
2 i8 THE EXPOSITOR 0F HOLINESS.

Moses' miraculous plaguos upon the
Egyptians are no evidonce of Mose divinity.
1-lis strikçing the rock and the water
gfYuslîing forth required as mucli supernatural
power as turning water into wino. Com-
mianding the sun and moon to stand still is
offly on a par mith Josus' miracles. ien
why not content ourselves -with bcing ivliai
Jesus wvas, doers of God's -vill.

H. Dicxisu.NS.

CRITICISM.

UR serions, lectures, and addresses-
our appeals, prayers, and event iords

niust be impressive, penetrating, and irre-
sistible under the inspiration and touchi of
the IIoly Ghiost.-King's ilesse)geer.

Why singleoeut "words " liore? Eveni
Our words must be imnpressive, etc." Are
not our words as important as prayors, as
sermnons, as addresses ? Thon -,îhlat about
actions ? Must tlîey net bo irresistible also ?
Ef by our fruits wve shall bo known, surely
actions ha.ve as inuchi to do witlh fruits as
words.

Thon regarding "harping on one string,
having a ileoe idea hobby, etc." the editor
of the saine papor says "lthat hoe caiiiiot
heold his peace,?' and amongst other ternis,
hoe applies te imiiself the terni Il inifatua,ýt-
cdl." We would hesitate before applying
this terni te him. \Ve don't thinki a sober
iininded Christian, one w'ho preperly repre-
sents Christ iii this world, eau justly bo
chargea withi being "1iinhtua.tedl."

"We also -x'îsli -we could niultiply Or
self over and over again." If this oditor
lias the desire ef his hecart constouitly, why
is it, that hoe lias net, this his wishi about the
nmultiplicatien ef hiniself gratified ?

Hue. says z "lrefuse the Euoly GliosG's guid-
ance iii one thing, and it, interferes with
the action of Our faithi."

"We eau scarceiy imagine the resuits of
the catastrephe, dia the Holy Ghiost ask
the, editor to ebtain. guidance apart, fromn

Itho werd"-er teach himi anything but
tlie wvords of Jesus ?

Tho greatost study in the " Word. of God"*
this writer says, is the "lwork of the Holy
Spirit."

But wliat about the work of the Holy
Spirit apart from the Bible? Are the
words of teaching of the IlTeacher" not the
word of God as mucli as the Bible ? If so,
tien why this stereotyped reference to the
"Bible" as "lthe"- Word of God ?

Whiere hie says Ilwe will desire nothing
else but the Holy Ghiost," -we vere led on
reading this to wonder what about the
Bible in this connection 9 We wonder if it
wvas a possible or an impossible work- for the
floly Gliost to cause this writer not only to
desire nothing else, but to obtain nothing
else but Gud, to the utter exclusion of the
Bible. He says it is one of the brightest
sigus of the times, that men are Ilsearching
the seripturos" and Ilstudying the word"
under Holy Ghiost teaching.

Agyain wve ask, whiether the past recorded
words of Jesus and the Apostles are of more
importance thay the present uttorantces of
the lloly Ghiost ?

\Ve also cannot hielp characterizing the
termis " «unique orgain" and " Mother God "
wvhen applied to the Holy Ghiost, as at
least Il peculiar."

Tion where hoe refers in "lalliance par-
lance " to Jesus as saviour, healer, sancti-
fier and coming king, and limits blO opera-
tion of the EIoly Ghiost te that of Teachor,
we cannot hielp but -wonder wlhere the
Kýingshlip of the Holy Ghost comes iii. Eus
monarchy is only a limitod one--iiitedl to
that of toaching. And if w( are in tho
attitude of waiting fur a coning kcing, we
must bo living in an interregnum-a period
without a M11n-.

\Ve have aiso got to whlere we almos
in'variably intorpret the use of such quota-
tions as Ilsanctify me by thy tr:uthi," Iltaki-
ing of the things of Jesus," as meaning that
the floly Ghiost eau do no sancetifying whlere
the Bible is not the mneans-that is, the
puny biaud of man would limit tlue opera-
tiens of Goa.
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