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a la\y which is binding upon each of them, both det.lched, and

. togates for rulers, a Supremacy, over the Suvrremr Brixg,
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even to strangers. ~ 'The rutes of

Itter to make themselves terribile
worality will not suffer us to promote the dearest intereat by ﬁiau-‘
~lwod 5 the ma\hm of war appland. it ‘when emp‘med in the;
destruction of others.’” But enough. If the abeminations ol

war are right, what deed undev the sunis wrong 2 W chrlaumm\

sanctions the atrocities qf the embattied plain, what is it better

than paganism ?  And may we nct boldly say with the late mis-:,

sionary Ward, Either our religion is a fuble, or war is wrong ?

But we presume that Marmion will readlLv adwmit that every
spacies of war coufe;sedlv does what the New ‘Testament forbils
and condemns—hz is too intelligent nat to know tha every form;
of the custom is a direct violation of its precepts. It can euat,
only by the very feelings and deeds here prohibited in terms too
plain to be misunderstood, or denied.  And hence he will not
look in the face, the ¢ collection "of Holy Scripture wpon which:
much of our case depends.”  [n this, our friend will permit as to
say that we think, as an advocate for war, heis lnuhly to be com-
mended. Some have tried to justify the unchristian’ practices ofj;
war by an appeal to the religion of the blessed Jesus. . Marmion, "
however, has not tried to umite Chust with Belial L. te has not
d!lcmpted to prove that a square is a circle, or that nouh is south !

It is true our antagonist hints that the. Old-Testament “ould lml\e _

=1 ample fext-bdok for his purposc But it 'will be time euouoh 10
reply to any Old "Testament proofs when they are produced ;- in
the meantime we may remind Marniion that he is not addressing
a Jew but a Christicn, and that we should thiniz ourselves sadly
prepureckto enter into » disputation on the war-question, if we
could not show that all modern’ wars were sinful from most of the,
~wars of the Jews recorded - in’the’” ’iblc. With equal facility we'
fancy we could prove that polygn: iy, concubinage, and slavery
ware as lawful for christiuns by the Old Testament, as that war
was proper-for-the followers of the Son of God.
- But ““the Bible was never intended as a code of international law
—the pussages of Szripture quoted are very well for individuals,

- but they lose all their lorcc and application when nations are the|

subject of conversatian.”  Such as we unJCl:ldl‘ld it, is the sub-
stance of the argnment of Marmion. 1t is certatnt tlmt the precepts
we havc introduced are {IddI‘CS\ed to ..ldmlua.a, to every. indivi-
. dyad i in .every n: Ation of Chn\tﬂndom—and it is undeniably tre
that’ it s, the duty of individual christizns to ubey them :—and to
obey“ t‘mm umf‘orml), and’ on every occasion. Butif a nation
(‘OHSIaf: ofmdmduals, cncb of whom, lrom the Mouarch down to
the “lowest lauk, 8 undcr the' moral rr(welnment of Christ, I.ow
( _can any* bod_, or cliss ofthese irdividuals claim an exemption from

in conunexion with their fellow creatures 7 Does Marmion nican to
<ay that those /'umuuncnlm rules of conduct, wluch are given to
guide every man‘in his own walk through life, may be deserted as
-<oon as he unites with others :_md» icts in a corporaie c1p1<:1£y’
1f g0, the plain con~equenc ofhis svstem will bae this—that na-
tional cnm'\s of cvery description might be committed without
an .mlmrr any rational guilt, and without awy real infraction of the
reveaied will of Ged.

Or does Marmion intend to assert that the rulers of'a nation have
antherity to suspend af pleasare the requirements and prohibitions
of Heaven, eithe: in relation to themselves or their subjects?  Can
they, by a tole, zbsolve moral hcmrrsfom their obligations 1o
< love one another 37’ Can the fallizble ruler of a nation make
i lhauut!/ of théir aubjecls to hate and murder innocent brethren,
of"mother country ?. Can a war munifesto so far supersede the Di-
vine autherity, as to make it the duty of a christian o act the p'nl‘
Cofa mortal- enemy towards thc subjerb of auother «rovemmcnt ?
>an the decree of zn earthly ruler absalve his subjeus from ieir
ohh«auons {o ‘obey the great command—'Thou shalt love thy
neighbor as 1hys<.'f' > 1f s0, the .xs:umpt'on of this’ prineipie ar-
and makes his laws. responsible to their. own? It would follow
too that subjects are not responsible for-the injurics which they
do in time of war, if done by the order of their rulers. On this
principle the most vile and malignant passions of soldiers may be
indulged, in the hope of impunity at the bar of Ged.

Strange as it-may appear, however, many men, while they order
the course of their domicstic lives hy the precepts of Chiristianity,
forget or deny the application of the -same precepts to their dnty
as citizens of the world. They admit the propriety of the pacific
injunctions of .Jesus when applied only to individuals, or 10 chris-
tians in their.individual capacity, but deny their propristy when
nppiied to professing christian states or political bodies.  Yet of
what are communities- composed but individuals?  What is the
national feeling and the national conduct, but the aggregate of feel-
ing and cdnduéb which belong to individuals? By whom is the
the mvhltude controlled, and the tide of battie poured along, if not
b; individuals 2 But by what autho.u) is the sense of Scnpn.re
ristrained or applied in this particular way? By the authority
of Christ?  No. Dut we know of no other authority. conipétent
to establish such a restriction. And hence it would seem a suffi-
cient answer, to meot the assertion of Marmion with assertion.
"To the objection we have now noticed, we find the “distinguished
Dr. Chalmers does not thinlt it warth his while, to level agaiust it

any thing in the shape of argument. And hence without any minc-
iug of the matter, he boldly asserls—<1f forboarance be the vir-

"

l
ewmbent on the very largest sacieties of men, throvgh the cousti-|;

I\'cuvcance then that is the mnuu:\mmogs nation, wlu"h recoiling

1lgang must arrive

it be incunibent on meu in honor to prefer each other, itis in-

tited organ of their governmentto do the same. 11 it be the glory
of a i wm, to defer his anger, and 1o passover a transgression, that
nation mistakes its glory which is-so fi@lingly alive to the slight-
.estinsuit. 1f it be lhe magnanioity of an'i m}mm. man.to abstain from

from violence and from blood, will do no mare lh-m ‘'send its chns-
tian embnssv. and prefu‘ its mild and i m'pxessx\c remonstrance.’
And so the veneruble Clar kson, tha noble abolitionist, meets the
question. e does noi seem to think that it needs.any argument
to demolish it. ¢ Will it be alleged,” " he asks, *¢ that those doc-
trines which prohibit the resentment of private injuries, are inap-
Iplicable to the case of public wrongs 2 What ! docs the law of
'God forbid tho murder of an individual!, and does it license™ the
murder of thousands? . Doees it bar 'Lh-- ihdul«renco of as)}rr)'
passions against an: ofemlnm nczgh.m-, and. ;does it authorise
feelings of hatxcd déeds ofcruelty towards uunﬂen(hnrr multi-
itudes? Or, - can pubhcuulhorny alter the nature of right :md
jwreng #” But we have more respect for Marmion tnan to U‘C'lt
ihioy'in so ca\‘tlxer a manner. We beg !ns cmdul attention. to-the
f:o'lm\m-r Niews., ‘
- il Marmion shoul(l say-that nu.act which w ould be asin in an
indmdu.}l would be no sin’ in a nation, we should JMike him to in-
form us what amouet of numbers consututcs a nation.  \Were Ro-
binson Crusoe and his man Tr 1duy auation ? 1 not how populom
must the island become before their nambers wonld sanction sin ?
San Marino, repablic in Europe, has been called a nation for
many centuries; and yet its numbers have not excecded seven
thousand. Can seven thousand persons alter the nature of right
and wrong 7 Now we must confess, the objection to us appears
futile until the precise number to which a fily, a tribe,
, betore they can be ealled a nation, ¢hall be do-

o

or i

termined en.
We ask'b
quently used by the advocates of Peace.
origin of society. Suppose a fuwily “like that of Noah, to com-
mence the settlement of a country. ‘They multiply into a nuin-
ber. of distinct families.” Then in the course of years they become
so numerous as to form distinct governments. In any stage of
their progress, unfortunate dispates wight arise by the imprudence,
the avarice, or the ambition of individuals. Now at what period
wm.l(l it-be proper to introdaca_the, custom of deciding controver-
o3 by ‘the edrrc of the sw ord, or an 'xppeal to avms 2 bhight this
be dong when-the families had increased toten? YWho would rot
be shocked at the madness of introducing such a custom under
such ci: reunistanges ? Might it then with more, pxopnu) e done
when the familics had “muliiplied to hftv or to a thousand, or tén
thougand 2 'T'he greater the nuntber, the greater the danger, the
greater the carnage and calamity.  Besides, what reason can he
given, why this mode of dccndm« controversics would not he as
here were but ten fuilies, as when thereswore ten
thousend 2 And why might not two individuals thus deeide dis-
puies, as woll as two nations 2 Perhaps Marmion will admit that
the custom could not be honorably introcuced, until they separa-
ted, and formed two or more distinet governments.  But would
this change of circumstances dissolve their ties as brethren, aud
their obligations as accountable beings > Would the organization
of distinet gov‘énhhenls confer a right on rulers to appeal to arms
for the settlement of controversizs?  Is it not - mamﬁ.st that no
period can be assigned, at which the introduetion of such a custons
would not be absoluté mmdu And shall a custoin whxch must
lmve been murderons at its commcncemanl be now up.:c'd as ne-

farmion to consider another argnment, cne more fre-
Let us look hack to the

propar w hen ¢

cessary and lionorable ? .
Another mode of reasoning » employ ed by those w ho consider all
var as siuful, ¢n the present loplu, we huxo alw ay’s conqxdued 10

be an ample and ¢ ..aualactor) answer. 'l‘hc answer is'10 be found

in the arrangements .ahd methiods of "reasoning, adoplcd in lhose

‘Treatises, which xe.atc to lhe duties and interconrse of rations. . In

gl complete Treatises on the Law of Nations, we find the distinc-

tion, into the Nateral and Conventional Law. The natural law of’
nations is that portion of the Law of Nations, wkich is founded in
nature. In other words, the whole reasoning, running throngh this
part of internztional law, is based upon the simgle principle, that,
as nations ate composed of individuals, whatever is right or wrong
in individuals, is also right or wrong in nations, .u:lmfr undersimilar
circumstances. ‘I'he natural reasoning and conscience of man, judg-
g as to what is right or wrong ih his own individual conduct, is the
standard, which the writer on this portion of the Law of NMations
constantly refers to, in attempting (o prescribe the’ path of inter-
national action.  But since the introduction of the Gospel, men)
are placed under a new dispensation, supemddod to, and fur above
that of mere unaided nature. , If there are some things which are
p\.rmxtted by the light of nature, but are forbidden by the Go:pel
no one can doubt that their conduct in their individual capacity is
now  to be revuldtr-d, not by the permission of nature, but hy the
prohibition’of Revelation.  Now what we cluim is, the right to
reason and to apply principles of action, in the samc way in

ed for the first two numbens.

way.  \We endeavour to ascertsin what under the Gospel are lho‘
daties binding upon individuals, and from individuals we ascend to .
those communitios and nations, which' these individuals hav form—
ed by associating with each other

. - - v

ject.  Wao but follow Marmion when we argue that the prin-’

are also binding upon tlem in their sociul - capacity, Mar-
mion does the very thing which he disellows in us. “He, wonders

of nations, when he lowetn to-malke the” distinetion h'mer!f \Vhat
menns his fictitions Pirate case—n case ' ‘

“ ,\Yhoso lightest word
Wauld harrow up thy soul; 'frecn thy yoang bleud ;
hiako thy tivo eyes, like stars, start from their splur(-s.,
Aud each particulur hair to stand’ont cnd
Like quxlls upon the frotful porcupine,
But llus eternnl*blazon must not be—“

4

plicability of ull such cases to the dccnsmn of the question. - Bnt
Marmion wishés to draw
case—what principle 2 The principle that if it be rmht for oue
hundre'd individuals to resist unto death fifty plmtcs, it ISv n"'lt
for a mation to resist unto death an invading army ! And :0 ‘our,
friend commits the very crror which cxcites his wonder with re-
spect to us.  We do not refer to the inconsistency of Marmioit in
the spirit of triumph. 1t is the common_esror of ;all the defenders
of war, They begin by asserting that nations are not to be fc-
verned by the same furdamental rules as individuale, and end by
attempting to prove that national war is right from the dutics of
individuals, "They are constantly asking ¢ What would you do
i assailed by an assassin—or what must be done if christians. arc
attacked by savage hordes of brutal monsters of iniquity?’’ appeal-
ing to our animal feclings, rather than to our jndgment,’ and thus
attempting to justify nations by extreme cases ﬂpplicabld‘ 10 indi-
viduals, while the whole. force ol' their argument rests on, the as-
samption, that what would be sin in an mdmduul would h(' right
in a nation. - K

loving our enemics, domg good lo them !hal late us, overcoming |
evil with good, and a hundrcd other passages in the-gospel of " -
R natmc upply lo, nations ns well as fo mdmduuls "The spmt
of all war is (!net_tly opposite to these preccpls.
sinfal qualities which have been e\cmphﬁed in" all wars ‘not X~ |
pressly commanded by God and sanctioned by miracles, and then « '
glauce over the pacific. m_|un¢uons of christianjty.. Now we say,
that all war is congrary to the spirit of the Gospel. David Hume, a
prince an:idst infidels, with his keen eye saw the bearings of the
gospel on war. And he gives us to understand, that he despised
the gospel because it inculeated meekness, and hecause it wuulrl
not permit ita adherents to fight for their rights. Happy - had ‘i
been for the uorld, if chnslmn nations had seen the uth wnlh
half the clearness of that arch foe of divi we revelation. We hopc-
to take up the argument from civil government in fav or of ‘war,
and also to notice the extreme cases which Marmion lms culled
opt of a fruitful imagination in our succeeding number. 1. ike the
lions which Pll"l‘lm cncountercd on the Iull of leﬁculty, thev
will be found on a ncar appnouch, to be chained and harmless ;
and none byt a timorous man, who lacks faith, wnll bc ﬁmhtcnc
at them,’or be prevented from wnll(mg in the path of duty, Ihough
it may he dntﬁcult, or even dangerous. It is better to dee thun tg
sin.
ther all war be inconsistent with the gocpcl as whether it be not
expuhcnl so'nehmes to” bend the'. «ospel to our cnrcumsmuce':
when our own bnfcty and that of our wives, cluldrnn, anid equutry
require it ? ‘We.say N ‘
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ANNUALS FOR 1839.

& W, MACKINLAY have received per the L»uo, rrom Liver.
* poal, the following ANNUALS, viz, .
¥ nendulup s Offering, ‘
Forget Me Not, :
_ ThaJdleepsake,
, ‘The Book-of Beauty,
" The Oriental Annunl

Lmnw:sz. The thivd nnmber of Petley’ sIIIuslralmns of Nova

A

Swu.l contuining the ('ullnwmn views: . ‘ .

View of the Cobeqmd Mountains,

£ Fredericton, N. 1.
“  Windsor- from the Barracks,
-“

Slrmm, neir the Grand L.lk.c

¢ Indian of the Mic Mac Tribe,

Wuh an n(]thlmn.ﬂ view to he given gratis to all those who snbecrxb-
4w i .tuh S.

.
N 4

'

which writers on the Law of Nations have always reasoned and
applied principles of action. "They. have rensoned from mdmduals
to nations, and have applied to nations prmcxplos of action, ‘which

il

TO BE SOLD A'I‘ PRIV‘.TE SALE.

IE PROPERTY owned by Jntcph H

awkins, situared i
Water Strect, adjoining \ir. , situated in Upper

t1e of an individual, foﬂ:earance is also the virtue of a nation: If

they claimed to be just and obhv'rtor) m the cage of indiv uluals. apply to J Hawkins.

Dayig’ 3, butcher. - For ' particulares
Apnl5

Now in our argnmeut- agninst war we act precisely in the samo\

But we need not add ¢ Jine upon line’ on his part of' our sub "

we do not distinguish betwocn the duties of individuals and thoso. °

No, na. .Musl not be, when i comes from one who denics the dp-

We hopc we have now s1lisfuct0ri]y shown that the precepts of"

Look '\t um :

¢

With Marmion, the: question seems to be, not s0 much who-

an zmpo;lant]n inciple from lhc Pzra!e N

ciples ol the Gospel binding upon men in their individual capacity,
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these things arc contrary onc to the other ; or.in other words, .
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