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blatant Iriishmeii.' lie thon invited bids foi- the
'lot.' In the resuit, £2,OO0) being the higbest bîd
riade, the auctioneer annotincod tho withdrawal of
the property. Ho added that hoe should shortly offer
another advowson, by order of the Court Of Chancery,
and intending interrupters of the proceedings had
better boware, lest they founid thoxnis(-lves coixuxnitted
for conternpt of court. No doubt lie wvotld rec( ive on
the morrow soine cowardly letters, such as hoe Lad
received before, but ho would treat the writc-rs as lie
had treat*d the individual v;homn lie Lad it cted.'

This needs no comment. We, of course, are
free from such niercenary wav.s. But hold'
what of those churches arnong us wbo gauge
their l)astor's success by the financial balance-
sbecet, and forsake or gret rid of lii11 whien tlîat
is flot satisfactory ? Is not thiat a sehing of
the pastorate to the bighest bidder ? Thiere
is-yes, there is-a sininy of the pew. as w'ell
as a simony of the jpuIpit. Christian workers,
put it down!

THE Canadua Pr-e.byterhunii for Auguist f2nd
bas the followingr paragrapli:

"Why should Our nieighibours of the Congrégational
Union encourage schisiu by' tr3ing to establishi Con-
gregational Churchoes iu localities in whielh trouble miay
have arisen in Presbytei-iaîi cotigregatious 2 Weliave,
in our mind's eye thiree recent instances iu which this1
body Lave laid the fouindation of a ('ongregational
Chiurcli on a Presbyterian quarr-L. P)o our ixeiglibou-rs
suppose that the glory o! God is pronllotetd ini this
way? Do they imagine that even Congrega tionalisin
is advanced by sucbl procedure? Is the dirty litien of
Presbyterianisni a sufficient foundatior on wb)ich te
plaut a Congregational Cbnrch ? Is the cause of
truth and righiteousiiess îromnoted by opening, a
littie cave of Adullaîn beside otiAer congregatious iute
wbich ail the sore-heads, refugees from discipline,
troublers of Israel and general 'craiks' inay be
gathered? A little straightforward talk on these
pointe might bie a far more whiolesoine thing for both
bodies than the 'dear brother' gush that we have
fron delegat-es at Our ecclesiastical mieeting-s.
Brotherly love that has net honour and fair dealiug
for a basis is a poor thing."

We cannot, compliment the writer on bis
knowledge of .Con gregati onal ism. We fancy
that our readers will smnile wbien tbey are told
t hat the Congregational Union is '«trying to
establish Congregational Churches " in any
locality. That body bias just about as much to,
do with such action as-well, Arabi Pash&.
Some parties have, in different localities, for
reasons wbich tbey thouglbt grood and suffi-
cient, left the Presbyterian Cburcb and organ-
ized themselves into Congregational Chiurches
-a step, we venture to think, tbey had a right
te take-and after their organization admis-sion was soughIt and obtained into theI

Congregrational Union-a very différent tbîng
indeed to beingr organized by the Union.

But there la one ether side to this question.
Why (Io we bear from thie (C'(mUfd1 P)re,ýý-
teria i for the first time about the inaughitines
of these things ? Ha,, that papeî', Presbyte-
ries, Synods or General Asseml>ly, protested
against Cong()regrational ists 1eav'ing, their own
body because of " troubles," and becoming
Presbyterians ? If sucb protest or %varning baLs
been given, we have fai1ed te notice it. -la it
too inucb Vu sav-we think not-tbat tbere are
Presbyterian Clhurches vhich would not have
1when alive to-(lay but for recruits frein Con-
(,reiyationalisti ? In Toronto itseif more than
one Presbyterian Church owes a good ileal te
Congregational accessions because of* troubles;
and as, for ninisters, " we bave i n ouri' mindl's,
eye " ene remnarkable instance wbere a mninister
w'as received from our body, very (];rtv linen
andl ail, without an inqiiiry, and witih open1
arms, by a Presbytery. Let our~ 1rother begin
at home; when he bas spokzen couraeusly on
this subjct there, we shahl ie prepar-cd te
listen te him, at any rate respectfifhx-.

FAilli S ROLL GALL.-JX.

RAHA B.

The naine Rabiab, or mnore correctly Racbab
(for Rahiab, Egypt, Ps. lxxxvii. 4; lxxxix. 10;
Is. hi. 9, is not tbe samie Hebrew naine), is
found onhy, in tbe Old Testamient, in Josbua
ii. 1-3; vi. 17,23, 2.5, wvbere reference is had
te the one individual by that name known.
The nine appears in the New Testament,
MatV. i. 5; Heb. xi. 'D1; James ii. 25. With
regard to the paýssage in Hebrews and that in
James there can be nu diffi'culty-; they refer
undoubtedly to thc samie person as the verses
in Josbua-indeed tbey expressly declare tbe
reference. Witb regard to tbe genealogy of our
Lord in Matthew, some doubt may arise as
te the identity, seeing, the Hebrew records cf
the Ohd Testament are silenttbrn-.,
Ruth iv. 20, 21; and yet no otber individujal
having that nane seems known eitlier in tradhi-
tion or Ihitory. The insertion cf a female
name in the genealogry would seem Vo indicate
one known, as in the other cases in this saine
genealogy, and IRabab the harlot was known,
tbe Talmud traditions reckos-iing eight pro-
phets as amon 'g hier descendants, among whom
are Jeremiab and Baruch. The chronoiogy,
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