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INTRODUCTORY.

e venders of tho Ruview Extia of Nov, 22, 1887,
contuining the “* Reply to the Attueks of Fid. D, M, Can-
righit” upon Seventh-day Adventists, will remember the
Jatement we mude therein that we did not intend to
publich anvthing further concerning him or his work.
Uaving heen foreed by the publicity and viralenee of
nis attneks, nfter long nnd patlent wuitlng, on our part,
to tnke up the defensive, notico him and bis work, and
veply to s few of his argiiments nnd misrepresentations,
we intended 1o feave the matter to the judgment of a
dixerimipating puhlle, nnd sny no mory concerning him,

But within the last few weeks wo have received a doe-
ument fromt hine which he demands should he published
by us, to correet cerlain ** wrony stalements” which he
chims wo mnde concerning hitin In tho Exvna.  Of
eourse, we ever hold ourselves ready as homest men to
correct every Wrony statement we maka cum-crning oth-
ers which really Injures them,  And it be true that
we have dune Eld, Canvight an injury by anything we
-have sald, we would eheerfully correct and acknowledge
it.  But wo will cansiler that gnestion hereafter.

We mnke this preliminary statement that the resder
may see that the cause of our bringing him again before
the public i8 Ais own demand upon us o do so. We
should not for & moment have thonght of doing it, but
for hls urgent ~quest,  Our attitude is still that of the
alpictly Aefensive.  As we do noteare to bring theso per-
sonal matters into the regudnr Jssue of the RRvizw AND
Henanp, it s thought pecessary to publish a small
Extia, No, 2, We now give Eid, Canrlght's reply to
the Extiea in full Gro. I Broreen.

ELD. CANRIGHT'S REPLY.
Otsego, Mirh., Dec. 27, 1887,

Eorrons of Tne Revivw axp Hit e

Brethren: Your ExTia relating 1o mysclf has been read,  Of
course, thiugs rppear to e very different from what they do ta
you,  Twould Nke to polut out muny things which to me seem
vleatly erroneotn; hut T know you would not pabltsh them{f I did,
Many.of your statements with regard to me are not correet; in
some eascs only balf the truth t» told, and ju others fucts nre
omitted which would give a very different coloring to the nat-
ter. Bt} from my long pequalntance with you, I eannot be-
lleve that you wonld kuowlngly make o false statement to in-
jureme, or that you are not wilifng to correct a wrong statement
when convinewd that it {8 wrong. Henee I nsk you to correet
twoor three of the gravest oues, coneerning which I ean readity
furatsli the evidence. It was ouly u few weeks aro thut you
fult greatly grieved whth the editor of the Adpocate beenuse he
wonld nol, #s you elutmed, eorrect un offensive stutement con-
cerning your peoplo,  8a T will now expeet yon to be wilttng to
do me Justlee by this matter,

Oc page 2 of the ExTua, Rld, Butler says:—

JAlttle presioms to the thaw of vur camp-meeting {at Grand llnplﬂ!}.
I, Canrblt enmie 1o the ety and visited mort of the newsjmper of»
flver, tu nhtale the privilege of fuserting wrticles fn the eity papers
againet um,

Then it 18 slated that handbils were seattered by my agents
{puge 12) upon the geoands, ete.  Neither statement {s true,
Two weeks before the camp-meeting, by urgent request T went
to Grand Raptds, und met one of the men from the Democral
flce at Dr. Veenboers ofiee.  He anid that the editors wished
me to wrlte o half dozen nrtleles on the other slde, as they had
hublished 80 much from the Adventists that thetr readers did
ot Hke it Iagreed on six artleles, for which Dr. Veenboer
rld me. I eame bome the rume dny, and was not there agatn
Uil after camp-mecting.  Dr. V., without asking me, had some
ol the artlclen struck off auct distribated on the grounds, which
Lehould not have done, 1 dld not visit s slugle newspaper of-
fice, nor ask any one to print wnything for me, Here 18 the
duetor's own stutement '—

Y @rand Lapids, Dec. 27, 1887,
“ .. .
Rev. D. M. Caxmranr, Oteego, Mich,
Dear Eider; | reveived an Exvua of the Review axp Hen-

e, dated Nov, 92, 1887, fa which Geo, I, Butler rankes atate-
‘ : Ct8 50 utterly fulse that 1 wish you wonld eall on him to re-

ract gl fepate your lnjury done by Ui alder i

!0“!\&“-(!}10 brevious 1o the time of our cainp-meeting, Bl Canrighteama
h)ul’;‘l ty {Graml Jlnphlu), and vislted mort of the newspaper attleen,
ns eu? N the privitege of fsertiug articles In the ¢ty papers sgninst

v .

i

ld‘q;‘:‘;)bw,’nll the work of apposttion, ‘visiting newspupers,’
hlgL | uthing Jawdbitls at the West Michignn Fuir,? ¢scatters
he Hiousunds of coptes’ of Mrs, White, the prophetess,’ at
of h;;un(,‘»;‘(rouml, war done without the knowledge or vonsent
Hewnp ‘“-'”ght« exeept ‘.hat\l mnde nrrapgement ouce for a
mem: ber i to-meet She Elder at my oftiee, where nerange-
day Ad‘:‘.m e to publikl @ hatf dozen articies o Seventh-
by him t‘m!l"'"’ by dd, Canrlght. These srtleles were writtea
aud w]“‘.'l“‘ W mequest of half nCozen of our mibnlsters
wey ¢ ne layuen, » They were used by me and some of thess

BIf the good of the eanse of truth neainst the unbiblieal

dactrines of Adventism, nt the Falr nnd comp-gronnds, and -in
our datly papers, Mrereeg Veesworw

This ts enough on that polut,

On e 15 48 o statement from Bro, Batler, eoncerning my
ordination, which is untrue and very wanjust, both to myscelf and
to the church with which [ united,  He necuses me of putting
w padlock upon my mouth on the subjeet of the soul, fusinua-
ting that ¥ sold my consclence und my liherty for a place in the
chureh.  Bro, T. M. 8hanafelt, of Three Rivers, secretary of
the Michigaa Baptist State convention, wus secretary of the
counetly amd icard alt that was sald,  Here Is hls testhnony 1—

My attention brs been enlled to n capy of "the Apvest Re-
vigw AND Henann FExrira, dated Nov, 22, 1887, This Exrra
secmis to be devoted exelusively to replies to Rev. Do M.
Canright, now pastor of the Baptist church fic Otsego, Mich,,
but furmerly a Neventh<luy Advent minister, Mr. Cauwrlght
wig ordained at Otsego, nfter o thorongh and satisfactory exum-
Ination by n large covucll which met at the eall of the Otsego
Baptist churely, March 19, 1887, The underelgned was secre-
tary of the council, S )

“In the copy of the Review axp Hunano referred to, in the
article eutitled O Consisteney !? the following reference s
nade to Mr. Caaright and the councll that ordained him 1 —

We are nlxo informed that fu his examinatfon before the councll of
Bapth=t mininters just hefore hils reordination at Oteega st wpring.,
when those potnts of fuith {nvolving the roul question cume up, the
Elder wan meckly modest bn his statements, and * wanted thme *
furtiier to examine the subfeet before he fell fuelined to atate his posl-
tions, And aleo thar e wWay necarded nogaieate examination by the
councll of divines on this questlon, the proceedings wnd result of
whiclt we have never heen I\\At‘ to legro.

“Netther of thvul}ow,e stutenueats ts trne, The ¢ sout guestion !
way not discussed, and Mr, Canrlght wns not accorded a private
exanination ou that question nor nny other.  Buach & proceed-
fng, which 18 contrary to Baptist asage nod custum, wns not
sugcested nor thought of by Mr, Caurtght or any of the large
number of wiivlsters and laymen who composed the council,

YT, M. BUANAYELT.

¢ Three Livers, Mick., Dec, 23, 15870

This atates the tenth exactly,  Eld, Butler wns misinformed
o this polut, as on mny orhers,  Stmply one question was
asked with regard to the dend, T think, or the resurrection, that
wing nll, My Baptist brethren have necorded e the fullest
freedom In preaching the word of God as L understand Iy, acd
I bave done so with ali e Hecaons dhileh Teser vojoyed ataong
the Adventlsts, or eould wish anywhere, 3 you think [ am
afrald to &peak my wind on the soul question, give me two col-
umuos fu the Keveew, and you shall bave it platoly.

Once more ! Ont puge 14 Bro. Sniith aeruses me of dupllesty
fn writtog differently for different papers. Docs he find a dine
n aue contradicting what I wrote in another 1—No, only as he
construes {t 80, But he wuys 1 dare not send to the Merhodist
Adooeate n certnln seutence on the abolitlon of the deerlogne
which I publishied fu the Oraele. But that s just what 1did
do; fur I sent that very artlcle, as printed {u the Oracle, to the
editor of the {deocate, nnd he wrote me, * Your article on Col, 2
18 very fine,” and offered to publtsh . Lack of space was all
that prevented fts pubdention entire.  Abridged, it was pub-
Huhed ns artiete No. 11,

{ beleve you wilf have the fainicss to correct these state-
ments which are eadeuluted to injure my reputation as an honest
man, 1 will try to profit by the lessons you read me in the
Extua. I freely own myzelf to hie a poor, errlng mortal, Huble
to muke sad mistakes, even when 1 try todo wy best,  The con-
sefousness of iy weakeesses often overwhelms e with dis-
couragement, but I know I huve tricd to do what I thought was
right. I try to show the sume mercy dnd conslderatloa for
othiers whieh X hope for myxelf at the Judgment. 1 am net
consclous of any hard feellngs toward iy former brethren,
though I am well convineed that thelr doctrine is nu error.

D. M. CaxwionrT,

ELD. BUTLER'S WRONC STATEMENT.~NO. 1.

It will be seen from the above that Eld. Canright Is so
urgrent to have us publish his article that he appeals to
our sense of fuirness to Induce us to do so, lle calls to
our nitention the fnct that the editor of the Review
demanded of the Adeocate the correction of some grossly
crroncony charges, which the latter never would correet.
e evidently thiuks swe will be more fair than the Meth-
odist cditor, und we will justify his good opinion of us
Ly publishing bis statement. Those who aro right ean
afford to be fair, 'The reader will see, then, that this
publiention is issned entirely bocause of the Elder's de-
man, '

Ell Canright claims that T kave misrepresented him,
and injured his reputation by statements which T made
concerning his visiting the newspaper oftices in Grand
Rapids belore our cnmp-meeting, awd getting his articles
into the papers, and having them scattered on the eamp-
ground. lle says my staternents concerning these things
are witrge.  He hrings in a fetter from Dr, Veenboer to
substantinte ltis stateuenis.  The reader will enrefully
notice what the Elder aud his ally bave said. 1 will at
this polat also introduce a fetter from Eld, 11 W, Miller,
who lived at Grand Raplds nt the time, and neted as the
agent of our Conference, securing space In the colmns
of the city newspapers for the publication of reports of
our eamp-meeting «—

@Grand Rapids, Mich., Jan. 31, 1888,
EuLp, (.1, BurLer, Battle Creck, Mich.

Dear Bro: Tu reply to your letter of the 26th, I will say that
ubout the first of September, 1887, I visited the editors and
business manogers of three of tie leading dallies of this city, and
mnde srrangements to report, through their papers, the proceed-
Ings of our eamp-mecting, which was to be licld in this city the
last of September.  Four or five days before our meeting proper
waus to begln, and during our preparatory meeting, two of these
pnpiers began the publleation of & serics of articles from the pen
of Eld D, M. Cunright, which cousisted not only of an unjust
attuek upon certain points of faith held by Seventb-day Advent-
Ists, hut of a personal reference to certain leading writers and
spenkers of thut denomination,  Now as the principal consider-
atlou fu the matter of reporting our mecting wus, that we sbhould
cfreulute severnl hundred coples of each of thess duilivs, we felt (¢t
duty tocall and ascertain something of the nature of the articles we
were about to clreulute.  We were Informed by the managers of
twa of these dullles that arrangements had been made by Eld.
Canright or his allics to huve o series of artieles from the Elder's
pen appear 1o their columns duriug the weék of olir camp-meet-
ing.  And the business manager of the other paper told us that
they hind been urged to publish the same articles, but positively
refused to huve anything to do with it,

Whether Eld. C. personully visited these publishing firms s a
very minor matter § but the evidence Is abundant that they were
visited by Aim or some of those who were {ntimately connected
In the plot to sccure the publivation of his articles fu the
papers of which we expected to cfreulate about 2500 through-
out the Btate.  As hls articles were 80 full of a revengeful gpirit,
uidd consisted 80 largely of personal attacks upon those from
whont he bad so reccutly withdrawn, it took but lttie argument
to conviuce thore who had published a fow of his artteles, that
justice to us, {n accordance with our former contract, would de-
mand thut they be discontinued, at least during the thme we re-
ported our mectings through thelr columma. Eld. Capright,
however, was not well satlsficd with all this, as was seen by the
article he wrote and the strong effort he anad his friends made to
have ft published fu Bunday's fssue of Oct. 2. I was personally
interviewed by the editor concerning the publication of this
pleee, and he being more honorable than the others, did not al-
Jow {ts publication in hls puper of that date.

But Eld, Canright and his assoclates were not of the submis-
sive kind § so they had the eald article struck off In sheet form,

! and all duy Runday, Oct. 2, thetr agents surrounded the camp,

when thousunds were finattendancee, frecly seattering these sheets,
It was & very noticenble fact, however, that mauy of those who
were dofng this menjal work for theur, were 8o far down in the
fntellectual scule that they could not even read what they were
glving to others, H. W, MisLER.

This hirings the whole question before us from parties
intimately connected with the matter on both sides. Eld.
Canright and Dr. Vecnboer state that the Flder did not
personully visit the newspaper offices, or engage in the
circulation of these articles against us on the grounds,
cte. Buppose we grant this to be true, as they stute—
and we have no disposition to deny it—what then s the
result?  And how far does it prove that we bave treated
him unjustly or misrepresented him? The facts ad-
mitted or proved are these:—

1. Eld. Conright knew very well that we were about
to have a large camp-mecting in Grand Rapids, and that
it was ulwnf’s our custom on such occasions to have full
reporty of the same in the lending clty papers. ‘

2. He knew this Dr. Veenboer was a very bliter op-
ponent of our people and doctrines, and that he wourd
do everything in his power to ke us odlous in the eyes
of the pulilic.

8. Knowing this full well, as we have reason to he-
liove there had been much correspondence between
them, he came to this man's office, made a bargain with
him to write six articles against 8. D. Adventists, and
plnced them in his hands; and this man ‘“ paid” him for
them, according to the Elder's own admission. -

4. Somebody acting for this partnershlp of Canright,
Veenborer, & Co,, did visit the three lending newspapers
in the city, and two of them published articles for them,
and oue refused.

5. When our agent, Eld. H. 'W. Miller, visited these
offices, and objected to heing mnde a party to carry out
this plot of forcing our people to circulate Ell. Can-
right’s virulent articles ngainst our faith, and slanders
agatust our leading workers, these papers agreed to with-
hold tbe publication of them till the camp-meeting was
mst.

! 6. During the progress of the camp-meeting, just be-
fore the most Important day of it (Sundny), the Elder
wrote nnother articie, not included in the six he was
Ypuid” far, It wns the most bitter of any of them.
From expressions in it concerning the ** camp-ground,”
we know it was intended to be circulated on the ground:
e. ¢, " All of Mrs. White's books from which I guoted
are at the camp.”  ** Examino them and see if ] haven't
quoted them right.” The agents of the above firm, Can-
right, FVecnboer, & Co., hrought a big pressure to bear
to pet this Into the papers.  Faiking in that, as Eld.
Mitlersuys, thelr " agontssurrounded the camp, when thou-
sunds were In attendnnce, freely senttering these sheets,”

These are the faects In the case. But now Eld. Can-
right feels he has been nbused, trented m\jusl!y, nnd
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misrepresented by Eld, Butler, because I sald, “Eld.
Canright cawe to the city and visited most of the news-
paper offices,” and that his agents scattered handbills on
the camp-ground, ete. And his right-hand man, Dr,
Veenboer, steps up and gonerously exonerates the Eidor,
taking all the responsihility upon himsclf. We do not
wonder the Elder desires to shift the respousibillty of
such dirty work as this, on to somebody. We are
glad he has some sense of propriety yet left; but he will
tind It difficult to get rid of the responsibility, after all.

What is the dilference in principlo, whother a man
does & moan sct himself, or so ussociates with other men
that they de it for him, when the motive is transpar-
ont that he desires it done? ‘The first course shows
courage. The other looks more sneuking. But the ro-
spousibility Inheres in either case. The principle is rec-
ognized overywhere, that responsibility rests as much
upon a person when he acts through agents, as whon he
does a thing himself. The popes orected Bt. Peter’s
cathedral; yet we do not suppose they ever struck a
blow upon it, or laid a stone. Vanderbilt built one of
“irp-finest-ranstons-ir Now York, yet never drove a nail

In it. Satan {s the murderer of our race, yet porhaps
pever killed 8 man directly. But it is his influence
which has led men to their ruin.  Eld. Canright, in con-
stant communication with Dr, Veenboer, visits him,
writes some articles for him, gets “paid” for them, and
places them under his control s and he cannot escape the
responsihility of what follows. EM. C. is neither a
child nor & fool. He well knew what prompted Dr.
V. to pay for these articles, and that he would do his ut-
wmost to make them hurt 8. D. Adventists. And on the
vory face of it, one wus written by the Elder to be circu.
lsted on the camp-ground ; for it was directed to thosp
on the ground, and they were told to * exmmine ” certain
books there. It was written with malevolent intent, —
written to break down before the citizens of Grand
Rapids the influence of *“ Mre. K. G. White, the proph-
etess.” 1t spenks of her in a most scandalous way, im-
plying that she was acting a double-faced, hypocritical
purt: “Ier words will be smoother than oll.”  But her
statement about the popular churches js *‘shamefully
false.” '

We cluim emphatically, that Eld. Canright infended to
have these statcments of his circuluted in some way-upon
that camp-ground ; and the very words of his own ar-
ticle, and all the clrcumstances connected with it, abun-
dnntly substantiate the truthfulness of this statoment,
He must either stand in this position, or deny the author-
ship of this wretched sheet whlch was circulated by the
thousand on the camp-ground, on his “Sunday Lord's
day.” How much he know as to just what the agonts
of this * partnership” wouid do, and just how far they
would go, has tittle to do with it Wien & man puls
liquor to his throat, and goes off under its Influence and
murders a man, the law holds him responsible for his
acts, ¢ know what sort, of stuff that was hefore he
swallowed it 1Ie knew what kind of work It sometimes
wade men do when under its influence. Bo Eld, Can-
right, when he wrote such words nnd placed thom in the
lmuds of a man actuated by the spirit that Dr, V. had,
kuew, or should know, the use to witlch he would likely
put them. A little dodge that ke himself did not go to
any printing-oflices, or personaily hire any agents to go
to the camp-ground and scatter this trash, has very little
importance. e placed it In the hands of those whom
he had cvery renson 10 believe would do it and, as the
result proved, aclunlly did do it. And he himself was
really & party to the whole trunsaction, and got ** paid
for his part of It.  1Tow could his responsibility be made
more mnnifeat, Why, on the same ground the writer
could claiin no responsibility in the circulation of the
Extra, though he wrote a large part of it. He has no
remembrance of circuiatlng even three copies. Yet Eld,
C. will hardly be likely to release him from responsibil-
ity in the premises. The Elder will hnve to try agaln
before he convicts Eld. Butler of any substantial mis.
representation.

ELD. BUTLER'S WRONO STATEMENT.—NO. 2

I am noxt charged with dolug Eld. Cunright and the
Buptist Cliurch great Injustice by some statements made
concerning his ordlnation. He says my statements are
“untrie” and * vory unjust.” He says I accused him of
putting a *“ padloek upon his mouth’* on the “subject of
the soul,” and that he “s0ld hls conscience and his lib-
erty for a place in the church.” Well, such charges do
secm rather hard on such a consistent, conscientious man
as Kld. Canright has proved himseif to be surely. He
cnllslu{)on ono of his good brethron in the Baptist minis.
try to help him ont, and relieve him from the odium of
my ‘“unjust” charges. 8o the Rev. T. M. Shanafelt, sec-
retary of the council which examined Eld. C. before his
ordination, comes gallantly to the rescus, and declares
two of my statements ‘‘untrue.” *“The soul quostion
was not discussed” at all, he wouid have us believe, at
the time of Eld. Canright's ordination. e had no *“pri-
vate examluatlon™ of eny kind. This is wholly “’ con-
trary to Daptist usage and custom,” the good secretary
tells us, The Elder himself also kindly nssures us that
he has the most delightful liberty among bis new asso-
cintions in the Buptist Church, “to preach the word of
dod as he understands {t.””  1is “ Baptist brethren bave
accorded him the fullest freedom in preaching.” He as-
sures us.tliat when he was examined before being or-
dained, little or nothing was said on the soul question,
“Simply one question wus asked with regard to the
dead” or ‘‘the resurrection; that was all.” The Elder
wants us to understand he has no * padiock on lhis
mouth,” as Lld. Butler has wickedly insinuated. Ile
hag the most perfect frecdom to speak and teach what
he pleuses, ¢’ all he could wish anywhere.”” He suys if

we do n't believe it, and think he *is afrald to B};:;’:‘l“;::
mind on the soul question,” to give him *“two
in the REVIEW, and we shall have It plaioly. (ses, and

Surely, what more could we ask in the Pg’m all the
how oonsistent and suitable everything has eenB e
while between the Elder and the good old ?tp "
Church on thls soul question, It scems almost & Pnlé o
try to exonerate myself in the least from the IDJ“: that
I have committed in insinuating anything abou o
« padlock” on the Elder's mouth, when OVOTY'M"IB .
gorone and perfectly candid and fair in this nowl; 0 s,'
fraternal relationship between the Elder snd tho I,’OO"
church of his choice on the *soul question.” Butwo aM
know human nature will do its best 10 absolve itse :
from blame, even If it has a poor chance. 80 we mus
make an effor:— M

1. It will be noticed by the reader, in the extract Mr.
Bhanafelt quotes from me in the ExTaa, that I made ndO
claim of knowing anything personally about the P"O‘cegi .
ings of the council examining Eld. Canright before his
ordinatlon, not being present. [ only stated that I was
“informed.”  This 18 true. 1 was go informed.

2. T inthmated In the article in the ExTna, entitled O
Consistency | ” that the relntionship on the soul ques-
tion, between Eld. Canright, an orduined Baptist min-
istor, and the church with which he was connccted, was
a very anomalous ono, to say the least.

3. Tatated that he Lad 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 map by nature i8 fmmortal,
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 crced ; indced, that the orthodox churches wl%h
whom Eld. Canright now aflilintes regarded a belief in
these doctrines as more important than many others they
held, and denounced the vicws which the Elder has al-
wilys advocated on this subject as the most dangerous
infidelity,”

5. That so faras I had learned, the Elder bad never
intimated in a single instance, publicly or privately, that
he had changed his former opinfons a particle on this
subject. But on the contrary, considering the fact that
he 8o bitterly opposed 8. D. Adventists on the Sabbath,
the law, the prophecies, and most othor points of faith,
but never did on tho question of the soul and kindred
subjects, we were authorized to believe he still held
tho views he always had on this poiat.

6. That it was a most Inconsistent position for a church
to employ & man as pastor over 4 congregatlion, to teach
what it regarded as a great error, or refruin frem teach-
ing what it considered important truth, there being
scarcely any question in the wholo realm of Bihle doc-
trine made more prominent or important than that re-
lnting to man’s future. It is directly Involved |n the plan
of salvatlon, and has an important bearing on the gov-
erninent of God; and Eld. Canright has ever taught that
many vf the most erroneous doctrines existing grow out
of this one of the Immortnlity of the soul.

7. In view of the ominous silence of both partles on
this questlon, and the Elder's marked reticence concern.
ing it, whife we know he always used to have so much
to say upon It, we intimated that he had & ” padlock on
his mouth,” on the soul question, the expression only {m-
plying that something remarkable had choked his utter-
ance. He thinks this very unjust.

But what does he say to relieve bimself or his church
from tbis aspersion upon the propriety of their present
relation? Why dooes he call in I«éld. Bhanafelt to state
that cortain 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 sceins Lo have been u beautiful and harmonlous un-
derstanding on this subject, and never a word said.
There was such a sweet and perfect union of spirit on
this interesting oceasion when the Eider was to be or-
duined as a Baptist miuister, thny such litle matters of
theology as to whether countless myrinds of men, women
and children were to be tortured to all eternity, or not,
were not worth considering for a moment. It r'nattereé
not whother the sou! was immortal or not, In the mninds
of this large councll of reverend D D's. No malter what
the Elder thought about it,—whether he believed men
go to heaven at death, or that man had no more soul
than a brute.  Buch little matters were not worth askin
a questlon about, if he was only to he made a Ba tingt
minister. What is theology any way, and what dogs it
amount t6? And why should they ask him any questions
at all, orhold any council over him? Wasn't the fact that
he had left the poor, deluded ** Advents enough evidence
any way to show he was all right? Truly the Baptists
aré a large-hoarted people, and helieve in great freedom
when they can take & minister so readlly and so full or;
trust, who has been under the eorrupting lnﬂuencelylmd
the *‘fanatlelsm" of this despised people for twenty-
olght years, and novor agk him a question upon the m yt
important doctrines of theirfaith, It docs n't geem tu(;:e
of much importance an way what a man believes or
teaches, if he is only to join the church. °

Now in all serlousness, wo say it
believ:e thls matter was left in :ivny ;Eg;‘ui{);:‘tri;;ra:luo
two Eiders would have us believe, It does 't look sene
sible. All the facts secem to us to point rather to thi.
concluslon, that there wus a perfoct understanding b :
{g:;l{u;xtzl.bc;tween Elld. Canright and sote of thesgggoo‘ii

uplist divines, and that he was to keep mum }
subject. Vory likely this was not made 1‘1) on th
surface. Such understandings a Ustntly prote
out upon the world with a tr&mpel: n’I(‘)}';e; s‘;\;;ll'{ml;lown
to occur in some very qulet, rotired way. 1 have noelgtls):
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that this underatanding waa reached In that publi
ination. Hardly; those doctors of divlnit; woﬁl?:':; .
have been likely to loave tholr pleasant homes to gomy
to Otsego, at large expense and inconvenignce, untj
matter was ali well understood, And here is whepe
« padlock ” question comes In.  'What evidence has Eld
Osnrlght given us that he speaks his mind fresly on iy
goul question? Why, forsooth, he will furnish’the Ry,
view, if we will open our pages, two solid columng of
matter on thissubject. Generous soul! In the firstplace,
he knows we would not open our pages to him any wey
80 he is perfectly safe in making the statemont. Iy g
second place, we are in no need of enlightenment op the
uestion, if he holds his old views. We are all sound
on that subject. But to glve him a chance to show his
sincerity and the * fullest freedom ” to speak * the worg
of God as he understunds it,” let him speak his seny.
ments in his own church, whoro they need It so badly,
Let bim enlighten the Baptists on the horrible nature oi
etornal torment, publish it in their papers, etc., and geq
how much this *fullest freedom” amounts to.

Let the reader carefully poruse his present articls, and
tell us of a single lint, the remotest intimation fn the
whole articlo, 8s to what his views are on this subject,
If this does w't indicate the tightest kind of * padigek”
on the Elder's mouth yct, then we are unable to judge,
We daro the Elder to publish his views on that subject
in any way that will tend to Influence Baptist opinion
that is, it he still holds to his former opinions. We think
it very probable hie will, after long meditation, come out
on the other side, and be an immortal-soulist. He hag
pluced bimseif in a false position, and made such radical -
changes, that we are fully prepared for this. It will bg
no great matier to turn one more somersault for one who
has proved himself so agile heretafore. Poor, poer mag}
what a pitiable spectacle his course for the last year pre.
sents ! From our souls we pity him, He may call it
*“injustice,” ' misrepresentation,” or what he wijl, hs
cannot conceal the fact that the attltude he has taken,
and that of his church concernlng the soul question, Is
anything but a proper one.

“Q Consistency, thou art a jewel,” applied to this mat
ter, we know cuts close. But It is the truth In the case
which furnishes the edge to make It cut. The effort to
gt rid of the force of what I sald in the Extra, by call-
ing attention to supposed errors in what I gave as in-
formation furnishe b{ snother, does not change the
actual status. To all intents and purposes, the Klders
mouth has heen * padlocked” on the soul question fers
year past, to the very best of our knowledge. And the
greedingss with which these popular churches take up
men for ministers who havo been talnted so long with
gross error, “ fanaticism,” ““Infidelity,” as they claim Ad:
ventism to be, is most {lluminating. It shows right on
the face of it that thoy do n't really believe that shis doc-
trine injures people, corrupts their morals, or keeps them
{’:iom‘beinlg Chrietlisng. heir l‘couue shows unmis(aks-
bly that they would be wonderfully glad to get ali of us,
{ they couhl Gxo. P Bures

ELD. SMITH:8 MISREPRESENTATION,

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 himina
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 pubiished
are explicitly given, so that any one can verify the quo-
tatlons if he 8o desires. We ask the reniler to compare -
again‘careful!y these quotations, and judge whether it s
not Eld. C’a own words which have pliced him in the
light in which he stands before the public, which to be
sure s not a very enviahle one. The article as published
in ExTrRA No. 1 was headed, ** All Things to all Men,”
and reads as follows :— '

*“ We notice quito a difference in the tone of Eld. C.s
arguments, according to the views of the paper for which
he writes. Thus, while writing for tho Mcthodist paper,
the organ of a donominatlon which lus ltrenuous}!
maiatained the unceasing obligation of the tep command:
ments, he says ;~ )

“P. B.: Lest my position should be mtsnnderstood before I
have time to expluin it, I will say bere that 1 believe us strongly
a8 Sablatarlans do In the perpetulty of the holy Immutable law
of God, and every moral precept taught in the Ol Testament.
The Methodist Discipline (Articles of Religion, sect. 6) exsctly
cxpresses my position on the law: * Although tle law given from
God by Moscs as touching ceremonies snd rites, doth ot bind
Chrlstlans, nor ought the eivil precepts thereof of necessity be
rectived In any comumonwealth; yet, notwithstandlug, vo Chrit-
Uan whatsocver is free from the obedience of the command:
ments which are called moral.’— ddvocate, Bopt. 44, 1887,

" Now he knows, as ali know, that the Methodist Dis
clpline by the expresslon, * the commandments which are
called moral,’ monns the docaloguo, the ten command:
ments, aa they were apoken by God from Sinal, and writ-
:gn on the tablos of stone. 8o the Methodiats will get
) ¢ 1des that Eld, O, agrees with them in this, and 50

© much pleased. But when he is writing to an sst
?0“““" papor, o8 the Christian Oracle, of Des Molnes
o instead of saying what is to be understood that 20
; ristlan whatsoever fs free from ohedionce to the decs-
b%’UO' he says that all Chrlstinns aro fre from it; for it
'l“lm been nailed to the cross, and taken out of the Way.
h 1Us [n the Oracle of June 9, 1887, wo read the follewing
rom his pen :—

+' The almplc tacts, I belleve, are these : Pani (in Col. §:14-
ol e to the entiro Jowlsh system, the law of Moses 888
o O which the decalogue was only a emall Every
Wword of the ten commandments, Babbath lucluded, was writted
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by the pand of Moses, on parchment, right in with the rest of
tho law of Moses. {8eo Dout. 5, and other places,) As an
enlire syxtcin, a8 8 Jaw taken in gll dte parts, it was a burden-
gomo System, & yoke of bondage, a school-master desigued only
1o Jeud ue to Christ, It wus ngnlm:t us and contrary to us, and
g8 such 1t was nalled to the cross. ‘The decalogne belng written
on parchment in the book of the law, It would be proper to
speak of ftas botted out, nalled to tho cross, cte., with the rest
of the law,

“Fld. C. would not daro address such tangunge to the
Methodist Adrocate. If he did, it would not he pup-
Jished. This ta belng sl things to ull men with g
vengeanco, u. 8.”

The nrticle published in H}e Oracle, from Yvhich the
foregoing extract is tuken, Ild. C. says ke did send to
the Adrocate, amd the editor pronounced it “ very fino,”
and promised to publish 1tif spuce permitted. Personally,
the editor might have been willing to do this. He has
come in contact with arzuments in defense of the true
Satbath, e understands bow grave the situntion of
the Sunday institution is becoming, and hus endeavored
to defend 1t e mixhit lfc' willing to resort to uny ex-
pedient, even to the abolition of the whole law, to got
rid of the Sabbath.  We bnve before hind ocension to
note that the Sabbuth controversy is foreing people either
o nceept the sabbath of the Lord, or to retire to the
#last diteh ™ of ante minnism; nod some fre making
this Jattor move wit et precipitation. But the con-
seiences of the great body of the Methodist anit Baptist
denominations, have not yet reachied that degreo of de-
pravity to which these men are trylnge to foree them,
And the influence of this fact Is scen in the treatment of
Bid. C.’s article by the Adrecate.

As abridged, says Eld. C, the article appeared as
mamber eleven of the series of nrticles in the Adrocate,
We look over the article, and wint do we find 7—Every
plague toueh of the virus of antinominuism earcelully
removed. Al expressions to the inteat that the doca-
logue was '‘a part of the Jewish system, the hm.' of
Moses, written by the hmnd of Moses on parchmeut right
in with the rest of the law of Moses,” that it was “n
burdensome system,” “ayoke of hondage,” “* agninst us,”
wppntpnrybo us,” and < nailed to the eross,” and ** blot
ted out,"—nl} these expressions are carcfully left out.
Want of spoce is pleaded as an excuse for omitting these
expressions.  But these were the veal gist and point of
the article as sent to the Uracle.  1f the artiele must be
abridged, why not take out sume of the less important
portions, instead of those vital and essentinl paris which
show wlat his pesition really is, as it was publisbed in
the Oracle ?

It is u~cless to claim that the position of the Metbod-
ists ay eapressed in their Discipline, on the Iaw, Is the
samte a3 thut of the Disciples. [t is equally evident
that the readers of the Adeocate, the Methodists, will
upderstand it Fld. C.'8 position is exactly like theirs,
and the readers of the Oracle, the Disciples, whl under-
stand that his position s exactly like theirs. If this has
come fhout so far as the Mcthodists ave coneerned, by
suppression of those declarutions whilch show his real
position, thea the editor of the Adrorate has misrepre-
seuted im ; and yet he ntiers no protest against being
placed in this false Hght hefore the readers of the Adro-
ette, Todeed, e tukes the same position himself in that
paper, in the postseript to hls article in the Adcocate of
Bupt 24, a3 alvendy quoted.  The Methodist Disclpline
recogmizes the dintinction In laws, as ceremonial, eivil
and mornl; snd while the furmer ure dune away, the
lutter are hmautable and perpetual; and this, Eid, C,
fys to the Methadists, *“exactly expresses ™ his position.
But to the Di-ciples, who do neat acknowledge any such
distlaetion, ke says he believes ft was an **entire systein,”
8 “law in all Hs pars,” and all dono a-vay, nailed to
the cruss, and blotted out.  If these two ¢ “clarations set
forth one und the same position, it remains, at least to
our mind, yct to be shown,

We said thnt he would not dare to address to the Ad-
roente such langunge as he addressed to the Oracle. But
this ke suys e did do ; and we will tuhe his word for it.
We added, however, this: * ¥ he did, i would not be
published.”  And thiy ¢onclusion stands veritled 3 for the
Adrocats would not, or at least did not, publish it
Wien Eld. €. will fnduce the Adrocate to publish from
him the statement that the decalogye, contalning the
commandments which are ealled moral, has bheen blutted
out ard nniled to the cross, nnd eall it “very fine,” and
induce the Oracle to Indorse the position that ** the law
of God,” the * connnandments which wre called moral,” 18
8 " holy aml tmmutable ™ Inw, he will hnve done some-
tlug loward provieg that e does not desiznedly stand
in a different light before the readers of thase papers
rvszaertivvly. liut thean be would shuply contrudlet him-
telf in both papers. U. Byt

“I RAVE TRIED TO DO WHAT I THOUGHT WAS RIGHT.”

We take the words Leve used as a headlng, from Eld, Can-
Ehit's closing prragzaph e hibs article publistied iu these col-
UWinnis,  One might fudge from the remarkable mcekness of
the Elder's closing woids, thitt he was eonsiderably reformed
ind somewlat ashamed of Wy peevious performances, and
that the castlgation b had recefved through the Exrra had
brought bim back to nmoere ratlonal and consistent stito of
"v!‘u('. We would that we could Indulge i sueh a hope,
None wiuld more freely forgive than ourseives, conld wo gpe
any slng of true repentunce.  But wo have long sinee learned
the differcice between a “godly sorrow” which leadeth to
true yepentance, and a put-on outside appearance of subinly.
Slon and regret beeause of overmusterlng eirewnnstanees which
bave placed o person where he conld not help hmself for the
Ui belng,  Buch may appear to bo quite meek ti a more fa-

vorabla opportunity 1a presented. The Elder evidently had a
big tussle with that Exrna, But he found himself so hedged
about on every hand by the truthfulnesy of Its statements, and
hiy feet so entangled with the wicked inconsistencles of his
own course, that the best he could do was to write this repty,
claimlng that we had done him Injustlce In a fow Instances, and
closing up withgome very lamb-11ko expressions concerning his
‘“doslre to be profited” by the * lessons read to him” in the
Extra, and his 'sense of his own *weaknesses” which at
times “overwhelms” him, Deoes he renlty cherlsh such sen-
thuents? We would that we could belleve It

But, alasi sinco theso words wore wrltten, wo find he is out
in different parts of the State not only repeating his former
statements, but even golng further than over in his desperate
efforts to fnjure 8. D. Adveatlsts, and misrepresent us before
the public. We are thercfore forced to belisve that these
words of his showing meeliness and hmmillation are but empty
nothings, desighed nierely for effeet, while in his heart ho 8
deteyniined ta contlnue to wage this unjust war upon his
former brethren,

But what about this statement, “ I have tried to do what [
thought wastight”?  Well, it 1s an astonlshlng one, to say the
feast, Tho Elder evidently reatizes that lis eonrse has been
sticl that no eandid man knowlng the facts would be llkely to
think he had done right. 1le must kaow that it was not
“right.” No wonder that the “consclousness of bis weak-
nesses often overwhelms ™ him,  But this * consclousness,”
alus! does hot become so finuly fixed that he chuges his
caurse, ke hassince engaged in the same work In a more ag-
gravated style than ever. But we must not forget that ali
the while, according to his statement, e has *“ tried to do what
he thought wasright.”  We hardly feel like denying the Elder
the slight satistuetion still remainlng, in cherishing the bare
“thobght” that after all he had a little desire left to do right.
It would seem eruel to wrench this from him. It would not
Jook wellon paper to eharge him with belng ahypoerite, and we
should greatly regret to be obliged to eome to such a conelu-
sion, In view of our many former associatlons, Wehavelong
known that much allawance must be made for persons who
have fallen Into great darkness by a failure to lve up to the
light they have recelved, especinlly when that light has been

very great, - Lbght may scem darkness to then, and darkness .

Hght, The mind becomes perverted.  “I'ho Saviour speaks of
somoe who shall *hear, and shail not understand,” and shall
see, and yet “shall not percetve.,” Thelr “heart {3 waxed
gross, and thelr ears are dull of hearlug, nnd thelr eyes they
have closed.”  We aro not to suppose they reallzed this them-
selves,

The apostle also speaks of a class who “recelved not the
love of the truth.” *They should beiieve a lie,” and be
danined i 50 dolng, When the Hght in us beconies darkness,
how great 18 that darvkuess! ‘This iy a sentiment we see dem-
onstrated often hn this world of changes.  Itere are prineiples
brought to view which are constantly illustrated. When the
Hght of God™s Splrit Is withdrawo from a wan, and he phimges
riong with & desperata splelt of resentment agatngt his former
bellef and eompanions, he I3 not apt to study his motives very
earefitlly. Such may have thought they did right. It very
natural 1a tako coraplacent views of ourselves. Go Into any
prisan in the land, and ask tha buuates about thelr foraer
conduet, and how many of them do you suppaose will he found
who did not think they were about s good as most men ?
When revetence for the law of God s broken down,~thnt
law whiclt Paul declares Is * holy, just, and good;” that law
which 18 “spiritual,” and searches the deep things of the
heart,—wo are left to forin our own =tandard quite lnrgely,
and then it i3 the moest natirnd thing In the: world for a man to
say, ovenn when under grievous condemuation, If he useit the
highest standard of rectitude: *1 have trled to do what I
thanght was rlght.”  Se we feet bouud stlll, under the neces-
sitles of the case, to grant this slight coasolation to the
Elder, .

But et us notice & fow points, and see to what lengths the
Elder's consclence will Tet him go nnd stitl retaln this hope
that he 18 daing *right,” that we may measure tho preseat
condition of his morul sense.

1. Hig treatment of old friends. Asstated in the Exrna,
Fld, Canright at the thmo when he withdrew from us, pro-
fessed the most pacitie intentions,  He sald at Otsego, Feb. 17,
1857, before the church, that he thought there was a larger
pereentage of trie Clivistians among 8, I Adventists than
among any other denomination, He expressed the hlghest
appreciation and confidencs I many of our lending lnborers;
sald o wis perfectly satlsfied with the Geatment hie had re-
celved from our people, and that he felt that he hind been used
fir it vespeets as well ns a Christlan should, “His greatest sor-
row was that he felt compeiled to part compuny withus, e
desplsed tho course others hiad tuken who had giae out from
s and then oppused and ridiculed us, and he would never do
this, e would give hlwsclf wholly to revival work, e
never wouhl beconio o bitter assailant of our people, Yet
within a few months he began the wiost bitter warfure upon
S, . Adventlsts which Liny ever been waged by any one, He
his held us up to ridleale, and mado us the lnughing-stock of
crowds for hours together.  In his specelies, time and again
he has done his bust to enusn us to be desydsed as a set of fa-
natles, marrow, bigoted, nnd unwaorthy of respect.

Think of It, cunsdtd reader,  Wint ecald be the mollyves whiels
would prompt you thus to treat old and long trled friends
with whom you had fabgred and prayed, enjoyed their hospl-
tality, and professed to love thom so mueh—with whom you
lved in sweet communion a8 the dearest friends on earth for
moro thun & score of years ¥ Afterhe had eome to the point of
firally parting company with us, ho felt himselt forced to say
thnt ho had no complaioy whatover to make of our treatment
of tim.  We had used him tenderly as a Chrlstlan in every
sense.  Yet he lolds us up to ridicule, dolng what he knows
wlll wound our feelings most eruelly, when we lave never

done him an Injury, We know he wili try to find excuses for
such conduct, But we showed in the Exrra that he had
none whatever, and in his reply he finds no fault with the
ExTRA on that point,

Ingratitude [s ever consldered a base sin,  1f this Is not such,
what shail we catl it? Yea, i it Jiot abase return for past
kindnesses? Think of yourself, dear reader, holding up your
long tried and best frlends as a body before A congregation, and
raising the derlsive Inugh at thelr expense night after night |
Hemay say It was thelr doctrines or some persons among
them that he thus treated. Does he not know that in no other
way could he wound the feellngs of olif friends so much as by
holding up to ridicule their rellglous hellof or the friends they
hold most dear? Does he say It was necessary to show up
the inlquity of our doctilng? How about lils statement, then,
that there was no other church in which there were so mnany
Christlans, proportlonaily, as among 8, D. Adventists? Ie
said this himself after he had glven up our falth, 18 a doc-
trine very terribie or dangerous whlch develops more Chrls-
{lans in proportion to numbers than any other? e goes
from place to place glving discourses every night for a solid
week, every one almed against his former brethren with whom
Le has Hlved in frlendship and sympathy for Lwenty-eight
yeary, vidiculing, defaming, and bringing them into the great-
est disrepute, and doing so without a single discourso having
been given against itm on our part, or any public attack upon
Lim whatever. If this be not a base return for past kindness,
what1sit? And yet we are bound to accopt his statement:
“I have tried to do what I thought was right.”

2. His unchristlan course as a mintster of the gospel.
Having shown the Ingratitude of Eid. C, according to the
plaiuest principles of common justice, we next notice how
this course looks according to the higher code of Chilstian
ethlcs, 1lle hias Leen a Christian minister for more than
twenty years, and of Iate since he has left our people, ho
clunims to have had special Iight concerning the gospel. Hav-
ing discarded the old law, hie has been illuninated by the full
blaze of the gospel sunlight, We have a right, then, to ex-
pect of him a close Intltation of Chrlst, the great Master,
whom he clalms now to speclally serve, Wil ke inform us
where the meek and lowly Man of Calvary ever weont from
pluco Lo place for two dollars a day, and in eight or ten Jong
discourses held up for ridicule the worshipers of” the tine
God, aud the followers of Jesus himself, Eid. C.’s former
brethren may be poer, perhaps, and unlearned, and possibly
very faully, yet 88 ho hlmself admits, many of thew are true
Chrlstinns, DIl our Saviour ever do this to any class, whether
heathea, Snaritang, Pharisecs, or Sadducees, to say nothing
of his own disciples?  He commandsg all of his followers to do
good to those who hate them, and to pray for those who de-
spitefully use them. Heo pm?‘«l for his enemies who were
marderiag him, and when reviled, reviled pot again; and he
yequires all to do good for evil, 11is minlsters are required to
ful‘nw hls example more closely than other Chiristlans, Wit
the Elder find any example for hls present course In the lves
of the aposties, or any aunthority for it in any of thelr wrltings ?

f 50, let us have the chnpter and verse. Ile knows these
things as well a8 we do. 1o 18 perfeetly famtiiar with the
man?' commands of Christ requiring love, meekness, merey
and unility, even toward those who hiave wronged us, ang
rebuking scorn, derdslon, Ingratitude, and such a course as he
ix psuing, He knows the almstlu‘s statement, that *“if any
man have not the Spirit of Christy he is none of Lis,” An
s unebristian ™ eonrse is one that Is contrary to the teachlngs
of thnist. Auy candid nilod ean sed that bis course in pursu-
g o Chivisting people as he has, and holding them up to ridi-
cute, has heenr wtterly contrary to Clirlst's life and tenchings,
And yet we must not be uncharitahte, but acccrt his state-
nent, ** 1 have tried to do what [ thougf&t was right.”

3. His treatment of the dead. The readers of the Extra
have not forgotten Eld. Cann{:ht‘s treatment of Eld, White,
the honored pioneer in this yeliglous movement, le eharac-
terizes him tn the Des Molnes Oracle as a tyrant, * domineer-
ing over” this people, and clnbus that whole Conferences sat
“ for lours 11ke whipped dogs ™ under his * terrible denuncia-
tions,” and that he “quarrcled” with all his leading breth-
ren, ete, ete. We knew hin a3 well as he, and know these
representations to be grossiy unjust, a veritable carlcatureof a
mnn with some faalts and nmny noble qualities, a devoted,
«unwst.bsum'iliclm: Christinn whosc life was worn out prema-
turely by his unliring and unseilish Inbor in his Master's
canse,  Ho admits Bl White's readiness to confess his faulty
and niistakes, and says he at tines made confesslons to him,—
a sure sign of an earnest purpose to do right, They were
fast {rionds for many ?'enm. Kid, White indeed showed
wften & speelal Interest Iy, and kindness toward, him, and
treated hihin as an own son. At the time of hils death, we are
sare ho feid kingly toward Eid, Canright,  Yet Eld. C, does
not hesitate to tike wp his old friend who sleeps in death, and
parade before the world and hosts who never knew him, a
grossly exaggerated statement of his faults and a tmost unjust
view of bis charaeter.  In the world around us, whose stand-
nust of propriety s far too low, there §s a goneral acknowledg.
went li‘mt the memory of the dead, who cannot defend them-
seives, should bo respected, What shall we say, theu, of &
Christian mintster whom tlie Bible commands to speak vyil of
no wan, when he, because uf a ehange of rellgious views, pro-
eeeds ramorselessly to breale the ecrements of the tomb, and
drag before the public an old friend five years dead, and pa-
raele thongh the publie prints to exulting enemles, grossly
unjust statements concerniug his charnetery  Kid, "White
was highly 1'es|lxecwd by feading citizens where he was best
known. Iis blography was publlshed among others in the
llst of prominont citizens of the Siate of Michlgan, as a man
worthy of honor, for energy, bteadth of mind, and Christian

Witanthropy. Bt it 18 left for one who for years ate at his
able, assoclated with him in the most famitiar manner as a
wersottal friond, a lrother in Chrlstlan fetlowship, to now drag
{liﬂ supposed fautts before a cold world, anid denounce him as
tyrannical, a quarrelsome, dominevring man worthy of ttle
respeet,  But the LElder says, “1 lnve tried to do what 1
ilim"gm was right,” and we are, of course, bound to believe
m.,

3. His treatmentof Mra, White, For a full description of
Eld. Canright's conrse toward hier, we refer the reader to the
artiele in the former KxTna, where it 1s presented nt length.
In his ru);lY hereln published, ho inakes no complalng oi”ln-
Justice in this partlenlar in the ExrraA.  1a that artiele, it
wiil bo seen that at one thue when 1t will sult his purpose he
presents her as being * as good a woman as he knew,’” * lter
plety was unguestloned,” * She was a kind-hearied woman,
philanthropic, eharitable, and gentle In her life, and ever
evinevd a lovy for lmmnn]ty.” And **she was doubticss hon-
est In supposing she hnd revelatlons,” ete., and mueh nore of
this complimentary talk, DBut when he chose to take the
other side of the question, he denounced her as acting a hypo-
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eritical part, talking * as smooth a$ oll” before the public, but
nmaking stateinents to her own people that were ssghamefully
false;” and declared that her course was so wicked that it
ought to “*shut her out of evory pulipit in the Jand;” thnt she
rules her * people witir a rod of iron,” and * condemns every-
body who rejects her testimonies.” He compares her work
with that of Joseph Smith, Joanna Souniheott, and Ann Lee,
giving them the preference in polnt of ability or excelivnee,
wid In thely proof of Inspiration, and reatly sets the Mormous,
Shukers, and followers of Southeott far hx advance of the
S. D. Adventists. In thus doing, 8 wan of his parts, it e
stopped to reflect & moment, must see that lie utterly contra-
dicts his own statements made over and over, as we clearly
shiowed In the ExTtua, and proved them to be utterly unre-
{lable,
We here inquire, What cause has he for thus treating Mrs,
White? What infury lins sho done hine?  How has she pro-
waadoad hig wrath, and where dld she do hiltn any wrong? He
hias never informed us.  No, he has uot even glveto us o hint
of anything of the kind. Why, then, should he feel enlted
upon o parade her name through colutmn after colunumn of the
pubille prints, when, according to his own statementy siuce
he became a Baptist minister, she was *as good & womad
as Lo knew,” *her plety was unquestivned,” she was ** kind-

hearted,” * philanthropic,” nad *ever evinced & love for
himunily.,”  ‘These were s own stateiments at Otsegn,
Mich., before a publie congregation n the Buptist chureh
where he was pastor. Frow that day to this, fo the best
ot our knowledge, Mis. Whits has never referved to him
In print or in public speaking,  She has used him wel, s
beent ko a mother to him in the past, and only a year or two
betore he begut thig rald upon her, he was most glad to have
her make o honoe at his house through & scries of 1peetlngs
uud when they parted last, they did so as wann friends. And
now he can hold her np to ridicule, excite the derisive laugh,
and sneeringly speak of ler as the “prophetess™ betore a
pubilc congregation or In print. Isthis @ consistrnteourse tor
 Chiristian winister to take toward a lady, as ** good a woman
us hokiew " ? 18 this pofiteness? s this belng ** courteouns”?
to all, as the Bible comminds him ?  Is this dolng as he would
he done by ? Should a minister of Jesns Chrlst repay Kind-
ness with bitterness and pubiic denuncintion, simply becasse he
has changed his religlous views?  Such conducet seemns to L
writer to_bo not only unchristian but utterly ungenttemaniy,
Yot the Elder assares us lie hay all the while “tried to do
whint he thought was right,” and it would ot be courteous to
guestion his word,

4, 1118 untruthful representations of our positions, Eld,
Canright, two or three werks sinee, had a very triumphant &?)
mcvtinﬁ near Boshnell, Mich,, during which he “exposed”
8. D Adventlsim la cight solid disconrses, at the rate of two
dallurs per day and sowe exira colleetions thrown in, much
to the satisfaclion of many who wish ns i, but without any
damage to ourselves, Eki. I, D. Vau Horn was present &
portion of tho thine, and replied to his attacks. Hewmalws the

following statoments:—
St. Charles, Mich., Feb. 6, 1888,

Itaving recently had the opportunity of hewring Ell. Cuan®
righit fn his raid against bis former brethren, the 8. D, Adveut-
Ists, I can truthfully aay that he often uscs unfair and dishon-
oruble means to carry his points, to prejudice the people against
us. This ts seen In his gross iulsrepresentations of poluts of
our faith which he must surely inow by his jong experience
with our people. T wili give oue Instance @ e stated pluinly,
tiefore & crowded house, “that 8. D. Adventists have believed
und taught that Bunduy {8 the nrk of the bLeast, and that all
wlio have kept Sunday, aud who are now leeplng It, have had,
nud now have the inark of the benst. Their prophetess, Mra,
White, says so fn ‘ Val. IV, Great Controversy,’ page 31,
She ruys s ‘The keeping of the counterfctt Subbath {s tbe re-
ception of tbe mark.' "

‘Taking thls sentence out from Its connection, and usfny it fn
the myuner he did, 18 a divect futschood against Sr. White, and
agninst the whole body of 8, D. Adventists, Any one tuhing
the palus to read the whole pruengraph fn which this sentenee is
found, wust arrive at the satae coucluslon.

L. D. Vax Horn.

Eld, Van Hom is well known as one of the most canndid
and careful nien In his statemerits, Bl Canright hhaselt
Indotsed him before that public congregation us an “honest
man and & Chrlstian ;" beshdes, & erowd of people heard hhn
at the time, We must express our astonisheat that Eid, C,
should make such statemeuts as these, and we can necount tor
it ontly by the fact that hie Is evideatly driven on and controlled
by a splelt which makes himn utterly reckless,  Lest the reader
will think thiis a harsh statement, we will present a few faets.
We quote a few staiements from our standard works, which
have been long in print, to show the pusttion of our prople on
this subject 1—

Tt will be sald again, Then all Bunday-keepers have the mark
of the beast 5 then ail the good of past nges who kept this day
had the mark of tbe beast ; then Luther, Whiteleld, the Wes-
leys, aud all who have done a good and uoble work of reforma-
tion had the murk of the benst ; thien ull Lbe blessings that have
been poured wpon the reformed churchies have been poured up-
on those who had the mark of the beast. Wec answer, No/
And we are sorry to say that some professedty religlous teach-
ers, though many tiuies corrected, persst in mlsrepresenting us
on thls polut. We have never go beld | we have never so
luugbt.  Our prembes tead to no such conclusions, Gtve ear
The mwk and worship of the benst ure enforced by the two-
borned beast. The recetving of the mark of the beast I8 s
specific act whteb the two-harned heast s to eause to be done,
The third message of Revelution 14 is & warntng mereifully seut
out lu advance, to prepare the peaple for the canfug duuger,
There can thercfore be no worship of the Least, nov reeeption
of his mark, suclc as Is contempluted In the prophiecy, till it (s
cuforced by the two-horned beast,— Thoughts on Darniel and the
Jtevelation, pp. 802, 608,

Much mare of the rame kind follows, Agaln :—

We kuow the objectlon which will biere fmmediately fly to the
lips of an opponent. He wili say, Then all Bunday-keepers past
or present, however emivent as servauts of God, have had or
now have the mark of the beast. And we qutcldy unswer, Not
one.  Why t—Bocuuse tiey huve not hept it, und ure not Keep-
Ing it, with the tssue before them presented in the prophecy.
They have supposed they were keeping the fourth command.
ment aecordlug to the wit ot God."'~-~Synopsis of Present T'ruth,
p. 9.

Much more to the same Intent might be m’!’(en fr{)&l tl‘;‘;
work, and aiso from the *Marvel of Nations,” pp. 'weli
These aro all standard works with which El. C. ws\s'.t oxllr
acqualited. Ie has khiown tliese were the positions o vl
people for a quarter of a century. And laviug been iy
him in tent Jabor four different tent seasons, 1 persoﬂ‘t“ t
Know that he taught the smne thing, and did not teach 'f‘
the honest Chyistiuns of Lhe pust had the mark of the beast,
He ever argued agatnst that idea with all his might. tlow,
then, dare he make snch stutements ? _

But he nrust not fail, of conrse, to give Mrs. White & thrust,
80 he says 1— ' Vol V.. Great

g g . White, says so in “Vol. 1V,
C(:In'}tl::\;nf:;)}')'l;u;g'l.Mrgho‘ aufvs‘: "”Fi‘he keeping of the counter-
felt Subbath fe the receptlon of the uuark.”

To show Liow the Efderlongs to * o what he thinks is right,”
wo will quote verbutim from Mrs, White, on the page he cites
and the conneetion on p. 282 1 — S e

That institution [the Sabibath] which points to God as the
Creutor, s o sign of his rightful authority over the bengs he
has made,  The change of the Sabbath is the slgn, or mark, of
the authority of the Romish Church,  Thoese who, understand-
fug the clulms of the fourth cornnandment, chovse t0 ubrerve
thte false In place of the truc Sabbatl, are thereby p'n‘ymg hom-
age to that power by which aloue it s communded.  The change
tn the fourtl commandment fs the chunge poluted out in the
propheey, and the keeping of the counterfelt Subbath s the re-
ception of the mark, But Christians of pnst gencratfons ob-
gerved the first duy, supposing that they were keeplng the Bilile
Sabbath, and there are in the churches of to-day imany who
liwnestly belleve that Sunday s the Subbuth of divine appolnt-
ment.  None of these have received the mark of the beast.
There are true Chrlstinns In every ehinreh, not excepting the
Roman Cathulie conununion,  The test npon this guestion does
not come until Runday observance g enforeed Ly o, and the
wenld I8 enlightened concerning the obligation of the true &ab-
bath, Not untti the tesie ts thus phafnly sct before the peaple,
and they are brought to choose between the commandments of
God and the commandinents of men wii those who cuntinue in
transgresslon receive the marl of the beast.

My candid reader, what do you think of the conscicuitious-
ness of the man with these words before him, who can say
emphatically before a publle congregation, 8. D. Adventists

have believed and taught that Sunday is the mark of the
beast, and thut all who have kept Sunday, wnd who are now
keeping 1t have had and now have the wmark of the best,
Pheir prophetess, Mrs, White, says se i * Voi, 1V, Great Con-
troversy,’ p, 28179

Weo know he must have read this very language ; for he
quotes & sentence out of 18 connection, which he could not
Jtave done had he not rend i, What can you make of that
buta willtal perversion of the truth, asquare falsehood ? We
are astonishied beyond measure that A man who has known
for more than twenty yeurs what 5, 1), Adventists have taught
on this subject, shonld dare to say what he does { We enn
nitke some aliowanco for one hoti acquainted with the facts,
but not for him. He knows better, .

But I suppose wa must again retorn to his oft-qnated state-
ment s “I'hnve teled to do what ' thought was right.” Poor
man I He must have “teied ” and gfevously faiied. Heis
80 drlven to desperation by that spirit of Tutred that he ean-
not couteol hhwmself,  Sueh progress has he made in one short
year, under his new and hinproved religlon.

We now draw tids article to its close, \Wa pity Fld. .
right, and wish to fling no unkindfeplthoeis at ln}t)u.) l{\l'(ls Fule\ne
tried to welgh the*condition of his present moral sense, sl
alasl it seems to have wofully deteriorated. So we shoul
expret of a tan who casts aside the law of God, aad runs the
rice e hag, 1o will doubtless £o on trying to “do what he
Chinks bs tight,” and we expeet 0 Sud b him tho bitterest of
opponents, - Holy Writ infurms us that there are “ bling lead-
ers of the bibul " and those who “belleve a Jie.”  But the end
they. reach In elther case (s not desirable, Weo wauld iadly
hielp such, but we know not how, Winen forerd, ns ﬁ\ this
case, to conslder the eroaked, sli{»;wr)’ waysof opposers of the
truth, weannst for the trath’s sake and the eanse ot Gaod speak
Fhun, anil steip off the covering of deeeption, nnd expose the
ding-place of Indquity. We ¢ islike, however, to have to do
this work, and niieh prefer to preaeh the truth of Gol and In-
bar for the salvation of precious souls. GrLn

g

A STRAW. .

W present ns a theologiend cnriosity, and as an evi-
dence of pastoral consistency(?), the follawing leaflet
which KlLd. Cunright Limself was scen ta (-irmﬁulo will;
Ly awn hiand, in a revival meeting in his own ¢l
nt Otsego, Mich,, n few weeks since
statement of an eye-witness,
prepuved with his own pen

n eharel
 recording to the
and which very likely he

)

WHY AM 1 NOT A CHRISTIAN?
1. T8 1t beewnse Lam afrald of rdleule an
may g ot d of what others
“ Whasoever shull be ashwaed of me and
of
hinn shial! the 8on of wan be ashamed, "
2. Is It hecauso of the incousistencle 8 3
e 8 of professiug Clirls-
‘' Every man shall glive an account of Tifinselt
g I to GG »
8'“1? ft h)c(»xlms(- I am not whlifug 10 give up nll to 'Zf},,m,
¢ Whaut shall it profit a maun, it be pat J s worll
losce fils own soult® ’ ¢ il the whole wor ', una
4. Is it because I am afrald that T shu) pot b
8 accenle
* 1T that cometh unto me T will in no wise cg;:t:l}::ﬂ:”
.’1,' ‘lu it beeause I fear Y am too grent acsiuper) ’
“The blood of Jesus Chirlst elesnhseth from a)f gin,»
?.HIS 'l':, hrcllllug;;: Twm atrald T shall not hotg out? .
‘He thut bath begun a good work b wil
unto the day of Jesus Chﬁistf," 4 you Wil pertfurm gt
7 Is it becaunse I am thinking that 1 wil) d. ]
o e
a":f 'il;’;t God ought to be satlsfied with Hmt(T mewell el an
usvever shall keep the whole | e
point, he ty guilty of all,:fD o W and yet offendt in one
8. 18 1t Lecuuse I mn
definite reasont
“Boast not thyself of to-mo
what a day may bring forth "

Y words, of

postpontvg the taatter, without any

rrow; for thou kuwwest not

Will You be a Christlan Now?

=

It will be noticed that s reply to one question fn the
list, we have italicized. We have no fault to find with
the leaflet, or the portion emphaslzed above, 1t is ve
good. But we quote the remalning part of the seript.
ure in full from which this is taken, James 2:8-13:
“If ye fulllll the roysl law according to the Scripture
Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thysel!, ye do weli: bn;
if yo have respect to persons, ye commit sin, and e
convinced of the 1aw as transgressors.  For whowever shap
keep the whole law, and yet offend in one point, he tx guilly of all,
Tor ho thut said [or, that law which said, margin], Do poy
commit adultery, said also, Do not kill. Now it thoy
commit no aduitery, yet if thou kill, thou art become 4
trunsgressor of the law, So spenk ye, amd so0 do, ag lhey
that shall be judged by the law of liberty,”

This glorions text shows so clearly the klngly ay’
tharily of the law of ten commandmonls, the bil'l'«ﬂng
force of each and every command contained in it, the
fuct that it is the standard by which we shall be-judged-
in the lust day, that It is the law which condemnas men now,
and that true liberty 14 to be found ouly by obedience 1o
every one of iis requirements nfter we have been for.
given the sius cansed by it transgression, yet Eid. Canriply
is everywhere tryingto show that this law is ** abolished,
““done away,” ' nalled to the cross,” and gone forever
and that one of its commands (the fourth, concerning the
Sabbath) is better broken than kept,  Yet when holding
a revival meetlng in his own ehurch, ho quotes o portion
of it in order to impress the mind of ginners with the ne.
cessity of oboying God wholly. Thus hic can blaw cold
and Dlow hot on the same subiject, hold on to a porticn
of the decalogne where it seems to serve his purpose,
and nbolish the whole when flghting the Adventists, and
take contradictory positions whenever the public de-
mand seems 10 reguire,

Such “a straw” indeed shows how the wind blows,
aud cmphnsizes the sentinent, O Consisteney, thoy
urt u jewel!”  This is hielng all things lo all mea with a
vengeance, G, L B,

THE *‘GRAVEST " ' WRONG BTATEMENTA"

It will be noticed that Eld. Canright, In his reply to
the KxTra, printed in this Issue, compliining of ile
trentment he has received, and the **injustice” dons
him, and the ** wrong statements * we have made con.
cerning hiim which he demands we should correct, sistes,
that he presents a fow of the * gravest’ mistakes 1o be
found in the ExtrAa. He intiinates that there are oth-
ers, “ half truths” or matters colored somewhal, and
points on which we have been misinfonned, ete., which
he will not present. But he has singied out a few of
the ** grarest” cases, and calls upon us, if we have any
sense of fairness, to make reparation in public for auch
injuries to his good namo &nd repulation. 1le then pre-
sents the three points we have noticed. The discerning
reader can sco for himself from the charges of Kld. C.
and our replies to the samo, how far astray we were In

our statements. We are certaln we have done the Elder
no wrong whatever. Our criticisms upon his course in
the Kxtra, on the very points about which he com-
plains, are substantlally and amply justified by the facts
we have presented, whether or not there were any slight
technical errors in our statements, 1le has utterly failed
to make the pointagainst us he has nndertaken to make.
Our charges fall Lack wpon him after a carefu} examina:
tion, with greater weight than in our original statements
in the Exrra.  He will cortainly have to try again ) he
hopes to break their force.

But how can he do this, when in the very artlele from
his pen, here presented, after a month's opportunity of
studying the lixtra, he stutes over his own signalure
that these three particulars which he cites ave the ** grav-
est” “ wrong stalements ” we have made, e says thess
#re the most objectionnble points he ean find.  If these
ure the  gravest,” und he utterly fuils to prove any
Justive ngainst us whatever, how will he be able hereal:
ter to deny the charges mude nguinst him in the Extrat

The word * gravest,” according to Webhster, means
the most scrious, the most tmportant. Al othor state-
ments, then, in the IxTtna, which he tbinks sumewhat
objectionable, ure loss serious than fhese he cltes. The
ones quoted have pleinly no force, and utterly fail 1o
x}low.tnlly wrong done him. Therefore, after weeks of
time in which to hunt up somothing to turn against us,
he virtually admits the substuntial justice of our charges
agnlust him. OQur statements in the Exvra, concerning
Lld. Canright's course, we well knew were serfous and
grave, and they are many ln number. , We knew full
well 1hat possibly they might strike a person wnneguainted
with the facts, as being extreme. But the unchristisn
course Which he has pursued for utontis past, de““‘“d"‘,d
plain talk and explicit and emphatic stalements of his
evil conduet. The Exrna was u largs sheet, containiag 8.
great amount of this kind of matter. Oune could bardly
hope in 50 many words to exactly express every chargé
without & single mistake. But we knew tlicre Was
no Intentlonal wrong, and were very sure Lhere werd
no errors of importance. And now, after weeks have
bassed, Eld. Canright, after much study, with plenty of
time In which to do g tharough job, presents two or three
5}%{"“"“0“13 where hy elaims we havy done him an injury:
“.’”"“"- he tells us, are the most serious ones he can fin
We luve plainly demonstrated the justice of our original
sutewments, and he ntterly fuils to show that wo lave
%\(ln;e him any injustice whatever. Thus we claim that .

<. Canright Litoself virtually indorses the Exina 8
true, aud e statements incontrovertiblo. Let this virt
usl admission not be forgotten, u L B
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