul'O:ul empire, 
without meeting, 01' mnldng, all aCfl'lnintaucl) 01' a fHond. It 
is tho cheap postage 8ystclll, which elwlJlcs llCtll-t to sJicak to 
hcart, between the most distant points, without taxing even 
the 1'001' witlt nn expenditure uut of Pl\'pol'tioll to their lIloans. 
It is tl/O mngnctic telegraph, wllich tl'tUlfll!lits tho mcssages ot 
busillcss and of nfl'ectioll, with lightning mpidity, fl'Olll Olle 
extrelllity of the cUlllltl-y to the othel', It is o Ill' llllHlCrous 
watering places, whel'o the inhahitants of' the IWrth, the sonth, 
the cast, Hnd the west, 'find thclllsch'es Ollce It yca!', like the 
ancient Grceks at their games, and like the ancient Hebrews 
at thdl' festivals, unitcd and com1\lingled, sitting at the same 
table, hathing in the same waters, drinldug at the snlllO 
springs, inhaling health from the same bl'eezes, engaging ill 
the sallle sports, mingling in the same social circlcs, and 
joining in the song and the jol,e awl the langh togcther, It 
is these influences, and snch as these, that bind us more 
firmly as a people into ono common brotherhood, than would 
n. cordon of' paper constitutions long enongh to oncirclo tllO 
globe, 

A well adjusted system of ,checks and halances bctween 
the several powors of government was another fllllclulllentlll 

29 
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pl'inci ple of the ci vB polity of :Moses. To form a free govern. 
ment, it is necessary to combine the se\'eral powers of it, to 
n<1j list them to each other, to regulate, tempel', and set them 
in motion, to gi\'e, as l\Iontesquicll expresses it, ballast to one 
ill l))'tlm' to ellaLle it to resist another. This is a mnstel'piec~ 
of kgit=.lation, /lC\'er pruduced by hazard, and seldom attained 
hy prudence, It is exactly horo, that the point of greatest 
<litliculty with a legislator lies. This will afford Scope for the 
eXPl'ci:;e ot' 1111 his genius, however comprohensh'e, sagacious, 
and CUJIllllUlHling it Illay be, It is hero that we see the 
pl'ontll'st triullIph of the DI'itish and Amorican constitutions, 
Here al;;l1, H;; it secms to II1C, is the chief defect of the cou. 
stitutiun uf the new Frcnch repuhlic. Thero is no dh'i~iol1 

of puwC'rs in it. l'/tere is no hnlancc .. no check. All the 
:m\ hOl'itr 01' the state is collccted into one contro, tlle sinnle . . ~ 

assC'1Il hI."; and the constant. tetHlcncy will l)e to a similar CCll. 

tmlizntillll IIf power in that bOlly. It will be well if tile 
s,Y;-;\elll dncs not degenerate into the gove1'l1ment of an inc, 
~p()li~il,lo junto of mllstCl' spit'its, 01' evcn into the despotislll 
()~' IIIIC 11 It III , lu,hl cnongh, anel popular 011 ol1g:1 I , to seize the 
rcill" 01' HIllrcmc po\\'el':~ 

1 :11 f:'I'tII II lltel,r, Id"tOl''y is hilt too full of proofs, tllllt rcst. 
Ie,:" mill a III bitiuus spirit~, who do not hcsitate to seck IJcr, 
sUlIlIl a!!!.!;I'Hlldilclllcnt, ill the confusion, if not tho ruin 01' 

, '" 

tlll'il' CtllIlltl'Y, mo the growth of all ages and nations. It is 
WI'II u1J~el'\'c(1 hy LOWlIlllll,'I' that thoro arc two principal 
llldh,,(h; of pre\'enting the evUs of ambition, viz. cither to 
tal,,~ away tlte lIslIal occasions of all!l)itiolls views, or else to 
make \ ho execution of them difficnlt and improbable. 

'1'110 Hebrcw constitution, it lllay 1)(, hohlly affirmed, made 

* Thi~ was written in lS4!l, I uo not expunge it, becallse nothing hns 
occlIrred ~inc(\ to change my opinion of the constitntion, as it stood tit thnt 
time. If' th!) lI~lIrpation of LOllis Nnpolcoll uoes not confirm it, tiS least ii 
is not aguinst it, 

• 
t Chil GO\'. of tile TJc!Jl'CW~, e, G, 

• 
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both these provisions, in a manner equal, if not superior, to 
IIDY known constituti~)ll of government in the world. Its 
very ftHlI1dution, as we have seen, was laid in a rigid eqnnlity 
of nil the citizens, cifccted hy n perfectly equal division ot' 
the national domain; which divisiun, 11101'CO\'01', n. funda, 
mental urdinance of the constitution made pCl'petllul. Snch, 
then, w:\s the poculiar character of the agral'ian of the He
brews, that, 011 the one hallll: few conl<1 acqnire the means of 
bribery to fl1ly cOllsidcl'aule cxtcnt; and, on the other, there 
could hurdly, at any ulle tillie, be many indigent persons to 
be cOl'J'upted, The powel' in the hands of so large n lIullIbel' 
of fl'eeholllers was so luueh greater than the powcr in the 
handR ot' one, 01' of It few mcn, that it is impossiLle to COil
ceive how, without 1il'st destroying some of the fUllllnmental 
provisiolls ot' the constitution, ambition and tyrauny could 
accomplish theil' nefarious designs. 

But, besides cntting ofl'the llsllal occasions and incitements 
to allll,ition, tllO constitntion made an tllctions attempts so little 
likely to succeed, as to he next to impracticable. The powers 
of each 'depnrtmcnt of the goverllmeut, as will more clearly 
appcU!' fl'om 0111' unul'yf'lis of' the constitution in the following 
chaptel's, were so balanced by the powers of the other de
pal'tments, that, without the concurrcnce of all, it was well 
nigh il\1})05siole fur any (llIe palt to elm\\' to itself any con
sideI'll1))e preponderallce of authol'ity oyer the others. The 
authority of the judge was cIted.ed hy tlln.t of the senate of 
pl'inces; the power of the senatorial'council was balanced hy 
that of tllO jmlge and the popular assembly; while the ",hole 
was tempcred and restrained by the oracle of their heavenly 
king. Whoever will attenti\'cly consider the tl'l1e plan and 
arrangement. of' the government, will acknowledge, tlmt it 
must have been exceedingly hurd, if not absolut.ely imprac
ticahle, for any person, tribe, magistrate, or public connciJ, to 
invade the IJl'operty of the citizens, 01' OVCl'turn the liberties 
of the state. 

• 

• 
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TIut it has been repeatedly chal'gell against the institutes of 
l\[oses, that, they were purposely contrived to draw all the 
wealth and power of the nation into the hands of the 
tevites; allu that, therefore, the chief dangel' to the popular 
liberty al'ose out of the constitution of that tribe. N e\'e1' was 
so malignant an accusation raised upon so slender a tiJlmua-

• 
tioll. 011 tho contrary, the organization anu disposition of 
tho tribo of Lovi was contl'ived with consummate wisuolll , 
both to impurt a vital action ,to tho whole system, anu, 
at the samo time, to act as a balance wheol to regulate its 

, 
111' ,tlOllS. 

tet us sift It littlo tho charge against this part of the cou
stit ntio)), and seo to what it amounts. 

Thel'o arc two principal sOlll'ces of political, as of personal, 
pOWCl', knowledgo and property. It is undeniablo, that the 
Lo\"ites wero the scholurs of tho llation; and it is l'cauily 
gmllted, that, if to this auvantage they had united an in
dependent government, snch as tho othcr tribes ,enjoyed, and 
an cfll1al possession of' territory, there would have becn a 
contilinal nnd dangerons tendency to the accull1U'atioll of 
IlJ'opcrty an<l powel' in their hands. But 1I108es committcu 
no such en!,itnl mistake, as such an organization would argue, 
Hi;; constitution, at one blow, deprived the Levites of a 
Ilnit~cl and independent govel'nme,nt, and 1'o11(lel'eu them 
1ncal,ahle of holding landed property. According to au 
ntWiellt prophecy of their groat })I'ogenitor, they were "ui· 
"ideel ill .Tacoh and scntkrNl in IsraeL" They were distribute(l 
illto citie,:, allotted to them throughout tho territories of all 
the other twol ve tribes. 

Dy this arrangement both the estates and the persons of 
the Ledtes were giVe!l into the hands of tIle remaining 
trihes, as so lllany hostages for their good behavior. They 
wero so separated from each other, that it wus impossible for 
them to forlll any dangerous combinations among themselves, 
or to aflurd mutual assistance in the execution of any mnbi· 

, 

, 
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tions l)1'ojects. Upon suspicion of any factious uttempts on 
their })I\1't, it was in the IJower of the other tribes, not only 
to pnt 1\ stop to their whole livelihood, but also to seize upon 
all their persons fit once. . 

Hence it may he l)erceived, tlInt, whatever influence tho 
constitution conferred upon tIle Levites to do good, the same 
constitution took away fr0111 tLem all power to endanger the 
peace, 01' thc liberties of their country. Neyer, certaiuI)', did 
any other constitution watch, with such eagle-eyed jealousy, 
to preserve the J1eople from the dangers of ill-balanced 
llOwer,or guard the public liberty with so many and so ad
mirably contrived defences against the projects of factious 
and.restless U1nbition; :Most justly docs Lowman taka notice 
how much these prodsions of the Hebrew government to 
llrevent. the occasions of iitction excel all the constitutitlllS of 
the famed Spartan lawgiver for the same plU'pose, so much 
celebrated hy Grecian authors. Nor would they, he adds, 
have missed their praise, had they heen published by a 
Lycllrgus, a Solon, a Kuma; or, inueed, by any hody, but 
Moses. Tho moro we examine into the :Mosaic plan of go
\'ernment, and the moro reflection We bestow upon it, the 
lIIore shall we be convinced of the admirahle equilibrium of 
its l)owers, and the more shnll we feel its fitness for the 
efficient l)l'csel'\'ation of the public liberty. 

The necessity of an enlightened, yirtnous, salutary public 
ollinion, is the last of those great ideas, which I shull notice 
as lying at the lmsis of the Hehrew constitution. 

Public opinion is au instl'Ument of mighty l)OWel'; and it 
is none the less 1)0\\"o1'ful, llecallse its operation is silent nnd 
ullperceh-ed. It is a great and pcrmding l))'inciple of action 
mnong men. No human being is heyond the reach of its in
fluence. The despot moderates his tyranny in obedience to 
its lUnuuutes. 'l'he legislator respects its authority in making 
laws. The politician seeb to tum it to aeCOllllt in promoting 
his schemes ot' personal ad \'allCemollt. A <.1isl'~gard of it cost 
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Charles I, of England, his head, Rnd drove Oharles X, of 
Frunce, ii'om his throne. Ignorance 01' contempt of it has 
prostrated monurchs, ovcrthrown governments, Rnd drenched 
the plaills of Europe and America in fl'aternal blood. Yet 
how benign it may ue made in its opm'ation and effects I· not 
like tllOiiO destt'uctive engines, with which the walls of hostile 
citie::! are battet'ell down, but like those happier contl'ivunces , 
uy which tho waters or rivors are diverted from their channels , 
and COll \'eyell to the ordull'ds, gardens, alld corllfiehls of the 
lleighLurillg valleys, which thus become indebted to them for 
their fertility amI their beanty, for the riches, which reward 
the llllshallllmall'::\ toils, allll the bloom and ii'agrance ,vhich 
regale his sellses. IJublic opinion is "the empire of mind in
olcad of brute force, and will always prevail, when intelligence 
it> genel'lllly diffused, and thought is free and ulltrallllUelleJ. 
:\[Cl'lJ statute law is comparntively powerless, if public opinion 
is agaillst it. Civillibcrty, too, evon it' aClluil'ClI to-day, may 
1e lu:;t to-mol'l'ow, ullless thore is accompanying it a sound 
pH 1lic opinion, gt'owing out of general intelligence, and au 
elevated tonc of moral sentimcnt alllong the mass of tho 
people. lIence the gl'cat importnnce ot' those regnlntiolls in 
It cOllllllunity, which tend to improve the shmdm'd ot' public 
scntilllent."·x- No logii:llatol' ever understood this principle 
bettor than Moses, und none ever applied it with a wisor forc
east_ Undoubtedly the most efficiont means employed hy him 
tu 1'01'111 ajust, pure, wise, nud vigorous public opiniun, was tho 
i:I)'i:itelll of education, which he estnblished alllong the peoplo, 
allll which has been ulready dcscribed. But Moses intro
Ilucml into his code many other regulations, which had u strong 
tendency to that end, even if' such was not their primary in
tention. I,et the render consult Ex. 22: 21-2,1, Deut. 24:: 
(i, 10, 19-22, Ex. 23: 4, Deut. 22: 6, 24:: 14, Levit. 19: 32, 
allll Ex. 23: 1. Dr. Spring1" takes notice of' the prccepts 

* 1Ilnt. Bib. & Vivo Gov. Lcot. 4. 
t Obligations of the W udd to the Dible, Lcet:3. 
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bere referred to, and denominates tllem great moralll>..ioms, 
designed to forll1 the moral sensibilities of tllC Hebrews by a 
stnndal'll refined and honorable, to guni'd them against unlla
turn) oUlltu'acy, :l\Jd to be a sort of standing appeal to the 
tendcrlless Hnd honor of llIen in all their mutual intel·collrse. '. 
Dr, )l:tlt hc\\',,.:' ~Jlcaks of them as "statutes ~y which the 
llntional lIIind ill the lIebt,cw commonwealth was trained to a 
high stamlar(l of pn bIic sentimcnt, imparting to all glasses a 
sensibility to the pl'(Jprietics of lite, amI a spontaneous regard 
to its rl'lath'c dllties, which, in some degree, l'elldcl' a people 
n Inw unto themselves. 1'0 produce amI )lerl'etuate snch a 
go\'Crllillg power, the power of opinion, is the vcry essence of' 
wise )cgi~lation; and, in proportion to its stnmgth IllH} preva
lence alllong a people, will the fonndations of' civil freedom 
be strong 11IIU clIlllll'ing." This was the steady aim and snc
cessful eude:IYor of the J cwish lawgh'cr. 

Such, then, as I cOIl'eeh'e, wel'e the grcat ideas, the funda
mental principles, which lay at the basis of the Hehrew state. 
Thc unity of God, tho unity of the nation, civillibcrty, poli
tical C(llmlity, un elective magistracy, the so\·el'cigntyof the 
people, the responsibility of public office),s to their constitu
ents, a llrompt, cheap, and impartial administration ofjnstice, 
peace Imu friendship with other nations, agriculture, llnh'ersal 
industry, tho inviolability of private pl'Operty, the sacrcdness 
of the filll1ily relation, the sanctity of human life, universal 
education, social union, a well adjusteu ba1allco of powers, 
nnd 1m enlightened, dignified, "eHeruble public opinion, Wero 
the vital clements of the constitution of Moses. 'Vhat better 
bnsi,; of ci\'il polity, what nohler maxims ot' political wisdom, 
does the nineteenth century oft'el' to our contemplation, despito 
its boast of social progress and reform? The institutions, 
fuunded on thesc maxims, towel' up, amid the barbm'ic dark· 
ness and despotisms of antiquity, the great beacon light of 
the world, diffusing tho radianco of a political philosophy, 

* .Bib, & Civ, Gov, Lect, 2, 
• 

• 
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full 01' Il'ulh nllt! wis(101ll, OYOI' 1\11 tho ages, wldcll lull'O 
fjllCeee(je<1 that, ill which they we]'e fil'st pl'olllulgatod to 
111111lkind. 

-------

CIIAvrEn Il. 

Tho lle1,I'PII' Thenel'acy, 

J N o I'll C I' to lay tlUWII It 1"1'110 plall (If lho Tr clJ],cw WJ\'('I'II

I1ICllt, it, will he Jle(~esl'al'y 1'0 iWllJil'e wlwtilm', l)csides the 
COllllllon ends oj' gOYCI'IIIlICllf:,' the }ll'ol'ect.ion ot' the Iif'l') 
libe]'ly, pl'opel'tx, and happiness of the governed, t.llc law. 
gil'l))' 1In(1 UIIY special "ie\\'s ill its institntion, 11' so, the 
go\'el'J;lllcnt .wonltl nntnrnlly bo ml,insi:od to those oJl(1s; lind 
it eflll ha)'(1Iy be lIndcrstoo(l, without It li:nowleclgo of tIle 
]larticnlm viows, \\'Idch it ,,'as intended to fll1SWCr, Now it 
is cel'tnin, thnt Bnclr special (leBigns cntorccl into the mind of 
thc .TcII'ish lawgi\'cr, und JllofliHod his system of' gOYC1'Il111ent. 

D,r the fl'ee choice of the peoplc,'· J eho\'nlt was made the 
civil head ot' tire 1Iebrew stnte. Tlms the law-making POWOI' 

and the sO\'crcignl"y of' the state \\'01'0, by the poplllnl' snl: 
fJ'age, vosted in llim. If; is on this account, that ;JoseJlhus,'~ 

and ot.hors aftor Iii))), ha\'e called the Hebrew go\'crllll1ont n 
theocracy, Theocrnoy signifies a di\'ine go\'erlJlllcnt, The 
t01'1l1 is justl,)' applied to tllC l\Iosaic constitution. Yet tliere 
is (langcl' of heing misled hy it, and thence vf falling into 
errol' respecting the t.I'ne natul'e HIIlI powers of the Hobrew 
go\'erlJJ1lont. It may :>0 too hroadlyapplied. Tllcre ,ras a 
strong infusion of the' heocrntic elell1cnt in tllO IIclJI'oW COil

stitution, Still it was hut an clemcnt in tllO goveJ'Jllllcntj 
nnc1 not tJIO whole of flO go\·eI'l11l1clJt. In othor words, the 

¥,. SCI) thc Int. Es~av, 
" 

t .Agl\in~t Apion, 1. 1. 
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IIebl'CW govcrnment W~1l not n. »\11'0 thcoCl'ncy, It was 1\ 

theocracy, but n theocrncy in n l'cstl'i<:totl sellFlO, l~vcry 
student of tho Hebrew history Imows, thnt tho Hebtow 
peoplc, liko othol' nntions, lll\d theil' civil ]'ll1crs, mUll who 
exercised nlltho1'ity otOt' othol' ilion, find WOl'O ncknowledged 
lind oboyed ns ltlwful Illngistt'ntes:* 

What, then, ',VIlS tJlO tl'Il0 pl'ovinco of tllo t1wocl'ncy" Whnt 
WOI'O its lORding ouJects? Those oh.i(~cts, (IS I concei\'o, with
out excluding othel's, woro chiefly two, 0110 WitS to tench 
mankilltl the tl'lle science ot' oi vil government. It COI'J'csponds 
with tlto goodness of' God in othcl' rCflpects, that he should 
mako n spccinl I'evelntioll on this flllh,iect. I llOhl it to hnvo 
been nn im}lol'tnnt pnl't, of the legislntion 0(' tho ]\[08t JJigh, 
8S the Inwgi vel' of' Isrnel, to show how ch'jl authority nlOoug 
men should be created, aud how it should he mlministcl'ed, 
so as best to promote the welflu'e and happiness of a nation i 
and also how tho relations between rulers anu l'uleu should 
be adjusted and rcgnlntetl. But al1othel' ol)ject. of tllC theo
cratic l'catm'e of thc Hehrew goverl1mcllt, Ilnd the lending 
ono undoubtedly, was the overthl'oW an,d extirpation of 
idolatl'Y, The design was, fi rst, to efl'ect n sopnl'lltion hetween 
the Israe1it~s 1111<1 their idolatrolls neighbors, and, secondly, 
to make iclohttry a erime agninst the state, that so it might 
be punishahlc by the civil law, without a violation of civil 
liberty. A'fllndamental pl1l'pose of' the Mosaic polity was 
the abolition of idolah'ons worship, and the suhstitution in its 
})Iace, and the maintenancc, of hue religion in tho wOl'ld, 
The only agency, adeqnnte to the l11'oduction of tllis rosult, as 
far as lmman wisdom can see, was this ycry institution ot'the 
Hebrew tllCocl'Ilcy. .. 

The design of the present chapter is to examine and unfold 
the t1'l1e nature and bearing of this clement of the nebl'e~v 
constitution. 

In Exodus 19 : 4-6, we find this remarkable and important 

* Mathews' Bih, and Civ, Gov, I.cct, 1, 

, 



I 

• 
, 

MiS COMMmN'J'AIUl~8 ON 'rIlE , 

rocord, Gud thoro mhhcssoR tho ISl'nolitos thl1s ,: ,H Yo hal'n 
BOOII whllt I tlic.1unto tho E~yptinns, nJ1(I how I bl11'o you OIl 

ongles' wings, nnd hrought you Ullto mysolf, 'Now, thol'oloro 
if yo willlwlU' Hly voice illlicod, and keop ll1ycovOllllllt, thol: 
yo shllll ue n poclllilll' ll'(J/I.8UI'O \Into 1110 nuovo al\ pooplo; for 
nil tho oHl,th iii lIIino, Ilnd yo shllll. bo uuto mo u ldngtlolJl of 
pI'iests, Ilntlllli holy uation,"",,: 

Tho nlltul'O uf' this COVOllllnt is still 11101'0 clolll'ly disclosed 
ill It flll'thol' account uf it, ill tho twcnty-ninth chaptol' ot' 
Deutcl'ulIOlllY, "Yo stand this day," sllys Mosos ill 1111 nd
dross tu his cOllntrylllen, " youI' captuins 01' youI' tribcs, y01l1' 

ohlol'8 lIud yOUl' oJlicers, und nil tho llIen of lSl'llel; that yo 
should OutOl' into covenllnt with Jehovah thy God, IlIHI into 
his uath thnt he lIIakoth with thee this day, that ho Illny 
estaLlish thee this day 1'01' a poople unto llilllsoll'; (fu)' yo 
know how wc have d lI'elt in the land of Egypt, nnd huw wo 
calllc through the nations that ye passed by, ;dnd ye hnvo 

.".", 

seell tLeil' ubolllinntions nnd theil'. idol~,woi?>?aIHI stono, 
silvel' utilI gold, which wel'O among them;) lest there should 

, " I ,: ' " 

be among you lllUIl, 01' woman" 01' family, 01' triue, whflso, 
heart tUl'IIcth awuy frolll Jehovah our God, to go H1HI sOl've';;; 
the (~ot1s of those nutions." . . ... '", ... .. ....., '.:! 

- d,., .,,, ," ,-., 
"-J ,". " 

Hem we IHl.Ye whut Lowman,':(' not innptly, calls tho origin-
al contmct of tpe IIclu'ew goVel'llmellt. Two principlos con
stitute tlJO sum of it; viz. 1. the maintenance oftthe worship 
of one GOll, in opposition to the prevailing polytheism of' tho 
timos; ancl 2. us C01Hlucive to this mnin end, the sopnl'l1t.ion 
of the Israelites from other nations, so as to prevent tho 
formation of da.ngerous and corrupting nlliances. 

'Without stopping to inquire critically into the menning of 
tIle severnl expressions here employed, the general Sl!nSe of 
the transaction is plainly to this effect: If tho IIebJ'cws 
would vuluntarily receive J ehovnh for their king, and wuuld 
honor and worship him us the one h'ne God, in oppositil)ll to 

". Cil', Gov, of the lie!). C. 1. 
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.11 11101I\tI'Y, tllon, though God, RS sovel'eign of the wOI'M, 
rules OV01' 1\11 tho natiolls of' tho onl't1l, lIe wonld gOVCl'1l the 
Uobl'ow nl\tion IIy law8 of his own t'l'I\trIing, and would b10BII 
it with 1\ mol'c VI\1'ticulru' Rl1d immediate PI'otcctioll, 

This viow is couth'mod by tho tostilllony ot' St" 'PI\I1I, if 
bishop WUJ'IJIIl'toll'* hils cOl'l'oct.Jy intCI'JJI'otc\l1\ Jlll8811go ill his 
lottol'to tho 01l1lltil\118,1' Spcllking of' tho Illw of' 'MoRes, the 
apostle SIIYS, "It WIlS addod ullclluse of tl'nllsgl'cssiollfl," It 
WIlS A1l1UW, To whnt \\'US it nddcd1 'J'o tho }l1lt.l'illJ'chnl 
religion ut'tho unity, snys thc IOlLl'IIed pI'clllto, Tu wlll\t CIllU 
Dccnusc of tl'lulsgl'esilions; thnt is, uccoJ'ding to tho SlIlllO 
authuJ'ity, tho t1'nlll?ogJ'cssiullS 01' polytheism Ilwl i(lullltry; illto 
",hidl tho rest of' 1llllllldlJd WOI'C nlJ'(mdy IIUSOl'bod, lIud the 
Jews tholnsol\'os wcro hustenilJg npllCC, 

To this ngl'ecs tho opiuiou of :Ml\ill1onidcs,:~ tho most 
lelll'lled Ilud judiciolls ut' tho lIebt,ow doctors, He observes, 
that the first intclltioll or the :Mosaic IIIW, liS is clem']y evident , 

ti'om IIIUIlY parts uf' tho SCt'iptIlI'OS,§ WitS tu crntlicate idol!It!,y, 
and to oulitel'l\to the nll.llllol'Y of it, nud 1.11' those who wel'o 
addicted to it; to bUllish evCl'y t]ling thnt might lead men to 
prnct.ise it, ns pythuns, soothsayol's, di vincI'S, el1c1mntcl's, 
augul's, astl'ologel's, neCt'OInllllCel'B, &c,; 1111(1 to })I'c\'ont aU 
assimilation to theil' pl'llcticcB, He IIssigns th is genoralren-

• 

son tor mallY ot' the laws, that they wel'e made to keep men 
from idolatl'Y, amI f.'om such false opinions and prneticcs, as 
nre nkin to idulatry, incantations, divinations, soothsaying, 
pnssing tlll'ough the ~I'C, and the like, 
. Idolatry hlld now reached its most gigantic hcight, and 

spread its broad and deadly shadow over the earth, To pro
sel've the tloctl'ine of the unity, in the millst of a polytheistic 
\\'orlll, was the fundamental design of the :Mosaic polity, 

* Div, Leg. B. 5, S, 1. t iv. 21. 
t Townley's Mote Nevochim of Maimonhles, C. 3, 
~ See tho Pentateuch pa~~im, and many other phtces in the Old Testa

ment, 

, 

• 
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To this 1111 othol' plll'pnsos, ho\\'o\'OI' ill1pol'tnnt in t1lom~oh'C9 
01' IIROl'1I1 ill theil' gOllol'lI1 netioll, \\'01'0 botlllllllJol'<1innto filII! 

IlII hAol'\'illnt.. 11' Ods WOI'O It dosign wOl'lhy tho wisdom lind 
glJo<1l1esR ul' God, IlrJllO of' tho 111011118 llc1nptOll 1:0 pl'omote it, 
CIIII ho hCllcnlh Ids c(llItl'i\'ltIlCl!, 01' CIIII, ill tho Icnst<lcgl'co 
dlll'ugnio 1'1-1.1111 t.11O dignity lind pol'i'ccti(ln 01' his IIlttlll'e, . ' 

'I'ldH Hillglo ()h~IJl'I'lItioll swoops \lWlty Ilt onco tho IUlIllllatlon 
of' 1I1lJ~t of' the Rilly I'idicllle, with \\'hich infidols 11111'0 1IIIIIIscd 
thOlllsol\'c~l, ill thcil' (li~!l1"iHitillns 011 theso l'OIlOl'IIbio illsti-
1'1It.!):;, Hilltlllc~, wldeh, I~t til'ilt sight, II II II considcl'cd apnrt 
fl'Olll Iheil,tl'II0 I'ulatiolls 111111 ilitOlitiollS, SOOIlI f'l'ivoloIlS, nnd 
111111'III'Ihy tho wiHllolII Hlld 1I'II,ic;;ty 01' Gotl, IISSlIIlIO (1l1itO 1\ 

t1illl)\'()IIt ail', 111111 appeal' ill It light lIitngcthcl' 11011', when 
viewed n!; 1I0ccs~nl'j' 1II'Ol'i8il.1I18 ngllillst tho dUlIgcl'ol' illo. 
In 1'1' \' , .. • 

I,d 1110 iIIusll'uto tid;; ol'Sel'\'atioli with It fCII; oXflmples, 
.' " 

III tho Jlillol('cllth ehnplcl' of "Lel'iticlls/" \1'0 find'tho ilil. 
" ',j,:", .,' 

It)will~ law: "Yo shall not 1'01111(1 tllo C01'IIOI'S of y01l1' healls, 
• 

llcithcl' sllltit t 1101\ m:ll' tho COl'lIcrs of thy bCftl'll."! 1'his law 
,- : 

11115 eallctl fiwth lIlall,)' It SliceI' ii'om 111011, II'ho l without nil:' 
)'Cllllll'kahlc claim to slIch n distinctilln, Hl'I'ognlc to tllolnseh'cs 
tho cxclnsh'o titlo 01' fl'oe thin'k()l's, TInt to those who rcally 
think with fl'oclloll1 mill candol', it will npl'clIl' a dil'cctiun, 

• 

llot only ])I'o]1cI', but important, WhOll it is known, that it \I'ns 
aill1cd ngninst an itlolatl'ons custom, which WfiS cxtclIsil'cly 
pl'cl'alont, when the law \''(is gil'oll, HCl'odutus says, thllt 
the A rnuinns cnt theil' hail' )'oUllll in honor of naccl'- " II"ho 
is rcpresolltcd ns haYing 11'01'11 Ids ill that lllallllC ,I .L11l1 that 
thc Jl.Iacinlls, n pcoplc of I,yhia, cut thoil' hail' so as to !~aI'O 

a rOllnded tuft on the tol' of the IICad,i: just as I, Chillose 
do nt. the present day, Bochnrt,§ dted by Patricl,,!: ]Jotes, 
that. the Idulllaeans, J\[onuitos, AnllllOlIitos, nIHI othcl' inlInbi· 
tnnts of' Ambia Dcserta, IIl'e cnllctl "circulllciscd in tho cor-

i(- \' o~1 . - . 
e Canaan, I. 1. C, G, 

-r Lib. 3, C, 8, 
II In loc, 

:t Lib. 4, C. li5. 
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1101'8," thnt IH, 0(' tho hond, 'rho llIlh' waa lllllCh 1180d In di\,I., ' .. ' 
nntiolllllllOlIg' tho Cheeks. HOlll0l' I'cpl'osonts it 1\8, n COIJIHlOll ,'. 
cu~tOIJl Ii) l' pI\I'cnls to dOllicllto tho h1lil' uf Ulllit' cllildl'OIl 'tt,' •... 
BOUlO god; II'hklt, whon thoy CIUllO to 1I1!l1lh()otl, WllS cut ;)f}',':: 
nnd oflhl'l~(1 to t.ho dcity, III tlo!!ol'dtll\cO with this CltHtrill1' ." ,. 
AchllluH\ Ilt tho r11l101'1l1 or J'llfl'odll!l, eut (Ill' Ids goldCIl 
locks, whicit his tiltite\' hUll dodiolltod to tho l'h'c!' god f':lPCI'. 
chillS, llnd cast thlllll illttl t.ho l\ood:x, ViI'gil J'Opl'csonts tho 
topmost. lock or hili!' as fltHlI'od to the illtimllli gods:I' Idula. 
tl'OIl~ pl'ics{t;, JIIi11 iH\OI'S oj' II thlHo I'!)\igioll, lllllllo tho modo of 
cntting t1JO hail'1II1l1 hUHI'd, li.ll·bidtlon by l\[USCIl, esselltial to • 
tho IICC(ll't:llltle \\'(IJ'sldp 0(' Ilil! gud~, 1\11(1 en1clt<Jiuwl ill ]11'00111'· 

Ing tho sovcral bh~~Gi\lgf\ prayed Il'1' by the wOI'sldppCI'S, It 
lI'as to cl'lIdicnto idulntJ'Y, which \I'M, so to spcllk, the. hingo 
011 which tho ",Iwle law tUl'llcd, thnt ]\[uses introducod this 

, '" I' . 

\JI'ohibitOI'Y stntuto into his code. ..,: '::'i ::: 
III tile tll'\!llty third Cllfl.l'tCl' 0[' .Exorll1s;:I:.the rullowing'stn.\i'" 

, . "',i' '" ", '~": 

tutu ocelli'S: "TIIOIl' Rhalt llut Iiccthe;(lJoil) tikid· in) his" , 
, " , .' 'I " • ", ' • 

lIIolhcl"S milk." J),o. Chu'kc§ thitlks, thntthesole.tlcsign of' 
this law was tu inculcate It lcswn of hnlllfllliti)t is pl'oba.' . 
ble, ho\\'c\'CI', that it was dil'cetcdngnillst 'nnallciont cl1~tom ' 
of idolatry. ]Jto. Gllllwol'th II citcs a IlH\I1I1SCI'ipt cOlllllleilt ot' 
a Klll'tlite J ow 011 this plncc, to the cUcct, that, the oncicllt 

.' . 

heathcn woro accustollled, whcnthe,Y hrlll gathorcd in nil 
'I 1 , 

. their thllls, to take n.. kit], and buil it.in tho dnlll'll milk, and 
• 

thell, in n. magical way, to sprinldo ' with it. theil' trces, 
fields, g~H'llens, allll orchards, thil'lldllg thel'chy to make them 
more fhlitt'nJ. Sponcer 'fIlJas shown that the sallie idolatl'ous 
custom, prompted by a similm' motivc, prevuiled among t.he 
ancient Zabii. 

* Hom. n. 1. 23. n'. 12·1 seqq. 
l' Aen. 1. 4. vv. 0\)8 SCfjll. Sec also Dr, A. Clnl'ko's Commentnl'Y on 

Levit. xix. 27, 
tv. 1\J. ~ Tn 100. 

II Discourse on the Lora's Suppcr, p. 3Q. 11' De Lcgiul1s Hcbracorunl. 

, 

• • • 
, • j 

• 
• • 
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A similar roason there was for the statute, which fOI'llnde 
the wearing of "garments mingled of linen and wonllen."* 
~raimunidcst intcJrms us, that he found it enjoined in old 
magical books, that the itlolatl'olls priests should clothe them. 
seh'cs in rubes of linen and woollen mixed together, fur tlte 
pm'pose of perfurllling their religious ceremonies. A divino 
vil'tlle was attributed to this mixture. It was supposed that 
it wuuld make their sheep produce 1I10re wool, and their 
fields IJetter harvests. 

011 the same gl'Olllld rested the law, which enjoined, tbnt 
"the woman shall not wcar that which pertaineth unto a 
mall, neither shall a man put on a woman's garlllent." + 
Mailllonilles B fuund it cOlllmanded in the books of the idula
teril, that men in Ule wOI';;hip of Venns, the Astarte 01' Ashtn
]'oth ot' the PhelJicians, should wem' the dress of women, and 
that womcn, in the worship of .Mars, the :Moloclt of the cast, 
slHluld pllt on the arlllor of men. :Macl'Obius Ii cites the 01U 
Grl'ek author Philocorm;, as saying, concerning the Asiatics, 
that, when they sacrifice(1 to their Venlls, the mell \l'ero 
drl!~scd ill w01ll0n \; apparel, and the women in men's, to de· 
note th::t she was esteellled by them both male and temale. 
It was a co 111 111 on practice of idulatry to eontoullll the sexes 
of' tile gods, making the same deity sometimes l\ god, and 
sometimes a goddess. The Cyprians represented their Venus 
with a beard aIH1 sceptre, and of llIascu+ine proportions, hut 
dressed as l\ woman. ':.J.1he Syrians worshipped her under the 
fOl'm of !l. woman, attired as !l. man. At Rome, they had 
both a male and female Fortune; also, as Servins and Lac-

• 
tnntins tell ns, nn armed Venus. 'l'his doctrine of !l. COlllIllU-

nity ot' sexes in tllCir gods, led the idolaters to confonnd, as 
fill' as possible, their own sex, in their worship of them. 

~. Levit xix. 1!J. t TownleY'1:! More Nev. c. 12. 
t Deut. xxii. 5. ~ More Nev. c. 12. 
II L. 3, c. 8, cited by Townley in his 33d Note on J.\1aimon. l\lor. Nev. 

Also hy Lowman on Civ. Gov. of the Hebrews, C. 1 . 

• 
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Hcnce the cnstom, so widely difi'used, of men and women 
wearing n. habit. difierent ft'om that of their sex, ill llel'fol'm
jng religious rites. Julius I"jl'lllicus describes this munnel' ot 
worship as common among the Assyrians and Africans. 
From them it passed into EUl'ope. It was practised in 
Cyprus: at Coos, at. Al'gos, at Athens, and other 1)1aces in 
Gl'ceee.'< At nomo, it does l)ot appear O\'er to havo become 
11 COlli ilion prnctice, but wo read of Olodiue dressing himself 
as a woman, and mingling with the Homan' ladies in the 
fCllst of the BOlla Dea·t 

The law, which prohibited the sowing of a field with mixed 
seed~,~: wus ba~ed 011 It like reason. It is tme, tllUt Michaelis§ 
and Dr. Clurke Ii rcgan] this prohibition as 'simply It pr1lden
tiul III11Xilll of agriculture, designed to mnke the lSl'l1elites 
careful to ha\'e theil' seetIns P1ll'O as l)Qssible, and so to pre
vcnt tllC evils of negligent, and slovellly f'IU'lning. More ron
sonaL1e appears the opinion of ~rftimonidcs,~i Spencer/":' and 
Putrid;,'t'!' who rcgm'd the statute in question ns directed 
agaillst idolnh'y, the ,"cry mune and memory ot' which the 
lIoeaic law sOllght to blot out and dcah·oJ. .l\Iaimonides in
terprets Ie\'it. 1 V : IV, as foruidding the grafting of ono spe
cies of tree into another, and says, that the prohibition was 
dcsigned to guard t110 Ioraelites against a most abominable 
and c01'l'npting practice of idolatry. The Znbii l)crformed 
this Jdud ot' grafting, especially ot' olives into citrons, us a re
ligions rite, accompanying it, at the moment of insCl·tion, 
with the most illc1econt actions.t:\: Dr. Spencer obsorves, thut 

• • 
• • • * Slt Youug on Idolntl'ous COl'ruptions in Religir.n, vol. 1, pp.07-105. 

t Dr. A. Clarke in loe. 1 Leyit. xix. 10. Deut. xxii. O. 
~ Comment, on the Lnws of Moses, Art. 2G8. 1\ In loc, 
~ 1\101'0 Ne\', hyTownloy, C. ]2. *It· Do Log. Hoh. 1.2. e. 18. 
tt Comment. on Deut. xxii. 0, 
tt Tho words of Mnimonidos arc: "Opo1'tero, ut cum una. species in 

nlinm inseritnr, 5\\1'eulum inscl'cndum manu SUit tenet formosa ql\ncdam 
puella, qunm pl'ncternnturali ratione vir qnidnm vitict et corrumpat, 
ipsariue congrcDsils hujUll tempore pluntulum illam arlJori infigat." . 

• 

, 

, 

• 



• 

-

464 co:mmNT.ARIES ON TIlE • 

• 

it was It rite of idolatry to sow barley and dried grapes to
gether. By this nct.ion tho idoluters consecrated their vine. 
yarus to Ccres nlHl Baccll\1s, :md expressed a dependence on 
these deities for theil' f'l'lIitf'nlness. It was, in efiect, a renun. 
ciatiun of the eare nlHI blessing of the true God, and 1\ decla. 
ration of their hope in the favor of hlol gotls. Bishop 
Patrick well relllarks, that if the Israelites had followed this 
cnstom, it wlIllhl have made the corn and the gl'npes, thnt 
Spl'allg up ii'om such seed, impUl'c, bcclluse polluted hy ido
latry. 

These laws, alltl othcl's which infidelity has durcl! to re. 
proach and ritlicnle as friw.lons, ditl the dh'ine wisdom enact, 
in !lnler to cmtlicate idulatry, and establish the fulltlamental 
tl'lltlts ot' the exi,,("ellce alltl unity of the lh'ing God, The 
design of thCl1i wa~, to keep the I:;l'Hciites from walking ill 
tlte ol'llin:\nccs UlIlI lIIHIlllel'S of the natious, which were cast 
Ollt 1,,·t;,I'l~ thelll:::- Alltl to this eJl(I they were wc-ll ll'lnptcd. 
It wa" e~selltial, that the itlolah'oll:; ccremonies of the gcntiles 
should 110 pruhibited, uccall;,o, if they hud been llerllJittcd, 
they ('011111 IIOt l:til to Ieati til idolntry. 

-We lillli a \'CIT rellJarkallie law ill I.eviticus x\·ii. 1-7, It 
• 

it.rl:id~, eren \.IIl pain lIf dentll, the killing of any animal fur 
luud, Ii lll'i IIg the abodc lIf t 110 hl'aelitcs in tho wiltlel'nciis, 
IJlde~~ it \\,a" at thc same lillie brought to the altm', aml 
ulll-I'l:\l tl.l the Ionl. Tid:; certainly appellrs, at iil'tit vim!', 
U\lt (lilly linr:;h amI rigorous, but erCll lIujllst and tyrannical. 
JIlit it was aimet! ngain~t idolatry, which, as we sllaH snoll 

set', was trea~Ull ill the Ilebl'ew state, and therclbre ~lIstl.\" 

}lllnislmble with death. The statute is thus translated by 
Michaelis :'1' "Whoc\'er amollg tho Israclites killeth nn ux, 
siteop, 01' goat, eithor within 01' without the camp, and bring
eth it 1I0t beforo tho cOllvention-tont, to llim it shall be 
accounted hloodguiltiuoss; ho hath shed blood, and shall be 
roote:\ out from amollg his people; and this, ill ortlor that 

, 
.oK- Ley. xdii. 3, xx. 53. t l\Iich. Comment. Art. 244 . 

, 
• 
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the childrcn of' Israclmay bring to the door of the conven
tivu-tcut theil' ofterings which they ha\'c hitherto muue in the 
field, amI gh'e them unto the priest, to be slain as feast 
oficrings in hOllor of J cho\'nh; that his priest lUay sprinkle 
the blood on the ultar of J ehoyuh, und. Imrll the fat as an 
ofteriug perfume ill hOllor of him; and that 110 man lUay 
ully more lllake ufierings to satyrs, rll1l1lillg after them with 
idohltrous lust." "'rile rcasun alld desigll of this law," ob
SCl're~ the same writer,-i' "we ha \'e 11<) llCell to cOlljecture j 
for nIoBcs himself exprcssly mcntiulls it. CUllsidcring the 
PI\lPC1l8ity to idulatl'Y, which the people lJl'uught with them 
from Egypt, it \I'm; lIeccs:;Ill'y to take care lest, whell auy one 
killctl slIch allium!:; as were usual for sacl'ijjccs, he should be 
guilty of 8npel'stitiollsly uficl'ing them to an idol. This pre
caution was the mure reasOImule, because, ju andcllt timcs, 
it was 60 ,"cry ClIlIIllwn tu muke au offering or the flesh it 
WIIS intclltlcd it cat. .And hence mase n. sllBpicion, not very 
U1u'easolluulc, that whucYer killed animals, usually llevotcd 
to the altaI', ollcl'(!d them of cOllrse j aud, tllCl'ciul'c, Moses 
enjoined them nut to kill such :mimnls otherwise than in 
puulic, mal to oilcr thom all to the truo God j that so it 
might IJC uut 01 theil' power to lIlake them ofiel'ings to idols, 
1r slaughtering tllelll privately, and Ullllel' the pretence of 
using them fur fUUl1." This law was expressly repealed on 
the cutmllce of' tho nation into the prollli:;od lund, t when 
the enforcement uf it would haye bccume tt haruship aull n 
tyl'illllly. 

There is a part of tho :i\Iosaic code, to which I must call the 
I'cul!cr's attelltion .ill tbis cuullexion; I mean that which con

. COl'ns dean a1ll1 unclcall lIleats. Tho law upon this point has 
ercl' ueon most opon to the ridiculo of unuelioycrs. It dc
scends to so miuute a detail, that mon, ignorant of its truc 

• 

nature aud end, have, Oil account of' its apparcnt unfitness to 
engage the COllCe1'll of God, hastily concluded against it~ 

. ~ lhill. Al't. 2·1-1. 
30 

t Dcut, xii. l;j . 

• 

• 
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" ~jtH! 'lI'igillllJ. But if thoy would hut tnko tho tl'onhl(l to 
:, /jn('.t, that tho Inll'P080 of' sopnl'nting 0110 pooplo fl'om tho 
t; ,!,':!t)til!ll of univol'sal h101ntry was a design not IlIIWOl'thyor 
till: ;:,"IUI'IIUI' of tho llllivorso, thoy would soo tho brightcst 
IIHLl'ks 01' divillo wisdom in nn institlltion, which took nwny 
from thnt pooplo tho vOI'y gl'ollncls of nil COnll110I'CO, ",hothel' 
of trado 01' f1'iolldsldp, with fOl'oign lIatiolls, Doubtless tho 
tlcsign of this institution, us of lllost othol's in the :Mosaic 
system, \\':tB lll:tllil'uhl. A1l1ong tllo oll(ls to 1m IIIlS\\'OI'Ctl by 
it, a not ltUinlpl)l'tlluf; 0110 \\'1\8 to fUl'nish tho chosell trihcs a 
code cli' wllOlesoll1o t1ictctic8, That considerations of thi, 
lIaturc l!lItt'I'nl\ illt" tho legislator's milld, is tho 1ll11\1\i1llOll~ 

"pilliuu IIi' tlill 1.( ,t illtl'IT'l'otel's, lJOtlt Jews nllel Chl'blians, 
]\[ail1lonidos':':' 1:t1JIIl'H, willt gl'ent %cn1 Illlt1lcllrllillg, to pr(l\'c the 
COl'rcctncss of this vicw of' tho law, DI', .Adalll Clnrl\ct , 
Rpoaks of tho !lllimals c\cnominate<1 unclean HS nf\(lI'tlillg t\ 

gross llutriment, orten tIle pal'ollt of scorbutic and sCl'ofulous 
disordcrs, and of those callod cloan as fUl'llishing a copious 
and wholesome lIutl'illlont, alHl free from all tendency to gon. 
l!l':1te disease, 1[, de J>astoret,:~ n. colebrnted French writer, 
notices tho constant attolltion of lIoses to tIle health of the 
peop]e, as 011e of the most distinguishing tmits ill his char· 
actel' as a legislator. The flesh of the prohibited animals, thut 
of' the swine especially, was cel'tninly cnlcnlntCl1 to nggl'urate, 
i!' not to produce, that shocking malady, the leprosy, which 
wr..s endemic in the cast, ll11c1 prcmiled, to a frightful extent, 
amollg tho inhahitants of Palestino. Pl1rposes of n mornl 
Ilntl\l'O, also, entcrcd, uoyout1 all question, into the gOllcral 
design of tho heW. '1'11e c1istinetioll of mcats tendcd 1<) pro· , 
II10te the moml impro\'Oll1ont of tho Israelites by imprcssing 

,. Sec his 1'101'c Ncyochim in nll'ion~ places. 
t Commcntary in loc, 
~: l\[0Ylie, cunsitlcre cOlllmo Lcoi:;latclIl' at comlllc i'lJol'alistc, C, j'. Citetl 

by Townley in thc Di,;;crtati'JI1::! pl'efix .. ,d to his TmnshttirJll of the :.\Iore 
l'ieyochim, 

• 
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theil' minde with the conviction, thnt fiS they WOI'O 1\ "peon
IInl'," so they ought to he n. "holy nnt.ion i" by pl'ohilJiting 
tho ontlng of flesh, whose gl'oss l\.I1el fecl1lent. nntlll'Q lIlight, 
ethnl11n.to viciolls propensities; ntHl by symbolizing tho dispo. 
sitions nncI COndt1(lt to ho encouraged nncl clIlth'll1'l'll, 01' 1'0 ho 
abHorl'ed und Iwoided, Dr. Townley·)f cites, n.s n(lllcUI'l'ing, in 
this view, I,e\'i Ilnl'cclofllt, Ensouins, Ol'igen, ,Tustill :Mlu,ty)', 
Tcrtullinn, nnd ot.hol's. 

But, though this Iltw nimed to 1>1'(111101:0 the ltonlth n.lld 
Dlornls of tho Hebl'cws, stich consiclcl'Lttions did not exhuust 
tho scope lind intention of it. Its leading design was to COUll
teract idolntl'Y, hy sopnmting the Itll'nelites hom thoir idola
tl'OllS ncighlJol's, nnd so preventing the infection of their 

I · I" 1 '('I . ., 1 examp e m )'e 19lOl1 am mnnnel's. 00 liS npllllOl\ t OCS Hot rest 
011 mcre cOlljecturo; nor cycn Oil tho ba~is of logicnl dClluc
tioll from udmittcIl premises. The main intcntion of the Il1.w 
is llncqniw)cally declat'ed in tile 20th chaptul' or J,e\'il"iclls :.~ 
"Ye shnll not wnlk jn the mallll(.'l'S oi' tile nations which I 
cast out bcfol'e you; ,lo ,x, .)} yo Bhall tlwl'etbrc put differ· 
ence between denn beasts aild uOnclenn, and l)otWC011 11l1clenll 
fowls and clean; ,t * f', nnd ye shan he holy HutO mo.:' ' 

Tho wisdom of this provision, (lol1sidcring tho our] in "icw, 
is most admirahle. "Intimate fl'icndsltips," ubscrvcs a sngll.
cious wl'itel',:j: "arc in most cases 1cJI'I1lod nt tallle; and with 
the man with w110m I eau neither cat 1101' drink, let om intel" 
course ill bnsihcss l)c \\"11nt it Illny, I sktl1 seldom boccmc ns 
tamilifll' as with him, \rhose gnest I n111, allt1 Ite minc. If wo 
hare, besides, from cc1ncatillll, all nUl101'I'Cl1CO 01 the fUOll 

which each othor ents, this f01'l11s a now ohstacle to clos~r inti
macy. N otlting more cfi'ectnnl could possihly be devised to 
keep one people distinct from un other. It cnuses the dif: 
fel'cncc bctween them to be ever prosent to the mind, tonching, 
as it docs, npon 50 many l)oil1ts of social and every day COli' 

* Fourlh Dis~. prefix!)tl to hi~ Trans. of the nlul'. i'\e\'. t \'yo 23-2u. 
t :i.'llich. COlli 0 Art. :!O:l. 
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tact. It is far more efficient, in its results, IlS a rille of dis
tinction, than any difference in: doctrine or worship, that men 
could entertain. It is a mutual repulsion, continualIy ope
rating. The effect of it may be estimated from the fact, that 
110 natiol!, in which It distinction of meats has been enforced 
as part of a religious system, has ever changed its religion." 

It is perfectly evident from the history of the Israelites, 
that their entire isolation from ot.her nations was the only 
means, save a miraculous control of their understanding and 
will, of abolishing idolatt·y among ~he11l. Polytheism was 
then the universal religion of mankind; and tho Jews, as 
Micllaelis* has observed, often appear to have 11ad their heads 
turned, and to have been driven, as if by a sort of phrensy, 
to tho belief and worship of many gods. 

Yet this circumstance, strange as it now appears, when 
duly consider6J, forIlls 110 just ground even of wonder; 
much less, of any supercilious self-complacency on our part. 
Opinions are extremely infectious, as we ourselves have hut 
too mallY proofs, in the thousand extravaganzas of the times. 
I.et us not flatter ourselves, that, had we lived then, wo should 
have been superior to the most absurd and besotted follies. 
Even Solomon, a learned man and a plJilosol)her, to say 
nothing of his inspiration, incredible as it seems to us, built 
idol temples, and sacrificed to strange gods. The Jews ill 
0111' day arc exposed to a similar influence froUl christianity, 
which is powerfully felt by them. Theil' peculiarities are 
invaded by christian institutions and manners. I~ our country, 
for example, tho festival of Christmas is extensively observed 
hy them, though it is, strictly speaking, no more a part. of 
their religion or manners, than the festival of Daal-peor. I 
was myself once invited to the celebration of this festival in 
a Jewish family. On my venturing to call the attention of 
my host to tho incongruity of such an observance by a Jew, 
he admit.ted it, and added, that he had said the same thing to 

~ Mich. Com. Art. 32 

• 
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his children tllnt very morning, when they had asked him 
for Christmas presents. Their reply to him waR, "thnt aIt 
children received presents tllat day, and they wanted them 
as well." This conversation let much light into my mind on 
the defection to idolatry of the ancient Israelites. 

Another point. Those who wonder at the frequent lapses 
of this people, forget, tlmt idolatry ditl not consist pimply in 
the worship of those "dead things called gods of gold and 
silver," or of "some vile beast laid over with vermilion set 
fnst in a wall." On the contrary, idolatry touched all the 
infirmities of the human heart. The splendid festival of tIll) 
idol-worshipper veiled the most yoluptnous practices, and 
initiated into the most infamous mysteries. Tho heart of the 
Israelite was of flesh, sensual and carll aI, like that of other 
men. Idolatl·y was an appeal to his susceptibility of sensual 
impressions and pleasures. It was a stealth into dark and 
voluptuous rites. It offered a ready aliment to the secret and 
wavering passions of' the rebellious Hebrews. Hence their 
frequent lapses into the vilest rites of their idolatrous neigh
bors, despite the clear proofs, with which they had been 
favored, of' the nnity and sovereignty of the divine being.* 
That madness of' debauchery, which was exhibited in the city 
of Gibeah,t reveals the true source of so obstinate an attach
ment to the idolatry, which consecrated sneh vices. 

The idolatry of the ancient Israelites had, moreover, this 
material circumstance of mitigation. They nevel', at the very 
height of' their polytheistic madness, formally renounced the 
worship of J eLovah. The follies of idolafry are endless; and 
among them, a leading one was the belief in what Warburton 
cnUs "gentilitinl and local gods." The former accompanied 
the nations, by ''00m they were worshipped, in all their mi
grations; the latter were immoveably fixed to tho spots, 
where they woro adorod; 01', as the leamed })relate* has 

* D'Israeli's Genius of Judaism, C. 4, 
t Judg. xix. 22-25. t Divine Legation, B. 5,. S. 3. 
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lllUlintly oxpyessed it" "the one class wero ambulatory, the 
• 

other stationary." ., ' 
This principle led to an intercommunity of worship; so 

that tho adoption and worship of a new deity was by no moans 
looked upon as a necessary renunciation of those worshipped 

• 

beforo. Thus it is recorded of tho mixed rabble of idolators, 
with Wh0111 the king of Assyria, after the conquest and re
moval of the ten tribes, hud peopled Samaria, that" they 
feared Jehovah, and served their own gods."* So also 
Sophocles makes Antigone say to hol' father, tllat " a stranger 
should both venerate and abhor thoso things, which are vene
rateu and abhorred in tllO city whero he resides." Celsus 
gives as a I'euson for such complaisance, the doctrine, that 
the several parts of the world were, from the beginning, 
parcelled out to several POW01'S, each of whom had his own 
11eCulial' allotment and residence. It was the same idea, that 
led Plato to adopt and advocate the maxim, that nothing 
ought over to be changed in the religion we find established 
in a country. 

In accordauce with this principle, the Israelites combined 
the worship of idols with the worship of the true God, who, 
in amazing condesccnsion, assumed the title of a tutelary local 
Goel, and chose J uelaen. as his peculiar regency. t Thus, 
when thc people" made a calf in Horeb,":\: it wns evidently 
designed as a representative of tIle God who had wrought 
deliverance tor them; for Aaron proclaimed a feast to Jeho
yah, not to Isis or Osiris. So.J crohoam, when he set up the 
golden calveg at Dim and Dethel,§ does not give the slightest 
intimation of a formal intention to renounce the worship of' 
.r ehovah. Alld J elm, olle of his successors, while he still 
persists in the sin of Jeroboam, the Bon of Nebat, that is, 
in the worship of the calves, actually boasts of being a zealot 

*"K' .. 33 _ Ing!l X\"ll. • 

t Exod. xxxii. 4; 1'8. c\'i. 19. 

• 

t Warburton's Div. Leg. B. 5. S. 3. 
~ 1 Kings xii. 28-33 . 
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for Jehovah.* InstanceR of the like natur~ are scatt{)Ied 
• 

throughout the Old Testament Scriptures; and they proyo 
conclusively, as WarblU·tont has observed, that" the defec
tion of Isrnel did not con~ist in rcjccting Jehovah as s. f"lse 
god, 01' in l'enounciug the law of' Moses as a false l'digion; 
but in joining foreign worship and idolutrons ceremonies to 
the ritual of' the true God. To this they W~l'C stimulated, as 

• 

by yat'ious other motives, so especially by the luxurious and 
immornll'ites of l)aganism." 

These observutions naturally lead us to t11e inquiry, whe
ther the supprCti"il.lll uf idolatry was a design worthy to 
engage the caro of the divine lllind; in other words, whether 
idolatry was a matter of mero lllU'll11ess Sl)Oculation, or {l, 

fountain of dangerous immoralities, and a prolific source of' 
odls to the human mce, whenever and wherever it has pre
.aibl. 

The religious sentiment has ever been paramount, either 
for good or for evil, in its action both upon societies and 
individuals. "Wherewith shall I come before Jehovah, and 
bow myself before tho high God j shall I como before him 
with thousands of rums, or with ten thousands of rivers of 
oil; shall I give my firstborn for my transgression, the fruit 
of my body for the sin of my soul ~":j: is the piercing ery, 
which 0\11' universal nature has sent up to heaven, in all ages 
of the worM. Let tho thirty thousand gods of the GreeI;:s 
aud Romans, the costly temples reared for their worship, and 
the countless hecatombs that smoked upon their altars; let 
the long and painful pilgrimages of' whole armies of devotees 
to the shrine of their idolatry, and t.heir innumerable Hnd 
cruel sclt~tol'tures, inflicted in the vain hopo of thereby secUl'· 
jug the didnc favor; above all, lot tho rivors of human 
blood, shed to glut the rapacity of some sanguinary deity, 
which have drenched the soil of every nation under heaven, 
-:attcst the truth of this obsel'vation, 

* <) P' 16 _ l\lngs It. • t Div. Leg. B. 5. S. 3 t Mia, vi. 6, 7. 
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"Religion," says Coleridge,* "true 01' false, is, and·ever has 
oeen, the centre of gravity in a realm, to which all other 
thing:> must and will nl.lcommodate thol11seh·es." The sense 
which mankind 1IIwo ever entertained of the power of tho 
religious principle in moulding Illlman character, plainly 
uppear:> in the pains t.ukcn by tho ancient lawgl\"ers to 
impress llpon tllOse for whom they legislated, an idea of their 
iUSl)iration by some daity. Minos, lawgiver of the Cretans, 
often retired to a cave, where 110 boasted of having familial' 
conversations with Jupiter, whose sanction lie elaimed for his 
legislation. Mueves and Amusia, renowned legislators of 
Egypt, attributed their laws to Mercury. Lycurgus claimed 
the sanction of Apollo for his reformation of the Spm·tuu 
government. Pythagoras and Za1encus, who made laws for 
the Cl'otoniates and I"ocrians, ascribed theh' institutions to 
~[jnerm. Zathraustes, lawgiver of the ArimRspians, gave 
out that he had his ordinances fl'om a goddess adored by 
that people. Zoroaster and Zamolxis boasted to the Bactrians 
und tho Gctae of their intimate communications with goddess 
Vesta. And Nnma amused the Romans with his conver· 
sations with tllC nymph Egerin. 

Tlwse facts demonstrate a universal persuasion of the con· 
trolling energy of the religious sentim~nt over men's minds 
and practices. It cannot, indeed, be ot1lerwise than that the 
ideas which men entertain of tho gods they worship, should 
constitute a capital element in the formation of their moral 
c1ml'Ucter. Like gods, like worshippers. It is vain to expect, 
that the virtue of the devotee will exceed the virtue of the 
divinity. T!1C worshippers of a bloody Mars, a thievish 
Mercury, an incestuous J upitel', and a voluptuous Venus, 
could Ilardly help being sanguinary, dishonest, and licentious. 

"Gods partial, changcfu1, Pl1ssionnte, unjust, 
Whose attributes were rage, rovenge, and lust," 

'* Manunl for Statesmen. 



T.A.WS OF TUE ANCmNT HEBREWS. 473 

could never become the authors of' t.he opposite virtues iu 
those by whom they were adored. Whatever saueU.ons they 
might annex to their laws, their example would always prove 
more powerful than their terrors. 

Plato excluded poets from his republic, dismissing even 
Homer, with a garland OIl his head, and with ointmenf 
poured upou him. His object, in this otherwise unaceount
able rigor, was, that they might not corr~pt the right 
notions of God with their fables. If we considel' the absur
dity, as well as the immorality, of their fictions, we shall 
bardly be disposed to blame Mm. They distinguished the 
gods in their places and ways of living, in the same manner 
as they would different sorts of animals, Some they placed 
undel' the earth; some in the sea; some in woods and rivers; 
and the most ancient of them all they bound in hell. SOlUe 
are set to trades; one is a smith; au~the:' :s a weaver; one 
is a warrior, and fights- with men; others are harpers; and 
others, still, delight in archery and the chase. Gods of the 
sea, the rivers, the woods, the hills, and the valleys; gods of 
smithery, music, and the chase j gods of wine, war, and love; 
-what more besotted could be imagined 3 The father of the 
gods himself is fast bound by the fates, so that he cannot, 
contrary to their decrees, save his own oif"pring. Not seldom 

• 

does he resort to policy and craft, nay to the basest disguises 
and hypocrisies, to accomplish his purposes, which arc often 
of the most shameful nature. Storm, darkness, fear, rage, 
madness, f!'aud, and the vilest passions were invested 
with divinity. Unbounded lusts and disgraceful amours 
were ascribed by the poets to almost all the gods. There 
was scarcely a membcr of the Olympian senate, who would· 
now be admitted to decent society among morta.ls. No 
wondcr that Plato shut out from his commonwealth a class of 
writers, whose extravagant and teeming fancy he regarded as 
the source of these monstrosities. 

It was a principle of volytheism, that the snpreme God, 

• 

, 

• 

, 
• 
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nf't\~l' he lJUd made the world, retreating, as it were, wholly 
illto himself, had committed the government of it to subor
d iunte deities, and did not interfere in the regulation of 

, I ~ 

hUlIlall affairs. Thus the temporal blcflsings of health, long 
life, fmitful seasons, plcnty, safety, victory over enemies, and 
such like admntages, were to he sought from these demons, 
01' Uo1s. Aud these blessings were to be obtained, and the 
oppMite evils averted, not by the practice of virtue and 
beneficcnce, but by the usc of some magical ceremonies, 01' 

by the perfOl'1lllUlCe of certain senseless and bnl'bm'ous rites 
of' wOJ'~hip. Thnt this was a fundamental doctrine of idola
try, we have undoubted proofs, both from sacred and prothlle 
\\Titera. Killg Ahaz, in :3 Ohrollic1es,'"c says, "Because the 
gods 01' the kings of' Syria IlClp them, therefore will I sacrifice 
to them, that they may help me." The propllet IIoscat 
rcpreiicnts tho Jews of. Ids time as saying, "I will go after 
my 10yers (the ilIol gods), that gh'e, me my bread and my 
water, Illy "'001 and my flax~ mine oil and llly drink." To a 
reproof from Jere.miah for their idolatry, they replied: "As 
fOJ' the word that thou hust spoken unto us in the name of 
the Iord, we will not IlCarken unto thee. But we will cer
tainly do whatsoevel' tJling goeth forth out of our own mouth, 
to hul'I1 incellse unto the queen of Leaven, and to pour out. 
drink-offel'iugs unto lwl', as we .,have" done, we, and our 
.lilthCl'S, onr kings, and our l)l'inces, in the cities of Judah, 
and ill the strcets of J crusalem: for then had we plenty of 
yictuals, [ind were well and saw no evil. Bnt since we left 
off to burn incense to the queen of heaven, and to pour out 
drink-offerings unto her, we have wanted uU things, and 
hfWO been consumed by the sword and by the famine.":!: 
TIero they aver, in substance, that as long as they had wor
shipped the queen of heaven, all l1ad gone well with them, 
and her, therefore, they wonld worship, and to hl:Jr sacrifice, 
in spite of his admonitions. To the like purport is the decla-

>II xxviii. 23. t ii. 5. ~ .Ter. xliv. lQ-lS. 
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ration of Plato. In his work De Anima Mundi, speaking of 
the punishment of wicked men, he says; "All these things 
hath Nemesis decreed to be executed in the second 1)(1riod by 
the ministry of vindictive terrestrial demoDs, who are oYer
seers of human ailitirs; to which clemons the snpreme God 
hath committed the government of this world." 

But was not this a harmless phiiosophical dogma ~ By no 
means. It was a doctrinc, not wore false in point of fact, 
than pcrnicious in its result!'. It was a denial of the pro
vidence of God. The disbelief of this great truth guye plau
sibility, attractiveness, and energy to the whole aystem of 
idolatry. The supreme being was thought to be too exalted 
in his dignity to take any concern in human conduet, too re
mote from this sublunary seer,e to regard its "ieissitudes with 
any interest, too much al)sorbed in the contemplation of his 
own infinite perfections to care for the pcrfection of inferior 
beings, too much engrossed in the enjoyment of his own inde
pendent happiness to feel any desire for the happiness of 
creatures. Hence his existence came to be, either totally 
forgotten, or regarded with illdiilcrence. lIowe\'er the case 
might have been with a few puilusol)hie and contemplative 
minds, to the generality of mankind the true God was as 
though he were not. They refcrred not thtlir conduct to his 
direction, for bis POWel' had nothing to do with their happi
ness or misery. He had delegated to demons the government. 
of this world. The agency of these inferior beings controlled 
its affairs; their will determined the blet:,sings or calamities 
of life. While, thm'efore, it was wise and safe to neglect the 
supI'eme being, it was unwise and unsafe to treat with a like 
indifference tIle subordinate deitie:!, to whom he had com
mitted the administration of human affaira.~· Thus men 
came to think, that they were not to expect tIle blessings of 
life from the favor of the one true God, by imitating his 
purity and goodness; but from a Jupiter, stained with 

* See on this subject Graves on the Pent. Pt. 2, Leet. 1. 
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, , 

crimes that would doom a mortal to the gibbet or the peni
tentiary; from a Mercury, a thief and a patron of thic"es; 
from It Bacchus, the goq. of drunkenness; from a 1tfal'B, th& 
lIlstigator of war and bloodshed; or from It Venus, the patron 
CBS of all manner of voluptuousness and debauchery. Hellce 
they became, nlmost necessarily, as corrupt in practice, as 
they worc erroneous and grovelling in t.heir opinions. 'Ihe 
principles of moral goodness wm'e well nigh extinguished in 
the human heart, and the pl'nctice of the moral virtues had 
almost disappeared from the earth. And intemperance, 
fel'Ocity, 111St, fraud, and violence rnigltt llave brought a 
second deluge upon the mce, lutel not the truth of God stood 
pledged against the repetition of so dire a calamity. 

But further, nnd worse. Idolatry did not simply lead to 
viciolls practices, it e"en consecrated vice in its sacred rites. 
Incredible fiS it may seem, nnclefLImcss formed a part of the 
religious worship paid to the goels. Persons of both sexes pros
tituted themselves in honor of Venus, Priapns, Astarte, Baal
peor, and other filthy nnd 10at}lsome deities. Of these obscene 
j·ites, as constituting a part of the religion of idolaters, we 
have the clearest proofs in nuthors of undoubted credit. 
Strabo * informs us, that a single temple at Corinth main
tained moro than a thousand religious prostitutes. Hero
dotns t tells us, thut women of this description abounded 
among the Phenicians, Bahyloninns, and other eastern na' 
tions. ITe even snys, that by nn express law, founded on an 
o:acle, it wns ordained, that an tho women of Babylon 
should, at least once in their lives, repair to the temple of 
Venus, nnd prostitute themselves to strangers. Strnngely 
cnougll as it seems to me, an eminent nnd for the most part 
j I1dicious nuthor,:j: lJlls labored to prove, that this cnstom must 
have been conducive to the virtue of chastity. Facts, hoW'
ever, contradict the theory of this learned writer. Bnhylon, 

* Geog. I. 8. t Lib. 1. c. 187. 
t Goguet in his Origin of Laws. 
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by the testimony of both sacred and l)rofhne authors, was 
one "aRt sink of pollutioIl. Its inhabitants made II. particular 
study of all that could delight the senses, and excite and 
gratify tllO most shameless passions. The women of Cyprus 
sacrificed their chastity before marriage, to Venus.* The 
Egyptians had religions prostitutes, who were consecrated to 
Isis.t The Isiac rites, transported to Rome, became a mere 
cloak for licentiousness. Tiberius caused the images of Isis 
to be thrown into the Tiber. But her worship was too allur
ing to be suffered to die out and disappear. It was, there
fore, subsequently revived ill fun force, and Juvenal speaks 
of it in an indignant strain.:j: Selden, De Diis SYl'iis, has 
f'lIly shown the impurities of the ancieut idolatrous worship. 
Bacchus, Osiris, and Celes were adored with rites, which 
modesty forbids to explain.§ That these religious obscenities 
were practised in the days of Moses, is manifest from the 
history of the Israelites, who committed fornicntion with the 
daughters of Moab. II Tbe immorality was perpetrated at 11. 

sacrificial festival, the Moabitisb women exposing themselves 
in honor of Baal-peor, who was the same as the Priapus of 
the Romans. It is further evillent from a law of Moses, for
bidding a father to prostitute his daughter, "to cause her to 
be a whore."'- This law must be understood as prohibiting 
the exposure of a daughter as an act of religion~ for surely 
no man, not even the vilest and most abandoned, couhl pros
titute 11. child to purposes of common whoredom. 
. The necessary conseql'ences of religious doctrines and 
ceremonies, like those described in the preceding paragraph, 
was the extinction of all true religious principle, and even of 

* Justin 1. 18. c. 5. Herod. 1. 1. c. 18i. 
t Lewis'S Antiq. of the Heb. Rep. n. 5, c. 1. 
l See Anthon's Class. Diet. Art. Isis, and the authorities referred to by 

him. 
• 

~ See Lowman on Civ. Gov. Heb. c. 1. 
\I Num. xxv. 1-3. ~ Levit. xix. 20 . 
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aU the principles of moral virt.l.le and gooLness. They gave 
intensity to the depraved appetites of human nature. 'rhey 
put the bridle upon the D,ec1\: of lust, and caused men to run 
riot in every species of impurity . 

But the ancient mythologists represented their deities under, 
if possible, a stm more malign and repulsive light. The learned 
professor Meiners* says, that the more ancient Greeks imago 
ined their gods to be envious of human felicity. Whenever 
nny extraordinary success attended them, they were filled with 
terrol', lest the gods should bring upon them some dreadful 
evil. Herodotusi' attributes to Solon, in his inten'iew with 
Croesns, the formal declaration, ;, The gods envy the happi
ness of men." The Egyptian monarch Amasis grounds the 
withdrawment of his fHendship from Polycrates, tyrant of 
Samos, on the notoriously envious nature of the divine 
heing.t The sage Artabanus warns Xerxes, that even the 
hlessings which the gods bestow, are derived from an envious 
raoth·e.§ A similar doctrine prevailed at Rome, agreeably 
to which the great Fabius, as 1ivy informs us, remonstrated 
with the Roman people against an election to the consulship 
in his old a~e, urging, among other reasons, that some didn
ity might think his past snccesses too great for mortal, iUld 

turn the tide of fortune against him. In accordance with this 
, 

doctrine, we find even the reflecting Tacitus expressing tho 
opinion, tluxt the gods interfere in human ufrairs but to 
punish·11 

As a necessary consequence, almost the whole of the religion 
of the ancient pagan world consisted in l'ites of deprccation. 
Fear was the leading feature of their religious impressions. 
Hence arose tl1at most horrid of all religious ceremonics, the 
rite of human sacrifice. Of this savage enstom, archbishop 
Magee, in one of the notes appended to his DiscolU'ses on 

* IIistoria Doctrinne de vero Deo, p. 208. 
i Hcrod. 1. 3. C. 40. 

t L. 1. C. 32. . 
~ Ibid. I. 7. C. 46. 

11 "l.\" on esse curl!() dei~ sccuri(alem nostrnm, esse 1!itiO"lcm." 
• .. 
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Atonement and Sacrifice,'''' asserts and proves, tbatthere is no 
nation mentioned in llistory, which we cannot reproach with 
having, more than once, made tIle blood of its citizens to 
stl'eam forth, in holy and pious ceremonies,' to nppease the 
divinity, '\vhen he appeared angry, or to move him, when ho 
appeared indolent. 

" Conformably with this clw.ractel' of their gods," adds the 
same learned prelrtte, "we find the w'ors11ip of many of the 
heathen nations to consist in suffering and mort.ification, in 
cutting their flesh with knives, and scorching their limbs with 
fire. The crucl austerities of the gymnosophists, both of 
Ati-ica and India; tho dreadful sufferings of the initiatetl 
votaries of Mithra and Eleusis; the frantic and savage rites of 
Bellona; and the horrid self-mutilations of the worshippers of 

• 

Oybe10" bnt too clearly evince the dreadful views entertained 
by the ancient heathen:; of the nature of their gods." 

Undoubtedly, then, it became tlle wisdom, the justice, and 
the goodness of the one true God, to check these spreading 
and direful evils; to bring men back from their polytheistic 
follies to the belief' and worship of himself; and to let them 
know, that he had not parted with the administration of 
providence, nor gh'en over the disposal of temporal blessings 
to any subordinate beings whatsoever; so that health. plenty, 
and all kinds of prosperity were to be sought from him ulone, 
and expected M the sole gift of his sovereign bvunty. And 
here we may take notice, in passing, of an opinion of Origen, 
in which Spencer and others of the learned concur, that it was 
a very wise procedure in :Moses to enforce the obseryance of 
his laws by the hope of temporal good and the fear of temporal 

• 

evil. Such hopes and fem's were, if not a somce of idolatry, 
, 

at least n means of strengthening it. The Hebrew lawgive] 
tllrned this battery, if I may be allowed the expression, against. 
the enemy. In the name of Jehovah, Israel's divine king, he 
promised tempornl blessings to the obedient, and threatened 

• 

* Y 01. 1. pp. 89-109. 
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temporal calamities to the disobedient. Thus the very things, 
which before had been motives to idolatry, now became 
Illotives and aids to true religion. It may be said without 
irreverence, that It sort of necessity was laid upon the tl'\1e God 

• 

to proceed in this manner. now could he effcctually chcck 
the propensity to idolntry; how could he show, that he had 
not delegated to demons tho go\rernment of the world; how 
could he vindicate his own incommunicable sovereiguty and 
omnipotence, but by doing! in reality, what the false gods 
pretended to do? 

Upon the sallle principle it was, I think, that ptophecy, in 
the more restricted SOIlSO of foretelling future events, was so 
lUuch employed under the Hebrew government. T]lO alJi1ity 
to peer into the future was claimed by the ministers of the 
ancient idolatrous worship; and tho people, confiding in their 
pretensions, consulted them upon all occasions. To meet 
and overcome the power of superstition in that directiou, it 
\,"ould seem natural, and, indeed, almust necessary, that the 
h'ne Goel should show, by iufallible tokens, that the past, the 
present, and the future were all ono to him. 

But the pestilent yirus of idolatry was too tleeply seated to 
be eradicated by such agencies as these. The question, theIl, 
naturally arises: What just and rational means were adequate 
to the suppression of' it? Opinions are not to be bound by 
legal enactments; and to enforce mere theological dogmas 
by the arm of the cidllaw, would he a gross breach of civil 
liberty. It would be strange indeed, if a code, to which the 
world is indebted for most of tho true principles of civil free
dom: violated that freedom, in a fundamental article of it. 
And, in truth, however certain ignorant or prejudiced writers 
may havo represented tho matter, the constitution of Moses 
is chargeable with no such inconsistency. 

ITow, then, was 1t{oses able to snppress idolatry, without in
fringing the principle hero announced ~ By the introduction 
of the theocratic system into his inspired legislation. "One 
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God only shalt thou serve," was the first great principle of the 
Hebrew polity. To the end that this fundamental truth of , 

religion might become a vital clement of Hebrew thought, 
faith, and manners, the one true God became also theco.e~ 
nanted king, the civil head of the Hebrew state. Thus to the 
Israelite the Deity was both a celestial and a tel'l'estrial so
vereign, his God Ilnd his king_ Viewed as to a main design 
of it, then, the theocracy was a divine constitution, employed 
the more effectually to supplant idolatry, without a violation 
of that precious principle of civil liberty, that mere opinions, 
whether theological, ethical, or political, werc not to be 
cramped amI restrained by the pains and penalties of the 
civil law. 

"The records of the Hebrew polity," observes Coleridge,* 
with a just discrimination, "arc rendered far less instructive 
as lessons of political wisdom by the disposition to regard 
the Jehovah in that universal and spiritual acceptation, in , 

which we nse the word as christians ; fur relatively to the 
.J cwish polity the .J eho\'ah wus their co\'enanted king." ., 

What, then, was the theocracy ~ God condescended to 
assume the title and relation to the Hebrew people of chief 
civil ruler. He stablished a civil sovereignty over .. them. 
He issued his edicts as a civil magistrate. The m,anner in 
which the compact, giving reality to this relationship, was. 
fonned, deserves IJ!l.l'ticular notice. It is detaiicd in the 
uineteenth chapter of Exodus. Moses, acting uuder a divine 

• 

commission, proposed to the nation the question, whether 
they would receive J ehova11 for their king, and submit to his 
laws? The suffrage of the people appears to. have beeu ~n~ 
tirely free in this militer. By their own voluntary consent ' 
:aIoses D1ade God their king. Thus idolatry and every thing 

.. ~ leading to idolatl'Y or growing out of it, became a crime 
against the state, hecume, in fact," crimen laesae majes
tatis," high treason, 01' rebellion. As such, it was justly 

* Mnnulll for Statesmen • 
. 31 
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punishable with death, all governments agreeing in this, 
that treason is the highest of civil crimes. The punishment 
of idolatry by law llad, then, plainly, tllis capital quality 01 

justice, that it was punislling the act of those who bad chosen 
the gO'W!l'mnent. under which they lived, when freely pro . 
posed to them. Their own suffrages had made it a political 
offence. lience idolatry is called hy the Hebrew writers 
"the trangression of the coyenant." It was a breach of the 
fundamental compact between the Hebrew people and their 
chosen king. The tllCocracy made religious apostacy a stat<; 
crime, which it could not be, without infringing liberty, 
under any other constitution. 

It is a material consideration, that Moses nowhere deduces 
(1-od's right to give laws to the Hebrew nation from his 
hcing the one only God, but from his having by miraculous 
interpositions and works of power, laid the foundation of 
their state. In confirmation of this view, the reader's atten
tion is invited to a remarlmble passage in Deuteronomy::' 
I give the passage, as translated by Michaelis:t "When thy 
son asketh thee in after times, whence come all the statutes 
and laws, which Jehovah thy God 'hath given thee? thou 
shalt say to him, we were in Egypt slaves to the king; but 
Jehovah, with a strollg hand urouglit us out of Egypt, and 
did before our eyes grcat miracles, whereby he punished the 
Egyptians, and Pharoah and his house; and he brought us 
out, to give us the land, which he had by an oath promised 
to our fathers: Therefore he comnmnded us to keep a~l tbc~e 
laws." Here the right of legislating for the ITebrews is, ill 
express terms, grounded on the favors which God Imd be
stowe(1 upon them, and not upon his absolute sovereignty n,; 
creator and universal lord. 

What God says to the Israelites in Exod. 20: 2, 3, is to 
the same efiect: "I am Jehovah, thy God, which have 
brought thee out of Egyptian bondage; thou shalt ha\'e no 

*Yi.20-24. t Com. Art_ 34 . 
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gods before me." It would have been quite consonant with 
sound theology to eay : " I Jehovah am God alone;. thereforo 
thou shalt have nd gods hut me." This fundamental ~rticle 
of religion is taught in many parts of the Mosaic writings. 
nut the opinions of the Israelites were not to be fettered by 
legal enactments; and yet idolatt·y must be prohibited on 
pain of civil punishment. God, therefore, as Michaelis has 
observed, addressed a people strangely prone to polytheism, 
to this effect: " Lest you should absurdly suppose, that there 
are many gods, who can heal' your prayers and recompense 

• 

your offerings, know that I alone have delivered you from 
Egyptian tyranny; have made you a people; and am the 
author and founder of you)' stqte: Therefore let no gods but 
me be worshipped among you."* 

But it ought never to be forgotten, tlw.t, although God, by . 
what hc wrought for the Israelites, had acquircd all the right 
to be their sovereign, that any mun could possibly have, still 
he ncithcr claimed nor exercised that right in an arbitrary 
and despotic way. Moses, by his direction, permitted the 

• 

people freely to choose whether they would accept Jehovah ae 
their king, and obey the laws which he might give them. 
When they had form~l1y assented to this, God was considered 
as their king, but not before. The whole world, indeed, was 
under his moral rule; his dominion as creator emhraced 
all the tribes uf earth; but Israel was his IJeculiur property, 
whose people had chosen him for their king. The passages 
(If scripture to this effect are sUl'prizingly pointed and striking. 
The history of the election by the Israelites of' Jehovah to be 
the head of their state, contained ill the nineteenth chapter 
of Exodus, hus been before explained and commented 011 at 
length.t Other passages nrc 110 less remarkable. Thus, ill 

Dent. 33: 5, it is said "God was king in J eshul'llll, WIlE~ 
the heads of the people, und the tribes of Isrnel were gathered 

* Com. "\rt. 33. t Sec pp. -Ii, 48 of this vol. 
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together."* Th!s seems u plain reference to the account in 
• 

Exouus, and as plain an intimation, that God was made king 
Ly the vote of the assembl~d nntion. So when the Israelites 

• 
first desired a man for a king, God said to Samuel, "They 
lUl.\'e not rejected thee, they have rejectetl me, that I should 
not reign over them."t Again, when they were to receive 
this king, the record is, "Thus saith Jehovah, God of Israel, 
I brought up Israel out of Egypt, and delivered yon out of 
the hand of the Egyptians, and out of the hand of allldng
Joms, and of them that oppl'essetl YOll ; and ya have this day 
rejected your God, who himself saved you ont of aU' your 
adversities and your trihulations, and ye have said unto him, 
Nay, but set a king over us.":!: 

What is the issue? We have seen the monstrous doctrines, 
pollutions, and crimes of idolatry. We have seen the justice, 
wisdom, and goodness of the purpose to p.ut a stop to such 
dreadful evils. We have seen the nature and ground of God's 
claim to the sovereignty of the Hehrew state. We have seen, 
that the govel'llment was n voluntary compact between the 
sovereign and the citizens. We have seeD, that idolatry under 
this constitution was a state crime, was in fact high treason. 
We have sccn, that the whole scope and hinge of the Hebrew 
polity was the overthrow of idolatry, and that the theocratic 
element was introduced into it expressly to further that design. 
Let the reader consider unel weigh these things, and, if he bv 

* The common version makes l\Ioscs king in JcsI1Urun. But Kcnnicott, 
Michaelis, Adam Clarke, lind other distinguiBhcd Hebrew scholarS, are of 

• 
the opinion, that the word Moscs crcpt into tho text by mistake of somc 
transcriber, nud was not iu tho ol'igiual, Ill! writtcn by :Moses himself. Dr. 
Clurke, with his usual curtness aull vigor, pronounces thc sense yielded by 
our trauslation "most absurd." Dr. Kcnnicott's argument in support of 
the' opinion, thllt God, !lnd not 1\[oses, is the renl sullject of the proposition, 

is forcible and conclusive; hut it is hnrdly worth while to trouble the 
reader with philological discussions of that natUl:e. Sec Clarke in loc., 

Kennicott's first Dissertation, lind MicI!Uclis's Commentaries, Art. 34. 

t 1 Slim. viii. 7. t Ibid. x. 18, 19 . 
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candid :tnd nnbinsed, if his mental vision be llot warped and 
clouded by prejudice, he will own, that to have in)posed the 

• 

penalty of death upon the worship of false gods can no longer 
appear in the light of inquisitorial tyranny. ' 

It will be propcr to concllHle this chapter with a brief 
sh:etch of the religious and moral doctrines of judaisll1.* 

Thcre is one God, says the Jewish lawgiver, and there is 
noile besides him. lIe is the sole object of religious trust 
anel worship. Himself the, supreme being, and the necessary 
source of all othor beings, there is no other that can be com
parcd with IJim. A spirit, pure, immense, infinite, no 
material fOl'm can be a fit symbol of his nature. He framed 
the universe by his power; he governs it by his wisdom; he 
regulates it by his providence. Nothing escapes his om· 
niscient glance; nothing can resist his almighty powe~'; 
The good and evil of life arc alike dispensed by his righteous 
hand . 

• 

A public worship of this God is instituted. Ministers to 
preside over it are appointed. Sacrifices and offerings and :l. 

splendid ceremonial arc established. But all thi~ pomp is 
nothing in his eyes, unless prompted and animated by the 
scntiments of' the heart. The worship which he demands, 
before all anel above all, is the acknowledgement of our abso· 
lute dependence and of his supreme dominion; gratitude for 
his benefits; trust in his mercy; reverence for his authority; 
luve towards his excellence; und submission to his law. 

What plll'ity and beauty iu the moml doctrines of this 
code! Equity, probity, fidelity, industry, compassion, charity, 
bcneficence; in a word, evm'y thing that makes. men respect
able in their own eyes, every thing that can cndear them to 
1:he1r fellows, every thing that can assure the repose and 

* See on this subject" Lattres dc quelques Juifs Allemands at Polonais a 
M. de Voltaire." The "nluable substance of the first Letter is embodied 
in these closing sentences. 
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• 
happiness of society, . ·are placed among the number of human 
unties. 

Where else, in all antiquity, are to be found ide~s of God 
and his worship, so just and sublime; religious institutions, 
so pure and spiritual; ethical doctrines, so conformable to . 
the sentiments of nature and the light of' reason? Recal the 
IJictnre, presented in a former part of this chapter, of' the 
I eligious and mornl condition of the ancient world. What 
false and grotesque notions of the divine nature! What 
extravagant, impure, and eruel rites I 'What objects lIf' 
auoration I From the heavenly orbs to the meanest plant, 
from the man distingnished for his talents or his crimes to the 
d)cst reptile, ·everything has its worshippers. Here, chasti
ty is sacrificed in the temples. There, human Llood flows 
upon the altars, and the dearest victims expire amid flames, 
kindled by superstition. Again, nature is outraged by beastly 
umolll'S, and humanity bl'lltalized by vices that cannot be 
named without offence. Everywhere, the people are plunged 
into' a frightful ignorance, and the philosophers themselves 
grope in donbt and uncertainty. 

'Vllllrefore this difference? But one cause, adequate to the 
result, cal! l)e assigned. All the pagan nations had for their 
guide only the feeule and tremulous light ot' human reason. 
Among the Hebrews, It higher, even the pure and eternal 
reason, had pierced the darkness, scattered its shades, and 
poured a divine illumination into the mind of prophet, priest, 
lawgiver, judge, and king. Thus was the intellect of the 
nation enlightened, and its heart purified. Thus were its 
manners humanized; its morals elevated; its institutions 
liberalized. Thus was the nation educated for its great mis
sion ot' guidance and of blessing to all the nations of' the 
emth, in all the periods of their history. ' 

The Hebrew government was a government of tutelage . 
No form of polity has ever approached it in grandeur, purity, 
simp]jcity~ and beneficence. Had men been more pOl'feet, it 

• 

, 
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would have stood forever. But human inconstancy wearied 
oven of a perfect governmeIlt; mortal passions corrupted 
eveil a divine institution; and the commonwealth Of Israel, 
like the empire of Rome, at length fell beneath the weight of 
its own vices, and disappeared from the brotherhood of na-

-
tions. It lives only in history, a monument at once of th~ 
divine goodness and equity. 

• 

, 

• 

OHAPTER III. 

General Ideo. of the Hebrew Constitution . 

• 

TilE political equality of the people, without either nobles 
01' peasants properly so called, was, as we have seen,* a fun
damental principle of the Mosaic constitution. This could 
not but give the state a strong democratic tendency. Nor is 
it matter of surprize, that on this foundation :Moses establish
ed a commonwealth, rather than a monal'chy.t On this 
point, there is scarcely n. dissenting voice among all the 
learned men, who luwe written upon these institutions. l\fr . 

• 
Horne t does but echo the general opinion, wIlen lIe says, 
that "the form of' the Hebrew republic was unquestionably 
democratical. " 

• • 

Moses did not, indeed, by an unchangeable law, enact, that 
110 alteration should ever be made jn the form of govern
ment. On the cGntral'Y, his prophetic eye foresaw, that the 
time would come, when his countrymen, infected and dazzled 

t:- Bk. 2, c. 1, p. '100. t Mich. Com. on the Laws of Moses. 
t IutroJuctiou, yol. 2, l't. 2, c. 1. 
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by the exampJe of the sUl'l'ounding nations, would loso their 
relish for republican simplicity, and would demand the splen
dors of a tlu'one lind it CO~li-t, But it was not his wish, thnt 
they should lUlVe a king, Upon this point lIe l'ilnsoned; 110 
dissuaded; he expostulated; he wamed. Tho spirit of bis 
law was strongly against monarchy i and all, who afterwards 
maintained that spirit, WCl'e e'lually stl'ong against it. This 
was the cnse with Gideon, who indignantly rejectec1 the offer 
of a crown. This was the case with Samuel, that modol of a 

• 

popular magistrate. . ne remonstrated, solemnly and elo-
'luently, with tllC people, against their rash determination to 
have a king. lIe tuld them, that they wel'e filstening upon 
themselves an oriental despotism; that their kings would 
rule tllCm with a rod of iron: alld that they wonld repent of 
their rashness, whell if. was too late. The truth i~, that all 
",110 followed the lllaxims of' tIle fOUJHIC!' of the state, set 
their faccs against llsllrpation, nnd mnintailll'd the rights ot' 
the people at all h:;JZIll'lls, and in the Illost disastrons times.* 

Foreseeing, howe\-cr, that allllis u(lmonitions would, in the 
end, 1)ro\'c unavailing, :Hoses cnactml a t'nndmnental law to 
define and limit the 1)owel' of the fntl\l'e kings. This law is 
found in t.he 17th clwpter of Dcntel'olloTllY. Despotism 
seems to be the 1Iativ.} growth uf the cast. ~ran tIlere, 
cradled in servitude, hecomes fitted to . listen to his fate, in 
the mandates of a tyrant. The climate dissoh'es the energy 
of the llCart, and hence the people of the east have alw!\ys 
been mere children in respect of political institutions. Indo
lence loves to gaze, and hence they lJave evel' b('en delighte:l 
with the trappings of royalty, and ha\'e been rrone to loo~\ 
on an eartlll,)' Idng with a veneration approaching to idolatry. 
The pomp of their sovcreign feods their vanity; Ilis power is 
their pride. They ha\'e no notion of l)opnlar frccdom. 
Hence a chief magistrate, snhject to tho laws of his IJeople, 
a constitutional king, is It conception, foreign to all their 

* Chr. Ellam. for Sept. 1836. 
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habits of thought and feeling. In Egypt, Moses had witness. 
J • 

cd the abuse of the regal power; in the wilderness, he had 
observed the tyranny of the petty despots in the neighbor
hood of Israel. lIenee the enactment of the law referred to 
ILbove. The pUl'ticu~al' provisions of' this law will be ex 
arnined ill anot.her cllapter, I will only observe now, in 
passing, that they were such us to insure, whenever the anti· 
cipated e1Htnge in the fm'm of polity sllf)uld take place, the 
existence of a constitutional mUlllU'chy. The king, permitted 
1.'y :J\fo;;cs to the fully of his countrymen, was, ill truth, what 
n late ll1onUl'ch in France ,,+ claimed to be, a" citizen ldng;" 
a popular magistrate, rather than an arbitrary rovereign, If 
the IIeln'ew statesman could not wholly resist the proclh'ity 
of his nation to the regal form of government, he at Ienst: 
with prescient wisdom, limited the lJOwer intl'llsted to the 
hUlJ(ls of royalty. In this he shows how thol'Oughly his own' 
spil'it was impregnated with Ilemocl'lltic princillles, llOW deep 
was his hatred of tyranny, and how ardent and irl'epl'essible 
Ids sympathy for the rights, the liberty, and the happiness of 
man·t 

Con3iderable difference of opinion exists among the learned 
in regard to the nnmber and nature of the departments of the 
Hehrew government, and the officers hy whom the adminis
tration of public nft'uil's wns conductCll. 'rhe mixtnre of civil 
and military authority, which marl\s this constitution, the 
hlending of the logislath'o and judicial functions in tIle same 
assembly, tho union of vario\\s and, according to OU1' way of 
thinking, somewhat incongruous })owers in the priesthood, 
the .apparent chasmst in the 'Mosaic legislation arising from 
t.he frequent retention by 'Moses of ancient consuetudinary , 

* Louis Philippe. ' 
t Bee on this subject D'IslneU's Genius of Judllism, c. 4. 
t I 81LY "lLpparent chasm.~:' because what are cbo.sms to us were not so 

to the Israelites, being supplied hy!l. then well known la,v of usage j a 
, lex non Bcriptu," corrcHponding to the common law nmong us. 
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laws, without any formal introduction of them into the body 
uf his own laws, and the extreme brevity of the histoi'yof 
the IsraeIitish state, as contained in the sacred books, are the , 
causes of that obscurity, which has operated to produce this 
diversity of opiniuIl. .As far as I have been able to satisfy 
my own mind, the following statement embodies the radical 
fcatlll'es of this ancient and venerable IJolity. * 

Each of'the Israe1itish tribes formed a separate state, La\"· 
ing a local legislature and fL distinct administration of justice. 
The }Jower of the several states was sovereign within the 
limits of' tlwir resel'\"ed rights. Still, thel'e was both a real 
und a vigorous general government. The nation might have 
been styled the united tribes, provinces, or states of Israel. 
The bond or political union between the sovereign stutes 
appears to have been fourfold. In other words, there were 
four departments of the Hebrew government: viz. the chief 
magistrate, whether judge, high priest, or king; the senate of 
princes; the congregation of Israel, the populnr branch of 
the government; and the oracle of Jehovah, a most iuterest· 
ing Hnd singular part of the political structure. The form of 
It legal elllletmcllt might have run somewhat after this fn· 
shion: a Be it enaeted by the senate and congregatioll of 
l-;rael, the judge approving, and the oracle concurring." 
There was a judiciary system, in which causes of a sufficient 
magnitude could be carried up, through courts of various 
grades, till they came, for final adjudication, before a su
preme national court, whi,ch }Ield its session in the capital of 
the nation. Finally, on the one hand, the organization of the 
tribe of Levi gave vitality to the whole system, aeted as a 
eounterpo:se to the democracy, und restrained its excesses, 
whUe, on the other, the prophetieal order maintained the 
riglllG of the people, and formed a powerful barrier against 
tile encroachments of arbitrary power.t 

* Lewman on the Civ. Gov, Heb, C. 8. 
t I do pot here cite the particular Scriptures in support of these vicw", 
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A knowledge of the polity of the Hebrews prior to the 
timo of Moses will help us in understanding his constitution, 
since he retained in it many of the ancient laws and insti
tutions, sometimes. unaltered, sometimes sliglltly modified. 
Tile simplicity of ancient llIann~rs rendered complicated 
methods of' government unnecessary. The form actually 
employed by most nations in the earliest times, appears to 
11(1\'e been patriarchal. To this l'llle the Hebrew polity doe$ 
not furm an exception. Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob governed 
their families with an authority well nigh unlimited. Their 
powel' over their households was little short ot' a sO\'ereigll 
dominion. They were independent princes. They acknow
ledged no suhjection, and owed no allegiance, to any so-

" 

\>ct·eign. They formed alliances with other princee.* They 
treatell with ldngs on a footing of equality.t They main
tained a body of sen'ants, trained to the use of arms; were 
thc chief:;, who led them in war; and repelled force by force.:j: 

• 

They were the priests, who appointed festivals, and offered 
sacritices. § They had the power of disinheriting their 
children, II of sending them away from home without assign
ing any reason,~r and o\'en of punishing them capitally.*'" . 

The tweh'c sons of Jacob ruled their respec!ive families 
with the same authority. But when their descendants had 
become numerous enough to form tribes, each tribe acknow
ledged !1. prince as its ruler.tt This office, it is likely, was at 
first hereditary ill the eldest SOl1, hut afterwards became 
elective. When the tribes increased to such an extent, as to 
embrace a great number of separate households, the less 
powerful ones united with their stronger l'elatives, and, ac-

, 
• 

since tho passages on which they rest will be often referred to in tho Bub· 
sequent detail of t1~c Hebrew institutions. 

* Gen. xxi. 22-32. t Gen. xiv. 2-1. xxxiv. 6-I!!. . 
t Gen. xiv. 13-16. ~ Gen viii. 20. xxii. 13. Job i. 5. 
II Gen. xlix. 3, -1. 1 ehron. Y.1 ~ Gen. xxi. 14. 
** Gen. xxxviii. 2-1. . tt Numll. 1. 
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knowledged them as their superiors. In this way, there 
• 

arose n.' subdivision of the tribes into collections of house-
holds. Such n. collectio'l was technically called n. :t:'lmily, a 
clan, n. llOuse of :t:'lthers, or n. thousand.:!!' This last appel· 
, ." was not gi"cn, because each of these subdivisions COIl-

ca; ,c[ just n. thOIlSfilHl persons, 01' n. thollsanu households; fOl', 

in the nature of things, the number 111ust have Yuried, and 
in point of fact, it is manifest fro111 the history, that it clid. 
As the tribes Imd their princes, so theso clans, families, 01' 

tllOl1san<1s lmd their respective chiefs, who were called heads 
of honses of TIlt.hel's. heads of thousands, and s()metillles 
simply heads.t Harrington dcnominates these two classes of 
officcrs phylaJ'chs, or go\-el'llors of tribes, and patriarchs, 01' 

goverllors of familics. Both, while the Israelites Were yet 
in Egypt, were comprehended under the general name of 
chlers.t WhethE I' thi'l name was n. title of honor, like that 
of 81:.:;1;: (the agad) alllong the Arabs, and that of senator 
aLllong the ali~:::,nt Romans, or wllether i~ is to be understood, 
according to its etYll1ology, as denoting persons actually ad
vanced in years, i8 uncertain; probably, however, the former 
is the true sellse of the term. These princes of tribes and 
heads of thonsands, the elders of Israel, were the rulers of 
the people, while they remained still suhject to the power of 
the Pharoahs, and constituted a kind of "imlleriUll1 in 
imperio." Of comse the.Y Ilad no written constitution, nor 
any very f(wlllal code of laws, but governed by custom, 
reason, and the principles of natural justice. TIICY watched 
over and prodded for the general good of the cOl11mullity~ 
while the affairs of each individual household continued 
under the control of it\\ own futher. For the most part, it 
llIay be supposed, only those cases, whic" conccl'Iled the 

• 

* Judges, vi. 15. 1 Sam. x. 10-21. xxiii. 23. Numb. xxvi. 5-50, 
t Numb. xvii. 3. xxv. 15. Joshua xxii. 14. xxiii. 2. 
l Exod. iii. 16. iv. 20. 

• 

• 
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tathers of families thcmsch'es would COl.ne under the cog
nizance and jurisdiction of the elders. 

Snch was the patriarchal form of goyernment. It wal:! 
found among all the branches of Abraham's posterity j
Isbmaclitos, Edomitcs, and Israelites alike. Each of' these, 
like the ancient Germans, the Roman gentes, and the Scottish' 
('lans, kept together in a hody, according to their tribes and 
families. Eyery tribe formed a little commonwealth, having 
its own part.ieular interests j while all united became a great 
repuhlic, with It common weal. Thus we find the Ishmaelites 
governed by twelve princes, according to the number of Ish
mael's sons.* Theil' descendants, the Beduin Arabs, have 
preselTed the l)atriarchal polity to this day. They call their 
princes emirs, and their heads of clans sheiks, elders,-· 

• 

under which latter designation, the Hebrews included both 
theso orders of rulers. In like manner, the Edomites had 
what the sacred historian calls kings, but under them, again, 
stood a multitude of chiefs, styled princes, who ruled over so 
many clans. t The same arrangement took place among tbe 
Israelites. That there were twelve great tribes is known to 
nU. That the tribes wel;e governed, eacb by its own prince, 
that they were subdivided into clans, 01' groups of related 
families, haying also their respective chiefs, and tllat these. 
princes of tribes and chiefs of clans received the common 
nppellation of " eldcrs of Israel," will be evident to anyone, 
who will take the trouble to compare tJle first chapter of 
Numbers with Exacl. 3: 16, 4: 29, and 6: 14, 15. 

Another order of officers, who, in the end, came to possess 
great dignity and power, likewise sprang 111' among the He-

• 

hrews, while yet. in Egypt. These were the shotel'im, in Ollr . 
'-crsion rendered" ofilcers." That they worc different from 
the judges is certain, since :1\1oses ordained, that, when the 
Israelites came into the promised land, they should appoint 

, 
* Gen. xx\". 16. t Gen. xxxvi. 
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both judges and sJlOterim in e,,-ery city:" What the dntics 
of these functionaries were, there is DOt mueh difficulty in 
dotermining. Tho emirs

l 
among the Arabiaus, a people very 

nearly related to the Hebrews, and retaining many of the 
ancient customs common to all the descendants of Abraham , 
have their secretaries, a clnss of officers evidently very simi-
lar to the Israeliti"h shotorim. The most important business 
of the shotcrim was to keep the genealogical registers; to 
record accurately the marriages, births, and deaths among the 
people; and probably, as they kept the rolls of families, to 
apportion the public burdens aud sel'vices on the people 
individually. Modern governments, indeed, have no office 
exactly corresponding to this, because they do not regulate 
their affairs in this genealogical manner; they do not take 
the census of' the people by families. But among a people 
like the Israelitcs, whose ideas wero altogether clannish, a 
people, with whom all hereditary succession and all posthu
mous fame depended on g~nealogical descent, this lpust ha,e 
been an office at least as important as that of' a judge. The 
proof that this office existed in Egypt, is clear and certain j 
for the Hebrew shoterim wore emploJ'ed, under the direction 
of Hebrew overseers, to apportion and prcss forward the 
labors, exacted from the people.t It is likely, that originally 
the princes of tribes and chiefs of families performed the 
dutics of genealogists, but that afterwards, to ease themselves, 

. they employed secretaries to do tLe work for them, who came 
at length to constitute a distinct order of magistrates, nnder 
the nalIle of shoterim.:/: 

* Dcut. xvi. 18. "Judges nnd officers (sllotcrim) shalt thou make thea 
in nil thy gates." 

t Exod. v. u, 10, 14, i5. 
t See on this Bul1ject, Michaelis'S Commenmries on the Laws of Moseb, 

Art~. ~51; Jnhn's Hebrew Commonwealth, B. 2. Sect. 8; Lowman on 
the Chil Government of the Helmws, c. 5; Lewis's Antiquitie@ ot' the 
Hebrew Republic, B. 1. C. 4; Harrington's Commonwealth of Israel, chapR . 
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Snch was the polity, which ]l,10sea found established among 
his counh'ymen, when he returned to Egypt, after a forty 
yeal's' residence in Midian. The time had now come, when, 
ngl'eeably to the divine 1mrpose, the chosen people were to 
be delivered out of the hund of their oppressors, and put in 
possession of the land of promise. They were no longer to 
pursue the nomadic life of their ancestors, but were to be 
settled, as an agricultll1'al people, in fixed habitations. Aa a 
ilution, they were designed to answer yery important pmpo
ses in the divine plan. It was, therefore, necessary, tIl at they 
should receive new political institutions, suited to their new 
circumstances and high destination. To this enel Moses led 
thcm to the foot of Sinai, where the tl'ibes freely elected 
.Tehoyah to be their king, a solemn compact was formed be
tween the sovereign and the people, and the civil constitution 
was settled upon this foundation.''f Thus Jehovah, in accor
dance with the prevalent notion of those ages, condescended 
to he the national and tutelar deity of the ilcbrews; his 
worship was made the fumlamental law of the state; amI 
idolatry became a politica1 crime. • 

But the theocl'ati'c element in this constitution did not 
make a fomth form of government, in addition to the threo 
f01'ms, with which the world is faI11i1iar. It was not a po1iti~ 
cal constitution, fundamentally diflel'ent ii'om the monarchi
cal, aristocrat-ical, democratical, and mixed forms of l)olit.y·t 
Warburtont has shown, that the theocracy continued to the 
coming of Christ. But during the period intervening be
tween the establishment of the constitution by Moses and 
the birth of the Messiah, the government underwent ll/-any 

, 
1, 2; Salvador's Histoiro del! Institutions de MOise et du 'Peuple Hebreu, 
B. 2. C. 2 i and Horne's Introduction to the Critical Study and Knowledge 
of the Holy Scriptures, ,01. 2, l't. 2, o. 1. 

>Ie Ex. Ill. Jalm's Heb. Com. B. 2, S. 8. 
t Mich. Com. Art. 35. t Div. Leg. B. 5, S. 8. 
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changes, and assumed a variety of forms. It was democrati. 
cal till the t.imc of Suul, monurchical from his accession to 
the throne till the captivity, and aristocratical after the resto. 

, 

ration of the Jews to their own country; but through ull 
theso l'c\-lIlutiolls it retained the theocratic feature. "T ~ 
may, therefore, proceed in 0111' study of this constitution, and 
in the attempt to present a true analysis of it, just as We 

would perform a silllihu' labor in reference to the constitution 
of Rome, 01' of England. 

• 

The patriuvchal polity, of which a brief sketch is given 
au:)ve, :l\Ioses retained unaltered. The subdivision of tribes 
into collections of families remained as it had been before, 
At the time of the exodus, the larger clans of this sort, exclu· 
::;ive of the tribe of Levi, amounted to fifty-eight, and theil' 
chiefs, ill cOlljllnction with the twelve princes of tribes, 
forlIled a council of state, consisting of seventy memuers,* 
It is evident, however, tllat the principle of subdivision was 
carried much fiu'ther than a perllsal of tho twenty-sixth char'· 
tm' of Numbers would at fi~'st lead us to snppose. There 
must have been a division, not noticed by t1lC histol'inn, ac
cording to which the collections of families wero far more . 
numerous, amI of course the Humber of lleacls of ihmilies far 
greater, for no less than two hundreu and fifty chiefs of this 
rank joined the l'ebe1lion of Korah.t The princes of tribe~ 
and chiet's of families were the nnturnlropresentatives of the 
people and lllugistl'll.tes of the state.:/: They commanded 
their respective tribes ill war, and guided their cvunsels in 
peaco. They appeal' to he alludeu tf) in the song of Deborflh 
as those who" ride 011 white asses and sit in judgment;" a 
passage in which, I am inclined to think, there is a l'eference 
to this union ill theil' persons of ci vii ltml military authority, 
Whether these officer:> were elective 01' hereditary seelllS 

• 

hurd to t1etm'mine. IInl'1'ington§ cOllsidCl'S thom hereditar,)', 

"*" 1 . , 1'·1 . 1 n 11m ), XXVI. ·.XOu. XXIV, , 

t Jahn's Hllh. Com. B. 2, S, 11. 

-

• 

t N 11mb, xvi. 2. 
e Com, Is. C, 2 . 
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. r alnf* inclines to regard tllem as elective. Lowmant doubts. 
Michaelisi can find no trace of the manner in which they 
werc chosen. I rather think that J abn is right. At least it 
is ccrtain, that the vffice was not strictly hcredihry in the 
first·born of the tribe or the family. 1'his is plain from tho 
case of Nabsbon. Though he was prince of Judah, he was 
not the beir-male of the tribe. lIe was the son of Aminadab, 
the son of nam, wllO was a younger 80n of Hezron, the son 
of Pharcz, himself u youuger son of Judah, the original 
pab·iarch ot' the trihe.§ This certainly is hot uproof that the 
office was elective, but it looks that way; anll the analogy of 
other offices in the IIebrew government strengthens the pro- . 
l)ability. 

Another order of functionaries, retained by M03es, was 
that of the shoterim, translated in our bible "officers.". In 
Kum. 11 : lG, and Deut. 29 : 10, they are llamed in connec
tion with the elders, that is, the princes of tribes and heads 
of families. They were, therefore, magistrates and represen
tatives of the people. However obscure and uninfluential 
their office might have been originally, it gradnally acquired 
importance, till it. came at length to be oue of great dignity 
and authority. We have seen before, that they were the 
keepers of the genealogical tables. In Egypt, they weri) 
ellUl'ged with seeing, that every Israelite delivered the requir
ed number of bricks. I! It was their business to give their 
discharge to citizens, who were by law exempt from military 
duty.~ .Another function appertaining to them was to com
municate to the people the orders of the general respecting 
militaryafl"ail's.** From the shoterim and elders together, as 

• 
hcing persons of the highest respectability, the supreme . 

• • 

senate of seventy was to be chosen.H We find them repeat-

* Heb. Com. B. 2, S.l1. 
t Com. on the Lnws of ?lIoscs, Art. 40. 
II Exou. v. 10 SC(l' 1· 1r Deut. xx. 5-0. 
tt ~ umbo xi. ](i. 

32 

t Civ. Gov. Heb. C. 5. 
~ 1 Chron. ii. 
n Josh. i. 10. 
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edly mentionetl as forming a part of tllO legislath'e asscmhlie3 
of the nation.oX· And in the time of the kings, we find the 

chief sllOtcr, though nO~i a military commander, exercising a 
general superintendence and control over the whole arlllj','r 
When the nation was settled in Palestine, the shotcrim Were 
distributed iuto every city, and performed tlle duties of thcil' 
office for the city and its surrounding district.:/: ,They eonld 
not properly discharge their functions without having accll· 

rate catalogues of the names of the Hebrews, with a record 
of the age, pccuniary ability, and domestic circumstances of 
each individual, master of a llOuschold. Thcre appears e\·i· 

dently to ha\'e been a chief gencalogist, who was the president 
of the wbole order, and exercised a general snperintendcnce 

• 

over the affairs entrusted to them. Several of these chief~ 

are mentioned by name under the kiug-s.g In 1 Ohroll. 24- : 

0, and J 01'. 52 : 25, mention is marle of a "principal scribe 
of thc host," that if1; a chief' shotcr, "who mnstered the peo

ple of the lund" for war. ITow the shoterim were choson 

thtl history does not distinctly ill for In us. There is little dim
<!nlty, llOwen~r, in gathering from what it does say COllcern
,ing them, that the office was elective. 'Vhile the Hebrews 

dwelt in Egypt, and l)cfore tIle Levites Illld been set apart 

from the other tribes, and consecrated to letters and religion, 

they mnst either IIt1.ve been selected out of every clan, or, 

more probahly porhaps, choson from the wllO]e trihe, irre

spective of families, according' to the opinion entertained of 
their fitness foJ' tIle office. After the Lovites had bccome 

fairly installed ill their office, as tho lenl'l1ed class, the gene

alogists were gencl'!llly taken fr01l1 among them.11 "This was 
n. very rational procedure, as the Levites devoted themselves 

,', D t . III . 1')0 J 'I ,'" 3 ... Q " en. XXIS. • XXXI. =. . 0, I. 'Ill. • XXlll. _ • t 2 ehron. xxvi. 11. t Dent. xvi. 18. 
~ 2 Snm. viii. 17. xx. 25. 2 Kings xxv. Ul. 1 Cbron. xxiv. 6. 

xxvi. 11. Jcr. Iii. 25. 
I! 1 Chron. xxiii. 4. 2 Chron. xix, 11. xxxiv. 13. 

2 Chron. 
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particularly to study; and, among husbandmen and unlearll
ed people, fcw were likely to be so expert at writing, as to be 
entrusted with the keeping of registers so impoJ-tant."* 

The magistracies, thus far noticed, formed a part of the 
polity of the Hebrews, beforc the exodus from Egypt. But., 

. by the advice of ,T ethro, which was confirmed by their king 
.1 ehovah, :Moses instituted a new order of rulers, which must 

110W be explailled.1" ,Although in Egypt the Hebrews had a 
sort of political govcl'Jlment among themselves, yet it is not 
to be supposed,' that they would be permitted to hold regular 
eourts for the trial of civil causes. lIcnce they had no judges 
in their bondage, being subject to Egyptian magistrates in 
that capacity. On their leaving Egypt~ :Moses took the whole 
judicature upon himself, and was for some time sole judge. 
But this was too much for mortal st.l'(;ugth, and, from the lit.tle 

, 

attention that could be given to each intlividual case, not 
altogether consistent with the public inton1;;t. Ilis father-in
law, who api1cars to Eave been a man of great judgment and 
wisdom, convinced him of this, and by his advice he insti: 
tuted judges. The principle, on which he arranged the insti-

• tution, was a remarkable one, and mllst have been suggested 
by the military divisions of the people. He appointed judges 
for thousands, hundreds, fifties, alld tOllS; in all about seventy
eight thousand 8ix hundrod.t Thore was a reglllar gradation 
~)f rank among t.hese judges, and, in all prol.mbilify, such a 
buuordination of the inforior to the snpGl'ior, tlmt the cases 
I.l'1lic11 the judges of tens found too hard fbi' them, they 
referred to tho judges of fifties; in the sume manner, the cases 
which these lattor found too difficult to decide, they passed 
I>\'C1' to the judgcs of hundreds; questiolls too intricate oi: too 

, 

important in the opinion of the judges of hundreds for their 
determination, thoJ carried up t,o the judges of thousands; 

* Se£! on the offiee of the shoterim Mich. Com. Art. 51, and Jabn's Heb. 
Com, n. 2, S, n. 

t Eltou, x\'iii. 
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who, in their turn, referred difficulties too great for their l'eSl'
jution to Moses, or, after his death, to the supreme judicial 
authority, in whomsoever lodged. The principle of this jlldi-, 
ciary system was, thnt the atlministration of justice should be 
brought to every man's door, and of course that it should be 
prompt and cheap; notwithstanding which, cal'e was taken _ 
to avoid the evils of hasty and partial decisions, by the right 
of appeal to tribunals of' a higlJCr grade, when the case was 
of sufficient magnitude to warrant such a resOl't. This prin
ciple was retained in the judicial system of the nation, after 
its settlement ill Palestine. nut the system itself necessarily 
underwent some modifications. It could not remain exactly 

" 
as it was; for the people no longer lived together, as in the 
wilderness. On their taking possession of the promisec1lalld, 
judges, ae well as shoterim, or genealogists, were to be ap
pointed in every eity,* who were to discharge the duties of 
their respective offices for the city aIHI the surronnding dis
trict. Yet even the plan proper for Israel as an army march
ing was not altogether ullsuited to their settlement in pel'lna
IIcnt habitations, as tribes and families. The military divisillll , 
lllight have it>: counterpart in a civil division into counties, 
centuries, and decuries. The old Saxon constitution of sherifis 
ill counties, hundreders or centgrnves, in hundreds, and deci
Bel'S in decennaries, was formed upon this model. Lord 
I3acont is of the opinion, that king Alfred took this frame of 
government from the laws of Moses. ·Whether the judges 
\\"ere to be miti ves of their respective cities, 01' even of tlill 

\ tribe in wbose territory the cities were situated, 01' wllether 
the fittest persons wero to be chosen, without regard to tribe, 
fillllily, or residence, does not appeal' from the history. The 
latter supposition is rendered probable by the fact, that in 
after times the office was v.ery generally filled by Levites4 

* Deut. xvi, 18. 
t On Eng. Gov. P. 1. p. iO. oited by Lowm. on Civ. Gov. Heb. C. 9. 
t 1 Chron. uiii. 4: xxvi. 20-32. 2 Chron. xix. 8-11. 
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This might, not improbably, have been the intention ofllfose"l 
which he did not seek to render effective by auy legal enact· 
ment, as foresecing, that the thing would happcn naturally, 
since the Levitcs, de\'oted to ]cal'J)ing by the very constitution 
of their tribe, would best unuerstand the laws of the land. 
Besides, it is quite conformable to the ideas of those times, 
and not foreign to the notions and manners of the cast in aU 
ages, that the judicial and sacerdotal offices shoulcl be lmited 

• 

in the same persons. Among the ancient Egyptians, the 
pricsts were the usual administrators of just.ice:* The Arabs 
rcsorted to the temples and the IH'iests for justice. Before the 
~ill1e of :Mahomet, they C\'cn carried on law·suits before theil' 
gods. This he prohibited;t but to this day, the seat of just
ice is commonly called hy the Arabs God's tribunal; and the 
nsual form of citation is, "Thou art im'ited to the tribunal 
ot' God.":\: 

The cllict' fllnction of the Ismelitish jndges was to admin
ister justice between man and lllan.§ It is possible, and, 
looldug to the general spirit and frame of the Hebrew 
constitution, not hnpl'obable, that they united some degree of 
military powcr to their civil authority. They are mentioned 
as among the persons summoned by Joshua to the legislative 
assemblies. II It is hardly probabfe, however, that the seventy 
two thousand judges of' tens and fifties had seats and voices 
in these diets. It is more likely, that only those of hundreds 
and thousands, perhaps even only the latter of' these classes, 
nre to be understood, wIlen judges are mentioned as constitu
ting t1 part of the public deliberative assemblies of the 
Hebrews.,. , 

, 
* Jablonski's Pantheon, p. 102 of the Prolegomena; cited by Mich. 

Art. 49. 

t Koran, Sura iv. 01-04 and v. 40-55.-
t Arvieux's Travels through l'alestine in Mich. Com. Art. 49. 
~ Dent. xvi. 18. II Josh. xxiii. 2, xxiv. 1. 
~ On the suhjeet of the Heb. Judges see ~lieh. Com. Art. 49; Jahn's 
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Tho judicial office alllong tho Hebrews was elective. 
Josephus snys so eXIH'essly, tllough with hardly gl'eatel' plain
ness than :Moses.· "Tnlw "ou wise men, and llndel'shmdiuC'f 

,I t)' 

and known among your. tribes, and I will make them rulel's 
O\'Cl' yon,"* wOI'e the lawgiver's words to Ilis countrymen, 

• 

when he iustituted the office. The only function which llC 
here claims for hill1soIt~ is that of commissioning those WhO/Ill 

the people shoulll elect, E,'en the snpreme judge was eho.'3ol1 
hy tho free suffrages of the people. Tho lJistorinn distinctl}" 
inforlIls us, that. " tIle people made Jephthah llena and captain 
o\"(~l' thellJ."t Rlur stages mny be noted in the proceedings 
relating' to .Tephthah ;--tite preliminary disCllssiun, the nomi
nation, the prescntation to the people, and the installation.~ 
The encmy wus encamped in Gilead. At this point, the 
people and their rulers, assembled in convention on the plain, 
t\Hid to olle another, ,,'Who shall be our chief, to lead 1l~ 

against the foe?" This was the discnssion, ill which every 
citizen seems to ha \'0 had the right to participate. In the 
exceedingly brief history of the affair, it is not expressly 
statctl, but it is necessarily implied, that J ephthllh, of Gilead, 
a mall of JistiuguisheJ military genins and .reputation, \"as 
Iluminated by the voice of' the assembly. But this able cap
tain llutl been sOllie years before dl'iven out from his native 
city. It was necessary to soothe his irritated spirit. To this 
cnd the ehlel's went in person to seck him, laid before him 
the urgent necessities of the state, softened his anger by 
promises of preferment, and 1.J1'0nght him to Mizpeh. Hel'e, 
manifestly, they made a formal presentation of him to the 
people, for it is added, "the people made him head and cap
tain o\'cr them." That is, they completed the election by 
gi \'i lIg him their suffrages, recognizing him as their leader, 

Hob. Com. B. 2, S. 11; Lowm. Ci\'. Gov. Heb. c. 9 j and Harrington on 
the COlD. of Israel, c. 2. 

* Dent. i. 13. 
t Judg. xi. 11. t Ibid. x. 17, 18, and xi. 1-11. 
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nnd installing him in his office. Here, then, we have, 1. The 
free:. discll~sioll of tho people in a popular assembly concerning . 
the selection of' n. leatler; 2. The nomination of Jephthnh by 
tbe meeting to he chief; 3. The elders' presentation of him 
to the people for their suffrages; and 4. His inauguration as 
prince and leader of lsmel. It is t.o the analysis of snch 'in
cidentall'elations as this scattered hero and there through the 
history, that, in default of tL more exact account of the primi
ti\-e order of tllings, we are compelled to l'esort, in our study 
of the IIe~ r.}w constitution, for much of the information, 
\rhich it wonhl be gratifying to find in a more detailed and 
systematic furlll . 
• 

The magistrates, then, in every tribe were a prince of the 
tribe, chiefs of families 01' clans, genealogists, and judges. 
" Each of these classes of magistrates had ita own peculiar 
duties. The judges administered justic~. Tho genealogists 
I,cpt the genenll.gical tables, in which they oceasionally noted 
the most remarkable occurrences of their times. The his
torical notices contained in tho fhost book of Chronicles, and 
which nro not found in the books of Moses, wero probably 
derived from these ta1>los:* 'rhe heads of families, with 

• 

the prince of the tribe, had clmrge of the gonerul concerns 
of each tribe, und to them the judges and genealogists were 
in SOlUO degree sulJordinate. In Palestine these magistrates 
were distributed into the several cities, and those who rtl
nided in the same city, composed the legislative assembly of 
that city and the surroundi.ng district. When the Ulagis
trates of all the cities belonging to anyone hibe wer\:! col
lected, they formed the supreme court, 01' legislative ass em-

• 

lily, of the tribe. In like mannet·, the magistrates in seve~al 
diffcreut tribes might assemble ill one body, and legislate . 
conjointly for all those tribes whieh they represented. When 
the magistrates of all the tribes met together; they formeu 
the general legislnture of the whole nation. Though there 

if 1 ehron. iy. 21-23. 3()-45. ,. 10, 10-22. vii. 20-24 . 
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was 110 pecuniary emolument attached to these offices,' they 
conferred great dignity and authority upon those who held 
thClU."·:f 

Such is a brief view of the magistl'ucies, instituted or 
confirllleu by the Mosaic cOllstitution. Let us now direct Our 
attention to the tribes themselves in their indh·jdual CIlI)ttcitv . , 
in their relation to one another, and in their legislative func-

• tlOns. 
It is agl'eed, 011 all hands, by those who have written on 

the Hebrew institutes, that each tribe formed a separate 
state. Each composed an entire political community, ill 
some l'espects independent of the others. Each was under 
its OWIl propcr government, administered its own affairs by 
its owu representnth'e assemblies and magistrates, nnd 
daimcd and exercised many of the rights of sovereignty. 
Its local legislation and municipal arrangements were in its 
own hands. \I Dan," says the vene1'llble patriarch Jacob, 
"shall jll<lge his people, HS one of the tribes of Ismel." On 
this, bishop Sherlock,t an author of g"eat learning und 
judgmont, obsCl'\"es: "It is evident, that every tdbe had its 
own prince and judge, and that every prince or head of It 

tribe judged his own people; consequently every tribe had a 
scept1'f.a and lawgiver, as well as the tribe of Judnl)." In 
other words, every tt'ibe hatl its own pl'oper staff of com
malld and a distinct administration of justice.:!: The princes 
of the trillcs, chiefs of families, jlltlges,antl genealogists 
gO\'el'llOll the tribes of Israel, as distinct Ilnd indepenuent 
sovereignties. The tribes were all equal in respect of polio 
tical uignity and right. The sovereignty of Simeon, which 
numbered but twent.y-two thousand men capable of bearing 
arms, was as complete liS that of .Judah, wllich bad seventy
six thousand. No one tribe had any political superiority 01' 

right of' command over any other. This. is plain from the 

* Jahn's Heh. Com. 'B. 2. S. 11. 
t Lowm. Civ. Gov. Heb. c. 5. 
, 

t Dissertation 3. 

• 



, 

, 

• 
• 

LA. \VS OF 'IRE A.NCIENT BEBREWS • 505 

fact, that on the death of J oshlla, the people incluire of God, 0 

"who should go up fO!' them against the Cn.naanites 1" * 
This question could not have been asked, if' anyone fribe had 
had the right of precedency amI government over the rest. 

The answer was, " Judah shaH go up."t J udall thus acquired 

the right of leading by a decision of the oracle; a clear 

l)l'oof~ that such a right did not otherwise belong to that 

tribe. 
The powers reserved to thc separate tribes, and freely ex

crcised j,y them, werc Ycry great. We find them often actiug -
likc inuependent nations. This was the case not only when 

there was neither king nor judge, in the land, but even under 
the gOYel'lllllent oftha kings. They levied war and made pence, 

whenever it seemed good to. them. Thus we find Joshua ex

horting his brethren, the childl'C'n of oJ oseph~ to make war 

against the Perizzites;t and Zeuuloll and Naphthali uniting 

to fight against J abin.§ . We see the trihe of Dan, singly and 

of its own proper motion, attacking and destroying the people 
of Laish, and afterwards taking possession of their city and 
the surrounding country. A very rernarlmble record of this 

kind is contained in the fifth chapter of 1 Chronicles. I! It is 
there related, that the tribes beyolld J ordl111, even ill the 

reign of Saul, carried on, upon their own responsibility, l1. 

most important war. Yet so little illterest WfiS taken in it. by 
the other tribes, that th<1 author of the book ot' Samuel has not 
so much as alluded to it in his history of that prince; though, 

in a military lloiut of "iew, it was 11 fill' more brilliant aWait· 
than ull his martial nchie\'cme1lts tugether. Four nations 

were leagued togethcr against the trnns-jurdunic tribes in ,this 
• 

war. The booty takcn from the enemy was immense; , 
fifty thousand camels, two hundred and fifty thousand sheep, 

two thonsand asses, a hundred thousand llrisonel's of war; 
and of slain, the historian says, "there fell down many." The 

Ii' Judg. i. 1. t Ibid. i. 2. 
* Josh. xvii. 15. ~ Judg. iv. 10. II V v. 18-23. 

, 

• 

• 

• 

o 



, 

• 

• 

• , 
I . 

I 

• • 

50B , 
• 

COMMENT ARIES ON TIlE , • 

. entire territories of these nations callie into the possession of 
the Hebrews as the fruit of this contcst, "and they dwelt in 
their steads until the ~apti\'ity." As late as the reign of 
IIezekiah, we see the tribe of' Simeon waging two successful 
wars, one against the inhabitants of Gedor, and t.he other 
against the remnant of the Amaleldtes, and t.hat without aid 
01' anthority from its neighbor republics.* 

Some occurrences of' a different kind, iu the history of the 
kings, will fm·ther illustrate tho powers, which the constitu
tion conferl'ed upon the separate tribes. By divine direction, 
David lwl been anointe<l king in t.he life-time of Saul.t 
That unction, however, did not inaugnrate Mm as king, nor 
confer any authority upon him. It was rather a prophecy ill 
action, fureshatlowing his futur~ elevation to the throne. 
Therefore, when Saul had fallen in battle, David retul'lled, as 
It pri ,'ate per::lol1, to one of the cities of Judah. There he 
awaited the aetiun of the people in his behalf. At first he 
became king of Juduh alone, and tIuit by the fl'ee choice of 
the citizens of that tribe.:/: In the message, which he sent to 
the inlmLital1ts of JnLesh·GiIead, thanking them for their 

, 

Idnc1ness to Saul, he does not arrogate any right of commauu 
oyer them, nor address them ill quality of sovereigll. lie 
simply informs them, that the men of Judah had chosen llilll 
lur their king, thus virtually inviting them to follow the ex-

* 1 Chron iv.41-43. 
t 1 Sam. xvi. 13. Dr. Clarke, in his note on 2 Sam. ii. 4, remarks: 

" David was anointed before by Samuel, by which hc acquired jlls arll'eg-
1l1l1n, a right TO tho kingdom; by the present anointing ho had ju~ in 
reg 110, authority OVEn the kingdom." "The invisible king directed the 
prophet Samuel to 1186U1'e the throno privately by n prophetic nnointin;; to 
David, the youngest son of Jesso, 0. citizen of Bethlehem." Jahn's Ileb, 
Com, B. 4, S,28. It wiII be seen, that the views of these eminent scholars 
accord with thORO oltpl'e8sed in the text as to the nature and oldect of 
David's unction by Samuel. 

t 2 Sam. ii. 1-4. 

• 

• , 



• 

, , . 
• 

LAWS OF 'fUE .A.Ncm~T llEDREWS. 507 

II I1lp I e:Y.- Meauwhile, the other eleven tribes had linoiuted 
Isltbosheth, the son of Saul, as their king.t It is evident, 
tuat David did not regard that as an illegal act. on their part" 
fbl' he limited his hostile 1110vements simply to def<mdillg him
solf~ wbell attacked by the armies \~f Ishbosheth. J oab, his 
general-in-chief, had no ol'dera to attack the troops of his rival, 
or to maintain his own claim to the throne by tOl'CO of arms. 
Isbbosheth reigneu two years without any rupture with Daviu 
Ol'llis men; nor did the civil war commence, till Abner, cap
tain of his host, crossing over J oruau with his forces, pro
yoked an encouutcr. J oab, in a conference with Abner, .in
timated that he would not have ntta('l.cd. the adherents of' 
David's rival, unless he had heen provoked to it; thus clearly 
showillg that his orders were to act only on the defensive.t 
One after another, the eleven tribes came into the interest of 

• 

David j and at length the whole nation chose him for their 
king, and made a league with him, that is, proposed a capi-

• 

tnlation limiting the royal prerogath-e, to which he .solemnly 
assented; aftcr wbich be WIlS _anointed sovereign of' aU Israel, 
as having been elected by the voice of the people to tbat high 
dignity.§ , 

The many aDd heavy exactions, to which the })eople had 
been subjected during the reign of' Solomon, had greatly ex
asperated their minds. Towards the close of his life, their 
complaints became loud and bitter. On his death, they pro
posed to his son RehoboUln, certain new stipulations, with a 
view to lighten the public bnrdens. Theil' i'equcst, though 
reasonable, was insolently and contemptuously rejected by th~ 

• 

fiery young monarch. Thereupon tell of the tribes l'eiilSed 
their allegiance to the new government, and chose a king of' 

, 

their own. It would almost seem as if this was not I\n act of' 
• 

;< 2 Sam. ii_ 5-7. t Ihitl, ii 8-0. 
t Ibid. ii. I? 20. See cspecially v, 27, us confirming the last statement 

in the text, ' 
~ 2 Sam. chaps. iii. iv, v, and Xli.· particularly the last. 
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re bcllion, but the exercise of 3 reserved right; for J udall 
was forbidden by the Lord to make war upon the ten trib~. 
At any rate, an instanJaneous l'e\'olt of' this kiud could not 

• llUve occurred, unless the Israelites Imd been governed, as 
Michaelis expresses it, "tl'ihe-wise," each tribe being a little 
repuhlic, and having its own leading men, according to 
whose views the rest of'the people regulated their conduct. 

From the above detail it appears, that "the Hebrew con
stitution anthorized each tribe to provide for its own in
tercsts; 01', if the strength of anyone of them was insuffi
cient for the purpose, to unite with some of the other tl'ibes, 
and make common cause with them. We frequently find 
several tribes thus acting in concert. Judah and Simeon 
united in their war against the Canaanites; as did also 
Ephraim and Manasseh. The tribes of Zebulon and Naph
thaH united with Barak to oppose the army of Jabin. ]fa
nasseh, Asher, Zebulon, and N aphtbali, chose Gideon for 
their leader against the Midiullites. The tribes east of Jor
dan made choice of J ephthah ,for their general to carryon a 
war against the Ammonites. In Intel' times, and duriug the 
reign of' Saul, the same tribes made war upon the Hugarites, 
the Iturueans, the Nobadites, and the Naphishites. Upon 
the death of Saul, eleven tribes remained faithful in their 
allegiance to .his family, and seven yeurs intervened before 
they submitted to David. After the death of Solomon, tell 
tribes revolted from the house of David, and elected J ero
boam fbI' theil' kitlg. In short; any tribe, or any number of 
tribes united, exercised the power of convening legislative 
assemblies, passing resolves, waging wars, making treatie8, 
and electing for themselves chief's, generals, regents, and 
kingfJ."* 

• 

* Jahn's Heb. Com. B. 2, S. 13. The pns~ngcs on which Dr. Jnhn relics 
for the statements made in this e~trnct are, J udg. i. 1-3, 22. vii .. 23, 20 
viii. 1-3. xi. 1-11. 1 ehron. v. 10,18, H). 2 Sam. iii. 17. 1 Kings, xii. 
1-24. 
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In snch a constitution of the tribes, various disturbing 
forces cou1d not but exist; and the history informs ns of the 
nction of these antagonistic forces upon several occasions. 
Hivalries would llatmally spring up among twelve sovereign 
states so closely connected with each other. .l.esser interests 
would sometimes stand in the way of the general welfare. 
Hence arose jealousies, which somctimes issued ill fierce, 
sanguinary) and protl'Ucted civil wars.* All this we may 1'eadi
ly believe from the examples of Holland, Switzerland, the Uni
ted States, and especially of the German empire, which, from 
the inequality of its constituent 1)al't8, is perpetually dis~ 

tracted by divisions, and has otten been the scene of' intestine 
hostilities. Nothing, then, could be more probable than 
sedional jealousies and rivalries among the constituent 
members of the Hebrew commonwealth; and Michaelis has 
well remarked,t that two cases may be supposed, in which 
they would certainly break out, and display all their mis
chicyous effects: 1. If any two tribes hecame more l)Owel'flll 
than the others, in which event they would regard each other 
"'ith suspicion and hatred; and 2. If anyone tribe acquired 
considerable ascendancy oyor the rest, of which the conse
quence would be, thu excitcment of their universal envy and 
opposition. The learned commentator adds, that both tbese 
cases actually occurred in the Israelitish republic; a fact of 
so much importance, that it may be said to form the 1my to 
the whole Hehrew history. The Israelites entered Palestine 
with a. force of six hundred thousand citizens, capable of 
1caring arms, exclusive of tbe tribe of Levi. Of comse, the 
lllediulll strength of the tribes would be about fift),· thousand. 
Those tribes, which exceeded that number, would l)e ltccounted 
strong; aud, in like manner, those which fell below it, would; , 

0/.- Judg. xii. I-G. xx. 1-48. 2 Sam. iii. 1. 1 Kings xii. 16-24. 
t Commentaries on the Laws of Moses, Art. 46 ; an n.rticle to which I 

(\cknowledge my indehtedness in illustrn.ting this part of my subject, since 
I haye embodieu the yaluable substance of it in these paragraplls. 
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• 

be dcemeu weak. It may gratify. t.he reader to see the COIll-

parative stl'ength of the tribes, at this time, brought into Olle 
• 

view. This is done ill the following Btatemen~ ill which 
• I • 

fractions of thousands Ilre omitted for tho sake of hro\'ih' • • 
Thc tribe of Joscph numbered eigllty,five thousand; Judah\ 
SC\'cllty-six thousand; Issachar, sixty-four thousand j Zebulon, 
sixty thousand; Asher, fi fty-three thousand; Dan, forty'six 
thousand; Benjamin, forty-fh'e thousand; N aphtali, forty-fh'e 
thousand; Reuben, forty. three thousand j Gau, forty thousand; 
and SimeuIl, twcnty-two thollsand.* It will not escape the 
notiee of the reader, that one h'ibe, that of Simeon, was very 
weak; that two, Joseph and Jlldall, were very powerful; 
while the othcrs did not vary materially from the a\'el'llge 
strength. The tribe of Joseph ... as, indeed, divided into two 
hn1t:tribes ; 'but it was still, alld cycn as latc as neal' the close 
of' J oshun's administration, regarded and spoken of as Olle 
tl'ihc.t Eplll'aim, however, ill consequence of the prophetic 
blessing of Jacob, and the predictions concerning his fut.urc 
extraordinary increase,:j: though as yet numerically weak, ill 
comparison with 1\Ianasseh, wus regarded as his superior, and, 
indeed, obtained a certain preeminence over aU the othol' 
tribes. From this time, thorefore, we find a perpetual emu
lation and l'h'alry existing betweon tho two tribes of Ephraim 
IlIlll Judah. This sentiment ot' jealousy, sometimes reaching 
even to hatred, displayed its~lt' on aU occasions j and n11u
sions to it are not infl'equont in the prophetical writiugs.§ It 
is ycry distinctly recognized by Isaiah,11 when, foretelling the 
poaccful effect of Mesflinh't> roign, lic says, " And tho' Oll\'Y of 
Epl11'1tilll 8hn11 depart, and the enomies of Judah sllRll he cut 
ofl: Ephrailll shnllllot envy Jullah, and Judah shall lIot vex 
Ephl'llilll." Tho l)rop11et predicts a state of harmony and 

.:. lXumh. xxvi. t Josh. xvii. Ii. t Gen. xlviii. 15-20. 
"J I ... 1 .. 1 1 .... '1)6' 30 16 I' I .. ~ Ul~. YlII. • Xll.. nmgs XI. .. ; XI\'. ; X\'. • 8. XX\'U. 

!J-ll, GO, 07, OS. Is. xi. 13. Jer. iii. 18. Ez. xu\·ii. 16-19. lIu~. i. 11. 
II xi. 13. 
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peaco by declaring, that the llCreditary and l)ro\·t.)rbinl enmi
ty of J!Hlnh nnd Eph1'llim sllnll cease.* 'fhoughont tho entire 
Hebrew history, from the exodus to the captivity, these two 
were regarded as the leading trihes of Israel. In the wilder
ness, Moses gave tho precedence of all the tribes to JtHlal1, 
in nssigning to it the llIost honorahle plnce ill the army, whe
thcr in t110 camp 01' on the mal'ch.t Bnt after his death, two 
cnmts occnl'l'eu, which lended gl'eatly to the exaltation av.d 
prcemincnce of Ephraim, That tribe had the good fmtnne 
to gh'e to the nation a chief magistl'nte in tho person of' 
.J oshun, nnd also to have the tabernacle, the palace of their 
itlYisiblc, heavenly king, set up in Shiloh, a place within the 
territory of Ephraim.:t: Both these cireulDstnnces advanced 
the hOIlOl' of the tribe; and the latter, by promoting trade 
and marriages, gave it no ineotlsiderahle advantageS', in l'e
spcct of the increase of wealth and populntion. ~'rom 

that time, the ambition of Ephraim knew no bounds. The 
jealousy of the Ephraimites towards the ot.her tribes appears 
ill theil' conduct to Gideon and Jepht1I1\h.§ Their special 
jealousy of Judah showcd itself in their reflteal t.o submit 
to David, after the death of Saul; I: in their adherence to 
Ahsalom, when he revolted agaiiult 11 is father;,. and iu the 
readincf!s with which they joined in t.1IC ~'e\'olt of Jeroboam, 
wllo was himself of the tribe of Ephl'llim.** The author of 
the Ee\'enty eighth PSlllmtt represents Ephraim as having been 
the chiet' tt'ibe, and GOclllS having rejected it flJr its politienl' 
and religions apostacy, when the tabernacle and the Idngdom 
were transferred to .Judah. Even while Ephraim continued 
the most influential tl'iue,.J udnh enjoyed n more extensive 
sway, than the other tribes to the west of the .Jordan. When 

, 

* Alexnndor all Isainh, note 011 Ch. xi. 13. . 
"-' .. 3 14 + J h ... lIS . 3 t num. 11. • x, . ... os . xnu.. nm. IV. • 

~ Judg. \'iii. 1. xii. 1. \I 2 Sam. ii. 8, n. ~ lb. xviii. tj. 

** 1 K· '"'' .. 1(' <;: A1 ,1' t ( .", lOgs XI. ~u. XII. J. • .. co exnnuer·s no 0 on ,', :'.-• • i;, 

tt \"Y.IJ-ll, GO, G7. G~. 
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the monarchy was substituted fbI' the democracy, n king was 
• 

clected frum Benjamin, thc youngest and weakest of all 
• 

thc tribes. This seems to be n perfect levelHng of the 
tribcs. Apparently no 'preference was given to any of them, 
on account of allY prei;millence in' dignity, or power, sup
posed or real. It; however, we look a little below the surface 
of things, we shall judge otherwise. 'Ve must bear in mind 
bow exceedingly genealogical and clannish was the way of 
thinking among the Hebrews. This will throw no little light 
upon the point. As Benjamin and Joseph were sons of the 
sume mother, the Benjamites regarded themselves as ill some 
sense belonging to the tribe of Joseph. Of this we have a 

, 

certain proof in the filct, that Shimei, though a Benjamitc, 
said, that he was the first man of aU the house of Joseph to 
moet Idng David, when he returned victorious, after crusbing 
the rebellion of Absalom.* Hence, even when Benjamin 
was advanced in tlJC person of Saul to the leadership of 
Israel, Ephraim still enjoyed n certain preeminence. In the 
80th Psalm, composed about this time, Ephraim, Benjamin, 
and Manasseh are mentioned as the chief tribes, Ephraim 
IJeing placed before the other two. The l'ivalship between 
tlJC tribes contiuued, with unabated force, during the reign of 

• 

Saul. That king had but little authority in tho tribe of J u-
dall; for, when he was pUl'suing Dayid with the bitterest 
enmity to take his life, D:wid had little difficulty in eluding , 
him, by fleeing from place to place within the limits of thnt 
tribe. And when at last he fled into the land of the Philis-

• 

tines, there does not appear to have been any necessity for 
his doing so. He might have J'emnined whero he was, with
out 1I111ch periJ of It capture. On the other hand, Sanl, as 
king, was very partial to his OW11 kindred, including, beyond 
a doubt, the childl'C!l of Joseph, as well as thoso of Benja
min. Upon them he conferrcd most of the offices within the 
gift of the crown. This ho opcnly acknowledged, and made 

* 2 Sam. xix. 20 . 
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it the ground of a claim to their gl'utituue and snppOl't.* 
When Saul feU in battle, eleven of the tribes, doubtless under 
tho lead of Ephraim, adhered to his family, and chose Ish
b05heth for their king. Judah alone recognized David as. 
their sovereign. But David was It man of consummate 
ability and great nobleness of character. He acted with 
prudence, moderation, and magnanimity. These are quali
ties, which never fail to excite the aumiratioll and love of the 
people. They so w'on upon the tribes of Israel, that, by de- , 
gl'ees, they all yoluntarily submitted themselves to his rule. 
It was tlie surrender of their hearts rat.her than of their arms. 
The civil and militnry talents of David were equal to each 
other, and both were of the highest order. Under his ad
ministration, the territories of the stato were gl'eatly en· 
larged; its weal th and power were increased; and its renown 
was spread far and wille. Its llallle struck terror, not only' 
intI) the petty tribes in its immediate neighborhood, but into 
the great nations dwelling on the shores of tho distant Eu
phrates. The tribe of Judah 1I0W became exceedingly pow
erfuL Its numbers were incredibly multiplied, the effect not 
mcrely of the natural incrcase of population, but also of the 
multitude of foreigners, who iIochd to its capital, and be
came proselytes to the Jewish religion. Even before this 
time, the other tribes had begun to he called by the comlllon 
llallle of Israel."t Tlwllcefurwaru Israel came to be their 
orl1innl',Y designation, and they were animated by a common 
jealousy of the trihe of Jm1a.h.:j: It was ill this sentiment, 
that the roots of that unnatural rehellion excited by }~bsa· 
10m, fonnd a congenial soil. The extraordinary success of 
that Imtricidal revult IltlS been the puzzle of many, and ie 

, 

wholly inexplicable, except as the rcsult of a deeply seated 
audlong cherished animosity on the part of the other tribes 
towards the tribe of Judah. rl'his animosity even broke out, 

* 1 Sam. xxii. 7. 
t 2 Sam. xix. 11, 40-43. 

33 

t 2 8nm. ii. !l. 
xx. 1,2. 
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and raged violently, on tho king's return. A stl'ife arose be. 
h"cen Judah and the other tribes, as to which should reeal 
him to the throne, and it ,came neal' ending ill a revolt of tho 
deven tribes fron. David.oJ(· The power and splendor of the 
tribe of Judah culminated in the reign of S,,1"11101I. Davitl 
nTHI Solomon, kings of the house of Judah, v; . 110 common 
lI1en. For sm'enty three years did the other tril}es submit to 
their governmcnt, awed by the splendor of their genius, thc 
flll'Ce of their clmractel', and the vigor of their rule. But the 
fire was all the while glowing under the ashes, und waited 
but an occasion to hurst forth in fierce and devouring flames. 
That occasion was found in an imprudent declaration of Reho
Loam, the son and successor of Solomon, on his accession to the 
throne. Ten of the tribes, led by Jeroboam, an Ephrail11ite, 
rc\'"olted, shook off their allegiance to the kings of Judah, antI 
sct up a scpamto ldug<lOIll, with J el'oboam for their king.t 
Ho takes but :t snperlicial view of the Hebrew history, who 

. regards tho condnct of Rehoboam, however unwise 01' even 
l111just it might han) becn, as the cause of this schism. It 
was but the occasion, the pretext. 'l'ho cause was the old 
grudge of Ephl'llim against Judah. The separation was not 
a sudden occ\1l'renco; it was not fortuitous; it was but tho 
natural result of canscs, ",llich had long been working. It is 
very remarlmlJle, that, of all the kings who reigned ovel' 
Israel, althong'h they woro very far from succeeding one 
another in the lino ot' hercditary descent, there was not one 
that Jid not belong to Ephraim; so that, with the single ex
eeption of Sanl, all the lIebl'ew kings wero natives of one 01' 

I ,t It e1' of tIl e two l'h'al tri bes. 

As tho result dthcr of all admirable stroke of policy on thu 
part of Da', ill, or of an oq nully admirahle good li)l'ttmc, 
Benjamin, after the separation, remained united to Judah, an(l 
the two h'iLes eyer afterwarus formed one kingdol11. The -
event, to which I refor, was the choice by David of the city 

:. 2 Sam. xix. (1-14. ·10-43. xx, I, 2. t 1 Kings xii. 1-20. 
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of J erusnlem for his residence ItlHl capita1. This city was 
within the territory of Benjamin, but it lay close to the con-

• 

fincs of Judah, and had long been inhabited by members ot' 
the latter tribe, as well as of the former. David's selection 
of it for the royal residence was well calculated to flatter the 
pride of the Benjamites, and unite them more elosely to his 
family. It appears to have hud the effect to extinguish the 
jealousy, which Benjamin, in C011llUon with Ephraim, had felt 
towards the b'iLe of Judah. At all events, its issue was, as 
stated aho\'c, to link the fortunes oi' these two tribes together 
in indissoluble bonds. 

Such, thcn, were the jealous rivalries, which, sometimes 
more and sometimes less active, we find always subsisting 
Hlllong the tribes of Israel; and such the bitter fruits, which 
they produced. But it was not ambition alone, which dis
turbed the peace of' the nation, and causcd the blood of the 
citizens to stream furth in civil strife. Great as 1he reserved 
rights of the tribes were, they occasionally magnified them 
heyond their just bounds and betrnyed a stl'oug disposition to 
nnlli(y the laws ot' the general government. But such a pro
cedure was at the peril of the tribe engaging in it. In the 
book of J udges* we have a painfully interesting· account of . 
an act of llullification on the part ot' Benjamin; wherein wo' 
see, that the uuthority of the national law was vindicated hy 
the other hiLes with a severity, bordCl'ing on barbarism. The 
tribe ot' Benjalllin was prophetically described as a ravening 
wolf;t a figure llighly descriptive of its fierce and warlike 
chal'l1cter. The casl', to which I refer, was this. A Levite 
and his wife wel'C travclling peaceably through the territories 
(If Benjamin. At GiLeah, some demons in the form of men,. 
called by the historian "sons of Belia1," abused' the latter in 
such a way as to cause her death. fl'he Levite appealed for 
retdbntion to the tribes in a general court. 'With the excep
tion qf 'Benjamin, they assembled at once in convention at 

. :+ Chap'!. xix, xx. t Gen. xlix, 27 . 



. , 

" " 

516 CO:MMENT ARIES ON THE 

• 

Mizpch. There, tllG states-general, in regular session, heard 
the appeal to their justice. They carefully examined into the 
felcts of the case. They found certain of the inhabitants of 
G ibeah guilty, not only of a violation of the rights of hospi
tality and humanity, and of a riotous breach of the peace, 
hut moreover, ''''hich, in a national point of view, was of 
greater importance, of a breach ancI violation of the com mOll 
right of the tribes to a safe passage through t.he whole coun
try. It was, therefore, not so lUllch an injury to any pl'h'ute 
persons, as to the tribes of Ephraim and Juduh, to which the 
Lodte and his wife belonged. Indeed, it was an injury to all 
tllC tribes in common, since the case of Ephraim and Judah 
might become the case of any of them. No lllan in all Israel 
coulll have any security in travelling, if such open outrage 
:ll1cl violence were suffered to go unpunished. But the b'ibt~S 
"'ore independent of each other. No one tribe had jurisdic
tion oyor any of tIlO rest. Benjamin was a sovereign state, 
N" either Judah nor Ephraim could, by the constitution, call 
tlle inhabitants of Giheah to account. This was, therefore, 
a case calling fur the intCl'position of the states-general. Yet 
f,)\'on they cpulo. not proceed directly against the guilty par
ties. 'fhat would 1I:wo been in derogation of the sovereignty 
of Benjamin. Thcrefore, having by investigation satisfied 
themselves of the facts in the case, they sent a summons tu 
the tribe of' Bcnjamin to deli vcr up the delinqnents, that they 
l!light be dealt with according to law. Denjamin o.eclined tL 

complinnce with this SUU1mOII8, and determined rathor to dis-
6oh'e the union of the states than submit to the will of the 
llation, though expressed in It deliLernte, dispassionate, and 
constitutional manner. This changed the entire case. It was 
no longer the murder of a pri vate persoll by some ill-disposed 
individuals of the city of Giheah, hut un open rebellion of 
the whole tribe of Benjamin. The anthority of the national 
nnion was opposed and set at naught. And, not content with 
refusing to giVe np the murderers to justice, Benjamin raised 
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an army to protect them, and levied war against all Israel. 
The rest of the tl'ibcs declared them in a state of rebellion, 
and proceeded ngainst them accordingly. So stubborn and 
unbending was the spirit of the nullifying tribe, that the 
national army was twice defeated. But in the third battle 
Benjamin was routed, with the loss of twenty-fiye thousand 
lJlen; and there was no danger of the offence being repeated, 
for the offending city was levelled with the ground, the coun
try was made a wilderness, and six hundred men, posted on 
the inaccessible rock of Rimlllon, Were all that remained of 
the contnmaciolls triLe.* 

From this history of the Benjamit.e rebellion the passage 
is natnrul to a consideration of the union of the tribes in a 
geneml gO\'el'llInent; to I', while the history illustrates the 
distinct nationality and independent spirit, I might arnost add 

• 
t.he turbulent tempel', of the separate tribes, it affords, at the 
same time, a proof and an example of the reality, strcngth, 
and vigor of the national administration. The central go
vernment was not a mere confederacy of' states. Such un 
organization would have been too feeule, and too tardy in its 
action, for the clements, which it was intended to control. 
It was a GOVEHNllENT in the propel' sense of' the term, and 
not a CONFEDERA.TION. ~foses drew up a constitution, which 
applied, not merely to each tribe as a distinct political 
lJOdy, but also to the individuals in the tribe. He maue it 
bear on e\'er), indi\·jdual in e\'el'Y tribe, thus giving to each a 
personal interest in the national concerns, and making him 
as much a member of tho nation, as he was of his own 
tribe.t Tho h·ibes formed but one nation. And though 

• 

they had separate interosts, as being in some respects in-
dependent states, tllCY hud also general interests, as being 
united in olle body politic. They had much in common to 

* Lowm. Civ. Gov. lleb. C. 14. Cltr. Exam. No. 76. 
t Chr. Exam. No. 76. 
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draw them together in bonds of brotherhood, and strengthell 
the ties of political union; a common ancestor, the illus
trious depositary of promises appertaining to all the tribes , 
nlike; a cOlllmon God, who was their chosen and covenanted 
Idng; a comllJon tabernacle alltI temple, which was the royal 
palace; a common oracle, the urim anJ thumrnim; a C01l1-

mon high priest, the prime minister of the king; a common 
learned class, who possessed cities in all the tribes; a COI11-

mon faith and worship, which at the same time differed fUIl
damentally from that of all other contemporaneous natiolB; 
and a C0111111011 law of church and state.* Thus, while each 
IIebrew was strongly concerned to maintain the llOnor of his 
tribe, the constitution of the general government gave him U11 

equal interest in the honor of his country. 
Thus we sec, that the constitution was so contrived, that, 

notwithstanding the partial independence and so\-ereignty of 
tho separate tribes, each, as constituting a part (If the national 
nni on, had a kind of superintendence over all the rest, ill 
J'('gard to their observance of the law. Any of the tribes 
coulU be called to an account by the others for an infractioll 
of the organic law: alllI, if they refuseu to give satisfaction, 
they might be punished by war. of Obedience to the states-

• • 

geneml, in whom t1le tribes wore united into one government, 
was a fundamental obligatioll of O\'eJ'Y member of the na
tiollalunioll. On this point the constitutiuIl was imperative. 
Disobedience to their orders, a rebellious opposition to their 
authority, was an act of high treason; the greatest crim~ 
that can Le cOlllmittod, since it is an injury, not to anyone 
man, 01' any number of private persons, but to the whole 
society, and aims at subverting the peace and order of' the 
go\'el'llll1ent, on which the property, liberty, happiness, aud 
life of the citizells depend.:j: 

Let me adduce two proofs of this obl~gation on the pari 

* Jahn's Hell. Com. B. 2. S. 13. 
t Lowm. Civ. Hob. c. 14. 

t Ibid. Judg. xx. 
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of the tribes to submit to the will of tIle nation, as embodied 
in the resolves of the general government. 

The first is taken from a record, which I find in the t.hirty
sixth chapter of Numbers.* By a law, passed some time 
before, constituting daughters, in default of sons, the legal 
heirs of their fathers, it would happen, that the inheritance 
of the daughters of Zelophehall, who belonged to the tribe 
of MUllussch, if they married into unother tribe, would be 
transferred from their own to their husband's tribe. This, 
should it eycr occur, Manusseh thought would be a hardship 
and a wrong. What course did that tribe pursue? She did 
not attempt to rebel against the authority of the nation, and 
Jmllify tho laws of the laud. She brought the case before 
the national legi8Iuture, and sought relief through its action. 
She appealed to the justice of the nation in congress as
sembled, just as the states of our union do. Her petition 
wus respectfully considered, and a law wus enacted in ac
cordance with its prayer. By this law, heiresses were 

* The cl'iticl\l reuder, who exumines the references to see whether they 
eustuin tho text, might, on a cursory perusal of the chapter here cited, be 
inclined to think, thut in the view presented in this parngruph, too much 
is rested on us.~\lmption. A deeper study of the Bubjeet, however, will be 
apt to chungo Buch an impression. For, first, either the first elevon verses 
of tho 27th chupter should come in before this chapter, or this chapter 
shoulU como in immediately after those eleven verses, since, as Dr. Clarke 
~ays, Loth certainly muke pal'ts of the same subject, und there it is ex
lncssly said, that the mutter was brought "before Moses, and before 

• 

Eleazur the priest, and before the prinees, and before all the congregn.. 
tion," nnd by them referred to the oracle. Secondly, even in this chapter, . 
the chiefs of MannHseh are related to bave laid their petition before Moses 
amI tho princes, who may here very well be taken, in u. general sense, ,0 
meun tho whole diet. And, thirdly, even if thifl chapter stood wholly dis
connected with tho 27th chapter, and neither tho diet nor any part of it 
had \)een mentioned at ull, still the analogy of numerOUij other cases in 
the Hebrew history would authorise us to ussume, that the matter had 
been, ill due form, Il\id before the states-general of Israel, and by them 
solemnly adjudicated. . 

• 

• 

• • 

• 
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• 
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rcquired to lllarry ill their own tribes, that no part of the 
ancient inhcritance might be alienated froUl the original 
fawily. It is pInin, tha~, it' the decree of the nation lmd 
been difierent ti'olll what it was, Manasseh's duty would have 
been submission. Hesistance and llullifieation would have 
been in derogll.tion and contravention of rightful authority. 

The second proof of the duty of obedience on the part of 
the tribes to the decrees of the general gon)l'lllllent, I derive 
from the history of the wrong done by certain Benjamites to 
a I,evite, who was passing through their territory, taken in 
cOIlncxion with the national proceedings, which followed 
thcreupon:"" Thc statcs-general immediately convened at 
:Mizpah, and passed a resolve, calling upon the local govern
mcnt of Benjamin, to deli vel' up the offenders, that they 
might be dealt with as their conduct deserved. This order 
Bcnjamin refused to obey. 'What said the national goyerll
ment? Did it say, that Benjamin, being a sovereign state, 
had a right to interpret the' constitution for herdelf, and 
to act hcr own pleasure in the lIIattcr? Far from it. It de
clared, that she had been guilty of" all inlhlCtion of the 
organic la.w, and UTI act of treasoll against the state. AI}(1 
the nation proceedcd at once to vindicate her own sovereign
ty and supremacy. There was 110 coaxing, no truckling, 110 

faltering. Not honicd words, but hard blows, IJrompt.1y nd
ministCl'erl, amI with a terrihle energy and rapidity of repeti
tion, wcrc tlw means cmployed to sllstain the majesty of the 
gOYCrlllncnt and the authority of the law. 

It thus appears that the Hebrew tribes were, in sOllie 
respects, independent so,'ereignties, while, in other respects, 
thcil' indiddnal so,'creignt.r was merged in the broader anll 
higher sovcreignty of the commonwealth <{f Israel. They 
were independent republics, having each a local government, 
which wa:; sovereign in the exercise of its reserY'cd rights; 
yet they al! united together and formed one great republic, 

'! J "", . "0 ' uU o ' XlX. _ • 

• 



, 

I 

LA. WS OF THE ANCIENT nEIlR}~WS. 521 

with n general government, which was sovereign in the high
est sense. The constitution of Israel had, in this r~spect, a 
similitude to our own, which will strike every reader. It 
may also be considered as in some measme resembling that 
of Switzerland, where thirteen cantons, of which each has tt 

government of its OW11, and exercises the right of war, are 
ncvel'theless united into onc great state, under a general gov
el'l1ment. Thus all the Israelitish tribes formed one body 
politic. They hau one common weal. They heIU general 
diets. They were bound to take the field against a COllllllon 
cnemy. They had at first general judges, and afterwards 
general sovereigns. And even when they llUu no common 
head, 01', as the sacred historian expresses it, wheu there was 
neithcr king nor judge, a tt'ibe guilty of a breach of the fun
damental1aw, might be accused before the othcr tribes, who, 
as we lHwc scen, were autllol'izcd to carryon war against it 
us a punishment. It is evident, that the tribes werc some
times without a general <:hief magistl·ate. The constitution, 
as explained above, makes it quite conceivable, that tIle state 
might have subsisted aud prospered without a common hend. 
E\Oery tribe had always its own chiet' magistrate; subordinate 
to whom again, were the chiefs of clans, the judges, and the 
genealogists; amI if there was no general rn1er of the whole 
people, there were tweh'e lesser commonwealths, whose 
general convention would deliberate together, and take mea
smes for the common interest. The head might be gone, 
but the Hvin:; body remained. Its movements would be apt 
to be slower and feebler; yet, as the history of the Benjll
mite l'ebellion* teaches us, they did not always want either 

• 

promptness 01' energy.t 
. As the twelve tribes, though independent and sovereign 

it· This is said to have happened (Judg. xix. 1), when" there was nv 
king in Israel;" i. e. when thc tribes Iud no common head, no general 

chief magistrate. 
t j licb. Com. Art. -to. 

, 
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fur local PUI'POSCS, yet formed but one political bouy for the 
care auu promotion of the common weal, they would natu
rally have generallcgislath'e assemblies, who would, as Occa
sion required, meet together and consult for the goou of the 
nation at large, This we find to Lave been actually the 
case,* The law can neither enact, interpret, nor execute 
itself, For the discharge I)f these functions there is rCfluired 
a c\lI'tain number of citizens, ol'ganizell' into one 01' more 
bot!ic;;~ and iimuing a ll·gisluth·c, judicilli, and executive 
corp::;, CUlIl'illgins,t hisllOp She1'lock,:j: and LowllIall§ tutally 
mi:;collcei \'e uud misrepresent the Hebrew constitutiun, when 
they uellY, that it lodged any propel' legislath'e power in the 
natiollui diet, or states-general of Israel. Theil' errol' arises 
ii'ulIl a misinterpretation of Dent. 4:: 1, 2. "Now, thereful'e, 
heal'!,en, 0 Israel, unto the statutes and unto the jmlgmellts 
whieh I teach you, for to do them, that ye lllay live allu go 
on, and possess the lund, wlJich the Lunl God of your ththcrs 
gh'cth you. Ye shall not add unto the word which I COlU

mand you, neither. shall ye diminish aught from it, that yo 
lIlay kcep the cOlllmandments of the Lord your God, which I 
cOlllmaml you." The salJle thing is repeated in Dent. 12 : 3::!. 
"W'hnt thing s(Jen~r I command you, obselTe to do it; thull 
shalt not add thereto, nor diminish from it." From thcsl' 
precepts, the le(1.rned authors, cited above, erroneously COll
elude, that 110 propel' legislative anthorit,Y or power was CUll-

. fitled by the constitution to the general assewblies of Is1'l101. 
Thore is, ulldoubtedly, it sense, ill which the lnw ",us perpe
tual and unchangeable, viz. in its prineiplr··;, The principles 
t,f:t pure and ahsoluto justice remain always tho sallle; and 
lIOW develoPlllcnts of those principles, made 11ece~sary by 
lIew circumstances, do not change, even in modifying them, 
the truth of former developments. It would be absurd in a 

* Exod. xix. 7, 8. Numb. i. 16, xvi. 2, x. 2-4, xlt\'ii. 2, xuvi. 1. Dcut. 
xix. 10. Josh. xxiii. 2. xxiv.!. Judg. xx. 2. 

t Vc Rcp. lIeb. S. 10. ! Disscrt. 3. ~ Ch'. Gov. Hcb. C. 7, 
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legislator, \U giving a code uf laws to n peopl(\, to take away 
from them the power of' enuctillg now laws, as now mannors 
find new conditions of the uody politic required thl!lIl. The 
COllllIHUld of Moses in this case must ue lIntlcl'stood as ad· 
dressed to individuals, and as mllloullcing to them, that tlley , 
must observe the whole law, without adding to it, 01' taking 
fr(llll it, on their priYate authority. "rhen he speaks to the 
national assemulies, to all ISI'ael, his laugullge is altogethel' 
diftcl'(:llt, Then, on the contrarYI he commallds to seek just. 
icc, to provide for the public welfure, to pm'sue (go Oil in) 
the way ot' equity, ot.herwise called" the way of the Lord," 
without turning to the right hand 01' to the left; thllt is, 
without departing from the fundamental principles, laid 
down ill the constitution. Thence the Hehrew doctors derive 
the maxim, assented to by the great Selden, "From the 
senate [the national diet] proceeds the lnw to all Israel."* 

The great l)l'inciple of legislation, which pel'vades the He
brew constitution, is, that the general will, thc common con· 
sent of' t.he citizens, fl'cely and clenrly exprcssed in regular· 
ly cl'nstitl1ted assemblies, is ne(~essal'y to give bil'th to law. 
This principle Moses scems to have regarded, if not as an 
essential, at least as an important bond of social order, and a 
gl'eat source of st!'cngth to the budy politic. Hence at Sinai 
he obtained the assent of the people, through their eldere, to 
the proposition of' Jehoyah to he their king and to the laws 
which 110 should dictate.t Again, after numerous laws had 
Lecn given, nnd while the Hebrews still relllained encamped 
nt the fuot ot'mount Sinai, he called the diet together finew, 
l'ehcarsed "all the words of the LUI·J and all the Judgments," 
nnd proposed a fl'esh vote llpun them, whel'eupon the people, , 
by their rc}))'esentntivcs, signifiell theil' mUllIimous approval, 
anti formally enacted thelll illtu laws. Nut content with even 

t· Mischnn, \'"01. 4, c. 10. amI SeMen de SyncUrii~, cited by Salvador, in 
Hist. des lust. de :Mulsc, 1. 1, c. 2. 

t Exod. xix. 3-8. 

• 
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this c'<:!I\'cssion of the populnr will, he caused them aU to bl) 
written out, engrossed HS it wcre, and the next day, uftel' 
offering a soll)lI1n 51lcrifige Ilccompllnied by various imposing 
and illlpressh'e ccremonies, ho l'eUU them in tho audience vi 
tlw ass~mblYI and l'e1luircd another tornml assent. This lnst 
act was sh'ictly of the nature of n compact between J ehovnh 
as sO\'ereign unu tho lIebl'ows IlS subjects j and it is express
ly called so by Moses.* In like mllnner a short time before 
his death, when the code hud becn completed, he assembled 
tho national legislahll'c, and submitted the whole body ot 
laws to their appl'o\'ul, and caused them to renew the com
pact with their king.t Surely, never did legislat.or attllch a 
higher importance to the geneml will, 01' tuke more l)aius to 
outain a full, fi'ee, and filii' expression of it. 

This grent principle of popuhu' consent, as the basis aud 
nel'\'O of' lcgislation, rccei n;d fl'csh confil·I1H1.tion, on various 
melllorahlo occasiolls, ill the suuse(!ucnt history of the com
monwealth, Aftel' tho passage of tho Jor(}l\n, Joshua assem-
1 ' ,"·d tho states-gcneral of ISl'Uel, ngl'eeahly to an express 
injullctiun of :MOilCS, and eansed the nution to J'ene\\" its vote 
in favor of the code, which had bcen fl'Umed for iq Nenl' 
the end of his life, this salllo Joshua, a worthy successor of 
"Moses, as having no sJllall share of' his ability, and ns being 
deeply )lelletl'llted with his spit'it, ('ol\\'ened the rcpl'esentatiYcs 
of' the nation at Shcchelll, I'ocollntcll the leading C\Tents of their 
history, !1m} 1Il:\l}e them I'c·olcct .r cho\'ah for their king, l'cnew 
tho compact with him, amI gh'o theil' assent once mOl'e to tIlIl 
laws, which he hnd ol·dnincd.§ On thc rotUl'1l of tho Jews 
1'1'0111 Babylon and tllO l'o-eHtahlishmcnt of their republic, tho 
law W:1S publicly proclnimcd ti)l' many succes!'livo days, and a 
soJemn forlllula was drawn np, in which the assent and sanc· 
tion of the TUition might be expl'cssed. 'fo this document 
twenty-throe priests, scycntcen I,evites, and forty-foul' chief.q 

;; Ex od. xxh'. 3-8 • 
! Jo~h, "iii. 30-35. 

• 

t Dent. xxix. 0-13, 
~ Ibid, ui\'. 
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of the people, eighty-four leading men in all, . s;gned their 
numes, amI affixed their senls. The rest of the people ga'Vo 
theil' assent to the covenant and the statutes, in a' manner 

• 

somewhat less formal, but 110 less binding.* . 
These facts are a demonstration, that the principle in ques

tion entered essentially into the constitution of Moses, and 
into the practice of the nation. They put the seal of authen
ticity upon it. Dossuet himself, a man of vast genius, but 
whose social relations made him too much the friend of' abso
lute l)owe1', and from whom nothing but the force of truth 
conIc! luwe drawn such un expression of opinion, recognizes 
this fact in the following terms: "God, through the agency 
of Moses, assembles his people, proposes to them tbe law, 
which establishes the rights of the uation, both sacred and 
ci';iI, public and private, and causes tllem to give their asseut 
thereto in his presence. The entire people expressly consent 
to the compact. Moses receives tlJis compact in the name of 
the people, wbo had given it their assent."t Again:" All 
~\"l1O havo spoken accurately concerning the [Hebrew] law, 
11:1\'e regarded it, in its origin, as a solemn pact and treaty. 
by which individual men agree together in reference to what 
i:; necessary to form themselves into a ch·n society.":!: 

But since Jehovah is the creator of men, and can lay upon 
them whatever obligations he pleases, since he needs lIot 

human assent to strengthen his authority, why should he pro
]lose laws, instead of imposing them? 'Vhy should he exact 
the free concurrence of individuals '? If his word is truth, 
llxpressing both that which is, and that which ought to be, to 
what end should serve the approval of a multitude? To this 
I reply as fonows: First, God did not give laws to the He: 
brews as their creator, but as their delivel'er and the founder 
of their state. Secondly, an important 1ml'pose of the IIebl'ew 
polity was to teach mankind the real nature of civil goverll-

'" N 1 .... lR·· 38 . 1 <)f C 1. \111. Or; IX. ,X. - ...... '. 

t PolitiqllC ~ncrc\~, L 1. Art. 4. t Ibid. 

I 
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mont, and the true source of political power; whence it llC

cessarily follows, that the authority of Jehovah, as civil llcad 
of the Hehrew state, must be drawn from the same fountain, 
:est upon the sarno basis, and he regulated by the same prin
ciples. as the authority of a human ruler, standing in the 
Hallie relation to a civil community. Thirdly, several "ulna-
1,10 political advantages, en'n with Jehovah himself for king, 
l'esnlted ii'om the assent of the people to the code. As 1. 
The law then Decame not simply a rule, hut It rule clothed 
with the consent of all. It wus the expression, not of an 
absolute power, but of the general will; or rathel', to speak 
more philosophically, it wus the expression of political truth, 
liunctioned by the general will. A rule arbitrarily imposed, 
ho\\'c\'er good it may be, tends to despotism; and It thing, 
wrong in itsolf and contrary to the etel'l1al principles of just
ice, though sanctioned by the voice of the whole world, can 
neYOl' be a law ttl hind the conscience. 2. The consent ot' the 
people to the pllhlie compact had the effect of ohliging each 
indivitlllal towards all the rest. And 3. It had the further 
efl'e::t of himling the moral person callcd the state, which was 
furmed by this union, to the infinite and unchangeahle being; 
the IIell1'cws, on their part, promising to shun whatever was 
hurtful, and to suhmit to whatever was useful, to the body 
politic, and Jehovah, on his, engaging to recompense their 
fidelity with prosperity and happiness. 

It has been well relnlll'lwd hy Sal\'ador,* that no other 
nation offel's the cxmnple of n COlli pact so wise and so sub
lime. JIe adds the opinion, which is worthy of heing 
pondered, that it is tllQ cSBential canse of the strong power of 
cohesion, developed hy the political association of the He
hrcws, inspiring proplwts, filII of genius, with the thought, 
that, as l(lIIg as the laws of nature slInn end me, Israel and 
his law shall never pass away. Such, then, is the principle 

* Hist. ues [nst. tIe Moise, 1. 1. C. 2. The whole of the chapter on ihe 
formtttioll of t1w law, is well worthy uf thc render's attention 

• 
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u( the Hebrew legislation, viz. that law must rest upon the 
foundation of the general will, the consent of the nation freely 

o 

nnd clearly expressed. 
The legislative assemhlies, created hy the constitl1tioli of' 

Moses, were of two kinds, 0 an upper and a lower house. 
The tt)\'mer was a select assembly, called commonly the prin
ces, elders, or senators of Isl'llc1; and was convened by the 
sound of' a single tl'umpet. The latter was a larger and morc 
populm' assembly, called the congregation of Israel; and the 
signal f'llr calling it togethel' was the blowing of two tl'umpets.* 
These were the signals while Israel was an army, and abode 
in thc wildcrness; but after the nation was settled in Canaan, 
either they met at stated times, 'or heralds must have been 
cmployed to convey the summons for assembling to the per
sons having a seat in the diet. "These general llssemblies 
were conv(med by the chief magistrate of the commonwealth, 
hy the commander of the army, 01' by the regent; apd, when 
the nation had no snch supreme head, by the high priest, in 
his capacity of prime minister to the invisible king. The 
grcat assembly meutioned in the twentieth chapter of Judges, 
was undoubtedly convoke!l hy the high priest Phinehas, who 
was so zealous for the honor ot' Jehovah.t It was to these 
assemblies, that :1\[ose8 immcdiately addressed himself, and to 
them he delh'cred the precepts, which he received from J e
hovab. The magistrates, particularly the genealogists, theu 
eornmunicated to the peoplc the precepts and orders of Moses, 
each one to the families nndcr his immediate diretotion. III 
like manner, the cOllllllands of the generals anod the resolves 
of the assemblies \\'el'e made lmown to the people, who wero 
somctimes assemuled ready to receive these cOlll~unicatious;, 
01' if' not, were culled togethel' by the propel' officers. '1'ho 
legislati ve assem hlies exercisefl all the rights of sovereignty. 

, 

* Numb, x. <) 4, 
t NU\I111. x, 2-4. J()S\I, xxiii. 2. xxi.,., 1. 1 Sam. x.i.14. Judg, x. 27, 

28, 

\ 
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They declared war, made peace, formed alliances, chose gen. 
emls, chicf' judgcs 01' regcnts, and king". They prescribcd 
10) the rulers whom they. elected the principles by which they 
Were to govern. They tendered to them the oath of oflice, 
aUlI rendered thcm homage."''+ 

I forhear f'or the present all investigation of the vexed 
question as to who were entitled to seats in the national Ie. 
gislature, reservillg such inquiries, till I come to treat, in 
detail, of the different branellCs, which composed it. 

I have alrcady spoken of the inferior courts among the 
Hebrews, by which the local admillistl'lltion of justice was 
eonducted. But the judiciary system could not be complcte, 
without a suprClllC judicature, which, accordingly, we find tu 
llfi\"C hccn established by the constitution. The provision for 
thi::; court is iIi thc following words: "If there arise a matter 
tU(!) hard for thee ill judgment, betwecn blood nnd blood, 
uetween .plea and plea, and between stroke and stroke, being 
matters of' controversy within thy gates (i. e. in the inferior, 
lucal courts) ; then thou shalt arise, and get thee unto the place 
which the Lord thy God shall choose; and thou shalt come 
unto the pricstb the I"evites, and unto the judge that shall be 
in those days, and inquire; and they slIall show thee the 
sentenee of judgment."t The priests the Levitcs and the 
judge hore evidently lUean a national cuuncil or court. The 
pIll'ase cannot be understood of the whole tribe of' Leri, but 
111USt be interpreted of such priests and Levites only, as lIad 
some commission to give judgment in the place, which.J e1.1O· 
vall should choose. They were not priests and Levites in 
general, lmt chosen members of a national tl'iuunal. It was 
not, indeed, made necessary by any provision of the consti· 
tution or any direction of law, that the priests 01' Levites 

* Jalm's Hob. Com. B. 2. S. 14. Exod. xix. 7, xxiv. 3-8, xxxiv. 31. xxx\'. 
1. Josh. ix. 15-·21. Judg. xx. 1-13, 18. 28. xxi. 13 seqq. 1 Sam. x. 24. 
xi. 14, 15. 2 Snm. iii. li-21. v. 1-3. 1 Kings xii. 

t Dell t. xvii. 8, (). 
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should be in this tribunal at all; yet, on account of their 
learning and knowledge of the laws, they would natqrally be 
esteemed best qualified to be choseu to interpret them. 
This supreme judicature, composed of persons of the greatest 
ability, experience, and learuing in the laws, was not only 
highly important and useful, as a conrt of appeal in adjudi
cating ditlicult cases, and those in which gl'eat interests weru 
at stake between individuals; but it was absolutely indispen
sable for the decision of coutroversies, which might arise be
tween different tribes. As no one tribe had any authority or 
jurisdiction over any other, such controver8ies could be decitled 
only by some common judge. The tribes, as sovereign states, 
were subject to no lower court, than the supreme judicial 
council of the whole nation. 'Vhat concel'lled one tribe 
was by no means to he determined by the judges of 
another.* It is hardly llCCCSS(u'y to add, that the judgment 
of this court was final. Hence it was enacted: "Thou shalt 
do accortling to the sentence, which they of that placo which 
the Lord shall choose (the supre\llo court) shall show thee; 
and thou shalt observe to tlo all aceording to all that they 
inform thee; accordiug to the sentence of the Ia" which they 
sLall teach thee, and according to tho judgment which they 
shan tell thee, thou shalt do; thou shalt 110t decline from. 
the sentence which they shall sho", thce, to the right IHlnu 
nor to the left." t 

From this general view of the Hebrew constitution, a brief 
rcference to the tribe of Levi can by 110 means be omitted. 
This was the learned class, a kind of literary nristocracy. 
The members of this tribe wero devoted to the btbernacle 
and the altar, that is, politically speaking, to be the miuistel's 
aDd courtiel's of the king 'Jehovah. They performed, not 
only the rites of religion, but also the duties of all those 
offices of state, for which learning was necessary. They 

* Lowm. Civ. Gov. Heb. c. 5. Selden de Synedr. 1. 3. c. 4. 
t Dout. xvii. 10, 11. 

34 
• 

• 
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wcre 1)y IJirth clevoted to the cultivation of tho sciences, 
especially the science of government and jurisprudence. 
Thoy WOI'O to stndy the,book of the law; to make, preserve, 
nnd disseminate correct copies of it; to instruct the people 
10th in human und divine learning; to test the accuracy of 
weights and measures; to exhort the soldiers, and inspire 
them with courage, whell about to engage in hattIe; to per
fOI'Jll the duty of police physicians; to determine and an
IlOUllce the moveahle feasts, new moons and intercalary years; 
1'0 discharge the functions of judges and genealogists; with 
a Yflricty (If other duties. * Oonsequently they were to 1)0 

theologimlfl, jurists, law.rel's, historiographers, mathematicians, 
nstrolJl)l1Icrs, sllITeyol':;, teacllOl'S, orators, and medical prac
titiullol's. "","fhnt fruits llIigllt lJOt such a plant have borne, 
if the priests nllll Ledtes had faithfully accomplished the 
purposes of their appointment !"'l' 

Thc PI'ol,llctical, not less than the Leyitical order, among 
tJw Ifcl'rcws, hall YCI'Y important relations to the civil state. 
Tile IJI'i)I'JlCts were the popular orators of the lmwlitish com
lIl(JllwcaHh. They wcre not, as hus hecn, with different 
dcws amI for cliHcl'ent ends, alleged by the ehurch of Rome 
amI tlle school of Voltaire, an appenrlnge of the priesthood. 
On the contl':1ry, they were quite independent of the sacer
L1utal 01'1101', and of the ]'oya11)oWCr as well.:/: In the puhlic 
assellll)1ies on the sabbath, the new moon, and in the solemn 
eOllYo('utioIlS, the prophets, observes Oalmet,§ harangued the 
per.ple, :1:1;1 freely reproved the disorders und abuses, which 
bJlOwcd thell1sch"cs in the nation. They were true patriots, 
who spol,c the tl'l1th, without disguise and without fear, to 

~:. Nmuh. xviii. ? 1. Lev. xxv. 8, O. Dent. xvii. 9. xx. 2-4. xxxi. 11-13. 

Lev. xiii. 14. 1 Chron. xxiii. 4. 2 Cbron. xvii. 7-9. xix. 8. xxxiv.13 . 
• 

l\Jai. ii. 7. 
t Jllhn's He),. Com. B. 2. S. 12. 

t Eichhorn cited by Snlmdor, I. 2, c. 3. 
~ Di~sort. sur 1('8 Ecoles des· lIe brenx, S. 11. 
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people, priests, senators, princes, and kinge. We have 
an instance of this in the indignant rebuke of Isaiah, chap. 1 : 
21-24: "How has she become an harlot, (faithless' to llel' 
compact with J e11o\'l\h,) the faithful city, full of justice, 
righteousness lodged in it, and now murdel·ers. Thy sih'er 
is become dross, thy wine weakened with water. Thy rulers 
are rebels, and fellows ot' thiC\'es, everyone of them loving 
tl. brihe mill pursuing rewards. The fatherless they judge 
lIot, und tIle canse of the widow cometh 1I0t unto them. 
Therefore, saith the Lord, J eho\'ah of hosts, the mighty one 
of Israel, I will comfort myself of my adversaries (litera1l)" 
from thelll, i. e. by ridding myself of them) and I will avenge 
myself of my enelllies."* 

Thus it appears, fl'om all which lIas gone before, that the 
Illltnre of the pu hUc functions, prescribed in the Hebrew 
constitution, flow from the nature of things. The first want 
(If It state, as of every organized, living being, is se1t:prcser
yation. To meet this want, the constitution institutes certain 
functionaries, not only to strengthen the union of the tribes, 
but also to presel've, in its integrity, bot.h the letter and the 
spirit of the fundamental law, and to teach it incessantly to 
the people. Sueh nre the Hehrew priests alid I.evites. 
Next, the body politic wants !l. supreme legislative council, 
to ",atell over its wants, to diroct its general Illo\'oments, to 
shape its policy, and to modify old laws and cnact new oneil, 
as the exigency of timcs and occasions demands. 'For this 
the con~titution provides in tho assemblies composing tho 
states-general of' Israel. The third fUlHhllnelltal necessity (If 
a nution is that of having tho civil relations of the citizens 

, 

maintained agroeauly to the rules laid down ill the law. Tlw 
constitution satisfies this requirement by a judiciary system, 
which brings the administrntion of justice to every man's 
door, and makes it at once cheap and speedy, tnking care, 
howevor, to prevent the evils of crude, hasty, and interested 

• 

* Alexa.nder's 'franslation, Earlier Prophecies, pp. 16, Ii. 
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decisions, by a system of appeal through courts of various 
grades, up to the supreme judicature, which holds its sessions 
in the capital of the republic. Again, the state requires, 
that its force be wisely and effcctively directed against its 

-- puhlie en·emies. This care the constitution devolves upon 
the chief m:lgistrate of Israel. Finally, it is necessary to the 
best welfare of a state, that men of lofty genius, men en
dowoll with sagacity to discover the connexion l)etween an 
oxisting evil .md antecedent acts of folly or injustice, men in
spired \\'ith groat ideas, political or moml, should be able 
freely to utter their thoughts, and boldly to censure both ma
gistrates and people. This necessity the Hebrew constitution 
meets by its institution of the prophetical orelal'; an iJlstitu· 
tion, which, in those remote ages, admirably supplied the 
want of a free press, and must have contributed, powerfully 
and efiectively, to the formation of a public opinion, wise, 
jnst, pure, and dignified. 

Beluro oonclUding this chapter, let us glance at the govern
mont of the individual tribes and cities. 

Each tribe was a reproduction, a miniature copy, as it 
• 

wore, of the llUtion. It would naturally llappen, that the 
govol'lllllont and functionaries of the former would correspond, 
in all important respects, to the latter. Nor have we allY 
reason to douht, that such was tho case. This at least is the 
general opinion of- tlJC leal'lled. As aU Israel had a council 
of elders and a representative congregation of the people, so 
ear;h tribe had its senate of princes and its popular assembly. 
All the tribes together formed a sort of federative repuhlic, 
in whioh nothing could he done or l'esolved without the gen
eral consent of their respective representatives, and in which 
each individual tribe had a constitution formed upon the 
model of the national constitution. 

As the general government was the type of the provincial 
governments, so these furnished the model of the city 
administrations. Every city had its bench of eldors, distinct 
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fl'om its judges and genealogists.* Thus the cities, like the 
nation and the tribes, had an upper and a lower housa,. It board 
of aldermen and a board of assistant aldermen: These mu
nicipal assemhlies managed the public business of the cities, 
as the assem hlies of the tribes administered the general affairs 
of the tribes, and the assemblies of the commonwealth those 
of all Israel. Numerous proofs of this constitution of' the 
city gOYel'Illllents occnr in the sacred books. That every 
city, with its surrounding district, was to Ilave a board of 
judges and genealogists, we have already seen.t That a 
board of ehIer;; was superadded to this as a part of the mu
nicipnl administration, the evidence is equally clear. The 
mcn of Succoth hndng oficndeli Gideon, when pursuing the 
routed Midianitcs, on his rctul'll ii'om the hattle hc caught a. 
young man of thc place, and compelled him to give 'to him 
in writing a list of the princes and elders of his city.t In 
the law concerning the expiation of an uncertain llIurder, 
the two boards are mentioneli in conllexion, and yet plainly 
distinguished fl'om e'lch other; for it is said, "Thy elders and 
thy.judges slla11 come fortll."§ In like manner, Whtll, 011 tLe 
return of the Jews from Babylon, the matter concerning the 
11111awful marriages was in lutnd, "the elders of every city 
and the judges tllercof" are related to have appeared, with 
the transgressors, before" the rulers of all the congregation."11 
The author of the book of Judith speaks of a council of an
cients in Bethulia, and of thl'ee mayors, or governors, to 
whom the executh'e function was cOlllmitted. lIe also men
tions one of the goverllors, Ozias, as hnving made a feast to 
the elders., , 

To these municipal asscmblics it helonged to direct the 
pl1 blic afiitirs of the cities by their l~Olll1cil and authority, and 

* Dcut. xxi. 1 scqq. Judg. xi. 5, 0, 11. "iii. 0, 14. Ruth iv.4, 0. Ez
rl~ x. 14, and mnny other sCl'iptul'()s. 

t Deut. xvi. 18. t Judg. "iii. 0, 14. ~ Deut. xxi. 2. 
II Ezra x. 14. 11 J uditll vi. 14-21. 
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to interpret the law in whatever related to the interests of 
their respective cantons. Salvador* thinks, that like the 
censors at Rome and tlle ancients of Sparta and Athens, they 
watched over the public mannel'S and morals. Seated with
out parade at the city gate, or beneath the shade of trees, 
they lent the ear, he says, to the aggrieved citizcns, to the 
wcepillg wife, to the oppressed slave, to the poor, the sh'an
gel', the orpllau, and the widow. If their complaints admitted 
of legal redl'esG, tIley proclaimed and enforced the law j if 
llot, they hecame the counsellors and comforters of the af~ 

Hided. By their efiorts, a rigorous fhther was softened; a 
wandering son was reclaimed and brought back to the paternal 
]w1l1sion; and families, rent by discord, were l'e-united in peace. 
On the sacred days, t,he presence of the rulers, reverently listen
ing to the l'eauing of the law and the exhortations of the orators, 
il11pl'essed upon the youthful citizens tho importance of the 
subjects handled, and communicated to the assemblies It caIre, 
t hOllghtflll, and dignified ail'. 

Thus flowed the curront of affairs, during those long pe
riods uf repose enjoyed by Israel, despite the powerful 
enelllies by which the nation was surrounded. Such was the 
EilllFle but energetic polity, which impressed upon tho soul of' 
the Hebrews lIlomories never to be effaced, and which, in 
I'}lite of mnny odious nctions, produced by the barbarism of 
the times, impnrts It chnrm to theil' sncred books, unknown to 
(,thel' compositions; a charm, which neither distance of time 
1101' diversity of mallners has power to dissolve, 01' even to 
wcaken. 

* Hist. des Inst. de Moise, 1. 2. c. 2. 
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OIl APTER IV. 

The Hebrew Chief l\Ingistrate. 

TlIoSES lid not, by an express law, unalterably determine in 
wlll\t SOJ't of magistl'llte thc supreme executive authority of the 
I~l'aelitish stato should be lodged. On the contrary, he pro
vided boforclll\ud, in his constitution, for a ehauge in the forn'l 
of the gm-ernmellt and tho title and prel'ogatiYes of its bead, 
without suhjecting the nation to the horrors of a civil war. 
And tho change from tbe republican to the regal f01'111 was, 
in It subsequent nge, actually accomplished without bloodshed 
OJ' commotion, an ('vent hardly l)m'alleled hy any other in his
tory. Still, }'loses was fur f!'OIn being indifferent in regard 
to the name and powers of the civil head of tho state. His 
chiof magistrate wan a republican president, who had thO 
title of judge, or rathel', as J ahn suys, governor, and wus 
elective by the peop]~. 

A strange notion in regard to tIle chief magistracy of Israel 
lIas been entertained by several very Icarued authors;. viz. 
that it was the design of Moses, that the nation should, if 

• 

I)Ossible, do without a chief ex('cntiYe officer. Such appears 
to have been the opinion of Hal'l'ington,* Flemy,t Lewis,t 

* Commonwealth of Israel, C, 3. 
t l\1nuncr~ of the Ancient ISI'nelites, C. 23. 
t A.ntiquities of the Heb. Hep. n. 1, C. 4. 
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, , 

I ' I, , 

, 

:MiclulOlis,·* Smith,',' nnd Dnpin.:t Theil' idea would Beem 
, , 

to Imvo hcon, thnt, considering how difficult it is to control 
powor onco cntrustod tt,l, tile }mnds of' an individual; th~ law,. 
glvcl' of' TAl'nol wishod to lmve tllO ends of all executivo an. 
8\\'CI'Crl in Ids ropublie, without setting npal't a singlo 1101'8011 

fiJI' that to III pti llg d istl II etlon, tl'l1stl ug that, 011 onlOl'gollcies, 
mcn would appoar, who could discllltl'go tllo duty roquired 

, 

hy tilo occasion, without any other commission, than thoil' 
, 

o\\"n prciimillcnt qualifications, instinctively nclmowlcdgcd by 
tho pnlllie "oicc, Tn the vicw of'these writers, tho jndgos 
wel'o aJl cxtrllordinary magistmtes, not unlike tho dictators 
in ancient Humo, 

I have call ell this It strange opinion, llccauso a stnte without 
a chief Illngistl'Hto, is as monstrons as a body without a head, 
.!Jut I llIust add, that, notwithstanding the grent names, Ly 
which it is sU}I}lol'tcll, it nppears to me wholly without foun
dation. If I louk cithor to the conduct 01' tIle laws of' 1\:[oses, 
] can discovcr 110 ground for such nn idea. Let U8 first take 
Iii" acts for 0111' guide in the study of this point. Moses him
k'elf wns, unquestionably, the chief magistrute of the Hebrew 

• 

btatc. Now, when 110 had finished his course, and the time 
(If Ids departure was at hand, abont to yield up the authority, 
which llC lJac1 GO long and usofully exercised, he was mainly 
nnxious to provide !L suitahle sl1ccessor in that office; It man 
"t,f COUl'Ugc, pl'UJeuce, piety, and other needful gifts of gov
CI'IIIlICIlt.§ lIe was to be onc, who should go ont and come 
ill lH.~r(ll'e them; that is, he was to have the command of'their 
llI'JIIies in war, and t.he direction of their civil affairs in peace. 
As to the opinion, that this was to be an extJ·aordinary ma
gistmcy, it is pure assumption. No intimation is given, 
that it was to last only during the conqnest nnd settlement of 
Canaan. The reason assigned by 1\Ioses for his anxiety in 

• 
the maUer, viz, that the congregation of Jehovah be 1\ot as 

* Comment. Oll the Laws of l\TOS()~, Art, 53. 
t Hiat. of the CUlIon, B. 1, C. 3. 

t Hebrew People, C. 3, 
~ Numb. xxvii,15-Ii. 
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sheop thnt havo 110 ahopllel'cl, sooms to mo to Bottle' tllo, 
question boyond doubt 01' cavil. Shoep without (1.' shephord' ,,'., ,,' 
would he I\B nppl'Opl'hlto a SYllI bol of ISI'I\el without a ellio(:';'i ,', 

, " _. I 

lIlngistrnto aftor tho settlemont of' Onnnnn, UB borol'o it. 'J'hiB ,ii', 
)'OnSOll fUl' tho oilico of lendol' 01' hend, viz, its gl'el\tusoflllncs~ """', 
01' impOl'tn11cO to tho well.being of the hody politic, which nt'O ': ,.: 

inhel'ent and l)el'll1nllent qunlities, stnmps it os lin esscntinl .', .'," 
I\nd stnlH1illg pnrt of t.he constitution. And tlds is conform· ',.',. 
lillIe to the general sentiment nnd prlletice of' mllllldlld. l'ho 
wisest llntions have OVOI' deemed it convenient to have n fil'st 
lI1ngistl'ate, either hCl'cllitnl'Y 01' olective, either fol' lifo 01' n 
tel'lll ot' yeal's, wllO shonld he tho COlllllIIllH.1or in chief of their 
ul'mies, and who should preside ovor the civil ndministl'ntion. 
No otherwise can the fOl'ce of 0. nation be properly cmployed 
fOl' its P)'otcction, nnd its laws duly executed, 

But, agnin, if we look at the laws of' :Moses, we slmB come 
to the same concll1sion, viz. t.hat the opinion I mn combatting 
js without any solid foundation. 1Iichuelis* snys truly, that 
Moses gave no law, imposing an obligation on t.he 1)00ple to , 

choose ono universal magistrate of tho whole uat.ion., Yet he 
, ' 

at bast does that which is equivalent; he manifestly takes if 
, > '- -

for g)'anted, that the nntion wonld have such a magistrate.,· 
, ' ',,, 

f).'!Jus in Dent. 17: 0, the judge of the whole repnb!ic is men~ 
tioned in connexion with the high l))'iest; and that, not ns,. a " 
military, but as a ci vii fnnctional',Y. In the twelfth YCI'Se of 
the same chapter, t.he word judge is used as a title of supreme 
authority. A still more decisive passage occurs in 2 Sam. 
7: 11. It is an adtll'css, which J ('hoVl1h, by the mouth of the 
pl'ophet N athl1n, made to king David, concerning his inten
tion to build him a house. The didne speaker, in a distinct,. 
al1l18io11 to the chief magistl'lltes of Israel, prior to t.he institu
tion of monarchy, says exp)'es!lly: "I co:r.mANJ)ED jndges to 
be O\'e1' my people Israe1." Upon the whole, there can be 
no reasonable doubt, that, as the I,acedaemoni{tlls had their 

* Art, 53. 

, 

• 
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kings, the At.lwllians theil' archons, and tIle Romans their 
cOllsuls, so, according to the cOllstitutioll of ~Ioses, the lie
hrews "'Ne to have their gencmljudges, 01' gorCl'nol's of the 
whole repuhlic, As to what is alleged hy some, as a grollnd 
of' belief' tllllt ~[oses !lid not intend to Iw\'c an ullLl'oken suc
cession of chief nl:lgi:;tl'tltcs, that, pl'iOI' to tllC estaLlislllllCllt 
of monarchy, thel'c were times, when the nation WIlS ",itlll.JUt: 
a civil Iwad, and that thc autJlOrity of some of the judgcs did 
not extend to all TSI'nel, but was Iimiteu to particular trihes, 
that is undoliLtellly trlle. But it is a fact, which may be 
accountcd for on more rational gl'ounds, than the thcory of 
tllese write),s, It was the result of It neglect, rathcr than an 
ohse)'rtlllcc, of tIl(! ~Iosaic constitution j a neglect, ill all pru-
1,a1Jility. occasiulIc(1 1)y the jealous rivalry bctwccn the dit~ 

fl.-relit tl'ibl's, as cxplaiuetl in tile last chaptcr, 
• 

III ordcr to It just IlHllcl':;talldillg of the fhulle and operation 
of the II eLI'cw gU\'el'lllllcllt, it is material to in<juire, Loth 
what wcre the )Jowers, and what tllC lilUitntiolJs of puwer, 
appcrtaining tu thl:; lIJng-istl'llcy, II' we would conceive justly 
uf' tIle ()flicc, we must litudy it, IlS it was iustitntcd and excr
cisclI hy Moscs amI J Utohllil, ill whot'c histol'Y alone we lIlay 
expect to find an exact aIH1 true aCCuullt uf' it, sincc, after tIlC 
death ot' the lut.tcr, this l)[1rt of the constitutioll W1I::; ,"cI'y SOOIl 

altcred 01' lle .. lected there Lehl" no rc"ont 01' J'wlne ill the t>' t> t> t> 

land:* 
The supreme authority of the Hebrew state was in J eho\'ah. 

GOll llilllsclf wus pl'Opcrly kinp; of' Tsl'llcl. With rcspcct to 
this diville kiug', Moses, as Conrillgiust says, might 1I0t illl
]lroperly he called his viceroy, It is e\'i(1ent from the whole 
history, alJlI thcrctuI'c plll't.iculm' citations tire 1I0t ncccssary, to 
1>ro\'i\ that Muses was clothcd with vel'y ample jJower:;. He 
llad authurity to COu\'cne the states-gelleral ot' Israel, to pre, 
side over their deli!JCrati()IIl', to conllJllllld the m'll!.\', to nppoint 
officcrll, and to heal' alll1 decide civil causes. 

'" Jud;;, xis. 1. t Dc Hcp, I1acIJr. p, 249, cited IJY Luwman, C, 10, 
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But it may be allegetl, and it is certainly true, that Moses 
had an authority depending, in a peculiar manner, on God 
himself. Let us, therefore, look at this offiee of cbi'er"ihagis
trl\te, as exercised hy Josh lin. We find a somewhat detailed 
acconnt of it, in the llarl't\tiyo of his appointment ns the suc
cessor of Moses. The hi:;torian says :'X- "And the Lord said 
unto Moses, Take thee Joshlla the son of Nun, a man ill ,,,hom 
i:; the sph'it, amI lay thine hand npon him: and set him 
IJeful'e Eleazar the priest, and befi.lre all tho congregation: and 
give him It charge ill their sight, And thou shalt put somo 
of thine hOllor upon him, that all the congl'egation of the 
childl'ell of lsmd may be obedient. Aud he shall stand 
before Eleazar the priest, who shallllsk counsel for him after 

• 

the judgmcnt of ul'im before the Lord: at his word shall they 
go out, and at his word they shall come in, both he, und all 
the ehildl'en of lsmel with him, evcn all the congregation. 
And :Moses dill us the J~ord COlllllHlllded him: and he took 
.J oshna, and set llim before Eleazar the priest, nl1l1 before all 
the congregation. Alltllil'} laid his hands upon him, Ilnd gave 
him a charge, as the Lord comUl3ll(led by the hand lIf Moses." 

We leal'll, still lll{)re clearly, the nature ot' this part of' the 
IIehl'cw constitutiolJ; ii'om the history of .J osbua's accession 
to the government. "Now, aftcl' the death ot' lIoses, tllC 
I:'er\'unt of tIle J~Ol'd, it came to pass, tlmt the I.ord spake unto 
Joshua, the son of' Nun, },Ioses's minister."t The ohjeet of' 
this address was to enconrnge him to take upou himself' the 
guvernment of the lbraelitcs.t Thm'eupon the new regent 
iUlllICtlilltely issues his orders:§ "Then Joshua commanded 
the officers of' the people, saying, Puss tlU'Ollgh the host and 
COlIJllllllld the peuple, saying, Prepllre you victuals: for within 
thl'(,ll days ye shall pass ovor this Jordan, to go ill to pOSS(lSS 

the land which the Lord your God giveth you to possess it." 
TllCn lw sllllllllolled the tribes, who lind received their inherit-

* Numh, xxvii. 18-23. 
e Ihid, i. 10, 11. 

, 

t Josh. i, 1, t 11M, 1. 2-9. 

, 
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Huce east of the .Jordan, and directed them to accompany 
their brethren, alld assist them in tnking possession of their 
IJol'tion 011 the westel'll side of that l'ivcr.* Their reply was 
relllal'lmblc, Hnd ucscr\'cs to be inserted. at length; as we 
distinctly see from it their conception of the 11at11l'e nnu 
(~xtent of tho l1uthol'ity, which was vested in Joshua: t 
"Aull they answered J oslma, saying, .All that thou co 1Il

lIumdcst liS, we will do, and whithersoever thou sendest ns, 
we will go, According as we hearkened unto !vIosos in all 
thing;;, su will wo hearken unto thee: only the I.ord tlJY God 
be with thoe, as ho was with Moses, 'Vhosoover he be that 
doth rebel against thy cOlJ1l1Jandment, and will not hoarlwn 
unto thy words in nIl that thou cOll1nlllndest hillJ, he shall bo , 
put: to death: only ue strong and of' u good courage." 

, 

These arc tho principal passages, relating to the office of 
c1liof JI1i1gistrate tlInong tho Hebrew$, as it wus cxemplified 

," 

in the hi~toJ'y of tllo fil'st two judgl's, A criticul analysis of' 
them ('~tabli"lws sovcml important conclusions. 

]. The Hebrew jndges held theil' oilice for lif~, Thoro wn~, 
llllfl'w,;tiunnlJly, 11 disadvantage attcndant npon this al'l'ltllge
mfJnt. 011 the death of u judgo, tho snpremo executivc HU
tlwrity ceased. This often led to unal'chy, 01' at least to gt'eat 
disorders, ill ct1nseqnencc of' 11 delay in electing a snccessol'. 
111 virtue of the English maxim of law, that the Idng nc\'C1' 
dies, all tlJO I':ghts of the su\"creign, on his delUise, inst:llltly 
Yest ill hi" heir, POI'hnps, 110\\,e\'0I', the dhllldvllutage, result, 
ing f.'om tho adoption of the opposite pl'illciple ill the Hebrew 
polity, was JIIore tlHlII cOllntCl'balancell, uJ its preventing 11 de
generate lleil', til' sllccessor, ii'Oll1 giving to idolat.'y tho SUppOlt 
of his illJluellce,:j: 

2. The ofliee was not hCl'ellitm'y. Moses took no stops to 
pel'petuate this Inagistl'llcy in his family, 01' to leave it ns nn 
]J(-'I'ellitm'y hOllor to his posterity, He did not even scek to 
Cllllfine it witl.in his o\\'n triuc. All llC desired, in his 811C-

* Jo~ll. i. 12-15. t Jhid, i. Hi -18. t .Julm's !leb, Com. H. 3. R 22, 
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cessor, was a man fit for the office; a man, in whom was the 
spirit of prudence, courage, and the fear of God, with all the 
other gifts of goYernment, necessat'Y in an upright, imtriotic, 
zealous, and able chief magistl'Ute. Joshua, the immediate 
successor of Moses, was of the tribe of Ephraim; Otlmicl 
was of Judah; ElIuu, of Benjamin; Deborah, of Naphtali; 
Giueon, of l\Ianllsseh; and Samuel, of Levi. The other 
judges were of sevel'al different tribes; and, they being dead, 
their children rCllutined among the common people; and we 
hear no more of them. "Lot the supreme authority be given 
to the worthiest," is the voice of reason. " Let the supreme 
authority be given to the worthiest," is echoed back by the 
Mosaic constitution, as face answers to face in water, al!d the 
heart of lllan to man. 

3. The chief magistracy of Israel was elective. The oracle, 
the high priest, and all the congregation, at'e distinctly re
corded to h!we concul'l'eu in the elevation of Joshua to this 
officc:* J ephthah was choscn to the cbief magistracy by the 
l)opulm· voice.t Samuel was elected regent in a general 
assembly ot' Isrltct; And, for aught that appem's, the other 
jmlges \vCl'e raised to this office uy the free, uusoli ":ited choice 
of the people. 

4. The authority of these regents extended to affairs of war 
• 

and pellce. TIICY \Ycre commanders in chief of' the militUl'Y 
furces of the Israelitcs, and chief judges in civil causes. That 
Moscs united these fUllctions in his person, is undisputed. 
lIe administered justice, as well us commanded armies. 
That J oshun did the samc, that hid authority was, in these 
purticulars, of an e(1'lal extent, is also clear. Muses was di
rected to put some of his honor upon him, that all the COll

gl'egation of the ~hildren of Israel might be obedient.§ What 
docs this mean, uut that, as suggested by bishop Patrick, 
:110ses communicated to J osbua some of his own authority, 

* N 1 ... 10 2° um }. XltVJl1. • ". t Judg. xi. 4-11. 
t 1 Sam. vii. 5-8. ~ Numb. xxviii. 20. 
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and made him an associate in the govern menU nut tho 
point is yet clearer from the words, in which the trans
jordanic trihes recognized Joshua's authority: "All that thou 
cOll1l1landest us we will do, and whithersoever thou sondest 
liS we will go. According as we hearkened unto lI1osos 
in all things, so will we hearken unto thee."* This is ox-' 
plicit and unequivocal. The authority of Joshua was co
extensive with that of Moses, and comprehended civil as well 

• 

as militnl'Y nft'ail's, lIIost of the succeeding judges had been 
at the head of armies; had delivered their country from 
foreign oppression; and were elm'ated to the chief magistracy 
in tcward of thcir military exploits. Eli and Samuel, how. 
eyer, certaillly were not. lllilital'y men. Deborah was judge, 
and held her conrt under a pallll tree, before she planncd the 
war against Jabin.t Of Jail', Ibzun, Elon, and Abdon, it is 
uncertain whethcr they ever held any military command, 
The judges are mentitliled in the lIIosaic law, in connectioll 
with the high lll'iest, as mhiters of civil contl'ovcrsics,t The 
commaml of the army cannot, thCl'cforc, be considered as the 
peculiar, much less the. exclusive function of these magis
tmtes. TIleY appeal' rathcl' to have been appointed for the 
g'cmcra1 administration of pnblic aifail's, It ill tl'UC, that mar
t ial acllic\"mncnts wcre, in several instances, the means, by 
which mon raiscd themselves to the rank of judges; but the 
1'1'l.!SCllt it HI nil'y ig, Hut llOW the office was obtained, but for 
what cllIls it was illstitutcd.§ 

The anthority I)f the judge was, without lloubt, very great. 
.\:J general, he h:Hl the chief eOlllllHllHl of tIle army; as civil 
IIt'H( 1 of' the state, ho COll\'C1Wtl the senate and congregation, 
pl'csidc(1 in those asscmblies, proposed the pulJ1ic business, 
exel'ciscll a powerf'ul inflncncc over their deliherations, and, 
in all things, acted as viceroy of Jehovah, the invisible king 
of Israel. lIe was the fountain of justice, and the executh'e 

* .losh. i. IG, Ii. t .TwIg. iv. 4, 5. t Deut. xvii. \), 12. 
~ Juhn'M lieu. Com. B, 3, S. 22, 
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})ower of the government was principally lodged in his 

hands:* 
5. A contumncious resistance of the lawful autllOrity and 

orders of the Hehrew judges, was tJ·enson. This is plain 
from the nddress of the eastern tribes to Joshua, in formally 
recognizing him ns the head of the nation, and promising al
legiance to his government. "'Vhosoevel' lIe be," they say, 
"that doth rebel against tlly commandment, and will not 
hearken unto thy words, in all that thou commandest him, he 
shall be Imt to death."t It is, perllaps, still plainer from 
Deut. 17: 12: "The man that will do presUlnptuonsly, and 
",illllot hcarken unto * * * * the judge, even that man shall 
dic." And this was consonant to reason and justice; for, 
the chief authority, both in militmy and civil af1'airs, being 
vested in him, he embodied and represente(l the majesty of 
the state. Rebellion against him was rebellion against tlle 
supre;ile power. It was a violatio11 of all order and govern
ment, an attempt to frustrate the will of the nation, an act, of 
mutiny and sedition; oft'cnces, whicll, in all gove1'llments, 
have been regarded and treated as capital crimes. 

6. The authority of the Israelitish regents was not unlillli
ted and despotic. It was tempered and restl'nino(l hy the 
oracle. This is distinctly afi1rmed, in the history of the 
appointment of Joshua to the chief magistracy, as the Sl1C~ 
cassoI' of l.Iuses.t It is tllcre sui(l, that he should stand 
hcfi.n·e Eleazar the }wiest, who r;llOllld ask connsel for him, 
after the judgment of lll'im betiJl'e the Lor(1. This implies all 
obligation to fi-.llow the counsel, when given. This llse of 
the oracle throws light on sOllle parts of the Hehrew history, 

, 

which are commonly not well ulItlcrRtood. In particular, it 
, 

suggests the renson why the Israelites werc so often conquered" 
and oppressed by their enemies. It was either because of 
their rashness in trusting to theil' own wisdom, without asking 

* Lowm. on Civ. Gov. Hob. C. 10. 
t Josh. i. 18. t Numb. xxvii. 21. 

, 
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counsel of the oracle,or because of their neglect to follow the 
connsels, which they received fl'om it. In either case, the 
behaviol' of the Hebrews could not be otherwise than llighly 
criminal, under this constitution; and, of course, highly pro
voking to their divino king. The powel' of the Hebrew chief 
magistrates was till'ther limited by that of the senate and 
congregativn. In ordinary cases, it would seOIl1, they were 
not boulJd tv consult tho states-genCl·al. It was enough, if 
the.~c did not r(,ll1onstrato against tho measures ot' tho judgo; 
n procedure to which they wero by no means backwarll in 1'0-

f'ol'ting, whene"or, in their judgment, occasion required it. 
nut, in important cmergencies, they summoned a general 
nsselllbly of the rulers, to ask their ad vice and consent. This 
we fiud tv havo been repeatedly dono by Moses, Joshua, and 
~allluel. , 

Still another limitation to the authority of the Hebrew 
judges was in the law itself. Theil' power could not be 
15trctched beyond its legal bounds. This .is pretty plainly in
timated, in the address of the peoplo to J oshna, on his 
accessiun to the chiof magistracy. They say, in effect, that 
they would be obedient to him, provide!! he himself wou!!l 
obey the law of Jeho\'ah, and follow the path traced out by 
his sernmt Moses:* This llmgi::;tracy was always in suhjec
tion to the law, lIor, as far as appears ii'om the history, did 
any of the jmlges e,·CI' auuse the power COllllllitteu to them, 
UllleSS we except Gideon, who, through his own superstition, 
gave some s1ight encouragement to idolatl'y. ~\s it is a max
im of the Bl'ititih monarchy, that tho law \Il:,1>(h the king,t 

so it was a prillciplo of the Hebrew cornmoll\\'ealth, that the 
law malle the jllllge ; aud as, under the English cOllstitution, he 
is not killg, where will and pleasure rule, and· not the law;t 
so, under the Israelitish constitution, he would not long have 
cuntillllcli judge, who, tl'ltll1pling on the law,· should have 
made his own will the 1'ulo of his administration. 

* Josh. i. 17. t Blacks. Comment. B. 1. c. G. 
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The observation may appeal' singular, yet I believe it to be 
tI'ue, that the constitution of Carthage throws light on this 
part of the constitution of ISl'llel. 'i The history of the Cartha
ginians," observes Michaelis,* " will hero assist us in forming 
more accurate id.eas of this chief llIagistrate of the ISl'llelitislt 
republic, and in comparing his office with a well known Eu
ropean one. In the Hebrew language, a judge is calleel 
scllofet. The Carthnginialls, wllO were descendants of the 
Tyrians, uml spoke nebrew, called their chief magistrate by 
that name. But the Latins, who had no such 8ch, as we 
IHl.\,e, wrote the word with a sharp 8, and, adding a J .. atin ter
mination, denominated them snfietes. By the historian Liv,}', 
they nrc compared to the Roman consuls. In book 28, chap. 
3S, he says, ' Ad colloquium sufietes corum, qui snmmus Poonis 
cst magistl'atns, cum qnaestore clicnit.' There, however, he is 

• 

speaking, rIot of the sufi'etes of the city of' Oarthnge itself, 
but of inferior ones. Bnt in book 30, chap. 7, he meritions 
the former ill these words: 'Senatum sufi'ctes, quod velut. 
con5ulul'e apud imperium erat, yOCaVerullt .. ' Now snch were 
the judges of Israel, whose history is recorded in the book 

• 

. caned by their name." 
No salary was attached to the chief magistracy in the 

Hebrew government. No revenues were appropriated to the 
judges, except, pel'lial)s, a largel' share of the spoils taken in 
war, and the presents, spontaneuusly made to them, as testi
monials of respeet.t No tl'ibute was raised for them. They 

. had no outward badges of' dignity. They did not Weal' the 
diadem. They were not sUI'l'oundcd by 1\ crowd of' satellites. 
They were not invested with the sovereign powel'.t They 
could isslle orders; but they could not cuaet laws. They had 
not the right of' a})pointing officers, except ]1erhaps in the 
army. They had no power to lay new burdens upon the 
people in the f01'111 of taxes. They were ministers of' justice, 

* Comment. Art. 53. t Judg. viii. 24. 1 Sam. ix. 7. x. 27. 
t Pnstoret, Histoire de Itt Legislnt. t. 3. pp. 70 soqq. 
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l)I'otect.(ll'S of htw, defenders of religion, and avengers of 
crimc; particul:lrly tllC crimc of iuolatl'Y.* But their power 
was constitutional, not, arbitrary. It was kept within duc 
buund" lw thc bltl'l'iers of law, tlle decisions of the oracle " , 
and the ad dce and consent of the senate and commons of 
Il'iI'lwl. They werc without show, without pomp, without 
l'etil1ue, without equipage; plain republican magistrates. 

/ "Thcy wem not only simple in their manners, moderate in 
thci I' desires, ll.ld f'I'CC from a nll'icc and ambition, but noble 
and lllagnltninlOU8 mcn, who fdt that whatevcr they did fur 

• 

thcir country, was ahovc all rcward, and could not be recolU-
})ensed; who desired lllercly to promote the })llblic go.)d; 
and who chosc rathcr to deserve well of their country, than 
to be euriched by its wealth. TlIis cxalted patriotism, like 
overy thing else connccteu with politics in the theocratical 
statc of the lIclJl'ews, was partly of a religious charactcr; 
and those regcnts always conducted themselves as the officcrs 
of God. In all their enterprises, they relied npon llim, nnd 
theil' only care was, that their countJ'ymen shuuld aclmuw
ledge thc al1th0rit.y of Jehonlh, their invisible king. Still, 
they \\'crc llot without faults; neithcr nre they so represented· 
hy theil' historians. 'Tuese relate, on the contl'llry: with the 
lltmost franlmcss, tho great sins, of which some of them werc 
guilty. They wore not merely deliverel's of thc state from a 
fureign Juke, but destl'oyors of iuolntry, foes of pagan vices, 
prollluters of' the lmuwledge ot' God, of' religion, and of' mu
rality; restorers of' theocracy in the minds of' tllO Hobrews; 
an(l puwerful iustrulI1cnts of divine providence in the prolllo
tioll ot' tho great design of preserdng the IIolJrcw consti
tution, and, hy that mcam~, of rescuing tho trlle religion fl·.)\11 
destrll ct.ion. "t 

SUCrl was the chief magi"trllto of Israel, as croated by the 
constitution of ~ruses. It will be interesting and not unill\· 
1)ort:1nt, to inquire into the statc of the eOlmtl'Y, during tIle 

* Clllmct's Diet. Art. J udgos. t Julin's Heb_ Com. B. 3. S. 22. 
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govcrnment of the judges. Very gra\'c enol'S on tllis point, 
and such as a1'e calculated to discredit the wisdom of this 

• 

. constitution, have been committed by authors, otherwise 
candid und learned, It has been hy no means unCUlIl\llon to 
represent the four hundrcd apd fifty years, during which this 
consulal'magistracy lasted, as times of imbecility, cunfusion, 
anarchy, barbal'islll, and crime. Harrington * speaks of the 
Israelitish commonwealth, dming this pel'lod, as "without 
any sufficient root fOl' the possible support of it, or with such 
rllots only as were full of worms" LOWllllUl t speaks of" the 
weak state of the Hebrews," and Smith, ~ of "the moral 
and social detel-iorntion of the l'eople,'~ dUl'ing the SHIUe 

l,eriod. N uthing ,can he more unfoullded, or unjust, tllan 
such represenhitiolls. This error is prubauJy grounded 011 

anothcl:, viz. that of regarding the book of .J uages as n cum
lllete hi8tury of the times of the judges. But su('h it mnn
ifestly is not. The book id exceedingly fl'llgmeutury as a 
narrative, being matle up rntber of heads of Ii isti.wy, than 
histol'Y itself, It. is aptly c1Jnrnctcl'i::;eu by Jahn § as " a mel'c 
l'eltistcr of diseases from which however we ha\'e no l'i"ht 

l:'> , " b 

to eonclnde, that there were no healthy men, \1luch less that 
thcre were no healthy seaSOllS; when the book itself, for the, 
must part, mentions' only a few tribes, in which the epidcmic 
prentiled, and notices long perious, during w}lichit hud 
universally ceased," If allY olle will attentively read ovcr 
the book of' J utlges, aud take the tl'Oublc to eumpm'e the 
times of oppression and adversity with those of independcnce 
and prosperity, he will find the dumtiun of the ti.ll'lncr less 
than one·fonrth that of the latter. The entil'e history of' one , 
lIundl'cd and twenty years of th1:> period is containeu in 
these two bricf records :--'; Tho laml had rest furty yem's ;"~ 
"the land hnd rest foUl' score years.'" Surely, OthllieJ, 

* Commonwealth of Isrnel, c. 3. 
t Hcb. Poop. c. 3, 
\I J uugcs iii, ll. 

• 

• 

t Civ. Go\'. Hob. e. 10. 
~ Hcb. Com. B. 3. 8. 23. 
1[ Ibid. iii. 30 . 
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Ehud, and Shamgar IUllSt have governed with prudence and 
ability, since nil the time of' their administration was pros. , 
1Jerous and peaceable, ,both within and without. It is quite 
upparcnt, therefore, that the Israelites experienced mueh 
1IIOl'e of prosperity than of ad,·ersity in the time of the 
judges. Under their government, the nation enjoyed perious 

, 

of rcpose, happiness, Hnd plenty, of' which the history of 
other ancient nations afiurds but few eXlllnples. '\Vhe)'cforC', 
then, change tho republican to the regal form ~ PI'ille all (1 
fully promptcd the revolution; a revolution, soon repeuted 
of with bitter but unavailing rcgl't~ts; a rcvo1ution, in which 
lay buried the seeds of despotislll and ultimate dh;solution. 

This magistracy ot' judge, regent, 01' consul, was the trlle 
, 

prilllitin~ arl'Ungement of the Hebrew constitution. This the 
wi8(101l1 of the divine lawgiver appointed as one of the bonds, 
whereby the tribes were to be united in the power of their 
:ll'IllS, in their national conncils, and in the administration of 
justice. It' :Moscs, in f1'l1l1ling his polity, had stopped lwre, it 
would luwe been neccss:U'), for anyone, in analyzing and de· 
scriiJillg it, to arrest himself at the same point. Rut since he 
11l'O\'idctl for the establishment of the regal forlll of govern. 
lIIent among the Hebrcws, whcllever they should tire of reo 

, 

publican simplicity, and since he enacted a fundamental law 
to dcfine and limit the powcr ot' the future kings, the study 
of the Hebrew elliet' magistracy involves an examination' of 
the regal office; nor would the analysis of the Mosaic. con· 
stitution be cumplete without it. To this labor, therefore, I 
lloW address myself. 

The luw, l'cferred to in the last paragraph, is in these 
words :- , 

",\Vhen thou art come into the land, which the Lord 
thy God giveth thee, and shalt possess it, and shult dwell 
therein, and shalt say, I will set a king over me, like as all 
the nations that are about me: Thon shalt in any wise set 
him king over thee whom the Lord thy God shall choose: 
one from among thy bl'ctlmlll shalt thou set king oyer thee: 

, 
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thon maycflt not set a stranger oyer thee, wllich is not thy 
hrother. Bnt he shull not multiply horses to himself~ nor 
cause the people to return to Egypt, to the end thnt he should 
multiply horscs: iiJraslIluch as the Lord hath said unto you, 
Ye shull hellceforth retlll'Il 110 more that way. Neither shall 
he multi ly wiv('s to himselt~ that his hellrt tllrn not away: 
neithcr s lall he greatly 'multiply to himself silver and gold. 
And it lihall uc whell he sitteth upon the thrune of' hh; king. 
dom, that he shnll write him a copy of'this law.in a bouk Ullt 
of thnt which is befill'e the priests the Le\'itcs. And it shnll 
be with him, and he shall rend therein all the days of his 

• 
life: thnt he lllay leaI'll tu fear the Lord his Gvd, to keep all 
the \\,ol'ds uf' this law and these statutes, tu do them: that 
his hemt be not lifted up above his brethren, and that ll(~ 
tUI'll not aside t','om the cOllllliandment to the right hand or to 
tho left: to the end that he may prolong his days in hill king
dum, he, alJd hi:> childrcn, in the midst uf lsmd."* 

• 

Agreeably to thc pl'o\'i8ions of this enactment, the nation 

was at libet:ty, whellever it thought fit, to institute the regal 
fcmn of gO\'C1'\IInellt; the king was to be chosen by the COll-

o 

cnrrent voice of the people nnd the oracle; the sO\'el'eign 

must be a native Israelite; the multiplication of horses was 

interllicted to him; he was not to have ll1;my wives; he 
might not accuinulate and hOllrd large treasures; he was to 

he the defender ot' religion; the law ll1ust be the rule of his 

goverlllllent; ~e must regard his people as brethren and 

eqllals; and, IIpon these conditions, the thl'one was to be he
reditary in his f~unily. I propose bl'iefty to illustrate each of 
these particulars. 

1. Monarchy was permitted to the Israelites. Moses was 
not ignornllt of the temper of the orientals. He knew their 
st.l'Oug propensity to kingly government, which, at a la,tel' 
period in the world's llistory, was remarked by the Greeks 

find Uomans. lIe well understoorl, also, the genel'lll 1Il1i ta 
hility of human afiilil's. 011 these grounds, he anticipated, 

and the law under consideration prmHlpposes, what afterwm'ds 

took place, It desire ill the Hebrew people to have It king, in 

, 
o~ Dcut. xlii, 14-20, 

o 

• 



• 

• 
\ 

'. , . , 

CO!mENTARJES ON TOE 
• 

i III itation of tlle polity of other enstern nations. F(lr the gl'a
tifiC'ntilln (If this desire in a peaceful wny, Moses provided in 
this law. Among the immedinto cnnses of this cllnnge in tIlo 
Ilchr('w constifution, we may probably, without 01'1'01', eun
llIernte the eficmin3cy and cowardice of the people, the 
tl iSllnion nnel j('ulollsy of till) tJ'jbes, tllo furmi<l~hle power of 
til(' Ammonit('s and the Philistines, from whose incnrsions 
the castel'll und southerJl trihes were com;tant snfferers, the 
Ii.'[\}' tllnt, aft('1' the death of Samuel, lming left without a 
f'llpl'ome r('gent, and consequently becoming disunited, tlley 
wnulel thll a proy to thcse terrible enemies, the degeneracy of 
Samuel's sons, the example of aU theil' neighbol's, the )dea 
of the gl'CfitOl' I'('spectaoility of n nation with a king nt its 
h('[1el, tJ'e desiro 0\' the necessity of being always I'endy for 
WHI', n want of filith and constancy in the IId)}'(~w minll, 
fmcl, more than nil perhnps, n. weak longing aftel' the pomp 
[\}ltl glitter of royalty. nut, whatever tlle calise migllt ht', 
tile chang-o was mll(le. It conduces not It Httle to tlle llOno\' 
of' tho IIebl'owfl, that tlwy effected it in accordance with tllo 
pri lid I.lcs of thc(lcl'llcy, and wit hout bloodshed. This is a 
clear IlI'oof, that the thue of the judges was neither all im
pious nO!' a barharous uge:x. 

• 2. The right of election was left to tllO people; sII11ject to 
tllis lilllitation, howen~r, that they were 1I0t to appoint any 
olle as ldn~, who was IHJt cllOsen hy God. At first view, the 
two parts of this proposition appeur contrllllictol'Y to each 
otllor. But the difl1culty nmishcEl, wholl it is understood as 
f.illlply illlplying, tllat the orucle and tIle stntcs·genol'alml1st 
concur in the choice. In some of 0111' state legis]atm'cs, 

~ 

Unite(1 Stntes senators I1l'e elcct<)llllY a separate vote of each 
hOIl~0) ill' which case the two ]lOnses must be of necol'd, 01' 

• 

them is 110 election. The case was analogous in t]1O election 
of an Israc1itish sovereign. The people and the oracle must 
COi":I.i'. A fair interpretation of the statute itself will lead 

* .. ~ . .' 8 Heb. Com. B, 3, 88, 2~, 25. Mich. Comment, Art, 54, 

• 
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to this conclusion. "Tuou shalt in any wise sct him king 
o\'er t.hee, whom the I~l'l'd thy Gud sllaH choose: one from 
alllong thy brethl'e!l shalt 'l'HOU set O\'CI' thee: THOU mayest 
Ilut set a stranger o\'el' thce, which is not thy brothel'."* 
That the orucle was to be consulted in the election, this pass ago 
pla('es beyond douut. Tl!at the people also wore to have a 
\'uice in the tl'tlII8IH:tioll, it lUakls almost equally clear. Tho 
earnest caution", addrl'ssed to them ill reference to the choice 
of a so\'ereig.n, would be absurd, if all liberty of action were 
ausolutely taken fh.lII them, amI they were simply to l'ccei\'c 
unc, ul'bitl'l1l'i1y imposed upon them by the will ot' another. 

But the meaning of the statute lIIay be best studied ill tho 
actnal applicatiull of it. In this, as in other instances, the 
lJistory tlll'l)\\'$ light upon the code. In regan} to the institll' 
tiull of tho 1Il0Illu'chy, and Saul's elcmt.iull to tile throne, let 
any olle attentivcly read that part of the first houk of Samuel, 
which is contained ill chap:>. 8-11, and he will find set forth 
ill it the following facts. Samuel convoked the genel'aI diet 
of Israel at Mizpeh, There, at'tel' recounting the Lol'(1's past 
mercies to them, he reminded them, that ill demanding a 
king, they had rejected Jehovah; who hal himself saved 
them out of' all their adversities. lIe then called them to 
present themselves before the Lord Ly their tribes. On the 
application of the sacred lot, the tribe of Benjamin wa3 taken. 
Afterward, in a similar UlUllncr, the ihmily of Matl'i wao; 
tnken j and then, in the same way, Saul, tlle SOIl of Kisb, was 
selected. Samllel then presented the nominee of the oracle 
to the l'cpreseutati\'es of tlle people for their approval amI 
cunfirmation. :Many of them, probauly a majority, gave an 
affirmative vote. But n powerful minority opposed lJis illVes
titure with the royal authority, on the grollnd, that they dia 
not believe him possess"d of sufficient military talent and 
experience to lead tIle ISl'aelitish al'mies to victoJ'Y. Tue nal'
rative inclines me to think, that Saul was not inuugl1l'ated ltnd 

, 

* Dcut. xl'ii. 15. 

• 
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in \'c,;t."d with the kingly powcr on this occasion. The circum
stallces, which sccm to me to rcndcr this a probable opinion, 
are the following. Suul assumed neither the state lIor the 
allthority of a king; but went back to Ids agricultural pur
suits in Gibenh, as aforctilllc. No tribute was levied for him, 
nor any anllngelllcnt matle for supJ!ol'ting the regal dignity. 
lIe ,'cceh'ed gifts from only a few, while by many he Wilt; 

openly COlltclIInetl. The mas:! of the people paid him scnl'cely 
nlly defcl'ence at all. Samllcl did not let go the reins of gO\'

el'ntilcllt, nor resign ]lis power as chief mngistrnte of Israel; 
for his au'llOrity was joined to that of Saul ill summoning the 
I:!l'llclitci> to the u~sistallce of Jabcsh.gilcud, against Nahash, 
1dll!,' of tIle Amlilonite". In this war, Saul exhibited militar'y 
t"l,llb (,t' [t ].i!.!;h order. ::YOl' wcre tl)(, moderation and ch'II" 

~ 

efi,,)', tli~pJ:, \'eli 11Y him, nt its close, towul'ds those who had 
opposctl his elenttion to the throne, ;"":. 3Igllh.,'Pr. ",I"" 
1'I'Ild(~llCe, find mngnanilllity completely won the confidence 
and the heurt of the nation. Samuel, taking advantage ot 
this f'nyol'llllle temper of the people, com'ened a general assclll
hly at Gilgal, propose 11 Saul as ].;ing a secund time, and 
(lbtained a unanimous \'ote in Ids f,wor. Then, tor the fir:;t 
time, it is 8uitl, that they, that is, the Ilcople, Illude Sanl king, 
:tIlIl g:1\'C themseh'cs up to great and general rejoicings. IIlI
lllc(liatcly aft~r his inuuguration, Samuel formally resigned 
II is office as judge, surrcndering llis authority into tllO hunds 
of the people, froll1 whom he had received it, amI by whom 
he wus llOlll.lrably exonerated f,'om all charge of blame ill his 
pllhlic utlministl'l1tion, and the fullest testimony was borne to 
the P1ll'ity of Ids (mcial conduct. Josophus* says, that, 011 

the (lcc:1sioll of Sanl's election and inauguration at Gilgal, 
S:1I1111el :1nointed him a second time. This seems not imp,'oJ)o 
able, thollgh ·tl:e circumstance is not mentioned by the sacred 
llistorian; for the first anointing was a private transaction, 
and he was not anointed, when elccted by the lot. From this 

oX· Antiq. I. 0, C. 5 •. 
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time 811ul as:>Ullleu the reins of government, and was regarded 
as the luwful sO\'cl'eign of Israel. . 

How cleady do we sec from this detail, that the choice of 
It kiug in Israel was neither in the oracle nor the })eople 
bepm'ately, but ill both conjointly; sillce the decision of t.he 
fOl'mer did not tllke' efrect, till it was rntified aud conTInued 
1,./" the action of the latter. How manifest is it, that the 
lIlil'IlCulolHI designation ot' mugistrates in the IIebl'ew com
lllOU\\'{!alth, was nevor undel'stood to exclude the fl'ee sufti'age 
of the people in theil' election, It'these things still seem to 
any irl'ecollcilnlJle, \\'e l\I'e ahle to nlldllct~ examples tlf theh' 
cu-existence evcn out of the histol'Y of' hcathen states. It is 
related by Lh'y':t of Tlll'ql1illills Priscus and 8m'vills l'ullins, • 
that, befvl'e they wel'e rnisetl to tho regal dignity at Home, 
the olle llUd his llUt taken oft; bOl'lle aloft into the air, and 
fitly deposited again ill its place, by an cagle; and the other 
had n flullIe l'cstillg 011 his heau, which, after ·being for some 
tillle an oujec:t of terror to the beholders, glided of}; on his 
awaking out of sleep, without leaving any trnce of' its pre·· 
seuce on his person. By these pOl'tents it wns believed, that 

• 

caeh of them WIlS designated of the deity to be king, StiIlI 
neither by thcmsel yes nor (Jthers wero they interpreted as 
gh'ing them a right to the tln'one, much less as excluding 
the popular sufti'age from theil' election, 01' authorizing the 
opinion that ;my man ollght to be king ot' llome, wllOm the 
people huu not TIl'st chosen to reign o\'el' them. CC1'tainly I 
woultl. not be untlel'stood, fl'om this illustration, us intend· 
jng to compai'c the vain prodigies of the heathens with the 
true miracles of the ISl'uelitc3. Yet it should be l'elllem-, 

• 

lJc)'cc1, that each people had a like opinion of each. God 
rai~lld up judges for his people ISl'llel. That tlle sCI'ipture 
plainly USSCI'tS, But to intcl' ii'om hence, that the people did 
not elect them, would he fitlse reasoning, since the fact is un
questionable, that they did. So, that God elected Saul to be 

* Lib. 1, c, 34, 30, 
• 

• 
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Icing (lfT!!1'Ilol, is eel'tllill, Yot It is Just liS cOI'tnlll, tllnt tllo 
[luoplo did, 110110 tho less liJl' thnt, tholllsolves olctl,thim like. 
wise, Thc) one cel'lttilll~' is liS st.I'ong ns tho OlllOl', *. 

Tho histlll'.Y of Dllvid'~ elumtion to tho thl'ono .still flll'tlll'l' 
illLlRtl'lltcl3 tllO 1Il('lIIting of tho stlltllto tII1IIOI' cOlIsidol'lIliun, 

, 

The hOlls:1 of SlIulIIllCI, by Clud's c(1rnmnnd, (/11 IICCOUllt of hi~ 
illf'l'IlctioWl of the Inw, buun osc1l1lled fl'orn tho successiun:I' 
Tho l)J'oplwt: Sailluel IIIHI, by tlil'octiull of tho ol'nclo, JlI'i\'ntcly 
Iluflintcd nll\'ic1, ns tho slIcecssol' ot' slluq 'no slIbsoqllcnt 
histol'Y l'huw,:, Ihnt (itut ullction tliclllot, 01' itlloll' 1110110, cOllfcI' 
It full and vlllicl (illo to tho CI'OWII of' 1:>I'l\o\. When SUIII hlld 
beell !:lInin ill 11 Imttlo with tho Philistines, 1111 AlIlnloldte 
stl'ipped hilll of' his CI'O\\'II, nud hrought, it to Dn\'itl,§ Did 
Du"hl cOllsidel' hilllsdf' elltitl(!d to wenl' it? By 110 Illellns, 
lIo nsslIlIlod lIeithcl' tho crown its()lt~ nOl' tho allthority, of 
which it, \\'us thc S'y1l1uul. 11e l'etUl'nctl, with his followol's, 
to the city of Houl'un, us a lll'inLte citi~ell, III that capacity, 
he abotlo thore for sume tillie, IIntil, us the histc.riull stutes, 
"the lIIen of Jlldllh (the citizcns, tho people of that tdbe) 
CllIliC und alloilltet! Dadll king 0\'01' the honse ot' Judah"'11 
Thlls tlit! Dlwitl, by thc joint act of' tho oracle and the people, 

• 

become killg of' Judah, The othel' eleven tribes miscd Ish-
boshcth, a son ot' Saul, to the sovel'cign power, and adherell 
to hill1 fIll' seven yeal's,~r Did. David, tor that, l'egm'd them 
as gllilty of tr(~ason1 Nut in the least, Yet th~t.wollltl ha\'o 
followcd inevitably, if his ullction hy Sailllwl had givel1 him 
a legal right to tho throl1e 01' all Israel. . David .defeud .... 
himself; (as who \\"0111<1 lwt~) when attacl,ed by the nt'lIIy ut' 
Ishboshcth ;lHf bllt he made no attempt to reduce the eleve . 
tl'ibcs to allegiance to his government by forco of arlllS, 
When- at length they submitted themselves to his sceptre, 
their submission waS voluntary, They freely chose him for 

* P.arrington's Com. Tsr. c. 2. 
. t 1 Sam. xvi. 13, 

II 2 Sam, ii. 1-4. 

t 1 Snm .. xv. 11, 2G, 28. 
. ~ 2 Sam, i. ] O . 
,r Ihid. ii. 8, 11. *+" Jbid, ii. 12--30, 
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theil' king;' yet, in doing 80, It 18 l'ulIll\l'kable that they dis
tinctly recognized the pm·t which tho ol'l\ole hnd prevlol181,Y 
tuken In Ills oJectioll,ff HUI'e, Again, we percclve the concur
rence of the ornclo IUld the peoplE', In t.1,o choice of a POI'SOIl 
to fill tho tltl'one 01' Iel'ne!. 

It Is III'olmhle, 1\8 Wo shun see III tho Beqne1, th 1\ t, David, 
wIlen he was IIl1ulo king, I'(lSOI'\'I)<1 tho !'Ight of nllming hie 
8\1e(~(l9BOI·. Dut, notwithstnndillg tllis, it IB clear, I.hnt Il gen
eral diet WAS hold j thnt Suloll1ol1 WIlB fOl'mnlly 1)J'op08od to 
t.hom j 1l1llt thnt they, by thuil' fl'eo suff!'ngos, con1iJollloll the 
rO)'1l1 nOlllinntion .. ~ It Will! not till nftel' this vote, dint Solo
mon WI\S anointed Dnd inl\\1glll'fited, nnd tho people gnvo 

. t.hemselvcs lip to tho tiJstivities, suited to tho occltsion, . The 
history ndos: "Then (i. .e. nrlEll' hil! eloction by the congl'ega
tion) Solomon sut on tho thl'ono 01' the J ... Ol'ti as king, instenll 
of' Dnvid his fhthel', and )'ll'osperod j nnd nil Israol oboyed 
him. Alld nil tho pI'inces, and the mighty mon, and all thu 
sons likewise of king Dnvitl, slibmitted themselves unto Sulo
mon the king,"t Maniti:lstly, this submission and obedience 
werc rendol'ed to him, ns having been constitutionally elocted 
to the I'egnl office, 

• 

3, The lIebl'ew sO\'creign was to be a native Hebrew citi
zen; he wns ·to bo olected from his brot·1Ire1l; no forcignel' 
was to sit on the thl'OIlO ot' Israel. This was a politic anll 
patriotic law, A fureigner might change tho cOOl,titutioll, or 
l'uise up a faction in direct opposition t,l the lll\tional interest,§ 
Forci~ncrs werc llCathens, and would be more inclined than 
Israelites to violnte the fUlHlmnclItnl law of the state, by the 
intruduetion of idulatry. But this law wus grossly misipter
preted in the Intel'vel'iods llf the Jewish history~ It "'n,s . 
understood ns forbidding, on the part of die Hebrews, 
submission to those foreign powel's, nnciel' whose dominion 
they had been bronght, through the overruling providence of 

• 

• 

* Ibid. v. 1-3. t 1 ebron. xxix. 20-22 .. 
t Ibid. xxix. 23, 24 . ~ D'(srn.eli·s Genius of Judn.ism, c. 4. 
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God. It was 011 the ground of this misinterpretation of the 
law, that the tTews proposed tllnt insidious question to our 
Lord, "Is it lawful to give trihute to Caesar, or not ?"* 

, 

t<ll' thoy were at that ti me undel' a foreign })ower, JUdea 
being a Roman province. If lie had said yes, they in . 
tended to (]cstl·o)' him through the charge of subverting 

,this law of Moscs; if he hn.l1 answered 110, they meant to 
crush him oy the powe\' of Rome. But the law had, in ron.l
it)', no refel'onoe to sllch, a case. It referl'ed to free elections. 
'Moses speaks only of kings chosen by the Israelites themselves. 
A law, such as the Intel' Jews cOllceh'ed this. to be, woulll 
inevitahly have leu to the annihilation of' a conquered people. 
The cnnq Ilerors, nnll.1Ile to trust theil' fidelity 01' rely upon 
their allegiance, would be driven tc! the necessity, either of 
putting them all to the .sword, 01' scattering them by slavery. 
The Hebrcw prophets interpreted the law qnite differently 
fl'om the Hebrew zealots. J cromiah and Ezekiel exhorterl 
their eOllntrymen, when now n. conquered people, to sublllit 
quietly to' the Chaldeans, and conduct themselves as loyal 
subjects of the Babylonish government.t 

4. The Heorew king was not to multiply h9rses. As the 
Israelites made 110 use of horses in agl'iculture, and but little 
as beasts of burden, employing fo1' the8e p11l'poses Oxen all(l 
asses, and as they made most of their journeys on f()ot, Iw(1 
of course did not neeel them fol' travelling, this must be 1111-

oorstooo as a prohibition against maintaining a strong fin'co 
of cavalry, For defence cavalry was unnecessary. OJ) the 
west Pulestine had the sea. On the north, its blu'riel' was a 

, ronge of lofty and almost impassable mountains, where It 

mounted soldiery wonld be of' little use. To the east and 
• 

south, it was bounded by vnst deserts, where nn enemy's ca-
valry could not snbsist, for Wlll1t of fOl'fige. The only object, 
thpl'efol'e~ for which an Isrnelitish sovereign could desirc to 

• 

* Matt. xxii. 17. 
t Mich. Coni. Art. 54. Jnhn's !lob. Com. B. 3, 8. 25, 

• 
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keep any considerable f01'ce of this descriptiOll, would be to 
make foreign conquests. But it was againr,;t tho whole .scope' 
of the Mosaic law, nay, subversh'e of its fundamental pur
}lose, that the Hehrews t;hould be conquerors of foreign 
couuh'ies, and their king a universal mOlHu'ch. And as the 
I,ceping of a strong bolly of horse could IHmlly fail to engen
der a spirit of-foreign conquest, it was expressly interdicted 
to the head of the state. He was especially forbidden to 
attempt t~le conquest of Egypt in order to obtain horses 

5. The ISl'aelitish so\'el'eign was still further forbidden to 
ma!'ry many wives; so elll'ly were women dreaded as the 
corrupters of royalty. I look upon this law as a proliibitioil 
agninst keeping a numerous harem, or a state seraglio; that 
insepat'able accompaniment of eastern despotism. Befsides 
the inherent tendency of the thing to render kings effeminate, 
and dissolve their heat·ts in indolence alld pleasure, there was' 
a special reason against it in the Israeliti<:.il polity. It is 
illcident to the keeping of a harem as a matter of royal state, 
that the monarch seek out and collect together' the most beau
tiful ·women of all nations. Bnt all other nations at that 
time were idolnters. Moses dreaded the influence of heathen 
Leuuties upou the religious principles and clJaracter of the 
Hebrew kings. lie feared that it would lead to the introduc
tion and practice of idolatry. How l'em,onnble his f(Jal's 
were, . the· history of Solomon affords 11 memorahle and 
melancholy proof. His harem contained a thousand women, 
mallY of whom were Monbites, Ammonites, EdolJlites, Zidu
nians, and Hittites, besides the daughter of Pharoah; H strunge 
wumen." His wives turned away his heart after other god~. 
He appears to have built temples for them all, and himself 
joined in paying divine honors to .Ashtoretb, and Milcom, and 
Ohelllosb, and Molech. The conduct of Solomon places in a 
very striking light the wisc10rn of this statute; at the same tillle 
that it shows, that none of the laws of Moses were less ob
served than this. It shows fnrther, tllat the spirit of monur· 

• 
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ellY, at least in the forl1l in which it hns always been found 
in the east, WIlS repugnllnt to the genius of the· Mosaic legis
lation. , 

6. '1'ho king Wll~ nut gl'CllH-y to multiply to himself silver 
nlld gold. ~Ios('s dreaded wealth, lIot lcss than women, a::i 
telllling to the corrl1 ption ot' royalty. The possession of gl'ca!. 
tl'Cn8111'0 untl1l'1llly leads to 1I1x\II'y, which is Ull cncmy to 
"iI,tue, It is, mOI'eOV!}r, in n 1II(lII1I1'ch, a gl'eat engino of des
potislII, He may lISC it for cI'I1s1ling tho liberties of the 

• 

],e"l'lo, The hoal'ding up ot' lm'ge h'easures hy the sO\'ercigll 
I tends to obstJ'nct the circulutiun of IIlOney, discoumgc ilJdn~

tl'~', nnd ill1po\'cl'i:;h Ids 8111Jjects. The It;;l'uelitish ldng,oll
sel'Vl'S Icwis,·;:· ,. wns nlJowed to lay lip money in the trensur.\' 
at the tell! pll', 1~Il' the occasiul s of the statc, but WIIS f(JI'biddClI 
it) till his OWII coffel'S fUI' his private interest, lcst hc should 

• 

.. S!jllCClC his slIlljcct", and cxaet 1II0re ot' thelll than they wcre 
• 

able to 'LcUt'.'· Tlwl'e is, 1\I1\1oubtmlly, as J\:[iclmclist has 
lloticed, a wide 111111 obvious dilicrcllce betweeIl these twv 

sorts of' trcasure. 'That laid up in the public treasury, thc 
• 

Jd/lg" could )lot usc, without the consellt of the other brllhches 
of the go\·crlllllcnt. Uf' cuurse, he could not pervert it to 
]ll1l'poses of tyranny, on pretence of appl~'illg it to the publie 
SCI'\' icc, lJu vid IHld cl.lIccted !tll'ge trcas\ll'Cs 101' tho salle
tUaJ'Y,1: Accorlling to tho COIllIllOll rcclwning, they allIollntcll, 
111 l'Ollml 1I1llllLcro, tt) fOll1' thousand thrce hnndreu and fhe 
lIlillion d"lIm's, a 8Ulll allllost beyond belief', Michaelis (ill 
Ids COllllllcntary on the A~c antCl'ior to the Bab,\'hlllish Cap
tivity, § 7.) cstimates the shcl\CI at one tenth the ynlnc 
usually nSbiglied to it. 'This would reuuce the umount to 
fill1!' hundrcd alld thirty millions. But Kcnnicott § is of' the 
opinion, that, in the enulllemtion, n cyphcl' too many has 
CI'Cpt in. Outting off' thnt, thCl'c stilll'clllain fOl'ty three mil-

* Anti!l, Hcb. nepUI). B. I, c. 5. 
t Com. on Laws of l\Iosc8, Art. 54. 
! 1 Chroll, xxii, 14. ~ Dis:;crt. 2. p, 354 . 
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li0n dollal's, wIdell, suys ~IichaeIi8, for· David's time, is still a 
vcry gl'eat treasure, and only to bc accuunted for, fl'om 111e 
plundcr of so many nations. . 

1. The sovereign of I,mwl must be thc det'endel' of religion, 
JudaioHl could exit-t only in It constant triumph o\'er idolatry. 
" By the fundamental law of Hie Hebrew C0ll1111ol1\\'ealth, the 
king' was furbidden to intl'oduee lll1Y llew mode of religions 
"'orship. N either could he, like the Idngs of other nations, 
perfurlll the. functiuns of a priest, unless he wus of the tribe 
of Aaron, as was the cnse with the ASl1lonean princei'>, On 
the cOlltl'ary, he was required to reign as the r~preseututive 
and \'assal of Jehovah,' to promote the institutions of' religion 
HS a matt<:r of ubedience to him, and to attend to the decIa
mUons of the pI'ophets, as his ambussador:;,l' * 

8, The Im\', and not the king':; own will and pleasllre, was 
tu be tl,e rule of his a,lmiui.,;tration, This point wus made 
YCl'y P'Oll1illCllt ill the sta:u~c, as the 1't arlol' will' perceive by 
)'cclll'l'illg to it. TIle Idn,; was required to malw, 0)' l'anse to 
be madel all acclIl'ate transcript of the law out of the book, 
which was bctilre the priests the Levites; that is, prubably, 
the autograph~ kept in the tabe1'llacle. This he BlUst have 

• 

with him cuntinually. and read therein all the days of his 
~ . ~ . 

lifc, to the end that he lIIight learn to kcep all the worus of' 
• 

this law and these statutes, to llo thelll. IIe might nut" tUl'll 

asillc t'rom t.he c0ll11l1:UHlll1cnt (the constitution and the laws) 
to the right hand 01' to the left." Fl'om this we see, that thc 
laws were snprCllle. The Idngs were as milch uuunu tu ob
sCI've them, as thc prh'ate citizens, They Imd 110 power to 
llluke or repeal n single.s~at ute, We have het'o It pel'feet ex
emplification of a gu\,crlll11ellt of laws. The constitutional 
king of'Israel could not assume and exercise Ilrbitl;ary 1'0\\'01', 

without fil'8t tralllpling under fuot the fuml al1lell tal law of the 
• 

stnte. ~Ioscs made him simply the fil'st citizen, IIc aimed 
also at maldng: llim the wisest, the pnrest, and the uc"\t. - , 

.~ Jllhn's Heb. COlli, n, 4, <0:, 26, 
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, , 

II, mill' ~dnt ml1st ho Sl'neloua and condescondlng townrda 
, , , . 

Iii!; fl'E"'i~"~f.". His hClwt mnstnotbo Jift.odup, Hcrnust look 
"POll liih 1'1!'lnplo, not I?nly ns cql1l\ls, bl1t fiS h,'eth'·El1l •.. We 
find tJlI'~n:ltj, ldllgs cllCl'lshing this sontiment, lind.· acting 
npon it. Wilen David udclrcBsed tho stat(Js.gCllCrl\~,,1te l'ose 
, bcfc)J'o thom, nnd nsed this nffoctiollnto COlli pollation : "ITen,' 
mo, my bl'otll"ml, nnd my pcople."o)(· On this :/i)l1l1dl\tion tho 
Hebrow doctors hnvo ostnhlishcd the 1'ulo, thl\t' t1lel\ing must 

• 

rondor honor to the gonoml nssem hly; when it ))1'CSOlltS 
itsclf bofol'o him, ho must rise ti'om hjs scnt, nncl rcceivo it 

, 

stnnding·t ' 
10. All tl,lo n1>ovo conditions hoing obsorved by him, whom 

tho Tsrnl11itl's sll0111c1 I'Ilo(l~e 101' theil' king, tho thl'ono WIlS to 
bo lteJ'oditlll'Y in his Jillllily. This is plnin from the (IOnclud· 

• 

illg words of the statute, which lU'e as follows: II To the end 
thnt he may prolong his days in llis kingdom, he unci llis 
children, in tho midst of Isrne1." Moses Clljoins it upon the 
ldllg' t.o lwep the laws, tbathe and his posterity may lOllg fill 

, . 
the throne., But it is quito as important to observe, that, 
although the sceptre was hei'editary, it was not inalienable. 
It might be taken from one family und, given to anothCl', hy 
the concnrrent will. of J ehomh and the Hebrew people. 
Nay, it certainly would be thn8 tl'nnsfel'l'ed, if the king failed 
to govern according to the laws. The Hebrew crown, then, 
was elective, not in the sense thut every individual king was I 
to be chosen, but only, when o,ccasion required, soine part,icu· 
lar family. "Consequent.ly, while the reigning family did 
not violate the fundamental laws, they would continue t.o 
possess the throne; but if they tyra~nized, they would forfeit 
it. Moses, who gave this injunction, knew certain elective 
monarchies, where. every individual .,ldng was chosen, as in 
Poland. The ldngdom of Edom in his time was undoubtedly 

, ' 

• 

* 1 ehron. xxviii. 2. ' 
t Schickard de Jur, Reg, Haehr, p, In, cited by Salvador, L. 6, c, 2, 

• 
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of this dosCl'iption j for of' olght Icings, we fillCl not ono, who 
WIlS tho Bon of his Pl'Od()CIlSS01',"* 

Thus we perceivo, that the IS1'nelitish kings woro not abso
luto and unlimitod sovc1'eigns; thoy WOl'e cOllstitntiolll\1 mo· .. ' . 

• 

, 

• 

narchs,'I' Bosides tllat ol'igillul and fnndamontnl law, which .... . 
wo ]mvo ;just been examining, It speeilll enpitulution WI\S ' ... '. 

SWOl'n to by tho kings of IS1'lIo1. Th() compact botwoon Saul' .' 
and tho IfOU1'OW poople, made whon he was choson to t.ho 
royal dignity, wus dl'awll up by Smrtnel. Thut writing, in 
which doubtloss were spccificd tllO rights of the king, was 
cl\refnlly deposited in the smlCtultl'y.t Of' its contents, how-
ovel', tho bible docs not inform us. Still, thol'o can be no 
dou bt, that the limitatiolls of the royal })owel', fixed by it, 
were Humorous and important. rrhis is tho more probuble, 
as wo find several of tho kings of Isrnel, whose sway was 
much less limited than that of Suul, yet subject to very grent 
restrictions. 

When the eloven tribes submitted to David, we again find .. 
express mention made of' a compact between him nnd the 
l)oople, called a league, 01' covenant;§ yet, as in the former 

, .' 

case, we 0.1'0 ignorant of its specific provisions. There is pro·, " 
l1able ground for the conjectnre, that it gave to the king the .•.... ' 
right of naming for his successor whichever of his sons he,' ;'. 
might think most capable of filling the throne beneficially to ........ . 

• • 

t.he nation; for this right David not only exercised, but all . 
Israel conceded it to him; insomnch that Bathsheba, instruct· 
ed by Nathan, said to him: "The eyes of all Israel are upon 
thee, that thou shouldest tell them who should sit 011 the 
throne of my lord the king after him."11 And we find, ;that 
the bare word of t.he king, in the last extremity of' old age,. 

, 

* Mich. Com. Art. 54. 
t Thc remaining part of this clmpter is, for substance, though milch 

condensed, and otherwise not a little modificd, taken from articles 55-60 
of the Commentaries of Michaelis. 

t 1 Sam. x. 25. ~ 2 Sam. v. 3. II 1 Kings i. 20. 
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was sll1Heicnt to place Solomon on the throne, in opposition 
to thc wi;:;hes of th.e eldest brothel', the general of the army, 
and the high priest, and to prevent the coronation of' .Adoni
jah, even although thecel'emollY had beell commenced. * 
This right of setting aside the first bol'll by the arbitrary wi1] 

• 

of tl:e ldng is !lot nsual in hereditary monarchies, and there-
ful'C it is probable, that it was conferred upou David by the 
wrInS of tJle capitulation. 

The ten tribes proposed to Rehoboam some new stipula
tions, with a view to aLridge the royal prerogative, as exer
eiscu by Sulomon. This was, in fact, a new capitulatiolJ, 
uficl'ed to the young monarch by It people yet in possession 
of theil' liberty. The king despotically· refused their tertns. 
Thercupo!l the ten tribes refused their allegiance to him, aud 
chose a king for themsehres, who, no doubt, acceded to the 
wishes of the people, and promised to abide by the stipula
tions reqllirec1.t 

·When J oash was Ilnoiuted king, mention is again made of 
Il Co\'enant between him and the people.:/: But here, again, 
the history gives us no certain information concerning its 
contents. Yet there is no doubt, that the design of the 
]leople, in imposing this capitulation l1pon dwir king, was to 
Lring t.he royal prel'ogath'e, stretched beyond all bounds ill 
the preceding reigns, witlJin something like t.he original 
limits, affixed to it by the law of Moses. 

Upon the whoie, it. is quite clear, that the ldng of Israel 
was not an unlimited monarch, as the defElllders of the divine 
right of' kings, und of the passive obedience of' subjects, han) 
been accnstomed to represent him.§ How could lie be sOs 
when overy tribe was under its own chief, had Hs own go\'
el'lllllent and common wenl, and even exercised the right of 
war? II Saul, the first ot' the kings, appears to Imve had "cry 
little power. In the beginning of his reign (it' his reigu 

* 1 Kings i. ?..5-2i. 
~ Sce Filmer passim. 

t 1 Kings xii. 1-20. 
II Sec the last chapter. 

• 

t 2 Kings xi. Ii. 
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commenced at his first election, according to the common 
opinion, which, however, I doubt, for reasons previously as
signed,) he still pnrsued the business of husbandry, apparent
ly laburing with his own hands.* Afterwards, his twmy, 
even in the fiehl, shared with him many of tll(' rights of the 
ollpremc puwer.t In the reign of David, such wus the po\ver 
of this army, that he found it prudent to allow two ml\l'dcrs, 
perpetrated by its general, J oab, to go unpunished, though 
he did so with extrewe reluctance. In this, we mny perhaps 
think, that we perceive the marks of a military govcrnment, 
whe:'c the army is omnipotent, and while it renders the king 
independent of' the people, still keeps him in subjectiun to 
itselt'. But this was by no llleans the case. For, in the :first 
place, the army was the people; and both IIal'l'ington:j; amI 
Lowman§ are of the opinion, that its office!'" were, to a 
great extent at least, the deputies who composed the general 
diets of Israel. But, secondly, the military was so ill sub
jection to the civil power, the ldng and the army were .,0 

limited by the liberty of the people, that the ldllg appears 
not even to have had the right to demand of' the cities ot' 
Israel the opening of their gates to his troops. The stOl'Y, 
cuntained in 2 Sam. 20: 1-20, seems to warrant this conclu
sion. Sheba, a rebel, had thrown himself into the city of 
...:\.bel. J oab besieged it by David's orders. Thc eit.il.ens 
declared that they had no share in tho' rebellion. They did 
not, however, on that account, open their gates to J oab; but 
they sent him the rebel's head, and he quietly retired with 
his troops. Even Solomon, who carricd the royal prerogati\'e 
to a great height, and ruled quite after the manner of n, des
pot, built cities of' his own fur his cavalry and his chariots, 
not venturing to quarter them 011 the people. In the latter 
times, from the reign of IIezekiah, we find the kings still 
more cin:lImscribed in their power, by their privy council. 

1 :.:; . r-* dtUl. XL n. t Ibid. xiv. 44,45. 
t Commonwealth of Israel, C. 2 • ~ Civ. Gov. Heb. C. 8. 
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But notwithstanding the limitations of the roynl preroga
tive, imposed by the Jaw of Moses and tIle jealousy of the 
people, there was yet, as Samnel had fM~warned his country
men thero would be, a strong tondency to despotism, in the 
government of the Israelitish kings. Their will often became 
Jaw, even in matters of the highest importance. How tyran
llically did Saul act towarus David, anu those eighty priests, 
whom he caused to be put to death, without the shadow of a 
trial or a crime 1* In the condemnations and pardons, pro-

, 

ronncetl by David, we also perceive the decisions of despotic 
anthOl·ity. Solomon went still greater lengths in this respect, 
(wen to the deciding on lifo aud death by his bare will and 
wort1.t 

The notion, that the king in person should be the snpreme 
j ndge, a doctrine peculim'ly Asiatic, tended strongly to promote 
the despotism of the Israelitish monarchs. Of the king, there
fore, as. chief judge, it will be necessary to speak somewhat 
in detai1. It is one of the first ideas of the orientals respect
ing their ldng, anu what they naturally expect of' him, that 
he should himself administer justice. Hence we are not sur
prised to find it related by Herodotus, tl1at t.he Medes once 
obtailletl a king from the following circumstance. A man, 
who had great replltation for wisdom and integrity, and to 
whom almost all were wont to resort as an arbiter in cases ot' 
dispnte, refused at last, f'1'01O the neglect of his domestic con
cerns occasioll~d by it, to decide upon' their quarrels, or tv 
listen to their applications for that purpose; and thus he 
forced them to choose him for their king. The more ancient 
nations are, and the nearer to their origin, the more prevalent 
do we find this idea of a king. Indeed, while nations are 
yet in their infancy, and the number of the people small, it is 
easier to act upon this doctrine. The king of a thousand frun
ilies may do what to the king of u million would be impossible. 

In a great nation, the king cannot, ill hifl own person, exel'-

* 1 Sam. xxii. 17, 18. t 1 Kings ii. 25. 
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cise the office of judge, without materially injuring the gon-
eral intereetE\ of the citizens. He cannot llave time to in"'fm'ln 

• 

himself sufficiently of such a multiplicity of lawsuits, IlS llo 
mnst be culled upon to decide. IIence, either many a Uti·· 
gant will not obtain a hearing at all, or causes in general will 
not be sufficiently iJ)vestigated, and arbitrary and unrighteous 
decisions will follow. The mischief' is still greater, when the 
king is very gracious, and gives free access to all his subjects. 
In that case, he is apt to be overwhelmed with trifles, and 
villainy takes advantage of his goodness, to effect the ruin of 
the innocent and the simple. On the other hand, it' his Bub
jects have not iree access to him, another evil arises, of no 
less magnitud(~ j for tIlCH his ministers may be guilty of the 
grossest injustice r.nd oppression, and yet the sovereign know 
nothing about it. In Asia, it is more practicable for tLe king 
to be judge in llis own person, than in Europe, because there, 

• 

justice is, in general, very summary, and illllependent. of set-
tled forms. Still, this does not make it less liable to abuse, 
nor the actual abuse lcss mischievous in its conflequellces. 

If the first Idngs of Israel assumed the (lffice of judge, the 
fault lay in the manners of the east. Moses is 110t responsible 
for it. He did, indeed, ordain, that the king should be a dai
ly student of his law, but not that he should discharge the 
office of a universal judge. It is, undoubtedly, llighly useful 
to a Idng to be acquainted with civil law, that he mny keep 
his eye (lU his subordinates, and know whether they decide 
conformably to it. In this view, it would appear, Moses de· 
sired, that the l.jng should not be ignorant of jurisprudence; 
but he did not mean to constitute him the daily judge of his 
people. Lct the following circumstances be considered. 
Moses himself found, by experience, that it was beyond Lis 
power to determine all the disputes among the people, and. 
therefore, he appointed other judges of various grades; yet, 
in matters, which could not be decided by written lllW, known 
usage, or manifest equity, he established an appeal to himself, 

• 
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that, 011 buch occasions, he might consult God, and enact new 
Jaws by his diroctilJn.~~ Could he, then, have thought of im
posing Oil t.he kings a burden, which 110 was llimself unable 
to bear? The ldug was not a 1)rophet; neither did he, like 
,Moses, enjoy the privilege of immcdiate intercourse with God. 
COllsequently he could not, by a dil'cct consultation with the 
IIl1erring Olle, pronounce an infill1ible judgment. The high 
pricst, according to the constitution of l\foses, was the supreme 
jurist. Certaiuly, the legislator, who devoted one whole 
niLo to tho study of jurisprudence, and constituted its head 
the suprelllo legal authority, could nevor have intended, that 
tho king, occupied, as he must be, with tho cares of govern
lIlent, and with the conduct of wars, should, in addition, be 
overwhelulCd with the investigation of lawsuits, which could 
not, as a consequence, fail to be decided too much in the sum
mm'y style of military procedure. 

All this was, undoubtedly, in the plan and intention of 
:Mllses. Y otl 011 its actual institution, and as mattcr of fact, 
the I,;)'lle1itish monarchy was not, in this respect, thns wisely 
regulated. 'Without inquiry, without trial, without the intel'
yention of any impartial tribunal, Saul condemned to death 
eighty iUllocent priests, and, among them, the 'high priest 
him.;;elt~ togethcr with their wives and chi1dren.t David was 
far from being It tyrnnt; yet, on some occasions, lie had 1'0-

eOHl'se to judicial procedUl'e equally summary, and without 
allowing other judges to interfere.:j: E\'en his acts of graco 
touk place without those ptelimillUl'J and circumstantial in
quiries~ which, in governments not despotic, are deemed 
neCC:'SRI'y to render tllem valid, and to prevent artifice and 
fraud fl'om ahusing the royal clemency, to the scandal of 
justice and the prejudice ot' the country. Of this, a memo
rnblo instance is afforded in the pardon of the supposed son 

* Exod. xviii. Numb. xv. 32-36. 
t 1 Sam. xxi. 11-10. 
t 2 811m. i. 5-16. iv. 0-12. xiv. 4-11. 1 Kings on. 5-9. 
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of the widow of Tekoah.* Had the king instituted the least 
inquiry into the facts of the case, he could not have been in· 
veigled into a condemnation of himselt: . 

In the time of this king, the defect, which ,had thus at
tended the administration of justice, broke out into a fOl'mi· 
(lable evil. As long as David was king of Judah alone, it 
was not beyond his power, in some measure at least, to exe· 
cute the oflice of judge. But when he became king of all 
Israel, and his known humanity and love of justice probahly 
induced too mapy of his subjects, all of whom had free access 
to his preseneo, to bring their causes immediately before him,. 
he found hil11E'elt' overpowered with business, und the course 
of' law becume tedious, to a degree till then uulmowll in the 
cast. The complaint does not appeal' to have been, that UIl

just decisiolls were rendered; bnt that, for want of time to 
Ileal' them, even clear cases could nui Je decided. It is pro
bable, that the course of law was still rapid, in comparison 
with what it is with us; l.lllt Asia is so much accnstomed to 
summary justice, that the least delay there seems a great 
grievance. It was not imputed to negligence in David, that 

• 
he did not do more than one man could do; and the tears 

. with which Jerusalem, where he was best known,.accompa
nied him in his fligllt from Absalom, impress us with a. 
favorable idea of his previous go,,-er;}ll1ent. Absalom, how-

• • 

ever, availed himself of tIle opportunity, which the tediousness 
of justice presented him, to seduce the affections of the 
1)eople from his father. lIe placed himself at the entrance 
of the palace, and questioned the complainants, who came 
from the provinces to the capital, concerning their suits. 
TIn.ving heard their statements, he told e\Tery one that his 

• 

case was clear, and that it was greatly t.o be l'ugretted, that 
the king, oppressed with business, would nppoint no Oll.e to 
listen to complaints. At the same time, he expressed a wish, 
that the king would commit the task to him, in which case 

* 2 Sam. xiv. 4-11. 
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~very man might look for speedy justice.* By this artifice, 
for which n departure from tbo true intent of the Mosaic con
stitntioll furnished the oc~asion, he excited a general rebellion, 
which was qttellded with mnch bloodshed. 'Without any 
battle, the universal discontent of the tribes drove David 
ii'om the throne; nor did he recover it, till tho blood of many 
citizens was spilt. It is not mentioned in the history, what 
measnres the king t?ok after his restoration, to correct t.hose 
defects in judicial procedure, which had almost cost him his 
crown. "\Ve knoW', however, that, in the latter part ot' his 
l'eign, he appointed several thousands of Levites as judges.t 
With these he probably filled some of the higher tribunals, 
whieh a(lmillistered justice in the king's name. The Lovites 
in tho pl'ovi!lces are expressly saiu to have had charge of all 
mattcrs pertaining to Gou and the king.:!: Of course, they 
lllllst litwe bad power to administer justice in the king's 
name. 

N otwith~talll1ing this, however, the king seems to have 
rcserved the right of l'ronouncing arbitrary sentence, even in 
euses where life was concerned. The innocent blood, which 
:Manasseh anu J ohoialdm fire said to have shed,§ renders this 
mure than probable. It is true that blood may be unjustly • 
shed, with all the forms of law, as in the case of Naboth.11 
But such instances are rare. If a tyrant shed Dluch innocent 
blood, it affords ground of presumption) that he has the 
POWCl' of pronouncing on life and death in himself. At least 
European kings, even the most absolute of them, are pro
hibited from shedding lUuch innocent blood; . except, indeed, 
in the case of' the hundreds of thousands, whom they sacri
fice ill unjust wars. 

The mention of war naturally suggcsts the inquiry, ho' .... 
far the power of the Israelitish sovereigns extended in mili-

* Sam. xv. 2-6. t 1 ehron. xxiii. 4. xxvi. 29-32. 
l1 ebron. xx\i. 30, 32. 
~ 2 Kings xxi. 16. xxiv. 4. III Kings xxi. 1-14: 



• 

• 

• 

LAWS OF TH e: ANOIENT HEBREWS • 569 
• 

talY matters. On tbis point, the sacred book leaves us very 
much in the dark. Whether the king could, of himself' alone, 
and without consulting the states~general, proclaim war, and 
conclude peace, is a point, wMch must be reckoned among 
the chasms in anI' knowledge of Hebrew law. Here it would 
seem, the jus pu151icum of the Israelites was itself defective, 
becanse, on the first choks of a king, they had no ancient 
usage to guide them; and Moses, who did not himself estab· 
lish a monarchy, but only pOl'mitted its future estahlishment, 
had said nothing on this point, hut left all to the determina· 
tion ot' the Israelites. It is certain, that Saul made his first 
war, without consulting the pcoplc,* The case, however, 
was one of peculiar urgency; so mnch so, that he may 
almost be said to have been forced into hostilities, in defence 
of the tln'eatened liberties of the Gileadites,t From this 
case, therefore, nothing positive can be inferred in regard to 
the general right of the Hebrew sovereigns concerning 
war. 

The royal prerogative extended to ecclesiastical affairs. 
Indeed, the rights of the kings ill reference to watters of this 
nature, were so great as to excite om wonder, especially 
when we consider, tLH1.t the priests and .Levites, as a sort of 
nobility, were intended tu balance the power of the kings. 
They could ::ondemn even the high priest himself to death. 
Not only did Saul,:!: in his ruge and madness, do this; but 
Solomon § speaks as if he could have done it, and, out of 
pure clemency, was satisfied with deposing him. The kings 
exercised the right of reforming abuses in religion, aud gave 
attention to the management of public worship, as the most 
cfticacious means of promoting religion and morality, and so 

• 

of securing the obedience of the people to the supreme, in· 
visible, divine Sovereign of It>rael. Of this exercise of the 
royal prerogative, we have many eKamples, of which none 

* 1 S ' ., anl. Xl .•. t 1 Sam, xi. 2. • 

t 1 Sam. xxii. 17, 18. ~ 1 Kings ii, 26, 27 • 

• 

• 
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are more memorable, than those of David and Hezekiah. It 
was altogether suitahlo to tLe Hebrew constitution, in which 
the worship of one only, Gor.} was the fundamental principle. 
UntIer that constitution, fillse l'cligion was treason to the 
state, and it was proper, that the kings should have the'power 
oj exterminating so dangorous au enomy. 

Among the prerogath'es of the Hebrew sovereigns must 
also be placed the right of pardon. That tlds power should 
exist sUJl1ewllerc in the state, is highly expedient, and even 
neceSSal'y. A civil law, without all possibility of' dispensa
tiun, would he subject to very great inconveniences; and 
would be the occasion of sometimes inflicting very grievous 
Wl'Ollg. 'Without a power of' sometimes remitting punish
ments, inllocence might sufier by the vcry law, which wus , 

made fur its protection. 'l'hat. the right of pardon was excl'-
cised hy the lsraclitish Idngs, is beyond a donbt. Nor wus 
the exercisc of' it always the eficet of mere partiality, but of 
principle and a consideration of circumstances. David not 
only panloncd his son Absalom, but, in. a supposed case, 
whieh was luiu before him, he granted a murderer hi3 life, 
who was represcnted to have ki.lled his brothel', because the 
mother hel':3elf intercedcd in his behalf, and his father's raco 

'J would ha \'e been extinct, had he sufiercd tho penalty of' the 
]a\v.~:·:· 

I now pass to a consideration of the royal revenues. ~foses 

left no ordinance concerning them. 'With regard to what 
latcl' laws aIHI usages intl'Odllced on this head, the followillg 
particulars lIIay be glcaned fl'om the books of tho Old Testa
ment. The sevcra! brancilCs of the ldng's re\'e1111(:i were, 
prcscllts; tithes; royal demesnes; bond service; the l'igllt 
of pasturage in the Arabian deserts; the spoils of vanquished 
enemies; tho tt'ibnte of conquered nations; and, in the oud, 
the profits of a lucrative foreign commerce. 

1. Presents. Long before tho time of the kings, and even 

* 2 Sa.m, xiv. 4-21. 
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before the age of Moses, there sprung up in the east a cus
tom, often mentioned in the Persian history, and noticed by 

• 

Asiatic travellers, that whoever paid a visit to a person CIt' 
higher rank, carrieu with him a. suitable present. Joseph, as 
prime minister of Egypt, received sllch It prcscnt frolll his 
brethren.* Saul did not prcsume to wait on Samuel, the 
judge, without a present.t This WfiS, therefore, the most 
ancient source of a killg'S renmue, priur to all hilmtes and 
llcmesncs. That Saul actually clIjoyed a rcvcnne of this 
kind is cel'tain.t Whether the tax continued to be paid to 
his snccessors, does not appeal'. There is no trace of it after 
tlle reign of Saul. It is 110t improhable, that David abolished 
so unseemly an impost, and a<.huitted every petitioner into 
his presence, without subjecting him to :my expense. 

2. Tithes. In 1 Sam. 8: 15-17, mentioll is made of the 
tcnth of' the produce of the fields, the vineyards, and the 
flocks, as the right of the future king. This, ou his actual 
appointment, was the third tenth which every Israelite had 
to pay. The first was gh'en to the Levitcs;§ the second was 
appropriated to the sacrifice-feasts, to which Were invited 
priests, Levites, friends, orphans, and strangers." None uut 
a very fruitful countl'Y could have bome the burden of an 
impost to the extent ofthrce tenths of its prouuce. 

3. Itoyal demesnes. Samuel mentions a demesne, to which 
the king would have a right; for, says he, "he wlll take your 
fields, nnd your vineyards, and your olh'eyards, even the best 
of them, and give them to his servants ;"~r .i. e. in lieu of sala
ries. This seems inconsistent with the Mosaic law, which 
divided the whole of Palestine among the Israelites, and pro
hibited the ulienation of their lan(l. Nevertheless, it is cer-

• 

tain, that the king had a demesne.** It is likely, that nt first 

* Gen. xliii. 11-25. t 1 Sam. ix. 7. t 1 Sam. x. 27, xvi. 20. 
% Numb. xviii. 21-32. Levit. xxvii. 30-33. 
II Deut. ~ii. Ii-lO. xiv. 22-20. xxvi. 1" 15. 
~ 1 Sam. viii. 14. ** Eeel. ii. 4-6. 1 ehron. xxvii. 26-31. 
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the kings took possession only of the spots, which had not 
been previously ap:ll'opriated and improved, of which there 
might be fonnd a considcral,le number, particularly beyond 
J ordltn, and about the rills in the Arabian deserts. Still, 
that will not sufficiently explain the passage, cited a little 
above; for it is there said, the king would take the best parts 
of every sort of landed property. 

'Ve must, tlJCrcfore, seek some other mode of providing 
hilll with demesnes. It is certain, that the kings exercised 
the right of bestowing the inheritance of'state criminals upon 
other persolls:* It is not improbable, that they availed them
selves of the sallle right, to increase the royal demesnes by 
confiscations. Indeed, we lIave an instance of this, in the 
case of' Nabal, who was stoned on a false charge of treason, 
and his estate anuexed to the killg's demesnes.t This mode 
of increasing theil' lauds mnst have formed a strong tempta
tion to wicked kings, to pnt hUlOcent persons to death for 
pretended crimes, in order to sdze and appropriate their pro
perty. Need we wOlldm·, tk,t, in the Hebrew history, we 
find so ft'eqnent mention of the shedding of innocent blood ~ 

All this is confirmeu, and rendered certain, by what we 
find in Ezekiel. That prophet was favored with a vision of 
the future reformat;on of the Israelitish church and state.:/: 
In it he tells us, that the prince will then have his own por
tion, which he must neither alienate nor enlarge. It is very 
distinctly enjoined upon the king not to take the people's in
heritance away from them by oppression, and not to thrust 
them ont of their possessions. It is further enjoined upon 
him not to give lands to his fhmily ont of' the people's por
tions, but out of his own. This clearly indicates the prac
tices, and, I may add, the abuses, of preceding times. 

The olive and sycamore grounds, in that part of the terri
tory of Judah, which lay nearest the sen, and was called the 

*"S . 4 .... unl. X\'l. . t 1 Kings xxi. 15, 16. 
t Ezck. xlv. 7,8. xlvii. 16-18. 
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lowlands, belonged to the king's demesnes. It is distinctly 
stated, that David placed one officer over the trees in that 
district, and another over the oil-stores.* . 

That the kings assigned a part of the royal demesnes to 
their servants, in lieu of salary, appears unquestionable.t At 
a time, when the sovereign could be possessed of but little 

• 

money, this wus the natural way of maintaining and reward- • 
iug his servants. 

4. Bond service. For the cultivation of their lands, the 
Isrnelitish kings, governing a conntry where slavery was per
mitted, wouM natur2.lly rcquire servile labor. Accordingly, 
we find bond service mentioned by Samllel among the royal 
rights, established by nsage among the neighboring king
doms, and which would be claimed and exercised by the 
Hebrew sO\'el'cigns, whenever monarchy should be insti
tuted.:j: In process of time, these services seem to have been 
increased and altered, so that they became very burdensome 
and very distasteful to the Israelites.§ It was probably this; 
which gave occasion, first to the complaiuts, and then to the 
rebellion, in the reign of Rehoboam. 

5. The right of pasturage in the Arabian deserts. This 
right belonged to the king, in common with his subjects. We 
find David taking advantage of this privilege, and keeping 
large herds of cattle, sheep, goats, asses, uud camels, partly in 
Sharon, and partly in Arabia; the greatel' part of them, no 
doubt, in the latter place. 11 Among the officers, who had 
charge of them, two Arabians are mentioned, Obil, the Ish
lllaelite, superintendant of the camels, and J aziz, the Hagar
ite, superintendant of the sheep. 

6. The spoils of vanquished enemies partly flowed into the 
royal treasury., 

7. Among the royal revenues must be reckoned the tribute 
, 

* 1 ehron. xxvii. 28. 
t 1 Sam. viii. 12, 16. 
\I 1 ehron. xxvii. 20-31. 

, 

t 1 Sa.m. viii, 14. xxii. 7. 
~ 1 Kings v. Ii, 18. 

'IT 2 Sam. viii. iii. 12. 
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paid by conquered nations. These are often mentioned under 
the Damc of gifts.* 

8. Commcrce. SolofTIon discovered a llew source of royal 
revenue, which must have been very productive. He en- . 
gaged in an extensh'c and lucl'fitive foreign comm~rce, trad· 
ing chiefly ill gold, silver, precious stones, spices, linen, and 
h(lrses.t 

• 

• , 
, 

• 

CHAPTER V. 

The Hebrew Senate. 

THIS was another depal'tmcl!t of the Hebrew government, 
and one of' the bonds of union between the tribes of Israel. 
'rhe study of this part. of' the constitution is not without its 
difliculty. The persons composing the senatorial council, the 
powers vested in it, unci the functions discharged by it, are 
}Joints involved in no little ohscurity. All the information, 
which I find in the sncred hooks, touching this suhject, j" 
embodied in the prcsent chapter . 

. According to the Hebrew polity, as we have seen,:j: every 
tribe, and evcn evel'Y city, }lUll its senate of princes, 01' eldel's, 
as well as a Illore popular assembly. Some such institution 
seCII1S to be essential in every well·balanced go\'el'lllllent. A 
council of sages, venerable 011 account of theil' age, wisdom, 
and dignity, is necessary to check the rashness and haste of 
pop1llar assemblies. Accordingly, we find, that fl'ee govern
ments have always had senates ot' some kim}, to balance tho 
power of the people, to prepare matters of public business, and 

'" 1 K' . 21 PI" 10 2 <;: ... 6 - mgl! IV .~. XXII. • ~aUl. Vlll. . t 1 Kings x. t B. 2. C. 3. 
• 
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to propose measures of state, in Borne de~l eo of maturity, for 
the action of the more popular branch of the gover~ment.* 
That the commonwealth of Israel had Il council of this SOI't, 
dpcs not admit of a reasonabla doubt.. This is rendered cer
tain by the frcquent mention in .the Hebrew history of the 

• 
princlls and elders of Israel, and the distinction, many t.imes 
made, between the princes and the congregation. We are 
lIOW to inquire when this body was instituted, what it was, 
and how long it continued. 
. Bertramt has well observed, that the number of seventy 
cIders, appointed by the 1l1w of God, was not so Illuch a new I 

. institution, as the continuation of a former usage; as God 
rather confirmed than new instituted many things at ~Iount 
Sinai, which were ancient customs of the fathers. Bishop 
Sherlock:j:also takes llotice," that every tribe had its own 
princes and judges," even while they yet remained in Egypt. 
Whet: Moses was first sent to the children of' Israel, to in
form them, that Jehovah had visited them, and seen what 
was done unto them·jn Egypt, he was cOlllHlanded to gather 
the cIders of Israel together, and delh'or the message to 
thClll.§ This direction was pUllctually followed, for it is 
said: "Moses und Am'on went and gathered the elders of 
the children of Israel."li It is a material obsel'\;ation here, 
that, besidcs the prillces of tribes, explicit mention is made, 

• 
ill the same periou of the Hehrew history, of the heads of 
families, 01' chms.' Ot' these, as we leal'll from a subseqnent 
part of the history,** there wero fifty-eight, who, being nuded to 
the twelve princes of the tribes, make up the nnmber seventy. 

There is little doubt, that, even before the exodus of Israel 
out of Egypt, these chiefs of' tribes and heads of' clans fonned 
a conncil of state, n kind of provisional senate. They were 

.. Lowm. Civ. Gov. Hcb. r. g. 
t Do Hcp. IIcbr. p. 51, cited by T.owm. c,9, 
t Disscrt. 3. ~ Exod. iii. 16. " Exod. iv. 29. 
~ Exod. vi. H sC'lq. ** Numb. xxvi. 

• 

, 

• 

• 

• 



• 

5iG COMMENTARms ON THE 

regarded and addressed as persons of chief dignity in their 
respectivc tribes. That they wero clothed with somo sort of 
authority, is evident from what one of' the Hebrews said to 
Moses:" 'Who made thee a prince and ajudge over us ?"* Itis, 
moreover, apparent, that these dignitaries formed an organized 
body, in w]lQse counsels and resolutiolls the tribes themselves 
were united into one nation; since :Moses addressed them, not 
us princes of particular trihes, but as elders of Isrne1.t It de
t3erves, also, particular attention, tJlI1t when the Israelites left 
Egypt, it was in hosts, or by thoir armies, that they did itt 
They did not go as a confused and disorderly rabhle, but. 
marched in hattalions, each under its own officers and its own 
standard. This observation, tllOUgh of little moment in it
self, is, nevertheless, impol-tant for the inference, which it 
supports. .Let it be remembered, that tho Israelites left 
Egypt in great haste. Now, it would have been impossible 
for them to go in hosts, 01' sqnadl'olls, if therc had not been 
persons, previously known and l'ecogniz(:d us commanders. 
They could not otherwiso have known under what standaru 
they wero to march, or by what particular officers they were 
to he led. Obviously, it would not have been practicable to 
organize a~ army of two and a hnlf million l)(:ople, at the 
instant of departure. It would seem, therofore, that, whilo 
the Israelites were yet in Egypt, tho princes of tribes must; 
have been acknowledged as geneml officers of the tribes, und 
the chiefs of families as subonlinate officers, cOlllmanding 
theil' respective c1ans.§ It was, in all likelihood, tbe same 
seventy, who, at the giving of the law, were summoned to go 
up unto the Lord, with Moses and Aaron.11 Wbnt places it 
out of all doubt, that these officers wero an organized body, 
and acted as a council of state, or senate of sages, is a Jaw 
contained in tIle tenth chapter of Numbers., Moses is there 
directed to make two silver trumpets. When both of them 

* Exod. xi. 14. t Exod. xii. 21, 
a Lowrn. Civ. Gov. Hob. c. 0. II Eltod. xxiv. 1. 

, 
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~ Exod. xii. 41, 51. 
1f Vv. 1-4. 
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were blown, the whole congregation was to assemble; when 
only one of them, the princes and heads of the thousands ·of 

• 

Israel were to come together for the despatch of public 
business. But this law was given, before the body, which is 
the principal subject of this chapter, was called into being, 
and, indeed, before the events occurred, which were the spe
cial occasion of its institution. 

. Tbe Israelites lay encamped at the base of Mount Sinai for 
• 

the space of It year. At the end of that time, the trumpets 
r sounded, tllO cloud was taken up from oft· the tabernaele of 

testimony, and the children of Israel took their journeys out 
of the wilderness of Sinai. Their first halting place was tIl(} 
wilderness of Pm·an.* Here the people complained bitterly 
for wnnt of flesh. Their murmurs displeased the Lord, and 
his angel' was ldndled greatly. :Moses also was displeased, 
and greatly afflicted at so unpromising a state and prospect 
of affairs. He, in Ilis turn, complained, that lIe found the 
burden of government too heavy fur his individual strength . 
"I am not able," sn.ys he, "to bear all this people alone, 
because it is too heavy for me." By divine direction, and in 
ordei' to alleviate the weight of the burden, that oppressed 
him, Moses. instituted a council of seventy elders, who ·might . 

• share his fUllctions, support his anthority, and promote his 
\'iews.t It was a Supl'clUe senate, designed to take part with 

• 

him in the government. As it consisted of persons of age, 
\,,"orth, experience, and respectability, it would serve mate 
rially to support his power and influence among tho people 
in general. It would unite a number of powerful families 
together, fJ'om their being all uRsociated with ltfoses in the 
government, aud would materially strengtben . tl!O union of 
the tribes.t 

A detailed account of the origin of this body is given ill 
the eleventh chapter of Numbers. The general mode of or-

* Numb. x. 11-13. 
t ]\Iich. Comment. Art. 50. 

37 

t Numb. xi. 
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ganization is related in these weida:* "And the I"ord said 
unto Moses, Gather unto me seventy men ,of the elders of 
Israel, whom thou knowest to be the elders of the people, and , 
officers over them: and bring them unto the tabernacle of the 

• 

congregation, that they may stand there with thee. And I 
will come down and t!llk with thee there; and I will take of 
the spirit which is upon tlwe, and will put it upon thell1: antl 
they shall bear the bUl'den of the people with thee, that thon 
bear it not thyself alone. And Moses went out, and told the 
people the words of the Lord, ·and gathered the seyenty men 
of the elders of the people, and set them round about the tab
ernacle. And the Lord came down in Il cloud, and spake 
unto him, and took of the spirit that was upon him, and ga,e 
it unto the seventy elders: and it came to pass, that when the 
spirit rested upon them, they prophesied, and did not cease. 
But there remained two of the men in the camp, the name of 
the one was Eldad, and the llame of the other Medad: and 
the spirit rested upon them; and they were of tLem that 
were written, but went not out unto the tabernacle: and they 
prophesied in the camp." : 

"Three things," says Salvador, t "are here worthy of noto. 
The candidate for the senatorial office must be a man of the 
people; he n1ust be an elder of the people; and he must have 
been previously ele\'ated by the voiee of tho people to sOllie 
public trust." That is to say, he mnst he a tried Ulan; a lUaIl 
in whom the people put confidenco after trial; and a man of 
experience in :public affairs. 

The soventy senators, chosen from among the elders and 
officcrs, were to be brought to the tabernacle of the congrega
tion, that they might stand there with Moses. In other 

• 

words, they were to bo solemnly inaugurated, and consecrated 
to this service, that they migllt be a permanent council, to 
assist Moses in the government of the people. To give tho 
greater weight to their decisions, God promises, that he would 

* Vv. 16, 17, 24-20. t Hist. Inst. de Mo'ise, 1. 2. C.2, 
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talk with ,:Moses, to declare, suggests bishop Patl'ick,*' that· 
he appointed them to be assistants to Moses in tlle government. 

, 

The fnrtitel' promise was added, that the Lord would take of 
the spirit, which was upon Moses, and would put it upon 
them; that is, as again suggested by bishop Patrick, * he 
would con for upon these men wisdom, judgmeut, courage, 
and other needful gifts of governmcnt;'with which Moses was 

• 
endowed. To give assurance of the fulfilment of tllis promise, 
it came to pass, that, when the spirit rested upon them, they 
prophesied. The spirit of prophecy was a manifest token, 
that they were chosen by God to be coadjutors of Moscs, that 
they were appro\'cd by him, and that they had received from 
him a spirit of government.t 

Yet these men were not chosen by God alone. The people 
concurred in the election. This is very evident from the his
tOl'Y cited above. The llames of the candidates are there 
said to 11 ave been written, or iuscribed; a very important 
statement. In what manner wcre they inscribed? The text 
does not inform us ; and the field is left open to conjecture, Let 
it be premised here, that, as the senators were to hear the 
common burden of government with Moses, which con-, 
cerned all the tribes, and that they were specially intended 

• 
to prevent mutiny and sedition, it would be highly suitable, 
that there shonld be an equal number from ep.ch tribe, and 
that tbey should be persons, whom tbe tribes tbe:mselves 
approved. On this pointl Hebrew and christian writers fire 

unanimous. I now return to the question, :a:ow were the 
names of the candidates inscribed? Did :Moses himself 
write the names of the persons, whom he judged competent 
and qualified for the senatorial officc, and submi,t tbem to 
the approval of the tribes? This would have been to de
prive the tribes of one of their fundamental rights, that of 
designating their own magistrates. B\lsides, Moses wns not· 
chnrged with apIJointing the senate, but with assembling it. 

* In loco " t Lowm. Civ. Gov. Heb. C. 9. 
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It is not probable, therefore, that this is what is -meant by 
their nallles being written. Di,d the citizens, then, of the 
respective tribes, thems~lyes elect, by ballot, the persons, 
whom they believed mOf;t worthy of the dignity, and best ' 
fitted to discharge its functions usefully 1 This supposition 
seems the most reasonable. In the selection and appointment 
of magistrates, Moses demanded, not simply wise men, but 
such as were known among the tribes. How could this 
demand be answered, otherwise than by a manifestatioll of 
individual opinion ~ The history of the Acts of the Apostles 
sheds light upon this point, and lends confirmation to this 
conjecture. The apostles incorporated the principles of the 
Mosaic constitutioll into their spiritual society. Needing 
certain fUllctionaries, they convene the whole body of the 
disciples, and aftcr the example of their ancient lawgive)', 
they say to them: "IJool\: ye out seven men, of honest 
report, and full ot' wisd0m."'lC- The proposition pleased the 
assembly. Thereupon, they themselves selected the fimc
tionuries, as suggested; and the apostles, in accordance with 
a long established national usage, inducted them into office 

, 

I by the solemn imposition of hands.t Here, again, I observe 
by the way, ,t'o see the concurrence of the oracle and t.he 
people in tlle election of civil rulers. 

Such, thCIl" was the general spirit of the law. Without 
insisting on the corrcctness of' this or tllUt particular mode of 
selcction, the fundamental principle, which is well worthy to 
arrest our attention, is plain and obvious. The law institutes 
a great national council, or senattJ, composed; not of priests, 
but of civilians; not of men helonging to privileged classes, 
or possessing vast estates, bllt of men wise, prudent, able, of 
good repute, fearing God, and already skilled ill aft'ah's of 
state; 110t politicians merely, but statesmen, sages, patriots, 
The nume of seniors, or scnators, belonged to the members ot' 
the great council. It is probable, that men of advanced age 

* Acts. vi. 3. '~ t Salvador, 1. 2. c. 2. 
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were commonly chol:len into it; yet young mell, of superior 
endowments, sometimes gained admission. This we learn 
fl'0111 the speech of such an 011e in the 'Wisdom of Solomon,* 
who boasts, that in spite of his youth, he bad obtained an 

• 

honorable distinction for wisdom among the senators. 

, 

The design and fUlIctions of' tlJis institution are points of 
chief impOl·tanee in this inqniry. The law declares, in ge
neral terms, that the senators were to bear the burden of the 
peol)le with Moses, that he might not bear it alone. By this 
can }Jardly be meant the ordinary administration of justice, 
for provision had been made for that in the iustitution of the 
Jethronian judges. So fur, therefore, as the senate was to 
assist :Moses in judiciary matters, it could only be in those 
greater and more important causes, which were to be bronght 
before him on appeal, or those difficult questions, which the 
judges of the inferior comts themseh"cs referred to him. BUt; 
this was not the principal end of its institution. The occa
siou of its appointment is a proof of this. It was instituted 
to crush a rebellion. But for such an eud, of what use 
would a mere eomt of judicature be? On the other hand, a 
council of sages, a supreme senate, composed of men vene- . 
ruble for their age, and of appro\'cd wisdom and integrity, 
would be of the greatest efficacy. There can be no doubt, . 
therefore, that these seventy were to be permanent assistants 
of 1II08es in his councils. They were to aid him with their 
advice on all occasions, to preserve peace and good order 
among the people, to strengtlwn the sentiment of loyalty to 
the constitution, and to prevent those mutinies Hnd seditions, 
which, if permitted to break out and rage, would in the end 
prove fatal to the government and the nation.· "In this 
view," observes Lowman,1' "tho seventy elders will appear 
to be designed, not only as a standing court of law and 
equity, to assist Moses as judge in causes of greater conse
quence, and in appeals, but to assist the judge with· their ad~ . 

• 

* C. 8. V. 10. selll} . t Civ. Gov. Heb. o. 9 •. 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 



lJ82 

• 
, 

• • .. 
",' 

co:mffiNTARffiS ON THE 

1 I 

vice 011 c\-ery occasion. This was properly to bear thf:i bur
then of the pecple together with Moses, that he might 110t 
bem' it llimself alone. For now the judge would not beur all 
tLe envy 01' ill will of the people, when dissatisfied or llneasy 
with any part of the administrntion; fbI' the common people, 
though thoy know ,-ory little of the reasons of any adminis
tI'ation, are yet apt to think every thing wrong, that does 110t 
please them, 01' wJlich is attended with difficulties to them
":e1\-e9 01' the puhlic. Now, a council of se\'enty persons, of 
the most approved wisdom and integrity, would at least share 
this bUl'thcn among them all, instead of throwing the whole 
on 011e man. And it wouId be, moreover, an ease to the 
judge's own miud, and make him more resoh'ed in any 
counsel to be taken. or executed, when it should· be with the 
nddce and nppl'ountion of a multitude of eonllsellors, in 
which there, is wisdom and safety. And, finally, it was 
propel' to give authority and respect to snch orders as should 
he made by advice of pcrsons, whom tIle people themselves 
had approved and choscn, as eminent for their wisdom and 
integrity. ConsidCl', then, this court ns a standing senate, 
ulways at hand, or as a cunstant privy council. to the judge, 
and we have a most wise provision for the ensier and bettcr 
go\'cl'llll1cnt of the whole nation; and tllis will make n CI)11-

siderablc part of the states-general of the united tribes." 
Still, it mus~ be borne ill mind, dlat the senate was not the 

• 

go\-el'llment ; it. was only a constituent part of the govern-
ment. It was but the council of the nation; the hend, as it 
werc, of the geneml diet. In aU important questions, its 
decisions were to he submittcd to the congl'egatiqn, which, 
hy its niJpl'obation, enacted them into laws. Of this we han! 
a clear proof in the twentieth chapter of Judges, ",1lel'e the 

• 
ancients arc recorded to have called upon the general assem' 
bly of the people to delibcrate 111)on a matter, and give their 
dccision.. Even when the llebrews demanded a king, they 
were till' fl'om wishing to change this part of the constitution, 

, 
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Hence it has been observed by the abbe Gu&nee,* t.hat " it 
was always the duty of the king to govern the nation accord
ing to the laws. Theil' authority was neither despotic nor 
arbitrary. The senate, composed of the most distinguished 
members of all the tribes, served him as a council. He took 
their advice iQ all important affairs; and if any thing oc
cm'red, in which the interest of the whole nation was con
cernetl, the congregr,tion, that is to say, the assembly ot' the 
peol)lc, was convoked. The senate proposed, the congrega~ 
tion decided, and the king executed." A memorable example 
of this we have in 1 ehron. 13 : 1-8. David, after consult
ing with his counsellors of state, ill regard to the removal of 
the ark, refers the final decision of the question to the COll

gregntion of Israe1. They, upon deliberation, approve and 
cnRct. Immediately thereupon, David proceeds to execute 
the decree. But it must not be inferred from hence, that the 
general ussembly never took the initiative, much less that it 
had not the right of so doillg. Moses tells the Hebrews, that 
on a certain occasion he made a proposition to them, which 
they appl\wed and accepted j whereas, 011 another occasion 
they proposed a certain measure to him, wllicll, meeting his 
cordial approbation, he accq)ted and executed..f 

Such, then, were the leading }>owers ot'the Hebrew senate. 
Let us inquire by what limitations they were confined within 
their just bounds. The Jewish law opposed itself invincibly 
to the existence of great landed proprietors, and thus pre
yented the members of the senate ii'om uniting the influence 
of vast territorial estates to that whieh they derived from 
their office. The senator r~cei\"ed no salary for his ser\'iccs. 
His age and the conditions of eligibility to the senatorial 

. dignity served as a guaranty of his integrity. The decrees 
to which he contributed, extended to his children, his friends, 
and himself. Out of the senatorial seat, he was but a simple 

* Lcttrcs do quclqucs Juifd il. Yolinil'c, tom. 2, lettr.2. . 
"t Deut. i. 13, 22, 23. 
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Isracrite. The office was not IlCreditary; and the son of a 
senator was 110 more, in the eye of the law, than the son of 
the humblest citizen. These, llOwever, wCI'e rather moral 
than lcgal restraints. But the sacerdotal magistracy, engaged 
by its "Cl'Y nature to the guardianship of the law; the' pro
phets, those stel'l1 state censors 'and moralists, who launched 
the most ullsparing denunciations ngninst all, who' in any 
way abused the trusts confided to them; the decisions of the 
oracle; and the necessity of tIle intervention of the congrega
tion of Israel in important questions, furnisllCd guaranties, of 
::! IJositi ve and effective du::racter, ngainst tho usurpatioll and, 

, ty1'l1nny of tho IIebre'" sonate. Here is a system of moral 
and legal restrictions upon power, to which it would be diffi
cult to find a parallel in other govC1:nmellts. The remark of 
Blacli:stone rcspecting tho English constitution, is equally ap
plicable to the Hebrew polity, viz. that e\'ery branch of it 
supports Ilnd is supported, regulates and is regulated, by the 
rcst. The son ate, the congregation, the chief mngistrate, the 
oracle, the Levitical oruer, l1l,r1 the propllCtical office, cODsti
tuted so llIany checks upon each other's power, so many 
dykes aDlI embankments to restrain the exercise oftyrunny, 
so many com hined furces to give the machino of government 
u safe direction, and cause it to move in tllC linc ot'the public 
liberty amI happiness. 

It has been a question with some, whether the senate of 
seventy, instituted hy Moses on tho occasion of the rebellion 
in Pm'an, continuell permanent. Calmet* endeavored to dis
credit 1 he continued existence of this council. In this opinion 
lie is followed by Michaclis.t But the common antI more 
1)1'obablo opinion is, that it was a permanent body. BOSsllett 
says: "To maintain the law in its vigor, Moses formed an 
assembly of seventy counsellors, which may be termed the 
senate of Israel, and the perpetual conncil of the nation." 

. 

* Dissert, sur In. Police des anciens Hebreux. 
, , 

t Hiat, Univ. Pt. 2, ~ 3, t Comment. Art, 60. 
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'fho abM de Fleury* obsflrves: "As often as mention is 
made in the scripture of ass~lllb1ies and public auah·s, the 
elders (01' senators) are put in the first place, and sometimes 
named alone. Thence comCR the exprcssion in the Psalms, 
exhorting to praise God in the congregation of thc people, and . ' 

in the seat vf the elders, that is, the public council." There 
is, indeed, a strong antecedent probability against the allOlition 
of this council on the death of l\foses; for, as Busnaget wcll 
suggcsts, "if that gl'eat legislator needed snch a council, 
during his life, it must lJa\'e been still morc neCCSS:ll'y to 
those who succeeded him in tho administration of the rcpub
lic." Salvnc1or:j: has an able if not a convincing argument, to 
prove, that the senate is often designated ill, the sacred books 
by the name of its president, 01' of the general judge, in the 
same manner as the senate of Venice was called "most 
screnc prince." Thus, when tho II~brews say, that a man 
judged Isracl, he thinks the expJ'ession signifies, that he gov
erned in concurrence wjth the sennte. Thc argument, by 
which llC supports this view, is not withont forcc; but the 
readOl', who would judge of it, is referred to the origina'l 
work. U ndouhtedly, the senate undcrwent mallY changes in 
the progress of time. It would be interesting, but it does not 
belong to my prescnt work, to tmce t.hese revolutions. I, 
therefore, dismiss the subject with the remark, that, what· 
ever vicissitudes it experienced, it appears always to have 
maintained its existcnce. 

A difficulty will llUve oc,curred to the reflecting reader, as 
he has followed me throngh the above detail. The chapter 
professes to treat of the Hebrew senate; but, in reality, it llllS 

exhibited two distinct councils, Olle instituted in Egypt, and the 
other in the' wilderness, without attempting to adjust 01' ex
plain their relation to each other. This is a difficulty, not a 

* Manners of the Ane. Israelites, e. 21. 
l' Histoire des Juifs, 1. 2, c. 2. 
t Hist, des lnst. d" Mo'ise, I. 2, e, 2. 
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little formidable in appearance. Whkh of these was the 
'cnate of Israel'~ Did the latter supersede the former? Or 

;J they co-exist, and ill, that case, was there any union be
tween them? I have littlt} doubt, that Lowmall* has hit 
upon the true solution of the difficulty, and I shall here eon-

• 

dense the view, which he has taken of this part of the He-
brew constitution. His ideo. is, that the original senate, COlll
posell of the princes of tribes and heads of families, con
tinued to exist, after the institution of the sanhcdrim. The 
grounds of' this oJ..linion are as follows: When the children 
of Reuben and Gad came' with a petition to have their settle
mcnt . assigned them on the east of Jordan, they came and 
spake unto Moses and Eleazar the priest, and unto the princes 
of the congrcgatioll. t Though this was long after the insti
tution of the sanheurim, yet the princes of the congregation 
ll!'e assen:bled to consider the proposal; as they had been 

• 

before in the case of female succession, * and as they wert! 
afterwards upon the regulation of tlle marriage of heiresses.§ 
"Then Joshua made a leagne with the Gibeonites, it was 
cunfirmed by the princes of the congregation. II Other in
stances of the like nature might l'v cited, but let these suffice. 
Now, as these persons are described by the titles of princes 
and chief fhthers of' the children of Israel, it is plain, that 
the same persons must be meant, who were princes of tribes 
und heads of families before the institution of the sanhedrim, 
and whose rank and authority were not taken away by the 
formation of that COUi't. 'They were still the great council 01' 

senate of the natiC>ll. But what, then, becomes of the san
IlCdrill1, instituted Ly Moses? Doth classes of officers are 
spoken of' in snch a way, as to show, that they were em
ployed in the great affairs of the nation. Why, then, may 
we not conceive of the sanhedrim as a select senate, a sort of 
privy council, while all the princes of Israel still had session 

if Civ. Gov. Reb. c. 9. 

~ Ibid. 3G. 

• 

• 
t Numb. xxxii. 1, 2. 
II Joshua ix. 15 . 

• 

t Ibid. 27. 
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and \'ote in the great and general council of the nation, which, 
\I'hen assembled, was called by the ancicnt style, t~e princes 
of the congregation. This may be the reason, why the elders 
of the sllllhedl'im have so little apparent notice taken of 
them; for, when the gcneral national senate was assembled, 
they wero considered only as particular members of it. 

Lowman conceives, that the constitution of the old par
liament of Paris may give a pretty accurate idea of the 
senate of Israel. The kings assembled the great men of the 
ldllgtlom, ano these assemblies were called the king's court 
01' parliamcnt. The great men, who attended these assem
blies \\,ere styleu barons of the ldllgllom, and afterwards 
peel's of France. They were the bishops, dukes, carls, and 
all the great tenants, who held immediately of the crown; 

• 
but as it was not easy to examine fully many of the affairs, 
whieh camo before them, the kings gavo commission to men 
of abilities, to assist with their care and counsels; and these 
counsellors were called mastcl's of parliament. In the pur
liamcnt of Paris: then, all the peers of France had session 
and \'ote, but the ordinary business was transacted by a 
salect number of coul1sellors. Somewhat after this manner, 
it is most likely, the senate of Israel was constituted. The 
elder:; of the sallhedrim formed a select conncil, to assist the 
chief magistrate on ordinary occasions; but on occasions of 
grenter moment, and especially when the states.general "Tere 
COnyelleU, the national senate of Israel consisted of princes 
of the tribes, heads of families, and elders of the sanhedrim. 
But however this' might he, and whoever the persons were 

• 

who composed the great council of the Hebrew nation, it is 
clear and undoubted, that, under the style of princes, chief 
fhthel's, 01' elders, there was a senate of the whole republic, 
who assisted the judge with their advice in affairs of moment. 
And this was a second bond of political union between the 
tribes. , 

I 
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CHAPTER VI . 
• 

The Hebrew Commons. 

IN treating this subject, three inquiries present thelpselves, 
\'iz. 1. 'Whether a house of commons, or popular assembly, 
formed it part of the Hebrew constitution? 2. If so, who 

• 
composed it? 3. What wore its powers? 

The first of these interrogatories must be answered in the 
affirmative. If; is an undoubted fact, tllat there was a popu
lar branch in the Hebrew government. This body was called 

• 

by different titles, as the congregption, the congregation of 
Israel, all the asacmbly, all the chil~ren of Israel, and the 
whole congregation of the Lord. Moses was directed to 
make two silver trumpets, and the following law was enacted 
respecting the use of them. "And when they shall blow with 
them, all the assembly shall assemble themselves to thee at the 
door of the tabernacle of the congregation. And if they blow 
but with one trumpet, then the princes, which are heads of 
the thousands of' Israel, shall gatlJer themselves unto thee."* 
Other scriptures might be dted, but this passage alone is 
decisive; and, indeed, there is no disput~ on this point 

• 

among those who have written on the Hebrew institut.ions. 
In regard to the second question, viz. as to who composed 

the congregation, there is less unanimity of opinion. Low
mant does not doubt, ii'om its heing described in expressions 
so fnll and emphatic, as "all the congregation of Israel," 

* Numb. It. 2-4. 
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t Civ. Gov. Heb. c. 8. 
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"the whole congregation of Jehovah," and the like, that 
every free Isrllelite had a right to vote in t.his assembly. 
HIll'rington* is of the same opinion. He says: "While the 
whule people was an army, Moses could propose to i~em in' 
body, or under their staves, or standards of their camps j then 
he needed not, and so he used nut, any representative." Doth 
these writers think, that there were different manuel'S of' 
holding this assembly, the people sometimes voting in mass, 
and sometimes by deputies. The abbe Guencet holds the like 
view. "The assemblies under Moses," he observes', "while 
the Hebrews formed one great urmy, very much resembled 
the assemblies of the people at Athens, at Lacedaemon, and 
at Rome j but afterwards, it would seem, they were often 
composed of deputies, or representatives of the people, not 
unlike the parliaments of England and the states of Holland." 
Salvador,:!: the learned Jewish author, is of the same way of 
thinking. lIe regards it as the inalienable right of every 
Hebrew citizen to have session and vote in the general as
sembly, basing it, however, upon the false principle, borrowed 
from Rousseau,§ that tIle people, properly so called, have that 
in common with the Deity, that they cannot be rigidly repre
sented but by themscl ves. J ahn II also expresses t.he opinion, 
that, at least upon very important occasions, as many of the 
common people as chose to attend, took part in the delibera-

. tions and resolves of this body. 
I cannot concur in the view of these learned men. More 

just and scriptural appears to me the opinion of Michaelis" 
that the Hebrew people never voted as a pnre democracy, but 
al ways, in the wilderness as well as after their settlement in 
Canaan, by known and authorized representatives. His aI'-

* Commonweolth of Israel, c. 3. 
t Lot.tres de quelques Juif~ it Voltaire, Pt. 4. L. 2. Note. 
t Hist. des Insts. do l\to'iso, I. 2. c. 2. 
~ Contr. Soo.1. 4. o. 15. Ii Heb. Com. B. 2. ~. 14. 
11' Art. 45. 
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gument in support of this view seems to me conclusive; and 
I therefore present it in his own words: "Fro.m various pas
sages in the Pentateuch, we find tLat Moses, at maldng 
known any luws, lInd to convene the whole congregation of 
IsrneI; and in like manner, in the book of Joshua, we see, 
that when diets wore held, the whole congregation were as
sembled. If on such occasions every indh-idual had IUld to 
give his 'Vote, C\'erything would certainly Lave been den1<)erl1-
tic in the highest degree; but it is scarcely conceivable how, 
without very particular regulations made for the purpose, 
(which, however, we nowhere find,) order could ha .... e beeu 

• 

prcsf\l'vcd in an nssembly of six hundred thousand men, their 
votes nccul'lltely numbered, and acts of violence prevented. 
If, however, we consider that, .while ltfoses is said to ha,'e 
spoken to. the wholo congregation, ho could not possibly be 
heard by six hundred thousand people, (for what human 
voico could be sufficiently strong to be so?) all our fears and 
difficulties will vanish: for this circumstance alone must con-

• 

vince anyone, that Moses could only have addressed himself 
to a certain number of persons, deputed to represent the rest. 
of the Israelites. Accordingly, in Numb. 1: 16, we find 
mention vf sllch persons. In contradistinction to the com mOll 

Israelites, they are there denominated' those wont to be called 
to the convention.' In the 16th chapter of the same book, 
Vel', 2, they are styled 'cMefs of tho community, that are 
called to the convention.' I notice this passage particularly, 
because it appears f'l'om it, that two hundred and fiftYl)ersons 
of this description, who rose up against Moses, became to 
him objects of extreme terror; wl~ich they could not hM·e 
heen, if their "oices hud not been, at tho same time, the 
voices of tbeir families and tribes. Still more explicit, aud 
to the point, is the passage, Deut. 29: 9, where Moses, in n. 
speech to the whole people, says,' Ye stand this day aU ot' 
you before the Lord your God, your heads, your tribes, (that 
is, chiefs of tribes,) your elders, your scribes, aU Israel, in 

• 
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fants, wh-es, strangers that are in your camp, from the hewel' 
of wood, to the drawer of water.' Now, as Mose3 could not 
possibly speak loud enough to be heant by two millions and 
a half of people, (for to so many did the Israelites amount, 
women and children included,) it must be manifest, that the 
first-named persons represented the people, to whom they 
again repeated the words of Moses_ 'Whether these repre
scntath'es were on every occasion obliged to collect aud, 
de:clare thc sense of their constituents, 01' whether, like the 
members of the English house of commons, they acted in thc 
plenitude of their own powor for the general good, wit.hout 
taking instructions from their constituents, I find nowhere 
cxpressly determined; but, methinks, from a perusal of the 
Bible, I can scarcely doubt, that the latter was the case.' 
Who these representatives were, may, in some measure, be 

, . 
understood from Josh. 23 : 2, and 24: 1. They would seem 
to lmve been of two sorts. To some, their office as juugcs 
gave a right to appeal' in the assembly; and these were not 
necessarily of the same family in which they exercised that 
office. Others, again, had a seat and a voice in the diet, as 
the heads of families." 

But the p:wticular constitution of the Fopular branch of the' 
Hebrew government, as to the persons composing it, is a 
matter comparath'ely indifferent. The material part Qf the. 
inquiry, which will be found eminently worthy of our atten
tion, relates to the functions, which tllat body exercised. 
These werc of a grave and important kind, and such as to 
evince the supremacy ot' the populur will under this constitu
tion. .A. few instances, chosen out of many, will illuetrate 
the powers confided to this department of the government. 
We S11:111 find thcm broad and comprehensive, extending to 
t.he election of Illl1gistl'U~es, the management of foreign rela
tiOl~S, the adjudication of civil and criminal causes, and the 

, 

care of ecclesiastical nff.-1irs. 
In tho nineteenth chapter of Exodus, we have a deeply in-

, • 

, 
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teresting account of the manner in which God was chosen 
king of the Hebrew people, and tIle laws adopted, which he 
proposed for their govel'llment. Moses, having received a 
commission to make the proposition to tho nation, "callle 
and called for the elders of the peuple, and laid before their 
faces all these words, which Jehovah commanded him. And 
all the people answered together, and said, all that J eho\'ah 
hath spoken we will do. And Moses returned the words of 
the people unto Jehovah." Here we have an account of the 
form in which questions were proposed and resolved in the 
national legislature. It is the just and philosophical remark 

• 

. of Lowman on this passage, that legal forms explain the true 
powers of any part of a constitution much better than general 
arguments. Let the reader observe how closely this form of 
yoting resembles that called a rogatio among the Romans. 
A proposal-from tIle senate to the people was in these words; 
"Is it your will, 0 Romans, and do you reso1\'e it~" To 
which the response; if affirmative, was: "We will, and re
solve it." In the above election, the elders only are men
tioned by name; hut it is manifest from the expression, " all 

, the people answered and said," that it was the act of tlle 
general diet of Israel. The term elders was not restricted to 
anyone class of functionaries, and it is certainly sometimes 
applied to the members of the l)opular branch. And here, I 
may observe by the way, we llave another proof, that the 
congregation was a representative body, and not the whole 
body of the people. It was certainly a select assembly, 
which, Oil this occasion, responded to the proposal of Moses; 
yet it is stated in the broadest terms, "all the people an
swered." 

The appointment of J osbua to be the successor of Moses 
:oppears, from the record of it in the twenty-seventh chapter 

• • 

of Numbers, to have been made, or at least confirmed, Ly the 
populat· vote in the national diet. He was to be set before 
" all the congregation ;" and, when thus proposed, he appe!lrs 

• 

, 

-

• 
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to have been elected by their vote to the chief magistracy of 
Israel. . 

• 

So also Saul, though designated to the regal office by the 
lot, was nevertheless chosen king by the great national diet, 
-the congregation of the people. Afterwards, to quiet the 
dissatisfaction of certain malecontellts, Samuel snmmoned 
the people hy their representatives to Gilgal, "to renew the 

, kingdom tlwre i" that is, to elect Saul king a second time. 
H And nIl the people went to Gilgal," says the historian, 
" aml there they mude Saul king before the Lord in Gilgal."* 
When Adonijah, in anticipation of his father David's death, 
endeavored to seize upon the supreme authority, the latter, 
by a royal edict, caused Solomon to be proclaimed king. 
nnt he immediately summoned the parliament of the realm, 
and proposed Solomon as his successor i and the history 
adds, "They Illade Solomon, the son of David, king the 
second time. * * * Then Solomon sat 011 the throne, ,,(- * * 
and all Israel obeyed him," evidently as being the sovereign 

• of their own choice.t .J osephus informs ns that, when :M:OSlS 

announced the appointment of Aaron to the priesthood by 
.Tehovah, he took pains to impress the assembly with a sense 
of his brother's great merits; whereupon, he adds, the He
brews gave their approbation to him whom God had ap
pointed. Jeroboam is expressly said to have been made 
king by the congregation of Israel.t 

These instances sufficiently evince the authority of t~1e 

popular voice, through its representatives, in the election of 
the national rulers. 

The management of the foreign relations of the nation 
belonged, in part, to· the congregation. This is evident from 
what occurred in the case of' the Gibeonites, soon after the 
passage of the Jordan. Joshua, deceived by their plausible 
tale, made with them a treaty of peace, which was confirmed 

* 1 Sum. x. 17-27. 
t 1 Kings xii. 20. 

38 

t 1 ebron. xxix. 22, 23. 
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by the oath of the senate of princes. But wllen the imposi. 
tion was discovered, tho congregation was loud in its com
plaints, and could with difficulty be induced to give its assent 
to the arrmigement. It seems a fair inference from this rela
tion, that a convention of peace, though made by judge and 
senate, still needed the ratification of the people, in their 
l1ntiunal assembly, in ordcr to its full and hinding authority. 

The jurisdict.ion of the congl'egation extended also to civil 
cr.uses. The questioll of female succession, in defhult of male 
lJeirs, was, by petition fl'om the daughters of Zelophehad, 
laid befol'e lIIoses, the priest, tho princes, and all the congre
gation'. TIJCir fathel', they alleged, had died without SODS; 

and theh' request was, that they might be constituted hi:! 
heirs. Tbe question, being a novel one, was referred, by the 
other departm~nts of tIle government, to the oracle. The re-, . 

sponse was, that the demand of' the young women was reason-
able, (mc1 ought to be granted. Thereupon a decree was passed. 
to that effect, and a law was enacted to settle the matter ot' 
female succession for all after ages. IIere, by the way, we < 

have the union of the tribes in the fOllr departments of the 
• 

gO\'ernmcnt pretty plainly referred to. Here is the chiet' 
magistrate of the nation. Here is the oracle of' J ehonlh. 
Here is the senate of princes. And here, finally, is the con
gregation of all Ismcl:* The body, before which this ques
tion was hrought, was an assembly of the states-general of . 

• 

Ismel, compos(J(l of jndge, senate, and commons; and the his-
tory of the afrair shows plainly, that questions of this nature 
wcre propcrly, aecordilJg to the Hebrew constitution,·brol1ght 
before them. 

To the congregation belonged likewise tlJO rigllt of taking 
cognizance of criminal ml1tters. It was expressly chal'geel 
with judging bctween the slayer and the avenger of blood: 
"Then the congl'egation shall jndge between the slayol' and 
the revenger of blood according to tllCse judgments: And the 

* Numb. xxvii. 1-0. 
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congregation shall deliver the slayer out of the hand of the 
revenger of blood, and the congregation shaH restore" him to 
the city of his rd"lIge, whither he was fled: and he shall abide 

• 
in it unto the death of the high pricst, which was anointed 
with the holy oi1."* It matters not whether the congregation 
here spoken of' was provincial or national; for, whatevet· 
rights yested ill the lower assembly, would undoubtedly inhere 
in the higher. 

An instance of the power of the Hebrew commons in crim-
" inal questions OCCUl'S in the history of Saul, and is too inter

esting to be passed in silence.t Upon a certain occasion, 
Saul had given an order, forbidding his army to taste food, 

" "(luring a day's encounter with the Philistines. Whoever vio-
Inted the prohibition was de\'oted to certain death by the 
oath of tile king. J onathall, to whose prudence and valor, 
uuder God, the victory was entirely owing, ignorant hoth of 
the order and the alllttheula, and worn down with the fatigues 
of hattIe, had eaten a little wild honey . Upon his confession 
ot' the fault, Saul fiercely exclaims, a God do so to me, an:l 
1I10re also; for thon shalt surely die, Jonathan." This is very 
positive, and seems irreversible. Yet the people step in, au"d 
say, "Shall J omlthan die, who hath wrought this great salva
tion for Israel 1 God forbid I As Jehovah Ii veth, there shull 
110t an llair of his head fall to the ground. So the people' 
rescued (literally l"edcemed) Jonathan." Bishop Patrick truly. 

" < 

observes on this/place, that the people did not rescue Jonathan 
. <" 

by violence 01' force. Y ot his further opinion, and that of tho 
learned Grotins, that the rescne was effected by petition, 
seems not at all consistent with the expressions employed. 
" As J elw,'nh Ii veth, there shall not an hait· of lli.~ head fun to 
the gronlld," has very little the sonnd of an humhle request 
to It master. It is more like the voiee of cOllscions author
it.y, clear and strong in the expression of an 1ll1donhted right. 

" 

Neither is the expression, " redeemed Jonathan," properly 
" 

" * '" b " ", ,,~ l,um "xxx,. _'t, "'-J. t 1 Sum. :&iv. 42 scqq. 

• 
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descriptive of nn act of mutiny and rebellion. There re
mains, then, but the conclusion, that it wus an exorcise of 
rightful authority, whereby the unconscious offender was par
doned, and tho sontence of death reversed, in the general 
COUl't of Israel. It is thus that Lowman intel'prets tI,e 
proccd m'e. ,f 

Ecclesiastical affitil'S wcre~ also, to some extent at least, 
subject to the jurisdiction and control of the Hebrew com-· 
mons. When David wished to remove the ark to Jernsnlem, 
110 would not do so, without a formal vote of the congregation 
to that efi'ect.t On the acccssion of Solo111on to the throne, 
wIlell 'Ahiathar was deposed from the office of high priest, 
and Zadok (Jlcvatcd to that dignity, it was" all the congre
gati'lJl," tho great assembly of the pcople, that 6stablisbed 
tho 1:1.ttcr in tLe high-priesthood, and caused him to receive 
the sacerdotal ullction, which constituted n. chief part of the 
, 

inaugural cercmony.:j: 
In the brief' digost of the English constitution, which lfon

tCS(luicn has gh'cn in the sixth chapter of the eleventh hook 
of Lis Spirit of Laws, he mal,es the following remark: 
H Wllocver shall rcad the admirable heatise of Tacitus on 
the HHmners of the Germans, will fiud, that it is from them 
the English have horrowed the idea of their political govern
ment. This beautiful system was invented first in tIle 
wooc1e." On refcl'I'ing to the passage in Tacitus, cited by the 
leal'ned jurist, it will be found, that the historian says: -
" Ordinary affairs were treated in the council of cbiefs; great 
affilirs, in tIle assembly or the people; yet so that those mat
ters, on whic}! it belonged to the people to decide, were de
bated by the chiefs."§ On this Salvador II has well observed, 
that Montesquieu might have traced the idea of the_English 
constitution to n. higher source, and made it rest upon bases 

* Civ. Gov. Hcb. C. 8. 
t 1 ehron. xiii. 2-4. 
~ De Morib. Germ. § 15. 

~ 1 ehron. xxix. 20-22-
1\ I-list. des Insts. de Moise, 1. 2. c. 2. 
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more sacred in the eycs or modern nations. This beautiful 
system of govel'llment inventcd in the woods indeed! Its 
true source is the inspired legislation of Moses. Besides 
their military chiefs (the council to which Tacitus rcferred), 
the Hebrews hau Il senate of civilians, as well as a house of 
commons. They recognized three distinct crowns; the 
crown of the priests, tIle crown of the law, and the crown 
of the king; in other words the sacerdotal or conservative 
power, the legislative power, and the executive power. 
Besides, how many of the Englisll have ever read Tacitus ~ 
Whereas the bible, fOllnd in every house, Las exercised the 
greatest inflnence over tLcil' manners and institutions, anu 
11Ils producod 1110re than one point of resemblance between 
the ancient people of Israel and the first nation of 1l10dern 

• 
times, which Lat! comprehended the whole power of law, and 
Las founded its polity on t.he principle, thnt laws ought to 
govern, rat.her tltan the will and pleasul'e of the prince . 

• 

• 

OHAPTER VII. 
• 

The Hebrew Oraole. 

• 

TIlE fact that the original sovereignty of' the Hebrew state, . 
though 1y the fl'ee consent and sufi'l'!!ge of the people, was 
\'cstml in J chovah, distinguisheu this gU\'cl'nmcnt from all 
others, ever known among men. This circullIstance would 
lIaturally lead us to look for some peculiarity of organization 
in the political st.ructure. Nor docs the history uf' the 
government, contained in tho writiJlgs of' its founder, disap
puint such expectation. This lJl'gnllic pl:ouliarity appears ill 

• 

• 

• 
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the oracle of J ehovuh, as an essential. part of the 
tititntion. 

I 

• 

..... 
• 
, ... 

.. / 
\ '" , 

, 
• • • to , 

, , . , 

civil con-
'. 

"r e have already seen,* that tllCre was a strong theocratic 
clement ill the Israe1itish constitution; so strong, illdeed, 
that the gO\'ernlllent IH1S been commonly culled a theocracy. 
In what manner Ilud thl'Ollgh what agencies, did this element 
ill the governlllent make itself' practica11y felt ~ The generul 
:lIlswcr to this question is: It WIlS bY'means of the oracle 
of Jehovah. With the vj'JW of shedding, if possible, sOllle 
light on this obscllre but intel'esting point, I propose to ill
ljuire briefly into the nntme and functions of the Hebrew 
tlraclo, to institute a comparison hetween it and the oracles 
uf' pagan HntitIllity, and to vindicato the wisdom and bel}evo
J once of snch an institution, ngnil1tlt the sneers and sophistries 
of infi(le!ity, by showing its admirable adaptation to the 
infant state of the world and the church, 

The oracle played a conspicnous and most important part 
ill tIle estahlishmellt and admillistmt.ioll of the Jewish theo
Cl':wy. That incu1l11Jamhle snmmary of the Mosaic code, 
allLI of all ll1ol'al duty, the decalogue, was uttered, amid 
terrific t}l\1udorings and Jightcuings, frol11 dw mysterious sym
hoI of the Divinity, in all articulato voice, wl}ich l'cacllCd 
every cal', and penetrated evel'Y. heart, and awed every uuder
btanding, of the lIIighty Illultitude, that crowded al'ouud the 
l)ase of lllount Sinai. So also all tlw }'cst of the IJolitical, 
civil, moral, and religious laws of the IIehrews were dictated 
hy t1e oracle, though they were aftel'waJ'd, as observed by 
Dr. Spring, in his "Discourses 011 the Obligations of the 
1V urld to the Bible," passed upon and adopted by the legal 
assemblies of the nation. The Ol'ac1e, in the forlU of the 
cloudy pillar, regulated the motions of the Israelitish armies: 
" For when thc cloud was taken up frolU the tabernacle, the 
children of Isruel journeyed; and when the cloud rested, 
there the children of Israel pitched their tents; at the com-

• 

:< B. 2, C. 2. 

• 
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llland of Jehovah they journeyed, at the command of Jeho
vah they pitched."* How far the oracle directed the military 
affairs of the Hebrews, plainly appears in the history of the 
Onllaanitish wars, and particularly in the story of the siege 
:Iud capture of' Jericho.t In the ear1iel'~pel'iods of the C011l

munwealth, the uracle was cClIlstalltly appealed to 'on ques
tions of civil alld ecclesiastical law, iu settling principles uf 
state policy, and generully in affuirs of moment, appertaining 
to the pub] ic ndmillistt·ation. "In the time of Muses," OU
sel'\'cs )Iichaclis,:j: "the ol'ucle was unquestionably very COI1-

spicllo1ls. God llinl!,elf gave la\\"s to the Israelites; decided 
difficult points of justice; was constulltly vioiLle in the pillur 
of clond and fire; auu inflict. ",1 lJUliishments, lIot according 
to the secret proco.u ure of providence, but ill the most lllUlli
ic'St manner." The constitutiun of the IIebrcw j 1Il1gcs, both 
higher and lowor, the election uf cidl ruler.;, the cognizallce 
uf many causes, some ill the first instance, and others on 
appeal, wero branches of the sovereignty of Jehovah, as king 
(Jf Israel. The use of the oracle in deciuing difficult ·cases 
in law, is the more worthy of note, as it serves to explain tll\! 
cc,nstitnt.ion with respect to appeals. It was thus that the 
ol'Ucle decided the question, how persons uefilcd by a dead 
body should keep the passo\·el'.§ Thus also the oracle de
termine!.! the qnestion of fcniale succession, in the case of the 
daughters of Zelophehad." And thus it was the oracle, 
again, which declared the punishment of sabbath breaking.~ 
lIenee it may be seell, that the last resort both in civil and 
criminal cases, especin.lly when llew and uifficult questions 
were involved, was in the orucIe, and llot ill the opinion of 
the high priest alone, nor of' the judge alone, nor of both COll
jointly with the senate and congregation, unless they were 
fully agl·eed. If' a difficulty arose, the last appeal was to the 
oracle; in whose decision, the high priest did not give his 

* Numb. ix. 17, 18. 
~ Numb. ix. 6-10. 

t Josh. vi. 
II Numb. xxvii. 1-0. 

t Comment_ Art. 35. 
1]' Numb. xv. 32-36. 

-

I 

• 



, 

• 

• 

•• 

600 COJlBrENTARIES ON THE 

prinl.te judgment, but the oracle itself gave :final judgment 
. 1 * Jilt Ie case. 

Tl!e person charged with consulting the oracle, was the 
high priest. An objector may hero fisk: "Did not this open 
the door to corruption? :Might not an ambitious pontiff 
abuse such t\ trust to unrighteous ends~" Tbis difficulty 
may be best met by explaining to whom the consultation 
of the oracle was permitted; the occnsions on which it 
might te consulted; and the pl'obable manner of the con
sultation. 

rrhe oracle coultlnot be interrogated by finy mere private 
individiutl; not even by the high priest himself, in Ilis pel'
sOII~l capacity. This was permitted only to the chief magis
tl'ate, or other ·high functionary of the government. The 
occasions, on which the advice of the oracle could be asked, 
mnst he of a public nature. The matter of consultation must 
relate to a qnestion of public policy, of public morals, or of 
religions faith. Neither could the consultation take place in 
a clandestine way. The person, proposing the question to 
the high priest, remailled with him during the ·ceremony. 
Josephus uftil'tIlS, that UIIY pel'son who chose might be pre
sont Oil such occasiolls. t This would be an effectunl gual'd 
against collusion, and an ample guarantee for the fuirness of 
the tl'nnsaction. The office of the lllgh pricst, in tllis parti

culm', was that of a mediator, 01' middle man. He was 
herein simply the channcl of communication between the 
ilel)J'cw state and its Divine head. It is remal'kable, tlHtt 
thel'e is not nn installce 011 recol'd, in the Jewish annals of a 
high priest, \\'110 abused this trllst to unwol'tlJY ohjects. 

The opinion of leal'lled alld judicious authors, as to the 
manner of' taking the sellse of the oracle, is this: The high 

• 

* See to\\'m. on Ch', Gov, Heb. e. 11. 
t See in confirmation of these views Numb. xxvii. 21, and Prideaux'S -

Connes:. vol. 1, p. 155 seqq. with the authorities cited by him. Also 
Josephus Antiq. 1. 3, c. 10, 
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priest clutheu in his pontifical garments, and having on the 
bl'eastplate of judgment, in which were the mysterious urim 
and thllll1mim, symbolical of the clearness and fnlness of 
the oracular respom;es, presented himsclf befi)ro the veil of 
the tabemacle, 0\'01' against the mercy sent, the illlmediate 
residence of the Divine presence. The mngistrate, who callie 
to (;Ollsult the oracle, stood directly hehind him, and pro
pounded the question, which was repeated by the priest. 
The allswer was rottirned in an undible voice, in torms ex
plicit, direct, mid unamhignous. 'This cxplnins the reason 
why the holy of llOlies, where the mercy scat stood, if'; so 
often caned' the orucle. It WHS because from thence, God 
return cd answers to those, who callle to ask coullsel of him, 
on behalf of the public conscience, or the public admin
istration. 

That the responses were returned in all articulate voice, 
seems probable from several expressions of holy writ. When 
the ten commandments were given on Sinai, it is said, that 

. " God SI'AKI;: all these words."·* In regard to the subsequent 
lnws, it is dechll'ed that " Jehovah SPAKE unto Moses, saying."t 
'When lIfoses went into the tabernacle to learn t.b.e divine 
will, it is recorded ot' him that." he heard the voice of one· 
SI'EAKING to him from oft' the mercy seat.t Similar fOl'ms of 
expression are used ill referonce to the like occasions in after 
ages, from all which the conclusion seems warranted, that 
the responses of the Hebl'ew oracle were rendered in an 
audible voico, and without secrecy, craft, 01' ambiguity of any 
kind.§ 

I have said a11o,·e, that the person charged with. consulting 
. the oracle was the high priest. 'l'he obser,·ation, however, 
ollght not to be omitted, that there ",el'e two ways, in which 
the oracle expressed its will, in one of which the. Iligh priest 

, ·k Exod. xx. 1. 

~ Numb, ix. 0. 
other places. 

t Exod. pnssim. 
Jmlg. i. 1-2. xx. 18, 23, 28. 

t Numb. vii. 80. 
1 Sam. x. 23; and many 
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lInd no sllure. This was Ly a voice from tlle sheldnah di
rectly. It was in this way that tIle ten commandments were 
given, in which case the oracle was heard by the whole He
brew nation. In this manlier) also, the other civil laws, 
gi\-en at Sinai, wero dictateu to 1I10ses. 'Vhat the exact 
nature of the phenomenon, calleu tllO sheldnah, was, we can
not with certainty determine. " ,\Ve can only say, thnt it 
appeal's to. have been a concentrated glowing brightnes&, a 
preternatUl'al splendor, an eft'nlgent something, which was 
appropriately eXl)J'essed by the term glory; but whether, in 
philosophical strictness, it was material or immaterial, it is , 

probably impossihle to determine." , 
But notwithstanding this, it still remains hue, tIlnt the 

ordinary mode of consulting the oracle, was through the high 
priest, by U1'im and thullllUim. It is not material to the illus
tration of this part of the ISI'aelitish constitution, that we 
should Imow precisely what these terlllS mean. Yet it may 
gl'ati(y t.he readel' to be intbrmed of the several opinions, 
entertained by the learned on this point. All tllat the scrip
ture says cOllccl'lIing nrim Ilnd thuJIIl1lim, is, that they were 
sometlJing put by Moses into the breast-plate of tIle high 

,priest. The breast-plate was a piece of cloth duuLled, of a 
span square, in which were twelve procions stones, set ill 
sockets of gold, and having tile IIllmeS of the twelve tribes of 

, Israel engraved on them. In this, then, the llrilll and thum
mim were placed. FoUl' principal Opilliolls have obtained as 
to W11l1t t}wy were, The first is tlmt they were two small 
images, which, encle/sed within the fuld of tllC hreast plate, 
gave out the omcnlar unswcrs. This is the idea of Philo 
Judaens, ill which he has been f()l1owcd by later wl'itel's. But' 
jt is too IlCathenish a conceit to lJG fOI' a 1ll00llent entel'billed. 
It lias be 011 well CIJll1'llctorized ns " a Tallllndi,caI cllmel, wllich 
lIO olle in his wits can ever swallow." A second opinion is, 
that tho urilll and tJllIlllluim consisted ill a peculiar radiance, 
or shining ligllt, with which certaiu of the letters, en-
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graven on the breast· plate, were invested, when a. question 
had been put; so that these luminous characters, being pro
perly arl'Unged, gave the answer to the inquiry. This was 
tile notion of Josephus. Dl'. pJ'ideaux has trimnphantly 
refllted it; but his answCl' is too long to be inserted here. A 
third opinion is that of }Iiclmelis, in which he is fulluwed by 

• Jahn. These writers think, tllat the urim and thummim 
were simply a sacreJ. box. They suppose it prohable, that 
three stones were used, one of them mnr],:cd with an affir
Illative; a second, with a negative; and the third, OZrtnl.: i-. 
and that Moses COllllllUllfIed these to be kept within the 
doubling of the breast-plate of the priest. This of course 
would require the question always to be put in such a way, 
that it could be answcred with a silll)Jle yes 01' no. But 
there are various responses ill the scri l'tllrcs, incollsistellt with 
the truth of this theory; especially that contained ill 2 Sam. 
0: 23, 24, where explicit and detail~d directiona are given. 
The iOUl'th opinion is that of' Prideaux, who thinks that by 
nrim and tlllunmim we are not to understand any thing 
yisible and corporeal, but only a dh'ine ~irtue and power, 
given to the hreast-plate ill consecration, of obtaining oracu
lar answel'S ii'om Gud, whene\'er coullsel was asked of him 
by the high priest, ill the prescribed manner. AmiJ. this 
conflict of opinion, one thing seems sufficiently e\'ident, that 
the answers were rendered in an audible voice, and thllt the 
breast-plnte, bearing the l~ames of' the twelve tribes, invested 
the high priest with Ilia true representative chal'llctcr, and 
thus enabled him successfully to ask counsel of Gud.* 

In comparing the Hebrew oracle with the oracles of pagan
ism, lJlY rcmUl'].;s will em hrace the period of their resJlective 
institution; the times, occasions, and conditionE of consulting 

* See on this subject Lowm. on Civ. Gov. lI,eb. c. 11; PrhIenux's Connex. 
Vol. 1. pp. 155-160 j Mich. Comment. Al-t. 52; Jnhn's Archaeol. Art. 369 j 

• 

Smith's Hob. Poop. p. 533; and CaImot·s Dict. Art. Urim and Thummim. 
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them; the machinery of consultation; and the nature of tile 
rcsponses uttGl'ed by each . , 

Infidel writers have represented the Hebrew oracle as a 
mere imitation of those of pagan institution; a graft from 
one system of hnposture, into another but little better. 
lIforgnn Emys, that" while the Jews were in Egypt, they had 
ueen dazzled by the infallible declarations of .Jupiter Am
mOil." Sir Isaac Newton, however, places tho birth of' Ammon 
more than 400 years after tIle Exodus of Israol out of Egypt. 
These nrc the words of this illustrious chronologist: "The 
year befo),e Christ 1002, Sesac reigned in Egypt. He erected 
temples and ol'llcles to his fhther in Thebes, Ammonia, und 
Ethiopia; and thereby caused his fhther to be worshipped as 

• 

a god in those countries. This WilS the originnl of the wor-
ship of Jupiter Ammon, and the first mention of oracles I 
meet with in profime history. The Greeks, in their orncles, 
imitated the Egyvtinns; for the oracle of Dodonn, which was 
the oldest in G.'eoco, was set up hy an Egyptian woman after 
the oxample of the oracle at Thehes."* Thus it appears, 
according to this high chronological authority, tlmt, instead 
of the Jewish oracle being nn imitation of the pagan oracles, 
the rc\'erse was the fact. The latter drew their original 
ii'om the fi))'lJ]or. 

The Hebrew orncle could be consulted at all times, when 
the occasions of the state required; the (hecian, only on 
pnrticu]at, days of a particular month in the year. It is 
ol}\·jous to rClIHlI'k, what an a(h'antllge this gave to the priests 
of' those lying' divinities to anticipate the questions to be pro
posed, and to fi'aJlle skilful and deceptive replieR. 

The JIebl'Ow ol'l1clo conld he consulted only by som~ high 
public fnllctiolllll'Y, all(l when f}lwstiolls of moment, relating to 
the goverllment ot' the re)Jn lIlie, dell1anded resolution. The 
Grecian ol'aclcs refuscd not their utterallce to any l>orS01l8, 

• 

* Empire of Egypt, p. 207 • 
• 
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nor upon any occasion, pl'ovideu only that the fee was suffi· 
ciently ample to cause them to break silence. . 

This leads me to remark upon another distinction between , 
the two institutiolls. No money was ever received for con
sulting the J owish oracle. The offer of it would have been 
an insult to biOI, whose voice was heard in its responses, 
The Grecian oracles were sources ot' vast revenues to the priests, 
The wealth of the Delphian oracle exceeded that ot' the most. 
opulent states and princes. Its treasUl'y blazed with uncounted 
jewels, and groaned beneath the masses of gold and silver 
thnt filled its capacious vaults. 

Another point' of dift'erellce appears in the maclnnery of 
consultation, and the character ot' the responses. Nothing 
can be more simple than the method of consulting the divine 
oracle j nothing less ambiguous than its answers. But what 
endless mystery, and mlllumel'Y, and cumbrous rites of divi· 

• 

nation, accompanied the responses of the heathen oracles I 
These were always so cOlltl'ived us to be susceptible ot' a 
double intcrpretation. III proof of this, the reader's atteu· 
tion is directed to the response of the Delphian oracle to 
Croosus, t.he powerful monarch of the Lydian empire, respect
ing the issue of his wur with Cyrus. Its plll'port 'Was, that 
he should o\'el'tUI'Il a great empire, and that the Persians 
would not conquer him, till they had a mille fOi' their prince. 
History has recorded the result.. The wily priests had well 
cOllsidm'et1 their answer. They knew nothing of the issue. 
Huw could they ~ But they lIlust clutch the treasures ot' 
Lydia's richest sovereign. To this enu, they must flatter his 
pride. And they must maintain tho credit' of their oracle, 
whichever way fortllno might decide the contest. With. 
demoniac cunning did they ft'arne the respouse to answer all 
these enus. When the unhappy Lydian, lured to his ruin by 
their lying flatteries, dal'ed to reproach them with their decep
tion, with insulting SCOl'll they replied: "U ngratet'ul fool I 
you ha\'6 overturned a great empire, even that over which 

• 

• 
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;rou reigned, and your throne und sceptre }Ju\"e been wrested 
from you by thOi mule of our oracle, e\'en Oyrus, who, his 
filther being a Persian and his mother a Median, fills the ,-

measure of its import." BellOhl the system! Behold the 
commentary! Each worthy of the uther, and yoth of that 
infcmal craft and policy, in which they had their origin. 
One IHlrdly kn(\WS against whom to fcel the greater indig
nation; whether against the contrivers of' such u system of' 
delusion, 01' the bold blasphemer, ",IIO dares to liken it to 
that oracle of eternal tl'Uth, whose immaculate responses 

were fitly symbulized by a legend, which signifies, " LIGDT8 
• 

AND PERFEOTIONS." 

Infidels hl1\'e indulged in a superabundance of malignant 
and silly ridicule over tIl is divine oracle; but with their usual 
want of inquil'y and reflection. I admit, that it is an ex
traordinary instituti(\n. I admit, that it is altogether without 

a parallel in the history of the world. 'But this is no argu
ment ngainst either the fact 01' the wisdom of it. No other 
eh'il society has ever been formed for precisely the same ob
jects, nor existed under exactly the same circumstances. No 
other civil polity e\'e1' proposed, as its main end, the ove1'
throw of' idolatry, the preservation of true religion in the 
world, and the education of' mankind for a more spiritual aud 

universal dispensation of grace. Add to this, that the human 
race was then, as it were, in its infancy and nonage. It had 
but few abstmct ideas. It was, for the' most part, confined 
in its mental operations to sensible objects. In such n. state 
·,f tbillgs, philosophy itself would toach us to look for just 
Huch an institution as the Hebrew omcle. l\.nd whell we 

. JiJ\d it llIaking its appeamnce in the Jewish church, enlight
ened reason is prepared to exclaim ill the lunguage of revela
tion, "Oh the depths of the riches both of' the wisdom and 
knowledge of' God." 

The oracle was the institution of all others, adapted to the 
mental condition, hahits, and needs of the Hebrew people. 
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It operated as a sall1tary check t.o the ignorance and rashness 
of both rulcrs and people. By powcrfully impror,sing tho 
imagination through the senses, it supplied the place of a 
strong, r~alizillg cOllception of an iufinite nnd olllDipl'esent 
spil'it, which was wanting in that minority and pupilage of 
the natioT!. It SCl'VCU to detach their affections and thtlir 
t\'ust frum the pompous· and ulluring idolatries of their 
heathen neighbors. This sensiblo manifcstatiull uf the Deity, 
-the cluud of' glory shooting IIp to mid-heayen in a columu 
of massy splendor, or rcsting in luminous folds over the 
mercy-seat in the holy of llOlies, ·is so far from being incre
dible, that, wllilc scripturc affirms its truth, reason and 
,philosophy declare its expediency. The divine oraclc with 
its attendunt dsible gluries, t.he ark, the mercy-seat, the 
cherubim, the luminous cloud, the breastplate of judgment, 
with its mystical urim 11llc1 thummim, and the audible re
sponses ot' the Deity, f(lrmed a school, designed, with ad
mirahle wisdom and condescension, fur tutoring the infant 
intellect and heltl't. of' the wOI'ld, and training them np to 0. 

full spiritual mat.urity and strength. "1'0 pour coutempt, 
theref'llre, on these extraordinary appearances, as absurd and 
romantic fahles, would be as unphilosophical anu as ungrate-, 
ful, as it would be for It child, when arrived nt manhood, tu 
censure and despise thosc conuescending methods, by which 
pm'ental wisdom and love had moulded and carried furward 
his childhood to manly \'igol' and underslanding."·)Eo I,et ns 
not be guilty of the folly, the injustice, we llIo.y say, of mea
sl11'ing the intellectual and religious W:luts of a comparati"ely 
rude and inf~lnt state of society, uy those of om' own more 
cultivated, morc enlightened, lIlore spiritual, more manly, 
and christian age OT the world. And while we admire the 
beauties of the dawn, and adore the wisdom and ucnevolence 
of those eat'ly peneillings of spiritual1ight, let us rejoice and 

* Tappan's Jewish Antiquitie8, Lect. 6. 

• 
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be grateful, that the full-orbed sun has arisen upon us in all 
his splendor. 

"In the oracle, then," to' conclude this chapter in the 
words of Lowmall,* ". we seo a considerable plll't of the He
brcw constitution to direct the councils of tIll' 'dted tribes, 
the political wisdom of which is seldom rClli:tl'kctl ill tho 
civil government of that nation. Thero was a cungregation 
of all Israel, or assemhly of tho people, that nll things might 
bo dune with general consent. Thero was a senate of wise 
aIHI able persons, to prepare things by pJ'edous deliberation 
and consultation, that things might not be concluded rashly 
in n popular assembly, bcfore they were matmel,)' considered 
and eX'lmined by men of wisdom and experience. There 
was a juuge to assemble the states-general on pl'oper occu-

• 

siolls, to preside in their nssem blies, and to command the 
armies of the united prodnc(ls, and to see the national reso
lutions duly executed. And finally, here was an oracle, 
which was to be consult.ed hy the high priest on gl'eat occa
sions, that no rash resolutions of the people, sen ute, or judge, 
might be brought into execution, in cases of moment and 
difHcnlty; but they wore to a~k counsel of God, or to obtain 
the royal assent of Jehovah, as king of Israel, by his oracle. 
This was a wise provision, to preserve It continnal sense in 
the IIcbrew nation of the principal design of their constitu
tion, to keep them from idolatry and to the worship of the 
one true Guel, as their immediate protector; and that their 
security and prosperity depended upon adhering to his coun
sels and commands." 

.* Civ. Gov. Bcb. c. 11. 

, 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

The Hebrew Priesthood. 

I USE the ternl priesthood 1101'0 in an enlarged sense. I 
include, under that designation, the whole tribe of Levi, as 
possessing a sacerdotal or sacred ellaracter. It is of this 
tribe, that I now propose to treat, in its constitution, its func-

o tinns, and its rcvenues. No part of the :Mosaic institution 
has been, cither mOrc grossly misnnilerstood, 01' more wick
celly misreprescnted. It is proper, therefor~, to examine it, 
in the relations jm;t indicated.* 

The tribe of Levi had an organization quite different from 
that of the other tribes. These were settled in distinct pro
vinces, and had ench a go,'ermnent of its own. This had no 
landed property, did not live together, and 'Was without an 
independent government. Its members were' dispersed 
through all tlle territories of Israel; drew their livelihood 
from the other tribes; and were subject to the government 
IIf the province, in which they lived. 

Uow this happened, it is interesting to inquire. On the de
parture of the Israclitcs from Egypt, all their first-born males 
wel'e sanctified to the Lord, and destined to the altar. Bnt 

• • 

* On the subject of this chapler, sec I.owm. Civ. Gov. Hel). e. 6; Cunneus 
de Repub. Behr. I. 2. e. 1; Mich. Comment. Art. 52 j .Jahn's Hob. Com. b. 
2. e 12; Salvo lnst. de l\Io'i~e, 1. 2. 'c. 1. and 1. 3. C. 3; Fleury, l\Ianners of 
the ISl'nelite8, Pt. 2. e. 22, nnd Pt. 4. e. 5; I.cwis·s Antiq. Heb. Rep. b. 2; 
ano. Harrington's Commonwealth of Israel, l). 2. c. 2. 
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the difficulty of obtaining from each family i~ first·born son, 
the difficulty of detaching them from their private intcrests, 
as citizens of such a tribe 01' such a town, rendered this mode 
impracticable. 1\10ses, therefore, without in the least changing 
t he original principle, su bstitnted, for this service, the tribe of 
T"evi, in place of aU t110 first-horn. But why was this tribe 
chosen? And: of all its members, why did Aaron and his 
sons obtain the priesthood? Two circumstances dictated the 
l)]'et'el'ellce of the tribe of Levi, the smallness of its numbers, 
and the zeal which it lInd displayed in punishing the Israelite~ 
for t.heir idolatry in the matter of the golden calf. The ta

lent, eloquence, and emincnt pu olic services of Aaron, which 
had already WOIl the admiration and gratitudc of his cOlm
tl'smen, pointcd 11im out as the perSall most worthy of being 
l'Uised to the second dignity in tl~e state. 

It is rem11l'kah1e, and c1eser\'es attention, as showing the 
delllocr[J.tic charactcr of this govcl'llment, that the tribe of 
Illyi, though designated by J chovah to the service of the 
temple, received its legal institution f't'om tho Hebrew people, 
as rejll'e;:cntclI in the states-generv1 of Israel. In tltofil'st 
i llstallcC, 1\[oses, with the senato and the congregation, conse
el'ated tho high priest amI his associates, tlll1S evincing, that 
it IJclongetl to the gcnoral diet to choose the chief pontiff 
from among tl:e l)riests most (Estinguished for tllCir ability 
and mcrit~ :lIHl to estahlish him in his charge.* Afterwards, 
tllc wllOle lH;selllbiy {)f the children of Isme! was convoked 
to induct the Io\-itical ordcr into their office. The peoi)le, 
hy tlleil' repl'i.'sentnth'es, laid their hands upon the Levites, 
a!ld the high priest consecrated them in the name of the chil
elren of Israel, fiS un oficring fl'eely made by them to Jehovah 
their Idng.t 

From the nhoyc detail it appears, that the designation and 
institution of the high priest belonged, not to the council of 
priests, but to the sonate, and mnst receive the confirmation 

." Levit. viii. 2-5. t Numb. viii. 5--22. 
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of the people through their deputies. But this will still 
more clearly appeal' from some examples in the Israelitish 
history. Auron had four sons. Two of them died without 
issue. Of t110 other two, Eleazar olJtaincd the high-priest
hood.* But this dignity was not necessarily hereditary in his 
family, for, nudel' the judges, it passed into the family of 11is 
brothel'. As to the motive for this change, and the manner 
in which it was made, tIle bible is silent. Bnt it informs us 
distinctly of the circumstances, which restored tIle dignit.y 
to the family of Eleazar. AbintLal', having taken part aga.inst 
Solomon, was deposed, and Zadoc elevated to the pontificate 
in his place. By whom was this done 1 It was the congre
gation of Israel, that ehose, anointed, and established Zadoc 
in this office.1- J osephns cannot be accused of partiality to 
democratic iueas, anl! still less of depreciating the rights ot' 
the priests; yet lIe admits, that this dignity was, and of right 
.,nght to be, conferred by the people. "When the nephew of 
the high priest Onias publicly reproaches his t!ncle with his 
conduct, he te]]s him, that it is strange that, hadng been 
eleyuted hy the peoplo to the IlOw,r of' the lligh"pl'iesthood, 
he should llm"e so little concern for the welfill'e of his COUll

try.* It was tho peoplo, wIlD ga\-c tho pontificato to Judas 
Maccabens.§ It was the people, ngain, who conferred tho 
sanlO dignity npon Ids bl'othel' SimoIl.!! In short, the great 
principle of the ancient Hehl'ews, in \vhich ,,-e recognize the 
gorm of the mode!'ll idea of tIle throe 1'o\\'oI's, was, that thore 
\yore three crOWllS in Israel, viz. the crown of royalty, tho 
crown of the priesthood, and the crown of tllC laW'. The first 
was bestowed upon David nIHl his descemlants; the second 
was given to Am'en anu his SOIlS; but the third,. which 
was Stll~Hor to both the others, was the inheritance of all 
Israel. The king, tho priest, the judge, all the magistracies, 
wore the creatures ot' the law; and the law was enacted by 

N · " .. * umO. xx. _u. 
~ Antirj. I. 12. c. 10. 

• 

t 1 (hr. nix. 22. 
II 1 ",rnee. xiv. 35. 

, 
-

t Antiq. 1. 12. c. 4. . 
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the people. The constitution, in its pnrts, was pervaded with 
the democratic spirit. . 

I pasa now to the inquiry concerning the functions of the 
sacerdotal tribe. l\Iorgan and other skeptical writers have 
,dshetl to discover in the I,evites a government of priests, 
intent solely on the enjoyment of sovereign power, and the 
exorbitant enrichment of their own order. Bllt this idea is 
,vithout foundation, and against truth, being wholly repug
nant to the genins and scope of the institution. 

The Levites were not a I'nere spiritunlity. Certainly they 
were the ministers of religion, and charged with all the fnnc
tions appertaining to tIle puhlic worship of Jehovah. But so 
close ,,'a,s the relation bet.ween the law and the religion of the 
Hebrews, that aU ecclesiastical persons were at tlle same time 
political persons. The entire tribe of l,e\'i was set apart to 
God, the king of this commonwealth. Politically speaking, 
they were Jehovah's ministers of state. lIence this tribe, as 
cOllstitutec1 by :Moses, was not only a l)l'iesthooc1, appointed to 
tIle serdee of the altar, but also a true temporal magistracy, 
lla\'ipg important anu vital ei"il relations. The burden of 
government was, in great measure, laid upon its shoulders. 
Besides perr.>l'111in~ the ceremonies of public worship, it was 
destineu to preserve in its integrity, and to interpret in the 
seat of justice, the text of t.he fUlll~alllental laws; to teach 
these laws to all Israel; to inspire the people with a love for 
them; to opposo aU its own authority and influence against 
any and ever,)' attempt to overthrow them; and to binel firmly 
together all the parts of the body l)olitic. 

Let the reader transport himself, in imagination, to the age 
when 1\10ses liyed; let him look at the circumstances, in 
whieh lIe found himself; let him consider the difficult.ies to 
be overcome by him; and this institution will readily become 
its own interpreter. 

III the midst of men ignorant, debased by shivery, and 
prone to superstition; in the midst of twelve distinct repub-

, , 
, ' , 
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lics, governed by their own assemblies, senates, and magis
trates, Moses felt deeply the necessity of some menns, both of 
elevating the people and of uniting in close and stroilg bonds 
all theso different parts of the body politic, S0ll10 means, 
which would continually recal their regards to the same end, 
and prevent the evils, to which federative republics are so lia
bk, where the individual interests of the several members 
are apt to overpower and bear down the general interest and 
weHitre. To obtain this agency, :Moses ghve to the tribe of 
Levi the particulnr organization, nndel' which we find it. He 
distrihuted it throughout all the other twelve tribes, and afl' 
f;igned to it certuin specific duties. The high lwiest, as pre'!
idcnt of the tribe and supreme interpreter of the text of the 
law, had his permanent J'c"idcnce at the capital of the nation. 
Thus the centl'c of the particular system of conservatism and 
union corresponded with tho centl'e of the republic itself. 
From this centre, the system spread itself out to the utmost 
extremities of the nation. Eve)'y where its influence was 
excrted to inspirc a love of law alJ<l order; to prOlhote peace; 
to cement the bonus of social and IJolitical union; to insure 
a constantly p)'ogressh-c civilization; in a word, to place con
tinually befol'e the eyes of all their countrymen that, law, to 
which their OWIl individlla! intel'cst and happincss werc indis
solubly united, 

Let us look at another dimenlty, which met the Jewish 
Iawgh'el' ill the fmming of his constitution, and particularly 
in the organization of this magistracy. The individuals to 
compose it must be tal,cn fl'om alllong men, who, instead of 
,\'-atching over the preservation of the text of' the lr.w, would 
quite as 1ilwly basten to change it according to their own 
caprices, and, instead of teaching it to others, would them
selves, perhaps, teal' and .laeerate its pro"isions, l)cyond the 
possibility of recovery. To pm'l'y this dangel', and at the 
same time to establish the institution npon natural guaranties, 
:Moses had recourse to the l)o,,"er ot' private interest. By 

, 
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making the functions of the Levites hCl'cdita!'y, he was en
abled to unite their cssential intercsts to those of the other 
tribes, by a comhinntioll, wlJich would; as it wcre, compel 
them to fulfil the objects of theil' charge, lie excluded them 
from all illheritance in the soil of Israel, and wade them 
wholly dependent, ill their p:::ivatc interests, upon the rest of 
the people.' Thus the Ledte would be led to attach llimself 
to the law, on which his own livelihood depeuded. IIe would 
seck the l,eace and welfare of the state, because they were 
tho necessary conditions of llis OWII. Selt:intercst would 
prompt him to respcct the law, in ordor that others might 
l'e,<;pect it. Scl(intol'cst would 10ltll him to publish it, that 
the prccepts which consecratcd his own right, might not bo 
forgotten. Se1f-intercst, in tine, would cause him to watch 
ovcr its entire cxecution, thus rna1dng of this tribe, a truo 
and powerful instrument of' cOllsel·vatislll. 

But while the tribe of Levi, as it came fl'om the hand of 
• 

:l\Ioses, constituted a t1'l1e ch'il magistracy, it was far from 
heing, as Morgan would Lave us believe, the tyrant of the 
state, No; the state llad Imt Olle mastcr under the constitu
tion of Moses, and that was the law., To this the sons of' 
I"evi were as llluch bonnd to submit, as the other citizens. 
" lex mujor sflcerc1otio," , the law is greater than the priest
hood, was the principle of tlJC Hebrew polity, How vast, 
lww radical, herein, the difference between the priesthood of 
Egypt and the pl'iestlJOod of Israel! l'he furlller wade the 
1:lW8 themselves, changed them at will, and COil cealed the 
lwokR ill which they were written from all pl'ofm~e eyes. 
The latter wore silllply charged with preserving the laws 
intact, with lweping them cOllstantly exposed to the eyes of' 
the people, and with teac1ling them all to all exactly. 

It' Moses, us is alleged, had really intended to form a 
• 

goVel'JIlrJellt (,f priests, clothed with absolute powers, would 
he, being of II sane mind: have pmsued the course thnt he 
did 1 Would JIG llave begnn, by stl'ipping the priests of the 

• 
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power conferred by territorial estates? Would he have con
tinued, by depriving' them of the authority derived from the 
command of tllC military forces of the nation? Woul.d be 
have ended, by withholding from them the influence, which 
illusion always enables the knowing to wield over the igno
rant? Moses was no stranger to these things. lIe had seen 
them ull, and he had seen their alll10st omnipotence, ill Egypt. 
These nre capital points in the argument; and it is idle to 
nttempteither to deny or evade their force. !Ioses took 
away from his priesthood the power derivetl 1'1'0111 propert.y; 
the IJower derived from military command; the power de
rived from illusions. What, then, did he lc:wo it1 Nothing 
but the power of the law; a law, which they did 110t mal,e, 
which they could not change, and which they were them
selves bound to obey. Here, surely, is no basis of tyranny. 
Ik.'Cl is no foothold for despotism. Here is no germ 01' ali
ment of ecclesiastical oppression. The Hebrew priests could 
hecome despots and tyrants, /)nly by overthrowing the con
stitution, which gave them being, and on which their whole 
livelihood depended. . 

One of the most important of the civil funct.ions of the 
sacerdotal order, under the Hebrew constitution, was that of 
acting as .indges. This required for its performance n large 
proportion of its mom bel'S. No Jess than six thousand of . 
them, in the time of David, acted as judges and genealogists. 
"The declaration of Moses on this point," says Michaelis, 
"is perfectly clear, Deut. 21 : 5. 'On the mouth of the 
priest shall every controversy and every stroke depend.' It 
was, in an especial manner, the business of the priests, in all 
disputes of a more serious nntnre, to pronounce the finnl de" 
cision, and Jay down the law, much in the same lll!l:nnel' as it 
is of our judicial faculties and tdbullals of appeal." Th(, 
words of 'Moses in his' valedictOl'Y ode and benediction to 
Israel, (Deut. 33 : 0, 10.) " He who said unt.o his father alld 
to his mother, I have not seen him, neither did he acknow'l-

• 
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edge his urctlll'en, 1101' lwew his own children, and sllall 
teach Jacob thy judgments, aud Israel thy law," must un
doubtedly be meant of touching these laws in the scnt of 
judgmellt; inasllIuch as the expressions employed refer to 
that impartiality, wl1ich is so essential an attribute of a good 
judge. 

Tbe Levitcs were also tbe litcrati of all the faculties. 
Tbey werc by birth obliged to de\'ote themselves to the 
sciences. They formed It sort of litel'UI'Y Ilri8tocl'Ucy, whose 
influence was intended to counteract the hasty measures, 
likely to result from the strongly democratic character of the 
gOYeI'IlI11cnt. TileY acted as physicians, as teachers, as 
tmnscl'ibers of books, as writers of contracts and other Inw 
papers, as chroniclers and historians, as astronomers, and as 
llul.thcll1atieia!ls employed in the sel'vice of the stutc. 

The tribe of I.cYi, then, comprehended the leurned of fin 
names; tllC sages fllld professors of lnw uncI jurisprudence; 
of mcdicine all(l p]lysiology, of tllC physical und mathemati, 
cal sciencc;3; in short, of' all tllC so called libem] arts and 

, 

sciences, the IJOS:3cssion and upplication of which constitute 
tllC ci\'ilization of n country. It was to be the chief instrll
IIIent of a continuing and progl'cssivc menta], morn], and 
religious cultUl'C of the peoplc. Its business was to produce, 
preser\"e, and perfect all tIle necessary SOllrces and conditions 
of natioual civilization; to fi.))'lIl and train up tho people of' 
the couutry to l)e ouedient, fi'ee, llsefu] citizens and patriots, 
Ii "iug to the benefit of thc stute, 11IHI lll'epnl'ed to die for its 
defcnce. 

Such, ill 11 political point of "iew, were the noh]e functions, 
snch the strongly cOllscrmti \'c churactel' of the shcP1'(htal 
urder, uuder the :Musaic cunstitution. Y ct the Hehrew 
priesthoud was fill' fl'OIll 1m \"iug ohtnined n rnngc of POWC1'S, 
c<lua] ill cxtlmt and magnitude to tlwt embodied in the col
lege of Homan puntifk Within the jurisdiction of thi:3 latter 
bouy Wf4l'C included, IJCsidcs what belonged to religious 
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affairs, adoptions, mm'riages, funerals, wills, oaths, consecra
tions, the care of the public annals, the arrangement of the 
calendar, and, in concurrcnce with the jurisconsults, tlie de
termination of the rules and forms of judicial TJl·oeedure.* 

• 

The revenues of the tribe of Levi next claim I)ur attentiol1:r 
These were undoubtedly liberal; but they have been greatly 
overrated and o\'erstated hy men, who would neither weigh 
the advuntages they gave up in return, nor take the trouble 
to inform themselves of the rcal nature, extent, and value of' 
their services to the state. Morgan, in particular, ha~ in
dulged in the wildest und most extravagant calculations, and, 
as Michaelis says, has called falsehood to his aid, with a view 
to exaggerate the amount of the already too great income of 
his suppoHed spirituality. 'Vhat, tllcn, was the l>rovision, 
which the law made for the priests and Levites, us near us we 
can ascertain it from the history? . The tribe ot' Levi, at the 
time of the enuUleration in the wilderness, contained t.wenty
two thousand males, or, probauly auout twelve thousand 
arrived at adult age. The other tl'i1>es llluubered six hUIl
dred thousand, capable of bearing arms. Consequently, the 
Levites constituted about a fiftieth pmt of the whole nation. 
Besides cities to dwell in, this tribe was to receivo a tenth of 
all tho produco of the land, both of fruit and cattle. From 
this it would appear, that the income of each individual 
Levito was eqnal to the averuge income of five other Israel
ites. But if we shonld conclude f.·olll hence, that this was 
the actual proportion, we should deceive oUl·selves. 

A variety of circumstances tended to diminish the tithe 
accorded to t.he Levites. 1. They were themselves obliged to 

* Ton-nsson, Hiat. de 10. JUl'ispr. Rom. Berryat-Saint.PriX, Hist. Ull 

Droit Hom. cited by Salvo 1. 2, C. 1. 
t I make 0. "eneral reference Ilere to the passages, which relate to thi.i 

. " 
subject, viz. Numb. xviii.; I.ov. ii. vii. and xxvii. 30-33; Exod. xxiii. 19: 
Deut. xxvi. 2-10; Exod. xiii. 13, and xxx. 11 seqq. I,ev. xxiii. 19, 20; 
Deut. xviii. 4: Exod. iv. 20. 
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lJilnd over a tentl. of it to the priests. 2. The whole luud of 
Israel wus not tithable; no woodlands, no timber, paid any 
tithe at nIl. 3. Evon the cnttle, which constituted uu impol't-

, 

nut, if not illuceu the most iUll)lIrhlllt part of tue Israelitish 
, 

huslJandry, paid olllya tithe of the young. When tJlO tenth 
11l1111), calt~ kid, &c, werc paid us tithe, the remnillder of the 
flock und the herd }laid I\uthing 11I01'e, ill woo], milk, butter, 
1'1' i1l'till. Helice it io plain, that the whole cOllutry of the 
JIcl'I'cWS lIy 110 \IICUIIS paid a tenth of its l)roduce to the Le
"ite;;, The gl'catel' purt of the soil, illdeed, us all tho wood· 
law}s filld pllsture g\'O\IIII.ls, eithcr llaid nothing ut un, or so 
t:light a pCI'ccntage, as to l)e really of little lICCOUUt. 4. The 
I'ellllitioll of tile tithes WIlS left Cllth'ely to the conscienco aDd 
the loyalty of euch indh-hluallsl't1clito, No compulsory pro· 
eci'S cuuld he illstitntcd to compel u payment ot' them; noither 

, 

dit! the priests (I\' the IlIHgistl'lltes hu\-e any snperintendence 
l.r U\'er:;igltt of the mattel'. It will readily be imagincd, that 
~he la\\' must. hare been often but pal,tiaHy complied with, 
IIllll sl'1I1etimcs wlwlly eluued. 'l'}Ult this was actually the 
('a"p, :ll'pell ; fl'ol11 a commllnd iss ned by king lie7.eldnh,f!o 
a\l(l fh'lIl the (~cns11\'es. n<hlresscd by the prophets to the He· 
1m'\\' peopll" t 5, It' 0110 01' moro of' the tribes abandoned 
thcllI~ch-es to idulatry, the I_e\'ites lost the revenues aecl'uing 
tll tltem frolll such tJ'iLcs. This undoubtcdly often happened_ 
Tlte tOllllitiull of' tlJC I_cvites could not ha\'e been olle ot' much 
l'l'ospcrity or ahuudance, at the time of the idolntry ot' :Micah, 
whell one of them, belonging to the tribe of J udnh, wns 
(ILlig-ell to gtJ 1l1)out the country, seeking fUI' somo employment, 
lind was glad to find it, evclI ill the service of nil idolatrous 
Israelitc, Oll condition uf rcceiving his food, ono suit of' 
cluthes, and ten shekels of' sil\'cr, (about fivo dollurs) by the 
~'cal'. A Illmnoruble CXIlIl1l'lc of' the ll)ss ot' rc\'cnue to the 
t:'llcel'flotnl tl'ibe f\'Om religious apostlley, we IlIlve in tho 11i:;
tory of the reign of J cl'ob(lnm, whon the J_c\'ites dl'h-cll ont 

, 

'* 2 Chr, xxxi. 4, t Jcr, ,-iii, 10: Mal. iii. 8. 

• 
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ii'om their habitations to make room fur idolatrous p1'iests, 
took refuge in Judah and Jerusalelll.* O. Another consider
able subtraction must be made from the income of tlie Le
"ites, if Ull opinion of J osepL Scnliger and Snhndort is well 
founded. 1 um 11ot, indeed, convinced, that theil' idea is cor
rect; neithcr am I cOllvinced, that it is erroneous. I shall, 
therefore, state the opinion, which they III\\'e advanced, and 
leuve the reader to examine antI jnclge for himself. It is well 

, 

known, that, besides the tithe ti:l\' the sll1'Port of the Levites, 
• 

the Israelites were required to pay a secull<1 tithe, whicll, 
howC\'or, was not properly of the nature of' a tax, since it wus 
to be consulIled by the l'eople thcmselves, at the offt!l'hig
feasts and other entertainments, in tho plnce which the Lord 
should choosc, to put his namc thel'e. To thC:5c, bC5ides other 
friends, they were admonished to invite Levites, widows, 
(Il'phans, stl'llngers, poor people, and theil' own ser\'lll1ts, thus 
gh'ing thelll an occasional seasun of festivity. There is also, 
npp:lI'elltly, lIIcntion made of n thir!l tithe fur e\'ory third 
year, to bo expended in simillll' festi\'c entcrtainments at 
home.; Three opinions ha\'e ohtained respecting this last 
mentioned tithe. One is, that it was rcally all additional tithe, 
distinct from the other two. ]!'or this notion, howe\'el', there 
doe!; not appeal' to be any suflicient foundation. The second 
opinion, which, as it is the 1II0re common, SeClll3, I con tess, to 
be the more probable, is, that what scem to be two tithes, 
were ill reality one and the same, and the law ill Deut. xi\'. 
28, 29, is merely a direction, requiring tlint so much of the 
second tithe us should not have been consumed ill offering
fenst3 at the place of the altar, shouM, during the thil'd year, 
be expended in similal' entertainments at home. The third 
opinion is that of Scnliger and Sal vndol', relcrrcd to II hove. 

it 2 Chr. xi. 13, 14. 
t De Dccimis, in tho Coli. of Sact'. Cl'it. P. 211, Hist. des lusts. do Moise, 

I. 3. C. 3. 
l Dcut. xiv. 28, 29: xx\·i. 12. • 
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It is, that every third yem' the tithe of the Levites did not 
• 

bclong to them exclusivcly, but was to be shared by tllem 
with thrc() other classes of persons, \1iz. widows, orphans, 

• 
and strangers, Upon the whole, it is manifest, that the in-
cOllie of a Lcvite must ]lft\'() fallen very far below that of five 
common Israelites. 

But it lJlay be suggested, thnt very important elements 
have been olllitted in mnldng the above estimate. I reply, 
that so f.'lr as the I~e\'itcs pl'oper are cOl1cel'Iled, nothing hIlS 
Leen excluded. The priests elljoyecl other l'e\'enues, to 
which I am now going to turn my attention, In the first 
place, they had a tenth of' the titlle of the Levites. Theil 
there were the first fl'l1its of tIle eat'lh; the firstlings of cattle; 
the rcdelll ption money for the iirst·uorll of IlIell ; portions of' 
(~\·er.r sacrifice, of which the hlooll Cllmc Ilot into the holy of 
holics; all tltiugs de\'oted; all llIatters of vow; the sldns of 
tlle bUl'IJt ofl'erings; allli somc other minor sOUl'ces of in· 
cOllle,~:' I do not 1I1Clltioll the half-shekel poll tax, ordered at 
the llUllIlJCring of the Israelites in the wildel'Iless, because I 
am conduced that that was paid hut once prior to the cap~i

vity, and that the Jews under the second temple, in making 
it an mllllml tribute, went beyond the l'c(l'lisitioll of the law 
of ~rosos. . 

The items of' income, enumerated above, undoubtedly 
fi.l!'lned a very considerable SUIll total, which came into the 
Ilfllltls of the priests, The question is, did it all belong to 
thorn as tllCir IJl'i\'atc pl'oporty, which they were at liberty to 
expend in wllflte\'cr way they pleased 1 The thing is impos
sible; and tilOsc who tlJink so, err egregiously. They con
fonnd two things, which are distinct in thelllselv,?s and ought 
to be carefully distinguished, the llIinister and the 1ninistry; 
and they imagine analogies hetween the Hebrews and other 
lIatiollS, which ha\'e no existence: except in their own faucy. 
'I'lie tabernacle first, and tIle temple afterwards, were not, 

* Numb, xxviii. 5-32, lind Lc\'iticus pn8sim, 

• 

, 
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like om churche8, wholly religions in their design.!\~(~:usc. On ~ 
the contrary, they had a chnracter and !\ pUl'pose enlirlc11t1'y - ---
l)olitical. Public worship was certainly performed there. 

• 

But there also the states-genernl held their sessions; and 
there the national treasure was kept. The Israelite; who 
consecmted any thing to Jehovah, mnst not be supposed to 
have devoted it to the priest in 1)erson, but simply to IJll.VC 
made use of his ministry to convey it into the sncred trea
sury, which was no other than the national tl·easnry. Not to 
the priests themsel yes, !herefore, but to Jehovah, belongeu 
whatever came into their hands. A liberal SU1\1 was, doubt-
less, allowed for the support of tllcir families; hut, after this 
had been tnken out, the rest became a part of the public 
treasure. 

This is wl~at I had to say on the constitution, the functions, 
and the revenues of t.he sacerdotal h'ihe among the Hebrews. 
Three considerations the Levites rendered to the rest of tIle 
Israelites for whatever they received from them. 1. The 
tribe of Levi gaye up to the other tribes their whole share of 
the promised land, exeept so. lUuch as was sufficient to afi'orc1 
them n. place of habitation. 2. They parted with the right. 
of an independent goyernmcnt, such as the other tribes en
joyed, and completely sunk their political existence. ~ . 

• 

They gave up themselves to tll~ nntional service, as ministers 
of religion, ministers of state, magistrates, teachers of tIle 
people, and litcrati of all the faculties, as explained in a 
former part of this chapter; serviccs' tho most In.borioue, 
responsible, and useful to the commonwealth. For all this, 
they received a simple n.Jmuity., liberal it may be, but de-

. pending solely upon the national faith for Hs payment, whilo 
they divested themselves of all power of re-entry in case of
non-payment. Let the benefits surrendered and the services 
performed be weighed in just balnnces, und the rent-roll ot" 
the tribe of I .. evi will apllcal' rather helow than abovr- the 
demands of reason and justice. 

• 
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CIIAPTEU IX . 
• 
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The He brcw Prophets. 

, 

, 

" .. 

, 
, 

, 
, 

, 

TIm right nndel'sbmding of the propllCtical office among 
the Hebrews will thow lIIuch light on the ~fosaic constitu
tion, and stdkillgly evince the popnlar character of tIle Isra
elitish government. On this point, far be it from me to dis
turb the faith, wllich we have inherited f!'Om our fathers, or 
to unsettle, in lmy mind, the received opinion concerning tIle 
true divine inspi\'lltion of the IIebl'ew prophets. I receive, 
with implicit and ullqucstioning faitl], tllO testimony of Paul, 
tlHlt "all scripttll'c is gi\'en by inspiration of Goc1,"* and 
thc tcstimony of Peter that" holy men of God spake as they 
were moved hy the Holy Ghost."t N C\'cl'theless, to foretell 
fllt11l'e events, lind to impart religious truth and spiritual les
sons, wcre not the whole duty and office of a pl'opllot, under 
the constitlItion of :Moscs. ' 

DoulJtless, the lIIost hnpol'tant functions of the Hchrew 
propllCts were, in t111:'l strict senso, religious in thcir character. 

, The oflicc of tllO prophets was much more like that of our 
Illodel'll clergymen, tllall wns the office of the priests, who 
lwd, 'in fllct, uut few poiuts of resemblance to tIle ministry 
instituted hy Ohrist.; The prophets were the prenellCl's of 

* 2 Tim. iii. lG. t 2 Pet. i. 2l. 
t A singlc fact is dccisil'c of tlli~, viz. their living in citics lJY thcm-

8cll'cs. How could chri~tian pa~tol's di~clmrgp, their appropriatc functioDs, 
how could they fulfil the cOlllllland to watch fol' 80111~, if t1lC'y dwelt in 

• 
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the ancient cllUrch. Accord~ng to Augnstinc!-)(' tIleY were the 
philosophers, divines, instructors, and guides ot' the HelJl'ews 
in piety and virtue. These holy men were the bulwarks ot' 
religion against the impiety of princes, the wickedness of in· 
dividuals, and every kinu of imU1oralit.Y"~' But by far the 
most important part of their commission was to foretell the 
coming and kingdom of the l\Iessiah, with their attcndant 
circutlJstallcc~, and, by slow degl'ces, yet with constantly in· 
creasing clelll'lless, to acquaint their countrymen with the 

, 

approaching change of their economy, and with the nature of 
the lIew, more spiritual, and universal dispensation, which 
was to succeed it.:\: 

Still, as hinted above, the duties of the prophets were not 
wholly religious. Their relation to the civil state was lIot, in· 
deed, fixed by any constitutional provision, or legal enactment. 
They did not form a component pat't of the political systel11.§ 
They were lIut a hranclt of the llIachinery of government. 
Y ct their nuthority and influence in affairs of state was by 
no mealls inconsiderable. They were, so to speak, the privi
leged state,moralists, gmu'dians, and popular orators of the 
republic. Coleridgell speaks ot'them us uniting tl!..; functions 
and thrcefold character of die Roman ccnsors, the t"iLul1cs 
ot' the pcople, unu the sacreJ college of augurs. The histo· 
rian Schlusser~r says: "'V e heal', in the prophets, the ,'oiee 
or'tl'lle patl'iuts, who, standing upon a provision ot' the law 
of l\losc&, spake the truth to the people, to the priests, and to 
the kin"·s." IIorne*'+ spenks of them as possessing great au-

~ , 

thority ill the Israelitish state, and as highly esteemed by 
the pious so\'el'eigns, who undertook 1,10 important affnirs 

isola tell towns, twenty, thirty, or fifty miles apart, instend of Ih'ing us now • 
• 

among their l'c~pcctive flocks 1 
* Dc Ci "itat. Dei, 1. 18. c, 21. 
l' Homo's Int. Pt. G. c. 4. t \V nrhurton's Di v. Leg. I. 3. Appendix. 
~ J. A. Al'~xandcl"s Enrlier Prophecies of Is. IntI'. p. 10. 

• 

11 l\lnnunl for Stntesmen. ~ Citlld lJY Sah'. I. 2. c. 3. ** l't. 5. c. 4. . 
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-
,,-ithout consulting thcl1I. Alcxandcr* represents their infln· 

-

cnce in the government as very powerful, not jndeed by offi· 
cial, formal actioll, but as special divine messengers, whose 
authority could not be disputed 01' re8istcd by any magistrate, 
\I itlwut abjuring. the fUlldamental principles of tho theocra
cy. Miltont cOllllJUrcs thom to the orators of the Greek 
democracies. The lincs whicII this sage and lcarned poet 
puts into the mouth of onr Savior, both from thcir truth and 
appusitcness, deser\'e to be cited here. 

" Their orators. thou then extoll·st. as those 
-

The top of eluquenee ; statists, indeed, 
And lorers of their country, as may seem; 
But herein tu our _prophets far uencath, 

• 

, 

As Jllen dh-illcly taught, and bl'tter teaching 
'I'he solid rulc~ of civil goYernmcnt, 
I n their majestic, unaffected style, 
Thun ull the oratury uf Greece nllli nome. 
In them is Illnincst taught lIud eu~iost leurllt, 
Whnt makes a IHltion happy, lUul keeps it 80. 

\\'hut ruills kingdoms and lays cities fiat." 

Nobly saitl, and truthful1y too! - The prophetical 
abound with the finest lessons of political wisdom. 

• 

• • wrltmgs 
I know 

of no compositions more worthy of the profound study of 
statesmcn and legislators, than the writings of the Hebrew 
prophets. In soven verses of his forty-seventh chapter, be
ginning at the seventh verse, tho prophet Isaiah, as COICl'idge 
has obscrved, revealed the true philosophy of the French re
volution of liS!), moro than two thousand years before it 
bccame fI. sad, irrcyocable truth of history. A collection of 
political JIlaxims, i(l!'Illing an excellent manual for stutesmen, 
mi~ht be culled from the books of the Hebrew prophets; a 
collection, which would surprise even diligent students of the 
scriptul'es by the Humber, the variety, tho purity, and the 
deep and comprehensive wisdom of its counsels. 

* Earl. Proph. Is, Int. p. 12, t Paradise Regained • 

• 
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But it is time to look at the institution of the prophetical 
office, as it is related in the Hebrew history. The record is 
contained in Dent. 18: 9-22. I cite the passage in a some
what abbreviated form, retaining, however, all the material 
parts of it. "When thon comest into the land which Jeho
vah, thy God, giveth thee, thou shalt not learn to do after the 
abominations of those nations. There shall not be found 
among you any * * * * that useth divination, or an obser
ver of times, or an enchanter, or a witch, 01' a charmer, or a 
consulter with famlliar spirits, or a wizard, or a necromancer. 
,,+ * * * Jehovah, thy God, will raise up uuto thee a pro
phet from the midst of thee, of thy brethren, like unto me; 
unto him ye shall hearken. * -x- * * But the prophet, 

• 

which shall presume to speak a 'Word in my name, which I 
have not commanded him to speak, or that shall speak in the 
name of other gods, even that prophet shall die. * * * 
When a prophet speaketh in the llaUle of Jehovah, if the 
thing follow not, nor come to pass, that is the thing which 
Jehovah hath not spoken, but the prophet hath spoken it 
presumptuously: thou shalt not be afraid of him." 

On this )?assage I oft'er the following observations. 
1. At the time when this law was given, it was the custom 

of mankind to pry into future events. No l)ropensity was 
stronger or more general than this; and religion was ulliver
sally regarded as the means of gratifying this curiosity. 
Indeed, it was looked upon as a chief service, which religion 
owed to her votaries, to give them information cvncerning 
the future. The nations, by whom the Hebrews were sur
rounded, had their various ways of peering into futurity~ 

some of which are enumerated in this law. i If no means had 
been provided, whereby the Israelites could fOl'eknow things 
to come, it would have been very difficult, considering the 
prying ctlriosity of those early ages, to keep them from des
pising their own religion, and resorting to the divinations of 

40 
• 
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their illolntl'Olls neighbors. All this is noticed by Origen,* 
ns a gronnd of necessity for the establishment of the prophe,-

• 

tical oflice in the Hebrew eommopwealth. To keep the 
Israelites thJll1 being c:ll'l'ied away hy the torrent of super
stition, which oY!>.l'floW'ecl and cOI'rupted the nntions, true 
l'eJi~inn was provided with an institution, whicl) should renHy 
flll'Ilish that lmowledge, which fnlse religion pretended to 
give. A constant snccession of trlle prophets would be It 

rowerful menns of weaning God's people from superstitions 
prnctices, and of keeping them from consulting diviners to 
disc()\'cr whnt should befal them. And this is precisely 
",llat God promises in the passage under eonsidel'lttion. 

2. This interpretation, which is the ob\'iolls and natural 
one, confutes tllfit which restricts the words to a propl)ecy 
respecting t.he ~fessial). Some interpreters do so restrict 
their import, 1,ecanse they nre expressly applied to onl' Snviol' 
hy Petcl'.i" Certainly the passnge has reference to Christ, 
since the apostle affirms it. But WllO is ignorant of tho 
fnli)('ss of meaning, which often inheres in the words of holy 
scripture? Bishop Middleton has well expressed the prin
ciple, which is npplicable here. He observes, that there are 
many pnssnges in the Old Testament, which are capable of 
It twofold application; being directly applicable to circum
stances then past, or present, or soon to be accomplished; 
and indirectly to others, whicll divine providence was ahout 
to develope under a future dispensation. Bloomfield,t while 
pointing out the IJeculiar resemblances between Moses and 
Christ, admits thnt, after nll, this rcfe.rence may not have 
heon directly in "iew, and accordingly, that this may be of 
the number of those passages, to which hishop Middleton 
refers, as being capnble of a twofold application. Dr. J. A. 
Alexandel'§ says, that one of the most plausible interpreta
tions of this passage is, t.hat it contains the promise of a con-

• 

* Contrn Celsum, I. 1. t Acts iii. 22. t In loco 
~ Introduction to EllrJ. Proph. Is. p. 12 . 
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stant succession af inspired men, of which succession Christ 
himself was to be the greatest. The WQl'd plausihle here is 
rather am biguous ; but it is evident, that the learned professor 
inclines to the belief, that the interpl'etation is ju~t, as well as 
plausible. . This is the decided opinion of l\Iichaelis,* in 
which I fully concur. Beyond a doubt, there is a douhle 
reference in t.he passage, viz. to the Messiah, and to the whole 
line of divinely inspil'ed prophets under the Hebrew theo
crncy. One of' these references did not suit the purpose of 

• 

Peter, while' the other did. He takes that which is in point, 
' .... ithout alluding to that which is not. But his use of the one 
reference is not, upon any just principles of interpretation, 
exclusive of the other. If a single prophet only is intended, 
and that one the Lord Jesus Christ, the context seems to be 
without meaning, and the whole passage out of joint. The 
words, then, are to be regarded as a record of the institution 
of a permanent order of men in the Israelitish commonwealth, 
of whom Jesus Christ, as he would resemble M05CS in being 

I 

the minister of a new dispensation and in his intimate COIl1-

munication with God, would at the samo time be the greatest 
and t.he most illustrious. 

3. 1'\\,(/ tests only of the truth 01' falsity of the claim to 
111'ophetical inspiration are here recognized, .viz. first, whether 
the prophet spake in the name of Jebovah or of fulse gods; 
and, secondly, whether or not a future event, foretold by hill1, 
lmppened according to llis word. Mil'ac1es could not be de
manded of him in proof of a divine commission to spi'tk in the 
name of Jehovah. The powel' of working wonders did not 
inhere in his official designation. As 101lg, therefore, as a 
pretending prophet was not eonvicted of being a lying pro
phet, he was to be tolerated, and was to go unl)unished, 
although he should have threatened calamity or even destruc
tion to the state. Whoever prophecied in the name of the 
true God, must be borne with, until an unfulfilled prediction 

* Comment. Art. 36 . 
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proved him to be an impostor.* The tJ'ial of Jeremiah, 8S 

related in the twenty-sixth chapter ot' his prophecies, casts a 
f:-trong light upon this subject. lIe had publicly foretold tho 
llcstructioll of J ernsalem. For this he was seized, and ar
raigned before the princes, or senate, as worthy of death. 
lIe ofiel'ed no other defence than that the I"ord had sent him 
to speak as he had, and he was willing to die in attestation 
of the truth of what he affirmed; ouly he added, by way of 
waruing, that, if they put him to death, they would surely 
bring illlwcellt blood upon themselves. lIe had done 
nothing, which, by the law of Moses, merited death, or even 
Cl.!nSllre. lIe had })l'edicted evil to the state, but that was 
not a crime, unless he had spoken it presumptuously. He 
might, indeed, be a false prophet, ill which case he would be 
worthy of death; Imt as yet there was no proof of it. If it 
,nls not a cl'ime to be a prophet, it was not a crime to predict 
calamity, for nations do not always experienc(l good fortune. 
It was his duty to foretell the truth, just as it llluJ. beeu re
vealed to him, whether it was agreeable 01' disagreeable. It 
is rcm:lrknLle, that there were l)rophets among his accusers; 
how llIany i8 not stated, but apparently not a fow. The 
court, after hearing the cnse, rendered a judgment of acquit
tal, ou the grouud both of law and precedent. They aver, 
iu their judgmcnt, that J eromiah had spoken in the name of 
Jehuvah, as the law required, alld that the fact of his fore
tclling evil cannot be imputed as a crime, since other pro
]Jhets had uone the sume without rebuke, of which they cite 
a memorable instance. And so the case was dismissed, and 
the accused set at liberty. The history of the procedure is 
very interesting, aud the rerder is requested to peruse it for 
himself. 

4. So far as the right of interdiction by mali: was con
cerned, this law gave a very broad liberty to the exercise of 
the prophetical office. Undoubtedly tIl ere could be no right, 

* Mich. Comment. Art. 30. 
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in tho sight of God, to assume t.his offico, without a true 
divino commission and a supernatural' divine inspiration. 
But, so fur as his fellow-citizens were concerned, eyery man, 
whatever his hirth, tribe, calling, or fortune might be, could 
say, "I urn a prophet." lIo could proclaim to the people 
tho conseqnences of their iniquities, and freely censure the 
conduct of tho magistl'utes, of the priests, of the senators, of 
tIle kings, of all. Ho could speak, l)l"eacb, exhort, reprove, 
and fulminate; and no man had the right to close his mouth. 
On the contrary, both citizens und rulers were bOlind to listen 
to him, when his voice was raised aga.inst corruptions and 
abuses, o.nu in fhvor of the just and the right.* There is no 
Beed to cite examplcs of the boldness and ener~y, with whieh 
the prophets I'Cprovcd the sins ot' n11, from the highest to the 
lowest. Natlum dared to say to Dlwid, "Thou art the 
man."t Isaiah audrcsscd tIle rulcrs as robellions, ns com
panions of thieves, as Im-iug l)\'i1>es, and as full owing after 
rowards.t Ezekiel speaks of the princes as resembling 
wolves ravening for their proy, in their eagerness to shed 
blood and get dishonest gain.§ Zel)haniah }'eprcsents the 
princes of Israel as roaring lions, her judges as evening 
wolves, her prophets as treacherous persons, and her priest.s 
as doing violence to t.he law.1! lfalachi charges upon the 
whole nation the crime of robbing God.,. 

5. This liberty, however, was restrailled by a sovore penalty, 
to be inflicted upon the false prophet. The prophet, who 
presumed to speak without a commission from God, was to be 
punished with death. The falsity of his claim to the prophetic 
inspiration could be evinced by proving, either that he had 
prophecied in the name of stl·"".;..: gllds, or that he had uttered 
a. prediction, which was fitlsified hy tho event. The reader, 
\vho would see the justice of so severe a penalty .fully 
vindicated, is referred to articles 252 and 253 ot' Michaelis's 

* Sltlv. I. 2, c. 3. 
~ Ezck. :uii. 27. 

• 

t 2 Sam. xii. 7. 
1\ Zcph. iii. 3,4. 

tIs. i. 23. 
,r Mol. ill. 8. 

• 

• 
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COlllmentaries on the Laws of Moses. The assumption of 
the prophetic office without authority WAA a species of treason 
in the Ismelitish state; and besides this, mischiefs of a fearful 
\IIagllitm]e flowed both fl'Olll the public predictions of' fulse 
prol'llOts, und from the secret practice of superstitious arts, 
such as furtune-telling, astrology, and divinations of' all sorts. 

6. The passage under consideration affords solid gl'Ound for 
belief ill the supernatural inspiration of the true prophets of 
Jehovah. VThlLt legislator, not bereft of the last spark of jl1stice 
!llld !Jmmmity, would punish with death a mere errol' in judg
ment ? Yet this charge it, in effect brought against Moses by 
those, who reprcsent the Hebrew prophets as nothing more 
than sagacious III ell , whosenatUl'al perspicacity enabled them to 
fiJl'esce and predict future events; men endowed, in a superior 
df',,;'l'ec, with the 1ilCulties of rCI1son, imagination, and genius. 
Coulll tllCre be a clem'er pruot', it' not that the prophets were 
supernatumlly inspircd, at least that Moses and his countrymen 
thought 60? Vnle:;:;, indeed, we are willing to suppose, that 
the lawgh'er hilllself' 1'Ilthel' deson"ed tho punishment, which 
110 threatcllcllngllinst the violators of his law. 

n pOll the whole, there can be no donut, that the pl'ophetical 
ofi1ce was delligned to be a great and iufluentinl element in 
the Hebrew go\'el'lI111ent. 'rho seventy elders, chosen as 
assistants to Muses in the val: \' of' Paran, were divinely 
inspiretl mon, nnd spake to the 1'1 \; under the influence of the 
Holy Spirit. From the vcry f'JlI .. ,latioll of the state, tcaehers 
snpel'Jlaturally enlightened were appointed to instruct the 
peuple ill rcligion, virtue, and law; and, in the darkest periods 
of the Hebrew histol'Y, God left not ltimsclf without inspil'ed 
witncs:;es to thc truth. At length tltere appeared what llUvc 
IJee]] called sehlluli) of' tlw prophets, that is, companies of 
yuung lIJell, taught and disciplined under the direction of' 
Samuel alltl uthel' aged prophets, wllo succeeded him. Not 
that tlic art of \il'ol'h<.fY uecame a branch of' Hebrew edncation. 
Three IJriucipal objects, we may rcasouubly conjccture, the 
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youths, who fi'equented these Bchoo1s, had in view, the 
• 

impruvement of their minds, growth in piety, and knowledge 
of the Mosaic law. From among the persons thus disciplined 
and instrnctetl~ the prophets were ordinarily, though not 
uniformly, selected by God, who cOllJllllmicated to thClm, in 
addition to the qualificatiuns fur tho pl'opheticul office thus 
ncq uired, t.he gift of' ills pirntioll. It was of the utmost 
i.mportance, that the pruphets shoulU have an ample and 
accurate acquaintance with the laws of Moses; and it was, on 
many accounts, better that tltey should acquire this by their 
own study, than by immediate inspiration. 

It would natnmlly be expectetl, that, uuder a law like that 
which we have been examining, the }Jrophets, true and 
pretended, would form a nUlllel'OUS body ill the state.· And 
Buch wa.~ undoubtedly the case. Evm'y city hall its prophets, 
who, says Oahnet,* in tho public assemblies on tho sabbath, 
at the new moons, and in the solemn convocations, preached 
to the people, and reproved the vllrious disorders und abuses, 
which appeared in the nation. Ezekiel has indicated, in 
a ruannel' extremely elegant and poetical, the duties of a 
prophet, under the Mosaic economy.t 'The prophets served 
as a connterpoise to the influence of the priests, the magistrates, 
and the senate itself, which rarely omitted, on important 
occasions, to· call for the advice of one 01' more of the 1110St 

renowned of these inspired men. 
Among such a crowd of popular preachers and orators, it 

will readily be ~magined, that multitudes wero lUere pre· 
tenders; and that thore was but a feeble minority of' uiviullly 
commissioned prophets. The mass spake without diYine light 
and guidance. Profaning the llame of Jehovah, and sacrific· 
ing the welfare of the state to their })l'ivate interests, they 
ignominiously Bold both their consciences and their discourses. 
Every page of the prophetical writings proves this. "Thy 

* Dissert. on the Schools of the HebrewB, ~ 11. 
t Ezek. xxxiii. 2, seqq • 

• 

• 

• 
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prophets," cries J eremiuh, "have seen vain and foolish things 
fbI' thce; nnd they lmve not discovered thine iniquity, to 
turn away t.hy captivity." In the same strain, Ezekiel inveighs 

• 

against the prolJlwts who daubed with nntempered mortar, and 
divined lies; and he speaks of a conspiracy of prophets, who 

, 

ravcned the IJI'cy like a roaring lion, and filled their hands 
with tl'(~aBnre and precious things. But what if some abuGes 
grew ont of the prophetical institution ~ It is better, as Sul
,udol" snys, to gh"e free course to torrents of vain words, than 
to arl'est a single one, about to be uttered by a true messen

gel' from heavell, 

• 

, 

OHAPTER X. , 

Conclusion. 

IN the toregoing pages, I have offered an analysis of the 
nebl'ow constitution, such us I conceive it to have been, 
when it came from tlle hand of the inspired Hebrew law
gh·er. The cunstitution contained a provision that, when the 
Israelites carne iuto the promiRed land, it sllOuld be submitted 
to the people, and formally accepted by them nIl. 'l'hey 
werc to be assembled in an amphitlleatl'O formed by two 
mOlllltains, Ellal, n hleak, frowning rock, towering 011 one 
sid\!, lind Gerixilll, springing up covered with vCl'dnro {lnd 
beauty 011 tIle uthel'. The ono lwight was a prophetic monu
ment (If' the Pl'o:;pcl'ity amI lovelincss, which wOllhl folluw 

tlw Gboei'vlLlICC of these illstitutions; tho other, of the barren

nes" and desolation, which a disregard of the constitution 

would incvitahly bring UpuJI tho llation. There the tribes, 

when the prol)CI' time camo, were ranged in order, and 

\ 

• 

I 
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listmed to its provisions; and there they signified their 
acceptance of it, by an act of free choice, which was binding 
on them and their children for ever.* ' 

The Hebrew constitution, in its substance and its t'"rlTIs, in 
its letter Rnd ita spirit, was eminently republican. The 
power of the people was great and controlling. This point 
is clear, even on a superficial examinntion of the subject. 
But not only so; it had also important and striking analogies 
with our own constitution, and with that other free constitu
tion, from which ours, in ita most essential features, 'vas 
taken; a constitution, which Mont,esquieu erroneously l'epre
sents as drawn from the woods of Germany, but which Sal
"adol', and truly \vithout'doubt, regards as derived from the 
Hebrew fountains. Whoever attentively considers the He
brew and British constitutions, and still more the Hebrew 
and American constitutionEl, cannot but be impressed with 
the resemblance between them. Theil' fundamental princi
ples are identical; and many of the details of organization 
al'e the same or similar. The rights of every person in the 
Hebrew state, from the head of the nation to the humblest 
stranger, were accmately defined and careful1y guarded. 
Even Ahab, an unprincipled tyrant, dared not invade the 
field of a vine·dresser, though the want of it was so keenly 
felt as to make IJim refuse his ordinary food; and his still 
more tyrannical and unprincipled queen, Jezebel, knew no 
method of compassing the same end, but through the 11er-

, 

verted forms of law and jnstice.t Every man was, in a poli-
tical sense, on an equality with the most exalted of the 
nation. The rulers were raised to' the dignities which thoy 
enjoyed, by the fl'ee suffrages of their fellow citizens. The 
laws, though proposed by God, were approved and enacted 
by tho people, throngh their representatives, ill the states
general of Israel. The Israelites exercised the right of meet
ing in primary assemblies, of discussing questions of public 

I 

* See Chr. Exam. for Sept. 1838. t 1 Kings xxi. 
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policy, and of pctitioning their rulers for the redress of griev
ances. Evcry Hebrew citizen was eligible to the highest 
civil dignities, even to that of the royal purple. The whole 
lllltioll constituted a republic of freemen, equal original)y 
even ill property, equal in political dignity and privilege, 
equal in their social stunding, and equally entitled to the 
care and protection of the governlllent. 

The Hehrew polity was esscntiully a system of self-govern
ment. It was the goverlllllent of individual independence, 
municipal illdepclltlcnce, and stllte independence, subject 
only to so much of central control, as was necessary to COll

stitute a true nationality, and to provide for the general 
deicllce and weltiu'e. Centralization was eminently foreign 
to its spirit.. The local governments loom out under the 
Mosaic cOllstitution; the celltral government is proportion
ably oven;IHldowed. Herein the .Hebrew constitution 1'6-

llwrlmlJly rcselll blcs OUI' OWII, and as remarkably differs fi'om 
other ancicnt polities. All the ancient Asiatic governments, 
and most of' the Europeun, were great centralizers. With. 
tlJCIll, alnlOst ovcry thing originuted and terminated in Il 

ccntre. The Groek democrncics cun sCllrcely be regarded as 
tln cxception tu this rule; thc Homan commonwealth cer
tainly was 1I0t. 

Puolic opinion WfiS a powerful element in the IIebrew 
gOVCl'lllllent. Thiil gave shape and force both to the national 
and pruvincial udministrntic"ls, Let anyone read the He
hrew hiDtury with tIde in Ilis llIind, and he will see proofs of 
it ill c\'cl'y page. If callctl upon tor n sillglo decisive proot' 
of' tho strcngth of' the popular will under this constitntion, I 
wl)uld select the change in the gOYel'lllllcllt ii'olll tlw repub
lican to the regal form. Samuel was ngaillst this change. 
Tho ol'acle was against it::+ The council of Moses was 
against it. The opinioll and Ill'actice of Il long liue of illus
trious chiefs were against it. It is a. reasonable presumption, , 

if The oracle dill, inuccJ, gil'e its aBsent; but reluctantly, 

, I 
I : 
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that a strong party of the wisest spirits of the state was against 
it. Yet the change wus llJlH.le. How and why 1 The people 
willed it ; the people decrced it; and so it was. What m'ore 
pregnant argulIlcut could there be of the authority and e~ergy, 
with which the collective will of the Bation uttered aud en· 
10rced its 1'0501 vcs ~ The quiet submission of the whole nation 
to the will of the majority, aftCl' the int(Jnse·excitement of'the 

struggle, through which it must ha \'e passed, remiuds me 
more strongly than any thillg else in history, of a presiden
tial election alllong ourselves, which is ever accompanied . 
with a like connllsioll of the public mind, and a like subse· 
quent acquiescence and repose of the defeated party. 

It is au admitteu fact, that the tendency' of all the moueI'll 
improvements in government is to efilllllize thl:l conditions of 
llIen, antI so to 1rillg about that general social iutercoUl'se, by 
which Uluny of the most important principles and habits are 
formed antI fixed, and the musses of society are elevated, 
humunized, and refined. To secure these g)'cat (HIds, many 
bloody wars have been waged, aIHI countles:; treasures ex
pended. But all these stl'llggles und expenditures have not 
yet, in the particulars just indicated, brought 1ll0llel'll society 
to that point, where Moses fixed his people, in an age, whell 
even the Greeks and the Romans were still savages and bar
barians. Privileged classes, enjoying the benefit of milder 
laws and special exemptions, wel'O unknown to the Mosaic con
stitution. Neither patent of' nobility nor benefit of clergy 
found any place among its provisions. And civil liberty, 
according to the notion of' it presonted in tho excellent defi· 
nitions of Blackstone, Paley, and other approved wl'iters on 
public Inw, that, it is no other than nntuml Hbelty, so far re
strained by hUlllan laws (und no farther), as is necessary nnd 
expedient for the genel'al advuntage of the public; that it is 
tho no.t being rostmined by any law, but what conduces in a 
greater degree to tbe public welfat'e j and that it consist~ in 
a freedom fl'om alll'estraints, except such as established law 

• 
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imposes for the good of the community; liberty, I say, thus 
regulated by law, with the superadded idea, that the restrain
ing laws should be equal to all, was as flllly developed and 
secured hy tbe Hebrew constitution, as by any other lmown 
system of' govel'l1ment in the world. The great natural rights 
of personal security, in respect to lite, limb, IJealth, and re
putation; of personal libel't.y, in respect to locomotion, 
resilIence, education, and the choice of occnpation; and ot' 
pl'irate prop'erty, in the free lise, enjoyment, and disposal of 
all acqnisitions, without any control or diminution, save by 
the laws of the lllncl, were recognized and guarded, in the 
amplest manner, by the laws and constitution of Moses. 
And these ahsolute and paramount rights were protected, and 
theil' inviolability maintained, by other subordinate rights: . 

, 

tIle right of representation in the congregation of Israel; 
the right of a speedy and impartial administt'ation of jU!3tice 
through the courts; and the right of petitioning tbe public 
audlOrities tor the redress of wrongs, wJlere other means of 
estahlishing the right were inadequate to the purpose. Such 
were the liberties of' a Hebrew citizen; snch the barriers, by 
whieh they were defended; such tho inestimable system of 
public polit.y and law, which spread its ample and beneficent 
protection over the humblest and meanest, as well as the 
most exalted and honored member of the commonwealth ot' 
Is mel. . 

The two greatest interests of' a state, and yet the two in
terests most difficult to be harmonized, permanence and pro
gress, were as wisely provided for and as eftectually secured 
by the l\:[osaic system of government, as by any other civil 
constitution in tho world: the former, hy its regulations re
specting the distl"ibution and tOl,lUl'e of landed property; the 

, ' 

• • 

latter, by the three annual assemhlages of the nation, 
whereby there was kept up a continual circulation of ideas 
between aU pnrts of the country: and both, by tho institu
tion of the Levitical orelc)', wldcll was at Oll<:le conservative 
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and progressive; consermtive, by its duty to teach, interpret, 
and maintain the laws; progl'essive, by its obligation to de-
vote itself to the cultivation of science and letters. . 

Is it not a fact well worthy to arrest attention, that, in the 
midst of barbarism and darkness, hearing no sounds but 

• 
those of violence, and seeing no soil which was not drenched 
with blood, a legislator slJOuld have founded a government on 
principles of peace, justice, equality, humanity, liberty, and 
social order, carried out as far as in the freest governments, 
now existing alllollg Ulell? This would be an inexplicable 
mystery, on any other theory than that of a supernatural re
velation to the lawgiver. The reality of the divine legation 
of Moses might be rested on this argument alone. And 
whoever holds to the divinity of his mission, and therefore 
necessarily believes, that a constitutional and representative 
democracy is a form of government, stamped with the seal of 
the divine approbation, while the monarchy was a concession 
to the folly of the people, will thence derive a new and for
cible argument to cherish and defend the precious charter of 
our own liberties, since its type and model came originally 
from the depths of the divine wisdom and goodness. 

I havo sumetimes imagined all the legislators of America 
gathered into one vast assemblage, and tho Jewish lawgiver 
appearing suddenly in their midst. "Gent.lemen," he might 
say to them, "at length my word is fulfilled. What you 
boast of doing now, I accomplished, as fur as in me lay, in 
a distant age. I broke the doors of the house of' bondage, 
and l)roclaimed the principle of universal equality among 
men. I substituted for castes and privileged classes, a nation 
of freemen, and for arbitrary and capricious impositions, tho 
reign of law, equal and universal. I preferred peace· to war, 
general competence and happiness to the false glory of arms, 
substantial blessings to airy nothings. lIy highest efforts 
were constantly directed to procure for all the citizens the 
greatest equality practicable, both of the labors and eu-

• 

• 

• 
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,ioyments of life; for the wh01e commonwealth of Israel, 
lands well eulti nltNI, good habitations, rich herds, "and a po
pulatioll healthy, nnmcrous, enlightened, piotls, and con
tented. It is false, WIHlt ignorance and irreligion have charged 
against l11e, tllllt I held in abhoJ'rence, after the example of 
Egypt, forcign nations. No other legislator in the world 
11118 evor slJOwn to the st.l'Ilnger an equal justice, all equal ten
derness, with mysolf. Nor is this all: I earnestly labored to 
soclll'e a nnin~J'8nl intellectnai equality. Fal' fl'om being 
jealous of the snpel'iority, which God and the discipline of 
Illy faculties ha(l given me, I nourished the animating bope, 
that all the lights, which I possessed, would one day become 
the COmmOJl property of aJI, even the hmnblest of my feJIow
Cl'eatllJ'Cs. I."A WB, not men, were the rulers of Illy l'cpn b
I ic; COXi'F.XT, not fo)'ce, tllC basis of my government. 
ConqncstR, and servit.nde; magnificent palaces, and sel'vi
tude; boundless luxury, a'1d servitude; hrilliant spectacles, 
and scr\'itllt]e; a ccrtain amonnt of science, and still servi
tnde; bcllOld a bl'iet' but true picture of the governments, 
hy which I was sl1l'1'ol1ndcd. It. is It libel npon my name and 
memory to charge me with having framed my institutions 
npon the Illodel of those stupendons systems of fraud and 
tyranny. By the wisdom of my counsels and the enel'gy of 
my policy, I overthrew, at It blow, the whole degrading ap
]lamtns of' political jug~lery and pl'iestly dcspotism. I 
reduccd the speculativc ideas of my own and the preceding 
ngcs to n single suhlime IJl'inciple of simplicity. I recognized 
the llU]lpiness and well-being of the people: as the one 
supreme law of political philosophy. By the institutions 
tbunded upon this principle, I impressed a new character 
upon my agc amI species; I gave a new impulse to' man, 
hoth in his individual and socinl energies: I fixed upon my 
labors the indcstl'llctible seal of a divine wisdom and bene
ficence. FOJ'ward, then, gentlemen, without fem' 01' faltering, 
in the doctrine of Jehovah, in tllOse great principles of free 

" 



LA. WS OF THE .ANClru-."T HEBREWS. 639 

and equal government, whiel), taught by the Divine Spirit; 
I first promulgated to tho world; and to which, after so manv . ~ 

ages of tyranny and misgovernment, you have at length 
l·eturned. Cling to these principles, legislators of a world 
that had no being when I founded my republic. Give them 
a broader development, a higher activity; and the civilization, 
the prosperity, t.he happiness flowing fl'Olll them, shall ont
strip yOUI' fondest hopes, and more than realize the brightest 
vision of bard 01' prophet." 

Such is the spirit that speaks to us, of this distant age and 
clime, in the :Mosaic constitution. It is a spirit of faith, 
hope, charity. There are some, who entertain apprehensions 
concerning the issue of our l)olitical experiment, and who 
doubt the capacity of the people for self government.. For 
myself,' I have no snch fears. My faith in our institutions 
llns been strengtllened by my study of the Hehrew constitu
tion. I have secn with snrprize and delight, that the essen
tial principles of onr constitution are identical with those of a 
political system, wlJich emnnated from a snpel'humnn wis
dom, and was established by the authority of the supreme 
ruler of the world. I accept this knowledge as a pl~~dge, that 
these principles are destined, in the good providence of God, 
to a universal triumph. 1\10n are capable ot' governing then,· 
selves; sllch is the decision of the infinite iutdligence. 
TYl·tmny will every where come to an end; hnmanit.y will 
recover its rights; and the entire mce of mankind will exult 
in the enjoyment of freedom and happiness. I~utnl'it.Y is big 
with events of momentons import; events, I verily heliu\'e, 
compared with which the grandest and the sublimest, hitherto 
inscribed 11pon the rolls of fame, are but as insignificant 

, 

trifles., 13ut this better fnt\1l'e, for which Ollr natUl'e sighs, and 
to which it is evidently tending, "is not a tree h'ansplanted 
from paradise, with all its brunches in full fl'l1itage. It was 
not sowed in sUTlslJine, It is'not in ,'ernal breezes and gentle 
rains, that its l'oot~ are fixed, and its growth and strength 

, 
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inRlII'{){1. Wit,1t hlood was it 1'lnnt(HI. It. iF! rocked in tem-
1Josts, Doop Bcurs IU'O Oil its trunk, and tho puth of' the 
lightning lIluy bo tl'Uccd among its ImUlches." But, through 
storm and durknolls, amid hlood nnd cnrllnge, tho political 
l'odernpt.ioll of our !'nco holds on Hs COUl'SO. IJiborty and 
llLw, christinnity und scionce, roligion nnd lonrning' nro yet to 
enjoy a univorsal triulIJph, to sway n I1l1iv(JI't!ll1 scoptro. The 
day is to come, when hurnllll nntme, relieved from tho pros
IHU'O imposod UpOII it ll,}' tho abuses of' 1L1Icient dynast.ies, 
shull stnrt ufresh, with ll11illlpeded nnd elnstic trend, on its 
dest.iued rnco of improvelIwnt nnd perfectibility. l'hanks he 
to God for thnt rninbow of promise, with which tho civil 
polity of Moses llUS spnnned the political heavens! 

TIm END • 
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