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the glorious body of Christ. The resurtec-
tion body of the Lord is the type and first
fruit of His peoples’ bodics.

Many intecesting {nfezences may be made
from thls great theme. Wae close with not-
fog only a few of them.

Flirst, the resurrection emphasizes the
fact of personal responsibility. This great
fact Is carried onb to the future state, Death
does not destory it, the resurrection accents
jt, and it will meet usat the judgment day.
It will rest on all forevermore, for men are
to be judged according to the deeds done in
the body. How solemn a thing it istolive !
How great is personal responsibility |

Secondly, the fact of future recognlition
may also be considered here, From what
has been said regarding the nature of the
resurrection body, we may justly coaclude
that we shall kuow our loved ones inthe
world to come. This is a thought full of
comfort to those io sorrow for the loss of
loved ones, who are really ‘‘not lost, but
gone before."

Aqd, thirdly, the blessedness of the
gospel may oot be forgotten, for the glorious
resurrection of the redzemed is the puichase
of Christ, who hath brought life 2nd immor*
tality to light by the gospel. He has coa-
quered the grave and taken the sting from
death. He bas risen, the first feuita of them
that slept, and will in due nme, by His
Spirlt, ratse all thosein H:m to be forever
where He is o glory. We weall may praise
Him for His wondrous grace, and have
much comfort in the hope of the gospel.

THE EDICT OF NANTES AND 17S
RECALLx—IIL.

BY J. G. ROBINSON, M A.

What was the motive thas prompted
Louis to a course that proved so disastrous
to his kingdom and so fatal to his own re-
nown. Was it devotion to the Chaurch?
Rardly ; lor although superstitions and in
his later years a strict conformer to all the
outward duties the Church enjoined, he was
by no means religious and uotil long past
middle lite had been grossly immoral.
Whatever motives of mistaken piety may
have jufluenced Luuis, our author seems to
think that the policy of revocation was a
mere matter of bargain and sale between the
Government and the clergy. ‘¢ The Govern-
ment wanted the grants of money which the
clergy had in its power to make, and the
clergy was willing to make, for the purpose
of securing undisputed sway over the con-
sciences of men.” According to anotber
writer, however, Louls, though brought up
In the strictest forms of Catholicism, bad no
intense reverence either for the papacy
or the Church, and It was devotion
to the dogma of his own absolute au-
thority that led him to pursue such cruel
and destructive metbods for the sup-
pression of what has been described, and
must have appeared to him, as a ** Protest-
ant republic in the.midst of a Catholic king-
dom.” It was an fpsult to his greatness
that a portlon of his peogle should persist in
clinging to a religion upon which he had
placed the stampof his royal dlsapproval.
Whatever the motives that prompted it, the
1esponsibility tor the revocatory edict, an
act which ** stands at so indefinite 8 height
emong the follies of statesmen thatno exag-
geration of fact cau aggravate it’ maust
rest with the king alone. But althongh he
was guticrat and liked to be thought to do
everything on his own ioitiative, he was
quite susceptibie to the inflaence of others
who koew how to flatter his vanity and
stimulate his love and consciousness of ab-
solute power.

Those who are generally credited with
baviog exercised the malign influence
which led to the adoption of this disastrous
‘neasure were Pere de la Chaise, the King's
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Jesuit ‘Confessor ; Harlay, Archbishop of
Parls, a prelate whase private life was by no
means saintly ; Louvols, Minister of War,
and Madame de Maintenon. That the
Confessor and the Archbishop urgently ad-
vised the Revocation goes without saying ;
that Louvois, who instigated and directed
the dragonnades, did so also, cannot be
doubted ; but the complicity of Madame
de Maiotenon has been the subject of much
controversy. Her father was Constant
d'Aubiguoe, unwortby son of 4 distiogulshed
sire, a dissolute adventurer who was twice
imprisoned, once for murder and again for
his connection with a gang of counterfelters.
Her mother was 2 Roman Catholic of good
famlly, daughter of the governor of the
prison In which Constant had heen confined
for the murder of his first wife and her
paramour. The daughter, Francolse, born
durlng her father’s second imprisonment,
was baptized by a priest and brought up in
early years in the Roman Catholic faith.
After her mother's death she bad a bome
for o while with her paternai auat, Madame
de Villette, and heartily embraced Protest-
antism. lao a convent of the Ursulines to
which she was subsequently removed by
order of the Government, she was subjected
to very harsh and cruel treatment of which
she piteously complained in a letter to her
auat. Afterwards, but only after an obstin-
ate resistance, she yielded to the gentler
measures resorted to by the auns and ‘* ab-
jured a religion to which she never after-
wards showed any disposition to return.”
Marrled when less than seventeen to Paul
Scarron, the comic poat, she was, eight
years later, * left a widow,indestitute circum-
stances, but with rare charms ot conversation
bred or fostered by intercourse with polite
society.” For tea years she struggled on,
with meagre resources, leading, according to
most authorities, a blameless life, though
some memolrs assert that it was not entirely
above reproach. Then heropportunity came.
She was appointed governess of the King's
{llegi timate cbildren, and, amid the perlls of
a licentious court, conducted herseli with so
much discretion that in less than five years
she was the Marquise de Maintenon with a
fine estate and a liberal pension. Conan
Dogle in “The Refugees” represeats
Madame de Maintenon's marriage to the
Kiog as the reward stipnlated by the cleri-
cals for her iofluence in favor of the
revacatory edict; and in this he follows
some writers who are not professional
novelists. It is now clear, however, that the
marriage took place early in 1684, more than
a year and a half belore the Revocation;
and the reward for such services is not usual-
ly paid In advanceé, Prof, Baird thinks it
not unlikely that Voltaire was virtually cor-
rect when he wrote: * Why do you say
Madame de Maintenon had a great part in
the Revocation of the Edlct of Naotes?  She
tolerated this persecution as she tolerated
that of the Cardinal ot Noallles and that of
Racine ; but assuredly she had nopart in it :
that is a certainity.” There is, however,
Prof. Baird says, ‘*no doubt that she fell in
with it, uttering no protest, oftering vo re-
monstrance that would wegken her position
with the King. There is, indeed, no evi-
dence that she had any inclination either to
protest or remonstrate.” She never evinced

any sympathy with the sufferings of the*

Huguenats nor any abhorreace of the terrible
cruelties inflicted upon them of which it is
impossible that she was eatirely igoorant.

The pretext of Louis XIV. for the revo-
cation of the Edict of Nantes, as set out in
the preamble of the Edict of Recall, was
that it was no longer necessary * sioce the
best and greatest part of his subjects of the
Pretended Reformed Religion had embraced
the Roman Catholic Religlon.” The Edict
not only repealed all former edicts and laws
of toleration, but it contained a pumber of
enacting clauses. Protéstant “temples ” were
to be torn down, Protestant gatherings for
public worship and even services in the
houses or on the lands of Protestant
noblemen ‘ware forbidden ; Protestant pas-
tors were banished from the kingdomi;

Protestant schools were abollshed ; chil-
dren thercafter boin of Protestant parents
were 1o be baptized by the parish priest
and brought up in the Roman Catholic
religlon ; refugees were recalled, and emi-
gration of Protestants aund the exporta-
tion of thelr goods were forbldden. The
penalties ravged from a fine to banishmeat,
imprisonment or the galleys, with confisca-
tion of property. The last clause prov.ded
that Protestants, while awaiting conversion,
should be permitted to dwell in the king-
dom, pursue their trades and enjoy their
property without let or hindrance on account
of their religion, on condition that they
oelther held services nmor assembled for
prayers or worship. This delusive article
proved a stumbling block and a hindrasce
to the zealous servaats of the King, but the
Huguenots were oot permitted long to enjoy
the immunity it seemed to coafer. In a
very short time ¢‘ the demand was instant
coaversion, or the dragooas to-morrow,"

¢ Such was the famous Edict of Recall,
as untruth{ul in its treacherous assurances ot
security to the peaceful Huguenot, as it was
meadacious in the premiss upon which 1t
rested—a tissue of deceit and falsehood trom
beglnning to end.” But notwithstanding the
oppressions aad cruelties which preceded
and followed the Revocauos, aad its almost
fatal effects on the commercial, industrial
and national loterests of Fraace, 1t was un-
doubtedly a popular measure throupghout the
kingdom. It was applauded not only by the
clergy and Goveroment officials but by the
great mass of the people, who cordally hated
the Huguenots not merely on account of
their religion but for their sobriety, thrift
and prosperity. “ With one accord, the
wits of the court and the literary men and
women who basked in the sunshine of Louls
the Fourteenth’s favour, extolled to the
skies, as anact of signal piety, a deed that
had not cost the licentious manarch a single
hour of self-denial, a moment of personal
anxlety.” Among those who joined in the
general chorus of laudation were the great
court preachers Bossuet and Massillon,
and even Fenelon, ‘* the apostle of tolera
tion ;" the poets La Foataine and Cor-
neille ; La Bruyere, the satirist, and ladies
of high social and literary rask such as
Madeleine de  Scudery, Madame Deshou-
lleres and Madame de Sevigne. It is said
by some that the Pope disapproved. It is
certain that Louis was not on the most
friendly terms with the Vatican and that the
papal copgratulations were tardily, perbaps
reluctantly expressed. A commemorative
medallion was struck at the pontifical mint,
a representation ot which is the frontispiece
to the second of these volumes.

It would be interesting to coasider the
immediate and more remote effects of the
Revocation ; but here, for the present at
least, our story must end. The publication
of the Edict brought about—

‘““No strange aund startling transforma-
tion. Pexgtcution was not now to begin ; it
had long siuce begun, and was now raging
in many parts of therealm, The edict only
made general and uniform the reign of vio-
lence that haa hltherto been partial and
spasmodic. . . . Emigration, too, the
emigration that was to deplete Frunce ot its
best blood, bad not now to begin ; the Hugu-
enots had for months been pouring out of
the country in ap ever increasing stream,
which not all the King's efforts, not all the
barbarous laws, he might publish and the
inhuman punishments he might visit upon
those that failed to make good their escape,
could sensibly retard. . . . Now that
all worship was proscribed the stream be-
came a mighty river,”

Those who escaped brought industry,
skill and much material wealth to the coun.
tries that welcomed, sheltered and protected
them. For the unhappy rempant that would
not or could not emigrate, there remained a
full century of intolerance and barbarous op-

pression.

Though the light of God’s countznance
shine not upon you, yet you have the ever-
lasting arms underncath you; the care of
God worketh for you, when the consolations
of God are withdrawn {rom you.’
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The story of the foulest stain on David’s
carcer is too well knowa to require to be dwelt
upon. What we have to do with s not so much
the sin itself, as wiih its conseguences tn spiatual
deadness as piciured in the Psalm, and the way in
which that spiritual death was renewed, and hife
and light and joy brought in its place. The
Psalm was cleatly written after this change had
been effected, as of course David would not write
thus while his heart was hardened against Gad
through sin. \We shall try to prevent the main
thought of the Psalm under the headiaps: 7%e
Sorrivs of the Unforgiven Stnner and the For of
tne anner Fardoned.

I. Th~ Yorrows of the Unforgiven
Sinner. -1t must not be overlooked, that
Dawnid > sin was the sin of onc who knew the
uht, and who had acknowledged God as his God.
The uncunvetted mia does not feel as David here
describes, because he never knew what joy there
isin God Buat IMivid dallied with temptauon
until it le § hum inro a came against bis Gughior,
Then 1o hide this crime he committed aaviher
more terrible.  Then he appears to have hacdea
ed his heart, and to have clung to his sin, refusing
to acknowledge his wrong doing. Perhaps bhe
thought that to make public confession, and
restitution as far as possible, would bring scandal
upon the religion of Jehovah which he had done
so much to establish, and thus he allowed the
evil one to persuade him that it would be a mis.
take to ackaowledge lus wrong. Men argue thus
to-day. Instead ot going back to the foundation
evil they try to keep the world 1n 1govtance of the
wrony done, and so gluss it over. They imagine
that the cause of God wuuld suffer st their wrong.
doing wete known, strangely furgetfut thar tis
the man of clean hands aad uf pure heart whom
alone God can use to advance and build up the
interests of His cause The effect upon David
was disastrous. Instead of being like the tree
growing by the rivers of water, David was like
the dry, dead, sapless stump of a tree, which had
been destroged. s spiritual life was seemiogly
gone. IHe had no delight and no joy in God's
service as long as God's hand was upon him for
sin which he tried to hide. Thus the cause of
God would suffer, not only through the scandal
which must have been owised abroad, but through
the deaduness of David’s hearl.

11I. The Joy of the Pardoned Sin-
ner.—\We know how the prophet Natban was
used to bring coanviction to David. Then he did
what he bere describes. He ackrowledged his
sin, did not tude his 1otquity, coofessed bis trans-
gressions unto the Lord. e had sinned against
his fellow man bat that sin, while the worstone
man can do to another, was as aothing compared
with the sin against God. Therefore David made
a full confession. He extenuated nothing. 1Ihis
acts he called by their proper names, apostasy
and rebellion, for that is the force of the word
transgression, missing the mark, walking ina
crooked way before God. Then came the as-
surance of God’s forgiveness, the transgression was
forgiven—the sin was hidden away forever, the
iniquity was not charged up apainst the kiag.
David had experience of both the things mention-
ed n verse 10: sorrows When he beld wickedness
ia heart, mercy when he cas: it away aad trusted
in the Lard, But what gain was there to David
through his experieace 7 He learned to histen to
God's voice. Jehovah had promised, ** I wulin-
struct thee,” 1 will guide thee,” and David,
in the pride of his heart, had been like the horse
or the mule who would not come acar their
master—will not obey him, unless compelled by
force. Thus David did not look for counsel, he
did oot seek for God's way, and therefore he fell

into this gricvous state. Now he hears God
speaking as 1n vv. 8, 9, and 1s withog to giveoheed
to His vcice, Nay, not only so, but he now ex.
horts the righteous, and the upright ia heart, to
rejoice and cxult in God alone, for He isable to
show them the way in which they should walk,
and able to_keep them in that way. Itisonly
in God we find the most petfect joy, therefore let
us surrender ourselves to Him. [t is oaly as God
keeps us that we are cnabled to walk with Him?;
therefore let our trust and confidence be stayed in
Him alone.
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