
THE EXPOSITOI

Testament wvritings, wvhilst there is many
an appeai to the Old Testament for defi-
nite legalîstic teaching, thiere is the con-
spicuous absence of t.uch appeal to the re
membered precepts of Christ.

Hence, our grand final conclusion ib, that
divine guidance, as reproduced in the
movernent represented by the ExpOs.ýi
TOR, wvas 'lot only the sum and substance
of the teaching of the mari Christ Jesuis,
but lie bequeatlied it as bis veritable gosýpel
to the world, unencumbered by, any incon-
sistencies on his part, either iii life, pra-ctic
or precept.

PAR~I 1l

The preliminaries to this article have, to
our surprise, expanded into a lenigthencd
article, but we feel that none of them can
bc lefi. out without disadvantage to our
close investigation of the subject proposed.

And yet wve add stili another prelimin-
dry, as a kind o'* episode. Did John the
Baptist imitate Jesus in this respect? It
is said of him that lie wvas " filled wvth thc
Holy Ghost from his mother's %%ornb.

A very slighit reference to bis history ~ill
show that hie did not. For, so soon as hie
madle converts, he, like ail his predecessors
began to teach them along legalistic lines.
To the multitude generally hie said, '4 He
th. *t hath twvo coats, let him impart to hirn
that bath none; and hie that bath food, let
him do likewise." To the publicans lie
said, " Exact no more thani that wvhich is
appointed you, whilst to the soldiers lie
said, '<Do violence to no man, necither
exact wrongfully; and be conitent ivith
your wvages."

Hence, in John wve have a perfect con-
trast to Christ in his attitude to iegalistic
teaching.

But, did the immediate disciples of Christ
fully comprehend bis teaching concernîng
divine guidlance, and, lilre him, illustrate it
before the world ?

It is plain that Jesus did flot tell them
beforehand wvhat wvoulci be the outcorne
as to dcctrine or practice. He simply
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dircctcd thein to remain at Jerusalem tili
Pcntecost,and thereafter to act out implicit
obedience to their Guide djvine.

This it is evident, froro the Acts of the
Apostles, they did. But it is also evident
ti.at tlîey did not at once turn away from
the letter of the lawv as containvd iii
the Old Testament. Nor, on the other
hand, have wve any evidence that the I-oly
Spirit dirccted them so to dro.

Thiebe c-arly icpe maniféstly were
'.rue tu the Spirit if they ga% e up legalistic
practices a/?t r beirig directed by the Spirit
sdi to do.

We have an illustration of this, in the
history of Peter's x'isit to Cornelius. Peter
brokje through bhis jewNish legalisw wvhen
clearly required so to do by the Holy
Spirit, but it evidently was preceded by
a severe strugglc on bis part.

But the wvholc church accepted the
teaching of the lloly Ghiost concerning
this malter, and never afterwards question-
cd it. Iii this respect thcy were aIl true
to the teachings of Christ, both ini precept
and example.

So, too, when Peter and John were
delivered from prison, and, in accordai .ce
with the dermnite instructions- given them,
went into the Temple tu preach the gos-
pel xight in the teeth of the commands of
the authorities of the Jewvish church, and,
ais might be expccted, the results of obedi-
ence wvere satisfactory.

Again, whcn Philip, in obedience to the
Spirit, mnet and converted the Ethiopian
Eunuch, and %vhien Paul and Sulas went
oit theirpreaching tour, at the direct com-
mand of the Spirit, the church recogn;zing
the vaiiditv of tht-r ordination for this
%vork solely because of their implicit belief
in divine guidanct; -in ail these instances
therc is evidence that 'lhe teaching of
Christ concerning divine guidance ;vas not
a dead letter to them.

But there are other incidenth, which wiIl
not bear %Lkje scrutiîiy as wvelI. For ex-
ample, Mhen the %vbhoIe churci xvas gather-


