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religion, the more do I feel that iu tho end I shall have to accept Rlm at
any cost, as my personal Savior ; but howv can I do it now and bring ruin
upon My faniily V"

There are more sucli than we bave any idea of. The surface currents
so often fail to tell what the deep-sea înovenients are.

Sir Charles Elliott, Licutenant-Governor of Bengal, for thirty years a
close observer of missionary activities and xnissionary probleins in many <

provinces in India, said iii a public address :
" There is unqucýstionably an undercurrent ivorking au-nong the higher

classes in India toward Christianity in spite of ail the open manifestations
against it, and we xnay looki forwardl wîth confident cxpectation to the day
-ivhen ail India shall bow at the feet of Christ, who alone eau uplift,
purify, and save.."1

This changed front, then, gives royal vantage groundl to work for
Indià's redeunption. The old apathy ; the old supercilions indifférence;
the old silent, but dogged rcsistanco ; the old conviction that nauglit could
shake llinduism's firni foundations has passedl away, and passed nover to
return. Religions thouglit in India is drifting hither and yon. The Limae
to rally ail Christ's forces lias corne. Let earncstness of effort and per-
sistence in prayer bring out and energizo theso secret haif-disciples. The
cuirrents that are veering away from. Christianity may now, by God's bless-
ing ou trobledl effort, bc turned toward. the Cross of Calvary, and India
yct be won in this generation. The time for ivork is now.
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BY JOSEPHI G. A&LEXANDER, IHON. SECRETARY Or TUE SOCIETY FOR THE

SUPPRESSION 0F THE OPIUM TRADE.

India's upium traffic Nvith China bas becu the subjeet of protest front
Euiglish Christians, and even from, upriglit nmen iwho do not caîl theni-
selves followers of Christ, ever sinco the year 1839, wvhen the Rev. A. S.
Thelwall published a pamphlet cntitledl "«The Iniquities of the Opiumn
Trade wvith China."" That same year saw the teunporary stoppage, of the
traffic by the Chinese Government. lIs seizure of contraband opium vwas
abundantly justificd by international xnorality, tho ail its proceedings
tolvardl British subjccts cainiot bc defendcd. The resuit was the Opium
WVar of 1840, of -%whici '.%r. Gxladstoiie said. at the lime, lu the flouse of
Commons, that hc hiad nover rend of " a ivar more unjust in its origin or
more calcuiated to cover this country with permanent disgracc ;"" while
Dr. Arnold, of Rugby, wrote of it as "<a national sin of the greatost
possible magnituzde." China wvas huxuiliated and compelled, to pay an in-
demnity for the opium so rig(hteously destroyed, and the trade fiourishedl
more than ever. Iu 185S, after a second war, flot so dircctly connected with
opium, China conseutcd to legalize the trafflo and to share the 'revenue


