
teSo you are, iny dearest, and it is the dif- inWiIl you agree to the reparationý I am go.
ference ltat maires yau so dear to mue. But ng to propose, Hester?"
you have doue me a great wrong, and there IlYes," site sobbed.
is only one way in which you eau atone for "lThon,"1 said the Doctor, glancing round
1.11~ the room, "Mn. Chester, you will be kind

Condemned and abashed, Hester did flot at- enough to order another bridai oulfit. We WiUi
tempt to exculpate herseif. have a double wedding."1

TWO OR THIREE AUTROIRS 0F OUR OWN.

Tux sermon preached by the Rev. James
Bonnet, of this City, before the Synod of the
Lowor Provinces, the Hon. T. D. KcGee's
paper on IlThe Mental Outfit of the New Do-
minion," and Professor Jardine's Inaugural
Lecture on entoring on the duties of the Chair
of Logic and Metaphysics in the University of
New Brunswick, deserve particular notice in
aur coluruns. Mr. Bennot is one of aur hast
thinkers and niost polished -writers, Mr. Jardine
enters, with muéth promise, on lte duties of a
new and important chair, and Mr. McGeo's
coraprehonsivo mind and learnod and eloquont
pou grasp lte intorests of the whole Dominion.

The tille of Mr. Bennet's sermon is "lThe
Logical consequences of te acquittai of Josus,
or Ris Divinity deduced froni bis character and
dlaims." Mr. Bennet's thame is basod on te
action of Pilate iu doclaring that ho found no
fanît lu Jesus, and yet deliveringitimupto doath.
It was very inconsistent and very wicked uf
Pilate 10 do so. Yet samething of the samte
kind is done by the unitelievors of the presont
age. W e quota a short presentation of the
scopo of te preacher's argument:

Plate Io flot atone inlits inconaistency. There are
many even i the present day whô aiter examination
of the charges which have been brought against Christ,
have pronouneed bis character faultles8, and yet with
a trae conclusion they condemnn bis clauns. They
wnolul e rncify him, but they nould couign hlm ta
a ptace ln wiîich h e w1iî hart the worid n longer with
bis supersatitionsi. Covering huî with the innekeries uf
royalty they even pr'lend ta bow ta his sceptre, and,
Whut a 1noiegg his superbority, they reduce hlm
ta a rank ta which lie refuses ta descend, cuuplng his
naine witli that of Confucius Zoronster, Socrates or
Mahomiet. (Such judginent Christ deee naly anothcr
sentence to crucifixion, and lie will hotd those who
pronounce it gulty af hie shane.

Tite burden of the discourse is the elabora-
tion of the argument itere indicaîed; an argu-
ment whielh rises froma the moral purity of
Jesus, as admitted ity sceptîcs, ta his vermcity,
and thenco to his dlaims to have porformed
miraeultýus wmrks anti ta possess truc l)eity.
This le a line of argument which has recently
beon mueh more cultivated than that derived
from lte flistorical EvîdencOs, espetmally b>'
sucit writers as Ullmnann, Young in [is "lChrist
of History," Busituol on 1,The Citaractor of
Josus," (a reprint of a chaptir froîn ane of his
largerworks), Chtanniing, Pressense andi Scîmaif,
titougli thest writers deal leas witit the con-

cessions of unitolievers titan direct>'with te ar-
gument baaedon the charactar of Jesuso. lu the
somewhat novel and striking forn in which
Mr. Bonnet deals witit thte subi oct, he does flot
soek directly lu establist lte moral perfec-
tion of Jesus. 11e accepte lte admissions of
scoptics who virtually say 11 *e find no fauît in
hlm," and who yet refuse 10 recagnize lte
dlaims which Josus puts forth. Il is an argu-
ment lu whicit unbolievers are pressed with
their logical inconsistencies, and wiii ltted
to affect th1e hoarta and consciences of nominal,
yet profossiug, Chnistians. It is true that hLt
following tunI 1his argument, Mn. Bennet la
compelled lu oncounter the a p~riori objection
to the possibility of miracles. Titis position he
argues, at lengtit, eau only ha consistent-
1>' takoni by Atheais. If God existe, if ho
has called the wonlds mbt boing, who will say
titat ho cannot interfère, or bas nover inter-
fcred, with what appeans ta bo the ordinary,
course uf nature as regards the works uf hi@
bands ? Titis is entirely a question of tact, and
consoquenl> a question of evidenco. The whole
argument lsasuslainod with great abîlity and
eloquance in a fresit and vigorous style, dis-
playing the bigh culture and extensive ressling
ot lte preachor. Il is rare ta meet with sucit
a sermon; lte thougita witich it contains might
readily be expandad imb a treatise whicit would
take high nank as a contribution lu Christian
Evidences. Iu saying s0 much wo do flot wish
lu conve' lte idea lta lte metitot of te
preachar la perfeet or that his logic maigit not
ba improved. The idea of lte discourse biteng
that of an argument based on lte admission
of sceptica, and maini>' addreesd ta them, il
ought ta contain litie or nothing whici tîhey
would refuse ta grant. But would lte>' con-
cedte te validil>' of lte preacher's argument iu
support Of miracles? la point ut mêlhod lte
introduction of titis argument spoils the uniîy
of the discourse, and, witat la more, introducos
an elenient whlcit mars use cogancy as addressed
ta professed unbelievers. There are twoalter
pointa whicit nay be naised as ta the argument
of the discourse. 1a il gooti as against tlie
sceptics witose admissions form the promises
on witict lte preaeher basis hie conclusions?
le it good absoluttly and without reference tu
mere admissions? 1: is nut the latter siuply


