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oui/ook, that the timie of this cornmittee
was extended in order to finishi it.

In the rel ort of the Current Topics
Section by uts Chairman, Franklin WV.
Noble, the report of the I'enement
Huse Commission of New York City
wvas mientioned. Thle statement that
the Trinity Church Corporation was re-
sponsible for the condition of some of
the veiy worst tenemients iii t.e city
was subsequently the subject of an ani-
mated discussion. Mention was also
made, in that Section's report, of the
Peace Society Convention in Philadel-
phia on the 28th of last montlî, at which
the President of Swarthniore College
read a paper on "Military Drill." Some
very seasonable remarks as to the
maintenance of Frierids' testimtnies in
regard to sirnplicity and nioderation in
the matter of Christmas gifts closed the
report D) Fred. Carver, of the Current
Topics Section, read the paper of the
cvening, on the "Work of the Arieni-
cari Protective Association." The
founder of the order is Henry T. Bow-
ers. It is a secret organization, niow
claiming to include in its menibership
one million voters, and was started
seven years ago. its objcct is to arouse
a greater patriotisnî arnong American
citizens, and to raise the standard of
citizenship, to a ighler plane by resttict-
in- immigration, and the enactment of
more stringent naturalization laws.
Also to check the growing powers of
the Catholic Chiurch iii public affairs,
especially in the control of puhlic funds
for schools. Owing to the lateness of
the hour the discussion was very brief.
After a short silence the mieeting ad-
journed, to mieet in Brooklyn the sec-
ond First-day evening in the new year.

C. A. MN.

PROPH-àESYING.

(Conti:,uei front l.1% issuc.)
Dr. Hatch calls these addresses

"sermions," and the lecturers "Ipreach-
ers."1 Their heathien fellow-citizens
soînetinies criticised sharply the first
class of these lecturers for their love of
notoriety and pay, and for thffeir making

the teaching of rhetoric a trade. Moral-
ists like Epictetus held îhtt it wvas a
disgrace for a philosopher whio soîîght
to mnake men betier to speak rather to
win praise than to do them good, and
that our exhortations to duty mnust
neyer carry with theýii a sus,.icion that
the speaker is seeking for gain.

Dr. Hatchi next points out that these
nîeîhods of public speech and îeaching
gradually entered the Christian church.

He writes: I I passing from Greek
life to Chnxstianity, 1 %viIl ask you, in
the first instance, to note the broad dis"
tinction îvhicL exists betveen what in
the primitive churches wvas knoýen as
1 prophesyingo,' and that which in sub-
sequent tinies came to be known as
preaching. 1 lay the more stress upon
the distinction for the accidentaI reason
that in the first reaction against the
idea that prophesy nec-.ssarily meant
prediction, it was lnainained-and
with a certain reservation the conten-
tion was true-that a prophet mneant a
preacher. The reservation is, that the
prophet 'vas not merely a preacher but
a sponianeous preacher. He preaclied
because he could flot help it, because
there wvas a divine breaîh breathing
within him wvhichi must needs find an
utterance. It is in ibis sense that the
prophets of the early churchi were
preachers. They wvere not chiurchi offi-
cers appointed to discharge certain
functions. They ivere the possessors
of a chiarisiia-a divine gift whici 'vas
not official, but personal. «'No pro-
phecy ever camne by the ivili of mari;
but rien slpake from God, being moved
by the Holy Ghost.' They dîd not
practice beforehiand hoîv or îvhat they
should say, for 'the Holy Ghost taughli
thieni in ihat very hour ihaî they should
say.' Their language v.as often, fromi
the point 0f view of the rhetorical
schools, a barba:ous patois. . . The
greatest preacher of theni ail claimed
to have come aniong his converîs, in a
city iii ihich rhetoric flourished, rot
with tne perstlasivcness of human logic,
but with the demonstration which wvas
afforded by spiritual power."


