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deternuncs the characier of pulpn de-
hiverances,  Iiblical pews make Ihiblical
putplts, ‘The power of the Sabbath
school {n promoting and sustaining
Bible study must issue in assigning,
sooner of later, thuir proper place to
Rhetonie and Philosophy m pulpit min.
istrations.  We look, moreover, largely
to the Sunday school tn this respect to
help to gwve a motal blow to the sen-
sational devices which yet too widely
dusfigure the pulpit methods of our day,
because healihy appeutes best sccure
healthy supplies of fuud.

4. Consder, fourthly, the bearng of
the Sabbath schoul upon the home,
‘The power of the Sunday school dis-
charging atight Chust’s commission to
make all nations His scholars, has h:\d
a most bencficial effect upon home life
and teaching.  Opposttion was offered
to the Sabbath school, on the ground of
fts arrogating parental functions in
seeking to teach the young, and thus
tending to destroy the sense of ob_llﬁ':r
tion 1n patente, upon whom specially
devolved the duty of the rcligious in-
struciion of their children.  Whatever
apparent fotce lay in this plea, experi-
ence has completcly destroyed it Lake
other objections that seemed valul at
first sight, 1t has faled when put to
actual tnal.  Railways were opposcd
on onc grourd, among others, that the
use of horses would become obsos
lete, It was advocated that the em.
ployment of machinery would result in
dispensing with human toll.  But a
ncw order of things calls up new re

wirements, which before its introduc
tion were unforeseen.  Sabbath school
studies huse been introduced into the
home to engaﬁc alike the minds of
parents and childien.  ‘The Sabbath
school has brushed off the dust that too
long has lain upon fanuly Bibles, and
made the Word of God an ggen book in
thousands of homes, where before the
eta of modern Sabbath schools « had
been a seated volume, History de.
monstrates, beyond a doubt, that the
efficiency of the Sablath school and
fanuly religion are inseparably con-
nected, and that the prospetity of the
former is a measutc of that of the
latter.

5. We come in the last place to con-
sider the power of the Sabbath school
upon fhe reorld generally.  Baron Bun.
sen allegod that * the Apostolic Church
made the school the connecting link
between herself and the world”  The
Bibleschoo! was a great factor in
changing art and literature from being
Pagan into Christian, DPrevious to
the Bible-school taking ity due place
ia-Cherch work in our day, art and
Liderisaire had liitle incentive Lo choose
themes from; or tO m;kmg allusion to

owihg to the ignorance e
th.mvﬁ‘ii of. fll classes in the com-
munities, both 1n mansion and cot.
Sir Joshua Reynold's famous picture of
Samuel answening God's call, was un-
known a3 to ils subject by the ansto
cratic people of hisume. He wasasked
on all sides, by those in the highest
socialcircles, whoSamuelwas. Allthisis
now changed, and largely through Sun-
day school studies. Thess studies have
kept busy the best pencils and pens
duning the last thirty yesrs. Sabbath.
schools have operated greatly to kee
Scriptural interests before the world,
through the powerful sway they bave
exetted vpon the sccular as well as
the religious people ; upon the literary
magazines as well as the theological
reviews.  Venly the grain of seed
sown in our day by Robert Raikes has
grown into a mighty tree bearing
already precious fruit for *the healing
of the nations.” Emerson said Britain
could better afford to part with her
navy than to lose her Shakespeare. It
is surely oot too rouch for us to affim
that by retainirg & more and more rital
and luminous relation to the Bible, the
world shall yet witness the day when
men ‘‘shall beat their swords into

loughshares and their s into prun-
ing houks,” for there shall be nothing
to hurt or destroy, when all nations
apprehending the Fathethood of God
shall practise the brotherhood of man.

—

Correspondence.

THE SABBATH DAY.

(Te the Riditor of the Prasvvrenian Raviaw.)

Sir,—An esteemed inend In England
has sent me the encloeed letier on & very
interesting subject, The view presented
is new to me, but it has commended itesl!
to many thoughtful students of Scripture,
and is well worthy of our attention, Tte
fact that there are so many Saturday
Sabbatists on this conﬂn:lnr, makes d'bi

fon & w& ractical one, an
:‘r?md like mg:hpto hear the views of
trustworthy inYterprelen of Scripture on
. Yoary, etc.,

the ssbject 'TA) B Mackav.

MONTREAL, May 22, 1839,

%1 do not know whether you have cuer
considered the question whether the pres-
cat Sunday isthe day originally sanctified

by God atthe Creation, You may remam- | purpose

Y

ber that Archbishop Usher beld the view
thiat it is, and | koow of nothing in Scrip-
tore to contradict it.  Presuming thatthe
crestion of the world commenced on
Moadsy, Sunday, although the seventh
day of creation, would have been the first
day of man's week, he baving been
created on the sinth day. The special
yeverence in which Sunday hasbeen held
some nations of o), tends to point
out x traditional sanctity for this day,
even after they had left off worshipping
the true I you refer to Exzodas
zvl, 23, you will find, acccordisg to the
new version, that the jews had a Sabbath
appointed them—* a\l;d thisis that vl:lch
hath speken, to-morrow Is a
3&3'&», [ h':y Sabbath unto the
Lord.! Aud It is sy 10 coaceive that
the day God would appoint for tkie Jows

|
as their most holy day, would not be tha

which was held by the Idolatrous nations
around as their most holy day—carrying
out His Divine plan of keeplog them a
peculiar people, a separato nation. Later,
when our Lord rose from the tomb, and
the Jewish Dispensation cama to an ¢end,
the reasons Joz a separate Sabbah for
the Jows would slsn huve cesred to exist,
and1he Sabbatn sanctified atthe Creation
becorno azain the Sabbath of the Church
of God, a day further sanctified a few
wecks Jarer.on ‘by the outpouncg of the
Holy Spirlt on that day. This view sp-
pears to me much more in accordance
with thouahangeable nature of God than
the laboured altempts so often made to
prove tho propriety of 8 chango of day.
The floser we follow the clear and digect
teaching of (iod's Word, the safer shall
we be. My we never forget God’s fore-
knowledge, and that when the Sibbath
was sutificd at tho Creauen, He koew,
the whole of the evenis of the fulure,
The bLeautlful harmony of QGod's provi-
dence musy be viewed a3 2 continuous
whale,” TurOPHILUS,
{Our columnn are open 10 a discussion
ol this interesting topic.  IID, REvikw, ]

Church News.

SYNOD OF TORONTO AND
KINGSTON,

THR GALT IERESY CASE~SPEECUES IY
RLV. DR, MIUDLEMISS AND RBV. jaud,
MACLAREN,

\Specially reperied for the Passavignian Raview |

REV. LR, MIDDLEMISS,

Dr. Middlemise, after referring to the
action of the Piesbytery in appointing
assessory, and to the procecdings of the
RKirk Session, in sceking 1o ascertain from
the parties themaelves what they believed
and wero teaching, spoke as follows ;

“Sn far as Christian doctrine is con.
cerned, the Synod will seo all the ques.
tions pul to the parties bore upon ooe
point, name y, whether, 1o the communi.
cation of' His gtaco or saving gooduess
to the Chnstlan believer, God does In
any case in this life, not only deliver him
from tha puilt {or condemnatioa) and the
dominion (or ruling power) of sin, but
also deliver him from l1s inhabitation, as
a living and operative or acttvelz rebellis
ous restdent, and thus so deliver bim from
sin that he lives without being iulllwf
any sin ln thought, word or dee e
are all agreed that the Christian believer,
the man who, beiog * born of God,’' fsln
living union with Christ by faith, is oot
only from the moment of his unlon with
Christ, delivered from the guilt of sin, so0
that there is no condemnation to him,
but aiso freed from the domision of sin,
0 that it does not reign in him and he
canoot live in sin. Dut the questios Is,
whether, ia any case, beyond
this, in the present life, or that He 5o
frees tho believer from sin that be lives
eotirely without sin, and has thus no
occasion to confess sin and ask forgive-
ness,

1 must crave,” he said, * the patience
of the Synod, white I endeavour to make
this matter plain ; because it is the core
of the difference betwesn the appellants
and us ; and we had no little difficulty in
feulng riank andstraightiorward anawers

tom some of them. Some of them didnot
consider that we were not dealiog judici.
ally or magisterially with them, but pater.
nally, and that it was their duty to be per.
l’edfy frank and slocere with us when
the spreading of error beiog alleged
against them, we sought 10 ascertain lrown
their own lips the views which they actu.
sliy beld and taught, snd not to challenge
our right to interrogate them, as persons
charged with crime befors a judge may
do. Botiotke point. That God should
permit the existence of ain in tho Chris-
tian believer, whom He bas delivered
from its guik and domision, is a part of
the great mystery of the existence of sin
under the moral governmest,of One who

18 1nfinite in power, wisdom, and goodness

~the perfection of all that Is great and

good. That he does not utterly destroy
or exiinguish, in this hie, the corruption
of our fallen najure, besides delivering us
from the condemnation and the reigning
power of slp, adds nothing to the essen.
tia) mystery of the sxistence of sin.  Sin
isio me, us it is in the world, only by
Qod's permission ; and it is permitted 1n
the one case, aa in the other, only that it
may bo over-ruled for good. That it is
in me by my birth is but a part of the one
great mystery. By God's permission,
another (oot God but a creaturc) has
injured me; 1t beiog a part of the awlul
mystery, that one creature ¢as be the
author of s1a in another as well asin him.
sel’,  Batthat a1 isin me, whether reign-
ing in me in oatural fallen state, or
dnugng in me, al:lu G‘(’;do:‘" o iltl’.
teigoing power, Is not s doing, If,
beiwng uﬁnlimr. sia dwells in me, aliviog
acuively rebeliious resident, I owe it to
another creature and-aot to God. To

Him I owe only the dethronement of 5:n

with the forgiveness of it. He 1 the

authur only of the good that is in me, not

ol the sin, whether it reigns or oaly dwells

in me, Al thin, | take it, Is opiversaily

understood and accapted amoog us as
fundamental 1ruth,

“ Then again, turning to the provison
that God has made for our dehiverance
from 31, we all rejoice to know that it is
completeand our [sith looks forward tothe
time when the last vestige of sln shall be
swept from Lhe earth, Finding us in &
helpless state of sin and misery, wreatched
outcast li:fum. w:lo:: helpleasness it is
aot io the power nRusge 10 exagger.
ate, God has provided f: and by Christ
for cur being made entirely worthy of
Himsell in character and condition, His
shall not fail of {te accomplish.
ment ; and it is a matter of express revels.
tion that a1 Carin's second coming the
destruction of thhnenuno{ will completo
the bestorment ugoc us of all the good
secured for us by the grest sacrifice.  Bat
complete is the ormvkion. and sute
as i the fulilmesnt of God's purposc, to
bestow upon us all the saving good, He
does not et once communicate all the

ood that (s ours in patpoes and provision,
¢ ¢ould do so. Bat we cannot jafer
from tbegnﬁu{:y of His p::e;. and good-

nws, sither the messors Of ¢ W

He wmli commuoicate, or the time and

circumatinces of its commaunication. Not

ouly could He, if it pleased Him (and His

pleasorv is wisdom), ordain that L]

sinlesanees should be attainable by the

beliaver in this lite § but He could ordala
that sinless porkct‘loo should be simal-

T
taneous with the behieving reception “f:

Christ, or that every believer ghould be!
sintessly perfect from she moment of his
being united with Christ by falth, And
mare than this; i it sv pleased [lim, He
¢ould ordain rot only that perfect Ireedam
from ol the contequences of sin should be I
attainable In this life ; but thag such free. (
dom should be tho actusl experience of
every believer, In short, tha power and
goodness of God are sufficient to make
every Chrictian en frely fre~ from sin,
sullering and death, from the me of his |

conversion, so that no belisyer lhﬁu'.d'“\’e withow sianing,  A'most lnftedlb'oi

ever sin, suffer or die, but cither bs taken |
to heaven immedintely, or bo kent here

for a longer or shorter period without

sinping or suffening, and then transiated

a1 Dnoch and Eujah were.  But He hw

nat s0 ordained. \Why Ho nhas not, we:
neced not isquite. We are sure blis,
pleasure Is wisdum , and it is our wudom'
to accept His pleasuro with humility, eub

mistion, teuss and gratitude,  In com-
municating to believers from the fountsin
of Ehs infinite goudness, Tl is*pleased,
in the hour of their conversion 1o God er
unlon with Cheist, to free them from the
ruilt and the dominion of sin and to inake
them s sont and daughters, to put them
in the same 1 lution to Iimaclf aw Christ
Is, as His subjectt and chuldren, *‘There
fs no condemnnation to them that ate In
Chust jesur, who walk not afier the flesh,
but after the Spirlt,’ ¢ Ilehold what man.
ner of love tho Father hath bestowed cn
us, that we should be called the Sons of
God 'etc

* bt much remains all bis life matter
of promise 10 the believer. It has nol
pleased God that he should by exempt
trom suffersng while in the body, or that
he shoulid have experience of the redemp-
tion of the body, till Christ re-appears,
And tho guestion that is now raiscd by
the case of the appeilants ir, not can God
so communicate of His goodness to the
Chuitian believer that he may or shall,
with or without conditions, be or live, at
any tima in this life, entirely without sin,
so living that, for the tune being, he has
no nn 1o conleas and seek tho forgive.
ness of—oot, 1 say, «un Qod do this?
but Aas He promised £1! Settiog avide
«all the verbiage that has become asso-
cisted with what {s called the holiness
movement, and eschewing all ambiguous
language and doubtful terms, that Is the
question: Has GQod fuomiud condition.
ally or unconditionally that He will or
may lnpart to the bellever, in this life
such grace—grace,that is,in suchkipnd and
measure=—that he sball live entirely freo
from sin, ln thought, wordand deed? Or
fa this & communication of Divine grace
that Is reserved for snother state than
the present, ‘The appeliants, as is mani.
fest, not only from iheir answers to the
questioas of the Kirk Session, which form

art of the record, but from their plead.
ﬁm here this afternooo, affirm that God
has promised this communication as an
experienco in this life, and that it le thelr
own experience. I do not enter {nto the
discussion of the matter, in its doctrinal
aspect, as my brother, Dr. Torrance, ls
to follow mo 1n that line. Bu: I sey, if
our Standards pronounce distinctly snd
emphatically on any one subject, it is on
this, and in direct opposition to the views
and claims of the liptl.ltnll. Thls
Church has always taught, in terms, one
would think, beyond the posaibility of
misapprebension, that God has not pro-
mised to ulingu{sh in us or remove from
us, in this life, the corruption of our fallen
nature ; but thay, on the contrary, He
permits it 10 remain ia those that are
regeoerated ; and it affirms thataithongh
thw corruption be through Chiist par-
doned and mortifed (so that nn be-
{lever is under the domicion of sia or lives
in 2ir), yet both {tseif and oll its motioae
are truly and properly sin (Confession of
F"hbl vl. 5, 6). It has always taught
that ‘no man is able, elther of himself,
or by any grace received in this lil-, per-
fectly to keep tho commandmaents of God,
Lut doth da.ily break them in thought,
word and deed*(Larger Catechism,Q. 14g).
[t Las always taught that ‘0o mere man
since the fall 1s able in this life &?ley
to keep the commandments of , bu
doth daily break them,’ etc, (Skorter
Catechism, Q.82) Ths appellants try to
zvade the force of this last atatement by
suggestiog that, by a ‘mere man’ it
meant ap usregenerate man, although
they can hardly but know that the West-
mioster Divines meant & man who
more than a map, as Christ Is, and in-
tended simply to except Him from their
denial of human sinlessness, Nor do they
consider what an incredible absardity
they charge upon those great men in
supposing they thoughs it peedful to con-
struct an article of religion affieming that
an unregenerale man cannot perfectly
kesp the law of God. And docs it not
occur 10 them that to belisve that any
man, however holy, is niore thao a man,
of, in the language of some, is gadded, v
10 believe a blasphemous fatschood? The
appelants also endeavour to evade our
reletence to the H.h petition of the Lord's
Prayer, proving that no believerin this
Wfe is !nyond the need nf daily confess.
ing, and aaking forgiveness, by saying
that by our *dabis’ are meant our obligs-
tions to Christ which we can never folly
repay. To say votbing of the essential
incocsistency of asking forgiveness for
what, according to them, is aot sinfal, do
they not know that In the Gospel accord-
ing to Loke, the &lih petition 1eads, *For-
giveus oursing ; for we also forgive every
coe that s indebted to us ?*

“1 cannot but wonder that the appel.
lants, as hooest men and women.can hesit-
ate, for a moment, to make fraok acknow.
ledgment that their views are diamstri-
ulfy in opposition to the teaching of the
Siandards of the Church. They malc.
tain that God does, on certain conditicas,
which the believer may fulfil, impatt to
him such grace, that he lives without
sinping in any relatioo humase or divine,
and that they have received such grace ;
while the Standards most positively and
strongly deny that it is imparted to any
in thislife. itis vain for them to attempt
10 evade the charge of contrariety to the
Standards iothe claim they maks of en-
tire freedom ftom sin.  To affirm, asthey
do (Reasont 3 +nd 4), that they do not
belitve in or teach absolute petfection,
and that they do not teach sanctification,
heart purity, or Christian perfection, as a
second b'esning, s beside the peint ; for
no such charge is made againat them.
And it is equally beside the point, 10 32y
{Reason §) that they emphasize the re-
caiving ot the Holy Ghostina Pentecostal
sente, and to refer to 1 Joba lil. 6, 9,30d
Romass vill. 4 ; for we all believa that 1t
is 1he privilege of all belisvers to receive

the Ho y (103t fur atl the personai vaving
ends for which He was glven on the day
of Pentecont, and that no one who lsbozn
of God can Jive in sin as the children of
the wicked ore do, ‘Tho Synod will note
that the appetlanta habltually misapp!

what the Scrlprures affirin reapectlng ald
bellevers, 1a ruppon of iheit errorin rela-
tien to the attainments of a partlcular
clast ol behievees, Prasages that teach
of beliovers, universally and without ex.
ception, thar they cannat live in sin,
they quote a5 proving that somebeliovers

atona might suppose il 1a be, in persors
who have had tho advantages of the
appellants, ir can hardly be doubted that
they fan to distinpuish hetween the Jda-
munlon of sin and i's Inhabitatiap,
between ity reigning and us rebelling,
between not hiving in sin and beng whh.
sut sin.  Bui noy he Jess dangeraus, on
that account, 1e the ctror Into which ihey
have fallen,

1 shall not detain the Synod by
pointing out, at any length, the extreme
daoger of the views of the appellants,
But reference must be inade to i1, as jus-
tifying the actlon ol the Sessinn, and of
the Presbytery in suniaining that of the
Sessfon. ¢ it g 1cally a0 that, in the
communication of God's grace 1o Cheis-
tian believers, He does no*, In this life,
ﬁo beyond delivering them from the con.

emnation and dominien of sin, but per-
mits its remaining 1 them—a tivicg and
actively rebellious, though dethroned,
resident —s0 lony as they are at home in
the bady and absen? from the Lord,—if,
in othee words, entiro dellverarce from
sin s a communication of grace reserved
for the believer's quitting tho body 10 be
present with tho Lord (us thero are other
commuaications of Divine goodncss re.
seeved for the Lord's second coming)—If,
I say, this is really the teaching rf Serip-
ture, then the persussion that this com.
mupoication of grace is not a reserve of
the Duvine goodnesr, but a present ex-
pelience, cannot but be fraugnt with un.
speakablodanger, involving, asit must do,
uttetly false a3 well as slight views of sin
and great obtluseniess of perception in re-
lation to it, [f [ believe that God has
mads lo me a communication of His
grace that he has not made, and makes
to no man till he guits the body ; if [ be.
lieve that God has :ntiuli' dellvered me
from sin, while it Is yet In me a living
resident, ever acting 1n accordance with
Ity eseential pature ; if [ believe that I sin
sot, when 1 am actually sinning daily io
thought, word and deed, 1 can only be
deceiving mysell, so that I see not the
sinfulness of tendencies, dispositions,
thoughts, feelingn, acts, and praciices
that are really sinful, Bvidenco is not
wanting that it is g0, in the caso of the
appellants.  Dispositions, and desires,
and feelings of a »inful character, the
outcome of the sinthat dwells in ue, are
tegarded as not sinful, but as baing the
sicless outcome of the essential Qoddim.
placted appetencies of humanity, Atlow
me, in [lluetration, to quote briefly from
& pamphlet oo *The Hely Life,! by

ames F. Govan, the present head of a

dy in Esgland (Faith Mission Pil.
anl) : ¢ He can take away sin from our
nmost being,’ and it is their claim that
God has done so in their own experience.
But mark wbat follows. *We find in
{am that every man is tempted when
® is drawn away of his own lust and en-
ticed, Then, whea lust hath conceived,
it bringeth forth sin. When a man feels
a desire drawing towarde sie, it does zot
say he has sinaed, but only that he is
tempted.” This is very Like a reply that
I got from ote of the appellants before
the Sessiop, who, [ could not
tbiak, identiGed indwelling sin with the
essential appetencies of buman aature.
Is there any considerate Christian who
does not eee the extreme danger of this?
Shouald the appellants themselven eacape,
will not their followers be landed in the
theclogy of Robert Burns :

11 T have wandered [n those paths

Of tife I ought 1o sbun 3
L > * L]
Thou kaowest that Thou hast formed me
With passions wild and stroag.’

 Apart from the evil mcral tendency
of the identificatica of the remalning cor-
ruption of our fallen nature with the God.
implanted, sioless appetencies of human-
ity, surely, if & man thinks he is living

but

fs | withoat sin by believing that what is sia.

ful is not sinful, he must be at least
striously wanting in what is an essential
e{cmnto! genuine religion—conviction of
sin,

“1 am willing to believe that the error
of the appellacts is largely one of judg-
ment, 1have aleeady referred to'their
not distinguishing between the dominion
of slo and its inhabitatlen, ¢tc 1 6od the
complete oversight of this distioction

ronaing through a loog Jetter which | re. |

~sived, a few days age, from cue who
aas been led to adopt the views of the
appellsnts.  She speaks of hersel! a2
bavisg formerly been *making Christ
tbe minlster of ein,' and adde, * Sarely
we cannot live in sin aod have the oy of
the Christiae,’ not seeming to koow tha?
we hold that a man canoot live in sin
and be & Christian. lndeed, they seem
to me 10 bave become entangled in the
astinomiaxisme of believing that, if &
man has a rightintellectus] apprehension
of the doctrine of gratuitous justification,
and is willing to be pardoned, he Is in &
state of salvation, alihough be may be
vader the dominion of sin and living in
it; forgetting that deliverance from the
gult of sin is inseparable from deliver-
ancs from its dominion, as faith is insep.
arable from regecention,”

. Dr. Middlemiss, after referring to ob-
jections made to the regularity of the
roceedings, and urging that not ouly
d all their rights been fully accorded o
the apgellants, dut that they had been
dealt with {u the exercise of the utmost
patience, kindness and consideration,
concloded as follows . —

“*\We are all agreed that the low spitit-
ual condition of the memberskip of our
churches Is to be acknowledged with sin.
cete griefl and humiliation, and that there
is hardly anylimit to the poesibilities of
the Christian life, aa we see in the high
attaloments of a few, who, however, are
the farthest from thinki g highly of their
own attainments. Bat to groond thete
poasibilities on & false principle is un-
sprakably dacgerous; and 11rust no ua-
certaln sound will be issued here in
reference to that principle.

*I have refrained trom all reference to
the irrelevant declamation with which
the action of the Galt Sesslon bhas been
assailed, especlally by parties chargiog us

i
Imlh inconsistency, in allowing immotrat
i persons—the drui kard, the impure, the
‘ rrof.\ne. the mosey-grﬁ:bcr. and rhe fol
ower of pleasure=10 nestle in the Church
j snd st at the Losd's tabte, and casnng
out xood Christian men and women of
coosecrated livee, who, to say the worat,
| have only mistaken the meaning of & few
pyssagenct Scripture, I regret ex:ormaly
that such a chatge should have bacen en
dorsed at your bar this afiernson by nne
of the appe-lanie; because, Indeed, st in-
volves mitrepresentation of the grosssst
kind.  The Church hardly ever dexis wih
1 A case of unsound dectrine,  Thia s tne
first time, during a Jong minisuy, tha |
have had personally 10 do with A cave oi
the kind.  And surely, thoaph F weg'd be
the last to draw the Lino hetween esvential
ard non«essentral 1n Chrisdan doctaine,
jthere are docirines whose repudiation ts
j inconmstent with faith 1n Chris®. Lt be
sa1d our docirine of indwelling sin in the
Chelstian  believer is not one of ihe
etsentials or fundamentals, 1 will say,
makea at least & very close approach to
ir. Very surely, you are ant farfrem the
region of the ciscnuals, when you are
dealing with man’s views of ain
no hesitation in siying that to.day you
are dealing with an’error that will poisson
the spiritual Jife au its very fouaialn, and
foster a deceitful connterfelt of genuire
piety. And our asrailants forgel, if they
ate pot recklesaly blind to the facy, that
(ke appellants have not been disciplined
for their error, dangerous as {tis and dia.
mettleslly opposed 10 the S andards of
the Church, but for their expressed deter-
minaton to press thelr views upon the
acceptance of others. Even had their
crror been one of compatatively little evi
consequence, Christisn  courtesy, one
would think, should tuggest therr wnh
drawal from our communion, nstead of
dimg:bs?g i1; ;;cuca by the active dis-
semination of views no:oniously contra
to its &tandn{ds. ! farn
o withdraw, [ believe the Synod wiil see
that tha Galt Kitk Sesslon his done the
feant that it could do, if the Church 1310
be freed nf the responmbility of the

of & very Injurious characier i
to the spititual interests of men,”

REV, DR. MACLAREN

was of opinion that
had been

ion. They had pleaded that thel
Drésbytery bad prejudged their case inthe !
decision at which they had arrived when |
they sent it back to the Sesslon with ar.
sessors. I, at this earlier atage, the
Presbytery decided agalnst them, they
should at that etage have sppealed 1o the
Sysod. Butin no case could this pro- |
cedure affect them injariously, because it |

view of the higher covrts of the Chur h.

were not formulated against them was of |
no great weight, The Rale 169, which|
they quote from the Book of Porme, ap-
plies only in the case of libe!, asis evi-
dent from Rule 268. But the Session did
pot proceed by libe), and it is not wsual

and somstimes other office-bearers. The

specific, but 1a dealing with pnvate mem-

and sull less in duciplining & minister,
In the Book of the United Prosbyterian
Church, p.czﬁ. the matter is well stated:
** As Church courts are eotirely spiritnal,
and their decisicns are unatteaded with
any civil effect, the nature of the proce-
dure, and the ends to be promoted by it, |
seem to render it unneces that they
shoold be bound dowa by minute forms,
It is enough that care 1s 1aken that sub-.
atantial justice Is done to the party, and
full epportunity allowed to vindicate his
innocence, or extenuate his guile,” Aod
j 10 reference to the right of the Seslon to
examing the 1es accused, the same
Book is equally ezplicit. In the mext

l have:

| dis-1ant point of difference between
semination of error, which we know 1o be | A

subatantisl Justige |
dote 10 the appellants in' And encouraged to seek & similar exper-

the: proceedings of the Preshytery and | ¢nce for themselves,

did not interfere in any way with tbeir ! commandments ot God ;
opportunity of vindicating “themseives , break them 1o thought, word and deed.”
and of bringiag their case under the re., In Coofesmion, Ch. 13, after stating 1he

to doso, except (n the case of munisters,
citation, o doubt, might have been mors - appeilants.
bers the laws and customs of the Presby- -

tenan Church do not require the same | .
formalitiea as in dealing with an elder, ) €80 enteriain avy doub: o referemch W

1recogmzed, and they were for the time
being - wmnlessly perfect,” or (2) ihelr
consciences or moral natures had becoms
so bewi'dered, drupged or deadened, that
they ceated to perferm their functions.
In other wards, 1t teemed to him that
snch an experience as these sppellants
claimed, can be the result only of peefect
holiness, orolspintual hiindnes?  These
brethren certminly will not clam that
thor experience result fror the lack of
spitusl discerament 3 (t Iy evident that
Wwantever the (crm of worde in whloh they
clnthe their noteons, that what they hald
«ad teach ta what v ordinanly known as
" enass petfection ' They do nat Ima.
51nc -hat they have no conacl urness of
a0, becauve they are living under a ter-
rb'e dotusion, hat berause tor 192 1tme
beiny theto is no a:n within them of which
they can be ¢ ascious
Pauy, before als conversion, had an ex-
perience whi 1 Jorreeponded wonder-
fuly with tho ol the appellanis. \When
he corfined b~ attenuon 10 he letter of
the law and v« he shunning of w) fal and
OVert transgre-aon, he scems to hyve
had noconte « uneas of un  He regarded
hunseilas **  1wrhing the nightecusness
which «#.1n the 1aw blame'ess ”  [n an.
jowher of Lis Epistles, scfeenng to thie
same pericd of b e, he tells u., ‘1
had not hnown sie, but by tha law, for I
rhad not known lust, ex¢ept the law had
.1a0id thou shait no cover.” Il would
'seem that unhil he discavered the spiri-
(ualiny of the law of God and the extent
1of us requirecaents, as reaching 1o the
y vety dispositi ne ani demanding the en-
l?l‘e conformuy of the siate and condi.
tioo, the tendencies and desires of ihe
| beart 1o the image of God, that be was
tvery well satisfied with himself, and his
| consctence gave him no trouble e de-
iclares,'* | was alive without the la~ ance,
ybut when the commandment came, sin
| fevived and | died” The moment that

But since they refusa | the commandment came homo 1o him 1n

|the full extent of its demands, huis delu-
slon was orer and ho felt himoelf a lost
||mntr. Thete is, however, one Imporr-
the
ostle Paul and these brethren; Payl,

relanon | when be was afterwards tacght of God,
,related his cxpersence as a warging to
j 7thers to shun the delusion by which he

was carried away, they selate therr
expenience that others may be stimulated

He conmdered that it was not neces-
sary to add one word to the clear state-
ments of Dr. Middlemiss to show that
this docinioe c¢lea.dy contradicted the
teaching of ovr S:andarde. Toe lan-
guage of the Larger Catechiom, Q 149
admits of no ambiguny: **No man is
able, either of bimseilor by any grace re-
ceived in 1hus life, perfect qu keep the

t doth daily

progressive aature of sanctificatos, it s

The objection that specific charges [ added in sectson 2, “ Thus sanctibeation

13 throughout the whole man, yet imper.
fect 1o this life , there abideth sull some
temaants of corruptica 1o every part;
whence anseth a continoal and {rrecon.
cilable war, the flesh lusting againa? the
spint, and the spirit aganst the flesh.”
Chap. ¥i. 5, condemns in the most defin-
ite manner the views embraced by the
The Sborter Ctl&‘ﬁ.’
Q. 82,19 also exphicet,  He felt sure |
il was quite unDecesnary to spend limesa
this poiar. No member of this §

the doctnine of the Reformed Churchas
or of the Westminster Confession and
Catechiams.

He held that the doctrine of the Stand-
ards was pot leas clearly the doctrine of
the Word of God. e Scnpteres do
pot harmonize with Ay expersence which
does oot confess sin and seek pardon for
it. Itis a remarkable fact that 1n the
record of the Bible saints, we find no
trace of such an tience as the appe!-
lante describe, 1f in that model prayer
which Christ taught his followers, there
fa a petinon for the forgiveness of sins, st
is surely evidence that they have sins to
forgive, The appeliante tell us that these

scction but one, it says, “ When the ac-
cused appears, he i nterrogated as to,
| the matter of fact.™ According to the -
' procedure of the Presdyterian Charch in |
jthe Ubited Siates, 53 you will see from!
| Burd's Digest,” p. 127, & munister sus.
‘ ¢d of error can be examined before
' he is received by tae Preabytery, Ia res-
(pectto its being a bhardship that & man
|18 made to testify against himeelf, lhe,'
author replies '*that bowever this may be
lin a ¢inl cour, that ia a court whera the
y Holy Ghost smzdu, Do man 13 war- |
racted to ho'd back any fact which the |
| court should know as affecting his relas !
t ons to the Church,” '

1a the case belore us, there 3x happi!
no dispute as to the facts. The teul-
mony of the agggllmu themselves, as to
what they bold and teach, was taken,
The ooly question which can be raised,
and which really is raised, 10 in reference
1o the true beanog of thetr admissions
aod avowals.

in dealing with 1bis important case, on
. its merits, it seemed to bim that thete
were two questions which the Sysod re-
lquired to seitle, vir Do the appellants, l
| according to the Subvrdinate Siandards
tand the Word of God, hold and teach
crror? and of so, How should they de
dealt with? The charge of followmng
divisire courses, although very import.
ant, is 30 connected with their teaching
error, that it seemed to bim scarcely to
demand sepatate atiention.

Tdo crror which these brethren ase
charged with do'ding and teaching is
substantially what 13 kaown a3 1the Dox-
trine of Eatize Sanctification 1o the Pre.
sent Life. They assure us, however,
that they do ot ** believasn of teach ab.
solote petfection,” but precisely what
they mean by “'absolute perfection ”
they bave snot clearly defited, They)
8130 teject the phrase “sinless petfec
tion,” and certain wnrds which have a
well.koown cuzeent value, as defining
their view. They wish os to regard them
as presenting the question wholly as a
matter of expericnce. They assore us
that they have attained an expetienco in
which they had no consciousness of sin.
They claim personally to have lived for
petiods of greater o leas duration wath.
out uny coosciousncss of 3o, and that
there kave been penods when they did
not oeed 1o con‘ess mr, or mk forgive-
bess for it.

peritoce can be accounted for in cne of
iwo ways : either (1) there was a0 sin

It was evident (o bum that such an ex- |

are ‘*debs of gratitude ™ which we can
never pry, but be could scarcely suppose
that they Imagine that debts of that sort
need forgiveoess. There o certaioly no-
thing 1n the language of our Lord 10 sug-
gest that he refers to mrbing bat nns
in the ordinary sense. Io Matthew, he
uses the words **debis” and *tres.
passes,” while in the parallel pastage in
Luke they are expresaly called “ains,”
Sume, indeed, tell us that our Lord refers
1o “*lovoluntary improptieties,” but it
appesred plain 1o him that these * iavol.
untary improprieties,” * debts of grati-
tade,” or whatever they are called, are
enher sinn or they are not.  Ii they are
nol sing, they need mo forgiveness. [If
they are sioe, Christiane shou!d have a
conscioasness ol them, and in that con.
sciousness pray flor ther forgiveness.

He referred aleo to the emphatic
langoage of John, which, 1l it stood alone
1n Scnipture, should eettle this question,
1t we say we have no sin, wo deceive
ourstives, and the truth e ot in us,”
The context which iotrodaces these
words gives also increased force 1o their
teachiog  Ho has jast been descriving
the Chrishiaa 1n the Bighest maaifesta
non ot the dew Life—*'walkioz in the
higtn " as God 1s in the light, aud of such
he declares that the blood of Jesus Christ,
His Son, cleanseth us from ail mn, It
15 this statement that he follows up and
enlotces by the declaration, ** If we say
we have 10 410 we deceive oarselves, and
the truth is notis us,”

The real guestion we have 1o settle, he
held, war, What is sin? 1f we confine
sin to outward acte, 10 volitions or to what
involves a deliberats consentofthe willto
what is evil, he woold not question but
that a Chnstian may for a shorter or
long:r period live without sin. Bat this,
be belisved, 1o not the Biblical concep.
tion of sin. **Sie is any want of con.

|l’ormit OR10 or teabsgreasion of the law

of ' & definition which was un exact
expression of the seoss of t Joha 3.4,
where the word which we iransliate
"lransgmsi:n of tfhe law,” means what.
ever comes short of, or goes beyond, the
standard of the law. goes beyoad,
The docirine of the appellants was
substantially that of tbe Romish Chorch
la veference to #ip, which Protestants,
since the time of the Reformation, have
sirenvosly rejected. The Reformed
Chutches have always held, in opposi-
tion to Kome, that concupiscence 1 sin,
and onder cotcupiscence they focloded
the babditoal inclinmlion or bias towards

present in theie hearts and lives to be

(Continwed on last page.)



