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THE DOCTRINE OF THE CROSS. 

MR. DISRAELI, M.P., ON THE CRUCIFIXION OF CHRIST. 

BY REV. J. PANTON HAM. 

(Continued from page 133.) 

“Tue following comments on the crucifixion of 
Christ, oecur in Mr. D’Israeli’s recently published 

| work :— 

“ Tf the Jews had not prevailed upon tie Ro- 
mans to crucify our Lord, what would have 
become of the atonement? But the human mind 
cannot contemplate the idea, that the most impor- 
tant deed of time could depend on human will. 
The immolators were pre-ordained like the vic- 

tim, and the holy race supplied both. Coup 'rHat 
| BE A CRIME WHICH SECURED FOR ALL MANKIND 
STERNAL Joy? WHICH VANQUISHED SATAN, AND 
OPENED THE GATES OF ParapisE? Such a tenet 
would sully and impugn the doctrine that is the 
corner-stone of our faith and hope. Men must 
not presume) to sit in judgment on such an act. 

' They must bow their heads in awe and astonish- 
ment, and trembling gratitude.” 

« Anything more astounding than this,” writes a 
reviewer, “ was never, ¥ venture to say, before 
put forth in the name of Divinity. - If Mr. D’lsraeli 

be right, the Apostle Peter must have been wrong, 
when he spoke of the Jews as having with wicked 
hands crucified and slain our Redeemer. Judas, 
too, instead of being a criminal of the deepest dye, 
for having betrayed his master, must by that be- 
trayal have performed a meritorious action. Instead 
of being the son of perdition, he should have been 
called the son of salvation. He committed suicide 
under a great misconception. Instead of being the 

victim of the intolerable pangs of a reproving con- 
science, he ought, according to the Member for 

Buekinghamshire, to have regarded his betrayal of 
the Saviour, with unbounded self-complacency,” &c. 

Now, here is a phenomenon in religious develop- 
ment, deserving the attention of all pious and reli- 

gious persons. The reviewer is no doubt right in 

representing Mr. D’Israeli’s opinions as at variance 

with the representations of the New ‘Testament; 

but it behooves us to ask, where is the flaw in the 

honorable Member’s reasoning? The theological 

position of Mr. D’Israeli is briefly this :—He admits 

the popular views of the atonement to be Scriptural, 

and he admits, besides, that the Jews were the 

active agents in causing the Saviour’s death. If, 

then, he reasons, the death of Christ was demanded 

if 

s 

for great judicial purposes imthe moral administra- 
tion of God, and if that death was necessary to the 
salvation of men, then he virtually asks—Why 
should the Jews be blamed for the part they took 
in this necessary and highly beneficial act? But 
they are blamed in the New Testament, as we have 
already seen, and Mr. D'Israeli’s logical conclusion 
is thus at variance with the representations of the 
sacred writings, The logic of the political theolo- 
gian is unimpeachable, but the conclusion is Anti- 
Scriptural and wrong. Then our only recourse is 
to. question the soundness of the premises from 
which such a conclusion is deduced ; that is to say, 
to question the soundness of the popular theory 
of the atonement, which admits such conflicting 
inference with the obvious statements of Scripture. 
Mr. D’Israeli is conscious, as all must be, of tke 
confusion of all rational and moral ideas in the 
mind, while contemplating the accepted theory of 
the death of Christ; and he proposes the unsatis- 
factory and dangerous expedient of crushing all 
thought upon the subject, in language whieh has 
the semblance of becoming submission and piety, 
but which, in fact, is the well-spring of a deep and 
destructive infidelity. He will not question the 
so-called orthodox theory, but he will accept ‘an 
irrational and most painfully perplexing proposition, 
which the mental and moral constitution of the 
mind instinctively repels, and recommend others to 
the same false and fatal contentment. “ Men must 
not presume,” he says, “to sit in judgment on such 
an act. ‘They must bow their heads in awe and 
astonishment, and trembling gratitude.” Dangerous 
adyice, to counsel the judging faculty to be dor- 
mant! How unlike the great Apostle to the Gen- 
tiles, when he said, “I speak as unto wise men: 
judge ye what I say.” 

Many have, no doubt, experienced this painful 
embarrassment, in common with the honorable 
member for Buckinghamshire, and like him have 
escaped from the mental perplexity, by laying an 
embargo on the understanding. But that is a mis- 
taken piety, and seriously damaging in its influence, 
which encourages a faith not merely above reason, 
but obviously contrary to it. The claims of the 
Christianity of the Bible are never defiant of the 
mental and moral constitution of man. The truths 
of the Christian religion invariably appeal to the 
reason and moral sense of humanity, and he is an 
unwise counsellor who advises a faith which disre- 
gards these great rudimentsfof our nature. Infidel- 
ity triumphs when reason is trampled on in the 
name, and ‘at the dictation of religion. Let the in- 
tellectual and moral judgment speak when appealed 
to: let them utter their combined voice here, for 
their voice will be found concurrent with the judg- 
ment of God and his Christ. The crucifixion of 
Christ was a heinous sin: so say all—God, Christ, 
Christian apostles, judge, executioner, spectators, 
and the betrayer himself. Why should the moral 
judgment of mankind, refuse to speak out its secret 
consentaneous “ Even so,” ‘when such voices have 
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already spoken? The Bible never represents the 
crucifixion of Christ, as subserving any great judi- 
cial purpose in the moral administration of God 
over his creatures, but always points to it as the 
evidence of a culminating depravity, and high hos- 
tility to the holy Majesty of heayen, Why should 

it in his parable, and so he evidently considered on 
the cross, when he lifted up his benignant and for- 
giving voice to his Father, and prayed him to be 
merciful towards his murderers :—* Father, forgive 
them for they know not what they do.” ‘To the 
parable of the wicked husbandmen we again turn, 
for it contains some further explenation of the cir- not the human reason—why should not the moral of | 
cumstances which led to our Lord’s rejection and sense of mankind record their united judgment, for 

they utter the same voice? Say not, ye priests of 
a popular prejudice, tlfit we must hush this voice | 
within: for that were to stifle the ready response 
of a religious faith, inasmuch as there is no true 
faith where there is no reason. An irrational reli- 
gion must be as hateful to God asit is dishonorable | 
and dangerous to men. Ye are plotting against 
the faith, trampling out the embers of an already 
expiring piety, and aiding to spread over the iand 
the black pall of a deadly infidelity, when ye se 
preach. Christianity respects the human constitu- 
tion—intellectual and moral—it is framed with a 
regard to this constitution, and will ye seek to de- 

~ stroy the radical elements of this constitution? In 
so doing, ye pluck out the eye and cut ont the 
tongue of man’s intellectual and moral nature. He 
is left by you with neither a moral percipient, nora | 
tasting faculty. He is blind, and cannot henceforth | 
see; he has no palate for the great principles of 
piety, and he is driven by necessity to a moral life, 
where all is dark and vapid; he hurries to the | 
dreariness and desolation of infidelity, and ye have 
preached him thither! Yes, ye priestly revilers of 

‘reason, ye have preached him thither; for men will 
think, must think, and ye forbid them to think. 
Men will worship with the understanding as well as 
with the heart, and ye forbid them so to worship. 
Ye virtually tell them that the God ye serve de- 

tur 
taught them to regard asthe enemy of free thought 
and-speech. Much of infidelity is the product of 
your preaching, ye priests! Ye have scattered the 
flock by your doctrines, and think ye have all the 
while been doing God service! 

THE LOGIC OF FACTS, 

We have appealed to the facts recorded in tbe 
evangelical narratives, with the view of furnishing 
the true Scriptural reply to the question we have 
raised, How came the Cross, that instrument of ig- 
nominy and death, to be identified with the history 
of the Holy Son of God? But although much light 
has been cast upon the subject by the ambiguous 
evidence of these facts, it is capable of yet further 
elucidation, and to this additional evidence we now 
turn. 

Allusion has already been made to the parable 
of the wicked husbandmen, for the purpose of 

showing that, in the judgment of the Almighty 
Father, and of Jesus himself, the crucifixion was 
the highest expression of human wickedness; and 
that so far from its being demanded by God for any 
purpose connected with his own righteous govern- 
ment of his creatures, it was regarded by him as a 
new and most heinous resistance of his government, 
deserving a very severe and summary punishment. 
So far from the crucifixion making the forgiveness 
of sins possible, it was the addition of another and 
the greatest of all sins, to the already mighty eata- 
logue of human guilt, needing itself to be forgiven 
by the infinite clemency of God. So Christ viewed 

| dized by the new Reformer. of Galilee. 
mands reasonless worshippers, and they stop not, | ‘ 
alas! to ask if ye malign the God ye worship, but | 

away allogether from God, whom ye have | 

crucifixion by the Jews. 
This parable, we are informed, was directed 

against the Chief Priests and Seribes of Israel, and 
that these Jewish dignitaries saw this: “ they per- 
eeived that he had spoken this parable against 
them.” And why against them? Obviously be- 
cause they had a chief part in putting Christ to 
death. They were the “husbandmen” whom the 
Lord deseribes as saying, at the sight of their lord’s 

| son, “ This is the heir, come let us kill him, that the 
inheritance may be ours.” Here Christ plainly 
speaks out the motive which induced the spiritual 
chiefs of Israel to imbrue their hands in his blood. 
He was: the “heir,” the heir of “an inheritance.” 
He was not tolerated by these priestly magnates, 
because his principles clashed with certain priestly 
“interests.” His preaching spoilt the priestly pro- 
fession. “If we let him alone,” said the arthodox 
priesthood, “all men will believe on him ;? which 
was tantamount to their saying, “All men will 
cease to believe on us.” The church was in dan- 
ger. The loaves and fishes were in danger. The 
uppermost seats in the synagogue, and greetings in 
the market-places, were in danger. Their profes- 
sional distinction as Rabbis—the Reverends and 
Right Reverends of the people—their “ livings,” as 
the tithe-appropriators and consumers, were jeopar- 

Our “in- 
heritance” will be gone, said they, “if we will let 
him alone.” Te, this upstart son of the common 
people, will be the “ heir” of the people’s confidence 
and the honor of the people’s: hearts; “this is the 
heir, come let us kill him, that the inheritance may 
be ours.” 

Here, then, is the proximate cause of Christ’s 
death on the cross revealed by the Lord Jesus him- 
self, That awfully wicked'event was accomplished 
by the priests and rulers of the peeple, who were 
instigated thereto by Satanic selfishness, the lust of 
priestly domination, place, pecuniary profit, and 
social preferment. The popular violence against 
Christ was fomented by the priesthood, under the 
influence of a sordid rapacity. The “inheritance,” 
that was what they cared for:—“Come let us 
kill him, that the tmheritance may be ours.” 
An answer, if not all the answer, is by this parable 
clearly given to the question we have asked, How 
came the Cross to be a part of the history of the 
Lord Jesus Christ? The mission of Christ clashed. 
directly with the profits of a professional priesthood 
—damaged and threatened to totally alienate the 
priestly “inheritance.” It had no respect for the 
“vested interests” of priesteraft. It was working 
too radical a reformation—unmasking too ruthlessly 
hypocritical sanctimony—tearing away too roughly 
the purple and fine linen of a well-beneficed clergy. 
Christ was too holy, too truthful to be tolerated by 
the priests of Israel; and they put him to death 
because they could not, and would not, endure him, 

The histery of the crucifixion thus far presented, 
is derived from the plain records of the Evangelists. 
The facts are potent and undisputed. Whoever 
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may disagree with this historical sketch, must find 
his justification, not in the statement of the facts, 
but in the view which we take of these facts, Here 
is the point of divergence where we part company 
with the conventionally styled “orthodox.” His 
theory or explanation of these facts is altogether 
different from our own. He, as well as ourselves, 

| accept the facts, but not the same inferences from 
these facts which we are constrained to draw. It 
should be well observed that our “orthodox” oppo- 
nent has no Scriptural authority for his deduc- 
tions. Neither the Old nor the New Testament 
expresses formally his speculative view of the 
Cross—there lie the facts, but nowhere, that doe- 
trinal seheme which he accepts as the true theory 
of these facts. The Bible nowhere says that Christ 

_ Was punished for our sins—that he endured, as a 
substitute for manieind, the infinite wrath of God 
—-that he gave to Divine justice a full and complete 
satisfaction for the sins of the world—that his 
merits are placed to the believer's account, which 
he appropriates by believing that they are thus 
appropriable, and which constitute the moral 
ground of his personal acceptance with God. 
Nowhere, we repeat, are such doctrines contained 
in the sacred Scriptures. They are mere specula- 
tions of theologians, old and “ orthodox,” but not 
Scriptural. - The phraseology of these popular doc- 
trines is quite foreign to the Bible—the terms in 
which they are expressed, are never met with 
there. . 

Now, the faith of the larger proportion of the 
professing church, is cheated into the acknowledg- 
ment of these specuiative doctrines, by the assur- 
ance that they express the true Scriptural idea of 
the Christian Atonement. ‘lo deny these theories 
is always declared to be the denial of the atone- 
ment. Anything more palpably illogical and un- 
just is scarcely conceivable. We do not deny—God 
forbid !—that the Scriptures reveal a doctrine of 
atonement ; what we deny is, that the popular and 
so-called “orthodox” notions are the true exposi- 
tion of the Scriptural atonement. To deny a par- 
ticular theory of atonement, may surely be a very 
different thing from the denial of the atonement 
itself. If that theory be the irue theory, then to 
deny it, is virtually to deny the atonement. But 
it makes strongly against the probability of the 
truth of the popular theory, that its distinctive 
propositions, even its terminology, cannot be found 
in the sacred volume, while at the same time, a 
large body of facts there are absolutely irreconcil- 
able with it. It cannot fail to strike every refiect- 
ing mind as singularly strange, that the terms 
which the popular churches are constrained to make 
use of in the expression of their theory of the death 
of Christ, have no place in the Bible. ‘The churches, 
even the Protestant churches, are so sensibly alive 
to this fact, that they dare not trust the Bible any 

more than the Romanists, without the accompani- 

ment of notes and comments, Catechisms, and 

Articles of Faith, either expressed or understood. 

These express the popular faith “in the words 

which man’s wisdom teacheth,’—-the words “ which 

the Holy Ghost teacheth” are not found sufficiently 

clear and detinite for the ereed-instilling purpose. 

Now, we cannot express our theory of the death 

of Christ in more appropriate and definite 

language than the language of Scripture ; and 

if we put our ideas into other language, it is merely 

eee Wee ee 
to indicate our theory, which would be less likely 
to be understood if we employed Scripture language, 
because of the conyentional meaning which the pre- 
valence of the popular theology has succeeded in 
attaching to that language. Our theory does not 
need the popular expiation—satisfaction-—vicar- 
tous sacrifice—the sinner’s substitute—imputed 
merits—faith in the merits of Christ—imputed 
righteousness, and others which might be named ; 
we can do without them—we should rather say, we 
cannot do with them ; and it is very satisfactory, at 
least to ourselves, that the Bible can, and does, dis- 
pense with them also. 
We have said that a considerable number of facts 

connected with the tragedy of the crucifixion can- 
not be made to consist with the popular theory of 
the death of Christ. If we must accept both, we 
are constrained, by the sterm logic of common sense, 
to infer the most astounding and even impious con- 
clusions. This must be apparent. For example: 

It is affirmed that the death of the Lord Jesus 
Christ gave to Ged a satisfaction for sins. 

Then it follows, in the view of the facts which 
have come under our consideration, that as Satan 
was the prime instigator of that deed, Satan must 
have given the satisfaction. : 

It is maintained that the justice of God was 
matntained and rams by the death of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. 

Then it follows, from the New Testament repre- 
sentations of the causes of Christ’s death, that God’s 
justice was maintained and magnified by the high- 
est injustice and wickedness of men! ; 

It is affirmed that the death of Christ cleansed 
| judicially the world’s guilt, and is the reason 
why God forgives sin. 

Then it follows, from the Scriptural history of 
the Cross, that the world’s guilt was purified by 
the foulest guilt which the world ever perpetrated ; 
and that the greatest sin which was ever commit- 
ted is tlie reasonable cause why God should’ for- 
give all other sins ! 

Marvellous conclusions! strangely at variance 
with every moral sentif&ent of our bosoms: but 
yet sternly and logically true, if we must accept the 
popular and so-called “orthodox” theory, along 
with the representations which the New Testament 
gives of the death of Christ—representations which 
most evidently set forth that solemn event as an 
unprecedented act of wickedness—the joint accom- 
plishment of the arch-spirit of evil, and the apostate 

' sons of men. 

We are aware that in thus following our subject 
to legitimate issues, we are stepping beyond the 
limits of that liberty which orthodoxy licenses. 
Popular Christianity prohibits reasoning, unless it 
consents {o revolve in its own recognized circle. 
In bar of any hostile conclusions, though never so 
logical, it steps in and demurely deprecates the 
« pride of reason,” “leaning to one’s own under- 
standing,’ and so forth. Although itself abounding 
in argumentation of a kind, even sinking under the 
oppressive weight of its many speculations, it lifts 
up itself in angry impatience, and denounces, in 
true sacerdotal style, all logic but its own. We 
hear the protest from many a popular pulpit and 
priest-ridden people—already the thunder-tones of 
an intolerant orthodoxy fall on our ears, telling us 
that our reason is rebellion—that our logic is the 

veriest licentiousness—a lever lent us by the pow- 
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ers of darkness to do a work worthy of the arch- 
demon hiniself. But wrath and raillery are not 
reason. Hard names and withering denuncia- 
tions do not necessarily come from the “heavenly 
places.” Abuse is not argument; and condemna- 
tions may come from other than Christian lips, 
Such have always been the ill-deserts of those who 
will dare to confront favorite theories with the facts 
and principles of the Bible; and we hope for grace 
and patience to enable us to bear our part of the 
great penalty which all truth-witnesses in this world 
must calculate on. “The servant is not greater 
than his lord.” 
cating and denouncing reasoning is only indulged 
in when reasoning resists the popular conciusions. 
It is only hostile reasoning that is heretical. Reason 
may run riot, if she will consent to be reeled at last 
into the place that orthodoxy has assigned her; but 
if clear-sighted, calm and Christian, she will obey 
only her own higher dictate—then even the religious 
will unite with the rabble to rail at her integrity. 
You must not reason at all, say some. You may 
reason, say others, if you will consent to do so by 
our religious rule. We have abundant illustrations 
of this last class, in the history of sectarian intol- 
erance, and the odiwm theologicum of religious 
controversy; and the political theologian before 
alluded to, is an example of the former. A curious’ | 

; in judgmént on such an act. example, too; for while he tells us that “we must 
not presume to sit in judgment on such an act” as | 
the crucifixion of our Lord, he himself presumes to | 

' ing sanetity, which in reality is an act of suicide—a do this very thing, and asks, with singular inconsis- 
tency, the question, “ Could that be a crime whieh | 
secured for all mankind eternal joy ?’—a question, _ 
-be it observed, arising out of his own Jogal conelu- | 

| the case, it proves insupportable, and the Jaws of sion from the premises which, in common with the 
so-called orthodox, he accepts as Scripturally true. | 
The obvious truth is, that men will and must reason 
—that their Creator has constituted them reflective 
and rational beings, and bidden them, by the neces- 
sity of their constitution, to exercise their reasoning 
faculties. And we may be sure, that that is not 
the true, but a false religiop, which rebukes the ex- 
ercise of reason, and trea®S it as a renegade and 
enemy to the truth. Truth ever assumes the dig- 
nified attitude of the great Apostle to the Gentiles, 
and says with him, ‘“{ speak as unto wise men, 
judge ye what I say.” If the judgments of men 

_ differ in reference to any principle, or fact—if the 
‘individual reason of two or more men, guided by a 
profound reverence for the revelations of the Bible, 
shall constrain contrary conclusions, then it is both 
wise and Christian to compare notes—not to eurse 
and condemn one another. A candid comparison of 
premises will often lead to the detection of the 
causes of difference, and secure ultimately a com- 
mon consent. The conclusion of Mr. D’Israeli dif- 
fers from our own. ‘There is no fault in his logie, 
any more’ than we believe there is no fault in our 
own. But our premises differ. He accepts the 
popular or “orthodox” opinions concerning the 
death of Christ. He believes that the Almighty 
Father required that Jesus should suffer as he did, 
on the cross, for great purposes connected with his 
moral government of his creatures, as well as for 
the sake of enabling him to be gracious to them, 
consistently with certam supposed perfections. Be- 
-lieving this, he naturally reasons that the Jews 
were doing a necessary, honorable, and highly 
beneficial work in putting Jesus to death; and 
therefore he asks—‘ Could that be a crime which 

This hackneyed habit of depre- | 
| that act of the Jews. 

secured for all mankind eternal joy ?” &c. He does 
not appear to be mindful of the moral light in 
which tie sacred writers have exhibited the conduct 
of the Jews in ecrucifying Christ. With them he 
appears unconsciously to differ. They, as we have 
seen, denounce it as the climax of all crime. All 
believers in the Bible will readily allow, with his 
reviewer, that Mr. D’Israeli must be wrong in his 
conclusions. Would that they saw the real ground 
of his serious mistake! His reasoning is right, but 
his religion is wrong. God did not require the 
crucifixion of his Son. His government was not 
supported and strengthened, but set at naught, by 

God did not need that the 
people of Israel should commit another and great- 
er crime, in order that he might forgive them their 
previous crimes, and furnish a moral justification 
for the forgiveness of the crimes of all mankind. 
These and their kindred dogmas belong to the cor- 
rupted Christianity of the churches, not to the genu- 
ine Christianity of the New-Testament. Mr. D’israeli 
believes them, however, hence he is logically led into 
a great error. The popular and self-styled orthodox 
churches, believe with Mr. D’Israeli, but with less 
candor or courage than he, they rein in their 

| reason; or else, pained and perplexed by their re- 
flections, seek refuge in that ignoble and dangerous 
recommendation,—* Men must not presume to sit 

They must bow their 
heads in awe and astonishment, and trembling gra- 
titude.” False and fatal submission! but a seem- 

Jaying violent hands on one’s own mental and 
moral constitution. The unnatural tyranny, if sup- 
portabie, must involve serious loss. If, as is often 

the intellectual and moral being will assert their 
resisted but rightful sway, then the recoil is com- 
monly a precipitation of the violated manhood, into 
the deep dreary gulf of a hopeless infidelity. God 
and his Christ are dishonored by both results—for 
an irrational reverence, as well as a blind infidelity, 
must be alike offensive to him who asks from all 
his intelligent creatures the undivided homage of 
the understanding and the heart. 

(To be Continued.) . 

0 

HUMAN MATERIALISM. 

WHAT THINKS? 

“Tr has appeared to us, that the very-first axiom 
of our science (Phrenology) is erroneous. ‘ The 
brain is the organ of the mind.” Mr. Combe states 
—‘ We do not in this life know mind as one entity 
and body as another, but we are acquainted only 
with the compound existence of mind and body, 
which act constantly together, and are so intimately 
connected, that every state of the mind involves a 
corresponding state of corporeal organs, and every 
state of those organs involves a certain condition of 
the mind.’ 
A similar doctrine we shall find inculeated by al- 

most all writers on Cerebral Physiology. 
This is mere assumption. We boast that our 

science is purely inductive, and yet in the enumera- 
tion of our axioms, we assume a position all our 
facts tend to disprove. To evade the charge of 
materialism, we content ourselves with stating that 
the immaterial makes use of the material to show 

i 
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forth its powers. What is the resultof this? We 
have the man of theory and believer in spiritualism, 
quarreling with the man of fact, and supporter of 
material doctrines. We have two parties: the one 
asserting that man possesses a spirit superadded 
to, but not inherent in brain—added to it, yet hav- 
Ing no connection with it—producing material 
changes, yet immaterial—destitute of any of the 
known qualities of matter—in fact, an immaterial 
something, which in one word signifies nothing, 
producing all the cerebral functions of man, yet not 
localized, not susceptible of proof; the other party 
contending that the belief, in spiritualism fetters 
and ties down physiological investigation—that 
man’s intellect is prostrated by the domination of 
metaphysical speculation—that we have no evidence 
of the existence of an essence, and that organized 
matter is all that is requisite to produce the multi- 
tudinous manifestations of human and brute cere- 
bration.—pp. 293, 294. 

Almost all physiologists commence their investi- 
gations with an unfavorable bias. How is this? 
Because they first adopt a theory, and then com- 
mence their investigations ; instead of first taking a 
wide and extended view of human and comparative 
physiology, apart from preconceived opinions; be- 
cause in their infancy they were taught that man’s 
position depended on the possession of some: es- 
sence; and in their manhood, that intellect which 
should investigate the grounds for such a belief, is 
eabin’d, cribb’d, confin’d, by the apparent necessity 
for such a speculation. Is it necessary to prove 
this? Consult physiological writers, and we find 
they are perfectly satisfied that the seat o f mental | 
operation is the brain, and no other organ; yet they 
contend that nothing more has been proved than 
this—-that the brain, by its peculiar organism, is the 
instrament by which the mind acts. They intro- 
duce us to a phantom—they call forth a spirit, and 
without the shadow of a proof, state, it guards, 
governs, and directs material movements.—pp. 294, 
295. 

The ‘why or how’ such a form of matter (brain) 
is capable of manifesting such peculiar functions, 
we cannot explain: it is sufficient for our purpose 
to decide that.it does so—we may never go further. 
Does any one doubt the power of matter to do 
this? (to evolve feeling, intelligence, &e.) To 
such an one we would say, who dares assign limits 
to the inherent powers of matter? Let us first 
find out all that matter can do, before we dogma- 
tize and assert what it cannot do. p. 295. 
We would ask those who are still doubtful, 

whether by means of intellect they gain a knowledge 
of the existence of anything independent of matter ? 
We would ask them whether they can picture to 
the imagination ‘the mind’ of man apart from the 
‘organism composing man? If they cannot do this, 
we say, why make man an exception to the invari- 
able law of nature? Why, in ascending link by 
link, the chain of organic life, add an indefinable 
something to the last link, which it was found un- 

necessary to call to our aid in the preceding? Wit- 
ness the unrelenting and savage cruelty of one 
tribe; the fidelity and tameness of another; the 
sagacity, gentleness, and intellectual manifestations 
ofa third; contrast all these with the characteris- 
ties of man, and explain, if possible, why we have 
recourse to theory? Why, in jumping from the 
gagacious monkey to man, are we to have recourse 

to the stimulus of an essence for explaining the 

rac 

superior cerebration he manifests ?_ Why not give 
a portion of this or some similar essence to the 
monkey, because his cerebration is superior to the 
sheep’s or goat’s? Nay, why not allow a minute 
portion of some more impoverished essence to the 
fish, which obeys the call of its feeder, and swims 
to the required spot for its daily nourishment? If 
this be ridiculous—if no addition be requisite to 
account for the improyed cerebration of inferior 
beings—why, without the slightest evidence, are 
we to suppose that a higher order of cerebration in 
man cannot be manifested without such an addi- 
tion ? 

It is this conjectural doctrine--this belief in the 
individual and indivisible essence of mind—this 
love of the marvellous—this thirsting after some- 
thing mysterious——which is retarding the progress 
of cerebral physiology, and in the same ratio, the 
happiness of man. It is this clinging to old opin- 
ions—this disinclination to shake off old garments, 
which is the cause of so much doubt concerning a 
question so self-evident. We oppose this system 
by the antagonism of Reason and Nature. It is 
impossible any longer to countenance the opinion. © 
It must be rooted up. Itis like a malignant dis- 
ease: which can only be cured by extermination. 
Let it be boldly affirmed, because it is true, that as 
philosophers we have to deal simply and exclusively 
with matter. Man neither possesses, nor does he 
need the possession of any other stimulus than 
which is given to the simplest of organized beings ; 
to the highest and most complicated, there is noth- 
ing more than a gradual addition of parts, accom- 
panied by concentration. pp. 297, 298. 

The brain of the most profound philosopher— 
the brains of Bacon and Newton—of Shakspeare 
and Byron, during their formation, assumed for a 
short time the peculiar form of the same organ in 
inferior beings.’"—Dr. Engledue, in Phrenologi- 
cal Journal, Vol. 5, New Series, pp. 300, 301. 

MATERIALISM. 

“Some men noted for acuteness and talent, have 
affirmed, that what is called mind is not an imma- 
terial principle, but that its manifestations are the 
result of a peculiar combination of material sub- 
stances endowed with what is called life, which 
also they have said, results from certain material 
influence. Such an announcement instantly brings _ 
down upon the devoted head, the execrations of re- 
ligiou€ feeling, and the thunders of the church ; the 
unfortunate philosopher is denounced as a heathen, 
an infidel, and so forth. Now, I would have you 
reflect in this manner, believing you to be a Chris- 
tian; Jesus Christ himself never uttered a reproach- 
ful word. He exhorted his followers not to rail at 
their neighbors, even though they should rail at 
them. He denounced and reproached hypocrisy, 
but never the expression of a mere opinion. He 
strove to reclaim men from the errors of their ways, 
and knew well that reviling was not the way to effect 
that important end. If, then, any one should broach 
to you the opinion (for it is no more) that mind 
is nothing but a modification of matter, put the 
question, what is matter, a modification you speak 
of? The instant this question is pronounced, you 
perceive the utter impossibility of answering it. All 
the multitudes of chemical discoveries have not yet 
opened, even to imagination, a hope that what mat- 
ter is can ever be known to man, - : 
We may feel an eagerness to dive into the mys- 
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teries of creation; but we may rest assured that 
whatever power is denied to us, is denied to us be- 
cause it is for our good. Now, we are altogether 
ignorant of what mind may be, as well as matter ; 
and the materialist could equally puzzle us by put- 
ting the question, what is mind? It is inferred, 
but erroneously, that if the opinion of the material- 
ist be correct, it would impugn the doctrine of the 
immortality of the soul. I say erroneously, because 
itis obvious that nothing is impossible to God. If 
it has pleased Him to form body and soul of what 
we call by the imaginary term matter, what is that 
to us? He made both soul and body, and he can 
destroy them both. He can kill and make alive 
again; and this whether the materialist be right or 
wrong in. his conjecture. Although the body is 
formed to die: although we should even suppose the 
soul dies with it, though they may be reduced to dust, 
or dispersed into dust, or dispersed in smoke, who 
will dare say that the power of God cannot reunite 
them at his own good pleasure, and not only restore 
their former union, but improve their nature, so 
that while the condition of former existence is 
not forgotten, they shall be fitted for that new 
sphere of enjoyment reserved for the just when 
made perfect? Thus we perceive that the opinion 
of the materialist is of no consequence whatever. 
‘But suppose that a man’s mind shall be in such a 
condition, as to give such an opinion the hold of be- 
lief. Suppose that this belief should lead to the 
idea that death is annihilation ; we ought not to use 
harsh expressions or severity against him who may 
‘be so unhappy as to be reduced to sueh a state of 
mind. It is more fitting that Christians should 
mildly exert themselves to convince him of error, 
than violently to abuse him, and treat him as an out- 
cast. Any man or set of men holding certain opinions 
contrary to our own, can inflict no injury upon us. 
If we should feel offended, and desire to wreak, ven- 
geance on our brother, who differs from us in opin- 
jon, we are cuilty of abusing our faculties, as I pro- 
pose afterwards to point out, when submitting to 
you what may be called their legitimate and illegi- 
timate exercise. If one man has a right to. judge 
and form an opinion, every other man has the same 
undoubted right."—Str George Mackenzie's “Ob- 
servations on the Principles of Education.” 1836. 

0) 

LONGING AFTER IMMORTALITY. 

Tue fact that the most of men have a disinelina- 
tion to fall back into the non-being whence they 
came, and an anxiety to live forever, is considered, 
in many quarters, proof positive that the Creator 
has determined they shall exist on like himself, 
through the cyles of eternity. The following is the 
shape in which this argument lately met our eye: 
“The jonging after immortality which is born with 
us, would seem to be the prophecy and assurance 
of our deathlessness, the foreshadowing of the 
soul’s prolonged and indefinite continuance, the re- 
velation of its triumph over the change which wears 
the semblance of destruction.” And thus philoso- 
phers and poets have triumphantly asked—If man 
ds not the heir of everlasting existence— 

“Whence this pleasing hope, this fond desire, 
This longing after immortality.” 

Whatever value such reasoning may possess, as 

regards eloquence and poetry, it is, we apprehend, 
strikingly deficient as an argument when put to the 
test of sound logic and common sense. It is found-_ 
ed onthe assumption that all men are what they 
wish to be, or that they will ultimately obtain what 
they desire to possess—an assumption so obviously 
false, that a moment’s reflection must discover its 
absurdity. Asa general rule, young men desire to 
arrive at a good old age, yet how many of them are 
laid prostrate in the dust, ere they reach the meri- 
dian of life! 

Moreover, the object of this general desire is not — 
immortality simply, or endlessness of being, con- 
sidered by itself, but an immortality conjoined with 
happiness. So that the argument, therefore, if 
sound, would not only prove all men, independent 
of their character, to be immortal, it would also de- 
monstrate them to be equally the heirs of perpetual 
bliss—a conclusion, we presume, which few who 
employ the argument in question, are prepared to 
accept. 

Still the inquiry presents itself-——* Why has God 
implanted in man this strong desire for everlasting 
being ?” “ Whence this natural aversion from non- 
existence?’ At unaided reason we might long ask 
the question in vain; the Bible alone can return a 
satisfactory reply. That oracle discloses to us the 
glorious fact, that the beneficent Creator has placed 
before men the transcendent prize of immortal 
being, associated with “glory, honor, and peace,” 
and suspended its final reception on the possession 
of faith in Christ, and a life of obedience to His will 
in this stage of existence. It seems wise, then, to 
declare our Heavenly Father has kindled “this 
longing after immortality” within us, to excite us to 
such a course of conduct as shall secure that ines- 
timable blessing, which he so kindly desires to be- 
stow. Here we find the blessed Lord commanding 
the Jews to “labor, not for the meat that perish- 
eth, but for that which endures unto everlasting 
life ;? hence, also, we read, in Romans 2: 7, of 
those who “by patient continuance in well-doing, 
sougnt for glory, and honor, and immortality.” Our 
“longing after immortality,” therefore, is to be re- 
garded as no proof that we shall live forever; it is, 
however, another evidence of the goodness of God, 
—of his intense desire that we should become the 
heirs of eternal being. ‘ 

“Tf ye live after the flesh, ye shall die; but if, 
through the Spirit, ye do mortify the deeds of the 
body, ye shall live."—Ecpositer of Life and Im- 
mortality. 

0 

Srrrit Rarpingc.—We are indebted to Dr, Lees 

of England, for the following item : 

, Mr. G. E. Lewes has published an amusing ae- 
count of a seance with the “rapping” lady now in 
London, in the course of which the “ spirits” were 
entrapped into saying that the ghost of Hamlet’s 
father and Semiramis, had seventeen noses; that 
Pontius Pilate was a leading tragedian, and that one 
of the Eumenides died six years ago, aged twenty- 
five, leaving six children! Indeed, the only correet 
reply received, was one which declared the “ Me- 
dium” to be an tmpostor! Mr. Lewes’ hypothesis 
is, that the Medium guesses according to the indi- 
cations the experimentalizer gives, and only guesses 
right when you give right indications. 



aaa 

BIBLE EXAMINER. 151 v0 

@ Dr. Lees, of England, @illed at our office in our 
absence West. We felt a deep disappointment in 
not seeing him, and hope he will favor us with a 
visit before his return to England. We would drop 
him a line, if we knew where it would find him. 

The following notice from the English “ Jourral 
of Sacred Literature Advertizer,’ he left at our 
office, and we give it a place in the Examiner as 
an interesting item of information : 

PupuisHep py W. E. Painrer, 342 Srranp; 
Second Edition, enlarged, 3 vols., cloth 24s. : 
Faper’s Sacrep CaLenpar or Propuecy. By 
the Rev. G. Stanley Faber, B. D., Sherburn 
Hospital. 

The anticipation of the revival of the French Em- 
perorship, originally made from facts combined with 
chronology in 1818, and repeated in 1828 and 1844, 
pervades the whole of the Sacred Calendar, and 
confirms the correctness of Mr. Faber’s views. 

To the Publisher: 

“ Str—I cannot help thinking that the cireulation | 
of the cheap edition of Mr. Stanley Faber’s Sacred 
Calendar of Prophecy, published by you in 1844, 
would be very considerably extended, if, in connec- 
tion with it, the attention of the public were 
directed to the recent extraordinary events in France. 
The portion of the work to which I specially refer 
is that contained in vol. 3, p. 102-130. 

“ All the six first heads of the symbelical Roman 
Wild Beast having fallen, as history attests, in the 
year 1806, Mr. Faber stated in his Sacred Calendar 
more than twenty years ago, when it was originally 
published, and @gwin in its republication by your-,| 
self in the year 1844, that the rise of the seventh 
head must be looked for, either in the year 1806 or | dog’s tail and sent him howling through the streets, 
very shortly before it. On this principle of inter- 
preting propheey through the testimony of history, 
Mr. Faber pronounced that the Franco-Roman Em- 
perorship, or the Emperorship of the French, must 
inevitably be the predicted seventh head of the 
great Roman symbol. Nor was his opinion built 
upon the necessity of historical chronology alone, | 
it was also built upon circumstantial evidence. 

“The characteristics of the seventh head are 
three :—1. Shortness of continuance. 2. Death by 
the sword of violence. And 3. Subsequent revival 
or restoration to political life. The two first of these 
characteristics had been fulfilled when Mr. Faber 
wrote—namely, shortness of continuance, to wit, 
only eleven years, from A. D, 1804, to A.7D., 1815 ; 
and political death by the sword in the latier of 
these years at Waterloo. 

“The third characteristic was not then fulfilled. 
Mr. Faber could only, if his premises were just, 
expect its fulfilment. This he certainly did, as he 
made no scruple of declaring, in the year 1827, or 
twenty-five vears ago, and again in the year 1844, 
or eight years ago. ¢ 

But it is pretty evident that this third character- 
istic is even now in the progress of fulfilment: for, 
though the style of Emperor of the French and 
King of Rome, has not yet been formally adopted, 
the substance of Empire is now possessed, and in 

all human probability the style will shortly follow. 

“Tt is a matter of great political importance when 

viewed in the light of prophecy. Under the revived 

seventh head, the diyided Roman Empire, we are 

{ 

| 1 

told, will go into perdition, or will be utterly de- 
stroyed; and the prophetic time assigned for this 
destruction is the close of the period of 1260 years. 
That period commenced, as there is reason to be- 
lieve, A. D., 604-606. Therefore, on such a suppo- 
sition, it will expire A. D., 1864-1866. 

“Should the present revolution in Franee go on 
to the assumption of the French Emperorship of 
the first Napoleon, Mr. Faber’s interpretation will 
be established by something not far short of mathe- 
matical demonstration —An Observer of the 
Times.” 

—-~0- 

From Dr. Wm. K. Everson, 

Springboro, Ohio. 
Br, Storrs :—I bless God and feel glad that you 

attended that Convention at Hartford. ‘The result, 
as far as you have reported it, encourages my soul, - 
for when I beheld the bold front of Infidelity, and 
examined its apparent proportions, and the depth 
of its influence through Spirit Manifestations, and 
beheld the flimsy character of the material with 
which the church proposes to builda barrier against 
it, must say, I feared the result to the Bible, with 
many. Not that its truths would be impaired 
thereby, but that the minds of many would be dark- 
ened by the striking coincidence of opinion on many 
subjects, held by Churchmen and Infidels ; and that 
if the former be true, then the latter have the pith 
of the argument against the Churchmen, and the 
Bible suffers as aconsequence of false constructions 
and false admissions; but now that that Conven- 
tion has resulted in good, I know, and feel thankful 
for the fact. 

T am ealled an infidel, here, by nominal professors 
who think to hide their own deformity by calling 
attention to me—like Alcibiades, who eut off his 

ta divert public attention from himself—when, in 
fact, itis an almost daily business with me to argue 
for and defend the Bible, in all public or private 
places, against professed infidels, (and we have 
some of a very intelligent kind here,) while Church- 
men skuik away, or stand and hear their Bible de- 
famed, its truths seandalized, and their God blas- 
phemed, without one reproof of any kind, like dumb 
dogs. “Nero fiddled while Rome fell ;” and Napo- 
Jeon ordered the gilding of the domes of Paris, that 
his inglorious defeat might be lost sight of, while 
the citizens were gazing upon the false splendor he 
had created; but history notes facts, and the future 
reveals judgment. 

to) 

Aw Acep Bruiever.—The writer of the follow- 

ing note is an old Methodist, and till recently, has 

lived in the belief of the immortal soul theory: but 

now his eyes and heart are open to the truth. We 

suppress his name and residence, as he did not ex- 

pect his note to be made public, we presume. He 

says: 

“T put a $20 bill in this letter, to help you in 
publishing the good word of Eternal Life, in and 
through the merits of Jesus Curist. I wish for 
eternal life in and through his merits. I am now 
more than ninety years old. I was born June 7th, 

1763, and now live near D: C——. I take the 

Bible Examiner with him. I know according to 
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nature, I cannot live here much longer. I think 
that when I die, after death I shall not know any 
more than I did before I existed, until. the Resur- 
rection, if it should be a million of years. I think 
that time would be no longer to me, than it would 
to any one that will die but one minute before the 
resurrection. Iam yours, respectfully.” 

May God bless and keep thee, dear old pilgrim, 

to Life Eternal, through His Son Jesus Christ, our 

Lord and Life-Giver. Soon will Jesus return from 
heaven to change our vile body: then may you 

have a part in the glory. 

= 
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NEW YORK, OCTOBER, 1853. 
Mano r 

Brste Examiver.—T'wo numbers more complete 

the present volumd. By this time, in our history, 

we presume it is understood that we act on the 

principle of “ payment always in advance :” hence, 

when the volume ends, for which payment is made, 

our rule is to discontinue sending to those who 

have not paid in advance for the next volume. This 

rule is adhered to except in rare instances; and no 

one should expect they are among these exceptions 

unless they have specially communicated with us on 

the subject. Our course in this respect saves us 

disappointment, and our patrons the mortification 

of a dun, which is never pleasant. 

Shall the Examiner be published twice each 

month the coming year? This question must pe 

answered by our friends. If one thousand dollars 

are paid for that object by the 25th of December, 

we shall go forward with it twice each month, with- 

out increasing the present price of the paper. This 

sum ean be raised if each of our present subscribers 

will pay their dollar and giveus half as many more. 
To make sure the work, let each subseriber try to 
send us one new one, with his own subscription, and 

_we think the work will be done. Those who pay 

.one dollar forthe next volume, before Dee. 25th, if 

we do not go on twice a month next year we will 

send them one copy of the new work by Br. Blain 

—* Death not Life”—without charge ; they pay- 

ing the postage on it. The general character and 

object of the Examiner will not be changed ; ‘but 
none need expect we shall surrender our indepen- 

dence, as an editor, to please any one, or to get or 

keep subseribers. We are neither anxious to con- 
tinue an editor nor to have “popularity.” We are 

quite certain we have been influenced by no such 
motives heretofore. If we have any notoriety 
hitherto, we have not sought it; but we have striven 
to do what we believed faithfulness to God and his 

truth required of us. If it please God we go into | 

obscurity, we shall cheeffully retire; but we intend, 

through grace, it shall not be for unchristian con- 

duct and uncharitableness on our part. He who 

cannot as cheerfully be sacrificed for the truth’s 

sake as honored and promoted, is not worthy to be 

an instrument in the cause of truth. Be it as it 

may, we will not surrender our independence to 

any man or body of men. The freedom of thought, 

and expression of thought, we will maintain for our- 

self and concede to others. In love we hope ever 

to express ourself,and we ask others to do the 

same. to us. Sectarian exclusiveness we abhor ; 

and that is such exelusiveness which makes a mat- 

ter of opinion a ground of Christian love. The 
Examiner cannot be prostituted to any such course 

while we have the same convictions of Christian 

charity that we now possess. We are not indif- 

ferent as to what opinions are heid by our fellow- 

christians ; yet we do not feel called upon to fall 

upon every opinion that may be advaneed contrary 

to what we think is truth, as if we’ were the only 

oneon earth with whom wisdom dwelt. ‘Such a 

course, to us, is disgusting in the extreme. 

We design to keep on the course, in this matter, 

that we have hitherto traveled; hoping to improve 

in Christian forbearance and love. Shall we be 
sustained in it? Let us hear from all, soon, who 

intend we shall be. 

Our proposition is this—If we receive one thou- 

sand dollars by Dee. 25th, from subscribers or other- 
wise, we will publish the Examiner twice per month 

at $1 per year. Or, if fifteen hundred paying sub- 

scribers are secured by January first, at $2 each per 

year, then we will publish it weekly. Ifneither of 

these propositions are met we shall go on monthly 

as heretofore. The Examiner has been better sus- 

tained the year past than ever before ; for which 

our friends have our thanks; and we hope to give 

them a semt-monthly next year. 

0 

Tour West.—We left New York Wednesday 
morning, Aug. 24, by the New York & Erie Rail- 

road, for Buffalo ; four hundred miles by that route ; 

and expected to reach there in time to take the 

steamer for Detroit, Michigan, the same evening, as 

we were promised: but, by some unaccountable de- 

lays, when there seemed no cause for them, we did 

not reach Buffalo till half-past ten at night—two 

hours behind time—and the steamer had left, so we 

must remain till the next evening—or near twenty- 

four hours—thus compelling us to fail of reaching 

our appointment for the first evening. Thursday 

‘we spent at the house of Br. Clark in Buffalo, where 

we made our home during our second course of 

Lectures in that city last spring, He stands firm 7 ; 

— i 
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in “the faith once delivered to the saints,” but has 
been compelled to withdraw from the “ Free Bap- 
tist Church”—of which he was deacon—because he 
weuld not hold his peace on the subject of “ Life 
only through Christ.” The minister, after organi- 
zing that church, some two or three years since, on 
the avowedly free principle, found he was bound to 
see that such views as Br. Clark held should not be- 
come the faith of the church; for if he did allow it 

the “ Free” [bound] “ Baptist Connection” would 

east him and the church out of the synagogue; so 
Br. Clark was requested to withdraw “to save 
trouble”—and he did withdraw. Then they gave 
him a vote of thanks for his “ Christian spirit” in 
leaving them without subjecting them to the feared 
censure of the aforesaid free-bound connection. So 
Br. Clark has a “Christian spirit”—they being 

judges; if so, they who wished him to leave have 

manifested that they do not possess such a spirit, 

and that their profession of being a “ Free” church 
is mere hypocricy~—a name to catch free men. But 

we leave them to the final Judge. Br. Clark, we 

dare say, will feel freer now than before. Let our 

brethren everywhere beware of all these sectarian 

names, and human invented “ Covenants.’ In 

every place, where there are two or three, meet to- 

gether to comfort and exhort one another, and pray 

with and for each other, but beware that no cords 

save the Bible and Love bind you. Let the utmost 

freedom be enjoyed for all to express their views, 

however they differ from one another, only that all 

such expressions should be in the spirit of charity, 
ji.e., Love. “Forbearing one another in love” is 

the apostolic injunction ; and it must be heeded or 
there is an end to Christian liberty. As to these 

“ settled ministers” we have no faith that God ever 

designed suchaclass of men in his church. The 

tendency of it is to lordship over the church and 

the crushing of the gifts of the body of the church. 

If men think themselves called to preach, let them 

“oo forth bearing the precious seed,” and not hive 

“themselves up till they become so narrow as to 

think there is nowhere else for them to live or 

preach; for, when this is the case, fences and bars 

will be necessary to bind the church, somehow, lest 

the minister be jostled out of his snug bed; and 

then “ Br. Clark,” or some one else, must go ont of 

the church to save the “sedéled minister.” Pity 

such ministers were not all pushed along into some 

other field, where a little hard work would cure 

them of their love of ease and popularity. But we 

will not pursue this topic further now. 

Thursday evening at ten o'clock, we left Buffalo, 

in the“ Buckeye State,” and launched away upon 

the broad waters of Lake Erie. The waters were 

calm till after midnight, then we hada “stiff breeze,” 

buta clear sky. At daylight we found ourself in 

the midst of the lake, with no land in sight, and 

none appeared till near noon. At length we en- 

tered the Detroit river, with Queen Victoria’s do- 

minions on our right and “ Brother Jonathan’s” on 

our left; passing up the river twenty-two miles we 

arrived at Detroit. Here we were compelled to re- 

main over Friday night. At 8 o’clock Saturday 

morning we left for Buchanan-—-196 miles west of 

Detroit—by railroad, and at four o’clock, P. M., ar- 

rived at our destination ; found a larger number of 

friends waiting for us than we expected to see.—— 

They had been disappointed by our detention at 

Buffalo ; but the time had been well occupied by 

Br. D. M. Mansfield and his beloved wife. We 
commenced immediately, the same evening, to pro- 

claim the glorious truth of “Life only through 

Christ.”. On the Sabbath we had a very large 

assembly; some of whom came 40 or 50 miles to 

hear; and we gave them three discourses, embrac- 

ing about four hours in all. Before us sat an in- 

telligent and deeply attentive audience, who, we 

trust, were blessed in the proclamation made. A 

deep interest is manifest in that place, and they 

showed it by furnishing themselves with books to 

quite a large amount, especially the “ Bible vs. 

Tradition.” ; 
We continued at Buchanan till Wednesday ; then 

left for South Bend, Indiana, in company with our 

much loved Br. A. N. Seymour, who was with us 

during the meeting, and helped us much. We are 

sorry that his health and that of his beloved wife is 

so poor. They have labored hard, and long, but 

seem to be almost worn out by their labors. 
Our visit at Buchanan was one of much interest 

and satisfaction. They helped us on our way 

liberally. From there we had a most delightful 

ride, in a “two-horse wagon,” across wide-spread 

prairies, sixteen miles, to South Bend. Here also 

we received a hearty welcome, and met with many 

old friends whose faces we had never seen before ; 

but their names were familiar to us as subscribers 

to the Examiner, It was truly refreshing to see 

them and grasp the friendly hand, and have com- 

munion of hearts by sight and words. Sweet were 

the days we spent in their company, and painful to 

part with them, but from the hope that ere long 

« we shall meet again” in our Father’s kingdom. 

We gave nine Lectures at South Bend, and Br. 

N. M. Catlin threé, during the meeting. Br. Cat- 

lin formerly resided in Indiana, but for four years 

past at Smith’s Basin, Washington Co., N.Y. He 

longs to be in the West again, but is at present 

prevented from going there through the care of his 
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aged father in New York. Br. Catlin’s whole soul 

is in the work, and we hope his ardent desires to 

spread the truth may have a wide field. 

At South Bend we also met our beloved fellow- 

laborer, E. Miller, Jr. Long had we been conver- 

sant, on paper, with his efficient labors in the West; 

but now for the first time we met him face to face. 

The interview, to us, was one of much pleasure and 

satisfaction; and the cheering account he gave us 

of the rise and progress of the Life theme in the 

West made us feel to “thank God and take courage.” 

This glorious theme has been onward against all 

opposition, till many strong men and women, in 

the West, have been raised up, of God, who are 

able to meet any and all who may choose to come 

to the rescue of the fallen Dagon—immortal-soul- 

ism and endless torment. We do praise the Lord 

for these men and women; who by their thorough 

study of the Bible and the sound common sense 

with which they are endowed, are enabled to meet, 

convince, or confound all the would-be wise ones, 

whether ministers or laymen, who try to prop up 

that system which has so long dishonored God and 

given the lie to his truth. Yes, those who attempt 

to prop up the old natural immortality theory and 

endless torture, to use the language of Job, “ talk 

wickedly for God :” Job13:7. We trust they do 

so, “Ignoranitly in unbelief:” though, for some, 

facts forbid our charity to make even this apology ; 

nevertheless, we leave them to the judgment of 

God. 

The friends at South Bend, and those gathered 

to our meeting there, manifested the same liberali- 
ty, in helping us on our way,,as did those at Bu- © 
chanan. 

all. 

We left South Bend by railroad for Middlebury, 

Ind., the residence of Br. Miller, some thirty-five 
miles from our last place of labor. We were met 
at the cars by Br. L. W. Beach—a familiar name 

on our list of subscribers--who carried us to his 

residence, some three miles from railroad. He gave 
us a most interesting account of the conversion of 
himself and wife to the faith of Life only through 
Christ. In their case we felt to praise God that 

he ever enabled us to issue the “Siz Sermons,” 

which found the way to their habitation, several 

years ago, and led them to “search the Scriptures” 

to see if these things were so. The result was, 

their thorough conviction of the truth and their 

open advocacy of the same. Not long after Br. E. 
Miller, Jr., traveled through that region confirming 
their faith, and adding many to the same. We 
found a strong company in that place ; among whom 

Br. Miller lives, but travels extensively abroad. 

May the Lord abundantly reward them 

At Middlebury we preached seven times to good 

and deeply attentive audiences ; some of whom had 

come from thirty to sixty miles to be with us at 

the meeting. It was good to be there, and we trust 

not in vain. Here also we were helped on our way 

liberally. The Lord reward them. 

Monday, Sept. 12th, we left those beloved ones, 

and set our face towards the East. We had preach- 

ed over twenty times—-in fifteen days—from one 

hour to near two each time. We were sustained in 

speaking above all we expected; and though often 

weary we did not faint till we had accomplished the 

mission on which we went out. Thanks be to the 

God and Father of our Lord and Life-Giver, Jesus 

the Messiah, for his merey to us: and thanks be to 

all those dear brethren and sisters who helped us 

by their sympathy and prayers. They stand be- 

fore the eye of our mind now, and we should be 
glad to mention all their names individually; but 

the mere mention, unless we could also give some 

of the thoughts of affection and satisfaction that 

fills our heart would perhaps not be expedient. 
They may: be assured we remember them, as we 

doubt not they do us, with sincere desires and pray- 

ers that we may all meet in Life Eternal at the re- 

turn of our Lord from heaven. 

After various delays and vexations on the road, 

we arrived at home Wednesday eve ; haying trayel- 

ed, in al!, during our absence, about two thousand 

miles—twice crossing Lake Erie, 250 miles long. 

Our family we found in health and peace. The 

Lord be praised for all his kindness and mercy to 

us and ours in his watchful providence over us. 

We are satisfied that the cause we advocate is 

advancing in the Western States, and nothing, we 

think, can prevent its onward march. Much more 

labor is needed there, and on all sides. But where 

can we find men to labor? and who will sustain 

them in it? The work must be done: there is no 
time to sleep. 

ty) 

BAPTISM. 

BY THE EDITOR, 

However others may misrepresent us—as some 
have done of late—we never spoke against baptism 
with water, as an ordinance of Christ. If those 
who haye made the misrepresentations have done it 
ignorantly, they may have an excuse: if wilfully, 
sin lieth at their own door. : 
We say once for all, we believe in baptism with 

water, as an ordinance of Christ; but we judge not 
those who, like the Friends, think differently. Nor 
will we allow that any man has the right to judge 
us in this matter. The mode, or manner of apply- 
ing water in baptism, has been the great point of 

| strife among many professed Christians; and faith 
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and charity have both seemed to be, sometimes, dis- 
regarded in the controversy. From the strife on 
the subject, we have, for the most part, kept aloof; 
believing that we could better serve God and truth 
by devoting our energies in another direction, and 
satisfied to have every one answer their own convic- 
tions on the subject: nor shall we now say much, 
except on the mode or manner of applying water in 
the ordinance. On this topic we think we are called 
to say something, by the false representations that 
have been made of our position, in certain papers, 
recently. Besides, for years some of our friends 
have wondered why “ Br. Storrs does not see that 
immersion is the only way to be baptized.” The 
fact has beea, we could not take that ground with- 
out doing violence to our conviction of truth; and 
though it has been painful to disagree on this ques- 
tion, with brethren we love, yet we could not act 
the hypocrite, and profess to be in agreement with 
exclusive immersion, when we are not, and when 
we found it impossible to be so, without surrender- 
ing our own judgment of truth. 

On the mode of applying water in baptism, there 
is a difference of opinion, and much may be said on 
both sides of the question, or in favor of the differ- 
ent modes. After all that can be said, a difference 
will continue to exist. All we design is, to prepare 
the mind to acquiesce in that difference charitably ; 
or to guard all against sectarianism. A sectarian 
spirit is contrary to love, and if we are baptized 
ever so orthodoxly, and have all faith, so that we 
could remove mountains, and speak with the tongues 
of men and angels, and have not charity, z.e., love, 
we are nothing. 

Christian Baptism with water, we regard not only 
as a seal of the Covenant of Grace, on our part, but 
as emblematical of puriry. Baptism was practised 
for purifying—indicating the. putting away sins. 
See John 3: 22-26, and 4: 1-3. Here we find 
Jesus and John baptizing at the same time, (though 
Jesus baptized not but his disciples,) and at that 

«time “there arose a question bétween some of 
John’s disciples and the Jews, about. purifying,” 

ifestly relating to the two baptisms then being 
ormed, as it appears from the fact that when 

our Lord “ knew how the Pharisees had heard that 
Jesus made and baptized more disciples than John, 
he left Judea, and departed again into Galilee.” 
These baptisms, then, or purifications, were per- 
formed as professions of, and indications that the 
people renounced and put away sin, which putting 
away is essential to remission, and must always be 
done before God will pardon the sinner. In vain do 
men look for forgiveness of sin; while they continue 
in sin. 'Chus John “ preached the baptism of repent- 
ance, for (or, in order to,) the remission of sins.” 
Lk. 3; 8. His great work was to call men to repent— 
to reform their lives—that they might be prepared 
to receive Christ when he should make his appear- . 
ance; and. when they professed their determinatiou 
thus to amend, or repent, they were baptized as an 
indication that they renounced and put away their 
sins, in order that they might receive remission, or 
pardon of them. So it is said, Matt. 3: 5—8, 
“Then went out to him Jerusalem,” &c,, “and were 
baptized of him in Jordan, confessing their sins :” 
that is, acknowledging ‘their sins and professing to 

renounce them. And that they might not be de- 

ceived as to what was implied in their confession, 

John exhorts them plainly, saying, “ Bring forth, 

therefore, fruits meet (suitable—in accordance with 

your confession,) for repentance.” He does not 
leave his hearers in the dark, as to the natnre and 
design of his mission. He taught them that with- 
out putting away their sins they would not receive 
remission, nor embrace the coming Messiah, who 
would be too holy both in his doctrine and life, to 
be acceptable to those who had not truly reformed 
their lives. 

The notion that baptism was designed to repre- 
sent death and the resurrection, we do not think has 
any authority. But if that was its design, it alters 
not the force of the following remarks on the man- 
ner and mode of baptism. It was the sign of enter- 
ing into covenant with God, and a symbol of being 
purified from sin, and renouncing it.. (See ourarti- 
eles on the Covenants and their Seals, in Examiner 
for 1850.) The opinion that there is but one, and 
only one Scriptural ode, or manner, for baptism, 
we cannot subscribe to, with present light. Ifit be 
so, and we can show that one manner was certainly 
baptism, then we are confined to that. But if we 
should make it appear that sprinkling or pouring is 
called baptism in the Seriptures, you would think us 
uncharitable to say that immersion was not baptism. 

There are three, four, or more baptisms spoken 
of in the New Testament, viz.: the baptism of 
water—the Spirit—sufferings—and perhaps fire. 
Of the baptism of sufferings, the Saviour ‘speaks 
thus, Luke 12: 50, “But Ihave a baptism to be 
baptized with: and how am I straitened till it be 
accomplished!” Also he speaks of it to Jolin and 
James, Matt. 20 : 22, 23, “Are ye able to be bap- 
tized with the baptism that I am baptized with ? 
They say, We are able. And he saith to them, Ye 
shall drink indeed of my cup, and be baptized with 
the baptism that I am baptized with,’ &c. This 
baptism is elsewhere spoken of, and is not forgotten 
by the disciples. 

The word baplism,is untranslated in our Bibles, 
usually. Itis the same word in English that it is 
in Greek, except it has an English termination in 
our translation. Some have complained that it was 
not translated. But, in our opinion, a uniform 
translation could not be given to the word without 
doing violence to the meaning of the’ Scriptures, 
because “diverse” modes will probably be found 
to have been practised, and the term baptizo—bap- 
tism---is used to express the act in them. We expect 
to be able to show, beyond a doubt, that the term 
was used where the thing was done by sprinkling 
or pouring ; and hence, to have translated the word 
immersion in such cases, would have been false, 7 
fact. We therefore say again—the translators of 
the Bible could not, wniformly, translate the word 
immersion; the thing was impossible. 
they were, themselves, divided on the subject of 
baptism; a part---a majority we believe---were im- 
mersionists, hence there was but one course could 
be pursued, viz., that which they did pursue---leave 
the word untranslated. 

That the Scriptures speak of a Baprism---bap- 
tizo---oF THE Spirit, all will admit. This baptism 
is first a subject of prophecy, and then a matter of 

fact. Let us first look at prophecy. Isa. 52: 

13--15, “Behold my servant shall deal prudently, 

&e. ‘As many were astonished at thee: his visage 

was so marred, &c. So shall he sprinkle many 
nations,” &e, Here it seems clear the baptism of 

the Spirit is spoken of; but if any doubt it, we 
turn to Ezk, 36: 25--27, “Then will I sprinkle 

* clean water upon you, and ye shall be clean: from 

Besides, . 
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all your idols will I cleanse you. A new heart 
will I also give you, and a new spirit will i put 
within you: and I will take away the stony heart 
out of your flesh, and I will give you a heartof 
flesh, And I will put my Spirit within you, and 
cause you to walk in my statutes, and ye shall keep 
my judgments and do them.” Can there be a doubt 
but that the baptism of the Spirit is here prophecied 
of? It may, possibly, be objected that the sprink- 
ling with clean water is not the baptism of the 
Spirit, because the fact of the Spirit’s being put 
within them is spoken of as something done after- 
wards. If so, the argument for baptism with water 
by sprinkling, is made stronger, because the clean 
water was to be sprinkled upon them just prior to 
the Spirit’s being put within them: and we find 
that baptism with water, ordinarily, was that which 
immediately preceded the Spirjt’s being poured upon 
them: hence the prophecy, “I will sprinkle clean 
water upon you,” would relate to that baptism with 
water going before that of the Spirit. 

If, however, Ezekiel 36th be questioned, the pro- 
phecy of Joel cannot be evaded, Joe 2: 28, 29. 
“JT will pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh, &ec. 
Also upon the servants and upon the handmaids in 
those days, will I pour my Spirit,” &c. On the day 
of Pentecost, Peter quotes this prophecy as having 
a partial fulfillment in that remarkable visitation of 
the Holy Spirit. 

Before we proceed further, we will examine the 
Scriptures as to the idea of “ pouring,” &c. Amos 
9: 6, it is said, “He calleth for the waters of the 
sea, and poureth them out upon the face of the 
earth. The Lorpis his name.” Here isa clear 
reference to the evaporation of water from the sea, 
and its condensation into clouds, and then falling 
upon the earth in rain. Job saith, “Mine eye 
poureth out tears unto God ;” Job. 16:20. Elihu 
says, Job. 36: 27, 28, “For he maketh small the 
drops of water: they pour down rain aecording to 
the vapor thereof, which the clouds do drop and 
distil upon man abundantly.” Here is “ pouring 
down rain,” where “small drops,” and even 
“vapor” are “distilled upon man.” These texts 
are sufficient to show in what sense pouring is 
used inj the Bible; but we will add one more, 
Hosea 6: 3, “'Then shall we know, if we follow on 
to know the Lord; his going forth is prepared as the 
morning ; and he shall come unto us as the rain, 
as the latter and former rain unto the earth.” 

If we find there is a elear case in the New Testa- 
ment where the term baptism---baptizo---is used in 
‘the sense of the texts just.examined, then the 
question is settled that the term could not be tran- 
slated immersion in that case, and that, therefore, 
the term baptism---baptizo---has not the exclusive 
sense of immersion; and, consequently, that other 
mode is as truly baptism as immersion. We may 
premise that it makes no difference what the person 
or thing is baptized with ; if the term baptism, is 
used to express the act, it determines the meaning 
of that term ina certain case, and shows that if 
immersion is to be proved, it must. be done by some 
other means than by an appeal to the phrase bap- 
tism---baptizo. We are not about to do as many 
have done in this controversy---hide themselves be- 
hind D. D’s., Lexicons, and a great parade of learn- 
ing, of which common people can judge nothing, 
and about which the learned differ among them- 
selyes. We will first settle this point from the 

English translation, so that each person can read 
and understand for himself; and now proceed direct 
to the examination of the baptism---baptizo---of 
the Spirit. Mark 1: 8, “I indeed have baptized 
you with water: but he shall baptize you with the 
Holy Ghost.” John 1: 29, 33, 34, “The next day 
John seeth Jesus coming unto him and saith, Be- 
hold the Lamb of God that taketh away the sin of 

‘the world. And I knew him not, but he that sent 
me to baptize with water, said unto me, Upon whom 
thou shalt see the Spirit of God descending, and 
remaining on him, the same is he which baptizeth 
with the Holy Ghost. And I saw, and bare record, 
that this is the Son of God.” Here Jesus is pointed 
out, as he who is to baptize with the Holy Spirit ; 
and it is represented that the Spirit “descended on 
him ;” and Matthew says, it “ descended. like a dove 
and lighted upon him,” not immersed him: that is, 
his own baptism of the Spirit was not by immersion. 

In John 7: 37-39, we read thus: “In the last day, 
that great day of the feast, Jesus stood and cried, 
saying, If any man thirst, let him come unto 
me and drink. He that believeth on me, as the 
Scripture hath said, out of his belly shall flow 
rivers of living water. But this spake he of the 
Spirit, which they that believe on him should re- 
ceive: for the Holy Ghost was not yet given; be- 
cause that Jesus was not yet glorified.’ This last 
verse was John’s remark on the two prévious ones, 
and was written some fifty years after the day of 
Pentecost. ‘Till the Pentecost the Spirit was not 
given to men in that copious manner that it had 
been promised. We next look at Acts 1: 4, 5, 
“ Aud being assembled together with them, com- 
manded that they should not depart from Jerusa- 
lem, but wait for the promise of the Father, which, 
saith he, ye have heard of me: For John truly bap- 
tized with water, but ye shall be baptized with the 
Holy Ghost not many days hence.” Here.our Lord 
uses the same term---“ bapiized”—in relation to 
water and Spirit. At the eighth verse he says, “ Ye 
shall receive power after the Holy Ghost has come 
upon you ;”.notafter ye are immersed into it. Now 
we come to the facts of this baptism. Acts 2: 1-4, 
“ And when the day of Pentecost was fully come, 
they were all with one avcord in one place. And 
suddenly there came a,sound from heayen, as of a 
rushing mighty wind, and it filled all the house 
where they were sitting. And there appeared unto 
them cloven tongues, like as of fire, and it sat upon 
each of them: And they. were all filled with the 
Holy Ghost, and began to speak with other 
tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance.’’ 
This “came from” above, and the cloven tongues, 
as of fire, saT wpon them. If here is any immersion, . 
it is entirely unlike any practised in these days. If 
to avoid the conviction of this account, it be said, 
“They were overwhelmed by the Spirit,” we ask, 
Is that the way immersionists practise in this, age 2 
Do they put the candidate into a room, and then 
pour in water till he is “ overwhelmed?” That the 
mode in which this baptism---baptizo---was accom- 
plished, was not immersion, will further appear from 
verses 16-18, where Peter says: “Tuts 1s THAT - 
which was spoken of by the prophet Joel---saith 
God, I will powr out of my Spirit, &e. * * On my 
servants, &e., I will pour out in those days of my 
Spirit,” &c. If any doubt still remained, it is 
cleared away at verses 32 and 33, where Peter de- 
clares that Jesus having been “exalted, received of 
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the Father the promise of the Holy Spirit, he hath 
SHED forth this which ye now see and hear.” If 
assurance needs to be made doubly sure, we will 
look at Acts 10: 44, 45, when Peter was at the 
house of Cornelius, and “While Peter yet spake 
these words, the Holy Ghost fell on all them which 
heard the word. And they of the circumcision which 
believed were astonished, as many as came with 
Peter, because that on the Gentiles also was poured 
out the gift of the Holy Ghost.” Here, to fall 
upon, and to be poured out on, indicates anything 
but immersion; and Peter in defending himself be- 
fore the church at Jerusalem, for going into the Gen- 
tiles, gives this account of the matter, chap 11: 15, 
16, “ As I began to speak, the Holy Ghost fell on 
them as on us at the beginning :” that settles how 
it came on the day of Pentecost; “then,” adds 
Peter, “remembered I the word of the Lord, how 
that he said, John indeed baptized wira water, but 
ye shall be baptized wirx the Holy Ghost.” How 
were they baptized with the Holy Spirit? It rexn 
upon them----it was PouRED owt upon them----it 
came down upon them like “ ¢he rain,’ according to 
the prophecy of Hosea 6: 3. 

Thus we see, without any parade about “ Lexi- 
cons”—“ earned men”—and ‘“* Doctors” so and so, 
that the Scriptures plainly teach that the meaning 
of baptism—baptiso—is not “immersion onty ;” 
_and if baptism with water is to be administered in 
some other way than by the water being “ poured 
out,” or “coming upon,” as rain, is “shed” down 
or “ distilled upon man,” it must be proved in some 
other way than by an appeal to the term baptism. 
It does not alter the case, at ali, to say the baptism 
we have spoken of was not with water, but the 
Spirit. It is not the element used we are contend- 
ing about—it is the meaning of the term that is 
expressive of the act done; the act is baptism—_ 
baptiso—in both cases. We have seen in one case 
it was not by tmmersion: let those who take the 
opposite ground prove that in the other case the act 
was by immersion if they can; remembering that 
no appeal to the term baptism can avail them any 
thing now. We admit the term may be properly 
employed where immersion is the act; but we con- 
tend. and have shown by the Scriptures, that that 
is not the only meaning of the term; and, there- 
fore, they must make out their case from circum- 
stances connecied with the baptism, and cannot do 
it from the term that expresses the act. 

Paul declares, Acts 26: 22, that in his “ witness- 
ing to both small and great” he was “ saying none 
other things than those which the prophets and 
Moses did say should come.” _We have shown that 
the prophets did say “sprinkling” and “pouring 
should-come”; let the exclusive immersionists show 
that any of them ever said that tmmersion should 
come. Can they doit? Whereis the testimony ? 
No inferences will help them here. The Old Tes- 
tament affords them no support nor countenance 
for immersion at all; and it is only inferred from 
the New. But on that point we may speak fully 
at another time if compelled to pursue the subject 

further than what we design in this article. We 
have no desire to press that point, but if driven to 

the subject we shail do our duty without fear. We 

have counted the cost and have not been asleep on 

the subject. We wish to kindle no strife: we 

would pour cold water on the burning lava that we 

see rolling along when the zeal of some gets kin- | 

dled for immersion exclusively. : 

| mersion.” 

Hitherto we have avoided all reference to the 
“ original”—because, in regard to the term bap- 
tism, there is no original: as we have said, it is un- 
translated with the simple addition of an English 
termination; but we will here give you one instance 
where it is rendered “washings,” viz., Heb. 9: 10; 
and if it had been left untranslated as in other 
places, it would read “diverse baptisms ;” and it 
is left “ baptisms” chap. 6; 2, andis the same word 
in both places. In chap. 9, when the apostle came 
to speak of those “diverse baptisms,” verses 13 to 
21, he says: “For if the blood of bulls and of 
goats, and the ashes of a heifer sprinkLine—Ran- 
tizousa—the unclean, sanetifieth to the purifiying 
of the flesh,” &e. Turn to the case in the law 
spoken of, viz., Numbers 19, and you will see that 
those “ diverse baptisms,” that Paul speaks of, Heb, 
9:10, 13, were all performed by sprinkling. In 
further describing these “ diverse washings”—bap- 
tismots——Paul says, verses 19 to 21,¢ When Moses 
had spoken every precept to all the people accord- 
ing to the law, he took blood of calves and of goats, 
with water, and scarlet wool, and hyssop, and 
SPRINKLED—Hrrantized—both the book, and all 
the people—moreover he sprinkueD likewise with 
blood both the tabernacle, and all the vessels of the 
ministry.” Here we have Paul using the terms 
baptism and sprinkling interchangeably ; applying 
them both to THE samy acts. If we needed any 
additional proof that immersion is not the only 
meaning of the term baptism we have it here. 
We suppose now that we have said all that is 

necessary for the English reader, we may indulge 
in one remark on the action of baptism by immer- 
sion as performed in these days. It is always done 
by dipping or plunging, though they eall it “im- 

But the term Baptizo does not signify 
in Scripture, to dip nor plunge. When that ac- 
tion js intended, Bapto, or some other derivitive 
than Baptizo, isthe word employed; and the word 
is translated accordingly: thus John 13: 26, where 
our Lord was asked who it was that would betray 
him; he said, “ He-to whom IJ shall give a sop when 
I have dipped it”—-bapsas, from bapto. “ And 
when he had dipped—embapsas, from bapto—the 
sop he gave it to Judas Iscariot.” Another instance 

| is in Luke 16: 24, where the rich man wished La- 
zarus to “ dip—bapse—the tip of his finger in wa- 
ter,” &e, Again, in Rev. 19: 13, where the glorious 
personage on a white horse has “a vesture dipped” 
—bebammenon, from bapto—“ in blood,” &c. The 
context shows how his vesture came dipped in 
blood; v. 15, “ He treadeth the wine-press of the 
fierceness and wrath of the Almighty God.” Com- 
pare this with Isa. 63: 1-6. “Who is this that _ 
cometh from Edom, with dyed garments from Boz- - 
rah ? *** I that speak in righteousness, mighty to 
save. Wherefore art thou red in thine apparel @ 

| #& T have trodden the wine-press alone ***; their 

| plood shall,be sprinkled upon my garments, and | 

will stain all my raiment; for the day of vengeance 

is in my heart and the year ofmy redeemed is come,” 

&c., to v.6. Thus we have shown that bapto, or 

some other derivitive from it than baptizo—is the 

word used for dip, in the Scriptures: and. that word 

also we have seen would not favor exclusive immer- 

sion, or plunging; for it is used to signify not only 

dipping, but sprinkling and staining. 

We now conclude by saying—We have demon- 

strated from the Bible that baptism—baptizo—does 

not signify exclusively immersion, and that it does 
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sometimes signify pouring and sprinkling. But, as 
we have said at the outset, we do not expect to ac- 
complish any thing more by this effort than to 
soften down that sectarian spirit that so often exists 
on this question; and which has been a great hin- 
drance to the promotion of real godliness—which 
consists in dove to one another. We concede to 
others their right to think that immersion is the 
only mode of baptism, and no other mode would 
answer for them; and we respect their opinion and 
love them none the less for it. Let this respect and 
love be mutual, and the hateful spirit of sectarian- 
ism, on that point, is dead. We baptize freely and 
cheerfully either by immersion, sprinkling, or pour- 
ing; and consult only the candidates’ own convie- 
tions on the subject. On no other ground, we are 
satisfied, can harmony ever exist among Christians. 
Shall it still be interrupted by a positive spirit on 
either side? Shall the strife be continued 2 Who 
shall say—All must bow to my opinion or I will 
not acknowledge them as having any title to the 
kingdom of God? Such a responsibility we will 
neither bear nor share. 

If any think us “ill at ease” on the subject of 
baptism, it may afford them some “ease” to know 
that we have no misgivings in relation to the mat- 
ter: weare settled upon it, but have been willing 
to hear all that friends .or foes could say on the 
question ; and after looking on all sides of it we can 
take no other view of the subject than that present- 
ed in the foregoing remarks. We will not enter 
into strife with any on the question—though shame- 
fully misrepresented by some—and we have avoid- 
ed, as far as possible, all controversy on the sub- 
ject, as all must bear us witness who have read the 
Examiner, or heard us preach: but if any under- 
take to make the mode of the ordinance a test of 
Christian character, and fitness for the kingdom, we 
shall take the liberty to caution Christian men and 
women not to be ensnared by such sectarianism, 
which will be quite as likely to exclude from the 
kingdom of God as a failure to see immersion as 
the only mode of baptism. We havesaid but little 
on the subject to what might be said; nor should 
we have said thus much but from a conviction of 
duty, and certain developments in this section of 
country. The long string of slanderous misrepre- 
sentations of our position, that lately appeared in 
certain papers, we shall not notice at present, if 
ever. “Let love be without dissimulation.”— 
“ Love is the fulfilling of the law.” Without this 
there may be “ sounding brass,” but there cannot 
be a Christian character. 

0) 

From Br. C. M. Ricumonp,. 

Peru, Ind., Aug. 31, 1853. 

Bro, Storrs :—I visited, since my last communi- 

cation, Lafayette, where I spent two Sabbaths, 

preaching eleyen times to large and attentive con- 

gregations. Much good, I trust, will be the result. 

But, oh! the bigotry and bitterness on the part of 

_the orthodox churches generally!! The candid, 

however, will examine, and of such, nine out of ten 
will receive the truth. 

The brethren wish me to labor with them one 

Sabbath each month, for the year to come. Bro, 

Hall will be in New York the last of September, 

and will call on ‘you, and receive for me, if you 

please, some books. Your Sia Sermons, for a 

cheap work, is the best thing+I have seen yet. It 

is more sought for than any other, and doifigood 

execution. Should like about one dozen more of 

“ Bible vs. Tradition,” and a few of your Miscel- 

lanies, and a dozen of “ The Unity of Man.” I 

do wish we could have the Lxaminer twice a 

month, I shall do all I can to raise the number of 

subseribers requisite, and Iam confident, if we all 

take hold in right good earnest, itcan be done. It 

will require exertion—but then, the object—the 

advantage of having double the amount of reading 

—will more than compensate for the effort. It 

seems to me the truth demands it of us—and de- 

mands it now. I think it will be easier to obtain 

two subscribers, if published twice a month, than 

one at once a month. 

I am now engaged in a discussion with the ‘Me- 

thodist Episcopal Minister of this place, on the 

intermediate state, and the penalty of the law. I 

trust truth will be promoted by the effort. Itisa 

written discussion, and published in the Miamz 

County Sentinel. The following, I think, will be 

some of the advantages: 

1. Many will read on this subject, that would 

not under other circumstances. 

2. It will give fresh interest to the subject, 

throughout the county. 

3. It will be seen by all, (except bigots,) that 

orthodoxy rests on a foundation of sand. 

A. It will be a good discipline to myself, in pre- 
paring me to combat error. 

5. It will strengthen those whose sympathies are 

with us, and who are honestly inquiring for the 
truth. 

I know of several ministers in this State, who 

are examining this Life theme, and one or two who 

have come clear out on the truth. Eld. Hicks 

(Christian preacher, and a good man.) embraces 

these precious truths, and I think will be an effi- 

cient laborer in this cause. 

The brethren in this valley are anxious to see 

Bro, Storrs, and hear him preach, and should you 

visit the West another season, they will insist upon 
your coming this way. 

te) 

From Rurus WenpeE Lt. 

Canajoharie, N. Ys 
_ My Dear Broruer :—Hailing, as I do, with de- 
light and gratitude every effort that is put forth 
against the unscriptural, pagan dogma of inherent 
immortality, I was not a little pleased with the an- 
nouncementin the Bible Examiner that Br. Buatn 

| was about to appear in the field as an author. 

s 
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“ Death nut Life” : a very appropriate title this. 
Would to God its significance were appreciated by 
the great mass of those professing to revere the 
teachings of the Bible. I am not sure but that an- 
other work, entitled “ Life not Happiness,” is 
needed. In conversation with a Methodist clergy- 
man, not long since, I mentioned, 2s a strong ob- 
Jection to the endless torment theory, the fact. that 
its advocates were compelled to reject the literal 
Import of the term dife in every instance where it is 
made the subject of promise to believers. He de- 
nied the correctness of my position, and affirmed 
that life, in such cases, meant “happy existence.” 
In reply, I suggested that upon his principle death 
(“the wages of sin,” and the antithesis of life) must 
signify, when denounced against the ungodly, 
miserable non-existence. He failed to see that 
my deduction from his premises was a fair one.— 
Shortly afterwards, héwever, I broached the same 
idea again, and made this inquiry of him—* Your 
ground is that life (when the subject of promise.) 
denotes “ happy existence ;” this being so, do you | 
not give the term both a jigurative and a literal 
meaning at the same time ?” 
Yes, would have followed it with this query— 
“Must not death also be construed literally and | 
Siguratively ? and if so, what becomes of the popu- 
lar notion?” But he saw his dilemma, and gave me 
no direct answer. Wishing, however, to be con- 
sistent, he abandoned his absurd position, and, ac- 
cepting the “ orthodox” view, asserted that “ happi- 
ness” simply was intended by the term /é/e. Strange 
to say, this brother assents to the rule of interpre- 
tation which réquires that “ words be taken in their 
most common and obvious meaning, unless such 
a construction leads to absurd consequences, or be 
inconsistent with the known intention of the wri- | 
ter.” Yours, truly, 

Rurus WENDELL. 
‘ ieee tee 

“THe Brste Convention.”—Where, friend deist, | 

is the promised pamphlet that was to contain “@ 

full report of the discussions” of that Convention 

at Hartford ? 
aminer that such a report would never appear; and 

we have now waited four months in vain fora 

sight of it. Truly, gentlemen, you are slow to give 

the public your boasted triumph. The Reporter 

did his work faithfully, we judge ; for he sent us our 

speeches for examination near three months since, 

and we returned them to him without delay. 
the “ self-praising” Joseph Barker done the same? 

or, are his speeches unreturned to this day? Does 

friend Barker fear that some of us are so naughty 

that when his speeches appear in print, we shall 

take his “ Christianity Triumphant” and give a 

chapter of contrast ? comparing, Joseph Barker the 

Christian, with Joseph Barker the Deist? That 

we intend todo, the Lord being our helper. But 

do not fear the trial, friend Barker: if you have 

truth now it will show to good advantage in con- 

trast. Do let us have the Reported Discussion be- 

fore it gets as oldas the Gibeonitish bread. We 

> 

Had his answer been | 

| Aucust. 

We expressed a fear in the July Ex- | 

Has | 

have good reason for thinking that some of the 

deists of that Convention have not returned their 

speeches, Perhaps they have not had time. We 
will wait longer, then. 

’ 
0 s 

“THe Curistian Messencer.”—-The 4th and 

Sth.numbers of this monthly are received. The 

work is “ Published and Edited by Israel E. Jones, 

Newark, N. J.” Bro. Jones says-—“ This periodical 

is designed to be a Family Preacher and a Family 

Physician ; to give advice for the improvement and 

preservation of the present life, and the attainment 

of the life which is to come.” 

The work is a medium octavo of 32 pages, month- 

| ly, at 50 cents for six months; printed on good pa. 

per, with covers, Our absence from home, and the 

pressure of business since our return, has prevented 
an examination of it; but judging from a casual 

glance over it, think it may be a useful work.— 

Suecess to you, Br. Jones, in doing good to men for 

“ the life that new is and that which is to come.” 

oO 

“Tue Irish Evancetist, John Hurly, Editor and 

Publisher,” at 256 Bowery, New York. We have 

seen only one number of this paper, viz., that for 

The editor seems to be a convert from 

the Roman Catholie Church, and is laboring with 

commendable zeal for the conversion of his Irish 

Catholic brethren, with some success. May he be 

| abundantly prosperous in advancing the truth. We 

were amused with the round about way “Mr. 

Owens” takes in the “ Talk on the Road,” to. con- 

vince “ Pat” that he “ought not to pray to saints 

in heaven.” The short way would be to teach 

“ Pat” that praying to dead saints is the same asta 

pray to wood or stone-—for “the dead know not 

anything.” Convince “ Pat” of that truth andghe 

will soon see there are no dead saints “in heaven” 

to hear prayers or intercede forhim. Surely “Pat” 

is not so great adunce as to look for gold where 

he knows there is none. The food of Roman Ca- 

tholicism is the doctrine-of the immortality of the — 

soul and its survivance in consciousness after death. 

Deprive it of this food and it dies of itself’ Now, 

friend Hurly, try the Scripture doctrine of no fu- 

ture life without a resurrection from the dead, 

and see if it does not work to a charm on the sys- 

tem of Papal delusion. In our opinion it will 

liberate more of your Irish brethren in one year 

than ten years’ labor without. We sincerely wish 

Br. Hurly success in his labor, and hope he may be 

sustained. He needs. funds to carry forward his 

good work, The Evangelist is a folio of 4 pages, 

monthly, at $1 per year. Let those help it who 

can. 
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Tue Curtp’s Frienp has been removed from 
Rochester, N. Y., to Honeoye, Ontario Co., N. Y. 

All communications should be directed to O. R. L. 
Crosier, its Editor and Publisher, accordingly. 

0 
Pavuine THEronocy; or, The Christian Doc- 

trine of Future Punishment as Taught in the 
Episties of Paul. By H. L. Hastings, Plymouth, 

Mass, 

Such is the title of a neat pamphlet of 48 pages, 
12 mo., just issued. It is an excellent work, and 

we hope it may be widely circulated. It is well ar- 

ranged, and will carry conviction to any mind not 

hopelessly shut up in Pagan fables. We would 

like to give extracts, but cannot this month. The 

price we do not know, but presume it is about 

121-2 cents. Let it be scattered widely. 
oO 

Aw Incipent.—Or our way from South Bend, 

Ind., to Middlebury, two ladies were sitting in the 

cars, just before us, who had some tracts. A 

Presbyterian minister entered the cars and took his 

seat directly opposite the ladies. One of them 

handed a lady on the seat behind him the tract, 

“ Can you Believe?” by Moncrieff. It was passed 

into the hands of the minister, who looked at it a 

short time and then wrote on the margin—* Well 

spiced with infidelity,” and handed it back to one 

of the ladies before us, who wrote-—* That is your 
opinion—' Let God be true and every mar a liar,” 
and returned it to the minister; who wrote in re- 

ply—* Here is the spirit of the sect.’ Having 
written this he walked out into another car, and 

left, as we suppose, his wife and another lady to sit 

near we “ feretics” alone, as he appeared no more, 

till we left the ears, having arrived at Middlebury. 

We must have traveled some ten or fifteen miles 

after he took himself out of sight. Is it true that 

a. men “ flee when no man pursueth?” A lady 
quoted a text of Scripture, which the minister said 

was “the spirit of the sect,” and then fled. He 
doubtless dreaded an encounter with her, as she 
was an acquaintance of his, who had lately embraced 
the Life views, and had been dealt with by a Pres- 
byterian church, for her supposed departure from 
the faith, on the charge of having embraced “ wn- 
scriptural doctrine ;” but when the trial came, 
that church would not allow her to read the Scrip- 
tures in her defence! ‘The fact was, she had too 
much Scripture for them; and the minister in the 
cars having knowledge of the matter was among 
the missing after the first shot from the Bible. A 
very safe course, no doubt. 

0) 
THe ProvisionaARY ComMITTEE acknowledge the 

receipt of the following sums during the montn 
past, viz: 

From friends in Philadelphia, by Br. Blain, 9,00 
oe te Lockport, ly BIO 

Br, Blain has now entered upon his agency un- 

der the Prov. Com.; Br. W. 8. Campbell has 
also consented to go out in this work. Br. Camp- 
bell will labor, at present, in Western Mass., and | 
Eastern N.Y. We trust Br. J. S. White will com- 
mence his labors in a few days, under the patronage © — 
of the Prov. Com. We think he will. We hope 
the friends of the Life Theme will feel the impor- 
tance and necessity of sustaining these brethren and ” 
others who may enter the field. Winter is coming 
on; and now is the time to put forth an effort to 
make advances with the truth in that season when 
most persons have more leisure to read, hear, and 
investigate than in spring or summer. Br. Rich- 
mond seems to be laboring in a promising field and 
with good success; yet, in new fields, like his, itis 
not to be expected the laborer will meet with that. 
pecuniary aid which will be necessary to free him 
from care, on that score; hence the necessity of 
help from others who have felt the value of the 
truths we publish. Come, friends, as the Lord has 
prospered you, send in your free-will offerings to 
help on this work. Remember now is the time to 
work. Ears are open everywhere to hear on this 
topic, and let us see that the laborers be not left to’ 
“serve tables :” they should be sustained; nay, 
they must be. Help then, ye men and women who 
love the truth, and help without delay. 

Om 

Booxs, Booxs—We are glad to say, that the 
“ Bible vs. Tradition,” continues to be called for, ~ 
so that the second edition is almost exhausted. We 
sold nearly one hundred eopies on our western tour ; 
and about the same of * Death not Life.” No 
works have sold so rapidly and readily as these ex- 
cept the “ Siz Sermons.” Let them continue to 
be scattered. ‘They are doing up the work with 
great power. They are mighty through God to the 
pulling down the strong-holds of the Ged-dishonor- 
ing doctrines of inherent immortality and endless 
torture. 

Prices.—* Bible vs. Tradition? 75 cents; ten 
_ copies for $5, cash. 

“Death not Life,” 25 cents; six copies for $1. 

———o 
APpornTMENTS.— W e design preaching as follows, 

for the remainder of this year. 

At Dansvitte, Livingston Co., N, Y., the second 

and third Sundays in Oct.,and the week interven- 
ing, each evening at least. 

Ar Boston, Mass., the first and second Sundays 
in Noy., and the week intervening. 

At WorcesTER, Mass., the first and second Sun- 

days in Dec., and the week intervening. 
At Paterson, N, J.. the last Sunday in each 

month. : 

During the intervals between these appointments 
we shall be in or about New York, attending to the 
business of the Examiner and the cemmunications 
of our friends. Our friends will bear with us if 
they find a little delay in filling their orders; espe- 
cially ifthe orders arrive here after we have left for 
those appointments which compel us to be absent 
a whole week. We haye none to leave our busi- 
ness matters with. 


