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A fourth fac>, which niit be de-
scribed as a resuit ef the three already
discussed, is ef such significance that it
nst net bc passed over. lt is this, that

atter Mie encloivment and anoin>ing of
Saul, "there wvent ithL bhlm the host
whose hearts God biad touchced. But
certain sons of Belial said, EHow shaHl
this man save us ? And they despised
hiii." Thus does the Spirit of God
divide nmen, as H1e did thie antediluvians,
into Noah's family on one side, and the
great reinainder on the other. Those
wvho receive the Spirit of the Lord as
their indwelling director wvil1 need no
outside pressure to pL'oduce unity ef
feeling and action. And as> indiv'idualIy,
they are unfettered in their consciences;
having the iibeity of the Spirit, se, col-
lectively, they need no denorninational
fence, no "confession of 1'aith," no
CCthîrty-nine articles," no "'rties of
society " to keep them together, for they
have the " unity of the Spirit."' Just as
it was at the coronation of Saul, so, in a
larger, richer and grander sense, wvas it
at the coronation of J'esus, when those
who believed "continued steadfastly in
the Apostles' doctrine and fellowshiip."
As the hymnist has put it,

"«They ail were of one heart and soul,
-Ana only love inspired the whole."

There exists an association in Canada
to-day> which 15 kep> tog-ether not by
rules and by-laws, not even by the mag-
netisrn of a toweringt and miag.nificentu
personality, but by the samne influence
that attached that ',host " to -Saul, whose
cifellowship " is the very same as that
which vas so attractive in the, Pente-
costal Church. flead branches may be
bound into unity by a cord, but the
unity of a fruit-bearing tree cornes frorn
its inward and central life. (John xv.
1-10, and 17-923)..

B. SHERLOCK.

To imagine none cani teach you but'
those wbo are themselves saved froni
sin,- is a very great and dangerous mis-
take. No!1 dominion is not founded in
gra-ce, as the niadmen of the hast age
talked. Obey ««thern that are over you
in the Lord,".'remeniberingy fiat, such love
does not irnply nîuch lgt-Tely

PROTESTANTISM.

Many imiagine that cverythingy that
shculd Uc protestcd against in tie spiri-
tual realni xas protested agyains> at -the,
Reforniation. If the tendency of the
Church wvas downward previons te the
Reformation, niay it not bc possible tbar,
there lias been retrogression since then.
Luther struggled for the rigbit of "'pri-
vate judgme-nnt» agains> a eorrup> and
profigate, Church. Since then this
struggle bas deteriorated into a wrarxgle
as to whether the Church of that period
was corrupt or not. About ail tUa> is
left of ancient Protestantisii is a mcmi-
ory. There is no reality le? t excep> it
be 5th of Novemaber or 12th ef July
Orange celebrations. Nowhiere is Juhe
right of private judgmnent conceded.
Nominally, we have a rigid line drawn
between the Roman Catho]ic and Pro-
testant Churches. But careful investi-
gration fails to show any divergence on
this matter o? "private judgïinent.»
Luther refused to allow the Church to
interpret Soripture for hini. Let any
modemn disciple of Luthierattemrpt te,
foIlov in bis footsteps, and the world
will be trcated to the spectacle of oppro-
brium and conturnely heaped. upon ther
devoted head of the offender, and that
by so-cahled Protestants; too. Let a
Methodis> venture to question the
opinion of John Wesley on any point of
doctrine> such as the absolute guidance
of the Holy Ghost, «%vitliout any o? Wes-
ley's rules and formuke to, bind tIe, Holy
Ghost down to legfalism, or ilet the ques-
tion of Messianice prophecy be touched
on in. any other way than thie traditional
orthodox Wesleya-à one,, and see if the
Ccmachine" don't, tend in the saine direc-
tien as in inquisitorial times. Let any
niember of the Presbyterian Church lay
violent hands upon that sacred compend,
the Westminster Confession of Faith, or
the shorter catecism-let any Anglican
touch one of the thirty-nine articles on
the exercise o? the riglit o? private

udment, and excommunication, and
Protestant Bulis «w.ill desccnd upon hirn
in aýs wveighi>y a formi as in Luther>s
tinie. What is there te protes> agains>
in amy of our Protestant Oburches ? Do
they differ essentially from the Roman
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