* full blast.
.one of tho most enjoyable evenings it has been our
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city. At times divisional ufficers from Turonto
will visit us and special services will bo hold,”™

Bro. Forn writing us from Westport, says:
*¢ About threo weeks ago the brethren hovo nade
us a liboral donation visit. Quitea number of thew
wero present, nud & pleasant evening was spont.
But it was ouly an evoning party. But yesterday,
the 22ud, being the birthday of both Mrs, Ford
and myself, batween 40 and 50 of tho brethron
camo to tew, being mindful to bring the needful
with them,and celebrated the occasion in good style.
A vory fine tablo was spread ; indeed, you would
have thought that a firsi-class tea meoting was in
Tt was cortainly, and admitted by all,

privilego to spond in.a long timu, Suchgatherings
do much to strongthen the social clowment among
brethren.

Bra, Eato¥, who has become somowhat familiar
to our readus by his valuablo conttibutions to the
columns of Tue CHRISTIAN, has, Wwo aro svrry to
Hay, been called o mourn the loss of one of lis
cluldren_ But she is botter off, and is now where
we all wish to be, To him and to his family we
extend our sympathy and trust that the kind
Hemenly Father whom we all serve, will abund-
antly bléss them in theivr hours of afiliction.

The.people of Maine seemed dotermined to ex-.

torminate from their midst the liyuor traffic, as
-will be seen by.reading ‘‘Amendments to the Maine
Liquor:Law,” found.on another page.

Itis qenemlly understood that M.

M~ody will

soon visit St. John, but nothing definitoly lsknown. '

We are informed that our next nnnuaL meocting
-will be at-Milton, N. S,

The June Quarterly wxll bo held with the churr‘h
at Xempt, Queen’s Co., N, S.

ORIGINAL CONTRIBUTIONS,

-ON WHICIL SIDE ARE YOU?

M, B, KYAN.

“ He that is not for me is a.;nnst nie'and ho that
gathereth not with me seattepeth,?—Matt, xii: 30.

This-language, like all God's statements, is plain..

There-is no ambiguity about it. There is no pos- |
sibility of-n candid person mistaken its meaning.
Thero never wus- an individual who, sustained 4

. relation to the whole of .mankind.at all similar to

the relution:susiained by Jesus of Nazareth. lis
relation is not.simply.to u nation or a family; but to
{udlvxduals as indjviduals and to the race a$ a race.
The. wholo of mankind was contemplated in 1lis
mcamation, IIis life, His tcaching. His death, His
rcsurrccuon, Tlis exhaltation.' e came into the
world’ that {he world might through Ilim'he saved.
Hé lived not Simply asa Jew or for-Jews, but as a
nidn and for men. * He taught, not Jéwish truth; nor
Asiatic truth,” but Truti, and henee & cohimon
legacy, Hedied o ransom for sin,whether-Jéw-:
ish or Gentile. 1le rose, a victor over:death—ihe
Iast enemyof thic race—aund brought lifo and-im-
mortality to light through the gospel, aud that for
all men.  ITe was .exhalted on high aud is able to
save to the uttennost il who come to God ~through
Him. Notonlyso. His demands are.as upivqrsal
as Tlis provisions. God lns hi"hly exhalted IIim
and given Jlim a nane that is above cvery name
that at the name of. Jesus every knee should bow
and every tonguce confess that 3c is Lord. Ic has
issued a universal proclam'\tlon. offering pardon
and life to the obedient and assuring the disobedicnt
of punishmcn( 86, in reference to JHim and-His:
cliims, cvery mat is involve ed-=and every man musd
disposc of 1im in somc manner. There cun be no
peutrality. *The conflict i whick Christ is eng: aged,

-as Captain of the.forces of rightcousness, isunlike

auy other warfare. ‘Fhere dare rumors of wars
amony the nations now. .\ those uations are pre
paring for couflict. But there are other nation®
that arc neutral in the matter.  Thi. s because the
claims of the antagonistic power» are scctional,
Were England and Russia to contend for universal
supremacy the case would be different.  Then no
nation could be neutral; neither cculd any man.
Now this is precisely (he case b the spiritual con-
flict. The forces of good und evil are mustered
under thewr respective leaders for deadly ~varfaro;
and the contest is for the control of the world,
The vital question is: Shall the black tlag of
Beelzebub spread its yenemous  folds over this fair
carth, shutting out the sunlight of heaven aud
spreading desvlativu aud death?  Or shall the ban.
ner of Immanuel be flung to the breeze to reflect
the light and warnth of the Sun of Righteousness
aud to fill the earth with joy? '

And to that question every man must ‘give an
answer, and to its solution cvery man must lend a
hand. lence this*pointed language: *1le that is
not for me is against me.” Ilere is a choice of
masters—of captains. ** e that gathereth not with
me scatters,”  Here is tho rally to the flag of
Jesus and the enlistment in His ranks, or the scat
"tering to the enemy. ‘There, then, is the linc.
sharply drawn.  There is no room ox the line -for
any oncito stand.  One. side or .the other wmust
-be chosen. Every man is sow on onc side or the
.other of that line, My brother man, “Where art
thou?” Perhaps vn.sclf typmination you will find
.yourself on the wrong sidc—arrayed against Chyist,
Do you know what that means? It meane final and
utter defeat and 1rremc\ nb]c ruin for youif you per:
-sist in )Olll' course. 'l‘hc hand {that fmmcd ‘the
worlds i is agmnst you.’ The' arm tlm deluged a sin-
corruptcd cmth that swept the L'*)plmn oppres:

rebellious citics of Sodom and” Gomorrah; and that

stretched out to do you battle. Do you think you ¥
-can prevail against the armies of the living God?

You necd to'be on the side of right and of victory.
«.If God e for us who cun:be ngainst us?”
Williamsport, April 20th, 1885,

DID PAUL MAKE A MISTAKE 7

. DeavEpttor~When 1.wroto the shortarticle
lieaded, “ Did Paul,Maké w Mistake?” I &id so. in
order to have the, views of some of the brethren on
the subject, to cnaple mo to wrive at a clearer
underswndmg of the truth; and must say I am
pleased with Brother Ford’s good naturcd .1rtxcle
on the anbjcct ulthouwh not \ct. convmcul that the
mist has been clemcd away. I udmn the infalli-
bility of the apostle when "mdcd by the Holy
Spirit but d6 not ucccpt that ‘Tic could not nor did
‘not sometimes err in"hi§ actious and ‘éspecially in
“tuking the Nazarite vow under the New Dispensa-
tion whbich he did without thé authority of the
Holy spirit, so far aswe can learn,

Bro. W. M. in reviowing.my article says, “As it
is important that the words and..actions” of the
.apostle should be placed in-a proper light, * ke feels.
J-it his daty. to assume.that l’aul did not make a mis--
tuke” and to the qut,suou, v-h_) did the apostle
take the vow,” his answ er xs, *buing a Jew he.had
the-right to take the vow.' .

\Xo“ 4sir, if affirmation would prove any tluug,thcn
tht. difliculty might be considered settled without
fulthcr investigation.  Are you not awarc that
Chuist * hath broken dowiLthe uuddlc Y all of par-
‘tition 'betweea us * * * to make in Himsell of
t¥wain onc new wan;” therefore ¢ there isnow neither’
Jew nor Gentile in Christ Jesus,” and being o Jew
according to the tlesh, gave Paul no aulhom) to
‘cling to the law, -whicli -he himself declared was
‘taken.out of the way. W¢é are not n6w -looking at
Paul as a Jew, undor the law, ‘but-as a-Christian:
‘f) sed from the Jaw.”

- His auswer to- the question,  On what ground
dul he take the vow ™ proves about as muchns his
aflirndtion ju reference to-the first question—that is:

. himself.

Itis

sors of His, pcoplc into oblivm, that annihilated the -

wrested from the grasp of death his richest spoit, is

‘Brother—get over on the other side of that linc. |

littorally nuthiug., Ie rvefers to Gen. xxviil: 2022,
where Jacob took on himself o vow at Bethel, Was
this vow a part of the law?  Did he make an offes-
ing unto the Lovd of one he lamb, of the flrst-year,
without blemish for a hurnt ofiering and one ewe
lamb of tht first year without blemish for n sin
offering und one ran without blemish for peace-
offerings, e @XNum, vi: 13-21.) These Paul must
offer to the Lord in taking the Nazarite vow, the
reasou why he'was requested to “be at charges”
with the four men with whom he was to purify
In Acts xviii: 18, veference is mado to o
vow which the brother supposts Paul had taken,

Lut 15 he notaware that some eminent connnentators

cluitn that fur Ayuila who was a compantou of the
apustle,  But suppose we admit his claie that
Paul was the man, is there any mention of a sacri

fice being offered?  Will hic aflirm it was a part of
the law?  1f so, we demand the proof and ask him
as a favor to tell us the natire of the vow taken at
Ceuchrea.

1Ie can not undcmtnnd how « taking @ w010 was
contrary to a Jew,” having theprivilege to take it or
leave it alone. Now, rcmumber, I did not refer to
Paul as a Jew but as a Christian; If he were not the
latter there would' be no difficulty, but because he
is, makes his act appear strange. Again, docs the
‘hrother make no distinction between “g vow,” and
“the Nazarite vow which was a part of the:law, no“
taken out of the way by Jesus?

Yes, a part “ of the law of Moses proper” accord
ing tu his vwn language. But what does he mean
by “the law of Moses proper?” Does he wish.us to
uoderstand that the Nazarite vow was not a lecal
cnactment? Now, suppose we.admit it, the difilculty
is not removed, for the sacrifice for sin stiil remains,
and how could a Christlnu offer such to God know-

:ng that Chrlst died for our sins according to.tho
Scriptures, w ithout making.a nustuke?

My reference to Peter’s action towards the Gentiles
was nerely to.show that Paul was as Tiable to érr as
he, and being inspired to preach and teach that in-
spiration-did not keep him from sometimes making
‘mistakes in his actions. The brother's alluslon to
Paub's last words, “1 have fought a good fight,
finished my course pud kept the faith,” to prove he

inever made a mistake smacks.of Calvinism or some-

thing akin toit. .Are we to suppose, because Paul
uttered these words in hig last.days, that ho-wished
us to understand he never made a- mistake. Very
well, did he know that Jesus alone is perfect, my
brother? . |

But Bro. Ford thmks the apostle acted w lscly be-
cause James aud the lecrs at J crusalem rcquest.cd
L to take. the vow, .and says, it ig too much for
“his credulity go suppose that tho combmcd wisdom
of these pcrsons” was nnsle;tdmg

Rcmcmbcr, Tain of the opidion that fhese brethien
acicd as they did from ‘the best of motxvcs-—yet
their zeal wils not uccordiug to know]edge May
they not have'been in very inuch the same'condition
on this subject that they were before the conversion
of Cornelius‘in refercnce to receiving Gentiles into
‘the church? They did not-as.clear]y understand as
was afterwards the case; ncither they nor Paul had

.a thus saith-the Lord for what they did so far as.-we
.can learn.

He also states, ““ their object” for so actmg. was
to concilinte the “ believing Jews” when it is, very
clearly stated in Acts xxi: 22, that ** the multitude
must needs come together;” who were thc multi-
tude? Where did they come together? Was it not
in the Temple? What did they do on coming to-
gether? but take Paul out of tire Temple to put him
10 death.  Wouldl not the belicving Jews have bcen
satisficd with & statement from the apostle as regards

-the report? If not, why not? If they \\'ould not

helieve his word would they more readily believe

his actions® Our respected ‘browher aske, ** was
it & *streak of incomsistency’ for Paul to has-

ten if it were possible for him to be at Jerusalem for
Pentecosts” and-concludes it was just-as-lawful
{0 take & vow according to thelaw.” Docs he sup-
posc the apostle went to Jerusalem for that purpose?

. Then there was no uced of the brethreu interforing

as he'would have doneso auyway. DBut the most



