
thitt it did strive; but the question is-how ? I ivi1I Icave tile proof
to the fl,:it

Neheijai.li is next siiiiiiuoied. lie says, "' Thou (Cod) didst send
thy gond Spirit tn iinstruect t1wiu "-instriiet thie childrcn of Tsrael in
the ilrus. Vnsay t1iat the 1- illiner of the Spirit's influence '
nîay be learncd fron thiis language. -MIy friend. there is notliing afflrmn-
ed b)y the prophet in respect to the inner of the Spirit's influence.
The fact is stated that the Spirit taughit themi ; but liow they were
taughit. %whct.wr the S3pirit instriicted thecin by signs, or wvords, or events,
or iniraculous displays, the prophiet inforrns us liot. If anytlhing could
bc provcd froin tliis passage eonceriiing the iîiainier of the Spirit's
p)ower, the argument, in îny judginent, would bc -igainst you ; for the
terni 1-instruct " scins to, carry witlî it tuie idc;î tlitwords must have
becit iiiplovLcd. It is scidoi ire speak of iiznparting instruction with-
out the aid of language, spokeon or written. Stili it niay bo safcly
affirined that the prophet, only states the fact of the Spirit's influence,
without explaiiugi the inianer in whieh that influence, ias cxerted.

Your last passage is a resting-place and a refuge for all wlîo travel,
under the spiritual banncrs, made of spiritualized. spirit, withaout inateri-
ality or visibility. Wc niay therefore give special attention to.
1 Cor. 2: 14. Not only you, but Paul says, I The natural man receiveth,
flot the thiing; of the Spirit ; but your meaniing an d the apostle's,
nîeaung, as it appears t, mie, are as distinct as Egypt and Cansan.
By the way, if allowed to Say it witil all good feeling, this ivas flot a
fortunate passage to bring forward, to prove abstract Spirit, because it,
is found in a connexion that will not permit it to spcakz as maost of the
interpreters endeavour to mnale it. Lot us candidly read the verses
preoeaing: N-lowv we have rcccived, flot tile spirit of the worlM, but
the spirit whicli is of God; that we miit know the thiugs that arc
freely given to.us of God: which things aise ive spealz," and then lie
adds, Ilnot iii words whicli man's wisdoni teaehetli, but whichi the Hoiy
Spirit tcacthethi." The apostie, tihen, spolie the tlîings of the Spirit,
and lie spoize theui in thxe language of the Spirit itself, or spiritual
language-shoiwing at once that there is the Spirit) the things of the
Spirit, axid the words of the Spirit.

The whoie passage miay be paraphrased thus :- Vie aposties have
received the spirit of God, and not a wvorldly spirit; and by this good
spirit, we are mnade acquainted %vitl ail tiîings that God in lus faveur
has given us. And these. things we reveal or spcak to otiiers, flot
tak-iig the liberty of speaking themn in our own language, ner in the


