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that it should preserve iLs self-control, and
not bc in subjection to any aTppetite or de-
sire, howcver innocent that desire may be
in itaelf This is a scriptural rule 'which
Christians ofteu neglect. They are sl4ves
to certain forma of indulgence wvhich they
defend on the ground that they are nlot in
themselves wrong; forgetting that it la
wrong to bc in bondage to any appetite or
habit."

2. Our liberty to use thinga indifferont
is limited by the effiect of that use on others.
Y our Committee, cannet enumerate ail tIse
'woighty arguments which, the Scriptures
employ te urge on Chriatians the duty of
se fenial for the good e others-the fol-
lowing Summary must suffice.

1. The' appeal to the law of love-the
Christian s hîghest law-whose fervent ap-
peals and kind, considerate, prosence are
ssparablo from ail the relations of life,

and whose peculiar voice in ail times and
circumatances la heard with supreme au-
thority saing: Look nor every man on;
hiz own thinga, but every man also on the
things of others, and thus sek by a sweet
yet irrosistible power, to lay a wholesomo
and holy rostraint en the practical assertion
of our liberties. Hoar the great Apostle of
thse Gentilos: Let no man seek bis ourn but
every man another', weal. Take heod lest
by any ineans this liberty of yours becozne a
sturnbling block to them that are weak. But
if tby brother be qrieved with thy inat,
now walkest thou ;not according to love. 2.
The repulsive contrast whieh is established
between the conduct of that Christian whr,
refuses to deny himself in so insignîficau a
thing as the taste of meat and tfhe seli-de-
nial of Christ, la self-sacrifloe ou the ac-
cursod troc 1 Deatroy not thy brother by
ihy moat for whom Christ innE: As if,
says Bengel, yon, made more of your food
than Christ of his life 1 3. Not only the
death of Christ but Is whole lite as one of
seif-denial for the good of others is appealed
te to enforce this duty on Hit; followors
who are commanded to imitate Hlm and
te Nvalk in the light of His life. 4. They
ouforce the duty of self-denial by a roferonce
to the honor of religion. Lot net your good
be cviispoken of-your good, your religion,
the Gospel or Klngdom of God, the Church
of the liv'ing Qed. Cherish a sacrod re-
gard for tho character, preserve inviolato
the fair naine of the religion o? Jesus, let
not the practice of its profeasors, be lu open
ausagonisra with isa principles, and la con-
filet with the example of Christ our Hoad.
5. Tise solfsh one-sidod oxercise o? liberty
ln thinga indifloront is pronouneod by Paul
te bc positivoly sinful. The persistent ad-
herenco te suoh a course when it injures a
weaker brother, the Apostie liolda to be a
violation of the moral Iaw', in both the
tables- te be a sin against God and man.

When yc sin se against thse brethren, and
'svound their wveak conscience, ye sin agaînat
Christ; 1 Cor. 8: 12. Sec the onorrnity
of thse offense. To wound a weak consci-
ence and tbwart the objeet of Christ's death,
for this ia wbat la meant bore by sinning
againat Bisa. Lot us also note that Paul
expresses his double sin in thse direct forai,
thougis it la but tise consequocce of a seish
exorcise o? a natural right or liberty.

Now al this, your Committee feel, ap.
plies %vith equal force te the temperance ro-
forsa, as it does to the subjeet directiy in-
tended by Pasul. The lawv of love with al
its generous impulses and supreme autho-
rity, bînda Christians to abstain for their
brother's sakze if they need net for their
ovn ; thse repulsive contrast betveen their
refusai to abandon their wine and other
liquors by which myriada perisis and
Christ dying on tise cross, is as strong as
in thse case firat noted. Do Chris: îans
value their caps more than Christ did Bis
life 1 Thse bonor o? religion demands ab-
stinence. What a reproach drunkenness
bas broughs upon the church,-whosq pale,
whose altars eveu it has poiiutcd, la because
Christians have not donc more te arreat its
destructive march. Thse seif-denying life o?
Christ froas Bis cradlle to tise cross pleada for
temperance; pleads %vith thse Christian to
deny himsélf for tbe good of lis orring,
weak brother. -The iveakness of our
brother's conscience demanda abstinence,
and a wholesomc dread of beîng found

guilty o? thse heinous offence of thwarting
the objecta o? Christ's death demanda it-
abstinence not for a aingle occasion, week
or year, but in tise strong language of Paul,
while the world standeth. Clearly, thon,
duty to God and duty to man demand ab-
stinence. Tbe Scriptures distinctly teach
that we are placod. under moral obligation
to abstain from indulginig la thinga indif-
forent, when the use of them la thse occasion
of sin to, otiier8.

From what bas been advanced, yonr
Committee think the duty of the Churci i
reference to the present use o? alcoxolie
liquors cannot be doubtfcl. The Church
should, by the authority vested inalher by bier
Head, appiy to that use the s anding ap.
pointments of God, icnown and biading in

las bouse in ail agea and disptrsations,
viz., thut no inçuber of Chriît'a botty Žas
a righit by doing what to himseif might be
iawful and innocent, to cause bis brother
te sin. It should seek by every scriptural
mena te enliglîten. ail mon, especially pro-
fessors, as to tise eaormity of tise sin of
violatiag tbis law of love-to induce ail te
fc. the moral obligation involved ln tbis
subjeet t6 ho so great that by tise force of
conscience tnoy shahl bc constrained to ab-
stain. Appeal shouid be constantly nmade
to pious and benevoient feeling : to thse ex-


