1896.3 MEXICO, IER NEEDS AND OUR DUTY. 177

Ryle, Rev. Charles Garrett, and Rev. F. B. Meyer, and such women as
Mrs. Duncan McLaren and Miss Gollock and Miss Selincourt are a suffi.
cient proof of the sort of speaking sought for ; and the result proves that
the whole effort to supply flashy and brilliant orators for such occasions is
a mistake. We heard nothing approaching a “star speech.” Dr.
Smith’s grand historical review of the century, condensing the studies of
thirty years into half an hour, was a magnificent marshaling of facts,
rhetorically complete, yet there was no finish about it, but the unconscious
completeness of truth put in crystalline clearness and beauty before us.
Eugene Stock’s discourse on *‘ character tested and trained” was a mine
of jewels, but there was no artificial lustre about it ; and so all along the
one grand impression was that we were hearing God speak through divers
mouths but one harmonious message, We thought of those words :

‘“ The Lord gave the Word ;
Great was the company of those that published it.”

We turned away from Philharmonic Hall Sunday night, marveling
what new and greater surprises God may have for us in the coming carcer
of that thousand select and elect young men and women.

Let unceasing prayer go up to Him in their behalf !
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‘While the world is the field for all Christians and Christian nations,
there ave special fields for each, In a peeuliar degree Great Britain is
responsible for the evangelization of India, France for the evangelization
of the Niger Valley, while we have confessed our responsibility for the
nations to the south of us by the famous declaration of President Monroe
in bis annual message to the Eighteenth Congress on December 2d, 1823 :
‘¢ With the governments (on this hemisphere) which have declared their
independence and maintained it, and whose independence we have on great
cousideration and just principles acknowledged, we could not view an inter-
position for oppressing them or controlling in any other manner their des-
tiny by any European power in any other light than as a manifestation of
an unfriendly disposition toward the United States.”” This assumption
of political responsibility, as the tutelary power of this hemisphere, we
have at no small pains maintained. But by it we have made oursclves
responsible for much more than the independence of the American repub-
lics from European aggression. We have charged ourselves publicly with
the obligation of giving to these neighbors the only secret of stability and
strength for a free nation.  This at least the Christian mau dare not refrain
from reading into the Monroe doctrine, as in its highest sense, a mission-
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