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ing ail action to bc uiîdertaken concerning-
him. Yes, even if he sees his brother
apparently going a-,tray aftcr a serious sort,
stili lie acts or refrains fromn action as led
elvery mcwmoC t by the Almighty, Ait Wise
Holy Ghiost, and lie continues so to act
everi when legfalists, to a man, pronouince
on his conduct as unchristian, uncharitable
or dcvoid of natural affection. It ;s be-
cause hie is possessed of the peace of God
that hie stili pursues his course w'ith tran-
quit mind even amidst opposition or hostile
criticisrn.

he peace of God, then, is the gift of
God to every one wvho really and truly
wvalks in the Spirit, and to none others, and,
moreover, it can be siicct'ssûdtlyj counter-
feited by no one.

EXPOSITION.

"Ye hnxo been caleilcdut l)ibe ty."Ga..1.

What liberty ? Lib.-rty to do what?
Whio called them? Does this refer to
liberty of thoughit, speech or action ?

Att the liberty modern so-called Chris-
tianity lias ever called us to, is to believe
in what is contained in the Westmrinster
Confession of Faith-miore or Iess.

If I %vere asked to answveï candidly
whether the Presbyterian Chiurch gave me
the liberty to do the wviil of God iii thought,
word and deed, I would be compelled to
answver emphatîcally, no!1

If asked if I had tiberty to sin in. th,-,
church I ivould be compelled to answer,
yes! No other categorical answers could
be given to these questions.

If modifications to their answvers wvere
allowved, the answer to the " doing of tbc
wvill", question ivould be made to cover
such ground as to exolude anyonie who
laid dlaims to tWs high type of ChristianIty
fromn memnbership in the Presbyterian
Church, and, on the "liberty to sin" ques-
tion being submitted to modification, the
same resuit w~ould ensue.

Paul wvas referring to those xvho were

%'trokibling " the Galatians with questions
affecting circurncision etc., andi after declar-
ilng that the Cralatians werc "«runniing wvell"
Ciwho did hinder you," goes on to say,
for " ye brethiren wcre calleci to liberty"
or. as it is i revised version " freedoin."

And Paul, too, stili fürther emphiasizing
this caîl to iiberty, and how this liberty could
bc securecl and retaiîîcd, gocs on to say,
"Walk ini the Spirit" or " by the Spirit," as

it is in the reviseci version.
What we wvoutd like to ask is, if anyone

carried out Paul's direction here to «"walk
in the Spirit" or " by the Spirit" that is,
under the Spirit's direction, how could
anything else than the wvitI of God be donc,
or howv coutd sin become a rule of life ?

Must a part only of man walk by the
Spirit, and tlic remnainder wvalk by the
devil's direction ; or by whlat conceivable
process could sinning and doing the wvill
take place? " Out of the samie fountain
cannot comne forth sweet wvater ai-d bitter."'
"I-le that is not wvith me is against me."

To wvalk in> or by, the Spirit is to be
wvith Jesus-to carry out Jesus' directions-
is to do %ý,liaL' Paul urged the Galatians to
do. Howv then can sin mingle with actions,
thouglîts and words dictatcd by the HIl
Spirit?

And %ve have certainly liberty to %valk
in the Spirit, if %ve so desire-in fact to do
tlîis is the very liberty tlîat iPaul enjoins,
whîcn lie said "Y«.ýe have beeri catled unto
liberty." Paul certainly could not have
meaut tlîat the liburty that tlîe Galatians
weî-e called uîîto wvas a librty*to sin!

Where the Spirit is there is liberty-
s'îrely not to sin!

Whîen changed by tlîe Spirit of the
Lord into thîe image of the Lord-this
cannot by any process of reasoning be
made to pr-ove that sin must be a part ot
that image.

"Stand fast therefore in the liberty
wherewith Christ liath made us free " su re-
ly cannot be interpreted to mean, that
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