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connrction witli certain facts, of whnse certainty evidence is given,
which evidence, to be received, must be examined? Christianity
proposes truths of specuilation, and truths of practice. If meri
can examine and ascertaini the firsi by proxy, ivhy not obey the
Jast in the same inanner ? But who cati love or fear> believe or
hiope, by substitution!

If to deny the right of private judgment be destruction of the
nature of Christianity ini general, it is more reiarkably so of the
Cliristiartity of reformied Churches. The right of private judg-
ment is the very foundation of tle reformnation, aud without es-
tablishing; the former in the fullest sense, the iatter cran be no-
thingr but a faction in the state, a schismn in the Church.**

Trhe Reformers ivere not to blame for cxerrising the righit
of private judginent themselves-their fault wvas a denial of tha
same right to, others. They had the highest authority for wvhat
they did, deriving it from the doctrine and example of 'Christ
and his Apostles.

Takie one, two, or more, of our Saviour's doctrines, anct
ask, what magie can there ha ini subscribing themi 'vilhotil eXa7ni
-naion ? Ilimselfnever proposed such a thing, but on the con-
lrary, exhorted his hearers Io search, ihe Scriptures-a stranger
impertinence, u.jdess tire right of privatejudgment be aiiowed.

Nor did he only exhort the people to judge for themselves,
but hie aiso warned his Disciples niot to usurp that right. IlCaii
no man your Father upon the earth, neither ha ye called mas-
ters."ý-Neither impose your .opinions upon others, nor suier
thein te impose theirs upon you.

Had Jesus Christ considered the right of private judgment
in any uniavftil light, ha would bave first instructed Herod, or
Caiphas, or soea ofthe principal Rabbies, and by them he 'vould.
have convertcd the nation. But instead of that, he condemns the
doctripes of Church governors, and addresses bis sermons ad
populum, gives it as a proof of his mission, that th4e gospel ivas
preached Io thre poor, and -constantly protects his followers in the
exercisa of the right of private jýudgment. * *

The Aposties, worthy foliowers of such a M4aster, wvent into,
ail nations, preaching a doctrine wvhich no Chiîrch governors upow
earth believed. Did they deny the right of private judgment?-
If they had, their expeditions would have been in the Quixotie
style. Did St. Paul write te Corinth, I sper- as to irise men:
judge ye what 1 say ?" Did he write to Rome, " Let every man
be fluily persuaded in his own mind ?» Every body understood
tiuis. The populace at Birea, men and ivomen, Ilsearched the
Scriptures daily, îvhether those things were so." The students,
rit Athens desired to know whlat the neiv doctrine iuas, of which the
Apostie spalie, for the purposo of search, no doubt. The macgis-
trates, at Gnllio, decinred themselves, nojudg-es ina Szch 2nattersý
Andi hence the aniazing success of bis preaching;Harsoe


