CAN iDA TEMPERANCE ADVOCATE.

CANADL TAMPERANCY ADVOSATR

“* 1t 1s good nelther to cat flesh, nor drink «ine, nor do apy thing by whica
thy brother is made to stuinble, or to fali, cr is weakoned."—Rom. xiv. 81~
Macnight's Trantlztion.

PLEBGE OF THE MONTRE/AL TEMPERANCE SOCIKTY.

WE, THE UNDRRSIGNED, DO AGREE, THAT WR WILL NOT USK
InTox1oATING L1QUORS AB A D'AVERAGE, NOR TRAFFIC IN THEM;
THAT WE WILL NOT PROVARE 7HEM A8 AN ARTIOLE OF ENTBRTAIN.
MENT, NOR FOR PRRSONS I% JUR EMPLOYMENT; AND THAT IN ALL
BUITABLE WAYR WE WILL DIS OUNTENARCE THEIR USE THRGUGHOUT
THE COMMUNITY, .

MONTREAL, SEPTEMBER 1, 1845.

OBJECTIONS TO A CHRISTL N'S JOINING & TRMPRRANCR BOCIETY,
CUNSIDE (ED BY ** OMICRON.”

To the Editor of the Tempesance Advocats.

Dear Sir,—In proportion vs a writer professes a regard for the
word of God, and the more sinc iro and ardent his regard appears
to bo, the moro ho needs to stuly it, and be vory careful that
what ho writes be, indved, the renl and full moaping of the fexts
discussed, and not a partial view of then.. Thero is o wenkness,
(to call it by no worse name,) in many good peuglz, leading them
to recoive what is advanced by one whose pioty they ndmire,
without any examination, or with implicit faith, which is contrary
to the command o. Christ, ** Call no man father or master on
oarth,” nnd is a species of idolatry.

This thought occurred, in eonsoquenco of reading the part of a
tract contained in the number of the Advocate for July Ist. The
writcr professes o great regard for tho word of God, and 1 am far
from calling in question his sincerity ; but I think ho labours un.
der something Iike a squeamish scrupulosity, which is likely to
kocp him back from engaging in many good works, lest unbeliov-
ors should be doing the eamo thing, or giving something to pro-
mote tho samo work.  This unbappy atato of mind is cherished
in him by o misapplication of 2d Cor, vi. & 14—16. The more we
revero the authority of God in his word, the more pernicious will
a wrong viow of it prove, us in that case orror will have all tho
sacred sanction and puwer in our mind which belong to truth.
The writor of the tract, whom I shall call A, scems to be very
much acared by the word * yoke" in the text. He says * yoking
together is defined as expressive of followship, communion, con-
cord, argument.” Fellowship, communion, &c., in what 7 Here
is a ead omission—an omission by whick he misrepressnts the
apoetlo, entangles himself, and misleads his readere. 2d. He
would have us beliere that Paul forbids beliovers cagaging in pro.
moting any vbject, hawever good, or in preventing any mischief,
however great, if the means usod be such that unbelievers can
unite with them. Would this morbid, self.conceited eerupulosity,
tend to gain unbelievers, or recommend the religion of Christ ?
Christiahs are called to bo ¢ Ready to overy good work ;" but
this would teach them to wait till they ascortain not only that the
work is good, but also that all who are putting their band to it
arc beliovers ! As his mistaking the apostle’s desiga in the < ve
passage, is the foundation on which he chicfly relics, to shew the
fallacy of his viow is enough to destroy the foundation, or to shew
that he has been building an a foundation of his own leying, sup-
posing it to bo that of the apostle. It is fellowship, or commu.
nion in religious worship, tho apostle speaks of, as is cvident by
the mention in the passage of the temple of Ged and idols. The
apostle then is forbidding beljovers having any fellowship with
mea in idolatry, and also uniting with wicked men in the worship
of Gud as church members, and thereby profaning the ordinances
of Chnist, gnd hardening men in sin and self.delusion, by practi.
cully ackngwiedging them as brothren in Christ—comparn 24
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Cor. vi. 14—16 with 1at Cor. v. 11, 13,18, Against this con.
duct bolievers cannot be too careful, nor can religion prospor
whilo this {s neglectod. But what has this to do with ondeavor.
ing to persundo mcen to lay nsido all intoxicating drinks? Do be.
licvers, by uniting in such cfforts with unbelivvers, acknowledge
them as brothren, or give them any encouragetuont to think that
thoy aro so. Some may speak and act absurdly in promoting
temporance, just as mon may dv in promoting religion—thoy may
encourage the wicked to join a church, as putting them in a more
likely way of being eaved, instead of tho very roverso ; and thoso
who know of such dolusion are bound to protest againatit. But
aro all Christians responsible for such conduct, or, to aveid a prov
fession of Christ, to avoid such responsibility ?  Tho mischiefs
arising from tho use of intoxicating drinks as o bovorage, aro so
manifest, so manifold, and so awful, that it would bo very consis.
tent in a benevolent atheist to do something to save his fellow
men, from a regard to their present welfaro, and the peace of go.
cicty ; and it would bo as consistont in Christians to unite with
him in this, as it would bo to unite with him in trying to save r
shipwrecked crow from drowning, or in crect..g or supporting a
light-house on a dangerous rock to provont such calamitics. Can
men obey the command of Godin Prov. xxiv. 11, 12—Jude 23,
23, and neglect such offorts, I they disapprove of the means
uscd by temporance men, why do they not ‘¢ sliow a moro excel.
lont way” ? Itis crucl tosit still and do nothing, and hinder
thuso who aro doing the best they know.

It ia Jamentable to observe with what imposing confidenco A.
gpesks. To teach a Christian what socicties to join, ho says—
* Let him look away from tho object they proposo to attain, and
fix his cyo on his yoke.fellows, and if they are juined together by
gomo pledge or bond, which an unbeliover in Christ can take us
wellms a beliover, then he may be sure that tAat is no place for
him.» This has just as much appearance of truth as mukes it
ensnaring to persons of weak minds. Ho speaksof it as a simplo
rule given by God, just as if it wero laid down in the Bible in eo
many words, or wcre a self.evident truth,  But as it is & mere
aesertion, grounded on a complete misapplication of tho apostle’s
words, @ simple denial is a sufficient answer to it. You have al.
ready shown the absurdity to which it would lead if followed out.
Tho lovers of alcohol arc not only unfitting themselves moro and
more for all the dutics they owo to God, but are also preparing
themselves for dishonouring their parents, if they havo them, for
committing murder, perhaps suicide, for uncleanness, theft, lying,
and for coveting what belongs to their neighbour ; and wo must
not arguo with thess infatuated beings, from reason and scripture,
to stop them in their horrid course, becauso unbelievers may uso
twrong arguments to stop them ! Why this is ebsurd.  But the
ovil is in being in o socicty with unbeliovers. Believers may and
do use foolish arguments, and therefore in g0 far as the objection
refors to the means used, 1t lies aguinst uniting with any falliblo
creatures in any cause. Being in the same society with unbelievere
docs not bind us to use wrong means, nor yet to approve of any
wrong ones used by them, but gives us a better opportunity of in-
structing and warning them, than A can have, who scems to
stand aloof from tho samo.

Under objection 2nd, if I understand bim, A scems to think,
that it is not wise or safe to tcach men to ceaso to do evil, til}
they first leam to do well, or abhar that which is cvil, till they
hegin to cleave to that which is good ; or that if men would give
up drunkenness and other ovils, withovt bolieving the gospel, they
would be ready tothink themselves safe, and o bo unlikely tobe.
come beligvers afterwards. Christ, indeed, has said that publicans
und harlats go into tho kingdom of heaven boforg self-rightcous
scribes and pharissos, But T cannat think thet he thus teacheth



