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\Ve are remninded just here of a cir-
cumstance whichi occurred on one of
our fields. A niiniistcr w~ho strongiy
opposed Divine Guidance as taughit bv
us, preachb-d one day on the baptismn
of the I-oly Ghiost. An acute listener
said after the sermon hie wondered
wvhat the iniisters xvanted, themi to rè-
ceive the Holy Ghiost for. J-e couldn't
understand wvhy the J-oly Ghiost sbould
be received at ail if lic wvere not ta be
obeyed and folloxved into ail truth.

A. TizAXx.
Courtland, Ont.

THE DIVINITY 0F CHRIST?

HE Rcv. B. Sherlock's article in
''the Exposi-lq- for April on

"The Divinity of Christ, is it
a Mýyth," marks a ncev departure iii the
-history of the EXI'OSIToR. \Ve have
looked throu-h the mnagazine since its
inception and xve notice an entire ab-
sence of controversy to date. We have
nowv presented for the first time in this
magazine, 1 think, twa professed "docrs
of the xviii" expressing différent opini-
ions apparently about the same mwatter.
WTe are more interested in this "new
departure" and whiat it means, than
we are for the uphiolding of one of the
sides of the Divinity controversy, xvhich
xve are not sure but that we had somne-
thing to do xvith initiating.

Since Nve have commenced to read
the EXPosrrOR, wre have frequently ob-
served its printed platform, "Catholic
in Spirit-loyal to truth-non-sectar-
ian." Knowing the fact that the editor
of this non-sectarian magazine wvas a
Methodist ininister in good standing,
we watched with interest the "Evolu-
tion" of non-sectarianism through its
columns, what kind of truth it xvas
"loyal" ta, what limit there wvas to its
Catholicity, and yet the editor's minis-
terial standing remain intact. We con-
fess we have been gratified beyond
measure that the platform as laid down
is something more real than nominal.
17t.e love reaiity. We hate sham. \Ve
further confess that when wc saw that
aur oWn opinions were permiitted to be
attacked, and the "other side" was

given the saie liberty that xve xvcre
giveni, we wvere nioru than pleased. \'Ve
deariy love fair plav. \\e belie\'e Jesus
ioved it toco, and whbiie the serv'ant cari-
îlot lie gre.-ter tban bis L ord, there is
nothingy siid about flot hngable ta
be as N-e was, in fact it is enjoined
tipon the ser-vant tlîat lie ïitst be as
his Lord %vas.

\Ve see nîo reasoîi why 'Rev. MNr.
Sbcrlock shouuid not have the liberty of
lîn opinions and we arc 'a ta sec
that the Exiosrroz bas givn i the
liberty ot pubiishing thei. I-is opin-
ions are cvidentiv Trinitarian. M1y
opinions miav be chararterized as
"clinîited" Týriniitarian opinions, L.e.
they are Iimited by my knowledge.
They, are îîot Dualarian neither aire
tlicy Unitarian. I have rcachced that
stage of Christian experience wbierc I
cani grov out of opinions as wveil as
gfrow into thcm.

Our invariable experience, is that as
aid opinions disappear and a vacuumn
is created, God readily accupies tbe
spacc created by the clisappea7rancc of
the aid opinions. It is aistonishixîgti
with what tenacit\ inen Nvill hoid an ta
the faith once delivered ta the saints,
wvhcn they are alloved ta change tic
word "faithi" ta the w~ords "doctrine"
or "eopinionis." Let faith. go! Main-
tain the truc doctrine! "By faith yc
arc savcd]," is transformed by many in-
ta "by doctrine arc ye saved." There are
those xvho admit tha.t ail that is neces-
sarv ta "K*naw the doctrine," is ta "do
the xvii ," xho act as though they must
contcnd earncstly for the doctfine ta
continue ta "dIo the xii"Is nat con-
tinuance in knowiedge af "doctrine" a
necessary concomitant of continuance
in doing the will. If ta do the xvill is
ta kno\ of the doctrine, and the will
bc donc by the year, xvill xîot the doc-
trine be pure and righit and truc by the
year.

And yet we are pleased by Rev. Mr.
Sherlock's defense of the Divinity of
Christ. 0f course he does flot touch
the anly question at issue, v~iz :the im-
maculate conception.

XVe rÉespect honest opinions. We be-
lieve hie is hoiiest xvhen he exaits the
Bible as the "documenta-y standard of
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