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Serandly—We shonld provide for therr inmuediate wants, T have nat
now time to amphfy the way i which this should be done. Doubtlese,
hawever, poar farcignees, whe are thrown iato our large towns nnﬂ
citiea, should lie sent as poon as posaible ity tho interior, where there is
taom enough and to apare, and where, 0 one twelvemanth afier their
artival, thev can all snpport themeselvea.  They shomld be proteeted
arainet the land-sharha who infest our wharves, “Fhey shonld, by means
of eheap tracte and newspapers, be inatmeted in the nature of our elimate
and so1l, and the way to get nto the nterior, and the way to make an
independent hving. 1 am not now speaking of religious or political
tracte, but of tracte fur the people on commeon aubjects,

A House of Refoe, or an Asylum for the Poor, of all ages, iy very
nmneh needed i thie ey, A= vur police is noew administered, there
in great eruelty and nastice s Jassing the poor wish the comvict. ‘T'o
treat the vouthinl offender m the same way that the hardened villain is
dealt with, 18 the way te destrov all s'c-lf-r(-spccl, and to increizo every
species of ezime. Schuals of 1 f-.mm}l:-n_ and a homo for the friendleas
stranger are greatly nveded i onr vicinity,  The wan of wealth who
shall endow such mstitutions 1 New Orleans, will be a benefactor tohis
race, that many genceations will blesa, The forcien pour in our streets
18 not 2 tithe of what it will bo in a few years, and the souner and the
more effectively some mdicious nunde of assisting them is devized by us,
tho better for them and for us.  American pauperism is a term that hap-
ply has hatherto had oo place in onr history , but in our Atlantic towns,
at Teast, it wal! soun call =g londly fur relief, that legielatore, and citizens,
and property-holders, as wddl as philanthropista, will be obliged (o at-
tend to at.

Thirdly—We must cducate the children of furcigners, and by every
proper means seek o inbue thet, both old and yomng, with the spirit of
Chnst.  The two great igtenments by which thus can be dund, are pub-
he schovls awl domestic mssions,  These are the two great agencivs
intrusted to Amencan philanthropists and Christiang, by which to re-
penerate go e of the Ol World as Gad in his providence wmay cast
upon the busom of the Now.  Of all secular agencies by which to do
good to forciznurs, there is nothing to compare to our Free Publie Schoul
system ;. and of there was ot a sinele nativeshorn child benefitted by our
Publie Schaols, they should be fustered and upheld through overy obutn-
cle, for the saha of the child of the stranger within our gates, amd fur tho
gake of the orphan committed to the State by ita Almighty Father  1do
not mean that public schiools should be for such only—hy no means;
they are, and should be, open to all, rich and poor, native and foreign.
But 1 mean that they aro of the very first importance in view of immi-
grants to this comtry. It is thero they begin to tasto the sweets of
liberty , 1t 13 there they begin to learn something of our bleesed institu-
tions, and to know how to enjoy them.—If, X I, Record.

THE OFFERINGS OF CAIN AND ABEL.

We are informed that, ¢ in process of time Cain brought of the fruit of
the ground an offeting onto the Lord.  And :.0ei, hie also brought of the
fir=tlings of his flock, and of the fat thereof.” 1f wlic record stopped here,
this praceeding woukl doubtlese meet our approbation, asevceedingly suit-
able and beconunz.  What could Le more proper than that Cam, who
was a coltivator, should heing his froitg, or that Abel, who was ashephierd,
should bring s sheep—ench offering perfectly appropriate to the condi-
tion and pursunts of the offerer

But let let us read on. ¢ And the Lord had respect to Abel and to his
offening ; but unto Cain and hus offering he had no respect.”  ‘This seta
us to enquire where lay the roat of oflence n Cain’s offering, and of ac-
ceptance n Abel’s?  Was the offering of Cain in itself objectionable, or
was the offence ‘a the mind and temper of the offerer T We must turn to
the New ‘Testmaent for more light on this matter,  ‘The anthor of the
Epistle to the Hebrews tells us, that it was « by faith” that ** Abel offered
unto God a more excellent sacrifice than Cain ;” and asother apostle,
esnlenty referring to this offering, plainly states, that Cain’s works were
evil and his brothers righteoua,  Cain had, therefore, in this mutter, an
untoward dizposition, and displayed a lack ot faith.  But, still, waa this
shown in the nature of the offering itself, orin the frame of mind with
which it was presented 1 Whatsoever, in the 1hings of God, is not of
fanh 13 8m ; and beyond qacstion, Abel himself might have sinned by the
deficiency of fasth, even in offering a proper oblation. We are led to
think, however, that God had appointed a certain manner of approach to
hun ; and that to opproach Inm in any other manner than this, was offen-
sive and rebellious.

What stnkes us first, 13 the remarkable fact of the existence of sacri-
fice at this early peniod, so soon after the fall.  This implies further com-
munication of God’s will to man than we have as yet been distinctly ac-
quainted wih, The usage of sacuifice—the idea that the life-blood of an
ammal could be an accepiable offening to God, could hardly have arisen
n tlus eazly and unbloody age without a special sntimation of some kind
from Heaven. Itisso repugnant to all the notions that we associate
with that age, that the idea of 1ts human origin at once strikes the mind
as a moral mposubulity.  [f, then, tus rie hud been so early jaculcated
—it would seem uumediately afier the fall—some 1dea of its meaning
must have been afforded, thau it night seem reasonable and proper—that
it nught become an expressing of fauh among & simple-minded people.

If aoy explanauor of st8 purport were supplied, that explanation could
have been only one. that man was a sinner, tha: without shedding of
blood there was no remission of sin ; that although, indeed, the blood of

animals could not take asway sin, yet that thereby they could declare theic
guiltiness before God and express their faith and hope in the atonement
theseafier 1o be offered by *the Jamb shin from the foundation of the
world.” We know that this was the purport of the sacrifices under the
law, and as these sacrificrs were the same which had previously existed,
they halno doube, then, the same meaning attached to them.  Now the
need of this form of faith wae not peenliar to the keepers of sheep ; it has
been practized by men of all Kind of ocenpations, in all ages.  With this
clie, we may there fore be able 1o deicet the causes of the il recepiion
which Cain's offering found.

Wasit nat that he declined to enter into the #pirit of the sacrigicial fn.
itution , and while willing to bricg a thank.offering in teatimony of the
Lord'a guudness, refused to offer that acknowledgment of sin, and tq exs
prese thatneed of atonement by bload, which the animal saciifice expressed 1
1f we contend that the off: uce of Cain lay at all in the diffecence of his
offering fiom that of Abel, we cannot e any other satisfactory explana.
tion bt that which this supposition affords, * “I'ha explanation does not,
indeed, ns some alledae, necepsarily grow out of mere diflference ; for al.
though we ninst ever maintain that sacerifice had a Divine origin, designed
10 set forth the atonemens by ihe death of Chriss, yet having found ex-
istence, it wae not always oftered in that high meaning, but was ofien
simply a thank-offering.  As a thank-offering, the offering of Cain might
have been as acceptable as that of Abhel. If, therefore, we fuy any stiess
upon the difference —and it is imposs ble to avoid doing 8o, we must allow
that the time when the offering was made—*at the end of days,” for
such ia the mea iing of the words readered ¢ §n process of time” —was some
commemorative day ; perchaps of the fall, perhapaa Sabbath, in which a
aacrifice of atoneatat was expected and usually rendered.  That Cain
refused ta reader thisservice, bat brought his vegetable products, in which
he may be presumed to have tahen muach pride—as if an acknowledg-
ment of the Lord's goodnesa in the bouaties of nature was all that could
be deawn from hiny —~scems 1o meet all tie difficulties of the case, and to
correspond to the New Testament allusions to it,

Buat how dild the Tord testifv his apptoval of Abel's offering, and his
rejection of Cain's?  The mode most in accordance with seripture exe
amplea is, that the aceepted offering was consumed by supernatural fire,

It mav be that in thrse most primitive times, when the intercoupse of
Gol with man seema to have heen etill more immediate than it afterwards
hecame, this sign of acceptance was always affaeded, and pethape this
inetance was the first in which it had heen swithheld. This would in-
timate that Cnin had previously, under the influence of his father, mado
proper offerings, and now ventures upon a new and a wrong thing,  If,
as some guppose, and the narrative scems to imply, the firat family sill
remain in the neighborhnad of Eden, in presence of the * flauning sword
or sword-like flnme, which precluded all return to that happy seat, it is
by no meana unlikely, that this flime was regarded as the Shekinah, or
symhol of the Divine presence, like the “ glory of the Lord” in after
times s and that the flame was darted therefrom to consume the accepted
offering. There are many facts i, the corrnption of Paganiem which scem to
owe their arigin to the circumstance of man’s second condition on the
outside of Eden, hut in presence of the sncred symbols—the cherubim and
the flaming sword, by which it waa shut in.

There docs not scem to us anything to indicate that this was the first
accacion that offerings had been made by Cain and Abel,  Considesing
the length of time since the fall, all probability is ngainst that notion.
There mnot, therefure, have been tomething new—some innovation oa
the part of Cain—to account for the higher favor with which Abel’s offering
waa received. It was probably an act of reheltion, the risings of a proud
and hanghty spirit against an act of humiliation and contrition for sin,
The deep displeacure evinced by Cain showa that this was no common
matter, and that some strong principle is involved. That it was of the
natare which has been indicated, will be placed beyond question, if we
receive an interpretation of the Lord’s remonstrance, which has etrong
claimg to concideration. Tn the common version, God says to Cain,
“ Why art thou wroth? and whyis thy countenance fallen? 1If thou
daeat well, shalt thou not be accepted? and if thou doest not well, sin
lieth at the donr? Thia rendering of the Ias: clause has the advantage
of a popular idiom in the English language, which gives 1t an adventitious
force and signification. In the marginal reader 1t has, instead of ** sin*®
« the punishment of sins;* but the Hebrew word means in mnny placesa
gin-offering, that is, an animal vietim ; and that being understoad here,
the worda will admit, and we incline to think that they -require, a signifi-
cation which may be thus paraphrastically expressed—* If thou doest not
well, To, there now lieth at thy very door a lamb, by offering_which for
thy sin than magest acceptably express thy contrition and obtain forgive-
ness” This sense is not so new as some think it ; and it has now ob-
tained the sanction of many sonnd echolars and theologians ; and it ap-
pears to settle the question invelved in this offering in conformity with
the view of the subject which has scemed to us the most probable.— Kitto.

GOD A CREDITOR.

There are somo who when applicd to in behalf of missions, are always
ready with the cxcuse, ' T am pou?’ or, ‘I am straightened for means just
at this timo,” or sumething else equally truo and equally indicative of
benevolent feoling.  What such men want is, not more money, that
would only make matters, worse , not more oxhortation to liberality, of
that they already have a suporabundance , but more graco, more of thelife
that is from Christ and inl Christ. It would bo better for such men, as



