
TUE~ BOLEMN IMPOKTANCE OP AN OPINION.25

,non limi>, an insignificant twig-unwortiîy your prunirsg Iknife titi it
become extra.) To comment on your letter as [ haive done is utîýjut
te) you aud to mie, for "we liave, frotn tise Book, ieartied our ltssons
prcisely aiike"-we "teaeli tho saine thiing"*'-aîîd are of the 4usaine
mid and saine judginent."

Su, thon you give Up the Oshawa practice as indefensible? That's right,
for assurediy it bas no warrant froin the Book. But perhaps ita de.
fonce is ini your article now under tonsideratien. Lot us "lsec wbat
we can see."

tgMy authority te permit is in the same book, chapter, and verse
,-here you find your authority for flot pcrinitting."1 Iudeed Out
of the samne fountain issues awoet water and bitter The saine verse
grauts autbority Vto permit, and to withihold perission Very cou-
yeuient verse ' bis is the new lighit I was iooking for. Wliere
suait we finit it? It is c rtainly youir duty te point it out;- for you
say-"l thus wo teach, and thus we practise." Ansd do you teach and
practise without authority? Yes, certainly. You candidiy admit
Litbere is ne authority in tho case"I This un-aothorized tvachiug I
do net admit, yet you say "-we teach the saine thi'îgs" and "i hasve
Iearned our lessons precisely alike." You do Ilwhat the aposties
nover doizc," yet tike the B3ook for your guide. You rli3 with the
spirit's arinour ene who teaches thse sainle thinsig as you teacli, because
bis opinion is of a different color-because lie is a -rigid." anid lias a
t(bias nurtured in corne unfriendly and unoongenial school." If such
language does not "lcuver the suibject with soute of thse partieles of cou-
fusion,"' I confess I do not understand you. Iftlsis is net a sampie of
geuine zig-zagism, [ should like te see such a saisi ple.

'Se far as autbority goes wo are even." 1- Ve both do wbat the
aposties nover dorc." Affirmiing that we are both wroing is a cheap
way of proving yourself riglit. "lLet it be neitiier mine, ner thine,
but divide it."1 ut wouid be more satisfactory were you te show that
your teaohing and practice are in acoordance with truth.

Yeu did net succeed in my opinion, in removiîîg many of the
41 particles of confusion" freont tise phrase '1 authority te permit." Please
lot me try. Adafii, Abrahiai and Peter in the cases te wlsich yen
refer acted as individitals, "lon their own respousibility." The
church of Christ is ait oerganîzed body, over which eiders are placed, te
s-uic in accordance with, the BooZk. Every thing donc ini tise churcli
is done by coin'nand orjiernzission of the eiders; and they can enjein
or permit, only by thae autlîority of Christ, thc Ilead of the Church.
9.1Authority te permit," therefore, after ail, sems te mue te bave a
meaning which even cemmon optice may percoive

But perbaps it may be made plainer in aDothor way. A. and B are
eiders in a cliurcli of Christ. A pious professer appiies te A for
admission te"I communion" fer bis son. A says 1 can act only by the
autbority of the Master. Hie bas net expressed bis vvill in reference
te suoh a ease. Therefore I bave no authority-I carnt permit.
But brother A. says-B., you are tee squeamish. Mly opinion is not of

tbis celor at al. I feel dâïioeofrom the. leanings and pattialifith
t T
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