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now sce, I 'vas gra('tLall) gctting to sec
that the modemn theory of -,anctificit.
tion i_- not iii thc New~ Testamenit. Par-
do- ;s thiere, Christian Perfection is ticire
uinmistakably, but the thcory' fouinded on
what 1 now see to bc a mistaken interpre-
tation of the experience cevelopcd undcr
Wesleys eye in 1762. is flot there; and
in order to make the 'ew Testament
teachi that th.c'ry, you hav'e to, read into
the w~ord something that is flot therc
And it camie to me again and again, ««If
this theory is so truc, as that wvhatevcl*
differs mâterially from it is serious error.
why is it flot plainly îind unrnistakably in
tl'e text ?" But I held on to it, and even
defènded it boldly ini the columns of the
Gitardian because 1 had flot yet found a
better one, and because 1 sawv that those
who, combatted it were almnost ail of thcm
dishelievers in tlic rcality of Entire Sanc
tification in any definitc form wh'atevcr.
They advocatcd a theory of growth, but
could neyer produce any one w~ho, grcw in-
to the experience. But God spoke to me
individually, and tolci me that in coin-
mon with the great majority of Christian
people, 1 did flot give the HoIy Ghiost his
due honor, and 1 repented and submittcd,
and with my finger on the words which
mny Master (flot an eiýhteentIi century
theologian) said concerning him as record-
cd by his disciplç John, 1 believed tho.qe
words wvith ail my hcart, and of course,
reccived the Persona! Holy Spirit in Pcnii
tecostal fullness. ien 1 began to sec
the things that are now so clearly evident.
For xiow, rccogniziflg and receiving h)im
who, is promised to teach me ail things,
to guide me into ail] truth, to take of tic
things of Christ and show them unto mc,
and to be ali-sufficient power to me; I
find myself conscious of ail] possible hiol-
ness coritinually. You say, «"Yoii cannot
expect us to sec as you sec." If you w~ill
flot shut your eyes to the New Testament
fac/s that J adduce, you ivili sec that 1
have the truth on my side. If you arc

dctcrmined not to sec anything in the
New Testament that Wesley did not hap-
pen to, put into his theology, why of
course therc %,ill bc no use ini showing youi
these facts. But these facts of the histor%-
and words of -die iNlaster werc iii the re-
cord for many centuries before the birth
of that mortaii man whosc naine 'vas John
WVesley, and they were there ail the time
of lus life aithouigh lie secins to have
falcd to, bring them out. And they w~ere
there ail the years of my liCe. until I wvas
past fifty years of age bu a-o~no c
them, being pre-occupied by, an incorrect
theory of the whole matter. And youi,
brother, have not so much as attempted to
show me that I have misjudged or mris-
iaterpreted the facts of New Testament
history or the ivords of Christ, or that J
have dishonored God when 1 have put
him, that is God the Spirit first, whom i
Master put first. There are ma-ny w'no
put their personal experiences in Leplace
that God should be, thcrcby brcaking the
first commandment of the Decalogue. By
accepting the Personal Holy, Ghost a-q
your absolute master, you are enable -1 to
kcep that first commandment perfectly,
and only then. "«That tbe righteousness
of the law might be fulfiled in us, wvho
walk flot after the flesh, but after the
Spirit."

And you clid not, because you could
flot, prove that the converts of post-pefi-
tecostal times were flot fully endowed with
ail that was needed to, enable them to live
hioly lives. They necded only to, " con-
tinue in the faith grounded and settled, not
moved wvay "or ini other %vords to, "WMalk
in the Spirit" that they hiad rcccived, and
they would fulfil ail righteousness.

You -attach a lot of vour o'vn inférences
fromr mny %tatement abut backsliding and
are horrified at the picture your own in-
ferences have painted. I simply say.
"Whosoever abideth i Christ sinncth

not," and if lie sins he loses union w'vith
Christ and becomes a backslider. Did ilot


