
44 THE~ OLASS-Mr-ETI1XG CONZeROVEIY.

robbery, or murder. But a relation of religlous experience is as much à~
dut-y, and enforeed with as momentous sanctions, as faitli iii Jesus
Christ, or love te God, or humanity te man. Is it riglit te mnale tiiese
great Bible prineiples conditions of mernibershiip in the Cliurcbi? Thon
it is equal]y righIt and scriptural to systemiatize Clhristian conversation and
inake it a condition of Cliureh memnbershiip. An objector denounces
our rule of Discipline whieh makes attendance on Class-nmceting a condition
of niembership, but seems quite willing to expel frorn the Ohiurell any who,
persistently refused to attend the sacramient of the Lord's supper. Why
this partiality ? A relation of religious experience is as luch an institu-
tion of the iBible as the ordinance of the sacrament. The former is at-
tended with a g-racions promnise and withi sanctions the mnost miomentous;
the latter is not. The formier is a moral institution ; for if' a main love
God supremiely lio w'ill love to talk about imi; the latter is but a positive
institution, given, perhiaps, as a test of obodience, and certainly as a syrn-
bol of a sublime renliedial truthi. 3oth ]lave their place and importance
in the divine econonîy. But hiow an enlighltened mmiid could beo willing to
make the one a condition of' mem.ibershIip and nut the other, it is diffleult
to sc. IL must be I)y sonie hiair-splitting process, that xn-ay be attended
ivith imminent peril wleen dealing witî IBible truthis."

2. The second reason, or rather pion, iipon which the abolition of
the ruie is urged, inay be applied with equai. propriety and force, against
every Chîristian duty iyhiehi is opposed to tîte pro-pensities of inan's
.fallen nature. Thle camnalinmmd is enmiity against God, and henco
the duty of subinission to the Diyinc authority, and a ebecerful obe-
dience to the law of God, are opposed to the tastes of xnankind.
Wliy qlîould this bo inaintained as a condition of salvation? or wby
should faith, prayer, and good works, be rcquired of' the miewbers of

aebristian chiuri-, sic i hs uisare lhable to, the saine objection,

as opposcd to the natumal tastes of mankind ' and therefore au obstacle
te, their union with the chureh. Why not then cease to teacli and
enforce any. truthi or duty that cornes in contact 'withi the tastes of mien,
axid thus forrn a church in whichi membersbip miay be enjoyed witliont
"the offenee ofthie cross," and the Ilwrcstling against flesh and bloodV"

The great a dvantage offéed as resulting from. the reenoval of tlie obstacle
te, menibership whichi the maintenance of the class-meeti-ng rule enforces,
is the speedy accession to the chureh of those whieh, it is alecare
now excluded. This specious promise -.is at best a very questionable
benefit either to, the chureli or flic persons concerned, and is well met by
the'saine writer quoted above:

"That a change of' our mules on Class-meetings would add te the


