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INTRODUCTORY. 

TnE readers of the ItEett:w ExTnA of Nov. 22, 1887, 
containing the "Reply to the Attacks of Kid. D. M. Can-
right" upon Seventh-day Adventists, will remember the 

statement we made therein that we did not intend to 

publish anything furtiter concerning hint or his work. 

Having lawn forced by the publicity and virulence of 

his attacks, after long and patient waiting. on our part. 

to take up the defensive, notice hint and his work, and 
reply to a few of his arguments and Misrepresentations, 
we intended to leave the matter to the judgment of a 
discriminating public, and say no more concerning him. 

But within 11111 last few weeks we have received a doc-
ument front hint which he demands should be published 

try us, to correct certain "wrong statements" which he 
claims we made concerning him in tho ExTRA. Of 

r'nursc,-we ever hold ourselves ready as honest tuna to 

correct every wrong statement we make concerning oth- 

ers which really injures them, 	Aid (/* if be true that 
we have done Mi. Canright an injury by anything.  we 

•have said, we would cheerfully correct and acknowledge 

it. 	But we will consider that question hereafter. 
We make this preliminary statement that the reader 

may See, that the cause of our bringing him again before 
the public is his own demand upon us to do so. We 

should not for a moment have thought of doing it, but 

for his urgent •-quest. Our attitude is still that of the 

sirielfg delenaire. As we do not care to bring these per-
sonal matters into the regular Issue of the IitcvtEw AN 

HERALD, It is thought necessary to publish a small 
Emit, No. 2. We now give Eld. Canright's reply to 

the EXTRA in full. 	 (fro. I. Iii^rI.En. 

ELD. CANRIOHT'S REPLY. 

	

Otsego, 	Ike, 27, 1887. 
EntIORI OP Tint It r 	n' A A: oi1M:atilt  

Brethren: Your ErritA relating to myself has been read. Of 
course, things appear to me very different from what they do to 
you. 1 would like to polut out many things st Melt to fin: teem 
clearly erroneous; butt know you would not publish them if I did. 
Manyof your statements with regard to me are not correct; In 
some canes only half the truth Is told, and in others facts arc 
emitted which would give a very different coloring to the mat-
ter. Still, from my lung acquaintance whit you, I cannot be-
Hive that you would knowingly make a false statentent to in-
jure ine, or that you are not willing to correct it wrong statement 
when convinced that it Is nrong. Hence I ask you to correct 
two or three of the gravest ones, concerning which I can readily 
furnish the evidence. It was only u few weeks ago that you 
felt greatly grieved with the editor of the Ado orate because he 
would not, as pm claimed, correct an offensive statement con-
cerning your people. So I will now expect you to be willing to 
do me jutqlea 1n Ode matter. 

Oh. page 2 of the ExTnA, Ehl. Butler says:— 

A little previous to the time of our camp-meeting bit Grand Itapidol, 
eattrIght caste to Ittn.enV end visited Mind of the newspaper of• 

flees, to obtain the privilege Of inserting articles in the city papers 
against us. 

Then it is stated that handbills were scattered by my agents 
(page 12) upon the grounds, etc. Neither statement it true. 
Two weeks before the camp-meeting, by urgent request I went 
to Grand Rapids, and met One of the men front the Demurral 
office at Dr. Veenhocr's office. Ile said that the editors wished 
me to write a half dozen articles on the other side, as they: bad 
published to much from the Adventists that their readers did 
not like R. I agreed on six articles, for which Dr. Veenboer 
paid me, I came home the same day', and was not there ag,aln 
till after camp-meeting. Dr. V., without asking me, had some 
of the arthlea atruck off mot distributed on the grounds, 

should not have done. I did not visit a single newspaper of-
fice, nor ask any one to print anything for me. He'r'e in the 
doctor's own statement 1— 

"Grand Itaidds, Ike. 27, 1887. 
"REV. D. M. CaNntoter, Otsego, Mich. 

"Dear Elder: I rteelYed an EXTRA of the ROVIEW AND Han-
v.0, dated Nov. 22, 1887, In which (lee. I. Butler makes state-

. ments to utterly (alto that I wish you would call on him to re. 
tract and repair your Injury done by his slander:— 

A little previous to the time (dour canimmeetIng, 	C'unrtghtenme  
to the city ((nand liapidsl, tel visited most of the newspaper offices, 10 obtain 	prl Meg,. of inserting itrt Irks In the city papers against ii., etc. 

"Now, all the work of opposition, visiting newspapers,' 
'distributing handbills at the \Vest Miehigan 	scatter- 
ing thousands of copies' of 'Mrs. White, the prophetess,' at 
the camp-ground, was done without the knowledge or consent 
of Mr. Outright, except that I made arrangement once for a 
lawepalter man twined She Elder at illy Once, when' "ra n ge-
looms were ouhle to publish a half dozen articles On SeVeld 11- 
,114Y Adventism, 	Canright, These riebeles wore written 
by Mat at the urge"jo. ^cguest of half it dozen of our ministers 
and seine laymen. They were used by me and some of these 
owe for the good Of the valise of truth wzairtst the unbibbeal  

doctrines of Adventism, at the Fair am' eump-grounds, and dll 
our daily papers. 	 MELIA; VES:NitOE'll." 

This is enough on that point. 

On page 15 is a statement from Bro. Butter, concerning my 
ordination, which is untrue and very unjust, both to myself and 
to the church with which I united, De iteellSVS Me of putting 
IL padlock lipM) my mouth on the subject of the soul, 111SIRUS-
Hugthat I sold toy conscience and my liberty for tt place In the 
church. tiro, T. M. ShanaTelt, of Three Rivers, secretary of 
the Michigan Baptist State eotiVentlon, was secretary of the 
council, anti beard all that ails said.,  Here Is his testimony :— 

"My attention has been called to a copy of • the ADVENT RE-
VIEW AND HERALD EXTRA, &tell Nov. 22, 1887. This EXTRA 
seems to be devoted eXellthiVely to replica to Rev. 1). M. 
Canright, now pastor of the Ilapti,t church lit Otsego, 
but formerly a Seventh-day Advent mininter. Mr. Canright 
was ordained at Otsego, after a thorough and satisfactory exam-
ination by a large council which met at the call of the Otsego 
Baptist church, March 19, 1887, The undersigned was secre- 
tary of the council. 	 . 

" In the copy of tie Ibrytaw AND linitALo referred to, in the 
article entitled ' 0 Consistency ' the following reference is 
made to Mr. Canright and the muted that ordained him :— 

We are also informed that In his examination before the council of 
Baptist ministers just before his re.ordination nt Otsego last spring, 
w he n  those  points of faith involving the soul question earne up, the 
Elder wits meekly modest in his statements, and "wanted time •' 
further to examine the subject before he fen Inclined to state his posi- 
tions. And also that he was accorded a ',limn. examination by the 
cumuli on dhilles MI this gut...lion, the proceedings and result of 
which we have lie Ver lists able to learn. 

" Neither of the above statements is true. The sou/ question ' 
wus nut 111!.eilsm.d, and Mr. Camight was not accorded a private 
examination on that question nor any other. Such a proceed-
ing, which Is contrary to Baptist usage and eustom, was not 
suggested nor thought of by Mr. Cattright or any of the large 
number of ministers and laymen who composed the eouncil. 

"T. M. 611ANAYELT. 

" 77trer 	Mirk, Ike. 2.1, P.M'," 

This states the truth exactly. Eld. Butler was misinformed 
out this point, its on Malty others. Simply one question Was 

asked with regani to the dead, I think, or the resurrection, that 
was all, My Baptist brethren have accorded me the fullest 
freedom In preaching the word of hits' ail I understand it, and 
I love dome So wit h 	111,,1,11. bit•b 	rlijO)C11 stook% 
the Adventists, or could wish anywhere. If you think I am 
afraid to speak my mind on the Mitt] question, give me two col-
umns hi the Bev tEw, and you shall have ft plainly. 

Ones more : Ou page 14 Bro. Smith necuses the of duplicity 
in writing differently for different papers. Does he find a line 
in One contradicting w hat I wrote in another I—No, only as he 
construes it so. But he says I dare not send to the Methodist 
Adeoeale a certain sentence on the abolition of the devalogne 
which I published in the Oracle. But that la just what I did 
do ; for I sent that very articie, as printed in the Grade, to the 
editor of the Advocate, and hew rote nit.," Your article on Col, 2 
Is very tine," and of 	to publbdi 1t, Lack of space was nil 
that prevented its publication entire. Abridged, it was pub-
limited as article No. 11. 

I believe you will have the fainters to correct these state-
ments which are calculated to injure my reputation as an honest 
man. I will try to prdlt, by the lessons you read me in the 
EXTRA. I freely own myself to he a lean., erring mortal, liable 
to make sad mistaken, even when I try to do my best. The con-
sciousness of toy weaknesses often overwhelms me with dis-
couragement, but I know I have tried to do what I thought was 
right. I try to show the sante mercy and consideration for 
others which I hope fur myself at the Judgment. I am not 
conscious of any hard feelings toward my former brethren, 
though I am well convinced that their doctrine is an error. 

D. M. CaNntonT. 
•	 

ELD. BUTLER'S WRONG STATEMENT.—NO. 1. 

IT will be seen from the above that Eld. Canright is so 
urgent to have us publish his article that he appeals to 
our sense of fairness to induce us to do so. Ile calls to 
our attention the fact that the editor of the ItEviEw 
demanded of the Advocate the correction of some grossly 
erroneous charges, which the latter never would correct. 
lie evidently thinks we will be more fair than the Meth-
odist editor, and we will justify his good opinion of us 
by publishing bit atutement. Those who are right can 
afford to be fair. The reader will see, then, that this 
publication is issued entirely because of the Elder's de-
:nand. 

Ell. Canright claims that I have misrepresented him, 
and Injured his reputation by statements which I made 
concerning his visiting the newspaper offices in Grand 
Rapids before our camp-meeting, and getting his articles 
into the papers, ttnd having them scattered on the camp-
ground. Ile says my statements concerning these things 
not untrue. lie brings in a letter from Dr. Veenboer to 
substantiate his statements. The reader will carefully 
notice what the Elder and his ally have said. 1 will at 
this point also introduce) It letter from Eld. 1f, W. Miller, 
who lived at Grand Itaititls at the time, 1111d acted as the 
agent of our Con ference, securing since in the coltin1118 
of the city newspapers for the publication of reports of 
our camp-meeting 

Grand Rapids, Mich., Jan. .11, 1888. 
ELT). (LI. Dentin, Battle Creek, Mich, 

Dear Ifro: In reply to your letter of the 28th, I will say that 
about the first of September, 1887, I visited the editors and 
business managers of three of the leading dailies of this city, and 
made arrangements to report, through their papers, the proceed-
ings of our camp-meeting, which was to be held in this city the 
last of September. Four or live days before our meeting proper 
was to begin, and during our preparatory meeting,Iwo of these 
papers began tits pnbIleatIon of a series of articles from the pen 
of El(11). M. Canright, which consisted not only of an unjust 
attack upon certain points of faith held by Seventh-day Advent-
10.8, but of a personal reference to certain leading writers and 
speakers of that denomination. Now us the principal consider-
ation itt the mutter of reporting our meeting was, that we should 
circulate several hundred copies of each of these dailies, we felt it 
duty to cull and ascertain someth ingot the nature of the articles we 
were about to circulate. We were informed by the managers of 
two of these dailies that arrangements bad been made by Eld. 
Curiright or his allies to have a series of articles from the Elder's 
lieu appear In their column* during the week of one camp-meet- 
Mg. 	And the business manager of the other paper told us that 
tiny Mai been urged to publish the sante articles, but positively 
refused to have anything to do with It. 

Whether Md. C. personally visited these publishing firms is a 
very minor matter ; but the evidence is abundant that they were 
visited by him or some of those who were intimately connected 
in the plot to secure the publication of his articles In the 
papers of which we expected to circulate about 2500 through-
out the State. As his articles were so full of a revengeful spirit, 
and consisted so largely of personal attacks upon those from 
whom he had so recently withdrawn, it took but little argument 
to emit/ince those who had published a few of hit articles, that 
justice to us, in accordance with our former contract, would de-
mand that they be discontinued, at least during the time we re-
ported our meetings through their columns. FM. Canright, 
however, was not well satisfied with ail this, as was seen by the 
article he wrote and the strong effort henna his friends made to 
have It published In Sunday's Issue of Oct. 2. I was personally 
Interviewed by the editor concerning the publication of this 
piece, and lie being more honorable than the others, did not al-
low its publication in his paper of that date. 

lint Eld. Canright and lilt associates were not of the submis-
sive kind ; so they had the said article struck off in sheet form, 
and all day Sunday, Oct. 2, their agents surrounded the vamp, 
when thousands were In attendance, freely: theattering these sheets. 
It was a very noticeable fact, however, that many of those who 
were doing this menial work for them, were so far down In the 
intellectual scale that they could not even read what they were 

H. W. Miusa. giving to others, 

This brings the whole question before us front parties 
intimately connected with the matter on both sides. Eld. 
Canright and I)r. Veenboer state that the Flder did not 
personally visit the newspaper offices, or engage in the 
circulation of these articles against us on the grounds, 
etc. Suppose we grant this to be true, as they state—
and we have no disposition to deny it—what then Is the 
result? And how far does it prove that we have treated 
him unjustly or misrepresented him? The facts ad-
mitted Or proved tire these:- 

1. Eli]. Canright knew very well that we were about 
to have a large camp-meeting in Grand Rapids, and that 
it wits always our custom on such occasions to have full 
reports of the saute in the leading city papers. 

2. Ile knew this I)r. Veenboer was a very bitter op-
ponent of our people and doctrines, and that he would 
do everything in his power to make us odious In the eyes 
of the public. 

3. Knowing this full well, as we have reason to be-
lieve there had been much correspondence between 
them, he came to this man's office, made a bargain with  
him to write six articles against S. D. Adventists, and 
placed them in his hands and this man " paid" him for 
them, according to the Elder's own admission. " 

4. Somebody acting for this partnership of Canright, 
Veenboer, d Co., did visit the three leading newspapers 
in the city, and two of them published articles for them. 
and one refused. 

6. When our agent, Eld. H. W. Miller, visited these 
offices, and objected to being made a party to carry out 
this plot of forcing our people to circulate Eh!. Can-
right's virulent articles against our faith, and slanders 
against our leading workers, these papers agreed to with-
holdil8t: the publication of them till the catnp-meeting was 

O. During the progress of the camp-meeting, Just be-
fore the most important day of it (Sunday), the Elder 
wrote another article, not inchnied in the six he was 
" pitid " for. It was the most bitter of any of them. 
Front expressions in it concerning the "camp-ground," 
we know it wits intended to be circulated on the ground; 
e. p., " All of Mrs. White's books from which I quoted 
are at the camp." " Examine them and see if I have n't 
quoted them right," The agents of the above arm, Out-
right, Veninboer, & Cu.,  brought a big pressure to bear 
to get this into the papers. 	Failing in that, as Eld. 
id Hier says, their " agoutssurrounded the camp. when thou-
sands were in attendance, freely scattering these sheets." 

These are the facts lu the case. But now Eld. Can-
right feels he has been abused, treated unjustly, mind 
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misrepresented by Eld. Butler, because I said, "Eld. 
Canright came to the city and visited moat of the news-
paper offices," and that his agents scattered handbills on 
the camp-ground, etc. And his right-hand man, Dr. 
Veenboer, stops up and generously exonerates the Elder, 
taking all the responsibility upon himself. We do not 
wonder the Elder desires to shift the responsibility of 
such dirty work as this, on to somebody. We are 
glad he has some sense of propriety yet left; but he will 
find it difficult to get rid of the responsibility, after all. 

What is the difference in principle, whether a man 
does a mean act himself, or so associates with other men 
that they do it for him, when the motive is transpar-
out that he desires it done? The first course shows 
courage. The other looks more sneaking. But the re-
sponsibility inheres in either case. The principle is rec-
ognized everywhere, that responsibility rests as much 
upon a person when be acts through agents, as when he 
does a thing himself. The popes erected St. Peter's 
cathedral; yet we do not suppose they ever struck a 
blow upon it, or laid a atone. Vanderbilt built one of 

--titeseletint-mansions-in-  Now York, -yet never drove a nail 
in it. Satan is the murderer of our race, yet perhaps 
never killed a man directly. 	But it is his influence 
which has led men to their ruin. lid. Canright, in con-
stant communication with Dr. Veenboer, visits hint, 
writes some articles for him, gets "paid" for them, and 
places them under his control ; and he cannot escape the 
responsibility of what follows. Eld. C. is neither a 
child nor a fool. He well knew what prompted Dr. 
V. to pay for these articles, and that he would do his ut-
most to make them hurt S. D. Adventists. And on the 
very face of it, one was written by the Elder to be circu-
lated on the camp-ground ; for it was directed to those 
on the ground, and they were told to "examine " certain 
books there. It was written with malevolent intent. — 
written to break down before the citizens of Grand 
Rapids the influence of "Mrs. E. G. White, the proph-
etess." It speaks of her in a most scandalous way, im-
plying that she was acting a double-faced, hypocritical 
part : "Her words will be smoother than oil." But her 
statement about the popular churches is "shamefully 
false." 

We chtizn emphatically, that Eld. Canright intended to 
have these statements of his circulated in some wayeipon 
that camp-ground ; and the very words of his own ar-
ticle, and all the circumstances connected with it, abun-
dantly substantiate the truthfulness of this statement. 
lie must either stand in this position, or deny the author-
ship of this wretched sheet which was circulated by the 
thousand on the camp-ground, on his "Sunday Lord's 
day." How much he know as to just what the agents 
of this " partnership" would do, and just how far they 
would go, has little to do with it When a man puts 
liquOr to his throat, and goes off under its influence and 
murders a man, the law holds him responsible for his 
acts, Ile knew what sort, pf stuff that was before he 
swallowed it. He knew what kind of work it sometimes 
made men do when under its Influence. So Eld. Can-
right, when he wrote such words and placed them in tho 
bends of a man actuated by the spirit that Dr. V. had, 
know, or should know, the use to which he would likely 
put them. A little dodge that he himself did not go to 
any printing-offices, or personally hire any agents to go 
to the camp-ground and scatter this trash, has very little 
importance. Ile placed it in the hands of those whom 
be had every reason to believe would do It and, as the 
result proved, actually did do it. And he himself was 
really a party to the whole transaction, and got " paid" 
for his part of it. How could his responsibility be made 
more manifest. Why, on the same ground the writer 
could claim no responsibility in the circulation of the 
EXTRA, though be wrote a large part of it. He has no 
remembrance of circulating even three copies. Yet Eld. 
C. will hardly be likely to release him from responsibil-
ity in the premises. The Elder will have to try again 
before he convicts Eld. Butler of any substantial mis-
representation. 

zen. BuTuntos WRONG STATEMENT.—NO. 2. 
I em next charged with doing Eld. Canright and the 

Baptist Church great injustice by some statements made 
concerning his ordination. Ile says my statements are 
"untrue" and "very unjust." Ile says I accused him of 
putting a "padlock upon his mouth" on the "subject of 
the soul," and that he "sold his conscience and his lib-
erty for a place in the church." Well, such charges do 
seem rather hard on such a consistent, conscientious man 
as lid. Canright has proved himself to be surely. He 
calls upon ono of his good brethren in the Baptist minis-
try to help him out, and relieve him from the odium of 
my "unjust" charges. So the Rev. T. M. Shanafelt, sec-
retary of the council which examined Eld. C. before his 
ordination, comes gallantly to the rescue, and declares 
two of my statements "untrue." "Tho soul question 
was not discussed" at all, he would have us believe, at 
the time of Eld. Canright's ordination, He had no "pri-
vate examination" of any kind. This Is wholly "con-
trary to Baptist usage and custom," the good secretary 
tells us, Tho Elder himself also kindly assures us that 
he has the most delightful liberty among his new asso-
ciations in the Baptist Church, "to preach the word of 
God as he understands it," His " Baptist brethren have 
accorded him the fullest freedom in preaching." He as-
aurca us, that when he was examined before being or-
dained, little or nothing was said on the soul question. 
"Simply one question was asked with regard to the 
dead " or "the resurrection ; that was ell." The Elder 
wants us to understand he has no " padlock on his 
month," as Eld. Butler hits wickedly insinuated. He 
has the most perfect freedom to speak and teach what 
he pleases, " all he could wish anywhere." He says if  

we do n't believe it, and think he "is afraid to speak his 
mind on the soulquestion," to give him "two columns 

in the Ravizw, and we shall have it plainly." 
Surely, what more could we ask in the premises, and 

how consistent and suitable everything has been all 
the 

while between the Elder and the good oldBa
ttptitett 

Church on this soul question. It seems almost a 

p y 
 

try to exonerate myself in the least from the "injustice" 
I have committed in insinuating anything about that 
" padlock" on the Elder's mouth, when everything is so 
serene and perfectly candid and fair in this new, loving 
fraternal relationship between the Elder and the good 
church of his choice on the "soul question." But we all 
know human nature will do its best to absolve itself 
from blame, even if it has a poor chance. So we must 
make au effort:- 

1. It will be noticed by the reader, in the extract Mr. 
Shanafelt quotes from mo in the EXTRA, that I made no 

claim of knowing anything personally about the proceed-
ings of the council examining Eld. Canright before his 

stated that I was 

" informed." - This is true. I was so informed, 
Ordination, not being present. I only 

2. I intimated in the article in the EXTRA, entitled b  
Consistency l" that the relationship on the soul ques-
tion, between Eld. Canright, an ordained 13aptist min-
ister, and the church with which he was connected, was 
a very anomalous one, to say the least. 

8. I stated that he had been a man of very pronounced 
views on the question of the immortality of the soul and 
kindred topics, for many years, having been intensely 
opposed to the view that man by nature is immortal, 
and also to the doctrine of eternal torment. 

4. I further stated that the Baptist Church, as every-
body knows, held both of these views very strenuously in 
their creed ; indeed, that the orthodox churches with 
whom Bid. Canright now affiliates regarded a belief in 
these doctrines as more important than many others they 
held, and denounced the views which the Elder has al-
ly:lye advocated on this subject as the most dangerous 
"infidelity." 

5. That so far as I bad learned, the Elder had never 
intimated in a single Instance, publicly or privately, that 
he had changed his former opinions a particle on this 
subject. But on the contrary, considering the fact that 
he so bitterly opposed S. D. Adventists on the Sabbath, 
the law, the prophecies, and most other points of faith, 
but never did on the question of the soul and kindred 
subjects, we were authorized to believe be still hold 
the views be always had on this point. 

6. That it wits a most inconsistent position for a church 
to employ a man as pastor over a congregation, to teach 
what it regarded as a groat error, or refrain from teach-
ing what it considered important truth, there being 
scarcely any question in the whole realm of Bible doc-
trine made more prominent or important than that re-
lating to man's future. It is directly involved in the plan 
of salvation, and has an important bearing on the gov-
ernment of God; and Eld. Canright has ever taught that 
many of the most erroneous doctrines existing grow out 
of this one of the immortality of the soul. 

7. In view of the ominous silence of both parties on 
this question, amid the Elder's marked reticence concern-
ing it, while we know he always used to have so much 
to say upon it, we intimated that he had a "padlock on 
his mouth," on the soul question, the expression only im-
plying that something remarkable had choked his utter-
ance. Ile thinks tide very unjust. 

But what does he say to relieve himself or his church 
from this aspersion upon the propriety of their present 
relation? Why does he call in Md. Shanafelt to state 
that certain remarks which I gave simply as second-hand 
information were incorrect? that he did not have a 
"private investigation," and was not asked concerning 
the soul question? This question was entirely ignored. 
There seems to have been a beautiful and harmonious un-
derstanding on this subject, and never a word said. 
There was such a sweet and perfect union of spirit on 
this interesting occasion when the Elder was to be or-
dained as a Baptist minister, that such little matters of 
theology es to whether countless myriads of men, women, 
and children were to be tortured to all eternity, or not, 
were not worth considering for a moment. It mattered 
not whether the soul was Immortal or not, in the minds 
of this large council of reverend D D's. No matter what 
the Elder thought about it,—whether he belieVed man 
go to heaven at death, or that man had no more soul 
than a brute. Such little matters wore not worth asking 
a question about, if he was only to ho made a  Baptist 

 minister. What is theology any way, and whet does it 
amount to? And why should they ask him 

 

Wasn't Lino questions council over hint? Was at all, or hold any 	 factid  that 
he had left the poor, deluded " Advents" enougils evidence 
any way to show he was all right? Truly theBaptists

e 	t  

are a large-hearted people, and believe in great freedom, 
when they can take a minister so readily and so fully on 
trust, who has been under the corrupting Influences andthe " fanaticism " of this despised peoplele for twenty-
eight years, and never aslc him a question upon the  most  
important doctrines of their faith. It does n't seem to be 
of much importance any way what a man believes or 
teaches, if ho is only to join the church, 

Now in all seriousness, we say it is very hard for us to 
believe this matter was left in any such loose way as the 
two Elders would have us believe, It do esnitlootok sen-sible. this 

 All the facts scent to us to point rather 
 

 

that this understanding was reached in that public exert. 
ination. Hardly; those doctors of divinity wow sot  
have been likely to leave their pleasant homes to come 
to Otsego, at large expense and inconvenience, until this  
matter was all well understood, And here is where the  
" padlock " question comes in. What evidence has ER 
Canright given us that he speaks his mind freely on this  
soul question? Why, forsooth, he will furnish the Ra. 
view, if we will open our pages, two solid columns of 
matter on this subject. Generous soul! In the first place 
he knows we would not open our pages to him any way, 
so he is perfectly safe In making the statement. In the 
second place, we are in no need of enlightenment on the 
question, if he holds his old views. We are an sound 
on that subject. But to give him a chance to show his 
sincerity and the " fullest freedom" to speak "the word 
of God as he understands it," lot him speak hie seeti, 
monte in his own church, whore they need it so badly, 
Let him enlighten the Baptists on the horrible nature of 
eternal torment, publish it in their papers, etc., and see 
how much this "fullest freedom" amounts to. 

Let the reader carefully peruse his present article, od 
toll us of a single hint, the remotest intimation in the 
whole article, as to what his views are on this subject 
If this does n't indicate the tightest kind of "padlock" 
on the Elder's mouth yet, then we are unable to judge, 
We dare the Elder to publish his views on that subject 
in any way that will tend to influence Baptist opinion; 
that Is, if he still holds to his former opinions. We think 
it very probable he will, after long meditation, come out 
on the other side, and be an immortal-soulist He has 
placed himself in a false position, and made such radical 
changes, that we are fully prepared for this. It will ssi 
no great matter to turn one more somersault for one Who 
has proved himself so agile heretofore. Poor, poor maul 
what a pitiable spectacle his course for the last year pre-
sents I From our souls we pity him, lie may call it 
" injustice," " misrepresentation," or what be will, he 
cannot conceal the fact that the attitude be has taken, 
and that of his church concerning the soul question, is 
any thing but a proper one. 

"0 Consistency, thou art a jewel," applied to thismat-
ter, we know cuts close. But it is the truth in the case 
which furnishes the edge to make it cut. The effort to 
get rid of the force of what I said In the EXTRA, by call-
ing attention to supposed errors in what I gave as is, 
formation furnished by another, does not change the 
actual status. To all Intents and purposes, the Elder's 
mouth has been " padlocked " on the soul question fora 
year past, to the very best of our knowledge. And the 
greediness with which these popular churches take up 
men for ministers who have been tainted so long with 
gross error, " fanaticism," "Infidelity," as they claim Ad. 
ventism to be, Is most illuminating. It shows right on 
the face of it that they do n't really believe that this doc-
trine injures people, corrupts their morals, or keeps them 
from being Christians. Their course shows unmistaka-
bly that they would be wonderfully glad to I

. 
all of us, 

(f they could. 	 Gm 1. BUT1111. 

ILD, MIMS IIIIIREPRESSITATION. 

IN EXTRA, No. 1, p. 14, appeared the following short 
article, to which Eld. C., as appears from his reply, takes 
great exception on the ground that it presents him in a 
wrong light before the public. The body of the article 
consists of extracts from what he has written to differ-
ent papers ; and the name of the paper in which each 
quotation was published, and the date when published 
are explicitly given, so that any one can verify the quo-
tations if he so desires. We ask the reader to compare 
again carefully these quotations, and judge whether it is 
not Eld. C.'s own words which have placed him in the 
light in which he stands before the public, which to be 
sure is not a very enviable one. The article as published 
in EXTRA No. I was headed. "All Things to all Men," 
and reads as follows :— 

" We notice quite a difference in the tone of Eld. OA 
arguments, according to the views of the paper for which 
he writes. Thus, while writing for the Methodist paper, 
the organ of a denomination which has strenuously 
maintained the unceasing obligation of the ten command 
ments, he says :-- 

"P. B.: Lest my position should be misunderstood helmet 
have time to explain It., I will say here that I believe se strongly 
as fintbstarlans do In the perpetuity of the holy immutable Lis 
of God, and every moral precept taught in the Old TeatsmellL 
The Methodist Discipline (Articles of Religion, sect. 8) exactly 
expresses my position on the law: 'Although the law given from 
God by Moses as touching ceremonies and rites, (loth sot Mad 
Christians, nor ought the civil precepts thereof of necessity be 
received in any commonwealth; yet, notwithstanding, no Chris-
tian whatsoever la free from the obedience of the conunewl• 
meats which aro called moral.'— Advocate, Sept. 24, 1887. 

"Now he knows, as all know, that the Methodist Die 
cipline by the expression, 'the commandments which are 
called moral,' moans the docalogue, the ten command-
ments, as they were spoken by God from Sinai, and writ-
ten on the tables of stone, Bo the Methodists will get  
the idea that lid, 0, agrees with them in this, and so 
be much pleased. But when he is writing to an and' 
nomian paper, as the Christian Oracle,' of Des Moinee 
Iowa,   instead 

  whatsoevero 
of eayi nisg fivrehea 

front
t  iet 

obedience 
understoodie u ce  

to th e 
that 

deca-
loguo, be says that all Christians aro free from it; for It 
has been nailed to the cross, and taken out of the way. 

from his pen :— 
Thus in the Oracle of June 9, 1887, we read the following 

"The simple facts, I believe, are these : Paul [In COL 9 :14' 

Christian   

17] refers to the entire Jewish system, the law of Moses VI I 
whole, of which the decalogue was only a email part. Every word of the ten commandments, Sabbath included, was arItta 

conclusion, that there was a perfect understanding be- 
forehand between Eld. Canrightn d some of these good 
B  Baptist divines, and that he was to keep mum on this 
subject. Very likely this was not made apparent on the 
surface. Such understandings are not usually blown 
out upon the world with a trumpet.They are more apt 
to occur In some very quiet, retired way.. I have no idea 
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by the hand of Moses, on parchment, right in with the rest of 
the law of Moses. (See Deets 5, and other places.) As an 

satire system, as a law taken fn all ite parts, It wits a burden-
sone system, a yoke of bondage, a seined-master designed only 
to lead us to Christ, It was against us and contrary to us, and 
is such It was nailed to the cross. The decal, igne being written 
on parchment in the hook of the law, It would be proper to 
speak of it as blotted out, nailed to the cross, etc., with the rest 

of the law, 
"Eld. C. would not dare address such language to the 

Methodist Adrocate. If he did, it. would not he pub-
lished. This is being all things to all men with a 

vengeance. 	 U. 8."  

The article published in the Oracle, from which the 
foregoing extract is taken, Eld. C. says ho did send to 

the Advocate, and the editor pronounced it o eery Bee,. 

and promised to publish it if space permitted. Personally, 
the editor might have been willing to do this. He has 
come in contact with arguments in defense of the true 
g„bbate. lie understands how grave the situation of 
the Sunday institution is becoming, end Iota endeavored  

to defend It. lie might be willing to resort to any ex- 
he'd, even to the abolition of the whole law, to get 

rid of the Sabbath. We have before had occasion to 
note that the Sabbath meitri)versy is forcing people either 
to accept the Sahleoli of the Lord, or to retire to the 
"last ditch" of en' 	olianism ; anal some are making 
this latter move tar 	-teat precipitation. But the con- 
sciences of the giver body of the Methodist and Baptist 
denominations, Lave not yet reached that degree of de-
pravity to which these nun are to leg to force theta. 
And the influence of this feet is seen in the treatment of 
Eld. C.'s article by the sidreeete. 

As abridged, says Eld. C , the article appeared as 
number eleven of the series of articles in the eldrocate. 
We look over the article, and what do we find ?—Every 
plague touch of the virus of antinomianient carefully 
removed. All expressions to the intent that the duce-
!ogee was "a part of the Jetv is b syetena the law of 
Moses, written by the hand of ;Moses on parchment right 
in with the rest of the law of Mimes," that it was " 
burdensome system," "a yoke of bondage," " Against us," 

"1",1141%*y:40 us," and " nailed to the cross," and " blot-
ted out,"— all these expressions are carefully left out. 
Wan t of woe) is pleaded as an exeuee for omitting these 
expressions. But these were the real gist and point of 
the article as sent to the Oracle. If the article must be 
abridged. why not take out some of the less important 
portions, instead of those vital and essential parts which 
show what his position really is, as it was published in 
the Oracle P 

It is useless to delta that the position of the Method-
ists as expressed in their Discipline, um the law, is the 
same as that of the Disciples. It is equally evident 
that the seeders of the Ad tocate, the Metienlists, will 
understand Unit Eld. C.'s position is exactly like theirs, 
anti the readers of the °rests the Disciples, will under-
stand that his position is exactly like theirs. If this has 
come about so far As the Methodists aro concerned, by 
suppression of those &elevations which show his real 
position, then the editor of the Advocate has misrepre• 
seated hunt ; and yet he titters no protest against being 
!heed in this false light before the renders of the Advo-
cate. Indeed, he ()dice the sante position himself' in that 
railer, in the postscript to his article in the Adreeate of 
Sept 24, as already quoted. The Methodist Discipline 
recognizes the distinction In laws, as - ceremonial, civil 
and moral ; and while the former are dune away, the 
latter arc immutable and perpetual ; and this, Eld. C. 
says to the Mei 	"exactly expresses" his posi don. 
But to the Di-eiples, who do tint acknowledge any such 
distinction, he says he believes it was an " entire systeni," 
a "law in all its pans," and all done reag, nailed to 
the cross, and blotted out. If these two c mlarations set 
forth one and the same position, it remains, at least to 
our mind, yet to be shown. 

We said that he would not dire to address to the Ad-
nicate such tangling() as he addressed to the Oracle. But 
this he says lie did do ; and we will take his word for it. 
We added, however, this : " If he did, it would not be 
pahll'mh(d." And this conclusion stands verified ; for the 
,4:/recats would not, or at least did not, publish it. 

Eld. C, will induce the Advocate to publish from 
hint the statement that the decalogue, containing the 
commandments which are called moral, has been blotted 
out sad imiled to the cross, and call it "very fine," and 
induce the Oracle to indorse the position that " the law 
Of (god," the " commandinente which are called moral," is 
a "holy and 111111111tlible " law, he will have done some-
thing toward proving that he does not designedly stand 
in a different light before the readers of those papers 
respectively. But then he would 'simply contradict him- 
self in both papers. 	 U. Smart 

vorable opportunity Is presented. The Elder evidently had a 
big tussle with that ExTruas  But he found himself so hedged 
about on every hand by the truthfulnese of its statements, and 
his feet so entangled with the wicked inconsistencies of his 
own course, that the best he could do was to write this reply, 
elahning that we had done him injustice in a few instances, and 
closing up with sonic very landelike expressions concerning his 
"desire to be prolltael" by the "lessons read to him" in the 
Exalts, and his sense of his own "weaknesses" which at 
times "overwhelms" him. Does he really cherish such Sen-
timents? We would that we could believe It. 

But, alas! since these words wore written, we find he is out 
In different parts of the State not only repeating his former 
statements, but even going further than ever in his desperate 
efforts to injure S. I). Adventists, and misreprestett us before 
the public. We aro therefore forced to believe that these 
words of his showing meekness and humiliation are but empty 
nothings, designed merely for effect, while in his heart he is 
determined to continue to wage this unjust war upon his 
former brethren. 

But what about this statement, "I have tried to do what I 
thought was right "? Well, it Is an astonishing one, to say the 
least. The Elder evidently realizes that its coarse has been 
such that no candid man knowing the facts would be likely to 
think he hod done right. Ile must know that ft was not 
"right." 'No wonder that the "conselousness of his weak-
nesses often overwhelms" him. But this "consciousness," 
alas1 does not become so firmly fixed that he changes his 
course. lie has) since engaged in the same work In a more aPa 
gravated style than ever. But we must not forget that all 
the while, according to his statement, lie has " tried to do what 
Ire thought was right." We hardly feel like denying the Elder 
the slight satisfaction still remaining, in elmrishing the bare 
"thought" that after all he had a little desire left to do right. 
It would seem cruel to wrench this from him. It would not 
look well on paper to charge him with being a hypocrite, and we 
should greatly regret to be obliged to come to such a conclu-
sion, in view of our many former associations. We have long 
known that much allowance must be made for persons Who 
have fallen into great darkness by a failure to live up to the 
light they have received, especially when that light has been 
very great. -Light may seem darkness to them, mai darkness 
light The mina becomes perverted. The Saviour speaks of 
some who shall "hear, and shall not understand," and Shall 
see, and yet "shall not perceive." Their "heart is waxed 
gross, and their ears are dull of hearing, mid their eyes they 
have closed." We are not to suppose they realized this them-
selves. 

The apostle also speaks of a class who "received riot the 
love of the truth." "They should believe a lie," and be 
damned in so doing. When the light in tie becomes darkness, 
how great Is that darkness! This Is a sentimeet we see dem-
onstrated often in this world of changes. Ilere are prinelples 
brought to view which are constantly illustrated. When the 
light of Cod's Spirit is wit leiree it front a lean, and he plunges 
Mot; with a desperate spirit of remettment agalnet his former 
belief and compaillony, les is not apt to study his motives very 
carefully. Such may have tlionght they did right. It is very 
natural to take complacent vices of ourselves. Co into any 
prison in the land, and ask the, innetess about their fernier 
conduct, and how Many of them do you suppose will he found 
who did not think they were about as good as most men? 
When reverence for the law of Coil is broken down,—that 
law which Paul declares is "holy, just, and good;" that law 
which is "spiritual," and searches the deep things of the 
heart, —we are left to form our own etandard quite largely, 
and then it Is the most natural thing in the world for a man to 
say, oven when under grievous condemnation, If he used the 
highest standard of rectitude: "1 have tried to do what I 
thought was right." So we feel bound still, under the neces-
sities of the eit..)0, to grunt this slight consolation to the 
Elder. 

But let us notice a few points, and see to what lengths the 
Elder's conscience will let him go and still retain this hope 
that he is doing "right," that we may measure the present 
condition of his morel sense. 

1. His treatment of old friends. As stated In the EXTRA, 
Eld. Canright at the time when he m ithdrew from us, pro-
fessed the need, pacific inteetions, Ile said rat Otsego, Feb. 17, 
1887, before the church, that he thought there was a larger 
percentage of true Christians among S. D. Adventists than 
among any other denomination. Ile expressed the highest 
appreciation anti confideuee in amity of our leading laborers; 
said lie was perfectly satisfied with the treatment he had re-
ceived front our people, and that he felt that he had been used 
in all respects as well as a Christian should. 'Ills greatest, sor- 

row
despieed the course others laud taken who had gone out front 
us and theft opposed and ridiculed us, and he would never do 

was that fro felt coupclled 
to Part  entliPullY with its, lie 

this, lie would give himself wholly to revivel work, lie 
never would become a bitter assailant of our people. Yet 
within a few menthe he began the most bitter Warfare Ilp011 
S. D. Adventists which has ever been waged by any one. Ile 
has held net up to ridicule, and made us the laughing-stock of 
crowds for hours together. In his speeches, time and again 
he has done ids best to melee us to be despised as a set of fa-
natics, narrow, bigoted, and mover-thy of respects 

Think of it, candid rem ler. What eou Id be the motives which 
would pnimpt, you thus to treat old and long tried friends 
with Wil0111 you had labored and prayed, enjoyed their hospi-
tality, and professed to love them so much—with whom you 
lived in sweet coninuniton as the dearest friends on earth for 
more than a score of years ? After he had come to the point of 
finally parting company with us, lie felt himself forced to say 
that he had no complaint whatever to make of our treatment 
of hint We had used him tenderly as a Christian in every 
sense, Yet he holds tin up to ridicule, doing what he knows 
will wound our feelings most cruelly, when we have never 

done him an injury. We know he will try to find excuses for 
such conduct. But we showed In the EXTRs that he had 
none whatever, and in his reply he finds no fault with the 
ExTnA on that point. 

Ingratitude is ever considered a base sin. If this is not such, 
what shall we call It? Yea, is It pot abase return for past 
kindnesses? Think of yourself, dear reader, holding up your 
long tried and best friends as a body before a congregation, and 
raising the derisive laugh at their expense night after night 
He may say It was their doctrines or some persons among 
them that he thus treated. Does he not know that In no other 
way could he wound the feelings of old friends so much as by 
holding up to ridicule their religious belief or the friends they 
hold most dear? Does he say it was necessary to show up 
the iniquity of our doctrine? how about his statement, then, 
that there was no other church in which there were so many 
Christians, proportionally, as among S. D. Adventists? Lie 
said this himself after he had given up our faith. Is a doc-
trine very terrible or dangerous which develops more Chris-
tians in proportion to numbers than any other? He goes 
front place to place giving discourses every night for a solid 
week, every one aimed against his former brethren with whom 
he has lived In friendship and sympathy for twenty-eight 
years, ridiculing, defaming, and bringing them into the great-
est disrepute, and doing so without a single discourse having 
been given against him on our part, or any public attack upon 
him whatever. If this be not a base return for past kindness, 
what Is it? And yet we are bound to accept his statement: 
" I have tried to do what I thought was right." 

2. His unchristian course as a minfener•of the gospel. 
Having shown the Ingratitude of Eld. C, according to the 
plainest principles of common justice, we next notice how 
this course looks according to the higher code of Christian 
ethics. He has been a Christian minister for more than 
twenty years, and of late since he has left our people, he 
claims to have had special light concerning the gospel. Hav-
ing discarded the old law, he has been illuminated by the full 
blaze of the gospel sunlight We have a right, then, to ex-
pect of him a close imitation of Christ, the great Master, 
whom he claims now to spectally serve. Will lie inform us 
where the meek and lowly Man of Calvary ever went front 
place to place for two dollars a day, and in eight or ten long 
discourses held up for ridicule the worshipers of the true 
Cod, and the followers of Jesus himself. Eld. C.'s former 
brethren may be poor, perhaps, and unlearned, and possibly 
very faulty, yet as he himself admits, many of them are true 
Christians. Did our Saviour ever do this to any clans, whether 
heathen, Samaritans, Pharisees, or Sadduceee, to say nothing 
of his own disciples? lie commands all of its followers to do 
good to those who hate them, and to pray for those who de-
spitefully use them. lie prayed for his enemies who were 
murdering him, and when reviled, reviled not again; and be 
Rewires all to do good for evil. Ills ministers are required to 
follow his example more closely than other Christians. Will 
the Elder find any example for his present course in the lives 
of the apostles, or any authority for it in any of their writings? 
If so, let us have the chapter and verse. He knows these 
things as well as we do. Ile is perfectly familiar with the 
many commands of Christ requiring love, meekness, mercy, 
tutui humility, event toward those who have wronged us, and 
rebuking scorn, derision, ingratitude, and such a course as he 
is put stung, Ile knows the apostle's statement, that "if ally 
luau have not the Spirit of Christ, he is none of Ills," An 
" 	eehriet la n " comet) is one that is contrary to the teachings 
of cht 1st. A uy to 	mind can see that his course in purse- 
hig a Chit fel hut people as he has, and bolding them up to ridi-
mile, has been utterly contrary to Christ's life and teachings. 
And yet we must not be uncharitable, but accept his state- 
ment, 	have tried to do what I thought was rights" 

3. His treatment of the dead. The readers of the Extra 
have not forgotten Eld. Canrieht's treatment of Eld. White, 
the honored Montyr ht this religious movement, Ile charac-
terizes him In the Des Moines Oracle as a tyrant, "domineer-
ing over" this people, and claims that whole Conferences sat 
" for hours like whipped dogs" under his "terrible denuncia-
tions," and that he quarreled" with all his leading breth-
ren, etc., etc. We knew him as well as he, and know these 
representations to be grossly unjust, a veritable caricature of a 
nom with some faults and ninny noble qualities, a devoted, 
earnest, sacrificing Christian whose life was worn out prema-
turely by Ms untiring anti unselfish labor in hit Master's 
cause. lie admits Ent White's readiness to confess his faults 
mid inietakes, and says he at times made confessions to him,—
a sure sign of an earnest purpose to do right, They were 
fast friends for ?nattyyears. Eld. White indeed showed 

a special interest In, and kindness toward, him, and 
treated him as an own son. At the time of Ms death, we are 
sure he felt kindly toward Eld. Camight Yet Eld. C. does 
not hesitate to take up his old friend who sleeps in death, and 
parade before the world and hosts who never knew hint, a 
grossly exaggerated statement of his faults and a most unjust 
slew of his character. In the world aroutid us, whose stand-
ard of immtlety is far too low, there is a general acknowledg-
ment that the memory of the dead, who cannot defend them-
selves, should be respected. What shall we say, then, of a 
Christian minister whom the Bible commands to speak evil of 
no man, When he, because of a change of religious views, pro-
ceeds remorselessly to break the eerements of the tomb, and 
drag before the public an old friend five years dead, and pa-
rade though the public prints to exulting enemies, grossly 
unjust statements coneernIng Ids character? Eid. -White 
was highly respected by leading citizens where he was best 
known. His biography wits published among others In the 
Ilst of prominent citizens of the State of Michigan as a man 
worthy of honor, for energy, breadth of mind, andehristian 
phitanthropy. But it is left for one who for years ate at his 
table, associated with him in the most familiar manner as a 
personal friend, a brother in Christian fellowship, to now drag 
Iris supposed faults before a cold world, and denounce him as 
tyrannical, a quarrelsome, domincerime roan worthy of little 
respect. But the Elder says, "I have tried to do what I 
sought was right," and we are, of course, bound to believe 

hint. 
3, Ills treetment of Mrs. Whitt For a full description of 

Canright's comsat toward her, we refer the reader to the 
int fele ht the former ExTRA, where it is presented at length. 
In his reply herein published, he makes no complaint of In-
justice in this - particular in the EXTRA. in that article, It 
will be seen that at one time when it will suit his purpose he 
presents her as being " good a woman as he knew." " 
piety was unquestioned." " She was a kind-hearted woman, 
philanthropic, charitable and gentle in her Ilfe, and ever 
evinced a love for huumnity." And "she was dOUbtle$8 hon-
est in supposing she had revelations," etc., and much more of 
this complimentary talk. lint when he chose to take the 
other side of the question, he denounced her as acting a hype- 

"I HAVE TRIED TO DO WHAT I THODOHT WAS RIGHT." 

WE take the words here used as a heading, from Eld. Can-
right's cif ising paragraph Iii his article published in these col-
umns. One might judge front the remarkable meek metes of 
the Eldernt closing welds, that he was considei ably reformed 
and somewhat ashamed of his previous perionnances, and 
that the eastigittion he had revel veil through the EXTRA, had 
brought him back to it mole rational and consistent state of 

iVe would that we could indulge 111 such a hope, 
None would more freely forgive than otirseiveS, e011itl Wti see 
any signs of true repetaanee. But we have long einee learned 

differenee between a "godly morrow" which leatieth to 
true repentatice, and a put-on outside appearance of submits. 
shin and regret because of overmastering circuited:Limes which 
have played a person where he creed not help hlumelf for the 
"to being. Such may appear to be quite meek till a more fa- 



It will be noticed that a reply to one questionintb: 
list,  we have italicized. We have no fault to find with 
the leaflet, or the portion emphasised above. It is very 
good. But we quote the remaining part of the script-
ure in full from which this is taken. James 2:8_12. 
"If ye fulfill the royal law according to the Scripture,  
Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself, ye do well: be 
if ye have respect to persons, ye commit sin, and are 
convinced of the law as transgressors. Yer whosoever shall 
keep the whole law, and yet offend 	point,witht iocshie id, in  haer fgsimnst 

margin],  
of all. 

For he that said [or, that law 	 Do not 
commit adultery, said also, Do not kill, Now if thou 
commit no adultery, yet if thou kill, thou art become 
transgressor of the law, So speak ye, and so do, as they 
that shall he judged by the law of liberty." 

This glorious text shown so clearly the kingly au: 
thority of the law of ten commandments, the blintiog 
force of (-twit and every command contained in it, the 
fact that it is the standard by which we shall be,judged' 
in the last day, that it is the law which eondettino men tone, 
and that true liberty 14 to be found only by obedience to 
every one of its requirements after we have been for-
given the sine reused by its transgression, yet Eld. Canright 
is everywhere trying to show that this law is" abolished," 
"done away," "nailed to the cross," and gone forever; 
and that one of its commande (the fourth, concerning t he  
Sabbath) is better broken than kept. Yet when holding 
a revival meeting in his own church, he quotes a portion 
of It in order to impress the mind of sinners with the ne-
cessity of obeying God wholly. Thus he can blow coil 
and blow hot on the Name subject, hold on to a 'make 
of the deealogne where it seems to servo, his purpose, 
and abolish the whole when lighting the Adventists, and 
take contradictory positions whenever the public de-
mend seems to require. 

Suelt "a straw " indeed shows how the wind blows, 
and emphasizes the sentiment, "O Consistency, time 
art a jewel!" This is tieing all things to all 111011 with a 
vengeance. 	 G. I.  a. 

THE "ORAVEST 't "WRONO STATEMENTS." 

Pr will be noticed that Eld. Canright, in his reply to 

the EXTRA, printed in this issue, complaining of the 

treatment he has received, and the " injuatict" done 

him, and the "wrong statements" we have made con-

cerning him which he demands we should correct, states, 

that he presents a few of the "gravest" mistakes to be 

found in the Ex'rnA. He Intlinates that there are oth-

ers, " half truths " or matters colored somewhat, and 
points on which we have been misinformed, etc., which 

he will not present. But he has singled out a few of 
the "grayest" cases, and calls upon us, if we have any 
sense of fairness, to make reparation in public for such 

injuries to his good name and reputation. He then pre-

sents the three points we have noticed. The discerning 
reader can see for himself from the charges of Eld. C. 

and our replies to the same, how far astray we were in 
our statements. We are certain we have done the Elder 
no wrong whatever. Our criticisms upon his course in 
the ExTRA, on the very points about which be com-
plains, are substantially and amply justified by the facts 
we have presented, whether or not there were any slight 
technical errors in our statements. lie has utterly failed 
to make the point against us he has undertaken to make. 
Our charges fall back upon hint after a careful examina-
tion, with greater weight titan in our original statements 
in the Erma. He will certainly have to try again if he 
hopes,to broth their force. 

But how can he do this, when in the very article from 
his pen, here presented, after a month's opportunity of 
studying the ErritA, ho states over his own signature 
that Glebe three particulars which lie cites are the "grav-
est " " wrong statements " we have made, He says these 
:ire the most objectionable points lie can find. If these 
lire the ''grayest," end he utterly fails to prove any ow 
justice against us whatever, how will lie be aide hereaf-
ter to deny the charges made ligninst him in the EXTRA?  

The word "gravest," according to 'Webster, means, 
the most serious, the most important. All other state-
ments, then, in the ExTita, which he thinks somewhat 
objectionable, are loss serious than these he cites. The 
ones quoted have plainly no force, and utterly fail to 
show tiny wrong done him. Therefore, after weeks of 
time in which to hunt up something to turn against us. 
he virtually admits the substantial justice of our charges 
agalust him. Our statements in the EXTRA, concerning 

Canright's course, we well knew were serious and 
grave, and they are many in number. We knew full 
well that pionticshis, 
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4 ADVENT •REVIEW AND SABBATH HERALD.--EXTRA No. 2. [VoL. 65, No, 8, 

Charlex, Mich., Feb. 6, 1888, 
Ilavhig recently had the opportunity of hearing Hid. Cans 

right In his raid against his former brethren, the S. D. Advent-
ists, I can truthfully say that he often uses unfair and dishon-
orable means to carry his points, to prejudice the people against 
us. 	This is seen in his gross noisrepresentationa of points of 
our faith which he must surety know by his lung experience 
with our people. I will give one Instance Ile stated plainly, 
before a crowded house, "that S. D. Adventlate have believed 
and taught that Sunday is the mark of the beast, and that all 
who have kept Sunday, and who are now keeping It, have load, 
and now have the mark of the beast. Their prophetess, Mrs. 
White, Pays so In Vol. IV., Great Controversy,' page efil. 
Slat says : "The keeping of the counterfeit Sabbath Is the re-
ception of the mark.'" 

Taking this sentence out from its connection, and using it in 
the manner he did, is a direct falsehood against Sr. White, and 
against the whole body of S. D. Adventists. Any one taking 
the pains to read the whole paragraph In which this sentence is 
found, must arrive at the same conchtaion. 

I. D. VAN HORN. 
Eld. Van limit is well known as one of the most ca»did 

and careful men In his statements. Ent. Cauright himself 
indorsed him before that public congregation as an "honest 
man and a Christian ;" besides, a crowd of people heard him 
at the time. We must express our astonishment that Eld. C. 
should make such statements as these, and we can account for 
it only by the fact that he is evidently driven on mid controlled 
by a spirit which makes loltu utterly reckless. Lest the reader 
will think this a harsh statement, we will present a few facts. 
We quote a few statements from our standard works, which 
have been long in print, to show the position of our people on 
this subject :— 

It will be said again, Then all Sunday-keepers have the mark 
of the beast ; then all the good of post egos who kept this day 
had the mark of the beast ; then Luther, Whitelleld, the Wes. 
legs, and all who have done a good and noble work of reforma-
tion had the mark of the beast ; then all the blessings that have 
been poured upon the reformed churches have been poured up-
on those who had the mark of the beast. We answer, No/ 
And we are sorry to say that sonic professedly religious teach-
ers, though many tholes corrected, persIst in misrepresenting us 
on this point. We have never so held ; we have never so 
taught. Our premises lead to no such conclusions. Give ear : 
The mark and worship of the beast are enforced by the two-
horned beast. The receiving of the mark of the beast 18 a 
specific aet which the two-horned beast is to cause to he done, 
The third message of Revelation 14 is a warning mercifully sent 
out in advance, to prepare the people for the coming danger. 
There can therefore be no worship of the beast, nor reception 
of his mark, suet, as is contemplated In the prophecy, till it is 
enforced by the two-horned beast,—Thousdas on Daniel and the 
Develation, pp. eU2, 003. 

Much more of the game kind follows. Again :— 
We know the objection which will here immediately fly to the 

lips of an opponent. He will say, Then all Sunday-keepers past 
or present, however eminent as servants of God, have had or 
now have the mark of the beast. And we quickly answer, Not 
cue. Wiry 1—Because they have not kept It, met are toot keep-
ing it, with the issue before them presented in the prophecy. 
They have supposed they were keeping the fourth command-
ment according to the will of God."--,riynop.sis of Present Truth, 
p. 

critleal part, talking "as  smooth au oil" before the public, but 	Much more to the same intent might be taken from this , 
work, and also from the "Marvel of Nations," pp. 

	1155. 

These  are all standard works with which Eld. C. was well 
acquainted, He has known these were the positions 

of our 

people for a quartet' of a century. And having been with 
111111 in tent labor 'four different tent seasons, 
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know that he taught the same thing, Rea did not teach 

the honest Christians of the past had the mark of the beast. 
Ile ever argued against that idea with all his might. How, 

then, dare he make such statements? 
But he must not fail, of course, to give Mrs. White a thrust, 

so he says :— 

making statements to her own people that were "shamefully 
false;" and declared. that her course was so wicked that it 
ought to "abut her out of every pulpit in the land;" that she 
rules her "people with a rod of iron," and "condemns every-
body who rejects her testimonies." He compares her work 
with that of Joseph Smith, Joanna Sontlitott, and Ann Lee, 
giving them the preference In point of ability or excellence, 
and in their proof of inspiration, and really sets the Mormons, 
Shakers, and followers of Southeott far in advance of the 
S. D. Adventists. In thus doing, a man of his parts, if he 
stopped to reflect a moment, must see that he utterly contra-
dicts his own statements made over and over, as we clearly 
showed In the EXTRA, and proved them to be utterly mire- 
liable, 

We here inquire, What cause has he for thus treating Mrs. 
White? What Injury has she done him? How has she pro- 

hla  wrath,and where did she do him any wrong? He 
has never informed us. No, he has not even given us a hint 
of anything of the kind. Why, then, should lie feel celled 
upon to parade her name through column after colnilin of the 
piddle prints, when, according to its own statements since 
lie became a Baptist minister, she was "as good a woman 
as he knew," "her piety was unquestioned," she was " kind-
hearted," "philanthropic," slid "ever evinced a love for 
humanity." These were his own statements at Otsego, 
Mich., before a public congregation in the liaptist church 
where he was pastor. From that day to, this, to the best 
of our knowledge, Mrs. White has never referred to Min 
In print or in public speaking. She has used him well, has 
been like a mother to lihn in the past, and only a year or two 
before he begin this raid upon her, he was most glad to have 
her make it 110100 at his house through a series of meetings; 
and when they parted last, they did so as warm friends. And 
now he can hold her up to ridicule, excite the derisive laugh, 
and sneeringly speak of her as the "prophetess" before a 
public congregation or in print. Is this a consistenteourse for 
a Christian minister to take toward a laud/, as " good a woman 
as he knew "? is this politeness? la this being "courteous" 
to all, as the Bible comniamis him? Is this doing as lie would 
be done by? Should a minister of Jesus Christ repay kind-
ness with bitterness and public denmenation, simply because lie 
has changed his religious views? Such conduct seems to the 
writer to be not only unchristian but utterly,  ungentlemanly. 
Yet the Elder assures us he has all the while "tried to do 
what he thought was right," and it would not be courteous to 
question his word. 

4, His untruthful representetions of our poRltf011R, 
Canright, two or three weeks since, had a very triumphant (?) 
meeting near Bushnell, Millis  during which he "exposed" 
S. D. Adventism In eight solid discourses, at the rate of two 
dollars per day and smile extra collections thrown in, notch 
to the satisfaction Of malty who wish us Ill, but without any 
damage to ourselves. Eld. I. D. Van Horn was present a 
portion of the time, and replied to his attacks. He makes the 
following statements:— 

Controversy," p. 281. She says : '• 'floe keeping of the counter-
" Vol. IV., Great • 

Their prophetess, Mrs. White, says so in 

felt Sabbath is the reception of the mark." 

To show 110W the Eider longs to "110 what he thinks is right," 
we will quote verbatim. from Mrs. IVhite, on the page he cites 

and the conneetion on p. 282:— 

That institution [the Sabbath] which points to God as the 
Creator, is a sign of his rightful authority over the.  beings he 

ham made, The change of the Sabbath is the sign, or mark, of 
the authority of the Mellish Church. Those who, underetaud-
fug the (Aldine of the fourth commandment, choose to observe 
the false in place of the true Sabbath, tore thereby paying hom-
age to that power by which alone it is commanded. The change 
to the fourth commandment is the change pointed out in the 
prophecy, and the keeping of the counterfeit Sabbath is the re-
ception of the mark. But Christians of past generations ob-
served the first day, supposing that they were keeping the Bible 
Sabbath, and there are in the churches of to-day many who 
honestly believe that Sunday is the Sabbath of divine appoint-
ment. None of these have received the mark of the beast. 
There are true Chili-thous in every Mauch, not excepting the 
Roman Catholic conantinlon, The test upon this question does 
not come until Sunday observance is enforced by law, and the 
world la enlightened concerning the obligation of the trite Sab-
bath. Not until the issue is thus plainly set before the people, 
and they arc brought to choose between the eommandmente of 
God and the commandments of men will those who continue in 
transgression receive the mark of the beast. 

My candid reader, what do you think of the conscientious-
ness of the man with these words before him, who can say 
emphatically before a public congregation, "S. D. Adventists 
have believed and taught that Sunday is the mark of the 
beast, and that all who have kept Sunday, 10111 Who are'llow 
keeping it, have had and now have the mark of the beast. 
Thor prophetess, Mrs. White, says so in ' Vol. IV., Great Con-
troversy,' p. 281"? 

We know lie must have react this very language ; for he 
quotes a sentence out of Its connection, which lie could not 
have done had he not rend it. What can you make of that 
but a willful perversion of the truth, a square falsehood'/ We 
are astonished beyond measure that a man who has known 
for more than twenty years what 5. 1). Adventists have taught 
on this subject, should dare to say what he does I We can 
make sonic allowance for one not acquainted with the facts, 
but not for him. lie knows better. 

lint I suppose we must again return to his oft-quoted state-
ment : "I have tried to do what 1 thought was right." Poor 
man 1 lie must bare "tried" and grievously failed. He is 
so driven to desperation by that spirit of hotbed that he can-
not vontrol himself. Such progress has he made In one short 
year, under his new and improved religion. 

We now draw this article to its close. We pity Eh'. Can-
right, and wish to fling no unkindtepithets at him, We have 
tried to weigh the' condition of his present moral sense, and, 
ides! it 14001118 to have worldly deteriorated. So we should 
expect of a man who casts aside the law of God, and runs the 
race he has. lie will doubtless go OR trying to "do what he 
thinks is rigid," and we expect to Mel in him the bitterest of 
opponents. Ifoly Writ infttrins us that there are "blind lead-
ers of the blinil" and those who "believe a lie." But the ene 
they. reach in either case is not desirable. We would gladly 
help such, but we know not how. When It 'reed, as In this 
case, to consider the crooked, slippery is ays of opposers of the 
truth, we must for the truth's sake and the cause ot God speak 
plain, mid strip elf the covering of deception, and expose the 
hiding-place of iniquity. We dislike, however, to have to do 
this work, and much prefer to preach the with of God and le- 
bor for the salvation of precious souls, 	 O. L n. 

A STRAW. 

WE Ill'o,`,011t ns a th et di fish et I curiosity, and as an evi-
dence of pasts frith consisienes'(?), the following leaflet, 
which Eh!. Canright himself was seen to circulate with 
his own hand, in a revival meeting in his own church 
at Otsego, Alich,, a few weeks since, according to the 
statement of an eye-witness, and which very likely lie 
prepared with his own pen :— 

WHY AM I NOT A CHRISTIAN? 
1. Is it because. I am afraid of ridicule and of what others 

may say of onel 
" W'hosoever shall be ashamed of me end of my worth, of 

him ellen the Son or noun be ashamed." 
2. Is it because of the Inconalstencles of professing Chris-

tians? 
"Every ntau shall give au account of himself to God." 
8. is it because I am not willing to give up all to Christ? 
" What shall it profit a man, if be gum the whole world, and 

lose his own soul?" 
4. Is it because I am afraid that I shall not be accepted! 
" Him that cometh unto nu' I will in no wise east out." 
r, Is it because I fear I am too great a stoner? 
" The blood of Jesus Christ eleatosetio from all silo 
0. Is it because I am afraid I shall nut hold out? 
"He that bath begun a good work in you will perform it 

unto the day of Jesus Chidat." 
7 Is it because I am thinking that 1 will do as well as I can, 

and that God ought to be satisfied with that? 
" IV/um/ever shall keep the ithole hue, and yet ufferut in one putout, he to goodly of all." 

dri
efinite 

. Is it aso because I tun postponing the matter, without any 
ren? 

"Boast not thyself of to-morrow; for thou know cat net 
what a day may bring forth." 

Will You be a Christian NOW? 
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