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dloing, hie nced tiot cuiniber his niind
ivitlî a lcngthiy catalogue of precepts and
serions, which iii the îirst place il, is
difficuit to learn, and in the second

place after thcy are learned, it is aîmiost
impossible to remenîber. To any man
wvho bas brains enough to know what bis
own desires are (to sa>' nothiîîg of other
men's>, and mernory, enough to rernei-
ber a little rie concerning the applica-
lion of thiese desires to bis fellow-men,

lîcre is a directory which wvill neyer leave
hlmi at a loss to know bis duty :"' What-
soever ye would that meni should do to
you do ye even s0 to tlieîxi." So much
for ÎtF coîîciseness.

Look stili again at ils zuiesl/.J t

is universal. No anatter wvho your neigh-
bor is or what bis station in 111e is, here
is a rule wbich applies to ail alike.
\Vhether you are broughit iii contact

with your sovereigri or with the man ini

yonder hovel, the rule is the saine;
whether your dealings are wîth your
ruler wvho Iîolds in his liand the rod of
mighty enmpire or whether tbev are
with your boot-black, the sanie great

universal principle mnust decide the ques-
tion of conduct-"-Whatsoever ye wouid
tlîat lie should do to, you do ye even so

to hum."

Such thien is tie goldenî rule, the
'balance wvheel " iii the great macliinery

of human conduct, the preventive of
ail irreguiarity of niovenient iii the great
universe of mnoraiity in wvbich as ratioîîal

beings, created in (odsowîî illage, we
are ail piaced--- i>iaced as responsihie
agents, accountabie for ail our action-s.

And 110W the question arises, Whiat is
the foundatioîi of this coinprelivsive '
this concise, thus liîivcrsal 1unît-, this
epitoie or summinary ofC cmdlict ?
WVherein lies its pbilosopby, its -o-
abieness ? Supposing tliat, whin this
niarvellous statenlent feul froi the lips
of Uie God-man on that îîorning of old,
sorne argumentative hearer shotild have
risen up in tlîe audience and cliallengedc(
ils soundness ,supposing at least that
he shouid have asked our Lord for the
foundation upon whiclî bis principle %v-as
bult. What answer would probably
have been given ? What defeîîce wvould
the simple preacher, whoi3e pulpit wvas a
nound on the Galileani plainî or the- bow

of a fisliîg snîack, and whio preached
with a needie, a coinî, a brooni, a spar-
row,-wlat defence wou!d lie have been
able to niake for this sw,,eepitig principle
which pierces into tic very iîeart of 111e
itself and conies too often into direct
conflict witli our personal interests ?
Mark its philosophy, its 'fouuîdation.

Now theword 'Itherefore " w-iich intro-
duces the statemnît suggests tlîat a possi-
ble foundation nîay be given b>' our Sa-
viour in the preceding verses. The sen-

tence is certainly a conclusioni to sonie
argumient. The argument, however, as
wve learn ieîî we look at the context, is

niore of the nature of a motive tlian a


