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The’ Christian Life. 
BY REV. 0. P, BROWN. 

‘If by any means I might attain unto the resusrection 
of the dead, not as thopgh I had alréady attained, either 
were already perfect; but I follow after, if that 1 may 
apprebiend that for which also 1 was apprehended of 

MESSENGER AND VISITOR. 

and 11 testily to the same, Let every careful and 

att roster sxasains the Scripture we of tile weed foe 

himself, and he will find that in the vast majority of 

places'it is nsed as comsecrate, confirm, or seal, ic, 

“seal tosst apart.” 

Turning now to the word holy, we find in this seventh 

Christ Jesus. Brethren, I count not myself to have 
apprehended : but this one thing I do, forgetting those 

things which are behind. and reaching forth nuto those 
things which are before, I press toward the mark for the 
prize of the high calling of God in Christ Jesus. Let us 
therefore, as many as be perfect, be thus minded.” 
Phil. 3:11.58 

As interpreted by this passage the Christian life is not 
‘* Instantaneous and entire sanctification :" sinlessness, 
but progressiveness. A life unfolding within a life: 
reaching outward and carrying the whole man onwsrd to 
incorruptibility and holiness. But if other passages can 
be found which give a different coloring to this one, and 
if instantaneous and entire sanctification or perfect 
holiness ns taught by some can be attained in this present 
life, let us by all means open our hearts to such a boon, 
as there is ample room for improvement in the church of 
to-day. 

However, on closer ination of this question we 
fidd there is a number of different conceptions, ss to 
what constitutes sanctification or holiness, ined by 
those who claim this higher life. An experience that 
might mean sanctification to the mind of one may differ 
from that which means sanctification to the mind of 
another, Hence the words Sanctify sud Holy have 
different meanings in the mouths of different claimants 
of holiness. To my mind this question as presented by 
its advocate verifies this statement, 

In view of this we must turn to Scripture aid ascertain 
if possible what these words meant in the mouths of the 
inspired writers. What these terms mean to men now 
should matter little to us, but what they meant to the 
writers of God's Word is of vast importance. In IC.r. 
7:14, we find both words Sanctify and Holy used with 
totally different meanings from those given by the 
advocates of the so-called * higher life.”” Here Paul 
says ‘The unbelieving husband is ified by the 
believing wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified 
by the believing husband.” Now does he mean to tell 
us the faith of one will make wholly sinless the other? 
If this word always means sinless evidently that is what 
he says. But since there is nothing clearer in all the 
teachings of Christ and the Bible, than that every ome 
must answer before God according to his own sins and 
not that of another, he cannot understand the word sanc- 
tified always to mean made sinless, an! of curse must 
be using it with a different signification. 

The occasion of this word will help us understand it. 
In the Corinthian church the notion had obtained that if 
one became a Christian he should no longer live in the 
marriage relation with another who was not a Christian, 
i. ¢.,a heathen. Paul had often said “The Christian was 
married unto Christ,”” hence they inferred he should he 

divorced from all others. This view the apostle saw 
would lead to a series of divorce cases in the church, for 
it was then as now, often one b:came a Christian 
while the other did not. ‘Hence he writes to correct this 
dangerous error, telling them ** The one is sanctified by 
the other.” Not that one is made spiritually clean or 
sluless by the other's faith, but in relation to each other 
as husband and wife they have become sacred; the 
marriage union which hitherto was a heathen rite, and 
might be violated any time or worse, openly disregarded, 
has been made inviolable by virtue of either husband or 
wife having become a believer. It has been confirmed, 
sealed. Before it was a heathen rite, now it is a sacred 
union. By this we see that *‘ Sanctified is used here 
as confirmed, sealed or consecrated. 

In John 17: 19 we read, *' And for their sakes I sabictify 
myself.” Did Christ mean that for their sakes he would 

make himself sinless? No: for he had always been 
sinless. He had been holy, but mow by his life he 
confirmed, sealéd that life appointed him, or d 

hapter of first Corinthians and fourteenth verse, that 

the children are holy because of the faith ether of father 

or mother. Now does Paul mean to say a believer's 

child ie sin) piritually pure—b of the parents’ 

faith? No. Notatall. But he simply says they are 

legitimate. The sentence reads. ‘The unbelieving 

husband is sanctified by the believing wife, and the un- 

believing wife is sauct¥ied by the believing husband, or 

else were your children unclean, but now are they holy." 
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That is: if by one b ing a Christi bial union i 

is dissolved their child are i! or illegiti 
but as the nuptial tie by the faith of one or the otfier has 
been sealed, confirmed, their children are holy or legiti- 

mate, . 
We have discovered by this that Aoly: as used” here 

means simply legitimate, or proper : not ‘spiritually hut 
fillally. Hence we see with what freedom both sawclify 

and koly are used in the Bible. 
What we have said so far has been rather negative 

than positive in its relation to the Christian life. From 
these introductory remarks we may infer that Scripture 
does not teach spiritual purity is meant wherever the 

words sanctify or holy occur. 
However our present object is not so much to state 

what is not, but what is—with such proof texts as may 
bed d ry for cl the state and condi- 
tion of the true Christian as ascertained by Scripture. 

In the text before ns we read—*“If by any means I 

might attain unto the resurrection of the dead.” Evi 
dently the writer of these words had not attained unto 
the resurrection of the dead. It was something in the 
future for him. But had he not attained unto the “new- 
ness of life?” or unto the new life? Ves. But that is 
not the resurrection of the dead, or the state of the resur- 
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redemption of the body which was to Paul, and should 
be to us a high s 
Why this * Redemption of the body?" because we 

are imperfect ; if we were perfect it would not be ne- 
rection of the dead. Paul was at this time a reg 
soul, and born again : one who had passed from death 
unto life, but yet the state of the resurrection was to 
come, Then does not regeneration do all for us that 
can be done? No. There are other blessings to follow. 
Reg tion is the indueing with a higher life, a life 
from above, but is not the laying off, or the making over 
the fleshly man. This truth seems to be very vaguely 
apprehended by many Christians. The work of the 
Spirit is confounded with the gift of the Spirit. The 
first thing Godl's grace does for us is to give us a new 
life : really a new person : a controlling Spirit; which 
reanimates the fallen and withered soul of man and 
presses it into the service of God. “I live ; yet not I, 
but Christ liveth in me.” “The first man Adam was 
made a living soul; the lost Adam was made a quicken. 

ing id 
n John 3: 3, Christ says ** Except a man be born 

anew he cannot see the kingdom of heaven,” and when 
Nicodemus marvels at this, and asks ‘ How can a man 
be born when he is oki,” Christ explains it to him by 
his reply—*' That which is born of the flesh is flesh, 
and that which is born of the spirit is spirit.” That is: 
what is born of the flesh must ever remain flesh, and 
that whick is born of the spirit must ever remain 
plete. Or, in other words : he says ** what I have said 

about a new birth has nothing whatever to do with a 
fi jon, or a king anew the fleshy man, 

was born of the flesh and of course must ever be flesh 
with all its weaknesses, and failures : fitted for death, 
while on the other hand that which is born of the spirit 
cannot be other than rit, pure and holy, separate 
from sinners, fitted for kingdom of heaven.” 

does not make the old nature over 
Nicodemus view of it) but gives usa new 

rist Jesus.” 

himself to it. If here the word means sinless it impli 
he had been a sinner, for it would read, *' Aud for their 
sakes | make myself sinless,’ or ** purify myself.” This 
could not be so, as he was always sinless, always pure, he 
had always been separated from sluners. But here again 
it is used as consecrate, or confirm, or rather seal to pet 
apart, and does not in the slightest imply that Christ 
meant to make himself sinless. 

He had lived to set the seal of approval upon the life 
which God had appointed him, but now he was to con- 
firm it by his death, to seal it with his blood : hence he 
says * And for their sakes I sanctify mysell.” And 
further he says * That they too may be sanctified throngh 
the truth,” 7, ¢., thet they also may be sealed through 
the truth. God hed chosen his children before the 
foundation of the world, but they must be sealed through 
the truth, 

Suffice it to say, without bardening this part of the 
subject with proof texts, that in these thre? important 
passages the word samali/y is not need once in the sense 
of becoming sinless. We have brought three witnessaa 
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cessary. But ‘‘ Aswe have borne the imageof the 
ee we shall also bear the image of the heavenly. 
Now this I say brethren that flash and blood cannot in- 
herit the kingdom of God neither doeth corruption in- 
herit incorruption. Behold Ishow you a mystery ; we 
shall noc all sleep, but we shall be changed, in a moment 
in the twinkling of an , at the last trump : for the 
trumpet shall sound, and the dead shall be raised in- 
corruptible and we shall be chan For this corrupt-.« 
ible must put on incorruption, and this mortal must put 
on immortality. So when this shall have 
nt on incorruption, and this mortal shall have put on 
soy then shall ' be brought to pass 
the saying that is written ‘Desth is 
swallowed °p in wey O! death where 
is thy sting? O grave where is thy victory? The stin, 
of death is sin, and thestren of sin is the law.” 
Cor. 15:49 56. ‘* Then shall be brought to pass that 
death has lost its sting, then shall be the total destruction 
of sin: for death's sting is sin, and to take away the 
sting of death is to destroy sin. This perfection, this 
trinmph over sin, comes when? ‘Then’ at the resnr- 
rection of the dead Paul no doubt was thinking of this 
when he wrote * If by any means I might attain un'e the 
resurrection of the dead, not as though I had already 
attained, either were already perfect, but I follow after 
if that I may aj end that for which I was also appre- 
hended of Christ Jesus.” 

Growling out of this truth set forth in these eleventh 
and verses of our text is his attitude exp 
in the thirteenth to fifteenth verses. Hesays, ‘‘ Brethren 
I count not myself to have aj ended : but this one 
thing Fdo those things which are behind and 

ing fi unto those things which are before. I 
press toward the mark for the e of the high calling 
of God in Christ Jesus. Let us therefore as many as be 

be thus minded.” The writer of these words be- 
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