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I-ev ar-agreeddupon this; for it is what I have been an~d noWv 'am
contendifig for-" and that nothing concerning spiritual niarriage -can
be foundýtherc." 'For ye arenIll the chilf1ren of God by faitli in'Ohrist

iJesus "'for as inany of you as have been baptiyed into Christ have put
on Christ," Gai. iii. 26. That this believiug widow lad put on ChristIand -was inarried to himi w'ho was raised 'from the dcad, and at'h
time the apostie wrotc was xnarricd only ini the Lord. I have already
fully slîowni. 'I therefore believe that the scripture authorizes ic ta
c all this a spiritual inarriage or union, for ccrtainly it is not a temiporal.fone. As to your tvo rossons I must admlit that I have not been
able to discover whcercin thecir invincible -strength lies; but as you
have based se -mudh upen tiîem I ivilI gi-vo tlin a passing notice.-

IlYour first reason "because the apostle gives dircctieîs*to thoso'whel
j wcre tlready inarried te hiin-wlîe is raiscd fromý-tlîc dead, and -coul d

n ot nxcan-what Senex says it doos."I Lèt us sec wvhat directions tii c
Apostie lias given to thèse wlio wcre alrcady inarried *to Iîim %vho isf
raised from tlîe dead. l- 1 say therefore te the uninarried and widows,
it is good even-for them if they abide even as -I," verso 40 Ilonly inf
the Lord.; but sIc is liappier if she se abide, after niy judgemcnt."
LNow, broitier, you will sec tInt what i have a rcady said is in accord.
ance witIi these two quotatiens, and for your further iniormation read
tIc 32nd, 33rd, and 34th 'ýerscs of this chupter. 'Your second reasonfis" because Paul could not judge it happier for awidow to abide se,
than to-bemnarried in tIc Lord in ~S.nox view of thiat phrase.,, My
vicw of tlispassagc is timis: that the widow alludcd to was naarricd
in the Lord, and Paul lias judgcd it to bce happier for lier to abide 80.

In this and tIc preceding essays I have been cndeavoring, to show
'thnt the niarriage that God institutcd at the creation permnitted thcisexes to formi attachinents agrecably to tic principles imp]anuted i nf
their nature, withîout any restraint bing put on them. T hose Who

ioppose my vicws contcnd, that believers. are permnitted to xnarry -onlyIbelievers. Now if this ivas a law fromýGod, there would also have
been another law or rule frein God wlîerebybelievers could with cer-

jtaintykneW that these they were ùbout to inarry -wera believers in
[thc scriptural sense of tIe word (believer.) .But the latter 'being ab-
sent Proves thiat the former does.not *exist: as.it .is -written, Il They
arc not all1Israel ivlo are of Isr.ael," neither are Alibelievers who
Say thcy are. But it mnay be said that it is only contend that mnin
bers of the churcli in.irry inembers ; but, that won't alter thec case,
for if inembers are flot believers they are, hypocrites. Lot it le pp

~posed that there is. a plain precept in tIe 'Ne W Testament command-


