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like dit. Fur i.e amm&bribus to Lthe truisimi
OF St. John, "'As Ht- is so are ive ii this
wold" (1Jointiiv. 17). Moreoverto tue
ex ent AL does nuL truly represemît the
words of Je-us, to Limat exit utL is
fan ity, anmd to be reje-cted. Tihis is umil we
wisi Lm saY conicemnhmîg Lue spirit of this
editorial.

But concerning some of the statenients
iL comitaimîs wve wvili wite a few seintetices.

lit te fir.ýL place, te reader.s of the
Giua7dia&t have iiaturaily prebutmîdd Limat
Dr. Stemde wrote titis letter at Lime urgent
request of Lime editor of Guardian, and
for the (3ucrdian. We su.ilJeut that titis
,%vas flot time case, as te letter appeare(l
first iii the Okristian , itness. Now, if
wve are correct timat it is simmply a ciippimtg
front the IVitness, Mien iL is scarcely flair
to Dr. Steele or otimers taL timey shouid
be puL i a faise position betùre the
public.

.Agaîin, lie is in error, concerningt ««the
Bey. Netson Burns, and kis digeiplts."
Suci 01kciples linve imo extstence outside
of te mealin of iima-immaLiu).

«-mIndeed we are persuaded that the
nunimer taL accepLs thue tlîeory of pet -

seita1 if<mibility iii judgwnet, wiLh %%hici
Mt. Burns' namte is associated, is very
smuaii."

Yes, and we suspect timat iL is even
s1naller titan he tLiiks, l'or ive htave uit mueL
vith one wv1mo teauiues uuch a doctrine, but
we do nieet, froin tinte to Liite, soute wlmo
coute close on Lhe bai-der limme of illus-
tratimg iL. WVlten a iiti.ster, worsiiitiug
in te saine clhnrichi, anmd occatisioniall:'. par-
taskixtg of the saciamleuit wvith a broter
nhinis(er, sees a hostile criticism of thiat
broter imi print, and does nuiL wait to see
il Liere iS Lo bie a rtpiy to iL, or does itot
takie the trouble Lu travel Lime few rods
beLweem titeir private residetîces Lo ascer-
tainu is side of te stury, but re13 ittg on
hi, judgnient, foi med, necessarily, oum omme-
sidtal Cvidence, puuilislies that crilique,
amtd accontpanies il vitim Lie abuv.e ciumît-
niemlt, we mould ask, it.lîaL is uL acting
ouL iimd'alibiiity, wlitam, iti the ninte ut
c0flifiLdt-.eut5e is ? Veiily, if Lime editor
oF Lite îuardian cati, aL amîy Liite, LOmt--
vict us of sucli a slmecimîmen of jiracticai,
belief in thte ittmfidibil.ity of otu&s jud--
nimdtL as the legitintate outcoune ot aîty
of our teachiugs, we certain.ly will féed

tiim jt is igiî Linite Lo iait armd go back
Lo the it'-t princiffies of time docLrine of
Chmrist. Evemi the 11iutams, iteaLimen thougb
îhey weie, eistiîîciated tic mulei thaL il.
vas not lawvfu to, condemîtn a tuaan until
hoe vas brouglit face to face witiî bis
accuser, amtd permitted to anbzver fur hi in-
self agad.tnst Lime cimarg1es inade a-,aixisL in.
(Sec Acts XXV. 16.)

Bt. IL cati tmw bce saad LitL our reply
to Dr. Steeie ivas admnitted Le te columîmnas
of te Guardiau. vie-, we are tatkful
Lu saiy iL mis, atmdl fi) tit extemt tere is
i ItIeimsimmgr coiît.ra4ý btîtween te 67&ristisr&
Witness 0anud Lime Christiani Guardian,
f'or in the one case it was exeluded alto-
gether, wvhilst iuthLie otiier case, nfter a
deiay oF oune week, iL was jýublisiîed. Th3
omue editor is a profèssor of holimmess, the
otliter is a professed seeker of thiat experi-
emuce, anmd yeL, jmdged by teir practice,
we think te geseral verdict wilt bie con-
certmint, tue editor of te GuardiLn, "«jts-
t,îfied raier thumui the othier."

BuL we have reason to Llîiiîk that strict
jusLice ivas iioi. tîmeted out to us by our
Caniadiaxcoifrère. Itw;ilii moticed tllat
the attack ut- is lia(! Lte lionor of a plitce
iu Lime edUtorial colunins;. Now, we tiimk
tlit me liad te copy of Ouîr reply iit the
editor's samuctumît in Limnte f'or insertion in
Lime saite place as ilhe IouLer of Dr. Steelu
appeamed, altitugît not in Linte fur the
correspomidence coluini ns; amîd wve main-
taimili liat j ustice deniamîded thaL our letter,
especialiy %viem it could tieL bie priutted
elbevlieie, siîommld share equaliy nîith our
oppîmmeits letter.

It was no sligimt agg-ravation of this un-
provolzed, pem'sommai attacc on us, tait Dr.
DewarL simoumil sai'ject us unimecesairily
Lo Lime erdeail eof sustamiig Lime burdemi of
itis demuiciations fur ai addi.iomal. week,
withom the biii aileviation wbich our
repily niigiL allbrd, or evemt a short ex-
paaîioti as Lo te reasoat of our repiy
not appeuriiig iin bis niext issue. Is timat
duiig. to amiother as lie would bie dette by,
or imm liaritîotiy vith te royal conimand?

Ail wuo vili say homie cotcermimg the
allusions Lo doctrinme in titis editoriai, is
tliat me apprelueutd, fhotu teir wom'ditg,
timaL, like iimamy oLhers, lie is biniply figlit-
iiî,men 1101 f btraw of his owmî or otiers'
ci catLuo. We enipliasize thle staLcuieiit,
wve are as Arraimiam1 as Wesleyau, and
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