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Nwhic.h we lalely published) any -referenco tq
religion or country." Buot we rather tjinil
that eur correspondent alodes te a systemnatil
moe&of relief, and not to isolated cases e
individual sufficring ; fur lie proceeds tu inquire
CIOught net every churrb te support ils owî
peer 1 li it not the duty of Roman Catliolie
te support tlîeir's 1 And yct tdicte are at tii
moment lîundreds of them in a starving con
ditieti, particularly ini Griffintowvn, totaul1y neg
lected by tlieir priests and their chîurch *
Under these circuwbtsîaiices, we humbly con
ceive it toi be the diity or Protestants te rcpre
sent sucli cases whenever thcy are met witb
in the preper quarter; and wc believe th
application wili net bc in vain. We strongi
deprectite any mixture of narrow-miiidednee
or sectarianism, iu thec dispeneation of ou
charity. Let Protestants he influenced b
that boly motive euggeatcd by our Lord Ilion
self,-"f That clthers sceing your good worlr
tnay glorifyyeur Fatiier which is in heaven.
But we would net be understood te say, the
no distinction shomnld be made in the amour
and permanency of the relief aff'orded; fc
-ýve are cemmanded te do good te all, but "ei
pecially te them who are cf tihe householdi
faith."1 While the former should net by an
imeans be neglected, the latter eheuld b
treated as Ilbrethiren" in a more pecu il
isense. We fully agree with the concludin
remarks of thue communication before ues, viz
cc 1ani ne advoçate for state provision for lt
poor; a large proportion cf such provision i
generally squandored in large salaries on o0f
cile, and the peor pittance doe&1 eut te th
poor is gjiven il% se improvident a manner tht
it only serves te make paupers o? thcm. 1
a Christian c untry every individual ouglit t
helong te Borne church ; ad if any are i
pecuniary distress, it is the duty ef the chnirc
te take care of them. To tiîis end tome effi

ç.ent plan should be adopted, svldoh shoul
formi an important and integral part or th
affaire of the chnurcli. Lendirrg moneyi
hetter than giving lit; in case lit bc fnot paid bac
it cati rnt at aIl events be no worse tlmnn givini
it away. Labour fer meoney le still preferal.&e
One shillinig earned lny labour or otherwise,i
wtnrthi two receiveil as a gilY

Tirs Annital Meeting et the Christian Mutu2
Improvement Society (19e the Young Men"
Society for Promoting -Christian Knowleège> wa
lield on Tuesday evesiiag last, in the basemen
story ef the Wesleyart 'Chapel; when a naest in
terestiîig Report of the Society's preceeding
wvas read; frein whiclî it appears tlîat tbe Objet:
cf the Association lias been tully realized, ani
that it la now in a very lourishing condition,-
Atter the company had partaicen cf seule ex
icellent refreshmnents, thse Meeting was favotî're
with tomne valualie addresses front the .Rev
Mes.m Wilkes, Larig, Cooney, and Dr. Carru
thers. The surplus receipts of this meetingblav
been appropriatedl to thé funds of the Strangers
Friend Society-whose claims were Maost abil
advocafed .by lUs Treasurer, Mr. Yates. Tb
coaipany separated at an early heur, bigbly gra
tifled and doubtless mnch editlcd. We heartil,
recommnd the Christian Mutual Iiiprevemei
Society te the yong men cf or differem
churches, (for il is purely anti-sectarian) as a

excellent ineans of strengthening Christian prin-
j ciples, and promnoting advancement in elle knov-

ledge and love of God.

COR RESPND E* N C E.

TIIE CONVERSION 0F T14E JEIVS.

Te vusJ EDITORt Or Tif£ CHRISIJAN biFOR.
Sîa,-We shali now endeavotir te hring te a

-close onr controversy on the above subject; and
-wliich we holle inav the more easily be donc, since

veyut respeicied correspondent, wlc lias defended
thé negative or tlle arguemetît, lias withdrarvn

- iorn tlle discussion. Tis Nye thé less regret
(rom his unhappy and almost incurable infirmiîy
of mi5understaiiding- and misapplyinx the "4plain

1) déclarations of the Word oU' Ccd,"e and which
e bas occasioned a considerable delay in regard te

tepiayobjcct of the correspondence. But
>for this source of interruption, it must have been
Slong since mest obvions that for the future na-
rtional conversion of the Jews te the failti or
Christ we have special resns'of hope wvbich

y do not witli equal force apply te any atler na-
lion.

s in repiy teotr first letter in fisvoîîr of this ani-
,, mating doctrine, J. H. coroplains that we have

<4scarcely advanced a single argurnnnt"-a de-
it claration which early discouraged the hope that

a discussion, having the most pacific intentions,
ivould produce any déesirable influence on )iis

Ir own mimd. But stili it is hoped that net a few
~-wiii have scen that wbiie, in tîtat communication,

ive only attemptedl one point of argument, m'e
assurcdly did flot fail te accomplisn tIre abject Nve

y tlierein propesed.
eThe nirst objection startedl by J- H. ta thc tir.
.turc conversion of the .lcwish nation is, that

rIl tire purposes for which tbé), were raised up
gars a nation were accomplished at tIre anlvent -of

the Ilessiah -e- and lience, that as a se.parate and
distinct peoplle, Goë wil ne more deal with thein.

eur fitst letter ivas inteirdcd te overtlîrow this
e position. And if there be any signification fi

i-words, esthe pious and intelligent reader"' wil 1
bave decided that this objection of J. H,'s arises

e from sucb a want et correct acquaintance with
kt the suhject as, considerinth positiveness ef bis

ntoile of writing, be wilrllolv us te ,y, Wa.s

ô Our argument was fotinded on Rom. xi. 11,
n 12, 15, in wvhicb Saint Paul tritimphantly calcu-

Jettes on unprecedlenteil benefits (THE\g and STZJLL
hfuture) te be dcrived ta the world at large,
tiîrough the instrumentality of the nation of' is 1-

d raei."1 Surely, from thIs, the only ralional con-
clusion is that the Jews %vere raisedl up for pur-

e pnseýi of utility and subserviency te the Divine
je gove-.nment which were NOT Ilaccomplished .t~

kthe advent of the Messiali."kIf this objection wvas by iîim advanced as an
g irgînient that the .lews are ne -longer t'Obcecon-

shierd by lis in their distinctive chk.;:.ratîer as a
sepa rate nation, and hence that tbcùr natienal con-

s version on that account is net 4. be expected;
hy the reversai cf that arg&umePnt wve have laid a
foundation for the teversa ir f s inîférence ;and

,1 it must be conceded th'lt iie far as tlîat argu-
sment ic cnncerned we J*iave iinrnovabiy esablish-

cd the ccntrary p051'.îon.
9 l'le smooth ainit conclusive course cf Or dis-
tL cussion wvas, ho'wever, soon interrupted by a bée-

lôgical Objec>ý? on on the part of J. H., but which
lihe bas OP'.y substsntiated by an apleeal te bis

t mals JUP" 'CMENT; which, lie says, is bis4 supreme
authetity in sncb matters. The objection is, that

àthe eleventh chapter of the Romans lias ne rip.
- Pýieation te the subjeat: that Saint Paul ;a there

rcferriàg- by ne means ci te Icrael ris a naio,
dbut t. cithe spiritual lsrael"l-the posuqssors et

cithe failli of Abaa, of %Ybatevei nat ion.
Ceuld this objection be supported, Our Orsition

-would indepfl become untenabe But Id trutli,
ene su.tpportiseproduced. Witbout any arfeîment
.draW'n frein tbé chapter te 1irove the vahidity cf

his objection teoeur application et its contents,
J . H. considered Ut amply sufficint te declaré as

e tollows: "6For Mry own part, 1 CANNer sXF What
- bearing !hese verses have on the sulîject l"~

Prom this, the résider will sec that instead et
t or reaponing havin~ been protneunceldé "scarce-4ly an argumenit,el ti ought te have beent pro-
tl neuneefi a meut triomphant réfutation cf Lis finit
D objection, -since ho ivas iunable te furnish any

ccuinter-reasonîîîg:. There was an air of imper-
tinaîîcy in aIl this wbich, unless it amused by ils
seif.imniiortancc, wvould bc sure te oflérid lis is
pervcrseîress. Happîly the latter was net the
eflecc:. But civery ivell.infoîmed and wveli.regu-
lated mind %vill regard it very much in the light
of an insuit, te lhave thîe force cf bis argument
blirîly dcnicd, unlcss aIse the accuracy et hii
reasoning shult be fairly dispreved.

At tlîii point, we confcss, we had onc t two
alternatives preseritecl te eîrr choice , cubher rit
once ta proceed te a conc!ign cînastiseinent o1snrcb
an unjustifiable polemnical trasgression, or tu
p u rsue a mure lenient course. W'e determined,
b n Geodnatiîred forbearance, wtîicb induced

soneewh St ef a style of derultoriness, te encoiu-
rage ),our eccentric correspondent ta bring eut
aIl lie bad te say on tlic sîîbjcct> in bis own an-
tinemian mcthod ; cf this we bave had as untique
a specimen as pcrhaps, on the part of any tes-
r eciablI ivriter, can be futind in aIl tîne recorde et
iterary production. The sunir aud substance of
the ithol e, s0 fat a3 the eleventn chapter ot the
Romans is concerned, lias neyer gene tartier
than this: 49 This chapter is generally misunder-
steod. It has neyer been proparly elucidated.
Il ought te be explained. 1 cANoer 6Eî that the
conversion of tIre .ews is taugint here !'

It may be sufficient te reply te this, that wvlile
we may lainent yeur respectedi correspondent
sbould have te make se deplorable an avowal
of luis dcfect of intellectual visioni, wve, for ou«
own part> bave te be thankful %ve do net labeur
under the samne trelancîncly disadvantrige. Wuo
beg te assure bim, ive CIsi:s" piainly eneugb,
%vlcther be docs or net, that the coîîvcen cf
the Jews as a nation 1S.TAIJCT 111LAF. Net
wiîll he expect that others will close their oses
to the truth because unhappily hie de cAuNNo

Were %ve siragular in aur opinion et tlîis cbkap-
ter, or ohly supported therein lis persor.s net
more knowiiî, than ourselves, we bopie we should
have rensihil't inuffîs to avowr suct, an ôp-
joli iviLli a modest sud becomiui« defèrence for the
judgment eft ilr "betters."1 lI'rt it is a satis-
actien thar se many of the Most .ýelcbrated <cnzas>
ef si the Church ]lave berne testimony as te
wvhat mriy bé saxFi ini the <-hapier.

Previonsly tobis dcn'.al cr the aprhicability et
the eleveiittb char tu,. ef the Romans te eut side
cf the argument, 'ffle YeqpectLfully conteird that
J. H. should have -poducod lis argument agaiest
jt, dedîîced 1t'jn an analyais of the contents cf
the chapter anad a review cof ils coanecîjon. N4e
bas adopt*ed anether and singular mode; liret te
refuse *oiut quotation, and tlien te cai for an. ex-
pla.titin cf its real meaning. This certainly

iO'likri toc much like a dispositien te el uurest thc
Scriptures"' te suit a pre-conceived notion. Cein-
men sense and commen propriety %vouid belli
dictate, tînat unless bc protuîced a better expia-
nation lire woirld be bouurd te abidis hy tire one we
hall assumed.; especially since, after aIl, he wris
c iFged te admit it te be CI confessedlly dî.ficirît"
te cxîuilain it in faveur cf lus own position.

J. H.stemçse5 far te have taken tIhe dimen-
siens cf the rrnderstanding- of your renders as e
coînclurdJe thrrt lus CI 1cANNuT SX0~ Waiîld pur-
fectly convince tlnem aIl that NOTHoiNO us Tu> Br
sicEr in the chapter te. encourage Fpecial boe
for the future conversion of tIrs Jewish notionr.
Yeîîr ce respondent dates bis letters frem cio~
s-nCAL."' And this <te use a trading phrase)
may be ~ca very eoul lit" for serie in tîrat infa-
ential city, white others wvill assuredly reject il.
But, for, tbe creédit eft urieiglibourbood, wve a-
surre you, Mr. Edîlor, theTe are several, erei%. un
these country parts, for whom such an arguinent
is very coîîsîderably "ITeeOP L.

We would be scrry to discourage the laudable
attempt cf an enterprising- spirit in any honeur-
able deeartment cff uiascience ; but, ranta theo-
logical insttoctor, J. Hl. must bc prepared te Le
regarded by cithe pionîs and intelligent readerl>
with no smaîl degree et distrusti atter bis an-

noucenren repct* the epistle te the Romans-'
to"at the judritrecfnt e"the Cburch"l is i fia a
neyer yet ben rpcl explained. With serne

red hs ajone wo.. insprthm ittemeet unbounded confidence in is chritical quai-
fications. 14 There muâut be saune et TiHAT Sort te

enake uop semfe ALL sorts."e Tinere are indivi-
dueils who, acco rding te his; Own shewving, wcuild
instantly -preclaini se Lold sud advecturous a
witer te be an expositer cf the Holy Scriptures


