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hundred names.  Had all been waited upon, there
is no doubt that a thousand would have bLeen
recured,  Subsequent to this, & petition eame here
from Smith's Falls, another from Perth, another
from Pakenham, and another from Sherbrooke—
all of these were prosented to the Iouse of As-
sembly, and copics were sent to the Governor
General, and to the Legislative Council.  In the
former branch of the Legislature, they were sub-
mitted to a Committee, consisting of the Hon.
Mr. Badgley, Solicitors-General Drummond and
Blake, and Messrs. Nelson, Holmes, Notman, and
Richards. A Report was drawn up, reconmmend-
ing the views of the Petitioners; but the chair-
tnan (Mr. Holmes) was prevented from submitting
it to the Committee, in consequence of the burning
of tha Parliament buildings. That it would have
been adopted by them, may be asserted with con-
fidence, as four are well known abolitionists, and
the fifth (Mr. Blake) was then strongly inclined
to support them, We deem it necessary to men-
tion those facts, becauss they may be of saihe
interest to the signera of the Petitions, and we
also entertain a hope that they will induce them
to renew these efforta immediately, as the period
18 rapidly approaching when the Legislature wnl\
be agajn called together.
" In the present article, we do not pmposc to
tetrace the ground we passed over in a fofmer
one ; hut simply, in the first place, to ndvance a
fow facts which have subsequently come under
.notice, corroborative of the views we previously
enunciated; and, secondly, to add one or two
additional reasons for demanding the abolition of
Capital Punishment.

The scriptural argument, as it is called, may be
Properly the first point for our consideration ;
we have made an extract, from an able article
which appesred upon it, in the Nova Scotian,
which will well repay an attentive perusal

Our object being to advance truth and destroy
error—to assist in abolishing a Iaw which we
believe has no foundation whatever in the Scrip-
tures, but, on the contrary, is adverse to the entire
8pirit of Christianity, we shall continue the dis-
Cussion of this question by answering the argu-
ments of these several writers. “G. D’ having
entered most fully into the question, we will first
turn to his letter. This writer adduces the old
Passage, upon which the oppoesition to abolition
mmnl ){cnds, as found in Gen. ix. § and 6.

your blood of your lives will I re-

qmre at the hand of every beast will I require it,
aud at the hand of man: at the hand of every
man’s brother will I require the life of man.
Whoso sheddeth man’s blood by man shall his
blood bo sheds for in the i image of God made he
man” The most gencral view taken of this pas-

eage is that it was merely predictive. A literal
translation of the ongmaly obrew has been thus
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given, “ Shedding blood of man in man, Lis {or its)
blood will be shed?”  Out of the thirty or furty
versions of the Bible that have heen publi-he d,
the majority hold that the word “man” was an
interpolation, and that the word “ehall 7 sLonld
be read “ will”  Wickliffe, in his tran-lation, feft
out the word “ man, " whil<t the Frenel, Geruan,
and Ttalian versions are said to have so inte A‘.rf!
ed it. Calvin and Paseal also interproted the
preposition “by” to mean “din,” and the latter
maintained that the passage took /mm wran all
wer over hix fellow-crealures. That we 1 uy
iave good authority for our assertion, however,
we will copy the following passage from un
eminent am{) {earncd living controver-ialist. R
ferring to the commonly received ver-ion, le
SAy8
“Not only is it not necessary o adopt this
tranelation ‘by’ uneqmvoc.nlly ‘nvelved in the
original, but the weight of the authority is con-
clusive against it.  That of the Scpmwn.t would
alone suffice, as it is not to he suppos<ed that the
seventy-two learned Jews of Alexandria, 287
years before Christ, would have misun: lersteand
the Hebrew cxpro\slon and their rendering into
ireek tranddated is, Whoso sheddeth o rman's
blowd, for his blood (l e. the blood of the slain, )
will have Jix own shed. So also the Sararitan
veraion, as rendered into Latin, hasit, pre Loniine
sanguis cjus effundetur, ‘for the man his blood
will be ghed’—While the Latin vulgate renders
it mmply ‘Qlucumquf- effuderit hnnnanum sun-
guinem fundetur sanguis illing'—¢ whoso sheddeth
human blood, his blood will be shed'—omitting
our ‘by man’ altogether; as indeed is done by
Calvinhimself; both practieally and theorctically;
a good friend to the punichment of death, even
for the crime of a difference of theologieal opinion,
and certainly an authority second to none with
our opponeuts in this controversy, who says that
the particle rendered in homine has the mere
force of emphatic amplification, and that to ren.
der it ‘byman’ ia a forced construction. And
Calvin expressly in his commentary on the whole
ge interprets it in rather a denunciatory than
in a merely legislative sense.  The pious and
erudite Le Clerc, than whom no higher authority
can he elicited of either biblical criticism or
Hebraic learning, translates it, not by, but amonyg.
¢ Effundentis sanguinem hum:m\nn, inter nomines,
ranguis effundetur'—* of the one shedding human
blond, among men, the blood will be shed,’ the
expression among men evidently denoting, in hu.
man socicty, under the order of Providence in
human affars.  In fact, in a note on the word, he
says that while some translate it ‘ per hominem,
i. e. through or by man, and that the preposi-
tion etk is constantly to be found in the sense
of per, yet, * in accordance with the most frequent
usa of the Hebrew language, it would have been
said BIAD ApAN, by the hand of man. Vet it
is always read BAADAYN, OF in. man or among imnen.
‘As in man, contmucsLe Clere, ¢ would smrcely
make any sense, wWe arc led to adopt the other
slgmﬁcatlon. among men ; whence arises a plain
ition which is the same as that of the words
mmcdmxely preceding, but more clearly ex-
ressed. God has said that ke will require the
ife of the man slain from the sla 1yer, among men
or among beasts ; he here more fully sots forth the
same truth when he says that the blood of the
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