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went— drawing forth the internal juice and marrow
of the Seriptures for the explaining of things.” Unj.
versal history from the third to the sixteenth century
shows with what result. The dark ages owe their
darkness to this fatal policy. Here and there, it is
true, there were great men, such as Frederick II. and
Alphonso X., who, standing at a very elevated and gen-
eral point of view, had detected the value of learning to
civilization, and, in the midst of the dreary prospect ?hat
ecclesiasticism had ereated around them, had recognized

that science alone can improve the social condition of

man.

The infliction of the death-punishment for difference
of opinion was still resorted to. When Calvin caused
Servetus to be burnt at Geneva, it was obvious to every
one that the spirit of persecution was unimpaired. The
offense of that philosopher lay in his belief. This was,
that the genuine doctrines of Christianity had been lost
even before the time of the Council of Nicea : that the
Holy Ghost animates the whole system of Nﬁture, like
a soul of the world, and that, with the Christ, it will
be absorbed, at the end of all things, into the substance
of the Deity, from which they had emanated, For this
he was roasted to death over a low fire. Was there
any distinction between this Protestant auto-dafe and
the Catholic one of Vanini, who was burnt at Tou
louse, b:y the Inquisition, in 1629, for his « Dialogues
concerning Nature ? ?

The invention of printing, the dissemination of
books, had introduced a class of dangers which the per-
secution of the Inquisition could not reach. In 1559
Pope Paul IV, instituted the Congregation of the Ini
dex Expurgatorius. « Its duty is to examine hooks and
manuscripts intended for publication, and to decide
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whether the people may be permitted to read them ; to
correct those books of which the errors are not nu-
merous, and which contain certain useful and salutary
truths, so as to bring them into harmony with the doc-
trines of the Church ; to condemn those of which the
principles are heretical and pernicious ; and fo grant
the peculiar privilege of perusing heretical books to cer-
tain persons. This congregation, which is sometimes
held in presence of the pope, but generally in the p.al-
ace of the Cardinal-president, has a more extensive
jurisdiction than that of the Inquisition, as it not c:nly
takes cognizance of those books that contain doctrines
contrary to the Roman Catholic faith, but of those that
concern the duties of morality, the discipline of the
Church, the interests of society. Its name i8 derifred
from the alphabetical -tables or indexes of heretical
books and authors composed by its appointment.”

The Index Expurgatorius of prohibited books at
first indicated those works which it was unlawful to
read ; but, on this being found insufficient, T.x‘lhatever
was not permitted was prohibited —an audacious af-
tempt to prevent all knowledge, excep.t. such as suited
the purposes of the Church, from reaching the people.

The two rival divisions of the Christian Church—
Protestant and Catholic—were thus in accord on one
point : to tolerate no science except such as they con-
sidered to be agreeable to the Scriptures. The Catho-
lic, being in possession of centralized power, could make
its decisions respected wherever its sway was acknowl-
edged, and enforce the monitions of the Index Ex.purga«
torius; the Protestant, whose influence was dﬁusc_zd
among many foci in different nations, could not act m
such o direct and resolute manner. Its mode of pro-
cedure was, by raising a theological odium against ap
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offender, to put him under a social ban—a course per-
haps not less effectual than the other.

As we have seen in former chapters, an antagonism
between religion and science had existed from the earli-
est days of Christianity. On every occasion permitting
its display it may be detected through successive centu.
ries. We witness it in the downfall of the Alexandrian
Museum, in the cases of Erigena and Wiclif, in the con-
temptuous rejection by the heretics of the thirteenth
?ontm'y of the Scriptural account of the Creation; but
it was not until the epoch of Copernicus, Kepler, and
Galileo, that the efforts of Science to burst from the
thraldom in which she was fettered became uncontrol-
lable. TIn all countries the political power of the Church
had greatly declined ; her leading men perccived that
the cloudy foundation on which she had stood was dis-
solving away. Repressive measures against her antago-
nists, in old times resorted to with effect, could be a:1,10
longer advantageously employed. To her interests the
burning of a philosopher here and there did more harm
than ’ good. In her great conflict with astronomy, a
conflict in which Galileo stands as the central ﬁg}ure,
she received an utter overthrow ; and, as we have seen
when the immortal work of Newton was printed shé
could offer no resistance, though Leibnitz :1fﬁ1'n.1eil in
the face of Europe, that  Newton had robbed the Dt;ity
of some of his most excellent attributes, and had sapped
the foundation of natural religion.”

From the time of Newton to our own time, the di-
vergence of science from the dogmas of the Church has
continually increased. The Church declared that the
earth is the central and most important body in the
universe ; that the sun and moon and stars are tribu-
tary to it. On these points she was worsted by astron-

THE PENTATEUCH. 919

omy. She affirmed that a universal deluge had covered
the earth ; that the only surviving animals were such as
had been saved in an ark. - In this her error was estab-
lished by geology. She taught that there was a first
man, who, some six or eight thousand years ago, was
suddenly created or called into existence in a condition
of physical and moral perfection, and from that condi-
tion' he fell. But anthropology has shown that human
beings existed far back in geological time, and in a sav-
age state but little better than that of the brute.

Many good and well-meaning men have attempted
to reconcile the statements of Genesis with the discov-
eries of science, but it is in vain  The divergence has
increased so much, that if has become an absolute oppo
gition. One of the antagonists must give way.

May we not, then, be permitted to examine the au-
thenticity of this book, which, since the second century,
has been put forth as the criterion of scientifie truth ?
To maintain iteelf in a position so exalted, it must chal-
lenge human criticism.

Tn the early Christian ages, many of the most emi-
nent Fathers of the Church had serious doubts respect-
ing the authorship of the entire Pentateuch. I have not
space, in the limited compass of these pages, to present
in detail the facts and arguments that were then and
‘have since been adduced. The literature of the subject
is now very extensive. I may, however, refer the read-
er to the work of the pious and learned Dean Pri-
deaux, on % The Old and New Testament connected,” a
work which is one of the literary ornaments of the last
century. He will also find the subject more recently
and exhaustively discussed by Bishop Colenso. The
following paragraphs will convey a sufficiently distinct
impression of the present state of the controversy :
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The Pentateuch is affirmed to have been written lyy
L-ioses, under the influence of divine inspiration. Cmf—
Eldcl"e(l thus, as a record vouchsafed and dictated by the
Almighty, it commands not only scientific but universal
consent. :

But here, in the first place, it may be demanded
mlo or what is it that has put forth this great claim i ;
its behalf ¢ D “'

: Not the work itself. It nowhere claims the author
:S}llp of one man, or makes the impious declaration that
it is the writing of Almighty God. ;

Not until after the second century was there any
Elllch extravagant demand on human credulity. It 01'1}-
ginated, not among the higher ranks of Christian phi
l?sophers, but among the more fervid Fathers of the
Church, whose own writings prove them to have been
unlearned and uncritical persons. B

Every age, from the second century to our times, has
offered men of great ability, both Christian and J ewish
W.'h'o have altogether repudiated these claims. Their def
cision has been founded upon the intrinsic evidence of
the books themselves. These furnish plain inciications
:).f at least two distinet authors, who have been respec-
tn.'e]y termed Elohistic and Jehovistic. Hupfeld main-
tains that the Jehovistic narrative bears marks of hav-
ing been a second original record, wholly independent
of ‘the Elohistic. The two sources from which the nar-
S{ftitves haﬂve bﬁfn derived are, in many respects, Conttrz

ictory of each other. Moreover, it is as
the bo:yoks of the 1’e.};l(;;teu(:g{;llio;zl\"ejt‘ “lb"abs'c e
_ ks of th r ascribed to Moses
in t'he mscriptions of Hebrew manuseripts, or in printed
sopies of the Hebrew Bible, nor are they sjtyled ‘%Books
of Moses” in the Septuagint or Vuleate, but only i
modern translations, - T
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Tt is clear that they cannot be imputed to the sole
authorship of Moses, since they record his death. It is
clear that they were not written until many hundred
years after that event, since they contain references to
facts which did not occur until after the establishment
of the government of kings among the Jews.

No man may dare to impute them to the inspiration
¢f Almighty God—their inconsistencies, incongruities,
contradictions, and impossibilities, as exposed by many
Jearned and pious moderns, both German and English,
are so great. It is the decision of these critics that
Genesis is a narrative based upon legends ; that Exodus
is not historically true; that the whole Pentateuch is
unhistoric and non-Mosaic ; it contains the most extraor-
dinary contradictions and impossibilities, sufficient to
involve the credibility of the whole—imperfections so
many and so conspicuous that they would destroy the
authenticity of any modern historical work.

Hengstenberg, in his Dissertations on the Genuine-
ness of the Pentateuch,” says: “It is the unavoidable
fate of a spurious historical worlk of any length to be
snvolved in contradictions. - This must be the case to a
very great extent with the Pentateuch, if it be not gen-
wne. If the Pentateuch is spurious, its histories and
laws have been fabricated in successive portions, and
were committed to writing in the course of many cen-
turies by different individuals. From such a mode of
origination, a mass of contradictions is inseparable, and
the improving hand of a later editor could never be
capable of entirely obliterating them.”

To the above conclusions I may add that we are
expressly told by Ezra (Esdras ii. 14) that he him-
gelf, aided by five other persons, wrote these books in
the space of forty days. He says that at the time
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of the Babylonian captivity the ancient sacred writings
of the Jews were burnt, and gives a particular detail of
the circumstances under which these were composed
e sets forth that he undertook to write all that had
been done in the world since the beginning. It may
be suid that the books of Esdras are apocryphal, but
in return it may be demanded, Has that conclusion been
reached on evidence that will withstand modern eriti-
cism? In the early ages of Christianity, when the
story of the fall of man was not considered as essential
to the Christian system, and the doctrine of the atone-
ment had not-attained that precision which Anselm
eventually gave it, it was very generally admitted by
the Fathers of the Church that Ezra probably did so
compose the Pentateuch. Thus St. Jerome says, « Sive
Mosem dicere volueris auctorem Pentateuchi, sive Es-

dram ejusdem instauratorem operis, non recuso.” Cle-

mens Alexandrinus says that when these books had
been destroyed in the captivity of Nebuchadnezzar,
Esdras, having become inspired prophetically, repro-
duced them. Trenseus says the same.

The incidents contained in Genesis, from the first
to the tenth chapters inclusive (chapters which, in their
bearing upon science, are of more importance than other
portions of the Pentateuch), have been obviously com-
piled from short, fragmentary legends of various author-
ship. To the critical eye they all, however, present
peculiarities which demonstrate that they were written
on the banks of the Euphrates, and not in the Desert of
Arabia. They contain many Chaldaisms, An Egyptian
would not speak of the Mediterranean Sea as being west
of him, an Assyrian would. Their scenery and machinery,
if such expressions may with propriety be used, are al-
together Assyrian, not Egyptian. They were such rec:
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ords as one might expect to meet with in the clmelfo.rm
ressions of the tile libraries of the Mesopotamian

;:;ng. 1t is affirmed that one such Icgeyd., that }fi t};g
Deluge, has already been exhumed, and it is Tot t,‘} on
the bounds of probability that the remainder may in
ik r be obtained. ‘
IJLBFTSII;]]:uch Assyrian sources, the legends of ‘the crx;a-
tion of the earth and heaven, the garden of Eden, t 1(;
making of man from clay, and of woman from 'o.n((ay 0f
his ribs, the temptation by t]‘Je sferpent-, the ?altguﬁge
animals, the cherubim and flaming sword, t xei exnt(’l
and the ark, the drying up of the waters by the i}wi : 1;
the building of the Tower of Babel, and the (3cma ;:]:b_
of tongues, were obtained by Eazra. HG’-CUII;]ne.I{C‘.-; s
ruptly the proper history of t?‘le J ews in tfle‘ :}.e i
chapter. At that point his universal lnSt-Or)‘;mi%Se’ o
occupies himself with the story of one family, t
nts of Shem. :
Seel%[(la;t;;f this restriction that the Dulke ot: Argyll, 11%
his book on “Primeval 1\[9.1:'1,” very graphically Saﬁsﬂ t
«Tn the genealogy of the family of S.hem we have a ;t
of names which are names, and nothing more t(z1 u:. 2
is a genealogy which neither does, nor pretends ofm,r
more than to trace the order f)f succession among it_na
families only, out of the IIli].].lOD:S then already‘ exist :
in the world. Nothing but this ::al'der of_ successm? .:
given, nor is it at all certain that this order is clcms?bc:.;l ;\;d
or complete. Nothing is told us of all that -a..yh Lﬂl 4
that curtain of thick darknczss, 1;1 tf;‘ont iﬁ- (;Wl;;clt Wet—;:;
ames are made to pass; and yet there are, asit 3
;E;ntary liftings,P through Whi(i?l we havg ];gign&s:;
of great movements Whichvwere gomg1 on(_,ii af:l G e
long going on beyond. No shapes are dis j{l =
Even the direction of those movements can Only
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guessed. Dut voices are heard which are as the vo;

of many waters.” I agree in the opinion of Hu fﬁgE
that “the discovery that the Pentateuch is put tof’tl}; ’
out of various sources, or original documents, is IDL'. a
all doubt not only one of the most import:u?t an()le}on~d
pregliant with consequences for the interpreﬂﬁi o
the historical books of the Old Testament, or r::thon fOf
the whole of theology and history, but it,is also oer of
the most -cel“tain discoveries which have been mqge ?f
the domain of eriticism and the history of 1ite1jét1€1:rleen

Whatever the anticritical party may bring forward to °

thelcontrary, it will maintain itself, and not retrograd
again through any thing, so long as there exists 0011311 :
thing as eriticism ; and it will not be easy fo;' Z imc; a~
mpon the stage of culture on which we stand ir?at}fl
S: saent Qa}',. if he goes to the examination unpre'u(f
ed, and with an uncorrupted power of appreci ;
the truth, to be able to ward off its inﬂuenc(cl"’p g
. W(’iha!; iil'lell ¢ shall we give up these books? Does not
1 1e admission that the narrative of the fall in Eden is
egendary carry with it_ the surrender of that most 5011:
erm?[ and sacred of Christian doctrines, the atonement ?
. .:et.lus ¥eﬁecf on this.! Christianity, in its earliest
kn}(;:? \]'rl tlte]n it Waaﬂconvertmg and conquering the world
: tle or no hing about that doctrine. We ha,w;
55?01i?lat],ﬁ 1;1‘;’(}_}11;1 ;‘t_gllglflgg,” ’}501'1;}1]11&11 did not think
ntion it. g
the (.}Ilostic heretics. It was nlot ﬂd]i?tltjjdmljtcg fmﬁmg
andrian theological school. It was never z'on’ll{?‘ ‘3;'
advanced by the Fathers. It was not bi‘OlIRht iiicent'f::)j
p)re.sent commanding position until the timeﬂof A 0];;
Philo Judaus speaks of the story of the fa e
cal; Origen regarded it as an alleoorv (
of the Protestant churches may, W?ﬂl ;'4;:1

11 as symboli
Perhaps some
son, be accused
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of inconsistency, since in part they consider it as myth
jcal, in part real. DBut, if, with them, we admit that the
gerpent is symbolical of Satan, does not that cast an air
of allegory over the whole narrative?

Tt is to be regretted that the Christian Church has
burdened itself with the defense of these books, and
voluntarily made itself answerable for their manifest
contradictions and errors. Their vindication, if it were
possible, should have been resigned to the Jews, among
whom they originated, ard by whom they have been
transmitted to us. Still more, it is to be deeply regret-
ted that the Pentateuch, a production so imperfect a
to be unable to stand the touch of modern criticism,
ghould be put forth as the arbiter of science. Let it be
remembered that the exposure of the true character of
these books has been made, not by captious enemies,
but by pious and learned cl wurchmen, some of them of
the highest dignity.

While thus the Protestant churches have insisted on
the acknowledgment of the Seriptures as the criterion
of truth, the Catholic has, in our own times, declared
the infallibility of the pope. It may be said that this
infallibility applies only to moral or religious things ;
but where shall the line of separation be drawn ¢ Omuis-
cience®*tannot be limited to a restricted group of ques-
tions ; in its very nature it implies the knowledge of all,
and infallibility means omniscience.

Doubtless, if the fundamental principles of Italian
Christianity be admitted, their logical issue is an infal-
lible pope. There is no need to dwell on the unphilo-
gophical nature of this conception ; it is destroyed by
an examination of the political history of the papacy,
and the biography of the popes. The former exhibits
all the errors and mistakes to which institutions of a
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confessedly human character have been found liable ; the
latter is only too frequently a story of sin and shame,

It was not possible that the authoritative promulga-
tion of the dogma of papal infallibility should meet
among enlightened Catholics universal acceptance. Se.
rious and wide-spread dissent has been produced. A
doctrine so revolting to common-=sense could not find
any other result. There are many who affirm that, if
infallibility exists anywhere, it is in' cccumenical coun-
cils, and yet such councils have not always agreed with
each other. There are also many who remember that
councils have deposed popes, and have passed judgment
on their clamors and contentions. Not without reason
do Protestants demand, What proof can be given that
infallibility exists in the Church at all? what proof is
there that the Church has ever been fairly or justly
represented in any council ? and why should the truth
be ascertained by the vote of a ma jority rather than by
that of a minority? How often it has happened that
one man, standing at the right point of view, has de-
scried the truth, and, after having been denounced and
persecuted by all others, they have eventually been con-
strained to adopt his declarations! Of many great dis-
coveries, has not this been the history ?

It is not for Science to compose these contesting
claims ; it is not for her to determine whether the crite-
rion of truth for the religious man shall be found in
the Bible, or in the ceeumenical council, or in the pope.
She only asks the right, which she so willingly accords
to others, of adopting a eriterion of her own. If she
regards unhistorical legends with disdain ; if she consid-
ers the vote of a majority in the ascertainment of truth
with supreme indifference; if she leaves the claim of
infallibility in any human being to be vindicated by the
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gtern logic of coming e\'ents-—'t.he. coh;l 111;11)‘;\&1‘;1153:,
which in these matters she 11_121111tmns is W dh b‘}t. o
plays toward her own doct?mes. ’W'r?howk}t Cr‘:.l 2 (]Ou_
che would give up the theories of gr'm'ltatml-ll 011 unl .
if she found that they were irreconcilable wit

ations Yole HEoon '
= ’For her the volume of inspiration is the book

facts.

of Nature, of which the open scroll is ever spi-lea..{i izi’g;
before the eyes of every man. .Col1front:111_g all, 1 e

no societies for its dissemlnatlc.n%. Iuﬁnxte 1‘11 c;:; qtii
oternal in duration, human ambition ancl. }uu‘mcmoantt -he
cism have never been able to tamper with 1tﬁ ? e
earth it is illustrated by all that is magni cdm‘; ik
beautiful, on the heavens its letters are suns an




CHAPTER IX.

CONTROVERS T r
NTROVERSY RESPECTING THE GOVERNMENT OF THE
UNIVERSE.

Tlere are two concepti
Lg[,,wi !:05:0?;@&0??3 of the government of the world: 1 By Provi
ence; 2. By Law.—The former maintai : ol
4 Z entaine 7i€8
= of the introduction of the latter A epristaol e
epler discovers o
MJ{.MH:;Z‘;&% laws that preside over the solar systermn.— His work
5 €l - P tr il oL
St ? jA};rpal authority.— The foundations of mechanieal T'e
b = ey = i
ij),,;rm ;;C:M :\3:5/ Da Tr-mc.t.ﬁG’a,Mm discovers the Jundamental f;;
60&(;; -cmd' 5} WNewlon applics them to the movements of the C(fc;(fr,‘;
05 Tl
nm,ssé,{y _me} z’z}mt the solar system is governed by mathematical
—LHerschel extends that conclusi ; =
; 3 : i : clusion to the universe, — 1
- _dnébula} 7;3,590[&-@338.——? heological exceptions to it O
vidences of the control of law ¢ :
n the constructi
developm struction of the carth, and i
eve opment of the animal and Plant series—They a i i t'ﬂ =
,xj-m;.g] s b‘y Orosinne Y arose Ei[{ Evolu-

The reign of law . ibi
: B A
h ‘;;? of law o ex:.’u.a’izﬁeri by the kistorie career o of human societi
n the case of individual man, e

Parts 2 T
artiol adoption of this view by some of the Reformed Chureh
: Turches.

Two interpretati

'PletfithIlS 111’1}' b@ aiv
: : given of the
government of the world. It m e
vine interventions

e ay be by incessant di-
. 5, or by the operation of unvarying law
Wav’i‘(‘; r?;]i adop.tmn of the former g priesthooil v?ill al.
ay ne, since it must desi i .
standing between the pr o

e ayer of the votary and the provi-

Its importance i ifi

denti: . P 1s magnified by the powe
Jt‘cléin.s o_f determining what that ?wt shall be %11 \t‘]ié
pre-Christian (Roman) religion, the grand oﬁi(;e of the
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priesthood was the discovery of future events by oracles,
omens, or an inspection of the entrails of animals, and
by the offering of sacrifices to propitiate the gods. In
the later, the Christian times, a higher power was
cdaimed ; the clergy asserting that, by their interces-
gions, they could regulate the course of affairs, avert
dangers, secure benefits, work miracles, and even change
the order of Nature.

Not without reason, therefore, did they look upon
the doctrine of government by unvarying law with dis-
favor. It seemed to depreciate their dignity, to lessen
their importance. To them there was something shock
ing in a God who cannot be swayed by human entreaty,
a cold, passionless divinity—something frightful in fa-
talism, destiny.

But the orderly movement of the heavens could not
fail in all ages to make a deep impression on thought-
ful observers—the rising and setting of the sun; the
increasing or diminishing light of the day; the waxing
and waning of the moon; the retmrn of the seasons in
their proper courses the measured march of the wander-
ing planets in the slcy—what are all these, and a thou-
sand such, but manifestations of an orderly and un-
changing procession of events? The faith of early ob-
servers in this interpretation may perhaps have been
ghaken by the oceurrence of such a phenomenon as an
eclipse, a sudden and mysterious breach of the ordinary
course of mnatural events; but it would be resumed in
tenfold strength as soon as the discovery was made that
eclipses themselves recur, and may be predicted.

Astronomical predietions of all kinds depend upon
the admission of this fact—that there never has been
and never will be any intervention in the operation of
natural laws. The scientific philosopher affirms that




