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coiouring io ail. Thuis men began with lying, though thev
meant to tell the truth. and it is oniy nowv that, ider the sui-
gery of modern science, mer's eycs have become souind and
clear. But how do such baseiess assumtptions accord wiih
historic faith ? The scholarly Greeks and cultuired Romans
were flot so easiiy (iuped, white the Jews were Ilslow of hieiri
to believe" withotit satisfactory evidence, and on ibis
accounit white Christ Ilcamee cntoUlis nwn, His otvn received
Him flot.",

[t svas sute Vears after giving up Christianity are ha came
in the conclusion IlThere is no Godl.' 1 cari now oniy ver>'
brieRty siate htovha dii su. 'rite argument fronm Ildesign"
in the universe uvas but the dcvelopment of natural Iaw-of

heneflcence," etc., tvas met by the amount of siffring-of
"strong inward conv iction " that thera is a Cod, this was

ntither universai nor infailible- -of Il the impossibility of con-
ceiving that the universe is the result of inere chancec" by
saying, IlCan the mnd of man, which has, as 1 fully believe,
been developed front a minci lowv as that of the lowest animal
ba trusied in drawing such conclusions ? Would any ont trust
in the convictions of a monkey's mind, or are the convictions
oi a man's mind, înatured front a mtonitey, of any vailua or ai
ail trustworthy ? I Suchi asstimptions and inasertions, instead of
arguments and ilubtrations, are thenost suicidai that any
sane man cotild itter, and seutia tha whole question, for why
does ha, or liow can lha, evolvcd front stch a proganitor, ex-
pect others who claim no such origin tn attach any weighit or
importance to his conceptions or cen clusions. Clinging in tich
a brutc.bred origin, and cleaving ta such a bestial existence,
uve envy no one ither the honour or the advantage of such
a reltionship.

Sortie have attributed the apparent contlict betwecn
science anid religion tn the profession and preponderance of
Ilscience falsely so-calledl," and even in direct Satanic agency.
Others, by suctu persistent absorption in the nattiral as tu
duit and deadena:ught of the spirituial. Otîters, by the unintel-
ligibla and nit tepelient way in uich religionus trutît is pre-
sented toi the nind. But the simle, al-inclusive andtiuniver-
sal teason is aver ibis, Tht natuirai mani receiveth ontlthe
things of the Spirit of Cod. for tliey are foolishness unto hin.
nelther cati ha know thestit ecause îbey are spirituaiy dis-
cerned." Il Witt readeth letaii h int nerstnd'"

lI Darwin 've see a notewnrthy manifestation, unfort.i.
natcly ton commun, of very mnarized natural powers andi scien-
tific arquiiremaints gradurfly estiangîng their possassor. by
their injucicious amploynient, fron that triatu whuch alone cau
make free, front that wisdloni which is ever profitable to direct,
and aven front tlîat ( o1"Il i wlont wve hîve and tave andtihave
our being." %Ve sece in hiiilm how a uitan, justly eminent un
unany daparinmer.ts, inay, by the power (if pet schemes anud
prepondcring predilections, be sadly if ont solely defectuve lin
oiter departmants. Aitl know tliat to eý,ceI as a malrchant
would flot make a înetluanil-, or a niachanic wvouldlunot there-
by bc fitted for a farmaer, and especially in ecuber case, where
the iking was lacking, su Darins heing a scientist didi fot
constitute hit a theaogiauî rhuis laui uknî gdnu
Cod, no divine piovîdence tn guide, no dlivinîe goodîuess to give
and no divine grace i inm' ify and sate, ani whau %Vsteiii hall
hae instead > (0f ih Agassiz well says II lt us a scieotutic suis-
take; utrue in its facis, iinqcieniilic uin its tuetluud, iînd muis.
chievous inis îendency'
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i have cluosen tIis subject becatise it is a living one My
treatment of it uuuust necessarily ha very iieagre owing to
limited tine te inty disposaI. This is nu neta- doctrine. WViîlu
many it passes as sîîch -,il s pretty geuerally taiked about as
the new theory of holine.çs. But ks it new ? Every intelli.
gant iheotogian or Church historiait knows that it has becut
a long tinte un esistence. Buit systeins like titan are flot
always gond in proportion tu iheir age. Tht age of souume
systeins is only tîtatcluad by their baclness. L.îke many of tîhe
triors ot tht present ibis s an oid one resurrecteui and dressadi
up anew. It has bad its advocaîes in alntost avery period uf
the Chiirch's iistory. 1 find an expunent of it a long way
back. And ha evidently vans in fuît possession of the systeni
when ha said IlGod 1 îhank iheaihat 1 anflot as otter omen
ara." In the discussion of this topic sonete liuugs will hava ta
ba candidly admitted and soute things sili have tonhbcaun-
pbaticaiiy denued. No systenitof f unixed arror cati stand
intelligent investigation fur a montent. T'his theory is flot
witbout soute elemenîs of trutl. Thtesa waimust conserva.
B3ut thîs oixing a drop of truthu ivi an ocean of error deccives
many a one. It is dangeratus to teachle uss than te tru. h
is dangerous to taach more tItan the truth. Tlue tbaory of
perfect hoiness is clearly a mnisconception of the work of
sanctification. Hart we ntîust follow the cîtar teaching of
tht word of Cod. You are ail faituliar with the îaaching of
scripîure regarding the na are andi prograss of divine graca in
in thetlhearts of believers. 'rit Storter Catechisiit of otur
Cburch dafines it baautifuully and scripturally wh.:n it says;
"Sanctification is tht work of God's frac grace, uhereby tva
are rei:ewtd in the whole mtan ater the imtage of God, anti
are enabied more and more io die tunto sn, and live unto
rightcousness." Tht sacred writars invaruably speak of it as
a progressive work. [n ibismnatar grace-lilke nature is graduai
in its developments. In the physical world tht plant dots
nat reach petfection with 3 bound. It is a malter of graduai
devaiopment. The rose dots not bursti nto beautiful per-
faction in a day. Nor dots a mani becoma a fuii-grown
Christian in a day. The analogy betwean grace and nature
is close. One o! tht divine injîlfiction s : IlGrow in grace
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and in tht knowledge of ouîr Lord and Saviour Jestîs Christ."
Unlike iliterata schooi-boys ti.e sacred writcrs neyer used
uîords at randoutt. Tiuey knew the nieaning of the ternis anti
figures îvhiclu îtcy tused. Two of thîei at least speak of fairly
well infornîcui Christians as babas in Christ. Patil is aine antd
Peter s the othar. Surely they kneuv tîte farce of wbhat bV
said. %%Ihat (tuti they liean ? Siunply titis. Tlîat tîte hale
nust pass îlurotughî ailt te stages of developiltent betwecn
baby.luoiod and mnan-hood in Christ. That the balle in Christ
ititst yet reach tte stature of niauî-fuood it Christ. Houv long
%vill titis take? A lite tinte. For the sontl ta sec te Saviour
i his tnclouded glorv us tu ha freed frount te last stait of,
sin. " WVe shiallhacluke lîttî ; for tva shal se iittas liteis.'
It woult sectu thiat the suis of believers are ptirificd front the
least andi last (lefleuient of sunith îe act of passing front tinta
int eternity. Ail believers shah hac perfectly ioiy. Colifor-
niity Ithte iuage ot Jestus %vas laul's great idea of redentp-
tion. Every believer shall thierefore arriveata perfect iuoiness.
But Mien ? lttl this life ? 1 titink tnut. Is partectlon attailî-
aie in titis life? Titis is the question titat 1 proposa to discuss
in ibis palier. My ailswer tel titis question is, No. Sltld it
ha said ibait va aie coiiîandecl in Scripiure to ha perfect
aveu as unir Father tt hcaven is perfect, 1 freeiy grant titis.
Butt we iuts becaraful iud flot miv uuaîers. Wlitn Christ
gave a standard hae gava one lukce Iiutuiself-- perfect. Ha said
in lts duscuples ', île ye titerelore perfect even as% vour Fater
whon s in iteaven s perfect." This passage is qoite clear t0
ait intelligent rcacler. It mîtust ha read in the iglt aiflima cou-~
tasi. For only un the liglut of tîte context can it hc rightly
unclerstood. Clearly tue excellence ciemanded of the disciples
hare is utot a utatter of dcgrtes bot of kind. The word par-
tact neyer signifies itnet Testamient usage sinlassness. It
points onit a truc Chîristian rharactar as contrasted wvitlî a
defective, lalf linuslued and partial charactar. %Ve ara fre-
cîuently reumtnded by the acîvocates of parfectionisuuî tîat God
couiuuandcs lits childretu ta bu luoly atud that lie ias Powver in
nial<e theui perfectly lto!v aveu untits lie. 1 gladly adtinitaI
tluis. But %veu tuist renîcnibci tîmat thiere us a vast différence
batweeuu wlat God coîuld (Io and what lue lias pronisad ta do.
Thera araeutauîy tlings tatlit could <l0 that hli as uuwltera
prouuiscd to doi. I las <3ot anywhuerc tut.hlis wvord protutised in
iake bis chltdren perfect un lolinass ou itîlis sida of lte grave?>

Are tîtera any c.ases on record un whichu the promtise lias
actutallybhertfultllatl e I have no liesutaiîîiun auswering these
questiontithen anegatuve. Tiuebest Clristuans the world bas
ever scen confess sun n ud ray fiipardon.,Ilu milh ever ha sa.
qgu lonug as believers aure it thitsworld uiuey Wvi teed ta pray
for pardon. 1 low do0I kîtow tItis e 1i gathcr it frontu severdul
scriptuural sources. Fisi 1 gaillet t frot the spirittinlity of
the divie law. A muaun us perfect Mien liu contes up) ta tha
raquireutuents of a perfet-t standard. Fluera s a stantdard foir
aluxost everyîiuing. And tuera s a standardl by %vluich i nen's
<harmitar s 10 bc tested. W~hiat s t e t i s tue divine law
Now regardinut ius l.iw iwo qluestions suggasut teraisalves
\V'liat .ure its dcuiamuîds And dîtes t aveu change ? 'l'li
moural t ii eu.ids u>eireLt <,eieliCd notluuug mtore, uocling
less. l'.ul îîuting fi oui thte hI Iestauutani says :',Cursed
is every wietuatait ontunueth not it ail thuuîgs wluici are
%vritt lauiiithle look of t huala w ttg in eu ' a . ;- I o)
Jautuas' re.td.:.e tf th(! law us eqtially cleair. This us tîluat lie
s;ays on thea uutater . * For wlosever shtaîl keep the iviiole
law and vet ofeuîd unonue jpoinit lue s guilty of ailIl "(laintes 2.
Io. It is a tîeautittil seauulass robe iluat s rtuunad by a sinigle
rehtý it is a delighitfuil iiital liaruuuony iluat s uuarred by a
sungle discordanti tinte. J ust lucre 1 sîtaîl quote two sentences
of thea calabrated Du. Guthtrie. " Et-en so-- ttotughu voiltîtay
-tart ai the bold assertion and uvbeu yomu Otilnkof sote gross
antd Iorrid sis uuuay be raa-d5 tg) exclauim, lx thy servant a
dog ilat lhe should dtiti buh a tluutg .the mtan w svlu scap-
able of breaking ane tut Gad's cinttîauidments s capable of
breaking theaui al 10inuind anti in spirit ; lie thai offendath
in oile point is guity of ail."lie scrihc's question drew fronut
J astis titis concise huit comupeliensiîe answar ."'ruait shait
love thy Lord îlîy God wiiii.ail thy litait, nitwuîil ui1uty
soul, and wviti ail tiîy iutmii, ,%tani wiîh latil thv strengtlî. Titis
is the firsi comimandircnt. And the secont ius lika, nagniely
titis, thou shah lave tiîy neighhoutr as tliyseîf> This is mian's
diuty in a nul shait. Hela vbo faits io love God %vth itaI the
powers of bis comtpe\ nature, and to love lis nighbotir tails
to comauîp ita the divine staniJard anti therefora conuuîus sin.
Butsome ana maysay "Oit, thait'.s tua lainb.aIlits 01<1 tashuonad
vigor. [t bas beau nocdificd. It bas been toned douvn tn
iecit te infirittities ai God's children. Tl'li aw of partact
ohediance uit> longer tae standard of Chrstian duty but tae
iauv of love. %Va ara nul bound douvii to tha obedience of
iiiiiiiortai uman in paradise."

it is iveita ba %vise. Butit his (dangeronis ta btctise bayondj
%vhat is raveaaid. This is te doctrinue ofthba Ronian Catiîoiic
Clitirclu-thie doctrine ut thosa tîtat talk a-bout " tht igliar
lita "1-hme doctrine o! tht great inajority of the pretenders ta
perfection. It lias the sunack o! holinass abotut it. It sotunds
well. Bit tanume iu souuuîds îîainttîlly like nonsense. The
Bibla recognises but one standard of Christan duty. Cati lias
neyer loîvared this standard ta nicat the circurmstancas af sin-
fui ni. That îbey have randarcd thautselves incapable of
keeping it is their -)tvn sin. This ruila of dîuîY change !I mu-
possible ! As waiI might God changa. \VhY, it is tht vtry
transcript of Cod biuuslf. The Bible knows noa toning douvo
process. But it knows and niakes provision for a îonung up
procass. Instaad of îoning down tht standard ta, man it amnis
ai îaning up mari ta the standard \Vhy do min s fraquently
ovar-rate themsalves spiritualiy?* Becau.,e thaey apply a faise
test. Becauisa thay fai ta raka iliair lilvs square wilh the

truc test of Cbrkstian duty. In a word tltey failta compare
tltemselvas iwitb the divine li' Conclusions are riglit or
ucrang according ta tht pracess b huiich tva arriva at theni.
Il is an aasy mtatter ta lavat tirselves ta a very ligli spiritual
plane when n'a adopi a faisa measure. Let a mi ctoose bis
ouvo uueasura. ant i le cao put it litisif juist about wbert lic
pleases. Hae miglitu sayt:"Il l'nithtrec yards iigh," if hue tîseti
a two-foot yard hn the measuireuient. Biut the process is tvrong
andi conseqcuenîiy tht concltusion is wrong. Ilis legitimate
lueight theretora uvouldl îot ha ime feet lumt six. Any man
inight claimn perfection afier tItis fashion. judas nîight have
cîaîuuîed for lîbîuîsaf at leasi a àuespectabla Christian standinîg
A boy tnaccustoîîîad ta thtelise of carpenttr's moois sets to
%vork ta plane a hoard. lie warks lard and finally contes to
the conclusion that lue lias mtade a splcuîdid job of it. Ile
rîtos lus incxpcriancad ave dawn it andl prautoutices it perfect.
An olciar and mtore axperiencad imacianic contes flong and
advises hio ta test the currectness of his work. Ulotaw shalt 1
<la it ? says the boy. Aplîly tht sîraighît edge, says the
uiechianie. Down goas the sîraiglît edge, and îu itis asionist-
ment lie finds that rats Icotild rui betîveen it anîd thue board.
The straighut etga did bru îiîings. It îook the conceit oni of
the boy by ravealing thue imperfections ot us %vert-. Thera is
nathing hke an lionest test. Wotnmen are generaily gooti
houskeepars. Many ofCthenti are scrutmltisly dlean and
exact. Sanie take a sveciai but mistaken unterest in the priuî-
cipal roont of the bouse. 'T'le daurs are shtut, tht slhtuttars ara
closed, tht blinds are drawn clown, and s0 it stands. [t
must lue dean for you cannot sec any dust aromînd ar.ywhera.
Buit is it ? Nao. -low is the imalter ta hac tested? Very
sinuîly. Raise thea blinds, open the slhutters anîd let the iglit
in. Titan youu wili soon learo thiat yatî could write yomîr namin
on many af tîhe articles of furiituire un thue roun. Light neyer
tMils ta shotw up lte ilust. lu is a grand tluung ta have plenty
of liglut. Ail tva want tu arrive at a itust conclmusion us a trîuc
test. A tructa est intelligeuitiy anttihônestly usaîl ivill alwuays
sectre a iusi cont-lusionî. Men ino whose leads anîd hearts
tht liglit of Goil's haw has shinad wil luec tîte t erylast tg) clauni
perfect ion.

c. 1 gather titis vicit alsu tronti thue stateinemts tuf the Bible
regardhhng ail unen. 'l'hi Bible charges ail men witii sin. [u
says enîpbatically andi rapeaîedly thmat il ttu aie sinners.
Now whuat <ots the iBible otean Mitenît makes titis broad,
enîpliatic statetîtent ' l)oes t apply ta ail unen, at ail tintmes, antd
cnder ail cirdîuuîsaoces in tis life ? SaneSay yes, souit say no.
AIl intelligenut Scrhpitur reailers believe ihat tîmus statentent is
applicable tu ail tten, yhile they arecmtritis worldJ. Blut utett
thuo are tinctîtreul utitîtperfectionisuru tellts thuat is nt u niver-

sahl' trime. Of course, to hacansustent withi itenuseivas, ty
itiiisi iîold titis view. 'lo adopt thie opuposute sictv uould uvupe
ouit this thtole tbeory. Thtera shouli<Ibhanu dilli.ulin un odar.
standing the mid oftîhe Spirit lucre. Whan thue Buble speaks
of ali reut as sinners, it means muot ly uhat tbey have sunned
atnd are gtuilty, but tChat sin is stilhitaeaving Ca ihenu. The
sacred uriters neant uviat tluay said, .ind s.uud %lmat îhmay meant.
Ant if htue(ailta ocatchu tîeir uîeauîuu-g, su uuituch the uvorse for
Uts. An advan-ed titeohogian is reportai! as Iuaving saut!.

Weil IPaull aicued that, huit I don't." Let us hear frot
Sonte o! thie inspired writers. 'rit apostle John says in ana
of lis epistles, If tue Say that tva hava no sin, ive deceuve
aurselves and tlue trullit is not *in us; if vie confess otur Suis,
lle 15 iRtaitml And tiquiCO f orgive os otur sins, and ta cleanse
uts train ail unrighteousness. If tva Say that tva là-ive nat
sinnad, tva tuaka -liiii> a liar, and [ils Word is flot in us
(1[John i. 3.-<>).Tihis is a POor lookout for tlue parfactianust
John otakes short uvork utf parfactionsmu. I-Iuility is tilt
road to eaatatuon. We ara humbhle first and axalted utexi.
" The meak uill hia guide in judgmuueum, antd the nîeek wui
hIe tcacb Bis tvay" (Psalnis xxv. 6). Sonte systenis shîît Ont
thueur advocates front an inuerast in this predlats Ipromtise.
itunîuhîîy and love uvara proutîlont traits un tîme cluaracter of
John, tae peerless apostie. No itan had mtore of tl spirit o1
thue Master about hiîni. lia wvas truly Cbrhst.hika, sutllha
wasn'î parfect, in the sansa of haing siniess. Ha neyer
cimed ta ha su. Ha associaîed hiusaf with the rast of the
Chrustians when ha said, " If we say tva have no sin we dacaîve
oursalvas, and the truth is not in us." Thaeuise uman bad
somaîhing ta say on this nuatter long bafora tht Cbrist-lika
apostia was barn. 1Do tbais testituionias agrec ? Let us sec
Solomnon says, IlThare is flot a jusi man tpon aarth that doatit
good andti snneth nou " (Ecclesiastes vii. 2o). Is this uvhat
John says? Undaubtediy. * The two statements are sub.
siantually ane. Surely thiuugs maust bave cb3nged mnarvellously
sunce thedays of Solomon, if there are mteni uho !ive vtîtout sin.
Now the matter stands Clis : Tht ancient Solotuton vs. the
uuodern Solomons. Which shaltva believa, thue ancient or
the nuodern, ibe inspirad or tht unhnspired ? Whicil? i raad
ibis eniphatir statentent inu thc first Blook of Kings- " Thera is
no unan that sinnath not." Ierfectionists have a bard pieca of
logic before them here. Tbey bava thair choica of providing
anc o! uwo tbiîugs. Tbey musutubethr prove that ibis inspired
statament is taIse, or that they have nu connection wbaîever
wtb tht bumnan race. i icave thetut ta make theur ouvn choica
in thteunatter. But a citoice tbey mîust make. The apostla
James inakes a pertinent statemaent, and withiî m .1 will close
tItis part of tbc subject. Titis is the statement ."cIn many
thing; wa otfend ail"1 (James iii. :!). If tht passages of Scrip-
turc Chat I have refarred ta teach anytiung, tbev teachl that sin
cleaves to ai men so long as îiuay are in ibis uorld.

3. Again, 1 find this vietu' sustained by the experuanca of
Bublicai men . We arealaways sale in quoting the religucUS
experience of mean on whom the Word o! God has pronouoced.
When tht Bible holds a mati up as a Christian, ha is a Chris-


