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Now it is weak and o little strenath will suffice |
for & death-blow, Saon all your power will not
wmaster it.

That covelous thonght ; had Ahab stopped itj or
Gzhazy, or Judis, what a change might have been
wrought n character and destiny. Tu ynur bosom
it aims at power. It will have it Nothing can
preven Lat but its expulsion.  Aat the power
which, indulacd, it cannot but gain, 1 what fetters
it will bind the soul and what stripes it will lay
upon it.

That thought, that wicked thought, say not
think not it is a trile.  No being in _the umvers
¢an think so, but asinneri
Waat relat.ons are born by that wicked thought !

¢
n his dreadful blindness

10 the divine law and to the moral governmnent of rections to servauts, docs not expressly excepti
1— slaves from the obligsttion of obedience, 1s 1o more |

God—-+o temporal welfare~—'o cternal destiny !~
With all solemaity and earnestness is the admoni-
tion now given, STOP THAT WICKED THOUGHT !

SLAVERY.

[We give the following extract from an able,
editorial article of the last Ecclesiastical and Mis-
stonary Record. We should like to see some upo-
logist for Slavery attempt, by fuir principles of
relsoning, to refute it.)

4 The published views of Dr. Spring (see his
work, ent.tled “ The obligations of the waorld to)
the Bible”) we presume, may be faitly taken asa
specimen of the Theology prevalent n the charches
of the United States, as touching this question.;
We must rezard them as exceedingly deiectine,
though plausible. The ground he takes is this::
that the New Testament recognizes the relation of
slaveholdsr and slave; and that without interfer-
ing with this relation, it seeks by the spirit it (hl-!
fuscs—the spirit of hummity and equity—to mu~)
tigate all its cvils, and to put an end to its abuses. t
By denying the system in itsell to be unscnptural,
we give to the fricads of slavery all they want.
They—muny of them—1will not seek to vindicate|
its abuses, “Many a sfaveholder we perfectly be-)
Yieve, will neither justify his own inhumamty, nor
his neighbour slaveholder’s, whether that inhuma-
nity be exercized towards his servant, or his horse, |
or his ass?! It is enoush for him to be perautted |
1o retain property inthe one as in the other; and,
if Slavery be consider d as not sinful in itself, itis:
in vain o alleze that the treatment due to the slave
iz still that which sk:all proceed on a recoznition ot

: richts of a rational beng and a Chustan,
Property in man_being allowed, ns in chattels and
things—for that is the law of Slavery—all such
cssons and cautions will be ¢« as sounding briss,
We may talk of the weneral primciples of Chrs-
tiani'y as we may; but we talk of them to no
purpose, if we do not interpret them as requnng,
not the cure of the abuses of such a system, Lnt
its extirpation. Why, what is the consequence of
treating man as A chattel T He passes, like other
property, from hard to hand, under a law of per-
manent dezradation, which, if even individual hu-
mnity may mitieate jt, is dependent upon such
mutisation on the life, or the character, or fortune
of theowner for the time being. On a veverse of
fortune, or a change of mastership, the poor slave
must abide, equally as any other vendible article,
t «e consequences of a transfer or the fate of the
mirkel. He is doomed, by the law of Slavery, to
have no vo'ce in the allocation of his person or his
family. Neither his reason, nor conscieace, nor
affections are to be consulted. He holds and can
hold, no property; he can enter into no contract—
not even into that of marriage—but at the will of
his master, and it lasts only during the master’s
pleasure, e his doomed ‘as the natural conse-
quence of this state of things, to ignorance, Know-
ledge even of the scriptures, is forbidden lum by
law. Vice—licentiousness—these he is taught
to consider as innocent ; or they follow, by an al-
most necassary consequence, from the condition to
whichhe is doomed.

To allege Scripture in j
of suc}u system, is to write a hbel on the Ward
of God., S’la\'eny is opposed by its letter and its
spint. . The very law of Moscs, winch hus some-
t mes been appealed to by the advoc: tes of Slavery,
because of a species of bondage which it pertted
on peculiar grounds, dootned the manstealer to
death  (Exod. xx1., 16). The New Tistament
associates the maustealer with the mmderer. (1
T, 1, 10.)  There is scareely a erinte reckoned
with in mose strngent tenrs, whether in the Old
Testament or the New, than oppression, the re-
fusal of the just wages of the labourer, or the
building of a house by iniquity and extortion.

That the New Testament, in addressing it di-

an allow ance of the stave:y existing in those days,
than the gencral direction & subjeets to obey
rulers and magistrates, implies a recogmtion of the
despotisin of' a Nero or a Caligula,

"That servants are bidden be subject even to fro.
ward masters (1 Pet. 2.) 1s no more a justification
aof the oppressor’s nizht, than the precept to turn
the cheek to lum that simteth, 1s @ sunction for
wanton injury, and an order for passive submus
sioif to every insult, or for the permission of such
insult by law.

‘That servants are bidden not to be careful as to
their state, whether bond or free (though if they
may be made free to use it rather), is tut one of
many instances in which quict submission to our
Providential lot is inculeated, on an enlarged view
of the relative nraguitude of temporal and cternal
intereste,  But such passages are tenerted and
abused when they are biought to justify imquitous
laws, which adjud.ce human beings to suffering and
debasement withont cause ; for on a like principle
of interpretation, we might hold every man Jor-
bidden to better his worldly estate, or to aspire to
any condition beyonrd that in wluch at any one
time he finds himselt, &

The New Testament deals in general exhorta-
tions. It lays down the law of love. It bnings the
appropriate molives to all Justice and chanty to
bear on our conscience and feelings; it does not
decree in €o many words the form which a social
policy or a domestic, modelled o 1its princapies,
must assumo. It presupposes the law of nature,
however ; and every human relationship, not bemg
congruous with that law, 1t must be understood to
orbid ; and so 1t not only requires that its prnci-
ples be applied to remove the abuses of relation-
ships that are sinful, but ¢ven to re-ad)ust those re-
lationships thenselves.

On this ground it is not enough that public sen-
timent gradually conform to the Bible, to the ex-
tent of discournging the abuses of Slavery. The
New Testament, though not naming every system
of injustice and oppression, requires by its pre-
cepts and spirit, immediate reformation, whether
of personal or socsal wrongs. Who will say that
because it does not name the shows of the gladia-
tors, its demands would be satisfied by gencral
sentiment gradually accommodating 1o a  purer
standaid 1 Tt wall'be atlowed that such wholesale
mur lers should at once be interdicted, and that
their proscription forthwith was required by the
Gospel. Not less peremptory nor less immediate
was the duty of proscribing Slavery, if the law re-
quuring ¢ justice and equality?>n the treatment of
servants was to be followed out.  This is the law
for the domestic state, and it implics contract—in
fact the very precepts enjoining scrvants to obey
cheerfully their masters, imply it. For the pre-
vious questton—who is their lawful master3 is
open to every person whose Jubour is demanded
or extorted—or is undefined or unrequitted. Itis

nothing to the purpase to allege that many of the]

servants to whom the apostles wrote were slaves.
It is only in so far as they acknowledged them as
their masters, and while the relationship, by “ne-
cessity, if not by consent, continued, that they can
be considered as charged 10 render contented sub-
mission, The advocates of any other interpreta-
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ustification or palliation '

tior iy be enily reduced to a dilemma. i,
without Inquirmg to the ground of alleged pro-
ricty in the setvant, the muster is to be acknows
cdgred us having i ciaim to the servant’s obcdience ;
then, supjosing the servant, by the hke law of
¢ uble to subjugate the master to his aue
fiom thut moment these precepts would
requally bnd the master 1o obey the servant, who
15 now hus supenor m turp.  For, it contiact be
jout of the question, the mere fact of prcsent domi-
,uion will avanl as well for the master of to-day as
for the master of yesterday.  Thus the pretended
plea vt the stavefiolder 1" consertble snto a war-
rant for the agaression of the slave i—the law of
might bemy put to1 the law ot nght, the ferior
hits as good ¢ clum to 1t as lussupenior,  And the
darling asgument of the tyrant, whether pleaded 1in
' defence of public or domestic desy otism, becomes
ravadlable for the justibication of the revolutionst,
‘and much more ol the quiet fugitive. Sceing then
in the body pohitic, the precepts inculcating sub-
jection to ruless, do not forbid subjects to msist on
a constitutional limitation of political suthority §
no more do precepts inculeating domestic subjec~
tion, preclude the right to insist on a detinition of
the reciprocal duues of master and servant, by
cquitable contract.

| foree, to
thonty,

POFERY AND PROTESTANRTISM.

An able writer in the British Quarterly says:
“ Tell me whete the Bible is, and where 1t 1s not,
and I will wnte a moral geogtaphy of the xorld.
One glance of your eye will inform yon where the
Bible is, and where 1t1s not, Go to huty—decuy,
degradation, suffering, meet you on every side.
Commerce droops, ngriculture sickens, the useful
arts lunguish, There is a heaviness in the air;
you feel asmpad by seme invimble power; the
people dare not speak aloud ; they walk slowly §
an mmed soldiery 15 around their dweldngs; t
armed police tuke away from the straiiger s Bi-
ble, before he enters the tersitory.  Ask for the
Bible in the book stores; st 15 not there, orina
form so Jarge and extensive as to be beyond the
rcach of the common people.  The preacher takes
no text from the Bible.  Enter the Vaucan and
enquire lor a Bible, and you will be pointed to some
case where it repeses wmong the prohibited hooks,
side by side with the works of Diderot, Rousseau,
and Voltaire, But pass over the Alps into Swit~
zerland, and down the Rlune mto Holland, and
over the Channel into England and Scotland, und
what an amazing contrast meets the eye! Men
look with an air of independence 3 there are indus-
uty, ncatness, instruction of childien, Why this
difference 7 There 1s no bnghter sky—there are no
fasrer scenes of nawurc—but they have the Bille,
and happy are the people who are in such a case,
for 1t 15 rsghtecousness that exalieth a naton.””

The grand and distingmshing characteristic of
Protestantizm as compared with Popary, is the
right which it asscrts for cvery man not only to
have a Bible, but to interpret )t according to the
dictates of his own judgment. %his it was which
constituted the glory of the refomation, and hes
led to England’s becoming the most powerful na-
tion in the world, Wherever men are taught to
believe that the priest slands between them and
heaven, and that “a hicrarchy is the only means
through whic} heaven’s blessings can be commu-
nicated, there priesteraft reigns, and the moral and
mental energies of the human mind are crushed,
Ncither the Bible, nor the right of free inquiry,
will be tolerated in any country where this dogma
rules ; and heace the degracation of Italy, and the
deplorable condition of 2]l the states ot the Church,
Hence, also, the physical and social degradation of
Ireland; for, whatever other causes may have
operated to hinder her advancement in the pro-

of nations, Popery has been the great incubus

gy which Ireland has been oppressed. In the
south of Ircland, men take their religion from the
riest-—in the north they take it from the Bible.
n the south, famine and wretchedness, igrorance
and crime, every where abound;—in the north,




