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WIIAT ABOUT THE BIRTH 0F CHRIST.

.jY31 -il S, too, wc hav c provcd to bc, as
a subject for crccd belief, nnesn

tial. But is there not a dogniatic utte:ranice
conccmning thiis matter in tic crccds of ail
Protestant churches, iiîcluding thie, ethio-
dist ? Ccrtainiy therc is. Then is it flot
necessary for a member of any of these
churches to give bis unqualificd assent to
thiis dlogiratie staternent of crecd if lie lion-
estly rcmnains in said church ?

This is a bigger question than thc aslier,
inayhap, imagines. No ieading churcli to-
day expects a blinci, thoughtlcss sub-

scription to every part of its crccd. Just
ino% the various lieresy trials in the
churchies cmpliasize the fact of differ-
ing viewvs on some parts of their
creeds, not only by refusing to anathemna-
tize some who diffcr, but by the fact, also
tliat wvhere some are condemned for this
dif!èrence it is by no means by a unani.
mous vote. Now~ if diffcring vievs on
these parts of the crced wvere flot to
a c;anextent winked at, then those
iv'ho compose the minority vote at such
trials would bc deait wvith.

In our owvn church wvhen the late Dr.
Ryerson strove to change its creed concerfi-
ing class meetings as a test of membership
he failed to get a miajority vote. But no
one hinted that he nnd the minority at bis
1 iack should step down and out because
they wvere not s!avishly loyal to that part
of their churcbes creed, so to-day many
are considered? to be in harmony with
Methodismn who yet are well knowvn to
be distoyal to this one of its creed forms.

Again, no one part of the creed of
Methodism ivas more emphàsized by
Wesley and his earlier successors than the
doctrine of holiness as taught by bimself.
And yet, to-day, lthe fact that very many,
flot only amongst the membersbip but
even of the ministry either ignore this
doctrine or teach at complete variance
ii ith it, is fully kznoivn to ail %vlbo care to
turn their attention to the matter.

Ilenc, àt 0.ou11d tiot follo'v that a dis-
position to re-examine into the dogma"ic
tcaching concerning thic birth of jesus and
lhcsitancy to accept a tra-ditionary founda-
tion for thib teaclin tg as sufficient, mighit flot
appear to somne as a sufficient cause for
sevcriiîg their connection w~ith the denom-
ination, at ail ev'ents until the matter should
be pronounced upon with ail due for-
mality.

But ivlly look< into the subject at ail P
Why r.ot let sleeping dogs lie? We

asebecause this subject amongst
others is used in the interest of
Antinomianis1 n. God hath called us to be
preachers of righylteousnies-s, and hence
whIatcver makes for, or condones, unrighit-
cousticss ive arc cailed on to examine
minutely and publicly for the goo f a.

\X'ilst no deliverance concerrling the
birth of Jesus militates neccssarily against
righitcousness, and whilst it is true that
wc rnay not dogmnatize to any who pro-
fess to wvalk iii the Spirit as to what their -
bclief should be conccrning this subject,
stili it is a fact that the dogma of the iru-
imaculate conception is used largcly in Îhe
interest of those wvho wvish to condone sin,
and even teach that sin is acceptable' to
God, and therefore may be caressed ànd
dandled on the lap of His saints.

It is by the aid of ttiis dogma that wve
are taught that ' -e must i~in in thought,
word and deed continually, in some
churches, and in others that it is impossible
so to live and please God as flot to bê
under the necessity of making constant
confession of sin to Him.:

The teaching,,s of Christ calJs on us -to
do the wvill of God as it is donc in ileaven,
or as Jesus did it upon earth, but this
teaching declares ail this to be impossible,
and tries thereby to nîillify and destroy
the teacbing of Christ Jesus. This we
give as out ample excuse for opening this
sitbject and dweiling upon it even exhaus-
tively.

But is the doctrine of the immaculate
conception true or false, onz asks.? NQW


