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others,  This we can trace in the practice of men in ancient times.  ow other-
wiso are we to account for tha universal prevalence of slavery 7 and for the man-
ner in which alaves were then treated? They did net atand on an «quality,
with others, with citizons and freemen, in the eves of the law.  And how light-
Iy their lives were sacrificed nt the eaprice, or for the pleasure and amusement
of their owners.  They were indeed but little accounted of, when it was the
favourite amusement of imperial Rume, to see them slaughter one another in the
amphitheatre.  And though, sumetimes, in the literature of Greeee and Rene,
we find exprescions that seem to indicate right thonght on this matter, vet, it is
plain that the Athenian or Roman citizen is aloue considered, to the entire ex-
chision of the multitude of subjeet peoples among whom they dwelt aslords,  Our
reason for not veferring hire to any modern theories of liberty and equality,
may be obvious,  The Scriptures, wherethey are known, have innmmib)y(‘( aven-
ed the mind of society; and it would be hard to say how much of the right
thenght and fecling, of those even by whom they are deanised and neglected, are
owing, after all, to their presence and influence. Much, very much, without x
doubt, ia due to these.

But we see this tendency, of which wo now speak, moru palpably in the dif-
ferent svstems of religion which men have established for themselves. One of
the most ancient, which remains even to this dav, may supply us with an in-
sance in point, namely Brahminism. The different castes into which the
people of India are divided by Brahminism, is an attempt to establish the
essential superiority of one class of men over another,  What a vast distance
there ia betwoen the holy Brahmin, and the outcast Pariah.  Essential superior-
ity and inferiority, scems to Le the fundamental idea of the distinction of caste.
The same may be said with respect to a matter in which the religion of Indwa
agrees with that of slmost every other heathen land, namely : the inferior posi-
tion, essentially inferior, which is assigned to the female sex.  In every such
land, w men are treated as mere perishing toys, or transformed into household
drudges. From such a grievous yoke as thie, the Word of Godl seta themn free,

In every buman systemn of religion, we find the trace~ of this tendaney ; not
wen exeepting Romanism, with its mixture of the human and divine; the
germs of it may be discerned in the position and claims of the priesthood.  Why
i it that they arrogate to themsclves a position of honour and privilege
wmuch higher than that of the great body of the faithful?  And how is it
that the holy father in Rome can look with such complacency on the prostrate
crowds that bow down to the earth before his face? The Word of God gives
no countenance to such over-abundance of honour on the one side, and of abase-
ment on the other. And were he imbued with the spirit of that Word, were
be of like spirit with Him whose successor he claims to be, he could not lovk on
wich & spectacle without pain; he would then reject all such honour, and call
alomd to the prostrate crowd, * Stand up ; I myself also am a man.?

Thns in each and in all of those systems of religion, framed by men, this ten-
d-ney shews itsel” more or less ; exalting some family, it may be, or some class
of inen, to a position or state higher thau others; or degrading some to a posi-
tion or <tate in which they ought not to be placed : interfering, thus, with the
command to give that honour to all men, which the remembrance of our equal
atima‘ion in the sight of God, and in vicw of cternity, should lead us to render.
In the Seripturss there is no trace of such a tendency, but everything to dis-
turage and destroy it. In the peculiar characteristics which belong to the
Word, we can see, not uncertainly, the stamp and impress of that Gud who
teated man at the beginning, who hath fashioned all their hoarts alike, and to
whom, with an equal hand, e giveth lifc and breath, and all things—of that
God, with whom there is no respect of persons, +



