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PIIILE3ION AND ONESIMUS.

etNot very fortunately, we think, for the cause of the oppressor, has the Epis-
tIe to Philemon been brouglit inte view, ia conriection with this discussion.
lYhere is the evidence that Onesimus was a slave nt ail? The wholo epistle is
as easily explained on the assumaption, that ho vas a kinsman to Philonion, or a
liired servant, who had first robbed bie master and then mun awa froin him, as
on any other. At the very lonst, it must be admitted, that the Qireek word, by
which his relation te Philemen is deosignated, says nothing specifio on thié point;
and the distinctive word for slave is neither found iu this epistle, uer anywvhere
else in the New Testftment, although its derivative, which is commouly rendered
' ensiaver,' or 'kidnapper,' or 'mtuansteafler,' bas a niche cf infamy assigned to it
lu one of the passages quoted above.

'KlBut suppose that Onesimus vas n. slave, and suppose farther, if it likes you,
that slavery at Colosse vas, iu bis days, as bad as the Amecriean Slavery of our
day, what dos Paul do in the case? Dees he make buiself a slave-catcher ?
Does lie do a single thing, or say a single word, whicli bas the slightest teudency
te invest slavery with an atoin of respectability ? The very reverse. Hie says te
Phulemon, receive Onesimus back; but how ? 'Net new ns a servant, but abeve
a servant;' or, if yen will, ' not now as a slave, but above a Filave,' ' a brother
beloved, specially te me; but how much more to thee, both in the fiesh,' as a
reelaimned relative, or a fellew-creature, 1 and in the Lord as a fellow Christian.'
fIe adds, ' if thon count me, therefore, a partner,' a sharer with thee in the grace
cf the gospel, then ' receive hlm,' net as thon wouldst receive back a muuaway
slave, but as thon wouldst receive I'myself. le this like an abettor cf slave.
holding, even iu its mildest form ? But the apestie gees on te, lot Philenion
know, that aithougli, in Christian ceurtesy, hie chose te use the language cf
entreaty, ho vas entitled te assume a high toue. For, says lie, I miglit be much
beld in Christ toe cjoin thee,' that is, the authority I have from Christ would
bear me out in comm;andiug thee flot te treat this man as a slave, aithongli, ' for
love's sake, I rather besecl thee,' knowing that with thee this is enougli. Now
let the American churches takes the words ef Paul te Philemon, and aet them
out-let thetu ses te it, thnt ail their ministers, and overseers, and members,
shall take them, and act theni ont. Let theni do this in houest sincerity, and
without the artifice, or evasion, te, whieh they bave been se long accustomned, nnd
by ene fiat cf their uuited will, the cenneetion between Christianity and their
slavery ie eutirely disseverd-it is gene-lt is numbered with the dead, there te
rot, and be fergotten in the grave cf the detested.

"But soie oe vill say, 'lyen are reasouxng just no*w on the supposition, that
prier te bis escape, Opesimus was the slave Of Philernon, and, on this supposition
dees it net followr, that Philemon had been both a Christian and a siavebolder?'
This objection is at once plausible and futile. It le, 1 believe, the very thiug
whieh mieleade a few in perusing the epistlo on which 1 arn cemmentiug. But
if by a siaveholdler yen men eue 'who treats bis fellow creature ns a slave,
neither Philemon, nom auj other man, ceuld bo both a Christian and a elaveholder,
withont committing sin, unless we were te ndopt the moustrons alternative, that
Christins are at liberty te abuse the unhelievers, aud only bound te love oe
another. Surely Philemen, the Christian, was bound te tteat Onesimus accord-
iug te Christian law, nîthongli the latter lad nover been cenvemtedl; and Christian
law, as we bave alrendy seen, and are just about te ses Çumthem, is utterly at war
with pmactical slavebolding. Again, if by a. slaveholder yen men a man who
bas a servant, wheni the law cf his country regards as a slave, but whom ho
trents as a freeman, yen rernain guilty cf misnsing a term, lut the force cf your
objection is entirely gene. Tako the case cf Onesimus, theu, any way yen please
-take hlma as a free servant., or take him as a slave ; the epistie whîch refers te
him says nothiug for, but ovcrything againat that odions thiug cnhléd a Christian
sînveholder; audlI cannot but regard the teneity with whicli this case bas been
seized upon, as indicatiug a couscieus lack cf support froni the oracles cf the
living Qed.


