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to the Missionary Society, (an example this, worthy of intimation. by
ail of mieans.) So gays the officiai. obîtuary publishied in the .Minutes of
Con frence for 1857,-on thie tliril of Mlarch, of whicli year he passed
away froni earth to "lbis boule in the skies." But l.is maie is " like
dintient poured forthi" iii aIl the region about whichi lic lived.

IlOur fathers, vhere are they? And the prophects, do0 they live
forever 0 .

A LIVINx WITNESS FOR IIOLINESS.
EXPERIENCE 0F PROFESSOR UPIIAM.

In the Spring of 1P1, in connection ivithi a reinarkable revival wliich
took pljc il, liartnioutht Collegc, 1 supposcd that 1 experienccd religion.
About three years aftcrwards I inade a publie profession of religion in) the
Coii,,regational Chutrehi. For a long p)eriod, I believe I strove for hliglier
rcligious attainiments. For various reisons, howcver, and particularly
the ,discouragiug influence of the prevalent doctrine that personal sancetifi-
caition cannot fully takie place tili dcath, I did not attain the objeet of' niy
desires. soiletinies. it is truc-, I advanced rn1xwh, aud then was tlîrown
back -living whiat inuy be c.illcd tlic couiillon Chiristian life of inngand
rcpenting, of alternate w'alking ivith God and dcvotcdniess to tLe Ivoi-Id.
This lmetlîod of living was higblly unsatisfactory to mie as it blas oftcn been
to others. It seccmed excecdingly datigerous te risk mny soul in cternity
iu sucbi a state as this. I ivas led, early in) the summner of 1839, by a,
series of speeial providences, whieh it is unnece.,sary to detail, to examine
the subjeet of personal lioliticss as a mattcr of peirsw.jial reulization. I
exanîiied flic subjeet, as I thouglit, praycrfully, candidly and fniitlîfuilly
*-looking at the Yairious objections as Nvell as înultiplied eNidenrei-and
ramne ultiniately to, the undoubtiug conclusion that Grod requircd lue te
bo holy, that he hiad nmade provision for it, and that it was my prh %ilego
to be so. The establishmnent of~ rny belicf iii this grcat ductriine wvas fol-
lowed by a inuiiber of plcasiug and important restilts.

1. As soon as I lazid beconie cstabli-licd in the belief of the doctrine of
present holiucss, T MWt a great inecease of olilgation tu bc hu111. 3lany
Fecret e.,cuses for sin iviicl liad forncerly paralyzed xuy efforts, no.w lost
their powecr. The licin the case wvas very simple. God rc<1uirecý me
t'O bc hioly nlow; ad:Slie cau require noiliing, uncaoa li under
<)bli-,ations to be holy ilow. T could not turn to the riggIît nor te the left.
1 knew instinetively and xuost ccrtztinly tlîat God did not and could not
require impossibilities. 1 coîîsidered bis conînîand as involviing an iii-
phicd promise to hielp nie to fulfil it. I feit nioreover, that every nmo-
mncent's delay mas adding trntes o t transýgression, and ivas excced-
ingly offensive iu the siglît of God. Accordingly, within a vcry few days
aftcr rejecting the conmnon doctrine that sanctification is fully attainable

,ny in the article of dcath, and rccciving the doctrine of the possibility
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