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* fsdovoted to the furthurancoof the GGospel
of Christ 3 and pleads for the union of
all beliovers in the Lord Jesus in har.
mony with his own prayer reconled in
tho seventeenth chaptor of Joln, and

on tho basis act forth by tho Apostle;

Paul in thoe following terine: ** T thore.
fore, tho prisoner in the Lord, bescech
you to walk worthily of tho calling
whorewith yo were called, with ald low.
lincsa snd meckness, with long suffor.
Ing, forbearing one anothor In love;
giving diligenco to heep tho unity of tho
Splrit in the bond of peace. Thero is
ono body and ono Spirit, evenasalso yo
wero callal in one hope of your calling
ono Lond, one falth, ono Laptism, ono
God awl Father of all, who {s over all,
and through all, and in all.”~Eph. iv,
1.0,

Selections.

—— o —

“What Does He Mean?"

To the Editor of the Free Press.

Dxan Sik,— In your issue of April
1st, & suggestive date, Pastor Fowler
altempts to answer our question,
% What Doe« lia Mean ?" as we put it
in reference to the prograwmo of
Methodiat services for the Tondon Con.
ferenco st 8t Thomas ip June next.
We most rincerely thank this Disciple
-pastor for the very kindly epithets he
employs toward us. He, no donbt, is
a gentleman, and therofore an adept at
employing such langusge. We aball
see whether wo aro disposced to retract
what we have said in regard to this
Campbellite sect. Iu the firet place wo
take it, ho has not answered our en.
quiry in aoy shaps. 'Tis true ho Las
used a good deal of negative assertion,

which only scrves to bring out tliel

deeeptivo naturo of Campbellite teach-
ings. It is & peculiarity in their here-
tical methoda Lo rfuse, as they pretend
auy standard of doctrino but the Bible,
which siroply mcans Campbellite intor-
pretations of ils teaching, and on this
basis unite all Christians. To say the
least, this assumption is very conven.
ient. [t implies that skl the orthodox
teachers of doctrine have left the
Dible out of their standard of Lelief
and taken the inventions of mon as
suck, Lot us enquire whose inven.
tions as interpretations of the Bibles
do the Campbellite Daptists take.

As & sequel to the above sssumption
these disciples of Alexander Campbell
ars taught to take thie phraseology of

*the orthodox Christisn churches on the
groat Christian dootrine of the Bible in
order to deceive, while at tho same
time jesuitically they mean something
Jdse than other Christisus in the em.
ployment of the seme words. For
‘natance, in our firs! lotter we protest-
<d against the wrong teachbings of the
v'ampbellite Disciples on the great car.
dins) doctrines of tho Christian faith,
«nioh ae tho supreme Deity of the Lord
Jeaus Christ, the Deity aud personal.
ity of the iIoly Ghoet; in a word, on

of the word ¢ Doity ” employed by us

nees s simply amusing, as ko leavcs
out the word wo employed and atiriue
notbing in roference to ils meaning,
but dcliberately nvoids it.

The pastor tells us that * the
Disciples beliovo Jesus Christ to bo the
Son ot God.” Let usenquire in what
sense ? " That 1o s as Divine as the
Father.” What does the statemont
mean ju Disciple sacred Joro? Lot
biro tell i€ he dure. Docs he mean

of being co equal aud co eternal, his
sonehip being oterual ; or what do the
Disciples mean, Mr. Pastor Fowler?
Now, no quibbling about it. We bave
tho impression that the dear pastor
would not like.thie pecple of London
to know all that the Disciples bslieve,
but do not openly teach, as to tho
meaniog they attash to the word Divin:
ity in relation to Jeaus Christ our Lor?,
or it they knew the people wonld shrink
from ther with abhorrence. 1% will be
tiote enough for us to retract when he
satisfies us on theso points of doctrine.
Take care, Pastor Fowler, how you
answer : let us bo satisfied of your ein-
cerity. Yo have yet another of Lis
deceptive evasions, if anything atill
more glaring, to examine, viz.: IHe
tolls usthat the Disciples believe in but
one Holy Spirtit of God—the italics are
outa—* that ho iz & person, aud that
Lie ia divine,” Now msrk the empha.
sis ho puts on the word * but one™
as though other Christisns believed in
more than one Holy Spirit, or that
there is but one spiritual personality
in the Godhead. DPastor Fowler also
ftells us that the- Disciples believe

and dwells in the heart of & true fol-
lower of Christ.

Now, nuder all this show of Clristian
pheascs, there livs tho ante-trinitarian.
ism of Campbellism. Why docs dis-
cipleism thus dishonestly try to Lide
its oppostion of the Trinity, as held
by orthodox Christians, but for the
porpose of deception?  Again another
of their berctical teachings whiel: goes
to prove their perversion of Bible doe-
trines, is their doctrine of convarsion.
Has this Loodon pastor never read
Dr. Joter's work, entitled «* Campbell.
ism Examined” ? or Mr, Lard's defence
of tLe Disciple teachings, If ho bas,
and makes the atatements he does
theu all we Lave to say is, his audacity
is astonishing. Mr. Lard, the Camp.
bellite defender, states there is n¢ such
thing ae & roligions experience roalized
by men, and that the main point in

he means by the statement. The
above words we quote from hia own
writings as quoted by the Ilev. Mr.
Williams. The act of relating such an
experience fosters aupersiition, says

that Jesus Christ {s Divino in the scnse!

this Divine Spirit inspired tho Apostles, |

448" Anothor doectrine tuught by

morred person should pray. Again,

of a sinuor 1o pray for his own convor-
i ston, thiat the teaching of the ¢contrary
is a delusion of Protostants and a
shame, lic says, for the Daplist denom.
ination to teach it. Mr. Laxd also

of inborited dopravity, aud that baptism
and conversion are [dentical. See
tLard in answer to Dr, Jeter, of tho
Baptist ohurch. So much for this
man of the London pastorate, Let
him challengo us again to retract, and
Wy may give hitn somo moro informa.
tion at our Jeisure, All tbat flonrirh
of Pastor Fowler about preaching tho
Gospel to every cresture, snd Paol on
Mar's Hill, is just 30 much gush,
Docs be imagine that Lie hereticsl
scct stands on the same Christisu plane

pulpits with them. We look upon
such a fraternal act as a betrayal of

tical endorsement of their well-known
falso teachings. e do not purpose
to continue this discussion in yoor
valusable paper witl this Campbellite
sect, but pray that they may be led
back to the trae dootrines of the Gospol,
Yours always, Wat. McDoraor
Apsil 4, 1802,

Reply to Mr. McDonagh.

To the Edditor of the Free Press,

Dsar Sir,~—Your jssuc of yertorday
to band contrining another eusion
from Mr, \MloDonagh, in the samo
sweet spirit wlich prompted and
chiaracterized hid Girat lotter. ** Camp-
bellito sect,” * Heoretieal teachiogs”
* His deceplive ovasions,” ** His swel-
ling boastfuluens,” ste., are but a few
of the fragrant posies culled from his
rejoinder,

Tho impuistion of base motives and
the ues of such opprobricns names
and epithets are not characteristio of
a fall grown man, to say nothing of &
Christian gentleman,

There is pothing new in this how-
ever, Paul once complained of being
‘“slanderoualy reported,” and Jesus
the Mastar was accused of being in
leaguo with the devil ; and that, too,
by people wbo, like Mr, McoDonagh,
were inlensely religious. Our usrail
ant, like Panl before his conversion,
scoms to be exceedingly mad against
the Disciples, They are, in his
1eatiation, libe the saiuts iu the esti.

euch experiance is a fiction, whatever, mation of Saul, worthy of being

t peraecuted * even uuto strange cities."”
Tho gentleman is ovidentlv not

Ilacquuinted with the viows of the Dis-

ciplos. A statement in Lis last lotter
lets ont the secret. Ilo Las obtaived

Mr. Lard, and is not sanctioned by!his information from the writinge of
the Dible, ibid, The Disciples also)auch critioa as Dr. Jetor, who aboutitells us that ho is “tequal with God,"
teach tLat there is no Uoly Spiritiforly years agc wrotea troatise against

the great doclzine of a Trinity of per-ioperating on tho hLearls of meu sny- . the views of Mr. Campboll, 1Does M.
sons in the Godhead, as taught in theiwhere in tho world, apart from the; McDonagh pot know that Mr. Cawp-

Bible. All these socusstions Pastor
Fowler avades in resality, while he
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lwm as thoy term the Bible, Theibell -prouounced the work a misrepro-

spirit of the Dook, or the suthor, as:sentation of his teaching, and that Le
seeme to spswer boastingly, in the'disclosed in tho Book, is the only Holy iuvilcd Elder Joter to & public discus-

usual decoptivo method of the Disciplo, | Spirit that strives with wan in conver. sion upon the difforences betweon body, sonl and spirit, though wo do not
hy tho use of tho word Divinity with a {sion; snd iu sponking of this spirit! them, which tho latter declined to ac. fully understand the trinity of man’s
Dieciple meaning to it, using it instead  thoy genorally use tho nouter prououn;cept?

Mr. Jeter's work was then rveviowed

.' collego,

Mr. Tard sags that it is not tho Quty . Lard's roview was a triuwmphant

irefutation of Joler’s arguments, which
. It dissected with unusual skill,

¢ If Mr. McDonagh would know the
views hold by the Disciples ho can flud
them not {n the animadvereion of our

aud Lis apostles. Vo believe that the
trath of Qod’'s Word gsscntizl fo the
eslvation of the soul is obrions,

'Fhe way is plain, * The wayfariug
roen, though foole, aliall not err there-
n."

We take it iv its plain, obvious

thoe condition of the winner—that it is
¢ the power of God unto salvation to

ecuted by the Son aud rovealed by the
Holy Spirit, wo take just as it is,
{subtractions. Jesue ‘he Christ, our
« Divine Saviour, is the central thought
{in thia Gospe). We rally aronnd bim
aud call sinners, by the Gospel, to a
recognition of his loving authority.
This we belicve to be the only true
ground of uvion. It is Jargely over
things which are uot clearly ravesled,
or aro too deep for finite minds, that
the Obristian wozld bas been and is
divided.

We bolieve in the Divinity, orin the
Deily, if Mr. McDonagh wozld profer
it, of Joaus Cbriet. We beliave just
what tho DBible states: * His pame
shall Lo called \Woaderful Conasellor,
the Mighty God, tho Everlasting Fatk.
yer” *“Tho Logos was in the begia-
ining, and the Logos was with God,
jand the Logos was God.” '*1and my
i 'atlier are one.” * Lic thonght it uot
roblery 10 be equal with Qod.”

Theso Seriplure statements are
plain, and, feiend MeDonagh, we take
them in all the fualnoss of their mean-
ing. Oan you do more? We take
second place with no ono upon this
prima feature of the remedial system ;
bat, beyond the limits of revelation, we
do not aud will not go. lere we are
safo sud strong; beyond this is tho
dreamy and uncertain domain of
human speculation—the domain of
such Campbellite killers as Dr, Jeter
and Wm. McDonsgh.

Thia thing McDonagh calls Camp.
bellism is seemingly hard to kall. Dr.
deter Lilled it forly years ago. Wm.
MeDouagh bas tried bis baud for lo!
theso many yesrs jbut it atill lives, and
was uever more vigorous, and besuti
ful, and aggressive than it is to day.

With the Disciples Bible language
is tho best vehicle lor the exprcesion
of religious thought, When Christ

that Lo was in ihe beginving with
God, and that ho was God, wo belicve
Just what ho says, though wo wmay not
fully understand all that is involved in
theso wonderful statements. Just as
we believe that wmwan i composed of

—

nature,
- Wo believo all tha Diblo teaches in

and other Christians. I8 won't do,|iheso heretics is that vo unbaptizediby M, E, Lard, s student from Mis..regard to tho Deity of Josus Christ
Mr. Fowler! Tho swelling boastful-!penon should pray; that e no unjm. souri, who Lad just graduated from|but Mr. McDonagh does not agres

| with us; therefors, ho believes more
than tho Bible teaches, or lesa than is
taught. In cither c¢sso Lo is in error,
Dot you Lolieve the teaching of the
Bpirit, sir, ia regard to the divinity of
Josus ? If 30, why thon do youn ask for
my worde in oxplanation of the words

saga thero is no trath in tho doctrinoicritica, bntin the teaching of Christlof the Spirit? Do you think the

Spiriv’s rovelation of tho nature of the
Son is defectivo ? If not, why uot ac-
cept it ?

We believe it justas itis rovealed in
the very words of the Spirit, but Mr.

Lie wants human explanation in place

meaning.  Wo believo God Lias spoken i of tho Bpirite revelation. \Yhat you
in such language that we cau under.: need is fsith in God’s Word,

stand him, Wo believe the Gospet ofi  ‘The gentleman has nover discerned .
Jesus Obrist is beautifally adapted toy

tho differcnco botween faith and opia-
ion, ‘The Gospel, not our opinions
about the Qoape), is the power of God

as the Methodist Conference ? Again, ) everyone who believes.” This Gospel, ; nnto salvation.
we proteat sgainst an exchange of!which was devised by the Fatler. ox-,

Now, Mr. McDonagh, we csiled vp-
on you to cither prove your charges or
retract them, We believe you Liave

the trath of the Gospel, and a prac. | without any additions and with no:=zcither the ability to do the one. nor

-the candor to do the other. In your
reply there is not one word in proof of

your stalements; judging from the. .

apirit which animated yoa in the attack,
you would do so il you could. There is
vo such proof in existenoce.

Your charges are aa false as thospirit
which gave them birth.

Thoe people are not prepared’to re.

finds it more convenient to make gen-
eral charges, to call in question our
Lionosty, and to sccuse us of prastising
deceit, eto.,, than to prove his state.
ments. ’

The charges Liave bsen made, the
firet of which is: The Disciples are
beretical in the teachings in regard to
the Doity of Jesus Christ. Hero isa
plain issue. Now, let Lim come up to
the wark. The other charges we will
tske up in the order in which they
were made.

I{ the gentleman is sincere, sud
withes to acquaint hiwnsell with the
views of leading men among us, I can
aseist bim in securing the works of
such men as Josac Errett, J. 8 Lamar,
James A, Uarfield, Judge Jeremiah B,
Black, J. S Sweeny, Kobt. Milligan
and others.

-8

Me, McDonagh's letter is replete
with reckless charges agaiast the Die-
ciples, to refute them in detall would
take more space than your columns
could afford in one issue,

I have rtated, and will state again,
that not one of his charges is true
They are tbe charges of cur encmiee,
and are utterly faler,

. Do auch exemies as Mr. McDooagh
know what our teaching is better than
wo do curselves? Ask the large clam
of intelligent people in London whbo
bave had the privilege of listening to &
number of our representative mon,
hoth from Canada and the United
States. Weare willing to be judged
by what we teach, but not by the false
cbarges of our enciniea.

McDovagh says,and do not mean whay'’
wo sag—that is, wo are dishonest a
deceptive.  That is coarse and ins-
ing Ianguage. Al we can do isto, ’

A
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MoDonggh is not aalisfied with that;

ceive your ipse dixit. The gentleman
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But we keop sometbing back, Mr. ,‘-‘t »
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