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Pagior and Beople.

UNBELIEF IN THE PRESENT DAY.

Bolow wo placs bofore our readers the
papor on this subjest read befor the Pan.
Prosbytarian Council, by Rev. Prof. Patton,
D.D., of Chicage, desoribed by the lidin.
burgh Review ** a8 & maatorly resume of the
leading liues of attack by which the Chris.
tian faith is &t presont assailed.”

WHAT 1S FAITH ?

I. Unbelief as it eoncerns the question
ot personsl falth in Ciulst.—~The dustrine of
the Bible is salvation by faith, ¥aith is
persossion of the trath ; whon it terminates
on propositions, we oall it assont; when on
porsons, drust.  Saving faith is net faith in
propositions, but trast in a person. It js
conflionoe in a Divine Ohrist. Thia ja the
heart of the gospel. Heanco the eihioal
signifieanco of unboelicf. Inthe Fresanoe of
the appalling amount of nnbeliof of this
kind, no queetion is more important than
the inquiry, How are wo to deal with it ?
What are we to do? (1) In addition {o
the progentation of molivesto mon to boliove
in Christ, by showing that Christis entitled
to their confidence, we oan show ihat con-
ooiving of God as ombarking in the work
of-man’s redemption and providing for his
salvation, the most natural thing in the
world ig that he shonld ask men to have
confidenco in Him, This rolioves the sub-
jeot of the arbitrary asbect which it some.
times scems to bava, (2.; While ropresent-
ing faith in exoreiso as & very simplo thing,
it is but right thet we should recognizo that
the state of mind which we 0all confidence
in (od is when wa louk at it a8 & psyoho-
logical marve). This will rerve a donble
purpose. It will expose tho fallnoy of those
who represent us as conditioning salvation
in external aots too trifling, as they think,
to affeol tho salvation of the sonl, by show-
ing thom that it is the state of mind which
prosupposes the aot, and not the aot itself,
to whgoh God looks, and it will pave the
way for the next point whioh I wish {o pro-
gent. (8.) We must rocognizo the sovereign
natare of rogeneralion in an act of God's
Holy Spirit, and do ample justice to the
affica work of tho third person of the Trin-
ity. If by an act of will wo cannot bring
oursolves into s state of confidonce in him
who dees not have our confidence, wo may
reasonably argune that it is not in our power
to bring ourselves into the attitude of con-
fidencs in God, particularly in view of
these Horintares which deseribe us in our
fallen natare as at comity with God, Aund,
finally, in nndortaking to explain why men
do not beliove, wo must bo carefnl lest, in
roferring to tho negloct of the Ohuroh, the
want »f consietonoy among Christians, we
overlook tho gonerie canss of unbelief in
the subjeotive state of tho sinner; a de-
praved nsture which, in the first plaoe,
wmakes him undesirons of hearing the gos-

ol; in the second place, puts him in a

nlse argnmontative attitnde in respect to
the gospel, and in the third placo prevents
his hearty acooptance of the gospel, thongh
intellestnally convinced of its truth.

II, Unboliof as it concerns the question
of the Divino authority of the Bible.—The
unbelief which disoredits the Bible comes
naturally after the view of unbelief just
oonsidered, TFor when asked to belisve in
Obrist,a man may inquire, How do I know
I reed salvation, avd how do I know that
Christ and Christ alone will save ? Ounr
apswer is—Beoauso God has said so Ju His
Word, Honoe faith in the Bible and faith
in Christ are so olosoly allied that some-
times there is confusion of thought in re.
gard to thoir relations. Saving faith is

CONFIDRNCE IN CHRIST,

and not beliefin the anthority of Seripture.
The two thbings are distinet; for & man
may believe the Seriptures and mot frust
Ohrigt, and & man wmay trust Christ who
never saw the Soriptures. We must keep
these things soparate, for two reasons—-(1.)
Test wo rashly misjudge that a man thus
lost his hope in Chriet because he has nev-
er held, or hag ceasod to hold, the received
view in rogard to all or & part of the Sorip.
tures. (2.) Lest in our anxisty to serve
the truth we pat ourselves in a false argu-
meniative position. For I hold that if a
man’s Biblo sbould be rsduced to the three
syroptio gospols, it would still be his daty
to believe in a xigen Saviour and to trust
Him for ealvation. And if the cause of
Ohriatianity is so strong when redumced to
guch a eompass, how unassailable its olafms
when wo have all the Books, and all the
Books inspired ? To tie faith in Christ to
faith in the canon and the inspiration of it
is & dialectical blunder whioch we shonld
guard against. We say this while yiclding
to none in our belief in the plenary in-
epiration of the Soriptares, aud iz our ap-
preciation of all forms of unbeliof which
grow nut of or which vecessitato a denial
of the infalliblo anthority of the Word of
God, Woe caunot enter here upon the ques.
tion of wodern doubt respeoting the Bible.
But men uro forming conolneions which
jgnore, confradict, or exclude the truths of
the Bible. The reasons for this are vari.
ous. (1.) Men ars adopting philosophioal
opiniona which exclude the Bible. There
is no use for tho Bible among men who be-.
lieve in nothing bnt their five senses, (2.)
Thoy aro led by what is ealled tho higher
oriticiam to disoredit books or portions of
books which compaose the Bible. 8., Thoy
come, with foregono conclasions, which
maks them incapabla of recoiving the
toaching of the Bible. These oategorjes
wounl probably accommodate most of
unbelief of the pressnt day, and tho gormi.
nal crrors with which they are all charge.
ablo are two.—(1.) Mistake a8 to thaproper
office of resson in mafters of faith, (25
Mistake as to the proper attitunde of min
in respeot to evidence. I eaunot exy muoh
on thete points, and with reference to the
first I need not. The denial of the right
tomake a subjective atandard of truth is
one of the eommon-places of apologetica.
Wo sre entitled to sak threo questions in
regard to & proposition to which our as.
sont is asked-~(1.) Dons it contradict known
truth. (2) Is it vouohed for py adequate
and appropriate ovidence ?  (8,) What does
it mean? That is all.  And men make
maistakes in ragard to ovidenes in that they
a0 mot recognize the mental and morsl
obligation to beliove well-attested truth.
They play the advocate instead of judge,

and they are dolermined that error shall
have tho benefit of the donbt. I malutain
that our duly in argument censea whon we
have mada & oaes of moral certamnty, and
that if, after that, o man insisks on our
oaxrylng the matter to tho point of-» mathe.
mat{cal demoustration, we woeaken our po-
gition by contlnaing to arguo. Tho umn
who eays ho will go to sea on a 1aft baenuge
I cannot domoastrate thal the Cunerder
will oarry him safoly, moust go on a raft.
Tha literature of apologetlcs wants a buok
which will expound Bishop Butlex's aphior-
s~ Probability is the guide of life," And
now, how isunbeliof of the sort of whioh I
am gpeaking fo be deall with? 1. We
must understand the provineo of argnment.
It will help the man who wants light, buat
it will not help the man who s blind.
Whete unbeliof is not due to lack of evi-
dence, inoreasing the evidence will not holp
him, He thal hoara not Moses aud the
prophets will not believe though one roso
from tho dead, You eannot cure n man's
oyes by operating on his ears, (Launghter.)
2. We must make clear our position ia vo-
spoot to falth, for the very terminology we
use is being turned into an arguwent
ngainst ue.  An objeot of faith—see Tenny-
gson's “In Memoriam"—ig rogarded as
something believed but not known, believed
but not seen, believed but not proved.
And so men come to look on it aga profes.
sion ef ignorance. We deny this.

FAITH I3 PERSUARION

of the truth, And thers aro theso three
ronsona for boing persuaded: (1) A thing
way be aun irreducible fact of conscionsness.
(2.) It may be attestod by competent and
trustworthy wilnessos.  'Those are the
grounds on which we are porsuaded of the
trath of Ohristianily, and the conclusions
of soience rest on no other if they are
sound. We deny the antithesis botwecn
faith and knowledge, and where bad use 1

made of our terminology, we will pubstitute
for it the inspired dogmalism of the aposile
and say—Wo know. (8.) Wo must meat
unbelief. It will not do to may that we
must offer no protest against the false
philosophy by any direct discussion of its
errors, [Applause.] To do it wisely may
bo difflonlt, but it will not do to say that it
lies boyond our province as ministers of the
gospel.  If ocorebral psychology wars
against tho soul, we must war against it.
If utilitarian othios are undermining relig-
ion, let us help those who are making a
stand for intuitionalism. If infidel erudi-
tion is trying to disoredit the books of tha
Bible, lot Ohristian erudition go to the
resouo. There is, however, another and,
perhaps, a botter way. If wo oan defend
she historical gospels,ever;s thing ia secured.
For we go at once from the integrily of
Christ's manhood to His Supremo Divinity.
And if Christ is God, we have in His Word
God's veto against Materialism and false
philosophy, and the higher eriticism ns
woll. Thore is hatdly a controversy whioh
may not bo fought and fought victiricusly
on the baitlo ground of Oalvary. [Ap-
plause.] (4.) We must make mora usethun
hitherto has beon made of tho argament of
congraity. The Ohristian systemx furnish-
es the only consistont explanation of =ll
tho phenomeus of lifo and bListory. ‘The
key that fits the lock is the right key.
Materislism explaing some faots, but 1t
leaves a great many upnoticed, There are
no facts in the physical, mental, moral, and
gpiritual world whioh are not cowpatible
with the Christian scheme.  And no other
scheme will adjust these faots one to an.
othor. Itis time for our apologists to turn
their attention fo this matter. If wo may
vouture to say it, there is not much to be
gained beyond intercating information in
isolated illustrations of the argnment of
design, The argument is good, but it is &
mistake to suppose that its argumentative
valuo is in the ralio of the illuetrations of
it we gather. The wxn who seos no design
in tho watch of an ordinary maker, will
not be likely to seo it in a chronometer,
It is design a8 geen in a cosmical systom of
thoughts and things which we wish to ses
illustrated by some one who bas the infor.
mation and the generaliziug power which
will qualify him Yor the task,

THEOLOGICAL PROGRESS,

III. Unbelief as regards misinterprota
tion of the Bible,—Afon may accept the
Bible as authoritative,but through misinter-
pretatioe fail to bellove its teachings. It
may seem as though we had no right to
make our intorpretation the rule by which
we judge another man’s unbelief. ~ But we
do not hesitate to say to a man, You ought
to believe in the Divinity of Christ beoanse
the Bibls teaches it, and you do not exou-
erate Lim fi m the duty because ho says, I
do not believe that the Bible tesclies it.
Men onght to believe what the Bible teach-
eg, But tho Biblo teashes this, that and
the otlior (:n onr opinion). Thers is no
esoape from this except we are preparad to
say that theso are open quastions, and that
our own creads arc only held in s tonlative
aud provisional way. Before we oconsider
any doctrinal aberratione asoulpable, there
is & prior question, and that is, whother we
regard our formulated statement as true.
‘Wa cabnot be gafo in our messurement of
men if we are not surc about the unlé of
measurement &t tho sturt. Ilence it is
that a wmore important and practieal ques-
tion can hardly be imagined thau that whioh
conoerng the fixedness and firxlity of doc-
{rinal formulas,

1. The first thing needed in Jealing with
fundamental error within the Church, and
arising out of misinterprotation, ete., is a
cloar apprehension of the question so much
mooted to-day, and which is known upder
tho general name of progress in theology.
Wo all agree that there is no reom for pro-
gress in thoology 50 far as objeotive reve-
Iation is conerrned. Tho canon is complele,
and we do not allowthat we ean meako any
contributions to its teschings by any
Church authority, by any process of de.
volopment, or by individual speonlation.
And we must all agreo, morcover, that so
far as the apprehension of the meauing of
Revelation is concerned, the history of the
Ohureh has been a history of progress. This
neods no comment. The quettion is, How
much territory in the domasin of dogmatic
theology remains unosccupied, or whether
old eonclusions ara to be reconsidered ? On
these points thin maybe said—(1.) No one
denjes shat thers ars depths of the Divine
Word we havs not fathomed, and mean.
ings wo have not penetrated. (2.) No ono

denies that woll-arcoriained faols in the
physioal world may haly us in the interpre.
tation of Soriptare, and even modify onr
formorly recelved interprefations, (8.
Bt it must be aﬂarout. &t the samo time,
that it does not follow that there s room
for progress in tho apprehonsion of the Bi.
blo}aeonusa thuir Is room for progress in
thoe investigation of the physical system.
Tha two flelds of ingairy overlap each othor
only to & vory limited oxtent, Yeb the an-
alogy, notwithstanding its argumentativo

woaknaas, has & vory popular effoot, And | P

more than this. 'We boliove that in regard
o the dootrines which oonstitute the Re-
formed or Calvinisiis system our conclu.
aions are final—that ig, that wo know what
the Word of (od teaches. If we shounid
say, We beliove that Ohrist is God, and
#sy ab tho samo thue, Wo believe that
our views on the subjeot may ochango, wo
shonld in effeot ko saying that Ohrist is
God and Christ may not be God, To be
porsuaded that a dootrine is truo, is to be

oranaded that our belief is indefeotible.

ow, this bellsf that the dootrines of onr
Reformed system are true, and stand in
no need of bewsg reconstructed or recast,
is quito compatible with tho recognition
of the fact that the een of human opinion
i restloss, and that men do not think to-
day precisely ae they dld in times past.
Woe have witnersed the

SUBBIDENCE OF OLD ISSUES,

and now ones are atiraoting attentjon.
Qalvinists are Calvinisis still and Armin.
ions aro Arminiaus still, but the poinis
which differentiate them are nof those
around whioh controvorsialinterast gathers
to-day. The stream of religious thought
among thoso who recoguize the Bible at all
geems to run in three great channels, Weo
have the socinian with ealvation by oharac.
tor as his watchword, the sacramontarian
with a gospel of mediation and symbol,
and the evangelical ciaphasizing the incar-
nation, s sacrifioial atonement, and justifi-
oation by faith alone, doing baitle against
the other two.

Again, we have tho same traths in differ-
ont polemic surroundings. The same
figures on the canvass, but in differont por-
spoctive, If we ware makivg a oconfession
o[f) faith to day wo should put in the cliap-
ter on thé Soriptures, but we should, if we
wrote it after {ko stylo of the Westminister
divines, guard against rationalism as woll
a8 againet Romapism., We should not
obange the statemont of justifioation by
faith, but we should pronounce against tho
mystical aud socinian thoology of to-day,
as woll as against the Tridentine thoeology.
Wao should introduce tke doctrive of the
futare state, but annihilation would receive
attontion 8s well as purgatory. Jt is im-
possible to deny that our oonfession is not
only a dogmatic statemont of truth, but »
statement of trath together with polomic
relations {o contemporary and oarlior er-
ror. Wo have no fault to find with this,
but it i a faet which eorves to illustrate
tho gente in which it is trae that the the-
ology of to-day is different from the the-
ology of yestorday. In the sanse referred
to 1n this paper it is true § in the senso that
cur dootrinal conolusions are provisional
and uncortain it is not true. And if it
wero it would be iwmpoesible to go astep
beyond the agsertion that men should bs-
liove the Bible without uudertakiu% to eay
what the Bible toaches. It is the bearing
of the subjest upon our freattment of those
who challenge our interpre.ation, or the
Oalvinistio, or the Protestant, or the Cliris.
tian, interpretation of the Seriptures whioh
jusiifies the introdustion of these romarks
in a paper on unbelief.

2. There is another thing to, bs done by
those who would defend the truth against
an Insidious unbelief, For that an insici.
ous sooiniamism is in the Protestant shurch
o8, and ig eeeking to andermine the faith of
God’s people, particulariy in the atonement
of Christ, theré can be no doubt. The
iuspiration of the Seriptures, the doohrine
of the atonement, the doolrino of future
retribution——these are the dostrines which
are giving orihiodox people most trcuble,
and thoze arethe dootrines which aro most
opon to the aitacks of false teachers. Itis
imporlatt that men should know the
sources of dootrinal aberration. IFalse as.
sumplions, one-sided views of tho truth,and
the tondeney of thought to logioal annsist-
ency—thesq are somo of the oauses which
explain the progress of heterodox bolief,
The last i3 the only one I can notice. Tho
question was disoussed in our papers on
the other gside of the Atlantic whather
there had not beon a mutual approach on
the part of the Unitarians and some of
the orthodox ohurehee, It was ar-
gued that the charge that this approach
bas faken plase wae uatrue, since, 1 tho
latter Churches the divinity of Christ was
still prenched. But what is tho fact ? The
fact is that a thoroughly socinian view of
the atonement is oreeping into the Churahes,
Now & gocinian doctrine of tho atonement
has no need of a Divine Christ as its doo
trinal oorrelative. And the doctrine of &
Divine Christ will not live in a oreod very
long after it ooasss to be needed.

8. A revival of the study of dogmatio
theology and of dootrinal proaching is
needed. I do not speak of dogmatio theol-
ogy a3 distingunished from exeogesis. For
dogmatic conofusions must rest on exegot-
ical premises. Bub wo mu:t study the
Soriptares ot in the way of reading ise.

lated proof-toxts or oven of reading books | d

of the Bible after the commentary siyle.
Wo must oarry on_sn inductive atudy of
tho Boripture in order that we muy ascer.
tain what is the mind of the Spirit in the
pointa of inquiry. Dogmatic theology is
an induetive soience, but like other induot.
iva soiences it is deductive too. And if the
peoplo are to be slrong in the faith, they
must not only see individual trutbs support.
ed by appropriate proof-iexts, but they mast
sos theso truths in their relationsand correl.
wlions, supporting one another. When a
man sees that the d. Arine of the atone
ment takes hold of other dootrines, he will
be oarefal how he glves up the orthodox
dootrine of the atonement, beonuss he will
soe that if he gives that up, the contiguous
dootrines will go too. It is perbaps a misfor-
{une that the prejudioe against dogma has
been fostered until the people get less of it
than they need. [Hear, hnr.)] In this
oconueotfon, and betors I close, lot me ad-
vert {o the common mistake of supposing
that to doal in system and deduetively, is
to doal spuenlntively with trath, and in «

viny which disparages God's Word, To
arrango the truthy whish God has given in
tho werks of nature and the Bible under
thelr propor categorios, ja not only a proper
thing, but aihing of the highsst imporfauce.
If we woro looking for s now argument in
suppors of the doairines of our eyetem, it
would be hard to find a better one than
the logieal conoatonation of traih in & sys-
tom wonld furnish. Herbert Spencer's
gldloaoph; has boen atiractive to men, not

coausd of the graeat dialestioal power it dis-
layed, but boeause ho brought a construot.
ive mind fo systematizing of tho facls uf
oxporience. His work {sa failure, as an
work must bs which does not take ocogni-
zanco of all the facts, and in {sking cogui-
znnee of them does not give tho right plase
to the psreonalily of God, aud does not
rond human history as the incarnation of
Divino ideas. DBut who shall aay that the
time will not come when somoe one with
God's two books bhefore him—thoe book of
nature and the Bible— shall co-ordinate
faots of both in a systom which wiill show
that God oxeoutes His providence in the
sphere of material order on the one hand,
and in the sphere of moral ordor on the
other.  Who shall say that a new argu.
ment for tbe Christian systom shall not bo
prosented when some architeot shall take
tho materiale whioh are furnished by spe-
oialists in tho various fields of fuquiry, and
build them into a eathedral whose majesty
and symmetry shall be its best vindioation.
[Applanse.]

Imitations.

We eometimes see on the labela of arli-
olos that Liave attained a wide popularity,
the not unnecossary csution-—'* Baware of
imitations.” Beoause an artiole has proved
itself a good thing, unsorupulous dealers
would take advantage, and give tho unsus
peoting consumer something that is more
or less nearly similar, but that is not genu.
ino, The whele business, of course, iz
frauduient. For however good the imita-
tion arliolo may be, it relies far its sale, not
upon i.a infrinsio worih, but upon the name
of something else. The ohanoces aro that it
will be not aly deceptive, but harmfal,

Now it rrems to us that there is meed
that in of .ar spheres than in tho manufac.
ture of tLo olass of articles referred to, the
cantion bo held up—* Beware of imita.
tions.,” We have & grent respect for the
gennino actiole.  The imitation ig very
likely to be & delusion and a enare,

Here, for example, a man engaged in suc.
cossful business feels led by the spirit of
God to give up his business, and devote
himself to evangelistic work. Bubzequent
events aliow that he was divinely guided,
Ho is iusiramental in accomplishing very
much good. His name beoomes a house-
hold word in two hemispheros. He wont
forth into the work literally without purso
or gorip: but he has been takon caxo of.
Sought after, made much of, lauded, his
offarts suscessful to o dogree sufficiont to
turn any head not gavernod by a heart in
which the Holy Ghost was dwelling, he has
borne himself with eingalar modesty and
self-restraint, and has uneffeetedly given
the glory to God.

This man's namo, a3 the reader has suc.
mised, is Moody. He is the genuine arti-
ole. Dut now just beeause he is so genuine,
and so succeseful, is thore no neod of the
caution, ** Boware of imitations.” The
genuine Moody hwas been, and ig still—and
may ho long continne—a blessing to the
ohureh, The sham Moodys, for there are
aud will be imitations, will be anything but
a blessing.

There is in England, one George Muller,
who bas instituted and oarried on for »
series of years an orphanage, whioh has
§rown and prospered, and done much good.

n all these years he has never—so ho says
--sgked any human being to contributo to
this woric, and he was without moans him.
solf. e has simply asked the Liord, and
money to the amount of thousands of pounds
has come iuto his bands as he had need.
The Providonce of God led bim tobegin the
work in a very small way, years ago, and
he has siraply gono on step by atep, as the
Divine Hand hag pointed the way.

But now doos it follow that every charit.
able and Christian object is to bo supported
in this way ? It seoms to ng not. Goorge
Muller is the genuine article, albsit ke
takes goed care not ¢o hide what he is do-
ing from the knowledge of the Christian
public. We believe he is animated by the
genuine spirit of trust, and that he has fol-
lowed the guidings of the Spirit. But be.
wara of the sham Mullers!| What hias been
the true rule in the one cage, is not the rule
that is to provail in every case. The genu-
ine Muller, even though his example iz not
to be implicitly applied in every ease, orin
many, has yet taught the Church » lesson
of trnst. The imitation Mullers wonld sim.
ply show how {rust can degenerate into
trifling with Providence.

The simple fact is that while we seck all
tho light we oan get from the exsmple of
sucoessful servants of Olirist, we neovertho.
less seek more o bo gnided by the develop-
ments of Providence in our own individual
case. God wants each man to be himself,
Ho gives *“to evory man his work.” He
wauts Moody, and he oalls him out of the
boot and choe business, and sends him forth
a5 an ovangelisi. But ho has no place and
no work for sham Moodys. Ho means that
the msjority of men shall stick to thoir or-
inary bnsiness, and serve him asthey have
op;lwortunity. oven while they conlinue to
sell boots and shoss. He needed Muller,
and e made him caro for & few orphans,
and then for & foew more, and he opened the
hoart of one and another o provide the
meang, till the great Bristol institution at.
{ained its pregent proportions. But he
needs no imitation Mullers, When mission.
Ary operations are to be forwarded, when
Bibles are to be distributed, when s religious
literature is to be ciroulated, Christians are
to be informed of the world's need, and
their contributions solicitsd,

Faith, conseeration, self-forgetfuluess,
holy zesl, are the genuine arlicler. We need
them. Flippant pielism, absorbing sell-
oonsciotisness, desire for notoriely, disguat-
ing oand, are the imitations. We think
there isneed o hold up the genuine ariicles
to the view of the Ohurol, aud say emphat.
foally-— Deware of imitlations.”—N. Y.
Tllustrated Weekly.

There is no ontward sign of courfesy thad
does 1ot rest on a desp moral foundation.

e §

Buawdor  Bendiugs,

Ir we profess to know Qod, and R; ‘
lives dony Him, our profession is 5 y 8
ang[ou(; doom will bs thiat of the Lypogity’
—}Mead,

Ir you have any ouricsity to know hoy
subtlo tho devil is, you need not ask y,
neighbora. Just take u quist snrvey of yog
own lifo and you will ind out, .

“Who will quard the guards 2" sayy ,
Latin varsa: Quis custodict ipsos clustodey B
I nuawor, the enemy. It ia the enemy g,
k;ops the sentinel watohfal—Mma, Sy,
emne,

Tais is naost trae, and A1 history by B
testimony to it, that men mny sooond f,;, I8
tune, but they caunnot thwark her; thy i8
niay weave her wib; but thsy cangy$
break it.—Machiavslli,

Iz ofton happens thet men are very pioy
without being very good. Their raligiey I8
oxponds iteclf in devotional feelings gpqf
aervices, whbilo the evil parsions of the |8
natuare remain unsutdued.~—Okas. Hody, §

LET my faith go forth in works ;
Lot my works my faith fulfil;

All my hoart Thy Spirit breatho;
Ajl my life bat do Thy wiil

Hoart and life to The bo glven ;

Cuirlst tuy Yite; Mg life my hoavon,

Tur Oongregationalist admits that vey,
tain questions of chuyek discipline and pr.
coduro have oconsioned some damaga™iy
the Congregatlonal systom of Iate, bnt i
comforted by tho thought that ¢ eoon ik}
unity of Presbyterinne will be broken iy
upon by some act of ecolosingtioal power.

Tur salvation of the sonl is not a gmay
work, but a great one. Inorder to aceom.
lish it God sent his Son into the world {]
ive and die, and hs has provided wondss.
ful agonocles and insirumontalities, to Iy
ured in bringing the siuner to acoept thy
Saviour. It is a gveat salvation; shall w
not all haston to reonive it ? '
Praver is a haven to the shipwredksi}
mariner, an anochor to them that are sink.
ing in the wavee, a staff to tho limbg that
tolter, a mino of jewols to the poor, & soenr.
ity to the rioh, o healer of diseasos, and s |}
guardian of health. Prayer at onoce seoury
the continuancs of our blesaings aund diss. |
;mtes thoe olond of our ealamities.—-Chryo. §
0nLs

Ir is an unhappy divieion that has been §
made between faith and worka., Though
in thought I may diviue them, just as fu
tho oandle I think of both he light and}
and the heat, vet as when the candlo fs paj
out, both the light and heat are gono, and
noither remaing without the other, go it is
with faith and worke; in the Christian lifs
thoy ave insoparable,.—Seldon.

** CLEANLINESS i8 noxt to godliness,” isa
well-worn maxim, and antiquarians ar
disouesing who firat put tho thought in
thic compnot form. It occurs in a sermon
by Jobn Wesloy,and & member of tha Eog.
lish Parliament has boen #puiled up” for b
tributing it to the Apostle Paul, ~ A book.
worm has unearthed it in one of the Rab
binioal books, and ils origin is thorefor
Hebrow.

As an evidence and illustration of thef

—¢ The Congregational, Pzosbyterian, and
Freewill Baptist Churches in Prairie Qily,
1., have susponded servioss for the pre.
sent on pecuniary considerations, and wor
ship with the DBaptists and Metbodish
 Peouninry considerations " are very son.
trolling considerations in the churches at
present.

I is to be feaved tho moat of us pay
without entertaining any distinet hope ihat
what wo ask for will be granted. Wa ol
norve g form and feel we are doing a daly,
but have little thought of the fact that God
is waiting to respond to all who will aall
upon him in sincerity and truth. Evey
now and then, ag if to rebuke our waniof
faith, God is angworing our petitions, and
eompolling us, amid our sstonishment, b
see and admire His goodness.

Have I 8o received Christ Jesus into my
heart that the faith whioh I pofeas is oar
ried out and evidencedby a holy life? Tsmy
faith a living faith, the main.spring sud
source of my works; and aro my workt
the clear evidenca of the roulity of my
faith? Do I believe and traet as thougt
all depended on Christ? Do I live M
though only a holy life conld give a title b
heaven? Does my faith lead to holy
obediencs ? Is my obedionce tho fruit ofa
living faith ? N

Tae glory of heaven will bo in seeing
Jesug, * A little while, and ye shall se
Me, becauss X go unto My Father
“Where I am ye shall be also.” TWhenw
roturn-home after a long nksenoe, it is et
tho houge, or the furniture, or the freside
that awakens onr joz. It is mosting ih¢
loved oncs, If they have gone, every for
saken room or emply chair is an agony
So in our Father's house, it will not be the
poarly gates or the sltoets of gold that wil
msake us happy. O, how tranecondenily
glad will we be when we see our Loxd.
we over weep in henven it will bo tears o
joy at mooting Jeeus. Perhaps in ihsi
“upper rocm"” also He may show unlo @
His hands and His side, and we may o7 |8
ont with happy Thomas, # My Liord and 10y
God I"—1, L. Cuyler.

Tuere is with some persons a chronit
foar of what thoy call denominationalisth
Ho sonsitive are they that they can hg"}li
endure the least reforence to the distim
guishing foatures cf the churehes of which
they nre members, unless it may be, pet*
baps, to condemn them and wish thoy werd
out of the way. 'There are others who fid
no joy equal to that of thrusting forw ¥
their “ecolesiastionl peculiarities, and

nshing them offensively agaiuat their &
ﬁgioul frionds and associates, 'They ar¢
never at rest unless airing the distinotives:
1t is hard to tell which of the two is led
10 be admired. The one class will give g{
everythiug in the interest of a falss genii
ity, the other will ancrified all for the ﬁ
oiy » narrow zealotry, A wejl-balau
Christian oan love his demomination,
true to ite dootrines and tenets, asaist in o]
work and sdifioation, and at all times
in all plaoes magnify its charaoter and
sion, while recognizing and honout
everything that is good, true, snd O
Tike in the world about him.



