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house of Israel ; therefore hear the word at my moutb, and g5ive then,warning frorn nie. When 1 say unto the wicked, Thou shait surely die;and thou givest irn not warning, uîor speakest to warn the wicked fr111
bis wicked way, to save bis lifè; the saine wicked man shall die inm -iniquity ; but bis blood will I require at thine hand. " The prophet 'WBthus solemnly ilstructed, that the neglect to administer faithful warni-11gto, those walking in ways of darkness would involve him in their guilt,and make him answerable for their muin. Sucli is stili the soiell»responsibiity of mninisters of the Gospel and rulers in the bouse of God,They are to "lwatch for souls as they tbat niust give an account," assured
that unfiaithfuiness to their solemn trust will involve tbem iii the mufleof those who may perish through their neglect. Such is to a greater Orless extent, the responsibility of ail Christians. If not watchmen, 131the sense that Ezekiel was, every Christian is, moraliy, bis Ilbrothorskeeper." The circle of bis responsibility embraces flot merely hiuise~l,and his imînediate relatives, but ail his fellow creatures, 80 far as lie 110the opportunity and means of doing thein good. The haw of Christ is"Do good unto ail men." Do Christians, ini general, practicahly ackno'ledge the obligation?< It was a blessed eulogium that wvas pronounced bythe Saviour on a certain female: "lShe bath donc what she could." DoChristians, in general, menit sucli an dncomium i Are they doincr whatthey can in 8ulpplicatîon to Him ivho bias ail hearts in His hands, thetHie would save souls froîîî (eath i Are they doing wîîat tîîey ca~l, "Yper8onal effort and influence to, win souls? Are theygyivintg what thoycan, to behp for ward those movements that aiin at rhe conquest of tl"ewonld for Christ? If not, what then 1 Fearful is the answer : 4 6Tb6îirblood will I require at thine bands." Let ail God's peop>le, wvhetherMinisters or private Christians, consider that thcy owe it not oinlY toCod. and their fellow creatures, but also to t/tern8elve8, to labor for tlleconversion of sininers and the suppression of ail the immoralities th'%tpoison the moral atînosphere of the world. That is the diviniely e'e

scribed plan to escape participation in the guilt of "lothier nîen's suDs."IA word in relation to, one evil of great enormity, may lie an approp1.ate conclusion to these remarks. One of the enactments of the MOs30Gjudicial law ,vas, that if an "lox wvere wont to push witb bis horn in tilllepast, and it biath been testified to, bis Owner, and lie hatb not kept Ii1o'in, but that lie bath killed a nman or a wonian; the ox shahl be stOIeu,and bis owner aiso shail lie put to death." That enactm-ent of tlue JeW'viecode emibodied a great principle of universal and unchiangealhe applicetion. That principie is, if there lic an evil current in societv and 'N6
know it to be cvii, and yet <ho not halbour for its suppression, ire aâsln"'the guilt of that existing iînmoraiity, andi arc answerabhe for the colle
quences. It wiil not be denied by any p--erson of reason and coicellethat the traffic in intoxicating liquors is an unmitigated evii.demoralizing, in its infiluence and destructive in its resuits, physio8l''intellectualhy, sociahly, and etcrnally. It is levia, oniy cvii, and tliscontinualhy." The question, thon, cornes Up: On whom does the gt
of that traffic rest? Aimost every one wihl admit tbe fearful guilthe party engaged in the traffic. But is there any other guilty PO*tYes. There is a heavy load of responsihilty rcsting upon the Legialglf"


