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“

# Yes, there's a little more,”’ answered

the donkey, and he began again—

« My master is a heartless fiend,
Who"'——
And here he stopped.

-‘M’ ” ;

« Couldn’t you make a new line alto-
gether there 7" suggested Mrs. Goose.

“ Yes, I might do that, certainly,” re-
plied the donkey; “ but,” he added, re-
gretfully, “ it's a very nice line.””

¢ Beaned’ might do,”* put in the
gander,  Beaned, you know—what you
say of a person who has eaten too many
beans; it's not a common word, but that's
an advantage, and it rhymes particular-
ly well.” -

“It might do, perhaps” said the
donkey, rather gloomily, “ but, you see,
I never was beaned.”

“ Who composed the music !’ asked

‘Miss Molly.
The donkey bowed so low that there
was no mistaking the authorship.

“ ] suppose these very long ears are
articularly good for music 7"’ said Miss
oll

# Well, ” answered the donkey, “ as
you have mentioned it, I think I may
say, without being accused of vanity,
I believe they are.”

By this time th:fmder was becoming
rather impatient of s0 many fine compli-
ments.

“ Well,” he gaid, “ you seem to have
rather a turn for this =ort of thing; it's
a pity youhave to spend s0o much time
dra up water and fetching wood. If
youhQSboen able to take lessons in
s e bass, and m;dyh the ‘oh:adud

ts, you really might have turned out
something mzor good. As it I
wouldn’t advise you to spend much
on it. Come along, my dear ladies.”
He marched off with his train, Miss
Molly followed reluctantly. Once she
turned back, and threw a sympathizing

gmoouttho poet, who was rolling on
e with sad eyes, and murmurin
softly,  ‘Fiend !I' ‘Fiend!" if I coul
only think of a good rhyme for fiend.”"—
Beta Francis, in Golden Hours.

- Eovvesponbenre,

For the Christian Messenger.
The Violated Law.

* Matt. xviii. 15-18.
By Rev. T. H. PorTErR.
But I think it can be proved beyond
a doubt that this law never was intended
to be confined to what are called private
offences. For, in the first place, it will
not always fully apply in such cases.
For instance, slight delinquencies, the
resultit may be of natural imperfections,
which, though persisted in, should not
exclude; and personal wrongs,not proved
by the “two or three witnesses,” can
be' dealt with no further than the first
step, even though that may be utterly
fruitiees.
And, secondly, offences are so various,
and the different classes frequently so
blended that it would be next to im.
possible to apply it or any law to one
class only. For instance, a personal or
private offence may be committed very
publicly, while a general, or, as some
‘'would call it, public offence may be com-
mitted privately and be also “personal.
Such for example would be the railing
and extortion of 1 Cor. v, or a pecuniary
difficulty, and even the grossest immor-
alities and crimes might be of that
character. And yet those thus guilty
are in all cases to be put away from the
« Church and not even to be kept com-

pany with, “ no, hot to eat.”” If then

this law of Christ is not to govern in all

cases, we are placed in this position
that we are compelldl to treat the
same sin differently entirely, simply be-
cause committed in different circum-
stances or against others than ourselves.
That is to sgy, if the wrong is done to us,
we hatf’ a Bpecific law to guide us, but
if against-another, even God himself is
indifferent as to how we treat it, and
has left us solely to the dance of
varied and defective human judgement
of mere caprice. And further if the sin
i# committed against us, it matters not
how gross it may be. According to such
teaching, we cannot expose it and have
the offender brought to justice if he
“hear” us; while according to other
requirements of Scripture such offences
always demand separation from the
church even though followed by repen-
tance. But the objection to the view I
am advancing tupms chiefly upon the
force of the expression “against thee.”
Now to this there are two answers,
either of which, it seems to me, is suffi-
cient. In the first place there is nothing
in the text or context to indicate that
the “thee " is at all emphatic, and that
mere

“ That's all,”’
he said ; “ I cannot think of a rhyme for

would indicate the contrary. It is the
good of the individual that is tobe sought
rather than the personal satisfaction for
wrong done to us. But waiving this
therg is a sense in which every church
offende is a wrong committed against
each individual member. This is true
of all immoralities, departures from
the truth and withdrawals from fellow-
ship. “Ifone member suffer, all the
members suffer with it.”” How is it that
we to such a degree fail to realize this ?

But in the second place the words
“ against thee " are put in brackets in
Dean Alford’s version, and he tells us
that they are altogether wanting in the
two oldest manuscripts of the original,
this being the case, instead of these
words being emphatic that the interpre-
tation of the whole passage must turn
upon them, we may correctly read :—
“But if thy brother shall trespass, go
and show him his fault,”” &c. As to the
passage similar in Luke xvii. 3, I find
there is no authority whatever for
“against thee,” the ‘correct reading be-
ing, “If thy brother tresspass rebuke
him.” But two or three additional ob-
jectiona have weight with many against
all application of the passage to any but
personal and private offences. It is said,
if the offence is public it cannot be
settled privately, and therefore this law
has no force in such cases. I reply, your
work is not done until the offender is
gained, and he must prove that he has
been by willingness to do all that is
requisite. Public offences require ac-
knowledgements just as public, and some
sins, as we have already intimated, are
of such a character, that even confession
and repentance do not absolve the
church from the necessity, for the good
of the cause, and the honor of religion,
of separating the offender, at least for a
time, from membership. But the duty
of the person going is to explain this,
and not rest until the offender is per-
fectly willing to do and submit to every-
thing necessary. But it is further ob.
jected that in some cases this law cannot
be carried out. The transgressor may,
for instance, be beyond your reach, but
God never requires impossibilities. The
dying thief was absolved from the bap-
tismal obligation,* binding upon all be-
lievers. The Christian in compulsory
solitude, or away from the church and
its privileges, is not bound by the
requirement, * This do in remembrance
of Me.” And so, if distance or any
circumstance renders literal obedience
to any part of this requirement impos-
sible, why, all that is left is the nearest
approach that is possible. If we cannot
go we can write. And where neither is
possible, and the church has a duty to
perform, it must not be neglected be-
cause the individual duty cannot be
done. Beside, as we have already
shewn, this is chiefly the laying down of
a principle, which we adopt by conform-
ing to the letter of the law as closely as
the circumstances render possible, re-
membering that the exceptions may
even go to prove the rule. As to any
objections based wupon personal or
worldly interests, they are unworthy of
notice.

And now, observe! There is no law
given in the New Testament with more
explicitness and fullness, not even the
commands relating to the ordinances.
Does it not seem most unlikely that
there should be such a law for personal
offences only, when in the case of others
just as numerous, just as injurious, and
just as difficult to manage, we should
have no rule whatever? To suppose
t¥is seems to me such a reflection upon
the Divine wisdom as none should ac-
cept unless compelled to.

But above all let it be borne in mind
that just such a course as we are recom-
me nding is the express and repeated re-
quirement of all the word of God, “If
thy brother trespass rebuke him"”;
“ Have no fellowship with the unfruitful
works of darkness, but rather reprove
them ” ; “ Exhort one another daily” ;
“ Now we exhort you, brethren, warn
them that we are unruly” ; “ As also
saith the law ” : “ Thou shalt in any wise
rebuke thy neighbor, and not suffer sin
upon him.” So that taking the view of
this passage I am presenting, is only
making it confirm the plain and explicit
teachings of the rest of Scripture, and
render clear and binding an obliga-
tion from which in any case we can by
no poseibility escape. .

offences are intended. |

Il. Having thus endeavored, in ac-
cordance fith the general teachings of

Instead,the general scope of the passage | the Divine Word and enlightened rea-

son, to explain this law, we now proceed
to point out some reasons for its univer-
sal adoption.

And first, I remark that such compli-
anco is obedience to Christ. The chief
beauty of this requirement lies in the
fact that it is divine, and was given by
the Church's Great Law-giver, And
this can be said of no other rule substi-
tuted for it, nor is it pretended to be.
As we have just shown, it is not only
expressly enjoined here, but elsewhere,
that those who know of wrong-doing go
to the offender, and seek to save him.
And even though you cannot see that
this is here positively required, one
thing you may be sure of, you violate no
other law by conforming to that view,
and such a course can, at least, do no
injury. On the contrary, it is in perfect
keeping with all Gospel principles, those
who object usually satisfying themselves
that some other course will do as well.

In the second place, that which is
thus Scriptural is perfectly reasonable.
For a moment again look at it. How
simple and natural. Has your brother
trespassed, or do you fear that he has
or is likely to? Go to him, and go at
once, go to noone else. “Discover not
the secret to another.” Go from love
only. Let it beam in your eye and trem-
ble on your tongue. Go with earnest
prayer for the divine blessing, and sin-
cere confession of your own sin—* con-
sidering thyself lest thou also be tempt-
ed.” And what more likely to restore
him than such action “in the spirit of
meekness ?”” Has he committed a public
offence known to mi.ny ? Then his case
is that much worse. And what better
calculated to win and save him than for
many, of their own aceord, and impelled
by one spirit, to go—thus proviag that
it is mot the will of their common
“ Father,” nor of them His -children
that “one,” even the most unworthy
¥ of these little omes, should perish” !
How much better every way, and how
much more likely to win and save, than

'for & long-faced, strait-laced committee

to break upon his startled ear the intel-
ligence that while not one of his
brethren, themselves included, thought
enough of him to go voluntarily even to
ascertain the facts, the Church thought
enough of themselves to violate their
solemn covenant by discussing the case
behind his back, and, with no authority
from their Lord, appoint those to go
who should have gone without appoint-
ment, and thereby relieve others from
an obligation resting with equal weight
upon all,

But I remark further,that this method
is really unobjectionable. Take any
other that you choose—that ever has
been, or can be devised—and strong
prejudices at once meet you, if upon no
other, upon the ground that it is un-
scriptural and unauthorised. And so
long as we fail to find a Divine plan, and
resort t0 any of human devising, just so
long must the action of our churches be
variable, just so long will circumstances
and policy, rather than law and princi-
ple, govern, and just so long will this ob-
jection obtain. But let this method be
adopted because commended, and the
more it is tried the more will its wisdom
become manifest. Those who heartily
ac cept it will soon, and growingly, per-
ceive its beauty and blessedness ; those
thus dealt with will at least,be com.
pelled to admit that they have been
procéeded with regularly, while the
great majority of them will be led to bless
the Saviolir anew for his interest in them
thus manifested. And those who look
on and perhaps oppose will at last
admire, and the world again exclaim
“ Behold how these Christians love one
another.” Indeed, no sufficient and
real objection can be made to it. It
stands forth boldly, challenging and de-
fying criticism, while wherever another
is substituted some will persist_ in main-
taining that the Divine law has been
violated, even though Church and Min-
ister unite in declaring and arguing the
contrary.

Again, it is economical. It is a labor-
saving plan, although it may at first
sight be thought the reverse, It accom:
plishes two things at the same time. It
re claims or “ gains "' the offender, and it
precludes the necessity of Church ac-
tion., Indeed, it does the work of the
individual, the ¢ommittee and the
Church, all at the same time. Admit
that it is the Church's duty to deal with
public offences. Is not the Church
made up of individuals, and must not

always be responsible? The only ques-
tion then is, how can they most easily,
most safely, and most effectively? I
affirm that this law of Christ combines
in itself that method, and long and re.
peated trial but confirms the conviction.
And thus the wisdom of its Framer be-
comes increasingly apparent, the more
perfectly we understand and conform to
it. And it economizes not only in work,
but in results. Other plans may de-
velope one side of Christianity, but the
beauty of this is it develops the whole,
and at one and the same time. It does
80, in the first place, with the individual
labored with. Nothing so effectually
prevents his wandering further, with all
its terrible results of discipline, exclu-
sion, his own ruin, and reproach upon
the Saviour's cause. And while it is
more likely than anything else to bring
him to repentance, it at the same time
convinces him of the value of religion
and its privileges, as nothing else can.
It developes also the Christianity
of those who perform this® service. We
have hinted at the grace requisite to
have in exercise to do this duty and do
it rightly. But let us not forget its in-
fluence in forming such a character and
disposition. And here I appeal to those
who may have tried it whether there is
one virtue which its right performanece
does not greatly tend to strengthen.
You who have in weakness and trem-
bling, and with earnest prayer for
strength and wisdom, gone to an erring
one, beloved, tell me, as you spoke those
words of tenderness and Christian faith-
fulneass, and perhaps witnessed the
blessed result, were not your confidence
and joy increased, was no cloud lifted,
no strength imparted, was Jesus less
precious, your hope of heaven less
bright and joyous, your love for souls and
willingness to labor for all men, dimin-
ished ?

And what is true of the individual
is no less true of the body. In
this way you promote at once its purity,
activity and strength. You do so, be-
cause nothing so effectually tends to sift
out the unworthy from our churches.
You do soin the blessed influence there-
by directly eferted upon the individuals
labored with,‘and those who labor. You
do so by providing work, for the want of
which so many*churches are languishing
and dying. You do so by thus uniting
brethren in service, affection and belief.
You do so by promoting individuality
in the Church, the great and felt want
of the age, and thereby doing more than
is possible in any and every other way
to secure a return to primitive Chris-
tianity, promote genuine and perma-
nent revivals, and bring about the latter
day glory. Give me the power to se-
cure the performance of this neglected
duty, and I will pledge all that is neces-
sary to make the Church what she
should be, and to speedily convert the
world and bring about the latter-day
glory. And if the accomplishment of
all this in the performance of our duty

is not true economy, where, I ask, shall
we look for it ? ;

But that which is thus Scriptural,
reasonable, unobjectionable and econo-
mical is also essential. I have-spoken
of the tendency of obedience to this
great command of our blessed Lord. It
is my purpose, in conclusion, to show
that what is so desirable can be secured
in no other way.

It is essential in the first place to the
complete reform and salvation of those
who have unbappily wandered. 1 ad-
mit that occasionally a case may occur
of one returning to God without the in-
tervention of human instrumentality,
and especially through no private or
personal labor., The earnest sermon
may have arrested his attention, or God
may have- spoken to him directly
through His Word and Spirit. But the
real question ig Is this His ordinary
mode of working! That all reclaimed
have not thus been\ rought requires no
proof which the tesfimony of those pre.
sent cannot furnish, ZWn the contrary,
I think it will be admittd that more of
this has been done by privafy ¢ffort than
in all other ways. Why then, g 8k, are
80 many now ‘“‘darkness "’ who wetre once
“light in the Lord " ? Christian bNpther

The true rendering of the passage in
Liviticus, already more than once re-
ferred to, it is said is, “ Thou shalt in
any wise rebuke thy neighbor that thou
bear not sin for him ” ; that is, that thou
be not a & partaker of his sin, “ and have
no fellowship with the unfruitful works
of darkness.” And there really is no
way of escaping the danger of cortam-
ination and guilt from others’ sins with-
out doing all we can, first, to prevent,
and then to correct. '

I remark further that obedience to
this requirement is essential to the true
manifestation of the Christian life,
When a right spirit is in exercise either
toward the sin or the sinner, this course
will be pursued. And here, I think,
is the secret of much of the opposition
to this plan. It is difficult, and requires
too much of imperfect human nature.
Nothing else demands such humility,
wisdom, love and every virtue, which is
only another proof that it is Divine. It
needs more grace than Christians al-
ways—may I not say, often—have in
exercise. And this being so, much of
the objection made is really strong pre-
sumptive argument in its favor. And so
will it be while Churches and Christians
remain imperfect. ' And while conform-
ity to it is thus among the best evi-
dences of the possession of true Chris-
tianity, it is equally necessary to the
growth of that Christianity. It is re-
quired to provide the work needful for
it, as well as proniote the grace neces-
sary for the successful performance of
that work. Many are making no pro’
gress in the Divine life, simply because
they are doing nothing. But do what
we may, no Christian life can be sym-
metrical, that is, not to some extent oe-
cupied with efforts to aid other Chris-
tians in right living. And the advam-
tage of this system is, it impels to that
80, much, needed acquaintance requisite
to the “ watching over one another” of
our covenant, and from the neglect of
which our churches are so suffering.

It is required to promote the union
necessary to true progress among us.
We must have unity of heart and action
before we can look for unity of senti-
ment. And nothing so tends to promote
this as work for each other. But there
can be no united action in this matter
which is not the result of obedience to a
common law. Obedience to it is re-
quired to promote true revivals. Let
the churches rise to the performance of

labor for the salvation of men as must
prove successful. But while this is neg-
lected how can we hope to see the werk
of God revived, and the grace, strength
and membership of our churches in-
crease? In a word, it is essential to a
return to the individualism that 3 early
characterized true Christianity,' and
does all subsequent approaches there-
to, and which many of our modern
schemes s0 plainly show the desire for,
and are so zealously labering to bring
about. It throws the responsibilty of
the Church’s growth, purity and all her
members’ good, where it properly be-
longs, upon each individual member as
nothing else can. And its hearty adop-
tion by the professed Christian world
would instrumentally do more than any,
and almost, everything else to cause the
Church to look “forth as the morning,
fair as the moon, clear as the sun, and
terrible as an army with banners.”
Finally, this plan is essential to pre-
vent and correct the evils which its
neglect. coupled with\unwise and un-
scriptural methods of discipline have
introduced and fostered, in offenders
and offended, the Church and the
world, as well as to allay the prejudice
that now exists against discipline itself.
We have tried to show that conform-
ity to this rule in all cases is lawful., Is
it not also expedient? Is there no
danger in not adopting it? Danger of
displeasing Him who gave it, whose we
are, and wham we are required to obey
and serve ? Danger of mistakes and in-
jury if we adopt any other? Have not
serious evils resulted from other causes
of action ? Are not needless committees
often appointed, and do not cases fre-
quently come before the Church that
need not, and that do injury instead of

or sister, have you been faithful inWbe
performance of your duty to the erring

The Church and the world to-day are
full of backsliders, and God intends to

bring thom back through the . instru.
mentality of His children. And this is

the only way in which we can clear our: |

those individuals act in every case, and | selves from complicity with their sin.

good to all concerned? And may not
all this be traced, and must it not be at~
ributed directly to neglect of this posi-
~“‘.ye and explicit requirement of our
g ord Jesup Christ? “If thy brother
tr 2spass go and tell him his fault,” &e.
. e consequences of strict conformity
to' his law need not be dreaded. 'While
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this duty, and they will not neglect such .
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