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li such a work.  Still Mr, Campbell was not inspired,
! did not claim to be an oraclo, and frankly admitted

PUBLISIIED MONTIHLY,

; that he had at different times changed his viows on
 subjects.  He often nged the aphorism, ¢ Wise
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EDITORIAL.

It scoms duo to the readers of Tur Cunisviax
and the cause of truth, tonotice the communication
of Robert Stewart, in the March number. 1 Lad
invited criticism on my articles on the ¢ Baptism
of the Holy Spirit,” in the Decenber and January
numbers, provided it were not too ldng, in a
Christian spirit and addressed to tho editor. Bro.
Stewart fulfilled the first condition, it was not too
long, but I cannot say so of the other two. Had
he spoken or written to me, I think we could
understand each other better.

I would hero say that I wrole along article on
tho same subject which was published in Lard's
Quarterly, over 20 years ago, and has been before
an intolligent brotherhoud cversince.  Neithor the
logical and discriminating Lard nor his mwnerous
contributors ever wrote a word of dissent. Since
then many have written of tiat article, but fromn
no pen have [ ever seen & demur to the sentiments
till I read Brother Stewart's article.

Being anxious to hold and advocato only the
truth, as it is in Jesus, on every scriptural subject
and fully aware of my liability to err, Iam more
than pleased to have cverything I may advance
on which others do not agree with me, sub-
jected to tho most searching investigation, DBut I

an just as anxious to avoid even the appearance of
unfriendly strife, especially in the columns of Tue
It was not got up for anything of the
kind, and no pains on my part shall be spared to
I can think of nothing
fairer to all concerned, than to kindly look at the
points in Brother Stewart's article, and ask the
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keep the like out of it.

readers with an open Bible, to carefully aud im-

partially read my articles in the December and
January numbers along with Bro. Stewart’s, and
decide for themselves on which side truth and

justice lie.

If I understand him, instead of reasoning on tho
matter, he prefers charges against me and tells the
readers how he and they must La humiljated at my
conduct, I shall as best I can gather up and answer

these charges,
1st.
settle a matter which was ably discussed by Alex.

Campbell and others forty or fifty years ago. Iam
confident that Alex. Campbell would not oppose &
full and free examination of the points in hand,
and I have no reason to think ho would oppose
What he contended for all
his life was to speak of every Bible subjcct as the
Bible speaks. That any man in his day should
take such a clear and comprehensive grasp of the

what I have written.

It seens wrong in me to attempt to un-

- 2nd charge. I ‘“contradict a statement of
- Scripturo which is as plain, both in prediction and
fulfilhnent, as any in the Bible,” e does not say
what the statement is that I contradict, nor directly
charge mo with tho crime, but assumes it as a con-
ceded fact and deplores my reasons for it. Lo this
arave charge T plead ¢ not guilty.” I contradict
no statement of the Biblo.

Next, my reasons which are so ¢ humiliating” to
him. I gave three reasons for my conviction that
baptize was not a proper word to literally deseribo
the gift the apostles received at Pentecost. He
janores two of my reasons, misquotes the third, and
gathers two from other parts of my article to make
up the trio. My third reason is this : ¢ Thero was
present on that occasion neither the literal element
in which to baptize thom, nor the personal adminis-
trator todoit. How then could they be literally bap-
Hized 27 A man with less than Bro. Stowart's intelli-
genco, knows vory well that the Holy Spirit is not a
literal eloment, and if catled an element, itmust bo in
figurative language.  He knows also that Jesug was
not personally present in Jerusalem at Pentecost:
He was once personaily present but must go away,
or the Comforter would not come. Is that not
plainnenough? Bro. Stewart professes to quote my
reason over and over, but leaves out the two words
literal and personal every timo and thus materially
changes it.

Again, Isaid that Jesus on one occasion and only
onc, when predicting the miraculous gifts which tho
apostles would reccive at Pentecost, said they would
De aptized with the Holy Ghost and used baptized
figuratively, that being the language of prophecy.
But Luke in recording that cvent, did not use
baptize, but said they were filled with the Holy
Ghost, using literal language, the lunguage of
history. And that no New Testament historian
said that they were baptized with the Spirit. To
meet this, Bro. Stowart quotes Peler's language,
Acts xi.—13, 16, ©“ And as I began to speak, the
Holy Spirit fell on them as on us at the beginning.
Then remembered I the word of tho Lord how that
he said John indeed immersed in water, but ye
shall be immersed in tho Holy Spirit.” Well, what
does thispro.e?  Just what Isaid that Jesus, when
prophesying of that event (or of the same) calls it
immersion, but the historian does not. Poter
records the events thus : ¢ And as I began to speak
the Holy Spirit fell on them as on us at the begin-
ning.’  After he had told what had happencd, then
he told what he had remembered the Lord to have
said.

In chapter ii. John tells us literally what Jesus
did and said in the temple. Mo drove out the
sheep and oxen, overturned the tables of the
money changers, &ec., &e., &e., verses 15, 16
He next tells at verse 17, that his disciples re-
membered that it was written tho zcal of thine
house hath eaten me up. No one would aflirm
that John here said in literal language that
the zeal of God’s house had eaten up the Saviour.
But rather that John hal told plainly how Jesus
had cleared the Temple, and then that the dis-
ciples had remembeved how David had foretold
that event in figurative language. Soin Peter's case.

Bro. Stewartb says ¢ Peoplo huve been trying to
imitate what they conceive to bo tho baptism of
tho Spirit by pouring water aud sprinkling water
and now wo have filling as the truc wmeaning of
that wonderful figure.”

Nothing can be truer. We have filling as the

Christian system as alex, Cawpbel: did and handle
go correctly the many subjects which came before
him, is to many a canse of wonder and gratitude to
God who raiscd up aud sustained such a man for

meaning of that figuro. Had Josus hero used
baptized literally, filling could not be its meaning ;
but filled is what ho mcant, henco ho did not

ugo it literally. With all who boliove that Acts {

ii.—1 records tho fulfillment of Jeaus' promise,
Acts i.—3D this is a sottled point. Our “‘imagina-
tions” whother ¢ disordered” or nut, have nothing
to do in the matter. o nust cither beliove or
disholiove the word of God. [ again urge tho
readers to treat tho mattor fairly and may the
Lord be our Saviowr and the Iloly Ghost our
comforter and auide, till we know as also we
are known. p. €.
i) ¢ ¢ ¢ OXv

ey circumstances allow, the Roman Catholice
priests are not slow to excite and intensify m the
hearts of their people the bitterest feelings toward
Protestants. 1f space permitied, we would give
copious notes of a sermon delivered March sth, by
Rev. Father McGivern, to the unmarried men in St.
Aun's Chureh, McCard street, Montreal.  1'rom the
extracts given below you will notice among other
things that no objcction is made to Catholic givls
marrying Protestants, only, Catliolic men must not
marry Protestant girls.  Why not? For the reason
that the carliest impressions are the most lasting,
and the mother’s influence gives tone and direction
to the whole course of life.

John Randolph, of Branolke, said : 1 would have
been a French atheist, were it not for the recollection
of the time when my mother used to take my little
hands in hers and make me say on my bended knee,
«Our Father who art in lleaven,’”

«I have found out what made you the man you
are,” snid a geutleman onc morning to President
Adams, ““ I have been reading your mother’s letters
to herson.”

Napoleon, when asked what is the great need of
the French nation, replicd, *¢ Mothers.”

Notwithstanding that Protestants ave aware that
such bitterness is engendered against them ; that the
priests control and diveet the Catholic vole in the
interests of their Church, which would pluck upand
annihilate root and branch of Protestantism, whicl
has given to us religious liberty ; that their children
are not even allowed to attend our schools, that our
Dooks, institutions and discourses arc contemptu-
ously spoken of, and that thc young men canuot
marry a Protestant gitl, without having pronounced
upon him the curse of the Chureh, &, Yet, our
politicians aud people will frequently concede to
shem almo:: anything, (and they always want some-
thing) to get their vote.  Our people will send their
children to Catholic schools and convents and neglect
our own. It ig high time that we examine carefilly
what we arc doing that the final results be not
against us.

«Protestants crect large buildings and stock
them with Dooks whose object was the pro-
pagation of unbelief, and these were Krgely
made usc of by the adherents of their faith;
..... Another danger was in reading of bad
books, novels and Protestant sermons, also in going
into Protestant churches and listening to Protestant
discourses..... The fashion of a lavish expenditure
upon horses and hearses, and the claborate emblems
of woe—which in many enses, were only for a hol-
low show—with thethrowing of the corpse into the
grave as though it were an animal, was unheard of
until the introduction of Protestantism, and many
Catholics, ho was sorry to say, had not hesitated to
copy the un-Christian method. Tact them, instead of
thus burying their parents, bring the remains into
the church, in front of the altar, have the holy
sacrifice of the mauss suid, and the blessing of the
})riest invoked; and instead of a large expenditure,

¢t them give some of the money to the ‘priests to
offer up masses for the repose of their souls which
may be in purgatory.

The curse of God, the curse of the church and
the curse of the priest was upon the young man
who marrieda Protestant girl,  Xow, then, couldhe
expect to prosper or be happy in such a marriage?
Suppose such a mariage took place, and suppose
tl.z Almighty blessed the parents with children, the
father might have them baptized in the Catholic
Chureh, but while he was_at his work the mother
would pour into their young bearts the poison of
bigotry. She would tell them that the priests were
anti-Christs, Papists, and all mauner of cvil things
would be said against them.  Thus they saw the evil
of such conncctions.

Ir 1s becoming more generally conceded that
skating-rinks.arc u curse to any community where
cronted.  School teachers complain thut thechildren



