
CORRESPONDgNC'.

To thre Editor.

PAX, 119 REPLT TO W. G. on. WAR.
Srs,-As W. G. has published bis final

reply to Paz, Pax may pprbaps be allowed s
little space in your Magazine for a final re-
joinder ta brua. He saya that the controversy
should 6e dropt, as being unedifying and
unprofitable! 1?ossibly 'indeed bis own re-
astmanresd rejection of the trusth have been
unedifyaig; but rnay 1 not hape that the
mubject as it bas been treated by me, in close
anad direct reference te the esample and pre-
cepe af the worthies af thre New Testament,
bas not been a1together unprofitable. The
voice--tbe stili1 smali voice of truth is neyer
heard entfrely la vain. Like the dew of
heayen, or like s -grain of mustard sced, it
May faU unseen and unknown ; but it sbail
prosper, and, although it may be after mariy
dsys, ite salutary influence wiUl be felt, re-
cognized, and developed, even ainidst thre
ungenial apposition, contradict!on, and de-
ri.iou af carmai mindediiessand popular er-i
rar. To itftlf, as weli as Wo the church in
ber redeemed prarity, it may 6e said that-
IlThough thou hast been forsaken and bated,
bo that sio mari passed through thee, yet I
wilI ïnake thee an eternal excellency, the joy
of many generations." Insensible as W. G.
hitn!self eems ta be of it, I perceive that bis
mind hait been Wiached by its hallowed power
opposed to inaî in bis ungraceful and uncon-
scious encounter with i. Hc maya.--" Paxr
a# said in plain wordr tirat h. (W. G.) ii
not a Christian." Nothing like this did Pax
ever say or write. Sa far from. it, 1 even
expressly recas&nized hlm as a Christian bro-
ther; although diargeairle with a grass error
iu jwlgmnent. Tht anly "plain wort." re-
ferred ta, must have been the plain word. of
New Testament precept, doctrine, and ex-
ample. Prom these only bas W. G. nnwit-
tiugly but conscientious1y drawn an inférence
50 condeuanatory of hinrself and of bis worldly
doctrine. Hie having iuferred that-"' if
what Pax says la really thre julgment af the
New Testament Soriptures, upon thre folly
snd fiendlshness of deadly violence, is truc,
1 (Warrior G.) amna ot a Chriartian," is bi
own inféence, and o assertion of mine. For
thre truth af tis 1 refer tri my former com-
munication.

It is needicas for me Wo attempt Wo lay and
establisi the truth upon tis subject mare
plaixaly and forcibly tisa I have already doue
for bis conviction. He hm. not een ap-
proac&ed tic broad, safe, sud blesaed ground
on which, 1 humbly thirik, 1 mhewed the
position takeri by me in opposition to hlm,
wss tbat in wbich stood thre Lord Jeaus and
ail wbo in thre day. of bis fiA" sat at bis feet
to hear bis word, to'learu meekiess and low-

lineu of beart, and to find reut te their mouls.
What 1-la it indeed passible for sa mn poor
in spirit, fifled with the broken spirit of pe-
rîitentil- bumility-prostrate in the very dust
under a deep and awful cousciousness of his
ow-n gnuilt and unworthine3s, and Yet exulting
în the dîscovered mercy of God, and the
arnazing laye and abounding grace of Christ,

«'Not ta be thought of but with tides of joy,.>
" Not to be rnentioned but with abouts of praise.

-s it possible for surh a person-for a true
Christiana, in his right mind, thus turned
«I'frou darkness Wo Iight, and froua the
power of Satan Wo God," to conceive for a
moment that it woudd bit Zawful for Abs,
urider any circrumstances of provocation or
apprehension whatevér, ta wield a deadly
weapon against the life of bis fellow-man ?
Unlena W. G. cari discover tlaere--a± thre feet
of Jesus-eawmewhat ta sanction his alieged
occasional lawfulness of bloody and deadly
violence, let him, for con!risteticy's sake, re-
nounce eitber L1lat position or Aig osma Is it
lawful for one who professes Wo be numbered
amang a peculiar people, born of God, anid
zealous of good works, to teach for doctrines
such worldly popular notions of men, as,
when realizeti in their sanguinary bideous-
ness, exhibit the mosi grou8 and mositagraai
violation of the furidamental laws otChrist's
kingdom? lait lawful for hlm Wdraw froua
incidental anid isolated passages of the New
Testament Seriptures, hypothetical inferen-
ces, tirat are at atter variance with sucb laws,
and with thre spirituality, peaceableness, ho-
liness, gentleness and meekuess, for the saA
of exhibitixg ,chich, Wo a Ilcrooked snd per-
verse generation," Jesus and bis first follow-
ers Iaboured anid suffered and died, &o pain-
fsl4# and ignominionsly ? Cari it irideeti be
lawful ta do sa, while it is possible ta draw
froua such passages infereuces tirat perfectly
harmonize writh 61the truth asit is in Jeass?"
Might not swords have been allowed for de.
fence ouly against beasta of prey, which in-
fested the batiks of Jordani? Might not thre
Apostle Paul, most consisteratly, at ane and
the marne time, deprecate thre use of deadly
weapons in war by Christians, and uIso place
hirmlcf under thre protection of the Chief
Magistrate? Might not the ancre profession
of Aras assumed by men In "6times af igno..
rance," eore they were Ilrenewcd in the
spirit of their aninds;" and permitted to ho
held by themn in thre dawn of the Gocpel dis-.
pensation. ho yct deemed inadmissble DuWr
in the fuinesa af bis revealed wlll, and when
the 1"glory of the Lord la risen" upon this
beuighted world ini bis wide.spreading king-
dom. "Do violence ta, no> ma%,', was the
Saviour's injunction tri moldiers, whoee con-
ceptions of the nature of bis kingdoi imuât
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