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A TREETHINKER'S VIEW OF Th:& BIBLE.

Tho Bibla iz an outgrowth of tho human mind. The Old Tes-
tament is the literacure of 2 people, a remarkable as well as an
ancient people. It appearod during stages of dovelopment
th®ugh which they can nover nass again. It has not only the
marks of tho national chamctenshcs, but the impress ¢ of all tho i in-
fluonces incident to tho changos and vicissitudes which tho
Hebrows exponnncod No modem people, no other ancient peo-
ple could give to the world such a literature. To produce such 2
work as the Old Testament the writers would have.to be Jews,
traosported back thousands of years, with tho experiences, sur-
roundings and circumstances—uever 1o bo mpcntod—by which its
authors, centarics ago, were influcniced to write their thoughts and
imaginings, thoir hopes and fears, their prayers, their carses, their
hymns of victory and their songs of love. The same ir true of
Grock literature. Only a G“eck aud & Groek of tho Homeric
age, could have produced tho Nisd. Thero is no reason’ for in-
ferring the superhoman origin of the Bible because tho combined
wit and wisdom, gonius and léarning of the age could n#t give us
a work: like it.

But it is frequenwr said : Xt is impossiblo to prodace anothor
ook oqual ¢o tho Bible.. Equal in what respect? Surely tho
historical portions of the Biblo aro not oF a high.crdor.  Novwopa
will say chat in style, armngsment or literary oxeellonos-shey - sill
compare With Gibbon, Macaulay, Grote or Prescott, or even with
Herodotus, Thukydides, Zenophon or Tacitns. * ¥ such hwtoryai

that of tho Bible wero written to-dsy it would bo cousidsved bo:
acath criticism.  The sciontific portions of the Bible ave of such a
character that thoy have born & sonrce of much porplexity and
mortification to thes more mtcxhgcnt and t.boug};ttnl bolievers in

the divinity of the Hable. Woe can safely put Lycll or Agsasiz,
Huxloy or Haockel #ainst Mosea as a scientist. The postry of
tl:e Bible is a good deal bettor than its science and history, which
are roally about as bad as thoy can be. Portions of Job, the
Psalms and Isainh espocially are-very fine. Excellent poctry ap-
pears mong comparatively unadvanced, uneulightoned people.
Says Lowes: ¢ Imagination precedes science, pociry precodes
» prose, ornament precedes comfort,” Whils the beauty and sub-
limity of somo of the pootical portions of tho Bible are undeniable,
no literary critic, not under tho influence of theology, will pro-
nounco them beyond the powers of the unassisted human mind.
There is, in my opinion, no poetry in the Bible that equals in ex-
callenco the finest flights of Shakespedre, Goetho or Byron. Tho
logal portions of the Bible are certainly infericr tc many other
.codes. They aro narrow in.conception and -rucl in spirit. Tho
- Targer portion of the laws of Moses consists in commands of child-
ish observaucs thoraughly priestly in character. Surely no sene
man will say the igws of Moses are comjmrable with tho great
legal codes of- England, Germany and France. Indeed, they
ought uot to & spckon of in-the gamo breath. Origen, one of the
carliest Christian advocatés of tho sllegorical intarprotation of.the -
Scriptures, said that “ were.Jtnecassary to attach oarselves to.tho
letter, and to interpret tho'law after the manner of the Jews or
populaoo I should blush to say aloud that it iss God who bas
given us such Jaws. I should find oven more grandewir and resson
in-human codes, such as those of the Athenians, Lacedemonians
and Romani" As wo have becomo cn‘hghtened wo havo dis-
carded laws by which the Jowa wero governtd when Jehovah was

their kg, In thw ago we do -not stong 1o death Rabbath break-

crs orstnbbom children ; wo do not i caso of acciderntal humi-
cide pormit tho noarest mhhro of 'tho slain- to- pursuo the slayer
and ki)l him if bs fail to roach a placo of refage. Husbands do
not now wxite & ““ bl of divorcement,” put it into the hands of tho
" wife and sond ber owt of the house, Soldiors are not haw author
izod ta s0ixo femsls-captives whon they have a ¢ desire unto them”
to humiliate them, dud when they “havo no dolight in them” to
send thom away. Herelics aro still threatenca with bhel), bus no
Tonger-put to death as the law of Moeos ocumanded.

- Some petsons bave ® ,n;\‘wn tbn!: al modorn law js taken from



