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Drar Frienp,— Your letter of inguiry and
sugpostions, for the improvement of our religioua
-community, came daly, Tt being sddressed fo the
Bociety at large, fell into tha writer’s hands, who
respectfnlly returng you an answer.

Looking into the ppirit of your epistle, not-
withetanding the remoteress of its views from our
own, we see the unmistakable marks of candor,
which alweys commend cur respect ; and we hope
we ghall succeed in giving yon both a singere and
friendly reply.

You begin where most others do who eontro-
vert our principles, nrguing the awiul conse-
guences of living continent lives if wndversally
adopted. We hesitate not to acknowledge, that,

in such a case, the consequences you depiet would
1 1
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certainly ensue; but we fail to see that the bring-
ing to an end of this wicked world would be “a
great wrong.”

Most nominal Christians believe it will come to
an end in o much less merciful way. You further
observe: “No onme can conscientiously advocate
any thing which he or she would not wish every
one elss to advocate mnd practise.” This senti-
mont doubtless appears from yoﬁr standpoint as
an ineontrovertible truth; buet from eur point of
view there is no fruth in it. The great Architect
has divers grades of werkmen, zll necessary in
their places, in order to carry on the work, and
© complcte the building,

" Lot mot those whose business it is fo work in
the mud, and moke brick, imagine that theirs is
the all-importent business, and strive to pull down
tha bricklayer, the plasterer, the painter, and
those gualified to give the finishing touches of
taste and crnament, intc the mud and drudgery
of brick-making. Nor let these brick-makers
imegine that they can do the work of all the
other classos of workmen, and make the brigls
too. Let every one of each class work on in his
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own calling, till the Master shall call him to
ahother grade of duty, and not foolishly * wish
every one else to advocate and practise his
trade.” My friend, weo are Christians, —helievers
in and followers of Jeaua the Christ. He clearly
recognized this distinetion in the condition of
men. On a certain oceasion hiz diseiples esid to
him, “If the case of the man be so with a wife,
it is not good to marty.” Buf he said to them,
# All men cannct receive this saying, seve they to
whom it is given,” = » - * there bo eunuchs who
have made themsclves ennuehs for the kingdom of
heaven's salke. He that is able to receive it, let
him receive ib” (Matd. xix, 10). Again he says,
“ Many shall he called, but few clicsen, Strait
is the gate, end narrow is the war, that leads to
life, and few there be that find it. Jesus both
advocated and lived the life thal we practise; and
gs he evidently did not believe that many in his
day were qualifled or *fable’ to live the same
life, but occnsidered such ability as a peculiar gift
of God, it is not probabla that so wise and good &
man ** deaired " that which he kmew to be impoa-
gible ; and eo it is with ns. We leave thia matter
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in the hands of the (Great Master-builder, knowing
thet none ean come to us exeept the Father draw
bhim; and that all, in their several stotions, Ere
“gafe in the hand of one disposing power.,” In
what I have further to write, I ahall be more gen-
eral in my remarks, without noticing other passages _
in your communication. Most of those who ob-
jeot to our faith snd practice bring forward, as
you have done, tha formidahla charge, that we
abetain from mndiiplying the huoman species.
They srgus that abstincace from marriege and
proereation i# & violation of the luws of Nature,
and therefore **& great wrong.” This argument
snd conclusion are based on the fuct of the exist-
ence of the $wo sexey, and that Nature has fur-
nished them with reproductive powers. If we
appeal to the lavwa of Nature, we must ascertain, as
far as we can, the operations of Nature in her
varied productions, which wo see around us. It is
undoubtedly a law of Nature, that the use of the
reproductive powers, under mormal conditions,
will produse offspring; but'that Nature has no
law requiring that those powers should abselntely
be ueed, is most cbvions, If it is a law of Nature
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that repreductive powers, in every individual
being and thing possessing them, must be nsed for
repreduction, then Naturo violates her own laws,
Every vegetable seed haa organs of reproduction ;
and every bird or other amimal that devolrs such
seed, though actuated by Nature's laws to do
80, must, acocording to thoss objectors, violate
Nature's laws by prevending thoze reproductive
organs from baing put to the cnly nse they are, in
their esteem, designed for. Every inan, woman,
or child that eats bread, and every amimal that
devours vegetables or geeds of any kind, would
viclate Nature's laws, as every kernel of grain
thus comsumed hes the organy of reproducticn.
Tha fact is plain: Nature has no law requiring the
reproductive organs to be used merely becauss
they exist. The gaerifice of these organs to &
higher use and nobler purpose iz Nature's general
Iww. Their use for reproduntion iz inpidental and
exceptional. Nabure evidently designed vastly
the greater portion of vegatable seeds for the sup-
purt of animal life, and thua to pess into a higher
grade of being, at the expense and destruction of
their use for reproduction; only reserving o small
propartion for reproductive purposes.



