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THE?SEHAPHLIKE '
BY MRS. cn.uvrono )

Y never Joohed on face 5o bright
Qf earthly mculd or morta) feeling i -
1t seeins s temple full of light,
S Ba)vation in thu! Jight revealing :
Boteautiful, and oh, so pure !
‘Those lifted eyes in saintly rapture {
Those clasped fands, that would securs
_ Each wandering soul in holy capture.
“Fhat vestal veil of modest guise
. Was woven ‘in the luom of heaven,
Not earthly wraught Cor sinful eyes,
Whose waorship is to wnortals gi\ en.
CGo, lacs the torms of wortdly gracc,
The bexutles sung {n burdic story,
Hesides this spirit-breathing face,

This levely blessed child of glory §
Now mork the confrast : here the world
Has set ita seal, full broad and gaily ;

Thosc scented locks so trimly curl'd
_Those lips so trained Lo smiling daily;
That rich attire, those jewelied crms, '
That boscm without virgin shading, ’ -
r xposed in &)l its puked charms ‘
_For man : alay ! the sight degrading ¢
1 turn from them, 8s garish flowers,
“Tn gay but scentless benuly springing,
fTo this BW cet bud of clmstercd ;\ower;.
Around the cross ofJesua clmﬂ'm
I turn; and os T turn, my soul
Doth scem as o’er sowmne fountain bending,
VWhose waters to Elysium roll; »
While winged seraphs, round attending,
Fill from (hat sweet and silv’ry tide,
The golden cup to sinners given,—

That cup, for which the Saviour died,
That man might drink, and live—in heaven.
m ]

) DlSCUSSlON ON PEACE.

For the Pearl.

“THE EDITOR’S OPINIONS OF NATIONAL AR CON-
TROVERTED.

* Dewnare
Or entrance to a quarrel, but being in * .
Bear it, thut the opposer may bewanre of thee.”—Si1 AXSPEARE.

:SIR,—-YOHI‘ -polite invitation, coupled with the ofler of your

<olumus for the discussion of the propriety of national war have
induced me to step lorth into the arena of public controversy.
" .And although I differ widely with ‘you on the priucipal point
“melected  for the prescut disputation, althongh I justify national
war under certain circumstances, I am no advocate for newspa-
per war.  The causcless clashing of ink-horns ; the ebony effusion
of the decoction of nut galls; the-atrabilious rancour of the
doughty knight of the goose quill, prodiuce in my mind a dread,
scarcely, if at all, inferior to that whjch pervades when, in a better
cause, the ¢ maddening wheels of brazen chariots rage.”’

In the same spirit of, candour and good fezling that you invite
this diszussion, in the same and no other, I accept your invitation.
And I mercly premise, that if you, Sir, are correct in the view
you tiake of this matter, i’ your feelings of benevolence and bu-
tnanity are not leading captive the inflexible principle of justice,
and the more sober dicta 6f reason, then you cunnot too assidnous-
ly promulge your pacific doctrines. (1) I not however, if a little
too hastily you have assumed an untenable” position, dnd arc
mustering up specious but unsubstantial testimony in suppert of it ;
iT on a clear examination of the principles upon which nalionulji
wurs are sought Lo be justified, you would be persuaded to enter-

“tain even a doubt of the doctrines you so sedulously propagate,
then Sir, you are incurring a weight of responsibility, ¢“ a load that
wouid sink a navy.”’ (2) ' ' .

But more immediately to my purpose—and [ will first dispose
of that part of your case supposed to be made out by citing the
opinions of such authorities as Professor Wayland. 1 duly ap-
preciate this testimony, and I'am willing to give it all the weight
opinions of such great men deserve. But abstractedly considered
it is the lowest_kind of evidence ever adduced to prop a feeble

By itidespots govern, by it tyranny is supported, by it the
Jinnocent have perished, by it the guilty have escaped, through its
m;trumenﬁ{lty superstition has swayed ‘its leaden sceptre, and
upon its authority the lurid fame of the faggot has wrapped in its
tenuous folds a host of helpless vietims. 1t is, as we all know,
what lonlcnns term argumenium ad verecundiam (3) and if upon
it alode the case were to e adjudged, there would be but one
opmion as to the result From every country, from every clime,
iu every age, in every nation, mén of the first attainments would
baar ready testimouny to the propriety of national hostilities. With
such a phalanx I might overwhelm you in'a moment.. But ‘in
addition to all this, I feel myself safe in taking higher grounds
and will rest my case on a surer foundation.

We all admit the necessity of the ¢ social compuct ** in other
words of civil government. It would, I presume, be but a waste
of words to descend into the proof of so primary a principle, and
X therefore take it for granted. If its existence is necessary for the
?roteclion of our ' pefsons, our property, and our rights, theu the

{lcrime, or punished and prevented from its repetition. We secure

' - t

next admission necessanl) to be madc is, that-all due measures: fm-l
its preservation and continuance are equally ind l:ponsable aud con-
sequently Jusnﬁabla. (4) “on
The soctal compact by virtue, of w hrch we as British subjects
receive protection, to which our allegiance is required, and heartily
rendered, as regards the privileges corferred, the security grant-
ed; is second to- none in existence. Through its instrumentality
enemics without*are awed or compelled into, civility, enemies
within, those who fear not God nor regard man, such as far as
human means can cfect, are deterred from the. commission of

ourselves from the covetousness of the desperate, and the during,

by the terrors of our mnunicipal institutions. Will any man pretend
that aught else than the fear of punishment prevents the overwhelm-
ing conunission of crime even in civil society > - The history of
every nation under heaven, so far as we are ncquainted with it,

conspires to establish this point,~--without punishment and the dread
of it, society would retunf{ immediately to-the first elements, and
might supplant right. (5) Letmy learned opponent first make ap-
pear satisfictorily that forgiveness to the felon is the readiest mode
of correcting -him ; (6) let him show how the continuation of for-
bearance to call upon or collect from the tmdy paymasters, or dis-
honest suhscr:bers, (ir any he have) to the Pear), will induce them
to liquidate theirjust-arrears, or stimulote them to future prompti_

tude,. (7) and then I inay consent to admit his case hall proved.

But on the contrary, is it not a:fuct commending itself’ to every
man’s c\peucnce, that e;cape from pumshment but emboldens
criminals.” If however as you seem to suppose, the exanple of for-
giveness and forbearance among societies and nations would be suf-
ficient to prevent them from acts of injustice, rapine, and violence,
one towards another, why will it not among individuals. (8)But both
yourself and Professor Wayland more than intimate thas eyen in
the latter case such example would prove effective.  1f this, how-
ever, is the point you seck to establish, and from it to show the
conclusion, that national offences should be forgiven and a similar
result would follow,. then I have only tv add that that priuciple
once admitted, most eflectually abrogates the necéssity at all of a
social compact. More explicitly thus: € the example of love to
our eneniics, the reception and forgiveness of injury among indi-
viduals would proditce reciprocation, what need of civil govern-
ment at all? Why should the many governed be constintly taxed
and their substanco taken te support the few who govern? It
would be absurd; the social compact in such a case is but politica)
priesteraft, and the multisude the dupes of the designing. But
this would be a position too monstrous for your approbation. 1]
then as among ndividuals, the social compact is necessary wih al)
its penalties (9) to punish the guilty, and -by so doing protect the
virtuous, as among societies and nations simar restraints for si-
milar reasons are indispensuble; (10) for what avails it ifto sccure
justice, fair detiling and good fuith {rom our fellow subjects, - we
are willing and do sacrifice a portion of our natural rights, if never-
theless we aro to be subjected to spoliation and depredation at the
hands of foreigners and strangers. And I puta case.¥s a Buitish ship
manned and cquipped for any and every emergency, is she, Sir,
in the lawlul and quiet performance of her voyage, when hailed by
a pirate craft of half her force and warlike cupability, and ordered
1o surrendor at diseretion, is she, or is she not to submit without re-
sistance? If resistance js justifiabie, Gfty human Leings not the fairest
of God's creation, but pirales mind ye, most probably puast sink to
rise no more, must be lanclied into eternity, with their crimes Ul ack
and - blaody, unrepented of, and unforgiv cn—-rf resistince is un-
Just:ﬁqblc, a hundred citizens, in ‘the pursait-of. their penceful avo-
cations, by thc relentless hands of demons incarnate, whose metto
is. ¢ dend men tell no & \Ies,” their blood must bmoke uponan un-
h'lllown.d untimely altar. It is a chilling alternative, but I press
tho question, ¢ whose blood must be shed, and who must. be the
sliedders of blood ¥ I ask an unqualified answer.”> The case is
supposxlxous, but it involves an important prmc:ple, and I am con-
fident you cannot, you dare not, condemn a resistance defensive ;
but you shall answer in due time for yourselll Better, said one of
old, that one man die, than that a whole mnation perish, and the
reasoning was more to he commended than the application. Was
it not better that a handful of uncivilized Algerines should be sa-
crificed, and the nation truly taught to respect the eternal princi-
ples of right and reason, than that ten times that number of unof-
fending foreigners should be murdered, or be compelled to dr'uv
out a miserable existence in chains and menial servitude, Yheir pro-
perty pillaged or destroyed, and international law set at defiance ?
I do confess frankly I cannot comprehend how any reasonable per-
son can fur a single moment entertain a doubt on the question.
(12) I canfiot indeed, unless it is expected that, on patient suffer-
ance of wrong, there will be some special- interposition of Divine
Providence dn behalf of the injured. DBut this I believe has not

«

wﬂdust donnms of the suns culotles fuctions of - repub]lcan (,";
Pranco, (16 . s o
With regard to the collection of Iloly Smplure upon. whnch,‘
much of yoar case depends, I have but one answer. The Blble
was never iutended for a code of municipal, much less .of mtet\. -
national law. The dutics enjoined ifi many of those paésnges,"."
mlwht well be recommended. to individuals of a society,. whora u., i
community of goods o\xated but they lose their force and x\pph—
cation when nations are the subjcct of conversation. An Apostoho.
Churech; and a modern Republn., aro: composed of mnterials too,
widely dxﬂeuner in their dhposmou, their wants, and their wushes,v
to-be well «overned by the same code of laws—and I almost w on-
der tho distinction had.not sugzested itself in a moment to the i
Editor of tho Pearl. The Old Testament would make an ample .
text-book for my purpese, (18) but I ever maintain that dispui:éd:
points in divinity alonc should be ‘¢ nailed with.Scripture.” -
And now in conclusion, I think, er, and you \vlllI am suro! ap~
preciate the hanesty of my observations, I think, Sir, you havo Be- *
lected a very injudicious, mopportune\penod for the pnopnguuoxr on
opinions so diametrically opposcd to tlic defenco und“protechon of‘
the Country. "A vory wise'man bas somewhere. said, (hnl “ to.
every thm" there isa season ‘and a_ time for e\cly purpose undcr
heaven,” ¢ atime of war and a time qucacc,” “(by the bye, -
am I not tmvel)mrr out of the record _as lawyers say ?)- but 1 do. ’
think, with an enemy at the cr-ltc, this was no time to persnade the
people, it was unlawful to dcfend the city. (19) [deprecnte the.
neeessity of waras much as any man, Arma virumque, I seldom.
hymn, and nothing but a concatenation of veiy special circum-
stances, would' have prevailed vpon me at présent to furnish this/
tedious article for your columns., MARMIgN. ~
Auwhorst, 21st March, 1839., ' P
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"Ye have heard (hat it hinth Deen said, An eye for an oye, and a tooth ror .
tooth : But 1 gny unto you, That ye rceist not evil. ”—Jnsus Cnmsr °,. » 1 ..

D

“Cll"mtmnuy in its reaerds, steps beyond the narrow, hounds ol' nntlonn .

advantage, in quost of nniverss! good; it docs not cneourage pnrliculnr 800
patriotistn In Qppositlon. to genora) bonlgnity; or prompt*qa to lovo ou;}%\‘
country at the expense of our integrity; or nllow ns;yto indulge oyr
passions, (o the detriment of thousands.. Tt looks upon n]l the’ Ilumnn g;i'; :
race as children of ‘the same ‘father, and wishes them’ ‘equnl blesslngsE in‘i-"-d ;
nrdl.rm-r us to do éoud 10 love ay brethreu, 10 forgive lnjnriés, nnd l‘ :
: slmly Pence: it quite annibilates the disposition “far martinl. glory, an
“utterly debnses the pomp of war. ”-Hlsum- stom f '

!,“lrpuhhr war, be nllowed to ba consistent with morality, pnvute wart

"must be equally so.  Indeed, wo may ohserve what stralned nrgumcnu
are used (o reconcile war with the Cliristian ro]mon, but in tny npinion -
it Is exceedingly ‘clear, that duclling, huving belter reasons for i1 barbrrona
vinlence, is mnrejustiﬂnhle than wars in Which thousands, wilhoui‘smy .
cuuso of personnl quarrel, go forth nnd mussacra cach cther‘”—])n.
SamUEL Jouxgon.,

5

Sm,——“’e presuime to commenco this Reply wuh a prufebsmn,
of great respect for your talents, aud aminble spmt as a public
disputant.  With so friendly an antagonist we trust we shall he
preserved from the manifestation of any feelings- opposed to the
meekness and gentleness of our great Muster. ‘We'mean not to be.
belligerent for peace. . We design .to wield no weapons but truth, -
and leve. We shall hope to be frank, but liberal ; firm, yet con~
ciliatory. We disavow a Procmste'm spirit ; we have wo xron ’
bedstead-on which we mtend lo put honest mmds to tho rack ; but
we shall fivite all the I'nends of God and m:m to u kmd und f'ur’
consulcratwn of this whole subjecldn the llght of a common gmde y
We shall derounée none for not"coming ‘up fully to our mc\vs ‘:‘
but we shall urge all 1o follow faithlully - the light they luve, nnd
to lend us their aid iniabolishing a custom which they rogﬂrd,
equally with ourselves, as the greatest sin and curse of Christens
dom. Our object is a common ane ; and no diversity of opinion -
respecting the lawfulness -of wars - slrictly defensive, should
keep us from cordially uniting our prayers and efforts-in this great .o
work of a world’s pacﬂicat:on T

%" S
R
B GEA Siad

T'«

Your letter controverting our views of the impropriety of alf’
national hostilities, does honor to your abilities an a writer, and 1o,
your urhanity as an opponent. We cannot, however, admit'thas
in support of war of uny description, it las effccted the least changa .
in our mind. War'is a state of violence, a sanguinary conflic¥
between two or more nations, in the issuc"of' which, the interest §
and happiness of the people composing those nations, are partially -
or wholly involved. Does Chr zslmnzly sanclion, or prohibit
such vindictize appeals o arms ® ' This is the inquiry divested
of all- .ulvemulous cxrcumstanccs The maxim, that ¢ what is

been so much as hinted at hitherto. (13) _

“If we take history or experience for our guide, we will at once
Jearn that that nation unwillling or unable to - protect itself; and its
possessions, must soon full a prey to every plunderer, '(14) or what
is sometimes worse, will speedily tumble into discord and civil con-
fusion.—Think of Spain as she was in the days of Charles the V.
and look at hér now, 'Think of Poland when she stood proudly
among the nations, and look at her, nay, rather think of Ler con-

morally wrong can never he politically’ rlﬂht " jg gell-evident ; and
on all moral questions, otr nltimate appeal must be to Scnptutc.
From the conflicting opinions of men we must appeal to the i im-
mutable standard of right and wrong. Neither humin preserip-
tion, nor ages of practice, nor the rule of expediency, nor weightof'.
mterest, nor the stubbornness of relfishness, nor all theée togcthcr,

can warrant that which God has forbidden. A
.Now, let the question of National War be locked at in the nglﬁ

vulsive struggles for a forbidden cxistence but yesterday, (16)aye,
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Jof Chnsllamly j—ag o question of “stern nghtcousncss-of sbcen
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