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IIow cornes it that Ohristianity is flot tiopular, there shouid be a popular Cliris-
tianity ? W'e ail, by nature, as 8inners, hiate Chiristianity irn its integrity, or we
Bhould flot want it. Yet the most of us, frora varions reasons, have coiCtions3
whichi nothing is adeq.iate to overcome, and which, ina not a few, assume a terri-
bie, though unacknowledged power, thatChristianity is essential to us; rand that,
beyond rail doubt, woe i8 lie who biath nothing to do with it. Tlerefore we popu-
larise it. Of course, Christianity so populrarised is not Christianity ; but this, no
man wlîo is flot "lbora again" iinquires into. H1e hiad rather flot inquire into it.
It bas been good enougli (lie supposes) for otlier mena, some of wlioni have been
better jud.ges in tlieology, and others worse livers ira the world, th-in lie; and why
flot, thon, for him ? It sounds like Christianity, trastes like it, looks like it (or
what lie presumes Christianity shouId Sound, taste, and look like):. indeed, for
Chiristianity it is surprisiragly ragreeable; and he is almost disposed (at quite spare
moments) to, become a Il defender of the fztitli" against those cross-grained people,
of whatever religious distinction-especially thiose thornughi Christians-who
'would represent it as noi agreable until it lias become painful; as 71ol a freedom
until soniething tliey eraîl bondage lias been discovered within ; as iaot accommo-
dating and yielding, except in what they would perhaps describe as ]on-suffering
and compassion towrards the infirmities of sincere purpose and desire, and the
sorrowings of a contrite lieart. But this triuimphi finds its completeness ina tlîis,
that lie lias got Christianity without an.ythuig oftlîat DREADED and 11ATED REVOLU-
TION WVITJIIN1 ivhereivithi so many sickening eDprerachers scare people awvay fromn
beirig "lreligions." lloor nman 1 littie does lie tbink, as lie lauglis, wvho laityks iith
7dm!

111 as it is constituted, this popuir Christianity lias its constitution; tlie cie-
mnrts of whiclî do flot sound so badiy to cars that liave their hearing rappoi nted
them ira a tim-e like our own: tlîey may be collectively named as "lNotions" and
"Ileroes." This naisi le agreerable to unrencwved men, wlîo crannet, froin vliatso-

ever cause, do witliout a Ilreligiousness." For " notions" rnay lie riglu, and may
be wrong-,; are so capable of being radded to, substracted, multiplicd, and divided,
as ralmost to show that you can npply aritlimetie-al calculation to moriiil subjeets
(wrlich everybody knoivs you crannot); and then "lieroes" whîetlîer writere, speak-
ers, worker8, or preacliers, cean be clianged, dismissed, recalled, applauded, con-
ternned; they may become everything, nothinjg, wondcrful, common-place ; rand,
better stili, ail this at pleasre,-not tlie pleasure of the hiero, that is, an.y more
than of the notions; but oftlie owner of this popular Christianity.

Let us look rat this Ilreiigionism of the million" a little more closeiy. While
"inotions" rand "llieroes"- are its comprelicnding elemeots, the duief féatures tiiere-
in contained nîay bce denominated-R1eligiousness, or 11eligiosity ; Symboismn;
Evangelical Doctrine supcrflcially stated; Sentinicntality; Erarnest ïMen; and
Fusion.

REI.IGIOUS-ES:S, or REi.ioosr.-Tnis is the mnotier of the rest. Frec from thie
discouiifirt of definition, proportionably secure agrainst being ' brought to book,,,
and reserving, in every crase, to its possessor the riglit of final rapperal, it is faùd-ily
adapted ralike to secure and liasten destruction, by rat once grratifying thîe priju-
dice, feeding the self-satisfaction, rand lulling tlie conscience. lZigliteousness saves
no man, rany more titan polities. lIow should it? Is itnotjoiutly from wvithout
and within, rand 720t fromt nbove ? Is it nuL inaventive, craa, 'grudging, ,self-s.-tis-
fied ? Is it flot a compromise betweea a nian's self, with ail that iL reiliy Values
or prefers, and a dreadftil alternrative? Is it riot a substitution ? Is it not Il iRIT-
TEN" tlius ina God's word, "lFor they being ignorant of God's rigliteousncss, and
going about to estrablisx their own righteousness, hrave not submitted thimselves
to the rigliteousness of God ?" (Rom. x. 3.)

"Bt" it mray lie said, IlIf you thxus distinguish between & reiigiousness' and


