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not one of the commands, for a command
from God must be obeyed.

The next question asked refors to Jacob's
vow, and our brother asks: ¢ Was Jacob’s
vow a part of the law?” I answer no, which
will angwer also tho next question, beeause
Jacob did not made an offering-of any kind
ab the time, And then our brother refers to
Num. vi: 13, 21, showing us the nature of
the offerings in connection with a Nazarite
vow, and then states, ¢ T'hese Paul must
offer to the Lord in teacking the Nazarito
vow.” In answer I will say that offerings of
that kind did not begin (as our brother is
aware), with the law of Moses, for by read-
ing Gen, iv: 4, we learn that Abel offered a

similar offering; and we could refer to other

laces before Moses’ law came in force. But
1t was the offerings for the sin of the whole
nation, (if Tunderstand aright), that began
with Moses and ended at the death of Christ,
which was well understood before Christ
died, for by turning to John i: 29 we read,
¢ Behold the Lamb of God which taketh
awny the sinof the world.” DBut at the same
time it scems that there was no clear concep-
tion of the abolishing of other offerings that
began before Moses and which had been
blended with Moses’ law, 1f we may judge
from Paul’s actions.

Our brother next states that the vow I re-
ferred to in Acts xviii: 18, ‘“Some eminent
commeutators claim {haf for Aguila,” cven
allowing it as the eminent commentators
claim, that samo Aquila was well acquainted
with the new order of things, for we read in
Acts xviii: 25-26, that he instructed & man
* mighty n the seriptures,” ** and expound-
ed unto him the way of the Lord more per-
fectly.” So that in taking the vow he must
have made a mistake too, allowing that God
bad revealed that all kinds of vows were
abolished,

QOut brother next asks, ¢ Will he affirm it
was part of the law. If so wo demaud the
proot and ask him as a favor to tell us the
nature of the vow talken at Ceuchren.”

I will say, if we may judge from eireum-
stunces, I think we may infer it was a Naza-
rite vow, because we read of no other vow
that required the head to be shorn, if so,
then it was one of the castoms of the law of
Moses. Our brother asks, ¢ What does he
mean Ly the law of Moses proper;” 1aunswer,
I mean by the law of Moses proper, all those
laws that wero given to the Israclites, that
were not given, or not in use before Moses’
administration; for there were many things
in use before Moses’ time, that were blended
with the Inw of Moses, such, for instance,
blood for blood, offering of sacrifice, taking
of vows, and circumscision, and those laws
that plainly prefigured the Christ, were taken
away at His death, and others, (Judging by
how the administrators of the New Covenant
carried it out) were for awhile retained
among the Jewish Christians and Jewish
Chrsitians alone, until God gave to the
Apostles a revelation to the contrary, or
until God had seattered the Jewish priest-
hood by the overthrow of their worship and
tho destruction of their Temple, And as for
Paul claiming to be perfect, or rather, 1
claiming it for him becanse I made use of
some of his last words, was not my meaning,

for he cluimed to be chief of sinners, but |
when I muke use of an- Apostle's words,

when he was near the cluse of life, where he
states, he had “ kept the.faitl,” we are in
dnty bound to receive it, or clse we have
room-to doubt other things he has done or
said, whicli would be a sad state of things
indeeed. Yours, w. ML

Everywhere a Clristuin should be a positive
power, 8o that wherever he carries himself, he
will carry-the power of Chiistiaaity.

BAPTISM OF HOLY SPIRIT

——

NUMBER I,

I find by rveading the April number of Tur
CunrisTIAN, that I have overlooked an important
reason why the baptism of the spirit cannot mean
a literal immersion, viz., ** there was present on that
occasion neither the literal clement in which to
haptise them, nor the personal administraton to do
it.”

Let us try to get this argnment into the form of
a syllogism, nnd sce how it looks.

A literal immersion in the spirit rrquires water,
and a person to immerse the subject in it.

On Pentecost there was neither water nor such
person. ‘Therefore no immersion in the spirit did,
or could take place on Pentecost.

But why waste time on ordinary reasons, when
we have such overwhelming ones as those given in
the last Cinisrrax,  We are told that the spirit is
not u literal element, and that Jesus was not per-
sonally present on Pentecost,

By the way, I am called to witness to those two
facts. It is weil to get eredit for intelligence, but
T must decline the honor, ns I do not know that
| the Holy Spirit is not a literal clement, nor that
Jesus was not personally present on Pentecost.
The reader’s of Tur Cnristiax will be ready to
enquire, **is Stewart also among {he prophets?”
I answer no.

The mystical method of interpretation, so com-
mon umong the advocates of sprinkling and pour-
ing, is founded on two asswmptions. First they
nssumo that a certain word ought to be understood
in a figurative sense, and secondly that the tigura-
tive use of a word changes its mesning, It is
quite natural that those who have no Seripture
authority for their practice sh uld use that imethod.
But I never expected that it would fall to my lot
| to oppose it in one of our own papers, For the
I benefit of our young and inexperienced readers, T
would say, that the figurative use of a word never
changes its meaning.

By referring to the writings of Brother Camp-
[ Dell, T did not mean to find fault with.those who
differ from his conclusions. But I venture to say,
that any person who undertakes to overturn his
reasons, will require something more solid than
figures, shadows, and loose assertions. Iowever,
I give credit to any person who tries to advance
new ideas. Bro. Stevenson's letter, for jnstance,
has called out two excellent articles from Bro,
Ford and 1. 3., and that of Bro. II. Murray,
* Besure gou are right,” has the ring of true
metal.  Let those who have advanced .thonghts
speak out, but let them not expect to screcn thew-
selves behind a private correspondence.

RonrRT STEWART.
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On the above my remarks will be brief.

Bro. Stewart constructs a syllogism with a false
major premiss and seems to be amused with its
false conclusion. Well! what of it? Tt was he
who said, ‘A literal immersion in the Holy Spirit
requires water.” I said nothing of the kind. So
the syllogism is entircly his own. Again he de-

.dincs the honor T guve him for hitelligeace and

says * Tdu not huow that the Holy Spirit is not |

a fiteral element no that Jesus was not personally.

 brosent (at Juruaulcgp) on Pentecust.” Wolll I
raally theught he did know ** those two facts™

| but us I was mistuhen, Imust be more careful in the
future.

ITeashs,  Who ever heard of figurative cle- |
ments before™? Sure enough, who ever did? I said,
** If the Holy Spirit js called an clement it inust he
in figurative language.”  We.find him so celled in
Johmn vii: 28-29 and clsewliere.

What he says of Bro. Campbell and of any per-
son who undertakes to overturn his reasons he-

is quite safe in saying. Ilis remarks, too,
of those who have advanced thoughts and the
courage necessary to speak them out are true and
sound.

Since writing the above a new piece commenc-
ing with ¢ The Mystical Method, &ec.,” came from
Bro. Ftewart containing the following :—*Tor the
benefit of our young and inexperienced readers
I wonld say that the figwrative use of a word novor
changes its meaning,

My respeet for Bro.. Stewart makes'it painful to
see such things from his pen'in T Curistiax but
as he is urgent to have them inserted it is thought
best to let them go forth.  The figurative wse of «
word never changes its meaning! which is about the
smne as saying ¢ Be sure-when you see a figure'that
it is a reality and not a figure.”

If what he says is so, then Jesus meniit- the very
flesh which was torn by the nails that fastened Him
to the cross and the very blopd that followed the
soldier's spear, when he said, “Except ye eat the
flesh of the son of man and drink Ilis blood ye
have no life in ypu.”——Jphn vi: 53. And when
the Tord called them gods, .to whom.the word..of
God cinme (John x: 84-35) the figurative use.of the
word god @id not changoe its -meaning, lience
Isracl with divine -approval lhad ‘¢ gods many.”
Webstersays, ¢ words are used #guratively when
they express something differeat fromitheir usual
mesning.”  So-the reader must be cery young thiy
will nccept Bro. Stewart's Ipsi divit,

The opposition to my articles on thé Laptism of
the Holy Spirit reminds nie x‘m}g{h of L,uthgi‘r:s argu-
ment for the * presence” in the Evcharist. YWhen ho
met Zwingle in the Iall near Marburgh,in presenge
of a large company of nobles and theologians. he
wrote with chalk in large letters in.Latin, ¢ THIS
IS MY BODY." Al arguments:that-wera:brought
against Luther showing:that Jesus-tused figurative
language and had said the flesh profiteth siothing
—that his real body was not caten but ascended up
where he was before, &e., &c.f"x&ll was met with
Jesus’ woids, **'This is my bod§.” ‘In the present
case it has heen shown gha_f Jesins used i figurative
word when he said, Ye shall be "pnptizcd with
the Ioly Spirit.  Although he had .frequently pro-
mised that gift to the apostles, he never used bap-
tized but once and that when spenking; ofc Jolin’s
baptism.  That the inspired- historians .never- said
they were baptized but always deseribed:it- as: dif-
ferent from Daptism. Thatt notliing is -said:-of
burying-them jn the Iloly Spirit and raf§ilxg:tlicm
out of it, which is the true nieaning of New Testa-
ment baptism. Al is inet by, “But Jesus siid
they would be daptized.” i '

When Luke and Peter tells us what.happened.to
the apostles and the flist Gentile converts they
either did or did not tell the truth and the, whole
trath, They are the,inspired historians, When
we tell what was done wesact,.as historians :not :as
prophets. When we are satisfied to give.the same
history. they gave the-matter is-settled, X have:no
doubt this will be plainly scentin the not .very dis-
tant future. b. ¢
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McLavanran. - At Lord's Cove, April 28th, 1885,
Mr. Thomas‘MeLaughtan, aged 84 years '
The deceased came to this Island in earlylifo,
and, although not rich on, bis: arrival, he ‘possessed
&-good conglitution and.the will to work, Through
industry and care_he not only suecceeded in:pro-
viding for a large fanily, but also ia gatlieritg to-
gether considerable property — real and pérsoual,
all of which he leaves, on passing the-line which
separates time from ‘eternity,” .
Whethier our days be mauy or.few,;may they. bo
given to God, ’
. Look.—May Gth, 1885, JMrs. Ela Cook, beloved
wife of Mr. Tdgar Cook, nfter a short illnesy passed
from life and éarthly hopes; to that which:is, 'to-us,
now-unseen. Mrs, O. was aged only 18 years,-died
in the first-ycar of her married life; her carthly




