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&3 the chastisement of the rod of correc
tion. But the essential difference be-
tween discipline and chastis ment for
offences committed is understood by all.
In the latter case the act of forgiveness
absolutely ends all chastisement, but
even tearful pleading on the part of the
child does not necessarily end the disei-
pline, seeing its continuance in spite of
the pain connected therewith is essential
for the future well-being of the one
undergoing it.

Hence it can readily be seen that
chastisement, when it means punishment
for wrong-doing, ceases at once when
the wreng is put away by repentance
and forgiveness; but when it means
discipline as a source of improvement
for the forgiven child of God, it does not
disturb the relations of loving compla-
cency between us and our Heavenly
Parent. “Now no chastisement (of this
latter sort) seemeth to be joyous but
grievous ; nevertheless, afterward, it
yieldeth the peaceable fruits of righteous-
ness to them that are exercised thereby ”

WHAT A CHANGE!

“ The doctrine of Christian perfection,
attainable in an instant by a simple act
of faith, was made prominent in Metho-
dist congregatious in 1762, and ever
after it -vas tue chief topic of Mr.
Wesley’s ministry and that of his itin-
erant preachers.”—ZEuntract from Tyer-
mamn’s Life of Wesley.

He would be a bold man who would
write thus concerning Wesleyan itiner-
ant preachers of to-day, and say that
generally in Methodist pulpits the doe-
trine of Christian perfection is the
chief topic. Such a statement would
simply cause a startled smile from min-
isters and members of all shades of
opinion.

That a remarkable change has come
over the Methodist pulpits generally in
this respect is so manifest that it needs
but be stated to secure universal accept-
ance,

Is tb; change for the better? On
every hand it is admitted that it is not.
We do#not assert that there is a un-
animous admission to this effect, but we

do unhesitatingly state that there is a
very general verdict of this ' ind.

In every generation, iilst  this
change was being made appa  at, author-
itative statements were put on re ord by
the representative men of Methodism to
this effect, and no one in open confer-
ence or in editorial chair called them in
question; and even to-day, Presidents of
Conference and Bishops, in representa-
tive gatherings, when they make simiiar
statements, find them wunopposed or
accepted by silent consent.

True it is that in this present genera-
tion the opponents of the doctrine are
making themselves felt in the use of
more than' covert teachings in ob-
scure pu.pits, and are voiced by bishops
and editors in divers places. But this
fact, 1n view of the continued protest
against the gradual tendency to make
this doctrine less and less conspicuous
from the days of Wesley till now, has
but little significance further than to
make more manifest the pronounced
change which has taken place.

- 'The fact, then, of the change must be,
is admitted generally, also the fact of
the conspicuous absence of what Johr
Wesley called the “ Methodist testimony»
from the Churches which he founded,
must be frankly acknowledged.

He would be a reckless man who
would undertake to prove that one in
ten, on an average, of Methodist mini-
sters, were known to possess this definite
experience, or testitied distinctively to
it, either in Canada, England or the
United States; or further, that it was
not exceptional to find a Church where
even one was a clear, definito witness of
this grace. ’

True it is, that the number of wit-
nesses to this experience is considerably
greater to-day in Canads, than it was
ten yearsago. Nevertheless, after group-
ing together all who make any preten-
sions t3 claim this blessing as a present
definite possession, without staying to
weed out from the number all those
whose profession and lives do not har-
monize, it cannot but be admitted that
evew then the number would fall very
far short of a tenth of the whole mem-
bership. =~

From all of which it follows either



