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dedication, tle consecration 1 Now, there is dedication, there is conîsecra-
tion, both in Baptisni and in the Lord's Supper. But is not ihe idea of
God's covenant with us through his Son, or witlh his Son for us, and the
primary design of sacraiients as signifving our participation in the blesings

f that covenant, too much inthebackgroud of our' concepfions ?If we
are to judge froni the feelinigs witlh regard to the Lord's Supper with whieh
mnany approaclh the sacred table, or which lead manuy to e.achew approach-
ing it at all, it is this bond, this pledge or engagement on man's sidte, that
constitutes the essence of tlhe whole matter. Miglht it not be kept more
prominent in the teachings on this subject, that the Lor's Supper is the
iemorial of a covenant fullillel, and a seal or pledge of the interest which
evev believer has in ail its stipulated grace î-t hat it signifies our
receiving fron God rather than our giving ?. Oui' engaging, doubttes, too;
"our engaging to lie the Lord's." Yes; but sec the caution of the learned
and pious conpilers of our fornularies in bringing this into their defini-
tion as a second idea, certainly not the first. Thevy do not place it in the
foreground; soinething else is there. And in the rder of men's thouglts,
howiuportant that this engageniont or vow of ours keep its proper place !
Not the less sure thus, but only the more sure, to be an ingenuous conseera-
tion in purpose, and an effective mne in act and fultilnent. For, thus,
with what an inviting aspect would szacraments be clothed, insteal of a
repulksive and discoura ging aspect ! Never will the soul low in so deep and
yet so joyful proFtration at the shrine of dluty, or set the s i)al so ordially
to its vow of fealty to its heavenly Lord, a, w'hen thiis act of hof e is
associated with faith's recognition of the promaise on God's own part, or 'hen
it looks firt on the rich provisioms of covenant gmee, and is emboldened
to appropriate these; and that under circumstances so powerfiully appaaling
to the leart', best affections, or over the iemorials of an event which sup-
pblies the most constraining îotives to love and obey.

One otherpoint-while a few momnents remain te us-would we advert
to. We advocate a full Gospel. May nuot the Gosel le mutilated by doc-
trines being in elfect ignored in the pulpit, thougl not denied ? Preachers,
whoe vet claim to lae reckoned evangelicat-supposing themselves in this
indeed to be only tune to the design of a free (Gospel-give little or no
place in their teaching to the doctrine t'o soivereig grace. It is adnitted.
that eur Saviour preached eternal electing love, anl that the Apostles
embrace this .in the Gospel testimaony ; but it appears to lie judged inaexpe-
dient to follow these precedents. The word must searcely be let fail fron
our lips ; it is injuriois to nake any l'ut the rare"t refereice to such a sub-
ject. Tt is of Paul's hard things wliicl a wise teacher wu'ill put in shade.
To any who are tlhis iminded I shouli like to suggest the question: May
not your philosophy, as well as votir theology, he at fault? Are we the
judges as to what efect any part of the testiimony of God comnitted to us
maay exert on the human mind ? He who revealel this trutl suiielv best
knowswhat is adapted to stir the soul to its depth, and stimulate its activi-
ties. And if neither Christ nor His Apostles concealel this part of the
Gospel of grace, are we not taking too gr. t a responsibility in standing
letween God and the souls of his creatures, withholling a part of his con-

sel which may be seen by the Divine Wisdon to be, in the hands of
the Spirit, a power for good ? Such teachiers say it is a discouraging
doctrine. It nîaturally rouses sueh prejudices, and provokes sucli question-
igs, that ouri message fron a God of love can only lc hinudered by it. But
w-'hat if your supposed kidnews to the Gospel lairer lae cruelty ?May not
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