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The caue of David, the king of Israel, furnishes another illustration
of the saine principle. It is not recorded that lie, by a personal act, in
a 8inf1fl way, ever took away the life of a humiaii being. Yet, in the
fiftY-first Psalm, in lis confession of si' to God, lie makes special men-
t'On of blood-guiltine8e: "lDeliver nie froi blood-guiltiness, 0 God." If
bvcl neveu personally comimitted murder, how could hie lie consciolis of
hlood..guiltiness? iRead the words of Nathan the prophet, when lie came
t'O brni as the Lord's messenger, with, those conscience scorching words:
"Thou lias siain Uriali with the sword of the chidren of Ammon." The
king iniglit have replied IlI did not slay Uriali. I was in Jerusalem, at
th'e titue of bis death. I did not bear of the event for weeks after its
On-urretice. How then could I slay IJriali î" Yet the language of the

Prp ve as - "Thou hast siain lhn with the sword of the clidren of
A'lnn"In God's siglit, David was the muî'deî'er of Uriali. The chil-

f1Ireri of Ammon were bis agents and instruments. It was at lis instiga-
tionl, that U-riah was placed "-in the forefront of the liottest battie" that
tiiere hie miglit fait. Hle was the Prime inover in tliat arrangement
tliat contemplated the death. of a faitliful servant and valiant soldier.
The king of Israel was therefore, in tlie sight of God, Uriab's murderer.
Anîd' 'vhen lie was awakened by the Holy Spirit, the sin of murder lay
heavily on his conscience; and bis constant prayer was: "lDeliver me
t'ofl blood-guiltiness, O God." The temporal judgment of the Almighty
followed lin and his famiiy; and foi' several generations the sword
4leParted, not from. lus bouse. One great principle embodied in tbe nar-
'1tive is, that guilt is not simply a qnestion of pergonal cornm88ioib of
COi'ale 'but also a question of connivance at the commission of it by
Others. Conniving at the inioralities of others, or voluntarily exposing
thera to tenxptations under which they fail into sinful acts or habits,
JXWlolyles one in the guit of their evil deeds and makes one answerable

forthe consequences. To what a in)elancbloly, extent are many parents
thUilfvolved in the guilt of their childrerjs wrong doing 1 They see

huý hldren sinking lower and lower in the scale of moral degradation.
fO'kngGod and walking in the WaYs of darkiless. Their gray bairs

raietimies brouglit down with sorrow to the grave through the moral
ý41idonnent of ioved ones, of wbom, tbey once cherishied briglit liopes.

yet ,ay it not lie the case, that these parents are the authors, to a large
e4tof tbeir children's muin. By exposiuîg theiin, in the most critical
Pe'dof their life, to moral influences of the nîost deleterlous kind-

Pttinlg thei, f or the sake of worldly gain and preferment, into positions
'D 1ra danger-allowing them to iningle with the thoughtless and

t .a e and to, frequent place of unhoiy amusement-and conniving at
r4~ tumnin away from the means of grace, and their indulgence ini

SIPtiiig literature-many parents are responsible, to a melancboly
beit, for their cbuldren's destruwtion. Tbey slay their Urialis-their

s"e ons and daughters-with the sword of the children of Ammon.
4 flpring forsake the Lord, and tbey are partakers of their sins;

0,4their broken Iiearts ini old age, through the abandoninent of loved
1> theBy ray read the punishment of their sad and ruinous neglect.

the divine commission to, the prophet Ezekiel, the saine principle is
Y 'Ocognized. "lSon of man, I have made thee a watchman. unto the


