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some previous years.  Five students have
this year completed therwr course, and wiil
be soon ready for hicense.

In commencing his address, Principal
Willis saud hie would invite the atte tivn of
the audivuce to some dizcussivtis oh points
uf Thevlogical juterpreta.son of great prac-
tical nuurent,  The course of  Dr. Willis®
observations may be anderstood from  the
announcement of his subjeet, which he put
in the form of quertes, thus :—Ilow do we
explain the precepts of nou-resistance in
the New Testament, so as to vindicate the
wloptivn of free constitutions by States?
How do we limit the indefinite precepts
given in the apostolic writings to wives, to
children, to servants, to vbey nall things?
Thirdly,—How do we justify the rights and
duty of States to base their legislation on
the Christian law, secing the New Testa-
ment addresses itsell, apparently, ouly to
individuals and churchcsll These, e sad,
were no mere abstract questions, but cou-
cerned the affairs of lify, the rights of men,
and the relations of society.  le must also
say, that ke thought some of the principles
he was to advacate were imperfectly um.lcr-
stood ; though it was a happy thing that in
the codos of most enhightened nations, they
were pracacally recogized.  Batat became
public instructurs to be well versaut in
them ; for it was of injuiious influence to
human progress, when the professional
student lagged behind the common intelli-
gence of mankind, It occasioned, that if
society did uot retrograde, at least ygreat prin-
ciples were not urged on the public mind
with the frequency necessary to their being
fully carried out, where their application
was yet tu be desulerated. Ou the first
hiead, he took as an example of Liis priuciple,
the British Revolution. ie referred to the
slavish adulation of tyrants which charae-
terized certain classes of learned men i the
days of the Charleses aud Jameses—espe-
cially a fulsume adress from the Cniveraity
of Oxford to King James; a stvle of culogy
which he was sure our own beloved aund
conshtutional Sovereign would nauseate not
less than any of her subjects.  Happuy for
manhind, and for Britaus, its pevple and us
rinces had long been used to a theory of
limited monarchy, which scated the govern-
ing authonty in the consent of the peuple.
Tue doctrine of “Jex rea”—the doctrine of
a George Buchanan, and of the howmely but
holy Rutherford, prevailed over tho stavish
fancies of a Filmer and a Ilobbes. Dr.
Willis referred tu the commaud not to resise,
and explained this of resistauce to magis—
tracy as being an ordinance of God for good,
but which did not preclude resistance to an
authority which became the engine of op-
pression and injustice—the very tluug whach
magistracy was ordained to pratect against.
It ceased therefure to be the widinance of
Gud, when it sanctified tyranoy and legalic-
ed crime. The resistance of Englishmen
to such 2 Prince as James, could not be
called rebellion. “The Englisa Government
was a limited monarchy, aud how could a
government be said to be limited, if force is
never to be employed, eveu in the last re-
sort, for the purpose of maintain.ng the
limitations ? 1t was, therefore, James who
was matinying against taat lcgilunate au-
thority; to which lie vuzlt to be subject, not
only for wrath, bat also for conscience sake.
It was Jares who was resisting the ordi-

nance of Gud 3 who, in the true sense ofthe
words of Jesug,was withholding from ¢Cuesar
the things which were Ciesar’s.”  'The rever-
end lectuter advancing to lus second pont
—hat touchng the sulution of questions of
domestic nghty,—said he had often found the
same verse above quoted, of great use in
reductng to absurdny the soplustical argu-
ments by which the apolumist fur slavery
seeks to turn the word of Gud to the service
of that oppression. ‘I'he preceptonly meuns,
«(do not retaliate.”  Bat becanse a man is
not to return stroke for stroke, has the other
a night to smite s neighbour 7 Because 1
am to cuitivate the spinit, in whach [ would
rather sufler the smiting of my check than
indulge in wrath and revenge, does this de-
cide the nizht of the vther to offer me vio-
jence ?  Here lay the solution of uther pas-
sages quoted, as if fubidding agitation, or
any clatm to a faic definition of the domes-
tic refations by the rule of just aund equal.
Be 1t that the servant 1s to obey even the
froward master.  Admitted that they who
are under the yoke are required to count
their own masters worthy of all honour.
Question : Does this justify the yohe ? Dous
it sanchfy the frowarduess 2 Doces 1t forbid
the oppressed tocall his oppressor to reckon-
me?  Doesat tortad the servant to ask whe
1s his master—and how 2 Either wath con-
tract or without 1t, 1t must be. I without
contract—the law of superior force, or the
mere fact of possession of power, being the
around of right, —then, how can the ng]\l be
enied to the other party, should he be able
to overpower his master, not only to {ree
lnmself trom his exactions, but to 1mpose
the yoke on the exactor in his tam ; and to
claim tus services by the samefaw! How
much more uureasonable to infer trom such
passages that the subject party may not
agitate quieily to have wrong redressed ;
nor others agitate in his behalf, impelled
by human sympathy, and by Chrnistian prin-
cipte, 1o seek the redress of utolerable
grievarce.  There were many who thus
agitated 1n no spirit of violence. But it is
all the same.  Unreasoning force is aslittle
tolerant of arguments as of arms, To the
tyrant, the entrance of the lizht of truth 1s
as hateful and more feared than the bran-
dishing ot the sword, or the flashof the gun-
owder. Dr. Willis entered into a search-
g examination of the docinne laid dow
by Dr. Spring, of New York, who assests
that Curnistianny recoguises the relation of
the slave-holder and the slave ; yet incon-
stsleatly admitsin the same sentence, that
to every yoke of oppression the spint of
Chnstiamty s.ands uppused. The Rev.
Principal exposed the contradiction, and
pomted out the fallacy in Dr. Spring’s ar-
gument, of confoundinz a thing with its
abuses ; while slavery, Dr. Willis con-
tends, is the abvse. He regretted the
existence of the cusse wiuch rested un their
netghbours, a people enterprising and cs-
tumable. He was happy to except from his
anunadversions some divines in the United
States. He culogised Dr. Cheever’s bold
and martyi-hke course in denouncing lns
country's shame. He also quoted” Dr.
Spragzae of Albany, as numbering slavery,
persisted in, among the crimes provocative
of divine judgzments upon the land. This
was n a sermon greached on the occasion of
a fast, nearly twenty years ago. Yet mat-
ters were hitle better, i€ not “worse ; a fact
{ which Dr. Willis turned againsg another

tposition of Dr. Spring’s —that the Bible is
no agitator, that Chiistianity is just to bo
Icfl,'f)y its secret gradual influence, to un-
dermine all social evils, It was overlooked
in this reasoning that Christianity claimed
sucial as well as individual subjection from
men and communities ; and wjh)' were its
jrules of action given but to influence men
in all their spheres and capacities, to mould
their very constitutions by them, and to
redress the wrong of vicious relationships
as well as correct thu abuses of legitimate
ones? fe believed wih the Rev. Albert
Jarnes, that while tiie State had to do with
this adjustment of relations by the Christian
law, the Church had a large responsibility 3
nay, that no power withoutthe Church couh‘
have lung up&mld slavery had it not been
upheld by a power within it. No hearer of
Principal Willis on Wednesday could im-
pute to him any narrow, national feeling,
who listened 10 his invective against somo
of his uwn countrymen who hiad volunteered
apolugies fur the slaveholder, and in effect
endorsed the ideasof the Americans. And
he appeared to carry with him the sym-
nthies of the highly ntelligent auditory, as
e refuted some tritling argumentation from
Scripture words and Scripture analogics.
The Rev. Dr. referred to a recent letter of
Dr. Guthrie to a newspapor at Philadelpbia,
which, by his bold denunciation of oppres-
sion, presented a refreshing contrast to the
apologetic tone of too many of their Presby-
terian brethren, both m the new world and
the old.

Dr. Willis said he would not at that ad-
vanced hour enter into a full discussion of
his third query, which, however, he would
nofice in brief. The New Testament ro-
cognizes the Ol1, and it proceeds, asalready
argued, on the law of God already given,
and on the law of nature. Thou;ivh directly
addressing itselfto individuals andchurches,
it no more supersedes the right of social
aclion, or relieves of national responsibility,
than it sets aside the rizht of self-defence,
and the duty of individuals provided for by
the law of nature. The newer revelation
presupposes the revelation already given,
and this both in respect of great principles
of Juty, and the modes of recoznizing them.
Refuse this, and it will be difficult to es-
tablish from the New Testament alone, somo
of our primary moral obligations. Hemight
instance the perpetual obTigation of the Sab-
both, also the law of marriaze affinities.
True, while reconciling the Bible with it-
self,and one Testament with the other, we
are permitted to distinguish between what
was peculiar and temporary, and what man-
ifests itself to bean eternal princjple of law.
But we may not arbitrarily limit the morale
of the ecarlier code of duty ; nor confine the
vbligation of recognizing it to a narrower
sphere than the: God of heaven has assigned.
Christiarity in its earliest addresses, deals
with the mot.ves of men, the principles of
obedience, rather thgn with mades of for«
mally acknowledging them. Christianity
gives forth the Jaw chiefly for theindividual
man ; and if it regulates church organizatians
more immediately than ciyil, it is because
this was the new, the additional element of
knowledge at least for the Gentiles. But it
presupposes civil socicty, and leaves un-
touched men’s social privileges, as it cons
firms the obligation to use these religiously.
If the Bible be not the rule of spcj:ﬁ agtiop
for man, what qther rule shall come in j1s




