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city. At tines divisional ulices froin Toronto
%will visit us and special servces vill bu lld."

Bio. Foit, writing us frvnt Wustport, says
About three weeks ago the brethron hore mado

us a liboral donation visit. Quito a number of theu
wero present, and a pleasant ovening mas spont.
But it was only an evening party. But yestorday,
thu 22nd, being the birchday of both Mirs. Ford
and myself, betwecn 40 and 50 of tho brethroi.
cainu to tea, boing nundful to bring tho nodfu1
with then,and celobrated the occasion in good style.
A very fine table was spread ; indeed, you vould
have thouglit that a first-class tea meeting ivas in'
full blast. It w'as cortainly, and admnittcd by all,
one of tho nost enjoyablu evenings it lias been our
privilego to spond in.a long timu. Sucli iatherings
(Io nu3cli to strongthou the social olonent anoug
brethren.

BLd. EÂros, who has becone sonowliat familia
te our readers by bis valuablo contributions to the
coluinu of TuE CHuISTIAN, bas, we aro suriy to
say, been called to miourn the 'loss of one of his
children. But se. is botter off, and la now where
we all wish to be. To huin and te lis faîidly wo
extend our synpathy and trust that the kind
Heatenly*Father whomi we aIl servo, will abund-
autly blésa theni in thcir hours of-afiliction.

The.puople of Maine seemed determined to ex-
torminato from thoir midst the liquor trailic, as
will be seon by.reading "Amendmnents to the Maine
Liquor:Law," fouind.on another page.

It is generally inderstood ihat Mr. M->id will
soon .visit St. John, but nothing definifoly isknown.

Ve are informed that our next annual, moetihg
will be at Miltn, N. S.

The Juno Quarterly will bu held with the churcli
at Kempt, Queen's Co., N. S.

ORIGINAL 0ONTRIBUTIONS.
-ON WHICH SIDE ARE YOU?

Il.. B. 11Y.A.

ReU thât k; net for me ix agztinist mie nd ho that
gathereth not with me scatter fat xiid 3 ta

This-language, like all God's statements, is plain.
There-is no ambiguity about it. There is no pos.
sibility of-a candid person mistaken its mneaning.

'hecre never was. an individual who, sustained a
relation to the whole of .mankind. at all similar, te
the relationesustained by Jesus of N\azarethIiî. is
relation is not imply. to a nation or a family; but te
indivi.duals as indIviduals and te the race as a race.
The-whole of muukind w'as contemplated li Tiis
Incarnation, liis, life, lis teaching, lis dcath, Ilis-

S rsurrectin, Is exháltation. IIe came into tle
world'that he rbrlà might through Iim'be saved.
Hlé livcd üot siinply aga'Jew or for-Jews, but as a
* idd and fôi men He tàught, net Jâwish truth; ner
Asiatic truth,- but Tnu'rii, ùiid herice a coinmon
legacy. He died a ranson for sin, .whether-Jéw-
ish or Gentile. Ie rose, a victor ovcr-death-the
last enemyýof the race-and brought life undsin.
mortulity te light through, the gospel, aud that. for
all men. lie was .exhalted on bigh and is able to
&ave te the uttermost all who comle te God -througli
11im. Not only se. His denands arc ns universal
as lis provisions. God his highly exhalted IIim

and given lim a naine that is above cvery rame
that at the name of.- Jesuis cycry knec should bow

an'd every tongue confesý that MIe is tord. Ic has-

issued a uiniversal proclamation, offering pardon

afid life to the o',cdient and assuring-the disobedient-

of Punishimenit. Sò, in 'refcrence te Him and.llis.
cfilums, 'cvcry mrni is involvcd-:-:and cvcry man imust,
dispose of Hili in soue manner. rheté can bc ne
neutrality. -The confliet in which Christ is cngaged,.
as Captaiin of the.forces of riglitcousness, is .uulike

any other warfaru. There Ire runore of wars
among the nations non. Anld tlosc nîatlous are pre
paring for conflict. But there are other nations
that arc neutral ln tlc mnattcr. Thi, is bccausc tic
claims of the antagonlistic powerb are sectional.
Were Enigland and 1lussia to contend for universail
suprcnacy tl case would be different. Thon ne
nation could be neutral; neither cculd any man.
Now tihis is precisely the case in tlic spiritual con-
flict. 'l'le forces of good and evid are mustered
under their respective leaders for deadly '.varfare;
and the contest Is for the control of ic world.
The vital question is . Shall dhe black fiag of
Beelzebub bprcad its viumous foldb over this fair
carth, shutting out the sunlight of hcavein and
spreadinig desolationt aud death? Or shall the ban.
uer of Iinmmanuel b liung tu the brecze te relect
the light aid warinith of the Sun of Righteousnîess
aud to fill the carili wvith joy?

And te thiat question ùvery inan must give an
answer, and te its solution overy mai n must lend a
hand. lIence tliisl)ointcd languaige: "lie that is
not for me is against me." Iere is a choice of
miasters-of captains. " le that gathereth notwith
me scatters." Here is the rally te tho tlag of
Jesus and lie enlistmen t li Ils ranks, or the scal-
ering -to tliu enciny. Therc, thon., Is the line. It is
sharply drawn. There is ne rooni on tlinelin -for
any oneito stand. One. bide or .the other must
be chosen. Every muan is now on one sido or the
otlier oftthat.line. My brother ina, "Wierc art
thou'" Perbaps un, cîf e.Mµtmination you will find
yourself on the wrong side-arrayed against Christ,
Do.you know vbat that means? It means final and
utter defeat and irretrievable ruin for yeu if yo per-
sist lin your course. 'lhe hand that francd the
worlds is against ye. The atui that dcluged a lin-
corrupted earth; that swept the Egyptian oppres-
sors of His.eopc into oblivia; that âmnihilkted the
rebellious cities of Sodom and Gomorralh; and that
wrested from the grasp of death his richest spoil, is
stretched out te do yo battle. De you think yoù
can prevail against the armies of tho living God?
Brother-get over on tho other side of that lna.
You need to be on the side of riglit and uf victory.
" -If God be for us who canbe against us?"

Williamsport, April 20th, 1883.

DID PAUL MACE A MISTJE/

DE.\IIEDITonI.-When I ,wrote the short article
-headed, " Did Paullak a, 3listake?" I did so. in
order. te have thîe,views of somue of the brethren on
ttesubject, te enaple nfo te arrive at a clearer.
.understan.ding.of the trut; and must say I nia
pleased w'ith Brother Ford's good. natured article
on the suibject, allhough net yct convinced that the
mist lias been cleared away. I ailmii the iafalli-
bility of the apostle when guided by the l'oly
Spirit but dô net aècclpt that lic could iot ner did
nt soinetimes err inlié actions and 'èspecially in
*taking uthe Nazarito vow under the- Ncw Dispensa-
tien wbicli lie did without, thé authority of tho-
IIoly spirit, se far as-we can learn.

Bro. W 'M. in reviowing-mny article says, "As it
is important that the - ords and. actions" of the

.apostle should be placed in.a proper light, "hefcels
it his duty te assune.that Paul did not makc .a mis-
'take" nad to the question, , why did the apostle
take the vow," his auswer is, " being ai Jew hoi.ad
,the-right te take the vow."

Now,sir, if.allrnation would prove auything,then
the difliculty mîight bo considcrcd settled without
further investigation. Are you net aware that
Chirist "halth broken down.the middle vall of par-
tition-betw<ca us * * * te maco in Iliiself' of
twain ce new muan;" therefore l thcre isnow neither
Jcw nor Gentile li Christ Tesus," and being a Jew
ac'cording te tlie lsh, gave Paul ne authority te
cling to -lie law, -which 'he himsclf declared .was-

Staken. out of the way. Wo are net now -looking at
Paul as a Jew, -under the law, but- as a -Christian-

*fr.xd fron the law."
lHis answer to- the question, " On whit ground

did ho taku tho vow ' proves about às.much as lis

j.afflmation lu reference.to folirst question-that is

litterally nuthing. HI retors to Gen. xxviii 20.22,
wihere Jacob took on himîself a vow at Bethel. Was
this vow a part of the law? Did lie make an ter-
ing luto hie Lord of one lie lamb, of the ilrst-year,
wilouit blemllish for a bm-t offerinug and elne cwe
laib of th first year vithout blemish for a sin
oifering and one ruia withoiut blemnish for peace-
offerings, &c. N (Num. vi: 13-21.) These Paul must
olfer te the Lord lin tiking the Nazarite vow, the
reason why lie-was requested to " be at charges"
with the four men with whou lie was te purify
imiîself. li Acts.xviii: 18, reference is made te a
vow which ic brother supposes Paul had taken,
but is lie not awar that somue enincut coimmntnlators,
chmaiîi Mît for Aquila woiu was a companion of the
apustle. Utit :suppose wu admit his clai.' tuat
Paul was the man, is there any mention of a sacri
flet being offvrcd? Will Ilue afilrm it, was a paurt ot
the law? If se, we dcinand the proof aid ask him
as a favor te tell us ie naturo of the vo-W taken at
-Ceuclirea. t

ie ean net îunderstand liow " taking a voto wa
contrary te a Jew," having the'privilcge te take it or
Icave it aloue. Now, remamber, I did net refer to
Paul as a Jew but as at Christian; if lie were net the
latter there vould bb no difficulty, but because ho
is, inakes his act appear strauge. Again, does the
brother inake no distinction 'between " a vow," and
tlie Nazarite vow which was a part of the:law, now
taken out of the way by Jcsus'e

Yes, a part " of the law of Moses proper" accord
ing tu his owi language. But wbat docs he men
by " the law of M*Oses proper?" Does he wish us to
îunderstand that the Nazarite vow was net a leal
caantment? Now,.supposewe. admit it, the difilculty
is not removedfor the sacrifice for sin still remains,
nud how could a Christiu effer sucli to God know-
:ng that Christ died for our sins according to.tho
Scriptures, without inakinga mistake?

3y reference to Peter's action towards the Gentiles
was merely to.show that Paul was as !iable to èrr as
he, and being inspired té preach and tcach that in-
spiration did net kccp him frein sometimes mnaking
-mistakes la hisî actions. 'Élie brother's âliusion to
Paul's last, words, " 1 have fought a good filgt.
finislied my course and kept the faith," to prove ho
never made a mistake smacks.of Calvinisma or some-
thing akin te it. Are we te suppose, because Paul
uttered these words in.his last.days, that ho-wished
us te understand lie nevçr made a. mistake. Very
well, did he know that Jesus alone iS perfect, ny
brother? .

But Bro. Ford thinks the apostle actedwiscly be.
cause James uand U Eiders at Jerusalem requestcd
hin te take.the vow, and say, "It is too much for
his creduity o suppose that tho combined wi.sdom
et thtese persons" was nuisliam.

Rm-enber, I iam of the opinion that these brei-hren

aetcd as they did froin 'the bet of otievs-:yet
their zeal wais not according te knowledge. May
they not havebeen in very*inuch the same condition
on this subject that they were beföre the conversion
of Cornelius in reference te receiving Gentiles into
·the church? They did nat- as learly understand as
was afterwards the case; neither they nor Paul had
a thus saith the Lord for what they did se far as 've
.can learn.

Ie also states, "l their object'* for so acting, was
to conciliate the " believiag Jews" when it is, vcry
clearly stated ln Acts xxi: 22, that I the multitude
muIst needs cen( together;' vho vere the multi-
tude? Wierc did they come together? Was it not
in tlc Temple? Wixît did tiey do on coming to.
gehxer? but take Paul elut oi the Temple te put im

te deatth. Would not the begevmg Jews have been
satisfied with a statenent fron lthe apostle as regards
-fhe report? If net, why net? If they w'ould net
believe luis word would they more readily believo
his actions? Ot respected brôther asks, "vas
it a 'streak of incousistency' for Paul te has.
ten if it w2rc possible for him te be at Jerusalem for
Pentecost?" anudconcludes " it was just-as-lawful
to take a vow according t the -law." Docs he sup-
pose the apostlc went te Jcrusalcm for that purpose?

SThicn there vas no need of tli brethreii interfcring
as lue vould hav.c donc so anywaty. But the most


