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INTRODUCTORY.

WHY THIS EXTRA IS ISSUED.

IN undertaking the unpleasant work of replying to the at-
tacks of Xld. D. M. Canright wpon Seventh-day Adventists
and their doctrines, we feel almost like offering an apology to
the reading public. For months past Lis attacks have con-
tinued in various papers and upon many different points of
our faith. He has held us up to ridicule, and tried to make it
appear that our people are ignorant, narrow-minded, bigoted,
and doing much harm in the Christian world, and that our
doctrines are utterly unworthy of confidence. He has also
~ been preaching from place to place, making our work his con-
stant theme of attack. We have, however, paid but slight at-
tention to him, rarely referring to him in any way. We have
preferred to attend to our own work, and leave him to say
what he chose, believing that a discerning public would under-
stand the animus of his attacks, and not condemn us unheard.

But at our recent camp-meeting at Grand Rapids, Mich,, his
efforts became so personal, vindictive, and unreasonable that
we have come to believe that forbearance will be no longer a
virtue, We are persuaded that he thinks we have given him
the field, and dare not reply to his oft-repeated assertions and
~ fallagious arguments, We are free to admit that much that
¢ he has said is too worthless to need a reply.

But there are many honest people who have wondered why
we have not replied to these attacks, and such are in danger
of dra,wmg wrong conclusions concerning our ‘silence, and
ma; attribute it T fo fear or ingbility to meet hig arguments.
Such conelusions' cevtalnly would mis§ tﬁemark greatly. Our
long delay has been occasioned mainty by our wish to avoid
personal controversies of this kind, and an earnest desire to
attend to our own speeific work of proclaiming the important
truths which we firmly believe God has committed to our
hands. We greatly dislike to come down from this high plane
of duty to engage in matters of this character. They are
highly distasteful to us, and we will not enter upon them till
really forced to do so to defend the fruth or save honest souls
from being misled.

We know full well that Eld. Canright has made many state-
ments in his public attacks upon us, implying that our motives
and conduct are very different from this ; that, in short, we
pursue all persons of any prominence who leave our ranks,
witl a vindictive spirit, determined to ruin their reputation
and blacken their characters ; and, like the sleuth hound, we
never let up the pursuit till we have accomplished such a pur-
pose. In ahandbill scattered broadeast through the city of
Grand Rapids, Mich., he says : * Like the Mormons, they [S.
D. Adventists] try to ruin the character of all who leave
them.” “Every one is branded as a rebel and an infidel who
" dares doubt her [Mrs. White’s] inspirations.” He has made
many stateinents of a similar character,

The truthfulness of these declarations we positively deny.
And to prove the correctness of our denial, we now propose,
after having made these general statements, to present more
specxﬁd evidence to substantiate them.

In the menth of January last, Eld. D. M. Canright, who had
been connected with our people for about twenty-eight years,
took the position that he could beans, D. Adventistno lon ger.
Feb. 17, he gave his reasons in public before the Otsego church,
of which he was a member, The writer was present. In his
remarks concerning our people and the treatment ,he had re-
ceived among us, ne was very kind and conciliatory. He
stated that he thought there was a larger percentage of true
Christians among our people than ameng any other denomina-
tion with which he was acquainted. He expressed a high ap-
preciation of, and confidenee in, some of our leading'men, be-
lieving them to be honest, devoted servants of Christ. He
said he was perfectly satisfied with the treatment he had re-
ceived among Seventh-day Adventists. He had no fault to
find with them on that score, and felt that they had used him
in all respects as well as Christians should.

He expected to unite with the Methodists, Baptists, or some
other avangelical denomination, and continue to labor in the
ministry as long as he lived. He professed the most pacific
intentions eoncerning us, saying that he should never pursue
the course some others had who have left us, becoming bitter
assailants of our people, but should give himself to revival
and Christian work, which was the work of his choice. He
was utterly sick of thi debating and fighting spirit. He had
formerly had somie K ?e for such things, but now his only de-

sire was to labor for the salvation of souls. He expressed
himself very strongly on this point, and said that he never
could becoms a Campbellite, a first-day Adventist, or a
Seventh-day Baptist. He was opposed to their fighting spirit,
and expressed strong dislike for them.

- At the close of the meeting, at his earnest request his name
was dropped quietly from the church roll, that we might sepa-
rate as peaceably as possible. He came to the writer in a
very friendly way, and expressed the wish that he might pre-
senta brief statement of his change of views through the col-
umns of the REVIEW AND HERALD, our church paper. We
answered that he could send in such & statement, and if it was
consistent we wounld publish the same, He did so, and it was
publishedverbatim in the issne of March1. In it he expresses
great sorrow that he felt compelled to part company with us,
and gives a few of his reasons for so doing. Fe also says:
“Personally I have not one word of fault to find either with
the church where I Iive or with those with whom I have la-
bored. I have been treated justly, liberally, and tenderly.
There is not one hard feeling between us as far as I know. It
will always give me pleasure to regard our people and speak of
them as an honest and devout people.”

In view of his pacific intentions so strongly expressed,—
though we had little idea he would in the end carry them out,
knowing full well the spirit which usually takes possession
of those who leave the work of God,—we determined to do
nothing that would give him the slightest canse for complamt
on our part.

*- Acecardingly, in pn blmhm" his smtemenﬁ in the Review
AND HERALD, we tGoK Gleusion F‘§p‘éak of him as kindly as
possible consistent with a true representation of his course.
In private letters after this, he expressed himself as well
pleased at our treatment of him ; and we continued to cor-
respond pleasantly as before.

After the lapse of some weeks, we received letters from
him complaining of the conduct of private persons among us
who wrote to him in a bad spirit, imputing unworthy motives
to him ; but he gave no names. He also spoke of an article
in the REViEW AND HERALD which he supposed referred to
him, though his name was not once mentioned in it. To still
follow a pacific course, and make everything as pleasant as
possible, and take away all just grounds of complaint con-
cerning onr treatment of him, the writer penned another ar-
ticle, for the REviEw of March 22, headed, * A Few More
Words Concerning Eld, Canright.” It begins as follows :—

“We had not intended to say anything further concerning
the subject of Eld. Cxuright’s withdrawal from our people,
believing the better way to treat all such cases is to say as
little as possible of that which will be likely to stir up personal
feeling and bitterness. 'The separation of old friends and
associates is painful enough at best. For our part, we much
prefer to entertain no feelings worse than pity for those who
have given up that which to us is the most glorious and pre-
ctous of all things upon earth—the present truth.

“The only exeeptions we would make in these instanees is
where they attack and misrepresent that fruth which we feel
called upon ever to defend as the truth of God. Then we
should feel it dnty to speak out plainly, and show the differ-
ence between truth and error.”

This has ever been our position. Then follow words of cau-
tion to our people, to avoid everything in this case calculated
to stir up bitterness, imputing evil motives, ete., urging all to
leave Eld. Canright to the righteous judgment of God, and
not take the judgment-seat ourselves. Next follows a state-
ment concerning his leaving us, presenting it in a light as fa-
vorable to him as the truth would possibly warrant. The rea-
son why this was written, was to prevent our people as much
as possible from doing anything to provoke him and give him
any reasonable ground of complaint, and make them view
him as favorably as they reasonably eould. This statement,
written in the iuterests of peace, Eld. Canright has since pub-
lished and republished extensively, to give himself as high a
standard of character as possible before the world, Thig
shows that he considered onr testimony very valuable. He is
welcome to it, as we are always glad to help those in need, if
We can.

In private letters Eld. Canright warmly thanked us for
writing as we did. After a careful search through the col-
umns of the REViEw, the only other instances we ean find
where his name is mentioned till long after he had begun his
public attacks upon us in various papers, and in many places

in the pulpit, are to be found in the issue of April 12. These
oceur in the “ Progress Department,” in the reports of W. W.
Shepard, clerk of the church at Otsego, Mich., the local
church which Eld. Canright left, and J. B. Buck, & member
of the same church. As the Elder has intiinated that he has
been treated with great injus’*°» through the columns of the
REviEw, we will give verbatim what these brethren said.
Bro. Shepard, in his report concerning the Otsego chureh,
says : “‘Since the sad departure of Eld. Canright and family
from the faith held so dear by onr people, many inquiries
have been made with reference to the condition of the church
in this place. To the readers of the REVIEW we would say
inreply, that the interest never was better than at the present
time.”” He does not make another reference to him, but speaks
only of the condition of the church. 8

Bro. Buck's report refers to the fact that he had been labor-
ing with Eld. C. at Pine Grove and Almena just before he left
our people. ‘This,” he says, “ was Eld. Canright’s last work
among us; and when the report of his apostasy was received,
they were much shocked, but their confidence was not shaken
in the present truth; for they remembered that in Christ’s
time there was one who saw the miracles he did, and heard
his preaching, and yet apostatized from the present truth of
that time. And as the Scriptures plainly state that ‘in the
latter times some shall depart from the faith,” we seg
only another sign that we are in the last days.” T
the close of his report he speaks again of the Otseg
“Last Sabbath I was with the church at Qtsego.
has;gono out that this church is neagly torn to piec
Cafiright’s change of faith. But we are happy to
not the case.”” Then he speaks a few words cone
prosperity of the church, and this is all. We have
ticular to copy every word said which could be thi E
reflect upon the Elder in these reports, and we are sure the
candid reader will be surprised that there is so little that
could be complained of when we consider that these words
came from the very church which Eld. C. left to join those
opposed to us in faith—the very place where there would be
likely to be deep feeling on that point, if anywhere., There
is one word, *‘apostasy,” used which may seem to some ob-
jectionable. Eld. Canvight tries to make it appear that our
using this word concerning him is veryuncharitable. Webster
defines apostate as follows: ““One who has forsaken the-faith,
principles, or party to which he before adhered.” We know
of no other word which would so exactly describe Eld. Can-
right’s course. What, then, is there uncharitable in its use?
It expresses in his case the exact truth.

These mentions of his name are the only ones we are able
to find, after a careful search of the columns of the Review,
till long after he began a public war upon us, in pulpit and -
press. We have nearly a dozen other public journals engaged
in disseminating our religious views, and to the very best of
our knowledge not one of them has even mentioned his name
since he leftus. These reports to which I have referred were
written by persons holding no positions of responsibility in
the denomination, and what they say is mild indeed; while
what he quotes from the writer with snch satisfaction as an
indorsement of his character, was written by one holdiﬁg tiie:
highest offices in the denomination, and was published in the
editorial columns. Yetheclaims to have been terribly abused.
This claim is utterly without foundation. Never did a man
leave former associates and go over to opposers of thelr faith,
and receive, on the whole, kinder treatment than has Eld.
Canright. He has, however, been constantly seeking some
cause for provocation,

If an article was written in the REview, on general princi-
ples, never mentioning his name, condemning certain princi-
ples of conduct, he has been fain to take it to himself ;
believed it was written for his special benefit, and felt greatly
abused by it. 1f an article appeared warning our people of
the danger of losing their hold on Bible truth, he must have
been the target. We have found it impossible to please him.
This is the way he puts it in the handbill above mentioned, '
and in other public prints: “ No igss than eight articles ap-
peared in their leading paper+ie REVIEW, attacking me
openly or covertly, calling me an apostate, traiter, unstable,
unreliable; comparing me to Balaam, Judas, Demas, and
other bad men; insinuating that I left them for money or
popularity; that I must have been guilty of some sesrefsiy, '
as adultery or the like.” For these causes he w;
(so he would have the public believe) to comm
upon us through the pulpit and the press.
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Many of these charges he canmnot possibly substantiate,
Most of these references arve taken from articles of a generail
nature, For example, in one instance where Eld. Haskell
wrote an article entitled * Warning to the Chureh,” he refers

“in it to Demas and Balaam, showing the course they pur-
sued. Eld. Canright at once draws the conelusion that the
iwhole is almed at him, and that he is dsmpared to Demas and
‘Balaam. In speaking of them, E]Li H. stated that some se-
ot sin was the primal cause of their downfall, ITence Eid.
w . at once draws the conelusion that he has been charged
| with such conduet, though his name was not once mentioned.
,[n tife article referred to, the sin of sensual gratification was
lspokou of. EId. C. at once fancies he is charged with adul-
tory, He wrote a wrathful letter to X1d. Haskell for charg-
{ing him with such a erime! Eld. H, positively denied having
}lum in view when he wrote on that point, But Eld. Canright
iwill have it, notwithstanding the deninl, that such crimes
_were charged upon him; and so lie is “*abused,” and we are
ibound to “ruin his character.,” It is hard to please a man in
-such a state of mind, If we utterly ignore-his name or ex-
isku o, and even when thr ough the columns of our leading pa-

‘per wereantion anidiurge our brethren for the sake of peace to’

say nothing to provoke debate, yet we are charged with the
worst kind of {reatment, He feels bound to commence a
work of vetaliation, 1Ie must and will have redress.

8o he commences at once an *exposure of Adventism,”
going from place to place to expose our * fanaticism,” at the
price of two dollars per night, refusing, so we are infarmed,
in one instance at least, to proceed with his discourse till the
money was collected. We know not how many ** exposures”
he has favored the public with at this excecdingly mod-
erate price, but we have learned of many., Perhaps the Elder
is compelied to do this to eke out his very moderate salary
received from his Baptist friends, in order to “keep the wolf
from the door.”

He next commences his attacks through the public press.
The retigious papors of the Mcthodists, Disciples, and first-
day Adventlsts, and of various other churches, are opened
to him. They very mineh hanker, it appears, for something
from this enraged and much abused (?) champion, to prop-
erty show up the poor deluded Adventists. The Methodist
Miechigan Christian Advocute opens its columns for a long
series of articles, ** copyrighted, and all rights reserved.” The
Disciple Orucle, of Des Moines, lowa, also favors the publie
with a large grist of the same. The World's Crisis, of Bos-
ton, and the Bible Banner, first-day Adventist papers, stand
meekly waiting to serve up a slice of the poor flayed S. D.
entists. Eld. Canright has now gotten over his dislike
two latter denominations, expressed so forcibly at Ot-
;dét winter, so that he is willing to make them chanunels
mmunication to a waiting public. Indeed, he is glad to
5h_their praises of him and his doings to an_ admmng

(See Michigasy Christian Advocate of July 16}

r papers of other denominations all along the line are
to show a dislike to the Adventists by occasion-
erving up -a nice titbit, if it ouuly hits them hard

%gh Articles are copied from these papers and sent
&' Eu]ope, and are translated into various languages, and
published there. And reverend doctors of divinity with great
glee congratulate themselves that now they have found some-
thing with which to check- the onward progress of this de-
Luded sect. The same is done for the islands of the Pacific.
We have full knowledge of these things’ being copied and ex-
tensively circulated in Australia, New Zealand, and other
countries on the other side of the world. They have evidently
met a long-felt want in all parts of the earth where our doe-
trine is being propagated. These opposing sects can now
make friends to oppose the work of God, just as Pilate and
Herod could become friends to persecute the Son of God. A
‘ fellow feeiing makes us wondrous kind.”

Not only has he opposed us in these general ways, bnt he
has attacked us in a more special manner, In the latter part
of September we had a large camp-meeting appointed in the
city of Grand Rapids, Mich. We had a city mission there,
and a tent meeting had been held last sunmer with a good in-
terest. A little previous to the time of our camp-meeting,
Eld. Canright came to the city and visited most of the news-
paper ofiices, to obtain the privilege of inserting articles in
the city papers against us, 'These articles began to appear as
our meeting was about to convene, and were designed to prej-
udice the minds of the citizens against us, to destroy as far
as possible their interest to attend. Handbills containing
these articles were circulated broadcast over the city, and ex-
tensively among the crowds of people aftending the * West
Michigan Fair”” After seeing the determined spirit to wage
war upon us in this personal manner, we deviated from our
course hitherto pursued, and published a moderate statement
concerning himn and his course, in one of the city papers. This
he followed up with a bitter personal attack upon Mrs. White
and myself, which was circulated through the city inthe form
of a handbill, and thousands of copies were scattered on our
camp-ground on his Sunday Lord's day, a day which his
church regards as sacred to religion. But we are happy to
say these vindictive efforts did us but little harm, as many
thousands of people came upon the ground and gave excellent
attention for hours to Mrs, White and other speakers.

These thiugs have degided us to give Eld. Canright and his
work some little attentten in the form of this EXTRA.
Thus have our efforts for peace been met. For months past
we have calmly pursued our way, paying little attention to
these attacks, though we have well known that they were
shelug eirculated to the ends of the earth by those who hate us

"ﬁnd our work. We have been froubled with no fears for the

624 of our work. If it is of God, a storm occasionally will
o ﬁ}nage it. It will only come out a little brighter for the

friction it recerves God’s truth is hard to kill, so we have not
been greatly anxious about the result, and we are not yet.
But there are a few hol souls here and there whom we de-
sire to save from beim; ..and we write for their benefit.
We firmly believe f§gerning public—the only
ones we are s hirough all such at-
tacks as these.ofific tnus of these efforts
is too plain fo who desire to believe
them.

Eld. Canright has made the smtement and would have us
believe, that for a time after he left us he was pacifically in-
clined, doing nothing to disturb ay of our people or lead them
from their faith, till provoked by our “abuse’” of him; that
he wrote only to those who first wrote to him. This we could
better believe if we did not personally know of instances to
the contrary, where he wwte long letfers Lo persons who not
only did not write ho had no desive for his
letters, using al :, sion possible to
unsettle their f; ps of parties to
whom he thus- I he . e ‘e know of one
poor soul, now a Bizptlbt minis. R‘? Q"w’hdm he af. Jast persuaded
sufficiently to face the. terrible ‘ordeal of abuse (?) from
S. D. Adventists, and step out of our comnnmion. To the best
of our knowledge the poor mau's nie has never since been so
much as once mentioned in any paper published by S. D. Ad-
ventists, or any public notice taken of it by any organ of the
denomination. We learn from one who personally knows,
that about fifty letters passed between the parties before Eld.
Canright could get his brother's courage up to the sticking
point,

From these faets the public can see clearly that we are act-
ing wholly on the defensive in publishing this EX TR A in
reply to Eld. C.’s attacks. We consider that he has utterly
broken his word in taking the course he has in attacking us,
and that all his professions of pacific intentions when he left
us were mere idle words, which he did not mean, or at least
did not keep. In his vindictive efforts to injure us, he has far
exceeded any and every person who has left our comnmunion,
though he professed to despise the course and spirit of many
who have never gone one hialf so far as he has. lle tried to
have us foudly believe when hie left us, that he wished to labor
wholly in ehurch and revival work, for the salvation of souls.
He did not love controversy, oh] no ; he wanted to have love
and harmony with all his old friends. But his principal stock
in trade now is to show up the poor Adventists, To this end
\he writes, to this end he labors. His articles are *‘copy-
righted, and all righis reserved.” He is going to get outa
big book, and give Adventism a terrible blow. lle seems to
make this his principal means of livelihood. How little the
poor man could realize the spirit of an apostate till he com-
menced to play the role] We have the charity to believe that
he [iimself never xeah/ed the nature of the qpu it which wonld
posscss him.  From o%irvery J‘aou} we pity the*poor nmn’ who
is taken possession of by such a spuxt And what a beautitul
spectacle is presented by the D. D.’s, the reverend gentlemen,
thie editors of religious papers, wlio await with such delight
the utterances of a man who is led by such a spirit! So aux-
ious are they to find something with which to put down Ad-
ventism, that they thus lower their sacred calling. Vhat
would they think of a man wito would thus go out fronr the
Methodists, Baptists, or any other ‘“evangelical” denomina-
tion, and make the kind of a raid on them that Eid. Canright
does upon us? lle would be held up to public execration,
Is such a course any belter when against Adventists? We
trow not. Gro. 1. BUTLER.

BR’i‘EF HISTORY OF ELD. CANRIGHT'S CON-
NECTION WITH THIS PEOPLE.

Oxg sentiment is very conspicuous in the utterances of
Eld. Canright and his new friends; viz, that S. D. Adventists
suffered an irreparable loss when he left their ranks., We
shouhi suppose from what is said, that the denomination
would hardly be able to recover from it. And it has been
intimated alveady, and doubtless with many the wish is fa-
ther to the thought, that the crumbliug process of disintegra-
tion has already eommenced, now that we have lost our
“leader” (?). 'T'o make this still more evident, we will quote
a few utterances. Says the World’s Crisis, first-day Advent-
ist paper, of Boston, Mass. :—

«This letter will be a pleasant surprise to those Crisis
readers who have long known Eld. Canright to be an able,
zealous, and remarkably susceseful advocate of seventh-day
Adventism.”

Says the Christian Oracle, Disciple paper, of Des Molnes,
Towa :—

“It is idle for Adventlsts to say that he is not the peer of
any man they have ever had in their ranks.”

A lengthy exiract from the Kalamazoo Daily Telegraph, of
May 20, has been extensively copied in other papers, and eir-
culated in various directions. If the copy was not furnished
by Eld. Canright himself, the main statements in it must
have been; for the Telegraph could have obtained them di-
rectly or indirectly only from the Elder. We quote portions
of this as follows:—

“He was acknowledged among all as one among their
ablest leading men.”  **About 1,000 persons have embraced
the seventh-day faith under his labors, and ten ministers are
now preaching that faith who were his converts. Besides
writing extensively for their papers, hie is the author of
twenty-two books, pamphlets, and tracts on that faith, which
have been sold by tens of thousands, and scattered to the
ands of the earth. The Elder has held many responsible
posiilons among them. Last summer he was sent to {en dif-

ferent States to attend their great conventions.” *He was
decidedly the ablest debater in the denomination, having
held fourteen set debates with able ministers, from Maine
to California.”

He continues at length in this strain, showing his eminence
in this body. The discerning reader will not fail to see that
the Elder was the substantial author of these modest state-
ments, as the matters mentioned are of such a character that
none but himself would be likely to know them. For exam-
ple, who would know the exact number of debates he had
held but he himself ? or who the exact number of pamphlets
and eight-page tracts he had written but D. M. C.? Who
would be able to state with such minuteness the number of
converts he had made? The whole statement bears the evi-
dent ear-marks of the Elder himself. His accustomed mod-
esty is here conspicuons—* decidedly the ablest debater
the denomination.” Whether he ever furnished the copy for
these statements or not, he fully indorses them; for he in-
corporates them into his article in the Michigan Christlan -
Advocate of July 16, 1887. After quoting-these and many
more of a similar kind, and the. 1ecomn ondation of good
character which we gave him, he adds: I give the above that
the reader may know whether or not I am qualified to speak
understandingly on this subject.” Thus these flattering views
of himself lie publishes Lo the world, and thus fully Indotses
them, and really makes thiem ltis own. The egotisin of these
and other statements will receive attention in another arlicle,
In these extracts Eld. Canright is made to appear a wonder-
ful man. And it is therefore concluded that his loss to our
people is great beyond expression. 1t is supposed, doubtless,
by many that we shall mourn over thig, and that our denomi-
nation will scon erumble to pieces because our “leader” is
gone

To 8. D. Adventists these ideas are simply amusing. We
wonder how people can 8o easily be gulled and so readily
fool themselves. We ask our orthodox friends how it hap-
pens that this great nian, this leading minister, this * peer of
any man they [S. D. Adventists] ever had in their cause,” as
the Delphiie * Oracle” of Des Moines says, this ‘* ablest debater
in the denomination,” who has converted 1,000 persons to the
Sabbatli, now that he has stepped down and out, and been
with our enemies for many months. and poured out in the
public prints so many articles against his former faitl, hag
had uno greater success. As far as we can asc¢crtain, not a
dozen out of nearly thirty thousand of our prople have ful-
lowed hint  1s this not strange? Ilow is it that in his own
chureh at Otsego, Mich.,where he has lived for years, nota
single person outside of his own family, so tar as we know,
left our people when he apostatized? How does it happen
that in the Michigan Conference, where he has lived and
labored most of-all, we know of scarcely a single apostas,

_caused; by his depmﬂue ? Thissery year our offic ml»wpvrtﬁ'“*
showed an addition of nearly four hundred new couverts
and $8,000 in tithes, an increase of Couference funds of
over thirty per cent. Do these things indicate that Advent-
ism is going to pieces where Eld. Canright’s apostasy is best
known ¢ The fact is well understood ansiong us, that there
are but few ministers of any prominence among us who had
fess influenee in the deromination than Eld. D. M. Canright.
IIe has been known for years to be a shiaky man. le has
well known for a long tinie past that he was not trusted
as a safe man. He intimated this plainly to several promi-
nent brethren as he was about leaving us. lle was ** satisfied
he could never gain the confidence of our people.” ‘Thers
are many among us who believe he would have been with us
still but for this fact.

But thie inquirer will ask, Are not these statements above
referred to true? and did he not occupy these positions of
trust and responsibility, write these books, and lold tlhess
leading debates ¢ We answer, These clains are partly true
and partly untrne. We will now state the facts as we per-
sonally know them, ,
© Some twenty-eight years ago, D. M. Camrlght embraced the
views of S. D. Adventists. For several years lie labored to
acquire some necessary education, and soon after commenced
to preach their doctrines. He was blessed with a good degree
of earnestness, with fair ability, and with ammbition to sue-
ceed, and he had excellent success in his labors, and was
considered for many years a growing man in the demnomina-
tion. He had a strong taste for debates and confroversy, and
applied himself especially to them, and had goed suceess in
them, These qualities always attract attention, and they
gave him quite a prominence. For a dozen years his labors
were valuable to this canse, and he traveled extensively in
different States and Conferences. He then had quite fully
the confidence of our people. But from that point their confi-
dence began to lessen, and it has continued to decreass ever
since. We will briefly relate the causes. Eld. Canrlght's
good opinion of his own abilities had, during the meantime,
become quite pronounced. He was never noted for patience,
forbearance, or special regard for the opinions of others. He
was a person who formed his conclusions remarkably quick,
and was inclined to be rash; and though in the main a genial,
pleasant, frank companion, yet his desire to have his own
way sometimes got him into trouble. He never could bear re-
proof with patience, or feel comnposed when his way was
crossed. Wiien he came to mingle in important matters with
brethren in prominent positions, these and other traits nat-
urally got him into trouble. S. D. Adventists believe in
order, and that positions of responsibility should be respected.
Eld. C. had little respect for any one’s opinion unless it coin-
cided with his own. The reader can readily see that very
naturally there would be friction. He always hated reproof,
hence bore it like a fractious child. 8o he had some unpleas-
ant experiences, as we weh remember,
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On such oceasions the Elder was immediately greatly 3
troubled with doubts. When everything went pleasantly,
he could usually see thiungs with clearness, When he was
‘abused,” as he always thought he was when things did not
go to suit him, the evidences of our faith began immediately
to grow dim, Dark ctouds of unbelief floated over his men-
tal sky, and he felt that everything was going by the board.
Here was the Elder's special weakness, He is a strong man
in certain directions when all goes smoothly, but very weak
in adversity. He failed to *‘ endure hardness as a good sol-
dier of Jesus Christ.”” He was good in a fight, and appeared
at best advantage when in a hot debate. This was his forte,
But when things apparently were against him, he seemed to
have no staying, recuperative qualities.

These weaknesses began to manifest tllemselves as far back
as 1870, In thie last'of December of that yéar lie held a debale
with Eld. Johnson, Presbyterian, in Monroe, lowa. The
writer was present. Eld. C, was not feeling in good spirits
through the debate, though he presented his arguments quite
clearly and met with success, The night following the debate
I occupied a room with him. 1 was, gxgaj;ly agtonisbed to find

-him under powerful temptations to give up Teligion and the
Bible, and become an absolute infidel. I labored with him all
night long ; neither of us slepta wink. In the morning he
seemed more calin, and a few weeks later he came to the Gen-
eral Conference at Battle Creek, Mich., made some confes-
sions of his feelings, and went away in a much happier state
of mind, He went on quite zealously for two or three years.
In the smnmer of 1873, he went to Colorade with Eld., and
Mrs. ‘White, for his health Some unpleasant circumstances
arose. He received some reproof, felt very much aggrieved,
and for several months ceased to preach. He went to Califor-
nia, and for a season he worked with his hands on a farm,
He came very near giving up everything. But his brethren
tried to help his mind and cheer him up all they could, till
finally he commenced to preach again. He labored on forsev-
eral years, held several important positions of trust in the
worl, and we all hoped he would show his weakness 110 more.

But in October of 1880, he had another backset., He became
discouraged—we never knew from what special cause—and
ceased to preach. He had been studying elocution, and wien
he gave up preaching fe began to lecture on elocution, and
traveled considerably in Wisconsin and Michigan, holding
classes. He told me himself that for a time he then ceased to
observe the Sabbath, though he still believed it to be obliga-
tory as the Bible Sabbath. He thought then quite seriously
of preaching for the Methodists, and it is currently reported
on what seems to be good authority, that he visited a Method-
ist presiding elder to make such arrangements; but this we
do not personally know. But the Elder’s conscience troubled
him greatly at times. He wrote me, desiring to see me and
have a long tall- “"We met in Baltle Creek the folloving Jan-
uary, and had some fifteen hours' conversatlon. The poor
man was in great distress of mind; gnd our Sympathles were
deeply enlisted for him. Suffice it to say that he took his
stand once more and commenced to preach again.

The fourth instance of his lapsing into doubt and darkness
oceurred in the fall of 1882, when he gave up preaclnng and
went to farming at Otsego, Mich. He returned fo us again
the last of Septemper, 1884, During this time he had little or
no faith in the peeuliar doctrines of 8. D. Adventists ; and in
a letter before me, written t0 a friend in December, 1883, he
says: “If I was situated differently, would just as soon join
some other ehureh.’”’ And speaking of the work of our peo-
ple, he says: “Hence, as you can see, my falth in the whole
thing has been shaken.” So notorious was his apostasy at
the time, that without doubt the church stood where a little
encouragement would have led them to witlidraw the hand of
fellowship from him. But some of us who 221t a pity for him,
knowing his weakness, counseled delay, and commenced to
labor earnestly to help him. After special efforts had been
made by tlre writer and other friends, he came to our camp-
meeting in Septeinber, 1884, at Jackson, Mich. After some
furflier talk with m'm,' and explaining’some thmgs which he
viewed in an exaggerated light, he canie out and publicly took
his stand with us onee more, making a very affecting confes-
sion before a thousand people, which moved the whole con-
gregation to tears. He confessed his great darkness of mind
which lie had felt for a long time, and said that now all was
clear to him. Soon after this, in the issue of the REVIEW of
Oet. 7, 1884, he made guite a full contessxon, which is given
in another column. This was wholly voluntary on his part.

Eld. Canright for some time after tlis seemed indeed like a
changed man. He seemed more as he used to a dozen years
ago, and we had great hopes of him that he had now become
a staunch, reliable man. He labored with us:till Jast January,
when he became somewhat cast down again, and has finally
given up his experience for a quarter of a century, and has
gone out from our ranks, and commenceda bitter raid upon us,

1n view of these undisputed, unquestionable facts, will the
candid reader wonder why S. D. Adventists do not consider
Eld. Canright a strong, feliable man? why he has so small
a following fromour ranks ? and why his influence is so sinall
among our people? We have no desire to impute mean and
mereenary motives to Eld. C.  We leave his motives with God,
who knows all. From our hearts we have pitied the poor
man, and would have been glad to let him depart in peace, as
we stated publicly in the REVIEW last spring. And had he
lived up to his own solemn promises, we should have made him
no trouble whatever. We personally had a warm, tender,
triendly feeling for him. But when he attacks the work to
which we have consecrated our life, and tries by every means
possible to make that which we firnily believe to be the work
of God odious in the eyes of our fellow-men, we are bound to
speak out and state the facts. Can the candid reader blame

na?

But it will be asked, Wag it not true that Eld. Canright held
the highest positions among your people, and was he not con-
sidered one of your greatest writers? Did he not write your

i most important books? We reply, Eld. C. was for two years

the third man on the General Conference Committee of three in
1876 and 1877.  But it will be noticed that this was some ten
years ago, before this vacillating course was so marked.
He has held no very prominent positions of late years. At
the last General Conference, though apparently in perfect
union with us, he was elected to no important office whatever.
He doubtless would have been had he not proved himself un-
reliable in so many instances. His ability would have justi-
fied it had he been considered a safe, judicious man. Our breth-
ren felt friendly toward him, and kindly disposed. We would
really have been glad to advance him. But the nominating
committees could not be persuaded to present his name for
high office, though some of us really deqlred to see him chosen.
This was evidently why he said to several of us, as we stated
before, that he was satit ouu{fe e would never have coil-
fidence in him again, how ch | thoughts influenced him
in takiug his departure £r0m %s, it is not for us to say.

But was he not a volumiindus writer >—He certainly was.
He poured a constant stream through the paper, and wrote
numerous eight-page tracts, a few pamphlets, and only two
small books, IHe wrote some very good things, much that
might have been improved, and considerable whieh never
saw the light of day. Most of his writings which were pub-
lished passed through other hands, who pruned and greatly
benefited them. He was very far from being considered one
of our ablest writers. Our standard works were never written
by him. Had he written far less in quantity and bestowed
much more thought upon the quality, his writings would have
been far more valuable, Yet in his better days he did much
good work, which has been appreciated.

These are facts which can be substantiated by the testimony
of all our leading men wlo have known him best. The whole
fraternity of those who hate our people and our doctrines
evidently feel greatly elated at the acquisition of this new
champion, who withdraws from those he has professed to love
so warmly for a score of years, and now joins hands with, and
leads the opposition of, tltose who hate us most profoundly.
He expresses great sorrow because he was forced to part with
his old friends. He would hiave us believe he loved us all
deeply. Perhaps he thought he did. However that may be,
a man of fine feelings and with a true sense of honor would
never treat is old friends as he has. Say what he may, this
cause made him what he was, 1t took him when but a poor,
beardless boy, with few friends, and needy of muech counsel
and training every way, and made a man of him; gave liim
influence and position, many friends, and generous remnunera-
tion, till he came to think he was a great man in the world.
He is obliged to say, “I havé been jreated Justly, liberally,
and tenderly.” ‘ Personaily, I have not one word of fault to
find either with the clrureh where I live or with those with
whom I have labored.” (Review of March 1, 1887.) Yet
now, like the ungrateful youth who strikes his own mother, he
can turn upon his old friends and the cause wlich fostered him,
ridicule us through the papers and in the pulpit, make the ut-
most of our unpopularity, join with our bitterest enemies in
opposition to our work, and class us among Mohammedans,
Mormons, and other fanatics, and do his best to make it ap-
pear that we are a narrow, bigoted set of dupes, led blindly
by a fanatical woman, we know not where. As poor a set as
we are, we trust there are many men among us who have
enough sense of gratitude and remembrance of past kindness
and good fellowship, who, should they ever leave this work,
would refuse to follow Eld. Canright’s example. ‘They would
retire in quiet, and not make war on their old friends. We
could never have believed our old friend D. M. Cauright would
pursue such a course had we not well known his weak-
ness and the nature of that spirit which often takes possession
of those who give up this truth. We have seen some exam-
ples of this in the past, in a less degree, and, thank God]
some honorable exceptions. We have never known a man in
all our lives who could change his mind so suddenly and so
radically as Eld. C.

And now we congratulate the eminent editors and doctors
of divinity who have suck a poor opinion of the A dventists, on
the great aequisition they have made., What a thrill of joy
has passed through their hearts at the advent of this new
champion! They fondly hope this poor sect will now disin-
tegrate, and trouble their Israel no more. All around fle
earth the good news was heratded, “Eld, Canright has left
thie Adventists.” We have reports of it in Ewope, in New
Zealand, in Australia, and all over America. His articles are
copied thus widely. How wonderful and satisfactoryl But
should it turn out in a few months, as we ave sure it will, that

{1 Adventism is moving right along with accelerated velocity and

momentum, while his apostasy has hardly caused a ripple in
the stream; that its ranks are only closed a little closer and
firmer; and that it is becoming more and more aggressive,
will these eminent men feel as happy as before P—We presume
not. For our part, we think they have made fools of thiem-
selves, and already some sensible men among them begin to
see it. We assure them Eld. C.’s departure is no great loss to
us. For ten years past his labors have really been no benefit
to us. In the early days of his humility he was a valuable
man. But his changing about, his sudden flops at any little
discouragement, his general uureliability in an Lmportant
emergency, has caused more care, unsettied more minds, and
required watchfulness greater than the benefit of his labors has
justified. We have clung to him for years for the sake of the
poor man's soul, and have, as he says, shed tears over him, and
pleaded with him not to destroy himself, and done everything
we knew to save him. We doubt not that in his egotism he

thought this was because of our fears for our cause should he
leave us. Never was a greater mistake; we have no fears on
that score whatever. Even now, after all he has done, our
heart goes out in pity for him. We bear him no hatred. We
have long delayed to write thiese things, and would not now
but that be has forced us to do it, to save honest souls whom
he is doing his best to mislead. Meanwhile we trust the rev-
erend gentlemen who have him in keeping will enjoy his as-
sistance the best they can, In the end they will find how val-
uable lic is. G. L B,

e et e e

ASSUMPTIONS V8. FACTS. &

IN coming before the public as the ehampion opposer ef
Seventh-day Adventism, Eld, Canright has seen fit to preface
his statements with quite a glowing account of his former sexv-
ices among ws, and an imposing array of the positions and
offices be has held, in proof that he now posscsses the very
qualifications necessary to overturn the whole system.

His new atlitude strikes some as quite anomaloys. He
preached in favor of the system, with some oceasiongal. vada-
tions, very confidently for some twenty-two years; he led many
to embrace it; he often debated it with able opposers, and every
time achieved a marked victory; but he snddenly finds that
he was all the while entirely wrong, not on one poirs only, but
on every essential feature of the system le had been promul-
gating. Accordingly he now steps forth and challenges the
attention of the public by virtually saying, I have beeu teache
ing ror for the past twenty-two years; I have deceived hun-
dreas into the adoption of a position for whicli there is no
foundation in the word of God; I have sustained the most
transparent error against the strongest opposition; I have as-
serted positively that this seripture proved such a point, and
that history sustained such a view, when it was all contrary
to reason and Scripture and history, and there was nothing to
it; and I am, consequently, now prepared to tecach all people
the right way; just come to me, and now I can show you the
trath Shnon pure.

There are some who naturally look with distrust upon such
qualifications in a public teacher. They wenderhow itis that
the twentieth time lie read the Bible through, and in all the
previous ninteteen times, it seemed to teach very clearly the
views he held; but the next time he read it througly, suddenly
the whole thing collapsed, and now the Bible on all the dis-
tinctive points of his faith teaches just the opposite. How
could so sweeping and radical a change be acconiplished in so
short a space of time ? and the query will arise whether sueh a
change must not be the result of feeling and policy, rather
than of reason and real conviction. Suech radical and whole-
sale transformations do not usually oecur so suddenty from ra-
tional eauses. .

Again, he saye that he had supposed $ill just lately that the
sevehth-day Sabbath was a brand new doctrine, reserved for
the close of the gospel dispensation; that so we hold, and so
he had been taught to believe; but as he comes to read clureh
history he finds that view entirely exploded, and no truth in
it. How is this? Are we to understand that he preached for
twenty-two years witliout reading church history ? or shall
we suppose that when he read it he didn’t believe it? or is it
this way, that he understood years ago that his views were not
sustained by any evidence worthy of belief, and yet continued
to preach them when he did not belicve them? There is
a dark penumbra hovering about the situation, whieh must be
quite embarrassing to one occupying such a position. 8. D.
Adventists hold no such position on the Sabbath as that men-
tioned above; and if he held if, and if this is a specimen of
his understanding of our position on other points, it Is no
wonder that his theoretical structure has, like the house
founded upon the sand, gone down in ruins. The only won-
der is that it stood so long.

The laudations of himself which Eld. C. produces are quo-
tations from various papers published in different parts of the
land. Lo tliese papers he of course furnished the alleged
facts; for they had no other source from which to learn them.
But aside from this, when he causes them fo be guoted in
other papers, he accepts and indorses them as declarations of
his own; and when he commenced his series of articles
in the Michigan Christian Advocate, he did preface them
with just such quotations from the Kalamazoo Daily Tele-
graph, the Worid’s Crisis, the Christian Oracle, the Chris-
tian Herald, and the Otsego Union.

To say nothing of the kind of taste involved in setting one's
self forth as ‘““one among their ablest leading nien,” “decid-,
edly the ablest debater in tlie denomination,” “an able, zeal-
ous, and remarkably successful advocate,” * the peer of any
man they have ever had in their ranks,” ete., ete., there are
some statements eontained in the extracts which, to be appre-
ciated, should be viewed in the light of facts. Ior instance,
the quotation from the Christian Herald, Daptist paper, De-
troit, Mieh., says:—

*Rev. D, M. Canright was for many years oune of the lead-
ing ministers among the Seventh-day Adventists, and uutil
his change of denominational relationsip he was professor
of Biblical exegesis in their College at Battle Creek.™”

What idea would any oue gather from this statenient? It
wonld be nothing iess than this: that during the *many
years” while he was a leading winister among this people, he
was, if not the sole, at least the responsible, ocenpant of the
chair of Biblical exegesis in the College at Battle Creek. No
one could understand it otherwise. Of course the Herald
doubtless published it honestly, as it would give the informa-
tion furnished it; but he who took it from the Herald and
furnished it for the .Advocate, must have done so with a
full knowledge of the impressions it would convey and the
conclusions which people would gather from it. Whether
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it was published with any such design or not, we leave
the reader fo judge. But what are the facts in the case?
They are simply these: Three weeks before the close of
the long winter term in the spring of 1886, the one who oc-
cupied the position of instructor in Biblical exegesis, found it
impossible to finish the work of that term in addition to his
other duties, on account of failing health. It was therefore de-
cided to call in some one to serve the three remaining weeks
and complete the course of that year; and Eld. Canright was
employed for that purpose. The class in this department
having now become so large that more than one instructor
was needed to carry it forward properly, it was decided by
the College Board, in the summer of 1886, to employ an assist-
ant, and Eld. Canright’s name was inserted in the catalogue
for that position. At the opening of the next lecture course,
Nov. 18, 1888, the former occupant being then busy at the ses-
sion of the General Conference, as secretary, Eld. Canright
organized the class, and continued his work there till Dec. 24,—
five weeks. That closed his connection with the College—
three weeks as temporary supply in the spring of 1886, and
five weeks as assistant in the autumn and winter of the same
year: eight weeks all told! Yet he chooses to let the people
entertain the idea which they must gain from the quotation
that he “ was for many years one of the leading ministers
among the Seventh-day Adventists, and until his change of
denominational relationship, he was professor of Biblical exes
gesis In their College at Battle Creek.,” We leave the reader to
wonder at the small residuum of fact that is left, after all the
foam of this statement is evaporated.

In the quotation taken from the Kalamazoo Telegraph, we
find this statement : * At the tinie he dissolved his connection
with them, he had the charge of eighteen clhurches in Mich-
igan.”” The facts in this case are these: Seventh-day Ad-
ventist churches maintain their regular worship without the
assistance of any located pastors, leaving our entire ministry
free to act as evangelists in new fields. As a consequence,
many 0f our churches pass long periods without any preach-
ing, and consequently Conference committees aim to arrange
the labor in the State so that ministers will occasionally be at
liberty to visit the churches, to help and enconrage them in the
Christian life by & few meetings. At a general meeting for
the State of Michigan, held at Ithaca during the closing days
of 1886, Eld. C. was present, and it was there arranged that
the ministers of the State should spend a little time not fa-
vorable for other work in making brief visits to the churches,
each one being requested to take a certain district, so that the
whole State might be covered. The district which Eld. Can-
right was requested to visit, though no special charge was
g,f‘;}jnmittgdto him, contained, we presume, eighteen churches;
e take his count for it. 'To enter upon this duty he left his

work. in-the College, tp which he never returned, and com-.

urenced the visitation' of these churches, which he’never
mpleted. And this is the extent of his * charge” of eight-

He has also set the trumpet ringing through all the land over
his wonderful achievements in authorship, keyed up to the
following high piteh : ¢ He is the author of more than a score
of books and pamphlets published in the interest of the de-
nonination,” On this the shrinking process will be equnally
marked. His books are two: *The Bible from Heaven,”
300 pp., and the ‘‘ Iistory of the Doctrine of the lmmortality
of the Soul,” 186 pp. The first is simply a revision of a vol-
ume on the same subject originally written by Moses Hull,
and not materially enlarged or improved ; the second is a
compilation of unequivocal historical testimony showing that
a doctrine which he was obliged to swallow in entering the

Baptist Church, is of heathen origin. His pamphlets are
four: “The Two Laws,” 126 pp. ; * Ministration of Angels,”
144 pp.; “Morality of the Sabbath,” 96 pp. ; and *‘ Matter
and Spirit,” 66 pp., all doctrinal works, the arguments of
which he can never overthrow, and compared with which his
present efforts against them are as pewter coumpared with
steel, His tracts are fifteen : One 32 pp., two 24 pp. each, and
the remaining twelve, necessary to make out the formidabie
array of ** more than a score,” are tracts of only 8 pp. each.
Against the matter of any of these, we have nothing to say.
T'hey are readable and logical, and in some of them the ar-
guments are exceedingly well put. But when the matter is
represented in a way to convey the impression that the bulk
of our literature has come from his pen, and that his depart-
ure is calculated to materially weaken our cause in this re-

. spect, it is proper that the reader should know the facts in

the case,

We quote again : “ At the time he dissolved his connection
with them, he . . . was assistant editor of the Gospel Sickle,
.. .and was writing the lessons for their Sabbath-schools
throughout the world.” At the time of which he speaks, the
Sickle was conducted by an editorial committee of five, of
which he was oune, but was not the chairman. As to the
Sabbath-school lessons, the permanent lessons are contained
in a geries of books of which he is not the author. The cur-
rent lessons going through our youth’s paper are furnished
by various writers. Different ones had written up the sub-
jects committed to them, and Eld. C. was then furnishing his
quota, eleven in number, and the only ones he ever wrote.
When persons are contemplating a strike, they generally
choose & time when it will most embarrass their employers.
So Eld. C., whether designedly or not, took a time to leave
when there was opportunity to create the greatest sensation.
A few months later he would not have been “ professor™ in
the College, nor had ‘‘charge” of eighteen churches, nor
been ‘“ writing the lessons for their Sabbath-schools through-
out the world.” -

In replying to Eld. Butler in reference to being considered
for some years past “unreliable,” he says ; I * was teacher of

theology in their Battle Creek College, where I had a class of
nearly 200 under me, who studied my lessons.” The force of
the expression “my lessons” will be appreciated by the
reader when we state that the lessons were the same that had
been used in the College for years; he simply copied from
notes furnished to him, introducing but one new subject.
But worse than for him now to claim their authorship, was
the evident misgiving which he manifested on some points
before the class itself. So calculated were his hints and in-
huendoes to unsettle the minds of the students, that some of
them came to the writer to know what it meant, asking if he
was unsettled on such fundamental points of our faith,

Speaking of Col. 2 : 16, he says ;: —

“I have often wished that this text was not in the Bible,
and it troubles my Seventh-day Adventist brethren as much
as it did me, say what they will.”—Jewish Sabbath Abol-
ished, p. 6. . .

Among the most surptising thigga connected with this case
is the confession that he has4% ;beg%ﬁ doubtful about certain
fundamental positions, and tréiibled over certain texts, Col.
2:16 being one of them. We never had any trouble over this
text, and we never knew a Seventh-day Adventist who had,
till this surprising confession. But now he says he knows
they all have trouble over it as much as himself ; and if any
should deny it, that would make no difference ; he has had
trouble over it, and hence everybody else has. The conceit
which can thus lead a man to set himself np as the standard
for a whole denomination, even to the extent of overriding
any avowals which they may make to the contrary, is beyond
comprehension. We shall claim the privilege of being the
exponent of our own views, and setting forth authoritatively
the position we hold on every text. There is scarcely a por-
tion of Seripture in the New Testament simpler and easier to
explain than Col, 2 ; 14-17,

But it may be asked, Why mention at all the matters re-
ferred to in this article? Why not let them pass? The only
occasion is that they are thrust before the, public in a manner
to give to theadvocacy of error more prestige than it is entitled
to. Itis made to appear to the uninformed that the Advent-
ists have lost “ their leader ” ; and this supposed fact is vig-
orously used not only in this country, but in foreign lands as
well, to block the way of those who are zealously laboring at
no small sacrifice to advance the cause of Biblereform. Under
such circumstances duty demands that some of these bubbles
of arrogance and coneeit be punctured, and the world be per-
mitted to understand how much of a leader we have lost.
As elsewhere stated in this E X T R A, the time was when
Eld. Canright was a growing and promising man among us.
We loved him as a brother, rejoiced in his successes, made
the best of his mistakes, and stood ready to help himn in
every way possible. For many estimable qualities, unless he
suffers thent to be pery erted to 1gnoble ends, we shall still es-
teem him. But since he turned against his former views, and
began his efforts to tear down the work, and hedge up the
way of his former co-laborers, his course and.his words have
been most astonishing, U. Ssrrn.

THE ¢« OPPRESSION OF S. D. ADVENTISTS.”

PERnAPS there is no point upon which Eld, Canright and
others like him who start out in a raid against S. D. Advent-
ists, try harder to excite prejudice against our people and
draw sympathy to themselves, than upon the supposed
* oppression” and ‘“bondage” connected with this people.
One would almost think there was some terrible inquisition,
with thumb-screws, racks, and infernal machines hidden
away somewhere, with which poor souls were tortured. We
quote from Eld. Canright's axticle in the Michigan Christian
Advocate of July 16, 1887, showing the terrible suffering (?)
existing among our people. He gives extracts from private
letters which he says he has received from some of our min-
isters. One is supposed to say,—

1 have had many blue times In my experience because of
these doubts. ... Once I decided I must follow the convie-
tions of my own judginent in these things; but when the
time came, the pressure was so strong that I tried to convince
myself that I was wrong. ., . The facts are, I am just mis-
erable, . ., . It seems a terrible thing to take a course that will
cause all the cherished friends of this world to look upon you
as one fallen from grace. And here [ am bound with these
chains.” And here the Elder adds: ‘“And there he and
hundreds of others remain te-day.”

Poor souls! What do they stay for if they desire so much
to get away? Why do they not step out and be free? No
one would hinder their going if they chose to do so. No one
who ever left us received any injury from our people. 1f they
go out and quietly attend to their own business, and let us
alone, we always treat them as courteously as other people.
But if they commence a raid upon us, wa only defend our-
selves as best we can, as we are now doing in his case.

He quotes another: 1t seems to me that the views held
by Seventh-day Adventists are 8o burdensome that they will
crush me. They are a yoke of bondage which I cannot stand
up under.” Says another: “How am I straitened while
the fetters are being forged for most unwilling limbs 1. . .
What a distress we are in as a people ]| How miserable ! and
is there no relief ?” ** Another talented minister writes me,”
says the Elder : *Our ministers, and people as well, are grow-
ing to be a denomination of hypocrites by a slavish fear of ex-
pressing an honest belief. . , . I am sick and disheartcned.
. . » The basis of confidence is gone, and I shall only wait the
come-out of this matter.” Then another: “There I8 a fear
on the part of the powers that be, of free thought and free
discussion.” And so on and so forth, If such stuff was not
provoking, it would be simply amusing. What can men be

thinking of to write such twaddle, such nonsense
these United States of America ?

Here is a little, scattered, unpopular people, with small
churches here and there, surrounded by all the popular relig-
ious bodies of the land, If these persons prefer their fellow-
ship to that of 8. D. Adventists, why do they hesitate to step
out and join them? These churches would be most happy to
welcome them. They rejoice greatly at such opportunities.
‘Why should they stay with us a single hour if they feel so
wretched in our communion? We are sura our people will
gladly let them go if they are so miserable with us. And if
they will not prejudice the people against us, and lie about
us after they are gone, we are certain we will never speak a
word to their detriment, but will always treat them eourt-
eously. If our fellowship is so irksome, they truly cannot
desire it. For our part, we will most gladly welcome their
departure If they feel so unhappy in our company. We have
long desired to see the day when none should be called S. D.
Adventists only those who heartily accept the doetrines they-
teach. . e e
_ In what does this terrible suffering and oppression froin
which these ministers experience such agony consist? Are
they fearful they will not be supported well? Are they
afraid they will come to want ? Or is it not tle apprehension
which reigns in their hearts In spite of their worldly desires,
their darknessand unbelief, that, after all, the doctrines of this
people -are the truth of God, and that they jeopardize their
souls when they apostatize from them? We firmly believe
this is the diffieulty with many of them. The truths held by
this people are so plain, and the evidences that God is in this
work are so strong, and the tokens of GGod’s aceeptance when
they were whole-hearted in this truth were so convincing, that
now, when they follow the leadings of unbelief and Satan’s
temptations, a fearful mental struggle ensues, and they are
wretched indeed. Eld, Canright himself continued in this
condition for years. God’s Spirit strove with him a long time
before he fully broke away from its restraining influences.
Many a time the influences of God’s Spirit were felt pow-
erfully upon his heart. Then all was light, and God’s bless-
ing rested upon him., Then he had no difficulty whatever in
seeing that God was with this peopie. Ile has not forgotten
a meeting at Otsego, Mich., some four years since, when he
stood upon his feet in the church there, and eonfessed this
fact with great trembling and many tears. He said then he
‘should never doubt that God was in this work. In his Con-
fession (printed in another column) he himself states fully an-
other similar experience. But when he cherished dark wn-
belief, the blessing of Heaven departed. The great struggle
in his own heart continued till he finally cast aside all these
evidernices of the past, and wholly severed his connection with
the work which e had hundreds of times before declared -

as this, In

‘he kmew to be the work of God. Then the stinggle ceased.

But, alas | his experience since then has shown too well what
spirit how leads his mind. Others can obtain the samne ex-
perience if they choose, and find the same kind of rest in the
same way. But sueh ventures are taken at a terrible cost. 4

S. D. Adventists *“‘oppress” no one. This effort to fix
odium upon this people, comparing themn to Catholics and
Mormons as an ‘“‘oppressive’ people, is a wicked slander.
History furnishes the record of millions of people put to
death by Catholics, by the sword, the fagot, the rack, and the
dungeon. Wars of extermination were carried on, and the
streets of cities were reddened with gore, Tortures, fires,
imprisonments, and the horrors of the Inquisition speak of
their *‘oppression.” Mormons have put to death men,
women, and children; have harassed thosenot of their faith,
hunted those fleeing from thera, and persecuted many in
various ways. DBut we defy Eld. Canright and all the world
to put their finger on a single instance in whieh 8, D. Ad-
ventists ds a religious body have ever “ oppressed ” or injured
unjustly anybody in life, limb, property, or character,

This people believe in speaking the truth sometimes when
it is not pleasant. They believe in what the apostle teaches
as a duty of the ministry; viz.,, to “reprove, rebuke, exhort
with all longsuffering and doctrine.” 2 Tim. 412, There
doubtless may have been instances where men in leading po-
sitions have made mistakes and given reproof whicli was not
deserved; but they supposed they were doing right, and apol-
ogized when they found they were not. All men are liable to
such mistakes. But 8. D. Adventists are a people who try *to
do justly, and to love merey, and to walk humbly with their

God.” We indignantly repel statements and insinuations
carrying the impression that this people * oppress’ anybody.
= 6. L B,

MISREPRESENTATIONS OF OUR POSITION.

Ix glancing through what Eld. Canright has written against
what he claims constitutes the belief of S. D. Adventists, we
have been surprised and pained to see how he perverts and
garbles the testimony he quotes, and misrepresents our po-
sitions in direct contradiction of what he has himself written
and spokem a thousand times while with us. We have not
space here to notice all the instances of this kind, nor is it
necessary that we should do so. A few will answer as spec-
imens of the whole, and show the reader the nature of the
work he is doing. We call attention to a few as we chance to
meet them in his writings.

The first one we will notice is found on p. 6 of *Jewish
Sabbath Abolished.” Ineferring to the views set forth in the
“ History of the Sabbath,” that there were in the Jewish sys-
tem three annual feasts, and connected with these feasts
seven annual sabbaths, he says : —

“8o it is not correct to speak of ‘the annual sabbaths,’
much less to say there were seven of them. There was just
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one, and no more, and this one was included in the annual
feast days. This even Eld. Andrews confesses. He says,
‘The annual sabbaths were part and parcel of these feasts.”
~History of the Sabbath, p. 86.”

1f the reader will take the trouble to look at the * History
of the Sabbath,” and see for himself what Eld. Andrews does
teach, he will find he makes no such‘ confession’ as Eld. C.
charges him witii, Chapter 7 of the work referred to is de-
voted to an examination of “The Feasts, New Moons, and
Sabbaths of the Hebrews,” It opens as follows :—

*We have followed the Sabbath of the Lord through the
books of Moses. A brief survey of the Jewish festivals i
necessary to a complete view of the subject before us, Of
these there were three ¢ the passover, the Pentecost, and the
feast of tabernacles ; each new moon, that is, the first day of
each month throughout the year ; then there were seven an-
nual sabbaths, namely, 1. The first day of unleavened bread ;
2. The seventh day of that feast ; 8. The day of Pentecost ;
4..The first day of the seventh month ; 5. The tenth day of
that month ; 6, The fifteenth day of that month; 7 The
twenty-second of that month.”—Hist. Sab., pp. 82, 83. On p.
86 he says: “‘I'be annual sabbaths were part and parcel of
these feasts, and couid have no existence until after the
feasts to which they belonged had been instituted.”

This the reader will see is very different from the way Eld.
C. represents it. Read again, * This one [10th of 7th month]
wag included in the annual feast days. This, even Eld. An-
drews confesses,” Eld, Andrews confesses no such thing.
He says there were three feasts, and the annual sabbaths
were part and parcel of these feasts, not * included in the an-
nual feast days,” as Eld. C. with notable lack of accuracy
makes hirn say. The facts are these: There were three
feasts, two of them covering a period of days ; the passover,
_seven days, the feast of tabernacles, seven days, followed by
another day of rest and holy convocation, In the passover
the first and seventh days were sabbaths, that is, days in
which no servile work was done, and a holy convocation was
held. In the feast of tabernacles the first and eighth days
were sabbaths of the same kind. But the time intervening
between these sabbaths, the five in the passoverand the six in
the feast of tabernacles, all belonged to the feast; for the
feast covered the whole period. Each one of these days was
a feast day, a heorte (éopr7), but not a sabbath. But the first
and last days of these feasts were more than mere feast days;
they were sabbaths. Eld. Andrews is careful, on p. 139 of his
“History,” to draw the distinction betweeu the feast day
(f0pr)) which Paul calls the holy day in Col. 2 : 16, and the
sabbath days belonging to the same feast; and while he
says that the annual sabbaths were part and parcel of the
feasts, as indeed they were, he does not say that they were
included in the feast days.

We can hardly restrain our pen from entering into an ex-
amination of Eld. Canright’s positiou on these annual festi-
vals, and giving a full exposition of Col. 2 : 16, which has sud-
denly become such a mountain before him, and which he
thinks troubles us so greatly. But this does not come within
the scope of this paper ; and there i8 not space to devote to
it here.

“He sets forth Elds. T. M. Preble and J. B. Cook, who kept
the Sabbath a brief period and then gave it up, as the real
fathers and founders of the present Seventh-day Adventist
movement ; which he thinks makes a bad showing for the
movement. It would make these men smile to think they
were the founders of the S. D. A. movement. So far as Ad-
ventists’ embracing the Sabbath is concerued, other Advent-
ists commenced. its observance in advance of them. Buf no
idea of this movement then existed, and the connection of the
Sabbath reform with prophecy was not then discerned. An-
drews’s * History of the Sabbath ” is quoted in proof of the
foregoing statement ; but Andrews:shows how they regarded
it of no practical importance, and as & very natural conse-
quence soon ceased to keep it. Not till worthier and more
stable men took hold of it did this movement really begin.

He says again : * They claim that it is an actual historical
fact that at a certain time about 500 years after Christ, the
pope did change the Sabbath to Sunday.” A bare-faced
misrepresentation. See the lecture by D. M. C. himgzelf
on this point, in the spring of 1885, in which he explains the
matter very differently, according to our faith which he then
held. That the reader may see for himself, we quote a few
paragraphs (‘ Tabernacle Lectures,” Lecture Ten, p. 76) : —

“We have shown, said he, during the past two or three
evenings, that the seventh day was God’s original Sabbath ;
that it was kept as such from the beginning, and that there is
no Bible authority for a change. Last evening we examined
every text in the New Testament which is even hinted at as
authority for the change, and found nothing to support it.
Yet there has been a change. God’s people once kept the
geventh day, and now nearly all Christendom are doing other-
wise. When and where was the change made ?

“YTet me call your attention again to the prophecy in
Dan. 7 : 25, which has been very clearly shown in these lect-
ures to refer to an apostate power, calleg by Paul, in 2 Thess. 2,
‘the man of sin,’ and recognized by all Protestants as the
Roman Catholic Church, The New Testament writers recog-
nize the fact that very early in the Christiau era there was to
be a falling away from the true faith,

“In Acts 20 : 29, Paul says, to the elders of Ephesus, that
after he left them grievous wolves would enter in, not sparing
the flock, and that even of their own selves men should arise,
and draw people away from the truth. 1 John 4: 8 speaks of
the spirit of antichrist as even then already in the world,
while Paul, in 2 Thess. 2, before referred to, states that the
falling away, or apostasy (Greek), had already commenced its
work, even right in the bosom of the apostolic church. ~

* Now it is a very common error to suppose that a practice
which is very old, and can be traced back to somewhere near
the apostolic church, must be correct. But this is an evident
mistake, for apostasy commenced so early that there is no
safety in accepting tradition on any subject. Our only safety
is the Scriptures themselves, Protestantsclaim torely wholly
on this authority, leaving tradition to Catholics'; and yet, on
this subject, as well as some others, they follow Rome, be-
cause the Bible gives them no help.

“Now, what was to be the special work of this apostate
power ? The prophecy in Dan. 7: 25 shows that his efforts
were to be directed against the Most High,—he would speak
great words against the Most High, wear out the saints of.the
Most High, and think to change times and laws, evidently the
laws of the Most High, also, as the change of human laws
would not be worthy of notice in prophecy, nor peculiar to
this power.

“The law of God [pointing to the ten commandments] is
recognized as his rule of action for man. Nine of these pre-
cepts are acknowledged by all Christians to be binding. The
other is in dispute, and strangely enough it is the only one
that has time in it. The first three and last six are entirely
silent on the subject of time, but the fourth is based upon it,
and its obligation rests entirely in time and its correct recog-
nition. The prophecy asserts that this apostate power thinks
to change times ; and when we seek for the fulfiliment, we
find that power claiming openly to have done the very thing
predicted, as proved by the extractsread to you by Eld. Butler
on this subject. .

“The dominion of that power was 1260 years. In Rev, 12
we have a prophecy which shows that the church would be in
a ‘wilderness’ state 1260 years, and when it emerges from
that condition it reforms itself, and ‘ keeps the commandments
of God and the faith of Jesus,” that being a characteristic of
the remnant, or last end, of the church.

*“Now the question arises, Just when did the practice of
Sunday-keeping commence ? No onecan teil exactly, Why?
If the change had been made by divine authority, we could
put our finger on the exact point, and show where it was
done. But, like all error, its introduetion was gradual. You
cannot follow a river into the ocean, and put your finger down
and say, There, just at that spot the fresh water stops and the
salt water begins ; neither can you tell where Sabbath-keep-
ing stopped and Sunday-observance began, as there was a
gradual mingling of truth and error.

“You will hear men say with all confidence that, whiie the
gseventh day was kept to the crucifixion, the praectice of the
church siuce then has been unanimous in keeping the first
day. I do not see how a man can be honest and say this,
unless he is very ignorant, as the most trustworthy historians,
themselves Sunday-keepers, too, testify to the contrary.

“Mr. Morer says: ‘The primitive Christians had a great
veneration for the Sabbath, and speut the day in devotion
and sermons.’ Prof., Brerewood, in his treatise, p. 77, says:
¢The Sabbath of the seventh day was religiously observed in
the east church three hundred years after our Saviow’s pas-
sion. That church being a great part of Christendom, and
having the apostle’s doctrine and example, would have been
restrained if it had been deadly.””

“Dr, John Ley, in ‘Sunday Sabbath,” p. 163, says: ‘From
the apostles’ time until the Council of Laodicea, which was
about the year 364, the holy observation of the Jewish Sab-
bath continued, as may be proved out of many authors,’

“ Prof. Stuart, of Andover, himself a Sunday-keeper and a
recognized evangelical author and teacher, in his Appendix to
¢ Gurney’s History of the Sabbath,” p. 115, says : ‘The prac-
tice of it [keeping the Sabbath] was continued by Christians
who were jealous for the honor of the Mosaic law, and finally
became, as we have seen, predominant throughout Christen-
dom.’

“The historian Socrates (book 5, chap. 22) says: ‘For al-
though almost all churches throughout the world celebrate
the sacred mysteries on the Sabbath of every week, yet the
Christians of Alexandria and at Rome refuse to do so.’ We
see here that Rome was among the first to forsake God’s Sab-
bath, and the Rowmish Church was the one that finally became
the great apostate.

“Pr. Neander, in ‘Church History,” p. 168, says: ‘The
festival Sunday, like all other festivals, was always only a
human ordinance ; and it was far from the intention of the
apostles to establish a divine commandment in this respect—far
from them, and from the early apostolic church to transfer
the laws of the Sabbath to Sunday.’

“Dr. Neander here calls Sunday a festival, and a human
ordinance. When it was introduced, it did not come in as a
Sabbath. Look at the word itself, ‘Sunday.” Webster de-
fines it as ‘so calied, because this day was anciently dedicated
to the sun ;’ and the North British Review styles it *the
wild solar holiday of all pagan times.” Now, how did it creep
into the church? 1’11 tell you how. When the early Chris-
tians evangelized the heathen tribes, they would go to the head,
or chief, and labor with him to convince him of the superiority
of the Christian religion. If he became convinced, he would
command his entire tribe to be baptized. They were pagans,
and had kept Sunday as a festival in honor of one of their
gods, the sun ; and when they outwardly accepted Christian-
ity, they kept up their observance of Sunday, which gradu-
ally supplanted the Lord’s Sabbath, And while some of
these might have been soundly converted, there is evidence
to show that though the Sabbath was kept, Sunday was also
observed as a kind of holiday, but with no idea of sacredness
attached to it.

“Kitto, the historian, says: ‘Though in later times we find
considerable reference to a sort of consecration of the day, it
does not seem at any period of the ancient church to have

assumed the form of such an observance. . , . Chrysostom
(A. D, 360) concludes one of his homilies by dismissing his
audience to their respective ordinary occupations’ How
would our modern church-members think they were keeping
Sunday, to go home from church and go to carpenter or
blacksmith work, or building stone wall? And yet they tell
us they are keeping Sunday as the primitive Christians did.

** Bishop Jeremy Taylor (book 2, ch. 2) says : ‘The prim-
itive Christians did all manner of work upon the Lord’s day
[meaning Sunday], even in the times of persecution, when
they are the strictest observers of all divine commandments;
but in this they knew there was none.’

“The first command for Sunday-keeping was the decree of
Constantine, A, D, 821 : ‘Letall the judges and towns-people,
and the occupation of all trades, rest on the venerable day
of the sun ; but let those who are situated in the country,
freely and at full liberty attend to the business of agricult-
ure.’ Speaking of the effect of this decree concerning the
first day of the week, the historian Mosheim says that in con-
sequence of a peculiar law enacted by Constantine, [it was]
observed with greater soleimity than it had formeriy been.’

“ And so we might trace the history down through the first
centuries, The observance of Sunday, introduced as a hol-
iday, or festival, gradually assumed more importance as a ri-
val of God’'s Sabbath, until, by the influx of half converted
pagans into the church, bringing with them their solar hol-
iday, it began to supplant its divinely appointed rival. The
Council of Laodicea, A. D. 364, decreed the observance of
Sunday, and anatheinatized the keeping of the Sabbath.
From that fime on, the two days seem to have been strug-
gling for the supremacy. ‘The claim of the Sabbath being
scriptural, and that of Sunday being a matter of custom or
convenlence, the ascendency seems to have been given ac-
cording as conscience or policy willed, It was not until the
Council of Orleans, A. ». 538, that Sunday labor in the
country was prohibited, and thus, as Dr. Paley remarked, it
became ‘an istitution of the church,” and of that church
into whose hands the saints, times, and laws were to be given
for 1260 years ; and it may be something more than a coinci-
dence that A. D. 538 was the beginning of that period.”

Such is the language of Eld. C. himself upon this point in
1885. Upon the question of the candor of a person who can
make such an assertion as first above quoted, only two years
after he had himseif explained the point in the lecture as
above given, we make no cominents. We leave the reader
to judge for himself,

On the change of the Sabbath he says : * But the only proof
offered is simply quotations from Catholic Catechisms,” We
ask the reader to peruse any of the works published by S. D,
Adventists on this subject, and see if this is the “only proof”
we have to offer.  'When he has done this he will be as much
astonished as we are at such an utterance. It is refuted also
by Eld. C.’s own words quoted above,

Eld. C. quotes from “The Complete Testimony of the Fa-
thers ” very unfairly, as a few extracts will show. In putting
forth a historical argument to show that Sunday was called
the Lord’s day and was observed as a sacred day by the Chris-
tian church immediately after the days of the aposties, he
says :—

“ The Lord’s day, then, is the day belonging to the Lord
Jesus, as * he is Lord of all” (Acts 10 : 36), and * Head over all
things’ (Eph. 1:22) in the gospel. We shall find this fact
abundantly confirmed in the Fathers., 1 now quote from
*The Complete Testimony of the Fathers,’ by Eld. An-
drews :—

«¢ Justin’s * Apology ”” was written at Rome about the year
140, * He is the first person after the sacred writers that
mentions the first day, and this at a distance of only forty-
four years from the date of John’s vision upon Patmos,” ‘It
does not appear that Justin, and those at Rome who held with
him in the doctrine, paid the slightest regard to the ancient
Sabbath, He speaks of it as abolished, and treats it with con-
tempt.” Pages 33, 36.

“ This is the confession which even the historian of the
Seventh-day Adventists is compelled to make. The Jewish
Sabbath was wholly disregarded by Christians within forty-
four years of the death of the last apostle. And this is proved
by the testimony of the very first Christian writer who men-
tions the first day after the apostles. Does Eld. Andrews
question the genuineness or truthfulness of this statement?
—Not at all.”

We have given these three paragraphs in full, that the
reader may be able to see fully how Eld. C. can treat the
writings of others to suit his purpose. We have expressed
surprise at his efforts to pervert and garble testhnony. * Gar-
ble’ is defined to mean, *“to pick out or select such parts as
may serve a purpose.”’—Webster. This quotation from *“The
Testimony of the Fathers” is made, remember, to prove that
the Sabbath was discarded, and that Sunday was recognized
as the Lord’s day by the Christians of that early time; and
now let us see what Eld. Andrews does really say :~—

« Justin’s ¢ Apology’ was written at Rome about the year
140 A. D. His * Dialogue with Trypho the Jew’ was written
some years later, In searching his works we shall see how
much greater progress apostasy had made at Rome than in
the countries where those lived whose writings we have been
examining.”’

Thus Eld. Andrews’s firstreference to Justin is to show that
Rome was far in advance of other bodies on the course of
apostasy, and that Justin was himself a leader in that work,
In proof of this he introduces testimony that he treated God’s
Sabbath with contempt, denied its origin at creation, taunted
the Jews that it was given to thiem because of their wicked-
ness, and denied the perpetuity of the ten commandments,
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Pages 83, 84, As to the next sentence in Eld, 0.8 quotation,
let us give it entire from Eid. Andrews :—

“ And it 1s worthy of notice that though first-day writers as-
sert that * Lord’s day’ was the familiar title of the first day of
the week in the time of the Apocalypse, yet Justin, who isthe
first person after the sacred writers that mentions the first
day, and this at a distance of only 44 years from the date of
John’s vision upon Patmos, does not call it by that title, but
by the name i bore as « heathen festival. If it be said that
the term was omitted because he was addressing a heathen
emperor [just what Canright does now say], therestill remains
the fact that he mentions the day quite a munber of times in
his ‘Dialogue with Trypho,” and yet never calls it ‘ Lord’s
day,” nor indeed does he call it by any name implying sacred-
ness,”

This was written to show that Justin neither called Sunday
the Lord’s day nor regarded it as such; but all of it which
proves this, Eld. C. carefully omits, and takes out a little
slice from one part of it, so far as it does not seem to
contradict the point he is attempting to prove; namely, that
Justin did regard Sunday as the Lord's day. And then Eld.
Andrews is represented as being obliged to *“confess” that
the * Sabbath was wholly disregarded by Chiristlans [a sweep-
ing statement, embracing alt Christians] within forty-four
years of the death of the last apostle ;”” when all he says is
that Justinand a few who held with him in Rome, had turned
against the Sabbath, because they were so fast becoming
apostates |

The quotation given from Justin on pp. 34, 85 (** Testimony
of thie Fathers ), about meeting together on *the day called
Sunday,” ete., Eld. C. gives in full to show that Justin did re-
gard Sunday as the Lord’s day, though he gives it no such
natie, nor any title of sacredness. Buton p. 37 Eld. A, gives
a quotation from Justin’s © Dialogue with Trypho,” which
shows that he regarded all days alike. He calls the gospel
* the new law,” and says :—

“T'he new law requires you to keep perpetual Sabbath, and
you, because you are idle for one day, suppose you are pious,
not discerning why this h1as been commanded you; and if you
eat unleavened bread you say the will of God has been ful-
filked. The Lord our God does not take pleasure in such ob-
servances: if there is any perjured person or a thief among
you, let him cease to be so; if any adulterer, let him repent,
then he has kept the sweet and true Sabbaths of God.”

Upon which Eld. Andrews remarks: “This language
plainly implies that Justin held all days alike, and did not
observe any one day as a Jay of abstinence from labor.,” Yet
the attempt is made by these misrepresentations to wheel
Justin In as a witness tor Sunday-keeping,

Muwst astonishing to r-late, Isld. C. quotes the epistle of Bar-
- —-nabas-in-favor of his pooition. . Now he well knows thatevery
critie pronounces that so-called epistle the work of a Juw of
niean abilities and an absolute forgery. Yet, when reviewing
Eld. Andrews in Liis notice of this work, he says:—

“They [the early Fathers] lived early enough to have con-
verse with the aposties themselves, while he [Eld. Andrews]
lived eighteen hundred years later! Which would be apt to
know best?”

Yes; but here is a man who claims to be a Father who was
not; & man who was a fraud, an impostor, a forger. The
question is, What do the Scriptures teach? and we have the
Scriptures as fully as he. Now we ask, Who would be apt to
give us the best exposition of Scripture ? an old forger of the
second century who wrote things too silly to be repeated, and
too shameful to quote? or a Christian scholar of the nineteenth ¢
It will take no reader a great while to answer. Ild. Canright
can take the forger if he prefers. .

In his fourth article in the Advocate, he says: * Letussee
what Seventh-day Adventists say upon the slu of Sunday-
keeping: ‘All who keep the first day for the Sabbath are
pope’s Sunday-keepers, and God’s Sabbathi-breakers,’—I{is-
tory of the Sabbath, p. 502.”

The * History of the Sabbath ” never sajd this, as Kid, C.
afftrms. 1t was not said by Seventh-day Adventists, as he de-
clares, It is simply a quotation from T. M. Preble, which
Eld. Andrews present: to show how his mind was led as he
began to publish upon this question. The whole extract reads
as follows, as quoted from the Hope of Isruel of Feb. 22,
1845 —

“Thus we see Dan. 7 : 25 fulfilled, the little horn changing
‘times and laws.” Therefore it appears to me that all who
keep the first day for the Sabbath are pope’s Sunday-keepers,
aud God’s Sabbath-breakers.”

Were Ild. Andrews alive to deal with such perversions of
his work as they deserve, it would not seem quite so bad.
But a due reverence for his memory demands that such things
be not left to pass wholly unnoticed.

Iere is another: “Sunday-keeping ‘is in reality one of tlhe
most enormous of atl errors.’” 'This purports to be taken
from * * Marvel of Nations,” by U. Smith, p. 181.” If thereader
will turn to the page and read, instead of the sentiment here
expressed, he will find the following:—

“¢But,’ says one, ‘I supposed that Christ changed the Sab-
bath.” A great many suppose so; and it is natural that they
should, for they have been so taught. And while we have no
words of denunciation to utter against any such persons for
30 believing, we would have them at onee understand that it
is in reality one of the most enormous of all errors.”

The reader can draw his own conclusions.

His fifth article must have been very edifying reading to
the subseribers of the Advocate, beinig composed mostly of
historical extracts from a work published by S. D. Adventists
tiemselves more than twenty years ago, showing that there
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have been Sabbath-keepers all through the Christian age, and
that God has never left himself without witnesses to this an-
cient truth, And now comes one of the grossest attempts at
perverslon that can well be conceived. He asserts that we
elaim that the light and truth on the Sabbath question had
never been given to the world before it was set forth by this
people.  We will let him express it in his own words:(—

* This confession of their champlon writer upsets one of the
main arguments of the Seventh-day Adventists. They hold
that the light on this Sabbath question was reserved in the
special providence of (God, to be brought out as a test in this
last generation. Thus Mrs. White claims to have been shown
this by the Lord in vision: ‘1 saw that the present test on the
Sabbath could not come until the mediation of Jesus in the
holy place was finished, and he had passed within the second
vail; therefore, Christians who fell asleep before the door
was opened in the most holy, when the midnight ery was fin-
ished at the seventh month in 1844, and had not kept the true
Sabbath, now rest in hope; fo:r‘they Lad not the light and test
on the Sabbath which we nosv have sinece that door was
opened.’—Experience and Views, p. 25.

‘*‘Now, the stubborn facts of history, even as presented in
their own * History of the Sabbath,’ show that this statement
is not true; for substantially the same arguments which Sab-
batarians are now giving to the world have been given over
and over again by Sabbatarians for ages in the past. Yet
nearly all who are led into keeping the seventh day, are led
there with the idea that this is a new truth to which the at-
tention of the ehurch and the world has never been called be-
fore since the early apostasy in the church.” * What, then,
becowtes of the claim that this is a new truth and the light
upon it has never been given befors ?” *“ And yet this is a
new question, comme up in our day, upon which the light has
never been given before.”” “ And yet Mrs, White says that
nobody has had the light on this Sabbath question till after
1544 17 ** In the ignorance and simplicity of my youth, when
I was ensnared into keeping the seventh day, I knew nothing
of these historical facts about these numerous attempts in
the past to resurrect that day. And it is so with those who
are being led intoitnow, They honestly think that it is a brand
new truth, and the grandest movement ever inaugurated in
religious reform 1”7 “Yet it is now claimed that the world
never had the light on the Sabbath question till Seventh-day
Adventists rose up to give it. lu the light of the above facts,
what a niodest claim that is |7

We have given these extracts at length to show how much
he makes of this point. Now, will some one kindly harmo-
nize these assertions with the fact that this people published,
and for twenty years have been pushing the sale of, the very
book from whiech the historical extracts are taken which show
that the Sabbath has been kept and more or less agitated all
through this age? I8 it possible shat the whole body have
been as stupid as he tries to represent himself as being ? One
of the grandest facts we have to present is that God has al-
ways had witnesses to his holy Sabbath from the days of
Adatn till now; but that does not preclude a special move-
nient of reform upon the subject in the last days. And the
one single, simple thing meant by calling this “new light,”
“new truth,” “ Sabbath reform,” ete., is the commection of the
Sabbath truth with prophecy and the work of the Sanctuary
in heaven; and this light the world never has had, and never
could have, till the prophecies were developed which give it.
This, and nothing more, is what sister White means by the
“ present test on the Sabbath;” it is the Sabbath as viewed
in the light of Christ’s ministry in the most holy place of the
Sanctuaty., John says (Rev. 11: 19) that under the sounding
of the seventh angel, which must certainly be near the end,
* the temple of God was opened in heaven, and there was
seen in his temple the ark of his testament.” The sight of
the ark implies an earnest consideration of the law contained
in the ark, and light in reference to it; and when this proph-
ecy is fulfilted, although the Sabbath may have been kept all
along before, will not new strength and force be added to the
argument for the Sabbath and law by this fulfillment ?—Most
assuredly. But the importance ot the Sabbath, from this
stand-point, was not received from S. D. Baptists, nor any
other people past or present, but onty from the fulfillment of
prophecy, as the great prophetic perlod of the 2300 days
ended in 1844, and the temple of God in heaven was opened.
There are, of conrse, arguments to be urged from the Script-
wres in favor of the Sabbath as an independent institution,
not connected with anything eise; and these would be com-
mon to all. They would, us Eld. Andrews says, be *‘ substan-
tially the same in all ages.” But arguments in its behalf
drawn from the fulfillment of prophecies which point out a
work of reform on this great truth in the last days, belong
to that time alone. And this is just the situation to-day. And
it i3 this conneclion with prophecy which gives the Sabbath
truth a vitality in this generation which it has not enjoyed
before. 1In the light of these facts, the declaration that it
is now claimed that the world never had the light on the
Sabbath question till Seventh-day Adventists rose up to give
it,” i3 made without thought, or without conseience.

Sowemightgo on and examine his representations that we are
time-setters, inake the Sabbath a test of holiness, use decep-
tion in our methods of work, apply the mark of the beast ages
in the past, believe in the keeping of the same absolute time
for the Sabbath, ete., etc.; but we will notspend time on these
points which those who have any acquaintance with our faith
know so well how to answer.

There is, however, another point which demands a word of
notice. 1t is the assertion that some of our brethren have
found it impossible to go by sunset time in high Northern tat-
itudes, and so have changed (o 6 o’clock time, by the advice or

at least the concurrence of our General Contfercnce. The genr
eral objection he states as follows:—

“Now test the definite seventh-day theory in the frozen re-
glons of the North. The day must be kept from sunset to
sunset (Lev. 23:32). But in the winter there are mnonths when
the sun is not seen there at all, so they have no sunset. And
again, there are months when the sun is above the horizon alt
the time, when there is no sunset. Here the theory breaks
down entirely, and the duy must be reckoned by artificial
means.”

On this point we will let Eld. C. answer himself.
ernacle Lectures,” p, 178, he says:—

“How can you keep the seventh-day Sabbath at the north
pole, where it is six months day and six months night? Let
me ask In return, Mow can you keep Sunday there? Doesn’t
Sunday follow the Sabbath at the north pole? But let us see
if there is such a thing as a weekly Sabbath at the north pole.
In the accounts of the explorations of Dr, Kane, Lient. Greely,
and others, we find they did such and such things on Tues-
day, went to0 such a place on Friday, ete. Now, that was dur-
ing the ‘six months night.’ But the days are measured off
Just as accurately as here, and the week has its apportioned
place, together with the Sabbath, which can be found and
kept in the arctie regions, if any one wants to keep it there,
The north star and the * dipper’ give the earth’s revolutions as
plainly as the sun does to us.”

If these statements are facts, they explain the matter fully,
and clear the subject of all difficulty. Now, has Eld. C. discov-
ered any evidence to show that these are not facts? Ifhehas,
heshould confess it. If he has not, his present position shows
a willful rejection of common intelligence. This fact is what
makes Iild. C.’s position so peculiar. A man can give a sen-
sible reason for changing his position, when he secures
new evidence and receives additional light. But he has
no new light to present, nor a new argument or additicnal
reason, which he did not have twently years ago, and which
have seemed to iim all these years utterly insufficient to meet
the force of Sabbath arguments. But suddenly he discovers
that all these old objections to the Sabbath are sound and un-
answerable, and all the Sabbath arguments which have seemed
to him so strong and substantial, turn out all at once to be
mere mist and moonshine. The change is in the man, not in
the evidence. He continues:—

“They keep one seventh of the time, and that ts absolutely
all that can be done. [That is just the thing that can’t be
done in going round the world., But we will not stop to ar-
gue the point here.] Seventh-day Adventists have argued that
there was no real difficulty here; it was al} imaginary. But I
happen to know that they themselves have got into sertous
trouble right there. They have churches located so far north
-in Norway that in winter the sumsets-at-3 p. ..
the brethren work in mills. Of course they must lose Satur-
day any way. ‘Then If they begin at sunset they cannot work
Friday afternoon. This breaks up the time so that they could
not get work nor make a living. So it was decided to begin
the day at 6 p. b1, instead of sunset. In this way they would
work four hours after the seventh day began. Mrs, White
and her son, Bld. W. C. White, were there, and favored the
change. This, it wiil be seen, abandoued the whole definite-
day theory. In the fall of 1835 1 was ona theological commit-
tee to investigate this case, and Lience know how it was.”

This language is calenlated to convey the impression unl-
formly and inevitably, though it siyly refraius from asserting
it directly, that this change was actually made in Norway, and
the General Conference sanctioned it. The facts are these:
We do not deny that there is some inconvenience, under some
circumstances, in keeping the seventh day in a nation of Sun-
day-keepers. Thatinconvenience is soinewhatinereased, even
in this latitude, when the sun sets earlier than six o’clock. It
is still more largs'» ‘mereased in those latitudes where the
sun sets at one s .. of the year as early as2 p. M. A few
brethren in the noriliern settlements of Norway, under these
cirenmstances, raised the query whether it might not be
proper for them to take the usual reckoning of the working
day from 6 to 6, But they would not adopt such a view nor
enter upon such a practice before it had been submitted to
the General Conference, and received its approval. 'T'his is
why the question came before the committee referred to; aud
when it did so come up, the verdict was speedy and unan-
imous that the brethren onght there as elsewhere ta go by sun
time. .And so no change wasmade. 1t will be noticed that
the question was not one of difficulty to tell when the
day began and ended, as governed by the sun, but was only
one of convenience, inasinuch as it interfered with so large
a portion of what the world still considered the working
hours of the sixth day. Of course the persons eould start
in with their work again at 2 p. ., on Saturday, when the
sun went down on that day, and hence would lose only their
twenty-four hours. U. 8.

In “Tab-

CANRIGHT V9. CANRIGHT ON THE LAW
AND SABBATH. )

We have thought it might edify the readers of this
EXTRA, to have the privilege of reading both sides
of an argument on the law and Sabbath question from
the pen of Eld. Canright. It is not often that we can
find & man who can perform the feat of arguing both
sides of an important theological question with such
positiveness, and such triumphant satisfaction. and such
assurance of success. Such a discussion will be unique.
It will be an illustration of remarkable versatility of mind
when a man can say such strong things, squarely con

Nearly-all



tradicting each other, on opposite sides of the same ques-
tion, The Elder will pose as something of a theolog-
ical acrobat. For the convenience of the reader, that he
may be able to take in the matter ata glance, we will

arrange these in two columns, side by side, and head

them,—

CANRIGHT IN THE DARKNESS.

“#That circumeision, sacrifi-
ces, the Levitical priesthood,
distinetion of meats, clean and
unelean, the feast days, new
moons, sabbatical year, and
the Jewish Sabbath, were all
set aside by the gospel, is as
plainly taught as any Bible
truth. 1. Circumeision: ‘If ye
be circumcised, Christ shall
profit you nothing.! Gal. 5: 2.
2. Sacrifices. ‘Bacriflee and of-
fering . . . thou wouldest not.’
See all of Heb, 10: 1~10. 8.
Priesthood : ¢ The priesthood
being changed.! Heb, 7: 12,
4. Sabbaiical years: * Ye observe
days, and months, and times,
and years. I am afraid of
you’ Gal 4:10, 11. 5,
Meats, feast days, new moons,
and sabbath days: ‘Let no
man therefore judge you in
meat, or in drink, or In respect
of a holy day [feast day. R.
V.], or of the new moon, or of
the sabhath days; which are a
shadow of things to comey but
the body is of Christ.’ Col. 2:
16,17. No one questions at
all with rvgard to any of those
terr3 execpt ‘the sabbath
days.? But this is just as
plain as any of them, except
to those who dare not admit
its most manifest meaning,
lest it overthrow their theory.
That this does refer to the
Jewish weekly Sabbath is
manifest from many facts.”
—Canright in Mich, Christian
Adwocate of Oct. 1, 1887.

In another column of the
Adwocate of the same date he
quotes Col. 2: 16 again, and
adds: ‘‘Here, as before, are
the yearly, monthly, and
weekly holy days, just as lald
down in the law (Num. 28 and
29) where we krow the weekly
Sabbaths are meant. It is
cvident that Paul had in his
mind those lists of holy days
s0 often given In the Old Tes-
tament, where the Sabbath is
included.”

“But it is argued that as
‘the sabbath days’ of Col, 2:
16 ‘are a shadow of things to
come’ (verse 17), and the
weekly Sabbath is a memorial
of creation, pointing back to
the heginning, therefore they
cannot be the same; for the
Sabhath could not point both
ways. Butis not this a mere
assertion without any prooft
How do we know that it cannot
point both ways? The pass-
over was a memorial of their
deliverance from Egypt, and
always pointed back to that
event. Ex. 12: 11-17. Vet
it was also a shadow of Christ,
Col, 2:16, 17. ‘Even Christ
our passover is sacrificed for us.’
1Cor. 5: 7. Soall those an-
nual feasts were types of Christ
In gome way, and yet all were
memorials also of past evends,
ag all know. .. . Paul says
plainly that the sabhath days
are & shadow of things to come;
and one plain statement of In-
spiration is worth a thousand
of our vain reasonings. This
i{s in harmony with Paul's ar-
gument in Heb, 4: 1-11, that
the seventh day is a type. For
forty years we have tried to
explain away this text, and
to show that it really cannot
mean what it says; but there
it stands, and mocks all our
theorles. The Sabbath is a
type, for Inspiration says s0.”-—
Canright in ddvocate of Oct. 1,
1387.

CANRIGHT IN THE LIGHT,

“We are now prepared to
show that the law of Moses,
the ceremonial law, relating to
the whele typical system of
the Old Testament, such as
the priesthood, the sacrifices,
cireumecision, ete., ete, to-
gether with those civil pre-
cepts which God granted on
account of their blindness and

.hardness of heart, of which we

have spoken before, was abol-
ished at the cross, and that
these were the only laws there
abrogated. Every passage
which speaks of a law heing
done away refers to these,
never to the ten command-
ments or any moral precept or
teaching of the Old Testa-
ment. The whole typieal sys-
tem pointed directly to Christ.
Col. 2:14-17. When he
came, In the very nature of
things it must cease. But
why should any moral precept
be done away there? There
is neither reason nor Scripture
for such a position. We will
consider in its order every pas-

sage which speaks of the abo-.

lition of any law.”’—Canvight
i Two Lows, pages 25, 26,

¢We have a plain statement
in the New Testament to that
cffect whenever any of the
rites or institutions of the Old
Testament were done away.
‘Was circamcision abolished ¢
—7Yes; and here is the proof:
‘Behold, I Paul say unto you,
that if ye be circumeised,
Christ shall profit you noth-
ing.’ @al. 5: 2. But where
is it said that the Sabbath is
not to be observed 1

‘ Again, was the Levitical
priesthood abotished ¢-—Y e s}
and here is the text: ‘For the
priesthood being changed.
Heb. 7:12. That settles that
question, But where is it said
that the Sabbath was changed %

¢ Agaln, the sacrifices of the
old dispensation were abol-
ished when Christ died. This
is plainly declared in Heb. 10:
1-10. *He taketh away the
first, that he may establish the
second.” Verse9. Butwhere
is it sald that the Lord took
away the first Sabbath and es-
tablished the gecond $"—
Christien Sabbath, p. 2.

In Eid. Canright’s ¢ Critical
Notes,” ‘published at the be-
ginning of this very year
(1887), he says:-—

Colossians 2 : 14--17.

“1. ‘BLOITING 6UT’ couid
not apply to engraved stoucs,

“2. ‘HaxpwritiNg. Dece-
alogue written by the finger of
xod. Ex. 31:18. Of the
other law it is often said, ‘by
the hand of Moses,? Gal. 8:
19, ¢By the hand of Moses’
occurs twenty-four times in

the Old Testament. Lev, 10:
11, ete.
#3. ‘ORDINANCES’ cannot

apply to the moral iaw.

‘4, ¢Agarnst us.! Which
of the ten commandments is
against us? Not the Sab-
bath (Mark 2:2%; Isa, 58:
18)3 nor any of them.

5, ‘Naming.’ Could not
nafl stone; but could parch-
ment,

“6. ‘MEATS, DRINKS, ete.
Verse 16. These show what
law is meant. Nore of these
are in the decalogue, hence it
cannot be that law.

“7. ‘HoLy DAY Greek,
£oprfi¢ (heortees), means feast
day.

« 8, ‘Moox’notin the decalogue, but is in the ceremonial law,

“9g, ‘SABBATH DAYS.

Which ¢

Verse 17, Thosc which

are shadows; but the 7th day i8 not a shadow, but a memorial,

and peints back. Ex, 20:11.»

In his pamphlet -on the *“Two Laws,” after quoting Col.

2: 14-17, Le says:——

“It can be clearly shown that there is not one reference

CANRFGHT IN THE LIGHT.

in all this to the moral law or the seventh-day Sabbath. On
this Dr. Adam Clarke says: ‘By the handwriting of ordinances
the apostle most evidently means the ceremonial law.’ (Com-
ment onverse 14.)  Look at the figures used. * Blotitng out.’
That which was written on parchment in books, as was the
ceremonial #aw, could be blotted out with a wet sponge. (See
Num. 5: 28.) But it would be improper and absurd to talk of
blotting out what was engraven in stones, as was the decalogue.
¢ Handwriting.’ The ceremonial law was the bandwriting of
Moses, but the decalogue was written by the finger of God.
Ex. 31: 18. ¢Of ordinances, Here is further proof that it
is the law of ccremonial ordinances which is meant. Com-
pare with Heb. 9 : 10: ¢ Which stood only in meats and drinks;
and divers washings, and carnal ordinances, imposed on them
until the time of reformation.’ Then there was a law which
stood only in these carnal ordirances of meats, drinks, ete., the
very things of which the apostle speaks In Colossians. Mark
that these were émposed on them as a burden. So in Eph. 2:
15: ¢ Having aboiished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of
commandments contained in ordinances.’

‘‘ Here, too, we have the law of ordinances, the enmity, abol-
ished. ¢That was against us, which was contrary to us.’ The
ceremonial law, with all its rites and ordinances, which must
be carefully regarded in the smallest affairs of every-day life,
was indeed 2 burden, a yoke, and against them, imposed upon
them to keep them a separate people till Christ came. But
which one of the ten commandments is against us? Let us
examine them. Is it against us, 1, To have no other gods?
2. Not to make or worship an image? 3. Not to swear? 5.
To honor our parents ¢ 6. Not to kill? 7, Nor commit adul-
tery? 8, Nor steal? 9. Nor He? 10. Nor covet? Are
not these commandments good, and for our best interest?
But perhaps the fourth precept, the Sabbath, is against us.
No, indeed; for Christ himself said, ‘The Sabbath was made
for man.' Mark 2: 27. That whieh is for man cannot be
against him. Indeed, is not the Sabbath one of the greatest
bleseings cver given to our race? What would the world do
without it %

“ Nailing it to his cross.’ It would be proper to speak of
nailing to the cross a parchment, or laws written on paper,
but entirely improper if the reference is to the tables of stone.
They could not be nailed up. Notice now the items which
the apostle mentions, not one of which is in the decalogue,
but all of which are in the ceremonial law. ‘Let no man
judge you In meat’ Anything In the ten commandments
about meat —Not a word, ‘Or in drink’ Anything there
about drink ?2—Nothing., ¢ O in respect of an holy day.” The
original word here rendered ¢ holy day’ is heortecs, which means
a feast day. Thus Greenfleld defines it: ‘A solemn feast,
publie festival, holy day,” It occurs twenty-seven times in the
New Testament, aud is, except in this place, every time
rendered feast or feast day. . . .

“Or of the new moon,” Anything about new moons in the
ten commandments #—Not a thing. Tlence this can have no
reference t0 that law, Was there a law touching the celebration
of new moons ¥—Yes; the ccremonial law. (See Num. 10:10;
28:11; Ps.81:3,4) Thus far we have not found the slight-
est reference to the ten commandments, but every item men-
tioned is found in the ceremonial law, outside of the decalogue.

& Op of the sabbath days.’ Here our opponents are in high
glee, thinking that the seventh-day Sabbath is surely meant by
this; but we are as confident that it is not, and will give our
reasons for it. Many of the ablest commentators agree with
us in this. Dr. Clarke says of this expression: ‘The apostle
speaks here in reference to some particulars of the handwriting
of ordinances, which had been taken away, viz., the distinction
of meats and drinks, what was clean and what unclean, accor-
ding to the law; and the necessity of observing certain holidays
or festivals, such as the new moons and particaular sabbaths,
. . . There is no intimation here that the Sabbath was done
away, or that its moral use was superseded by the introduction
of Christianity, I have shown elsewherc that Remember the
Sabbath day to keep il holy 1s a command of perpetual obliga-
tion.’

“The American Tract Socicty comments thus on this pas-
sage: ‘A holy day—sabbath days; in. the original, a festival
—sabbaths, The days referred to are those required to be
observed in meats, drinks, and new moons. The passage does
not refer to the Sabbath of the moral law associated with the
commands forbidding murder, theft, and adultery.’

“T'be following are some of the reasons why this does not
apply to the weckly Sabbath:—

«1, If it does, then it leaves us no weekly Sabbath day at
all; for no exception is made. It sets aside the first-day Sab-
bath as well as the seventb-day. Let no man judge you in
respect to the sabbath days. If onc man is not to be judged
for disregarding one day, then another is not to be judged for
disregarding another day, and 8o we need keep no day. But
who believes such a doctrine?

¢« 2. This interpretation contradicts the many plain and direct
texts which assert that the law which ineludes the Sabbath Is
still in force and must be kept, even to the smallest point.
Rom. 8:81; Matt. 5: 17-19; James 2 : 8-12.

"« 3, If this proves the Sabbath nafled to the cross, then the
other commaniments went with it, and so the law against
murder, adultery, theft, etc., has been aboiished.

‘4. Not a single expression in the whole passage, unless it be
this one touching the Sabbath days, is applicable to the law of
God engraven in stones, as we have scen.

“5, Everyitem in the context enumerated by the apostle, viz.,
meats, drinks, festivals, and new moons, is found, not in the
decalogue, but in the ccremonial law. This is a strong indica-~
tion that he Is talking simply of the institutions of tlat cere-
monial law, and has no reference to the moral law.

6. But were there any sabbath days in the ceremonial law ¢
—Yes, several yearly sabbaths distinct from the Lord’s Sab-
bath, which was the only weekly 8abhath. They are described
at length in Lev. 23. . . .

“7. Paul I8 very careful to designate which sabbath days
were done away. He says, ‘The sabbath days which are 4 shadow
of things to come.” Verse 17. This was true of the ceremonial
sabbaths, hut not of the seventh-day Sabbath. It pointed hack
to creation, not forward to the ecrosg ; hence it is not what the

CANRIGHT IN THE LIGHT.

apostle meant. . . . 8o our opponents have not even 8 single
hook upon which to hang their theory in this passage, but we
have strong proof here of our positlen on the two laws." -

Eld. Canright on Acts 15.

CANRIGHT IN THE DARKNESS,

“ Now study the great coun-
eil at Jerusalem, held over
twenty years after the resur-
rection. Acts 15. Not only
did, the whole church in Judea
keep the entire Mosaic law in
all its rites, including circum-
cision, but they endeavored also
to force it upon the Gentile
converts, Verses 1,19. But
through the influence of Paul
this move was defeated. Ifit
had not been that in the prov-
idence of God Paul was raised
up to oppose it, the whole
Christian church would have
been placed under the bondage
of the Mosaic law. As it was,
that counclil freed only the Gen-
tile converts from obedience
to Moses’ law. Aets 15:19,
23; 21:25. Al Jewish Chris-
tians still kept it.”

“Jt is Paul who furnishes
us the strong statements
against the keeping of the Mo-
salclaw, Sabbath and holy days.
Let Sabbatarians meditate upon
this point a little, The hottest
battle which the great apostle
to the Gentiles had to fight all
his life was right upon the
question of the observance of
that law and these things;
and his bitterest opponents
were his own Christian breth-
ren who were Jews. (Acts
15:1, 2; Gal 2:1-14) To
concillate these as far as
possible, according to his own
rule, ‘unto the Jews I became
a Jew, that I might gain the
Jews' (1 Cor. 9: 20)3 he him-
gelf, as a Jew, not as a Chris-
tian, submitted 1o keep all the
Jewish law, as we have seen.”
— Mich. Christian Adwocate of
Sept. 24, 1887.

not worship an image.

CANRIGHT IN TIE LIGIT.

“¢ Apd certain men which
came down from Judea taught
the brethiren, and sald, Except
ye be circumecised after the
manner of Moscs, ye cannot
be saved. When therefore Paul
and Barnabas bad uo small
dissenslon and disputation with
them, they detcrmined that
Paul and Barnabas and certain
other of them should go up to
Jerusalem unto the apostles
and elders about this question.”
Verses 1, 2. 1t Is plainly stated
what the questlon was, viz,
circumelsion. Notice that Paul
and Barnabas go up to this
council on purpose t0 have
this question settled. . . .
Luke continues: ‘But there
rose up certain of the sect of
the Pharisces which belleved,
saying, that it was needful to
circumeise them and to com-
mand them to keep the law of
Moses,? Verse 5. Is this the dec-
aloguet—No, indeed; it is ex-
pressty said to be the law of
Moses relating to cireumeision.

“ A great council of all the
apostles and leading brethren
was called at Jerusalem to con-
sider this question, Verses
1-6. After much discussion
Peter arose and said: ‘Why
tempt ye God to put a yoke
upon the neck of the disciples,
which neitber our fathers nor
we were able to beary? Verse
10. The ceremonial law, with
its rites, its washings, its dis-
tinctions of clean and unelean,
and its sacrifices was indeed a
difficult law to observe. It
might well be termed ¢ayoke.”

“Are the ten command-
ments a yoke grievous to be
borné ¢ Loek at them. 1,
Have no gods but the Lord.
Is this a yoke of bondage?
Who dare affirm 1t% 2. De

Did the disciples find it grievous to obey

this? Did they want liberty to disobey it? 3. Do not profane

God’s name.

Was this a yoke hard to bear?

Gmnit the fourth,

5. Honor your parents. Is this the galling yoke? 6. Do not kill,

7. Nor commit adultery.
covet.

ought to be thrown offt It is not there.
Sabbath, if in the decalogue at all.

8. Nor steal.
Where do we find a hard yoke in any of these, which

9. Nor lie. 10, Nor

Then it must be the
But Is it a hard thdng to

rest pon (tod’s sacred day, to give him one day out of seven?
But that was nol the subject about which they were troubled.
It was circumcision, coneerning which there was not ome word
in the whole decalogue.

“ After thoroughly discussing this question, the apostles
wrote to the Genitiles thus: ¢ Forasmueh as we have heard thai
certain which went out from us have troubled you with wor(s,
subverting your souls, saying, Ye must be civcumeised, a.d
keep the law; to whom we gave no such commandme:t.

It scemed good to the Holy Ghost and to us, to lay
upon you no greater burden than these necessary thiugs:
that ye abstain from meats offered to idols, and from blood,
and from things strangled, and from fornieation; from which
if ye kecp yourselves ye shall do well.?  Acts 15: 2429,

« ¢ There,’ says one, ‘ the apostles have enumerated and-brought
over into the gospel all of the old law that it was necessary to
keep; but they do not mention the Sabbath: thevefore it is
not binding.’ Profound conclusion! Look agaln, They do not
say a word about swearing, lying, stealing, murdering, or cov-
eting. Thercfore the commandments which forbid these sing
are not to be obeyed any longer! Tndeed, not one of the tn
commandments is mentioned at all. Tvery item enumerat.d
is found In eitlier the ceremonial or the civil law. The meats of-
fered to idols were food set before an idol, and then remowved to
be eaten by men. Blood, and things strangled, were forbidden
by the Levitical law. Lev. 17:13-16. TFornication was, no
doubt, one of the minor branches embraced in the seventh com-
mandment; but there was a civil lay directly mentioning and
prohibiting it. Lev. 19 :29; Deut. 28: 17, Observe that
this was not done away, but retained because it had a bearing
upon the moral law.

¢ Notice this Importaut fact: The great question hefore the
apostles was whether or not a coertain law was still to be kept
by Christians. Acts 15 : 5-24. They deeide that it is not, with
the exception of four poiats, which they enumerate. So mueh
of that law as they here specify should still be observed. All
the rest is to be disregarded. If, therefore, the ten command-
ments and the moral precepts of the Old Testament are included
in the law here under discussion, then Christinns ean lie, steal,
covet, ete. Yea, and the commands to love God and your
neighbor are also abolished, with all the moral preeepts of the
01d Testament!

“ This conclusion cannot be evaded; for the apostles distinetly
say that excepting the four items mentioned, no part of the law
under consideration is to be observed by Chrictians. If, there-
fore, there was only one law in the Old Testament, covering ali
its precepts, then the great cormmandment to love God with al}
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your heart (Deut. 6:5), and the second, to love your neighbor

as yourself (Lev. 19: 18), are abolished.
What do our opponents do with this dilemina?
What do they say about it?—Just nothing at all,

conelusion |

‘What a blasphemous

They are

speechless, Yet they will doggedly cling to their position and
bring it up again and again, with all these absurdities staring
them in the face.”—Canright in Two Laws, pp. 28-32.

¥

Is the Fourth Commandment Positive or Moral?
Does it Require a Definite Day ?
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¢ Let us consider the nature
of the Sabbath commandment.
That this precept is partly of a
moral and partly of a ceremo-
nlal nature has generally been
held by the best theologians.
This position is well founded.
It is a well-proved fact that
man’s nature, physical, mental,
social, and splritual, requires a
~day of rest and worship about
ag often as one day in seven,
Probably this principle {8 ap-
plicable to all intelligent beings,
whether men or angels or in-
habitants of other worlds. 8o
far the precept may be called
moral. But when you come to
the particular day or time for
this rest, that must vary with
circumstances, and may be one
day as well as another, If God
so direct.”
¢ But stubborn facts nearer
home show that God’s children
do not and cannot all ¢ observe
the same period together.!
Everybody knows that it Is
Saturday in India some twelve
hours soomer than it is here,
and that it is Saturday here
twelve hours after {t has ceased
to be Saturday there. In Aus-
tralia the day begins eighteen
hours sooner than it does in
California. 8o the seventh-day
brethren in California are work-
ing nearly the whole time that
their brethren in Australia are
keeping Sabbath,
“Come even nearer home
than that. The sun sets about
three hours later in California

—thar—it--dues— i Maine. - So;—

when the Seventh-day Advent-
ists in Maine begin to keep the
Sabbath at sunset Friday even-
ing, their own brethren In
California, where the sun is
yet three hours high, will still
be at work for three hours.
8o, very few of them even on
this earth ‘observe the same
period together.” While some
of them are keeping Sabbath
on one part of the earth, oth-
ers of them are at work on an-
other part of the earth.”

“I have to confess that for
many years I was so stupid as
to suppose that the Lord him-
self kept the Sabbath at the
same time I did here. I sup-
posed that when the sun
set Friday evening and I be-
gan keeping the Sabbath, the
Lord and the angels began
keeping it too. But now I see
how utterly impossible that is;
for if the Lord keeps the Sab-
bath at the same time I do
here, then he does not keep it
with the brethren on the oppo-
site side of the globe; because
they begin the Sabbath at least
twelve hours earlier than we
do here. In fact, it takes
just forty-eight hours, or the
time of two whole days, from
the time any one day first
begins in the extreme east
till it ends at the farthest
place in- the west. Will the
reader stop and think care-
fully, sharply, on this point?
for it is an important one.
It takes twenty-four hours for
the first end of a day to go
clear around the earth. Then
as the last end of the day is
twenty-four hours behind the
JSirst end, 1t must also have
twenty-four hours more to go
clear around the earth, and
that makes forty-eight*hours
in all that each day is on the
earth somewhere.” -

“In reply to all these facts,
which cannot be denied, sev-
enth-day people say: Is not
the first day of the week, or
Sunday, just as definite a day

CANRIGIIT IN THE LIGHT.

% But it is further objected
that the Sabbath institution'is
partly moral and parily cecre-
monial, It is moral so far as
it velates to giving a certain
day to God. Thus far there
is a universal agreement of all
nations., But it is ceremonial
go far as It defines just what
particular day or portion of
time shall be kept holy. This,
it is claimed, 18 proved by the
fact that, by the light of na-
ture alone, no man could pos-
sibly determine which day of
the seven was the true Sab-
bath. It is asked, What is
there in nature to distinguish
the seventh day from the other
days of the week 3—Nothing.
Hence it i8 not 8o important
which day we keep, provided
that we keep one day in seven.
But the same reasoning would
prove that the first command-
ment was also partly moral and
partly ceremonial. That men
should worship some god is
readily discerned by nature
itself, and in this all have ever
agreed, But just who is the
true God, none can decide
without a revelation., On this
point there has been the great-
est diversity. Some have
chosen one as the true God,
and some another, till there
are millions of different gods
worshiped by men, This
proves that it is immaterial
which god you worship, pro-
vided you worship some one
god! Who dare admit such
aconclusion? Yetit is founséd
upon exactly the same mode of
reasoning that is followed in
arguing against a definite S8ab-
bath day.”—Morality of the
Sabbath, pp. 69, 70,

“When God made this
round earth, he also made man
to dwell on all the face of it
(Gen.1:28; Acts 17:26), and
at the same time he made the
Sabbath for man. @Gen. 2:
1-3; Mark 2:27. God would
not require an impossibility,
hence all men can keep it. So
we find that they do keep it
without any such difficulty as
this objection supposes. The
Jews, who are scattered in
every part of the earth and all
around it, keep the seventh-day
Sabbath. Starting from Pales-
tine, some have come around
the world via Europe and the
Atlantic Ocean. Others have
come via Asia, China, and the
Pacific Ocean. Both have met
in America keeping the same
day, There s no disagreement
among them in any part of the
world. This demonstrates that
men can travel all around this
earth and still keep the same
day.

“Those who keep Sundayv

live in all parts of the earth,
and have traveled all around
it both ways. Do they find
any difficulty in keeping the
first day ?—Not in the least.
This objection is all imaginary;
for, practically, no one ever
had any such trouble. Seventh-
day Adventists and Seventh-
day Baptists are scattered near-
ly around the globe; and yet
they find no difficulty in keep-
ing the seventh-day Sabbath.

“The facts are these: The
day begins at sunset. Gen.
1:5; Ley. 23: 32; Mark 1: 32.
‘When the sun sets Friday even-
ing in Asia, then the seventh-
day Sabbath begins there. A
few hours later the sun sets in
Europe; then the S8abbath has
eome there, Still later it sets
in New York; and now the
Sabbath has come there.
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as the seventh day, or Satur-
day? Is it not just as difficult
to keep Sunday all around the
world as it is to keep Satur-
day? Do you not claim that
you should keep the first dayin
honor of the resurrection, and
will it do, then, to keep some
other day? The answer to
these questions is not hard to
give. The essential idea is
that we should devote one day
in seven to religious duties.
To secure the highest good, all
should unite in observing the
same day.”

“But it is not claimed that
it is absolutely essential that
exactly the same minutes and
hours, or even the same defi-
nite day, must be kept any-
way and under all circum-
stances, whether or no. That
would be legalism, and con-
trary to the very nature and
freedom of the gospel.”—Can-
right in Mich. Christian Advo-
cate of Sept. 10, 1887.

and meet him at Omaha.
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Three hours later the sun sets
in California; and now the
seventh day has arrived here.
When the seventh day is in
Asia, then those living there
can observe-it; when it comes
to Europe, then those there
can keep it; and when it gets
round here to America, then
we can keep it. It is exactly
the same day when it comes
to America that it was when
it started in Asia, though ft
comes here later. A train of
cars starts from Chicago at
seven o’clock Monday morning,
and arrives at Omaha, five hun-
dred miles west of that city, the
next morning at the same hour.
Is it not the same train that
started from Chicago twenty-
four hours before?—Certainly.
Suppose that this is train No.
7. A business man in Chicago
has several hired men scat-
tered all along the road be-
tween Chicago and Omaha.
He orders them all to take
train No. 7, which leaves Chi-
cago at seven Monday morning,

Would all these men go down to

their different depots at seven Monday morning to talke train
No. 7% They would not find it there if they did. But each
one waits till the train arrives at his place, and then gets aboard,
and the last one would get on about twenty-four hours later
than the first one.  But would it not be the same train No. 7
that started in Chicago?—Of course it would.

“The Lord commands his scrvants all around the world to
keep the seventh day. Each one is to keep it when it comes
where he is, not when it comes where some one else is. When
it comes to those in Asia, they can keepit. Several hours later
it comes to England, and then they keep it; and so on around
the world. This is sufficient to show that there is no such dif-
ficulty as this objection supposes.’’—Id. pp. 84-87.

 Another says, We agree that one-seventh part of time
should be set aside as sacred to God; but it makes no difference
which day it is, provided all are united upon it, which is the
important idea. Here, again, they unwittingly admit all that
we claim. They admit that it is a moral duty of man to devote
one day in seven to the service of God. Thus they give it a moral
basis—just that for which we are contending! Again, they
strongly wrge the great importance of all uniting to keep the
same day. They dwell upon the inconvenience to society, where
one keeps one day and another some other day, and so on; how
this interferes with business ; how each one annoys the other; how
it breaks up society, etc. Thus they readily name a long lst of

| évils which follow where mén-keep different days for the Sabbath.

“Do they not see that these very faets overthrow their own
position? They maintain that it is no matter which day you
keep, provided you keep one day in seven, and that every man
has the liberty to choose for himself. Then they turn square
about and show how very important it is that all keep the same
day! Why, then, do they advocate the very principle which, if
carried out, would produce the very division, discord, and con-
fusion which they deprecate so much? Did not the Lord have
as much wisdom as man? Did he not know that it was impor-
tant that all should keep the same day? Did he not see that,
if he left it to every man to choose what day he would keep,
confusion would inevitably follow, as all men would not be
likely to choose the same day % Is God so unwise as to leave
his laws in this slack manner ? Is this not charging God with
folly ¢ What is gained to God or man by leaving every man
thus to choose what day he will keep ? The only way that union
could be secured in observing the Sabbath, would be for the
Lord himself to designate the definite day which all must keep;
then all would keep the same day, and all confusion would be
avoided. We say, then, that reason and the nature of things
teach us that if God should give man a Sabbath at all, it should
be a definite day, selected and appointed by God himself. That
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should keep that day too.
This is based on the false
assumption that whatever cus-
toms and laws of the old
covenant were still observed
by the Christians after the
resurrection, must be binding
upon the church now.”

‘“There is not one single
command from either Christ
or any of his apostles to lkeep
that day. It Is not once said
that it is wrong to work on the
seventh day, or that God will
bless any one for observing it.
There is no promise for keep-
ing it, no threatening for not
keeping it. No one is ever
reproved for working on the
seventh day, nor approved for
observing it. If disregarding
the seventh day is so great a
crime as its advocates now
claim, it is unaccountable that
no warning against it should
be given in all the New Testa-
ment—not even onece.”

¢ Every mention of the Sab-
bath in Aets, without a single
exception, is in conneetion
with the Jewish worship on
that day. (Acts 13:14, 15,
42, 45; 15:21; 16:13; 17:
12; 18:4.) The law and the
prophets were read, and Jewish
worship eonducted as usual.
Certainly the disciples eould
not hold a distinctively Chris-
tian meeting here under these
circumstances. They must as-
semble by themselves t0 wor-
ship Jesus and have the Lord’s
supper, and that is just what
we find them doing on the first
day of the week. Acts20:7.”

¢“The early Christians for
several bundred years contin-
ued to call the Jewish day ¢ the
Sabbath,” gencrally repudiat-
ing it as abolished, and always
claiming Sunday as the day of
Christian worship—the Lord’s
day. (See Rev.1:10 and any
Church history.) After the
Jewish day had long been

_dropped _out_.of _notice, the ..
word ‘Sabbath’ came to be

used for the Christian rest day.
It would have been better if
the inspired term ‘Lord’s day’
had been always retained and
exclusively used.”

“ How much, then, does it
prove in favor of the Jewish
Sabbath to find that it was still
called ¢ the S8abbath,’ or that it
was kept by the Jewish Chris-
tians, or even by Paul himself?
—Just nothing at all.”’—Aafich,
Christian Advocate of Sept. 17
and 24, 1887.
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will be in force until we shall
reach the eternal world. He
confirms this position with the
following solemn words:
¢ Whosoever therefore shall
break one of thcse least com-
mandments, and shall teach
men so, he shall be called the
least in the kingdom of
heaven,” Verse 19. How
sacred was every one of these
commandments in the eyes of
the divine Son of God! Not
the least one of them can be
disregarded. Reader, if you
are breaking one of these com-
mandments and teaching oth-
ers to do the same, how will
you meet these words of the
*Master in the Judgment #—
Law of God, pp. 8, 4.
Romans 10 : 4. S

1, The law is ended only to
believers.

“2, Then is it binding on
sinners %

8. If a saint backslides, is
it re-enacted to him ¥

¢4, #nd here means object,
asiul Tim. 1:5; James 5; 11,

#5, ¢For Messlahis the alm
of the law for righteousness.’
—Murdock’s Syriae.”
Romans 6 : 14.

¢1. Subject, conversion, not
change of dispensation. See
verses 1-13.

Q. Are worldlings ‘dead
to sin’% verse?; baptized?
verse 33 dead with Christ?
verse 8; alive from the dcad?
verse 18.—No.

¢3. Sin does rule over sin-
ners. Verse 14 ; John 8:34.

‘4. Aresinners under grase?
—No. Verse 14.

‘5. All this applies only to
haptized saints. Verse 4.

“6. ‘ Under law ’ mcans here
condemned by it. Rom. 3:9,
19. Under: ‘2. Under the
pains and penalties of the
law.’— Webster.

¢ 9. There are two classes,
those. under grace and.-those-
under the law. Verse 14,

¢8. Shall we sin?— No,

Verse 15, What is sin?
1 John 8:4.
“9. Then we must not

transgress the law, though we
are not under it. This shows
that it is binding, and must be
kept by Christians.”~Canright’s
Critical Notes on Rom.6 : 14 and
19: 4.

¢ Sunday-kkeepers assert that
the first day of the week is the
Christian Sabbath, or the Sab-
hath of the New Testament.
Seventh-day Adventists main-
tain that the seventh day is the
Sabbath of the New Testament.

Go into a church on the first day of the week, and you hear
the minister call it the Sabbath day. Go among the seventh-
day people on Saturday, and they call that the Sabbath.

Now, who is right?

We appeal to the New Testament.

“‘In the end of the Sabbath, as it began to dawn toward

this is just what Glod has done in the Sabbath precept, we will

now show.”—I1d. pp. 31, 82.

Eld. Canright on Both Sides of the Sabbath and Sunday
in the New Testament.
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‘A great and radical change
in the mode of worshiping God
is now introduced, The new
wine of the gospel must not be
put into the old bottles of the
Jewish law, nor the new cove-
nant patched om to the old,
(Mark 2:21, 22.) Hence,
‘there is made of necessity a
change also of the law’ (Heb. 7:
12), which was only a ‘school-
master to bring us unto Christ’
(Gal. 8: 24), who ‘is the end of
the law’ (Rom. 10:4). Now
we are to hear Jesus (Matt,
7:24), and keep his command-
ments (John 14:15, 21); for
we ‘are not under the law’
(Rom. 6:14).”

“ Sabbatarians think they
have a fair argument in the
Acts. Here the seventh day is
always called ‘the Sabbath,’
and it is evident that the Jew-
ish Christlans still observed it,
and met with the Jews in wor-
ship on that day. From this it
is coneluded that all Christians

CANRIGHT IN THE LIGRT.

“In stronger language the
Saviour continues: ‘For verily
I say vnto youw, Till heaven
and earth pass, one jot or one
tittle shall in no wise pass from
the law till all be fulfilled.
Matt. 5:18. How could lan-
guage be stronger? Heaven
and earth have not passed yet.
But till they do, not one jot or
tittle shall pass from the law,—
not one. KEvery precept shall
stand. Not even a letter, or
the corner of a letter, shall be
changed till heaven and earth
shall pass away, yea, longer,
till all (all things) are fulfilled.
Christ is speaking of the law
and the prophets, and he says
till these are all fulfilled, the
whole law shall stand. But
all the prophets will not be
fulfilled, even when heaven and
earth pass away. No, not till
the eternal kingdom is
reached. Thus in the strong-
est language Jesus teaches
that every precept in the law

the first day of the week, came Mary Magdalene,’ ete. Matt.
28:1.  Notice particularly ; here are two days. One is the
Sabbath day. ¢In the end of the Sabbath.’ Very well, there
is one day, then, that is the Sabbath. Now which day is
this? Sunday-keepers say itis the first day of the week,
and we say that it is the seventh day. Read further. ‘In
the end of the Sabbath, as it began to dawn toward the first
day of the week.” Reader, which is the Sabbath day? It can-
pnot be the first day, because the ome which is called the
Sabbath is the day before the first day. The Sabbath is ended
before the first day comes. Remember, this is not the testimony
of the Old Testament. It is from the Gospel that we are
reading, the Christian Scriptures, the New Testament.

¢ Here is another text: ‘ When the Sabbath was past . . .
very early in the morning, the first day of the week, they
came unto the sepulcher.’ Mark 16:1, 2. Notice carefully ;
here are two days spoken of again, One of them is the Sab-
bath. Which day is it? Is it the first day?%—Surcly not, be-
cause the Sabbath is past before the first day comes. *When
the Sabbath was past . . . the first day of the week they
came unto the sepulcher.” Remember this is New Testament,
not Old,— gospel, not law,— Christian, not Jewish, testimony.
To this we appeal. This was written a long time after the
resurrection,—written by a Christian, and for Christians.

“Once more: ‘And they returned, and prepared eplees
and ointments, and rested the Sabbath day, according to the
commandment.” Luke 23:56. Thus did the holy women who
had followed Christ and were acquainted with all his teaching.
This was written thirty years after the resurrection. It is
in the Christian Scriptures. What does it say—They kept the
Sabbath day. What Sabbath day?—*The Sabbath day ac-
cording to the commandment.” Then it is the right Sabbath,
the one the law requires. Now what day was this? The next
verse will gettle it: ¢ Now upon the first day of the week, very
early in the morning, they came unto the sepulcher,’ Notice,
the next day after the day they had kept, was the first day of
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the week.  Thus, reader, the first day of the week cannot be
the Sabbath day according to the commandment, because the
Christians had kept the Sabbath day the day before the first
day of the week. Do not think we are reading from the Old
Testament, This is New Testament Scripture.

“We turn to Acts, which was written some thirty-three years
this side the commencement of the gospel age, and written by a
Christian, It shows us the language of the apostolic Christians
touching the ancient Sabbath, and how they used #t. We find
them always calling it ¢ the Sabbath,’ just as it had been called
in the old dispensation, and using it for religious worship as of
old. Of Paul and Barnabas it says: ¢ They came to Antioch in
Pisidia, and went into the synagogue on the Sabbath day, and
sat down.” Chap. 18:14. This was the seventh day, the day
on which the Jews worshiped. Inspiration here calls it the
Sabbath day, not ¢ Sabbath day, nor the old Sabbath day, nor

+ the Jewish Babbath day, nor the day that used to be the Sab-
bath, but ¢ the Sabbath day.! Was it the Sabbath day ¢ Sunday-
keepers say, No. The Lord says, Yes.

“Paul, in his sermon referring to that day says that the
prophets ¢ are read every Sabbath day.’ Verse 27. Here the
apostle calls: it definitely ‘the Sabbath day’ When he had

. finished his discourse, ¢ the Gentilés besought that these words
might be preached to them the next Sabbath.! Verse 42. Here,
even the Gentiles called it the Sabbath. Oncemore: ‘And the
next S8abbath day came almost the whole city together.! Verse
44. Luke, the historian, here calls it the Sabbath, and records
the meetings they held upon it. James,in Acts 15 : 21, says the
Scriptures are ‘read in the synagogues every Sabbath day.’
Thus, James still designates that as the Sabbath day.

“Once more: ‘And on the Sabbath we went out of the city
by a river-side, where prayer was wont to be made.’ Acts 16:
18. On what day?—The Sabbath, Who will eontradict the
Scriptures, and say that it was not the Sabbath? Every one
holds that the day here referred to was the seventh day; and
this record is in the New Testament.

“Again: ‘Paul, as his manner was, went In unto them, and
three Sabbath days reasoned with them out of the Scriptures.’
Acts 17: 2. It was Paul’s custom to observe the S8abbath, as we
here see. On what days did he preach there? On the Sadbbath
days. But this was on the seventh day, not on the first.
‘Which, then, Is the Sabbatb-day, aecording to Paul? In Acts
18:1-11, we find the following facts: Paul went to Corinth,
searched the city over, and found Aquila, a Jew, with whom he
went into company in the business of tent-making. ¢And he
reasoned in the synagogue every Sabbath.” Verse 4, ‘Andhe
continued there a year and six months.’ Verse 11, Thus we
find Paul working at his trade and preaching in the synagogue
every Sabbath for a year and a half. Here is a record of seventy-
cight Sabbaths observed by the apostle. Not a word is said
about keeping Sunday. Thus we find that the seventh day is
always and invariably termed *he Sabbath’ in the New Tes-
tament, while the first day is never so called.

“Again: ‘I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s day.’ Rev.
1:10. Thereis, then, in the gospel, a day which belongs to
the Lord. ‘Fhat-this is the seventh day is expressly taught

all through the Bible. . Six days God gaye to mem, but the
seventh day heé ‘reserved tor his own worshlp. "Hence he says,
‘The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord’ (Ex. 20:10),
and he calls it ‘My holy day.’ Isa. 58 : 18. And Jesus says
that he is ‘Lord of the Sabbath) Mark 2:28. Then the
scventh day is the Lord’s dey. Those who assume that the
first day is the Lord’s day, contradict the Bible, and make it
up out of their own hearts.

“Here we think we have plainly found the Sabbath day
which the Christian Seriptures plainly teach, It is the seventh

*day of the week. We ask, then, By what authority do you
‘apply the term ¢Sabbath’ to the first day of the week ?
God has never changed {t, and why should you ?

“In conclusion, we ask, Where did the Lord ever give
you permission to work on his holy day? Who gave you lib-
erty to use it for secular work ? When was the blessing or sanc-
tification removed from it? We pray you to consider these
things in the light of the Judgment.

“When predicting the overthrow of Jerusalem, which oc-
curred thirty-nine years after his resurrection, he said to his
disciples, ‘But pray ye that your flight be not in the winter,
neither on the Sabbath day.’ Matt. 24 : 20. Here he points
them forward thirty-nine years into the gospel age. He tells
them that they will have to flee for their lives, but commands
them to pray the Lord that they may not be compelled to
flee efther in the winter or on the Sabbath day. If they should
go In the winter, they might perish. But why not flee upon
the Sabbath day? If it was not a sacred day, they could fiee
on that day as well as on any other. This text, then, plainly
shows that not only was the Sabbath to exist s0 many years
after the resurrection of Christ, but that it was still to be re-
garded as & holy day. If not, there would be no reason in
this command., Here, then, we find @ New Testament command-
ment from the lips of Jesus himself for the observance of the
seventh-day Sabbath.

“Next, Acts 20:7~11 is supposed to furnish some little
proof for first-day observance. ‘And upon the first day of the
week, when the disciples came together to break bread, Paul
preached unto them, ready to depart on the morrow ; and con-
tinued his speech until midnight. And there were many lights
in the upper chamber, where they were gathered together.’
Then a young man fell from a window, and being taken up
dead, was restored to life by Paul. And when he ‘had broken
bread, and eaten, and talked a long while, even till break of
day, so he departed.’ We notice these facts: 1. The first
day is not called the Sabbath, Lord’s day, or by any other
sacred title. 2. This is the onmly religious meeting upon the
first day of the week of which we have any record in the
New Testament. This is remarkable, if that were the common
day of meeting. ‘But we have a record of eighty-four Sabbaths
which Paul kept, and on which he preached, See Acts 13:
14,44; 16:18; 17:2; 18 :1-4, 11. 8. Nothing (s said
about its being their custom to meet on that day. 4. There is
no reeord that they ever met on that day before this occasion
or afterward. 5. But what seitles the whole matter is the
simple fact that it was only an evening meeting. When they
assembled, Panl began to preach to them, and ‘continued
his speech until midnight.” After breaking bread, he again

CANRIGHT IN THE L!GHT.‘

talked ¢till break of day,” and then went on his journey.
Evening meetings are frequently held on all days of the week.
No one thinks of calling a day holy for this reason. 8o in the
above case; this meeting does not fnrnish the slightest evidence
that Sunday was a holy day. Moreover, this was not an
ordinary meeting, but a very uncommon one. It was Paul’s
farewell meeting (verse 85); hence it lasted all night, A dead
man was raised. It was for these reasons that it was men-
tioned, and not because of any saeredness belonging to the
day. Then there is not a particle of evidence here for Sun-
day observance.”’—~OCanright in the tract, The Christian Sabbath.

We give, also, a few extracts from * One Hundred Bible
Facts” :—

7. The Sabbath was made before the fall; hence it is not
a type, for types were not introduced till after the fall.

“8. Jesus says it was made for man (Mark 2:27); that
is, for the race, as the word man is here unlimited; hence,
for the Gentiles as well ag for the Jews,”

#12. It ie not a Jewish institution, for it was made 2,300
years before ever there was a Jew.

‘“13. The Bible never calls it the Jewish Sabbath, but always
‘ the Sabbath of the Lord thy Jod.” Men should be careful how
they stigmatize God's holy rest day.”

#18. Then God placed it, not in the ceremonial law, but
in the heart of his moral law. Ex. 20 :1-17. Why did he
place 1t there, if it is not ke the other nine precepts, which
all admit to be immutable ¥

27, God has pronounced a special blessing on all the Gen-
tiles who will keep it. Isa.56:6, 7.

*28. This is in that prophecy which refers wholly to the
Christian dispensation. See Isa. 56.

29, God has promised to bless any man who will keep
the Sabbath. Isa. 56 : 2.

%380, The Lord requircs us to call it ¢ honoradble.” Isa. 58 : 13.
Beware, ye who take delight in calling it the ‘old Jewish
Sabbath,” ‘a yoke of bondage, ete.”

¢ 39. He instructed his apostles that the Sabbath should be
prayerfully regarded forty years after his resurrection. }V[att.
24 : 20."

“41. Thirty years after Christ’s resurrection, the Holy Spirit
expressly calls it ¢ithe Sabbath day.! Acts 13 :14.

¢ 42. Paul, the apostle to the Gentiles, called it ¢ the Sabbath
day’ inA. D, 45. Actsi8 : 27

‘We have given quite a liberal amount of space to enable the
Elder to show his agility in arguing both sides of these ques-
tions. We have purposely refrained from making comments,
50 as not to confuse the reader’s mind. In faet, we are per-
fectly willing to leave the verdict with the reader, as to which
is ahead in the argument, * Canright in the darkness’ or
¢ Canright in the light.” We feel sure the greatest mystery
the reader will have to solve is this: How could a man, after
presenting such strong, valid arguments in years past, now turn
and present such as he has been giving of late? The answer
is indicated in the headings. Cauright is now in the darkness,
He has stepped down from the solid rock of truth, founded
upon the eternal obligation of . the law of God, and now stands |
upon the shifting sands of the “law abolished,” * Sunday-
Lord’s day,” and the support of a pagan and pa.pa.l instxtutlon
From our hearts we pity him. @ I B.

THE FALL OF BABYLON.

Erp. Canricur makes special efforts to excite prejudice
against S, D. Adventists because of their view concerning the
‘“fall of Babylon.”* He does his best to make everybody be-
lieve that we are uncharitable, exclusive, bigoted, and nar-
row-minded, having no interest in anybody but ourselves, and
no sympathy with the reform movements of the day. In or-
der to make this impression as effective as possible, he mis-
represents the position held by this people eoncerning Baby-
lon and its fall. His statements convey the unmistakable
impression that we have no confidence in the religion of mem-
bers of other churches, but consider them all as rejected of
God and lost, and ourselves as the only favored ones, whom
God regards because we keep the seventh-day Sabbath and
believe in Mrs. White's visions, We are, of course, aware
that in some instances he speaks of us personally as an hon-
est and good people, who are trying to obey God and be con-
scientious and true to our convictions; yet, nevertheless, he
ever keeps the impression uppermost that we are utterly illib-
eral and exclusive, and that our peculiar faith makes us so.

We consider these representations of us and our faith to be
wicked slanders, and if Eld. C, has any memory left he must
know them to be such. He has heard our.representative men
preach scores of times, and has taught the same thing himself,
that we believe to-day that the great majorlty of true Chris-
tlans arein the Protestant churches. We have never taught
in a single instance, as a denomiunation, that oux little echurch
comprehends all the Christians in the world; have never be-
lieved such a thing for a moment, and he knows it. Why,
then, does he so constantly convey such an impression as he
doesP—To lower us in the opinion of members of other
churches, to make our work hard for us, and to utterly de-
stroy our infiuence by exciting prejudice against us. If he
can accomplish these objects, he will, of course, palliate his
own apostasy and please those who hate us and our doctrine,
to whom he has offered his services. If he can make our
work appear mean and contemptible, and blacken our reputa-
tion, he hopes this will make his course in leaving us and de-
faming us appeal’ necessary and honorable. As we are low-
ered, he and his work are exalted. The candid reader will
pardon an honest indignation at such attempts to bring con-
tempt upon that to which some of us have consecrated our
lives as the cause of God—a pure, holy, noble work.

We will now briefly state to the reader what positions S. D.
Adventists do hold concerning Babylon and the fall of Baby-
lon; and we refer all such to our published works to be found
in all our offices and depositories in confirmation of our state-
ments,

In Rev.14:8 we read, * And there followed another angel,
saying, Babylon is fallen, is fallen, that great city, because
she made all nations drink of the wine of the wrath of her
fornication.” Here is & prediction of Holy Writ which surely
must be fulfilled. It is contained in a striking prophecy which
Adventists believe constitutes the last warning message to
mankind, to prepare a people for the coming of Christ, (Read
verses 6-16.) -

Three symbolic angels proclaim startling truths to man.
‘These three angels symbolize important religious movements
in the last days, having each special truths applicable to the
time it is given. The first brings to view a mighty move in
the last days, proclaiming the close of the prophetic periods,
and bringing to view the commencement of the investigative
Judgment, the closing work of Christ, our great High Priest,
in the heavenly Temple above. The decision i3 made in the
case of every person before Christ comes. This judgment
work oceupies a space of time, a period which i8 of vast mo-
ment to the race. 1t is every way fitting that the commence-
ment of this solemn judgment period should be known to the
humble, earnest ones who are preparing for Christ’s coming.
16 is announced by this first message. 8. D. Adventists believe
that the great advent proclamation of 1836 to 1844, which began
with William Miller and reached to the ends of the earth, be-
gan the fulfillment of this message. The second, as we have
seen, announced the fall of Babylon. Thethird brmgs to view
a people who keep the “commandments of God and the faith
of Jesus,” and contains a fearful threatening against the wor-
ship of “the beast.” This power is apostate in character,
though professedly Christian (2 Thess. 2 :3-8), persecuting
the saints of God, and one which has thought to change the
lavy of God. Dan, 7:25. 1f has ruled for ages, It is, in short,
the papacy. Inthe last days its work is to be fully exposed,
and all its corruptions of God’s truth to be avoided by his true
people, who shail be finally translated when Christ comes.
This message takes time todevelop and be fully consummated.
But it must be one of. vast importance to the human family.
S. D. Adventists beliove the light and truth contained in this
message they are now giving to the world,

But we are now speaking of the second message proclaim-
ing the fall of Babylon. Babylon is a symbol of great bodies
professedly religious in character. Commentators generally
agree in this. Tle meaning of the term Babylon is *‘ confu-
sion, mixture.” The term is purely distinetive, embracing the
great family of professedly Christian churches, commencing
with that of Rome, and including all others which have truth
and error mixed together, more or less, in their profession of
faith. Chapter 17 brings to view in symbolie prophecy a
woeman sitting upon a searlet-colored beast, gorgeously ar-
rayed, and drunken with the blood of saints, ‘T'his unmistakably
refers to the Chureh of Rome, and it is here distinctly named
“MYSTERY, BABYLON THE GREAT, THE MOTHER
t OF HARLOTS AND ABOMINATIONS OF THE EARTH.”
Here, certainly, is a family, a mother and daughters. The
latter must be those that came from the cominunion or body
of the former, and must certainly embrace churches which
are Protestant,

To prove that Adventists are not uncharitable in this view,
nor take a different one from eminent writers of other de-
nominations, we quote a few from the many testimonials we
might present, as follows:—

Lorenzo Dow* says of the Romish Church:—

¢ If she be the mother, who are the daughters? It must be
the corrupt, national, established churches that came out of
her.”—Dow’s Life, p. 542.

Says the Religious Encyeclopedia, art., Antichrist:—

“1f such persons are t0 be found in the mother of harlots,
with much less hesitation may it be inferred that they are
connected with her unchaste daughters, those national churches
which are founded upon what are called Protestant princi-
ples.””

The Tennessee Baptist saysi—

“This woman (popery) is called the mother of harlots and
abominations. Who are the daughters? 'The Lutheran, the
Presbyterian, and the Episcopalian ehurches are all branches
of the (Roman) Catholic.”

Dr. Guthrie, as quoted by the Watchman and Reflector,
the leading organ of the Baptist denominati®n, says :—

¢ Three hundred years ago, our church, with an open Bible
on her banner, and this motto, Search the Seriptures, on her
geroll, marched out from the gates of Rome,” and then sig-
nificantly adds, “ Did they come clean out of Babylon ?”

It will be seen that these, and we might quote many others,
take precisely the view we have indicated. There is no other
that can be taken consistent with the evident meauing of the
seripture. There Is no other termbut ¢ confusion " augd . miz-
ture” that would properly describe the great si 00d of
churches, quarreling with one another, filled with ;pridé and
vainglory, and having many doctrines differing fromone
another. If their condition is not that of * co’nfusion’" and
“mixture,” what is it? Their condition Is certainly much
different from what Christ indicated when he prayed that his
people might be one even as he and his Father were one.

Adventists, then, believe that thls great sisterhood of the
churches has been for ages properly represented by the hame
Babylon. But they also believe that when the precious truths
of the Reformation were proclaimed, when they came out from
the Roman Chureh, God blessed their proclamation by a won-
derful outpouring of his Spirit, and that the Protestant
churches, when they were humble, though they did not have
the whole truth in reference to his word, yet as they moved
out in light and truth, God’s blessing greatly rested upon them,
and their existence has been a wonderful blessing to mankind,
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But they believe when the last days were reached, and the
time came for the proclamation of the glerious truths of the
second advent of our Redeemer, if these bodies had listened
to it with respect, it would bave greatly benefited them. But
instead of this, as bodies they turned against the advent doc-
trine, and have been opposed to it ever since. They have taken
a worldly position, leading them toward the pleasures of this
sin-cursed earth, and are crying *“ Peace and safety,” while
god’s word plainly teaches that the end of all things is at
and,

When they took this position, and turned against the
truths of the Bible concerning the second advent of Christ, we
believe that a change came over them, and God has not been
with them since as before; that there has been agreat increase
of corruption, pride, vanity, and wickedness coming Into
their midst; that they are developing more and more into the
condition of a worldly church, instead of the church of our Lord
Jesus Christ; and that their condition is now very much like
that of the Jewish people when they turned against the truth
concerning Christ’s first advent. As a body the Lord was not
with them as before, and gradually they developed more and
more In the wrong direction until the judgments of God came
upon them in the destruction of Jerusalem. But we all know
that multitudes of pious, devoted Jews were to be found
among that people for years after Christ was erucified ; and
that the duty of searching for these and bringing the gospel
before them was ever prominent in the work of the apostle
Paul and others. These were gradually brought to see the
light of the gospel, and none of them were destroyed in the
destruction of Jerusalem.

So we believe in regard to the movement preparatory to
Christ’s second advent. While the tendency of the religious
bodies of Protestants is away from God’s truth toward world
liness, pride, etc., there are multitudes of exceilent, devoted,
noble-hearted Chiristians among them who are living up to all
the light they have, and are mourning over the sad state of the
cinurehes in the various communions of the Protestant world.
If this view be uncharitable, we must be set down as such.
We believe God has given special light to us as a people con-
cerning Christ’s second ailvent and the truths necessary to be
obeyed to prepare one for it. If we did not believe this, we
would dissolve as a people, and join the popular denomina-
tions around us, But believing that as the Bible plainly
teaches these truths, we must be true to our profession re-
gardless of fear or favor. Eld. Cauright would fainrepresent
us as an uncharitable, bigoted set because we believe as we
have stated. We utterly deny the charge, and propose to
show that many eminent writers and religious teacliers in the
Protestant cliurches themselves admit all we claim.

Howard Crosby says:—

“The church of God is to-day conrting the world. Itsmem-
bers are trying to bring it down to the level of the ungodly.
The-ball, the theater, nude and lewd art, social luxuries, with
all their loose moralities, are making inroads into the sacred
inclosure of the churchy and as a satisfaction for all this
worldliness, Christians are making a great deal of Lent and
Easter and churcl ornamentation, It is the old trick of Satan,
The Jewish Church struck on that rock; the Romish Church
was wrecked on the same; and the Protestant Church is fast
reaching the same doom.”

Bishop Pierce, in the “ New Book of Sermons,”” by twenty
leading Southern Methodist ministers, four o# them bishops
SAYS I —

“T'he Bible makes a broad distinetion between the chnrch
and the world. . . . Yet the vain, wicked, corrupting exper-
iment of harmonizing the two goes on, perhaps in no age of
the church more broadly and with less disguise than now, . . .
The process of amalgamation goes on almost without let or
hinderance.”

Says T. De Witt Talmage -~

1 simply state a fact when I say that in many places the
church is surrendering and the world is conquering. Where
there is one man brought into the kingdom of God through
Christian instrumentality, there are ten men dragged down by
dissipations, . . . Look abroad, and see the surrender, even
on the part of what pretend to be Christian churches, to Spir-
itualism and humanitarianism, and all the forms of devilism.
1f a man stand in his pulpit and say that unless you be born
again you will be lost, do not the tight kid gloves of the Chris-
tians, diamonds bursting through, go up to their forebeads in
humiliation and shame ? It is not elegant.

“There is a mighty host in the Christian church, positively
professing Christianity, who do not believe the Bible, out and
out, in and in, from the first word of the first verse of the first
chapter of the book of Genesis, down to the last word of
the last verse of the last chapter of the book of Revelation.
... Eternal God! What will this come to? I tell you
plainljgithat while here and there a regiment of the Chris-
tian soldiery is advancing, the church is falling back, for
the most part, and falling back, and falling back; and if
you do not come to complele rout, aye, to ghastly Bull
Run defeat, it will be because some individual churches
hurl themselves Lo the front, and ministers of Christ, tramp-
Iing on the favor of this world, and sacrificing everything,
shall snatch up the torn and shattered banner of Emmanuel,
and rush ahead, crying, On { on! this is no time to run; this
is the time to advance | ”

Says the Christion Union —

« Affiliation between the church and the theater is proceed-
ing, we should think, as rapidly as the most ardent advocate
of an alliance between them could reasonably desire,”

The North-Western Christian Advocate says:—

« “Itis of the utmost importance that this tide of trifling, and

amusement, and sin be stayed, or it will drown out the life of
the Christian church.” ’

The Examiner and Chronicle says:—

* When a man like Thomas Hood dares to say that as soon
as he hears aman is pious, he begins to suspect him,~—when lte
can say this, and not outrage the sense of the world by it, then
we begin to ask what kind of Christians our age of the world
has to show. For the insolence of the Sadducees will always
be found in near proportion to the indolence of the Chyistian,
Many a church of Christ at the present timie sits like Eli, with-
out courage to rebuke sin in its own members, yet trembling
for the ark of God.”

The report of the Michigan yearly conference, published in
the T'rue Wesleyan of Nov. 15, 1851, says:—

“Sins that would shock the moral sensibility of the heathen
go unrebuked in all the great denominations of our land.
These churches are like the Jewish Cliurch when the Saviour
exclaimed, ‘Woe unto you, seribes and Pharisees, hypo-
erites!’”

We could multiply tenfold these extracts from eminent
Protestants, to show the tecrible condition and tendencies of
thie Christian bodies of our world at the present time; but
perhaps these will be all we cant now give for want of space.
Fvery intelligent person knows that these statements are true.
Yet we are charged with great bigotry for stating these things.
Will Eld, Canright accuse these persons of great bigotry who
have made statements fully as strong as any that we have
made ? Every intelligent man knows that the statements we
have inserted above are true; that the Protéstant churches,
as this report of the True Wesleyan states, are repeating the
experience of the Jewish Church after rejecting the doctrine
of Christ’s first advent. We have page upon page of extracts
before us, from which we could present striking and powerful
pictures of the sing now being practiced by the ehurches; such
as church lotteries, gambling, grab-bags, dancing, card-play-
ing, ete.

It is a well-known fact that Governor Washburn, of Wis-
consin, in his public message to the legislature of that State,
expressed himself against the practices of the churches, and
charged them with being the nurseries of this pernicious spirit
of gambling, etc. Just think of it, kind reader, a church of
Jesus Christ rebuked by a politician before a legislature, for
gambling!

Hear what Mr, Moody said at Baltimore:—

‘ And there are your grab-bags—your grab-bags! There is
too much of this. Your fairs and your bazaars won’t do, and
your voting, your casting of ballots for the most popular man
or the most popular woman, just helping along their vanity.
It grieves the Spirit; it offends God. They have got so far
now that for twenty-five cents young men can come in and
kiss the handsomest woman in the room, Think of this !
Look at the echnreh lotterjes going on in New York! -Before
God I would rather preach inn any barn, or in the most miscr-
able hovel on earth, than within the walls of a church paid for
in such a way. What is the use of going to a gambling den
when you can have a game of grab with alady fora partner ?”

The utterances of the Rev. C. H. Spurgeon, the most em-
inent Baptist divine in the world, are particularly pertinent
in this connection., Mr. Spurgeon has quite recently with-
drawn from the English Baptist Union, and here are his
views with regard to the condition of affairs in the churches:—

‘ A new religion has been initiated [in the Baptist clhirches],
which is no more Christianity than chalk is cheese. And this
retigion, being destitute of moral lonesty, palms itself off as
the old fajth with slight improvements, and on this plea
usurps pulpits which were erected for gospel preaching. The
atonement is scouted, the inspiration of Seripture is derided,
. . . the punishment of sin is turned into fiction, and the res-
urrection into a myth ; and yet these enemies of our faitl: ex-
pect us to call them brethren, and maintain a eonfederacy with
them !

“ At the back of doctrinal falsehood comes a natural decline
of spiritual life, evidenced by a taste for questionable amuse-
ments, and a weariness of devotional meetings. . . .,

“The case is mournful. Certain ministers are making in-
fidels., Avowed atheists are not a tenthas dangerous as those
preachers who scatter doubt and stab at faith. A plain man
told us the other day that two ministers had derided him be-
cause he thought we should pray for rain. A gracious woman
bemoaned in my presence that a precious promise in Isaiah
which had comforted her had been declared by her minister
to be uninspired. Itis a common thing to hear working-men
excuse their wickedness by the statement that there is no hell
—the parson says so.”

We will give onemore extract on this painfully unpleasant
subject, It is from the Watchman and Reflector, the leading
paper of the Baptist denomination :—

‘“ A member of a church went to his pastor and enireated his
intercession with his favorite son, who had become ruinously
addicted to the vice of gambling. The pastor consented, and
seeking the young man, found him in his chamber. He com-
menced his lecture; but before he concluded, the young man
lald his hand upon his arm and drew his attention to a pile of
splendid volumes that stood upon the table. ‘ Well,’ said the
young man, ‘ these volumes were won by me at a fair given in
your church; they were my first venture; but for that lottery,
under the patronage of a Christian chureh, I should never
have hecome a gambler.””’

We well know that there are pious, devoted people in the
churches, who look upon these practices with all the abhorrence
that we do. But we know at the same tinte that they are not
sufficiently strong to check these wicked piactices thas are

sanctioned by the leading meuibers of the popular ehurches.
11 there is an influence in the chureh which is sufficient to meet
these things, why are they permitted to exist year after year,
and thus continue to depart from the principles of Christianity
as taught by our Redeemer more and more ? These things, as
we have said, show that these churches, ag bodies, have fallen,
and that corruption is rapidly gaining possession of them;
but we believe that God has a truth in the earth with which to
call his people out from such corruption.

Will Eld. Canright hold up these whom we have quoted as
uncliaritable? e has tried to make it appear that the Sev-
enth-day Adventists generally are unjust and unchristian; but
has he found any statements which we have ever made
stronger than those made by popular elergymen? The evi-
dence is overwheiming to prove that the statements we have
advanced concerning the religious bodies of the present day
are correct. And he knows they are true. The fact is, the
whole tendency of popular Christianity at the present time is
worldly, and the ambition of the churcl is to bea great power
in the world, and to rule over the nations,—very much as the
Jews hoped that the Messiah would come and place them over
all the nations of the carth.  T'his was why they rejected Jeosus
at his first advent. They did not love the humble, self-deny--
ing doctrines which he taught. They had no interest in labor-
ing for that salvation which he setb before them. Their desire
was to be among the great, proud, rich, and influential of the
earth; heuce they rejected the lowly Galilean—the Man of
sorrows. They never would have him to reign over them. It
is much the same to-day in the religious bodies of the world;
they are eourting the world, and the world is courting them,
until there is very little difference between them,

In saying this we do not deny bul that thete are many good
things favored by the churches; bulthere are many Unitarians
and Universalists and'skepties and unbelievers who are just
as much in favor of morality and good government as the
churchesthemselves, Asthe greatcommentator, Albert Barnes,
declared years ago, the churches were for a long time the bul-
warks of slavery. They have not led in the veforms of the
day, more than others, Many of the most eminent philan-
thropists for the past fifty years were not members of the
orthodox churches. And yet there are large numbers of most
excellent, devoted people who are menibers of these churches.
We make these statements to show that the badge of church
membership is not a distinguishing mark of morality or re-
form. These are facts which every infelligent person under-
stands. Seventh-day Adventists fecl that they have a special
work to warn the world of Christ’s coming and prepare a
pure, holy people for that event. Of course, holding these
views of popular Christianity, and like honest men proclaim-
ing them at proper times, leave them without the sanction of
these popular bodies., We expeet to meet opposition every-
where we go. As far as they do right, we wish them God-
speed. In everything good whiech they teach, we are in hearty
sympathy, We venhuie Thé assertion That there is ot clurch -
in the land in which so Jarge a per cent of its membership fa-
vor temperance and prohibition and vote for fhem, as among
Seventh-day Adventists. As a body they were unanimously
opposed to slavery in the days of its supremacy, and we claim
that there is not a single true veform agitating the public
mind with which we are notin hearty sympathy. Yet of course,
being comparatively a small people, and having a great work
to do in proclaiming doctrines which we consider important
for the benefit of our fellow-men, we cannot scatter our efforts,
and make specialties of things outside ot the one great object
which has given us an existence—a proctamation to prepare a
people for the coming of Christ. These are the positions we
hold. We believe before God they are right and true.

@ 1 B.

MRS. WHITE AND HER WORK.

CONNECTED with the Seventh-day Adventist movement
from the beginuing there has been onée by whom this people
believe that God has been pleased to reveal many things
through vision. There has been no effort to conceal this
work, but, on the contrary, the books seiting it forth have
gone everywhere in the front rank with other books. They
have been openty adverlised for sale to all purchasers, and all
liave been publicly invited to examine the matter for them-
selves., .

The fact that a woman, a public and prominent laborer in
this cause, has visions, is considered a spleudid point of attack
by the enemies of this work, and the mad-dog cry i3 imme-
diately started—Jezebel,” “sorcery,” “Swedenborgianism,”
“Shakerism,” ‘“Mormonism,” ete. Eld. Canright, having
now determined to tear down the cause he lhas labored for
years to build up, starts out ou the same line of policy, joins
this unwortlly crowd, and commences his attacks upon Mrs,
White,

What reason have these people for making her the object of
so much venom and vilification >—Noue whatever, Person-
ally she has never done them an injury, nor given thiem any
cause of complaint. She has adheredsteadily to the work to
which she believes the Lord hias called her, laboring to clear
Ler soul from every shadow of unfaithfulness, by earnestly
warning against every siu, and exborting all to the work of
thorough repentauce and the practice of every Christian virtne;
and not once since the commencement of her work, has
she deigned to step down into the arena to dabble with the
floods of misrepresentation that have been poured out after
her, nor to enter into personal controversy with any of her
defamers. TFor the sake of truth and justice, however, oth-
ers have seen fit from time to time to pay a little attention to
these things, as on the preseut occasion,

‘The first attempi made is to represelit ns as holding the
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visions in a manner to supersede the Bible. Thus Eld. C.
Says ;—

“Mrs, E. G. White, wife of the late Eid. White, leader of
the Seventh-day Adventists, claims to be divinely inspired as
were the prophets of the Bible. This claim is accepted by
the whole denomination. They defend her inspiration as
earnestly as they do that of the Bible.”” * Among themselves
they quote her as we do Paul.” “Thus they have another
Bible, just the same as the Mormons do.” And Mr. Morton
says: ‘““1f the apostles contradict her ‘visions’ and ‘Testi-
monies,” 40 much the worse for the apostles!”

All these utterances are designed to convey the impression
that we place the visions of sister White on a level with, or
even above, the Bible; and that, as Mx. Morton says, if the
writings of the apostles did not agree with her views, we
would discard the declarations of the apostles, and receive her
testimonies in preference thereto. We indignantly repel all
such insinuations, These things have been reiterated long
enough, Let a single line from any of our published works
be produced, if it can be found, sustaining any such view. If
it cannot be found, will they cease the calumniation? This,
surely, is a reasonable challenge.

Is it necessary that we state our position again ? We stand
on the great Profestant platform that “the Bible and the
Bible alone” is our rule of faith and practice. We believe
that God by his grace and his providence has given existence
to the book we call “the Bible” as a revelation of his will to
man; that holy men wrote it, as God spoke to them face to
face, or moved upon them by the Holy Spirit, or revealed
truths to them in visions or dreams, or by the influence of his
Spirit called. up to unerring remembrance experiences through
which they had passed; that thereby we have 2 volume com-
posed of the Old and New Testaments, which God calis his
“two witnesses” (Rev. 11:8); that this volume is complete
in itself, and is to have nothing taken from it nor added to it;
and that this is set forth as the standard and test of all moral
teaching, all spiritual exercises, and all revelation purporting
to be either human or divine. The skeptic would call this
a very fanatical view of the Seriptures; but so we hold
nevertheless.

* But these Scriptures make provision forithe operation of
the Holy Spirit, not only in ordinary, but in extraordinary
methods in the church to the end of time. These latter are
explicitly enminerated in 1 Corinthians 12 and Ephesians 4.
They have been expressly *set in the church.” 1 Cor. 12:28,
Prophecies of their especial revival in the last days, are numer-
ous. See Joel 2:28; Aets 2:17; 1 Cor. 1:7; Rev. 12:17; ete.
Among these is expressly mentioned the g™ of “prophecy ”
(1 Cor. 12:4, 10; 13:2); and in Joel’s prophecy of the opera-
tion of the Spirit In the last days, * prophesying, seeing vis-
ions, and dreaming dreams” are particularly mentioned,
showing that the gift of propheecy is to be manifested through
vision, But what was given in this way would not constitute
anotiter Bible nor an addition to the Bible, The gifts were in
general operation in the days of the apostles: But when Paul
said that *all Seripture is given by inspiration of God,” there
is no evidence that he referred to the work of the four daugh-
ters of Philip, the evangelist, *“ which did prophesy” (Acts
21 1 9), nor of Philip when an angel of the Lord spoke to hiim,
and instrueted him to go toward the south, where he met the
Ethiopian eunuch (Acts 8:26), nor of Cornelius when he was
instructed in vision by an angel to send for Peter (Acts
10:8), nor of those who came down from Jerusalem to An-
tioch (Acts 11:27), nor of Agabus who bound himself with
Paul’s girdle, and declared, “through the Holy Ghost,” that
thus the owner of the girdle shouild be bound at Jerusalem.
Aects 21:11, Nor has *‘the abundance of the revelations”
with which Paul was favored (2 Cor, 12:7), been incorporated
into the book known as “ the volume of inspiration.” They
probably related more to the local duties and necessities of
those times. But in all these instances, as well as those men-
tioned above, God was imparting instruction to his people by
bis Holy Spirit; though it was not designed to enter into that
volume which he was preparing for the world as a general
revelation of his will.
{4 In saying this, we detract in no jot or tittle from the sacred-

" ness or importance of the gift of prophecy in the chureh, nor

of our obligation to be instructed thereby. When a manifesta-
tion is given, and, being tested by the Scriptures, is found in

- the circumstances of its giving, its nature, and its tendency,

to be a genuine operation of the Spirit, we would submit to
any candid person to say how it should be regarded. It comes
to us as a divine message; it is “‘a ray of light from the
throne?”; it is instruction by the Holy Spirit; and to resist it,
knowingly, is to resist the Spirit, as did the Jews to whom
“Ye stiff-necked and uncireumcised in heart
and ears, ye do always resist the Holy Ghost: as your iathers
diq, so do ye.”” Acts 7:51.77

The manifestation of the gift of prophecy, ordinarily, ac-
cording to the cases referred to, involves a vision; and a vis-
ion involves the agency of angels, as *“He saw in vision . . .
an angel of God eoming in to him,” ele. Acts 10:3. The
one in vision talks with the angel, and receives instruction
from him. So Paul, in vision, was caught up into the third
heaven, into paradise, evidently into the presence of God, and
heard words not possible to be expressed in human speech (2
Cor. 12:1-4, margin); and when a person under such cireun-
stances receives a message from the Lord to be imparted to
men, could he, or she, say anything less than that it was a
message from the .Lord, and whatever treatment they ae-
corded to it, it was to the Lord and not to her? In so saying
she does not *“ vault herself right into the place of God him-
seif,” as is *‘ slanderously reported.” Rom. 3:8; Advocate,
Oct. 8, 1887. 1If, to illustrate, the President of the United
States shonld send a message by a courier to the collector of
customs at New York, and the courier should tell the collector

that it was a message from the President, and that as he
treated it, so he would be treating the President, would he
thereby “vaunlt himself right into” the presidential chair?
Nonsense !

And the angelic agency may be the same that was em-
ployed in the visions of Daniel and John, Joha says: * And
I fell at his [the angel’s] feet to worship him. And he said
unto me: ., Iam thy fellow-servant, and [the fellow-servant] of
thy brethren that have the testimony of Jesus: worship God;
for the testimony of Jesus is the spirit of prophecy.” The
“spirit of prophecy ”” must be the same as ** the gift of proph-
ecy,” even if we read it, ‘““spirit of the prophecy,” as some
prefer. Then the language of this angel would imply that he
had charge of the gift of prophecy, or was the one particularly
concerned in the manifestation of that gift; and that, as he
was the one then present with Jolm, he would be the one
present with those who had in exercise the gift of prophecy.
This angel can easily be identified with the one through
whom Daniel received communications,

And the operation of the gift of prophecy, the “seeing vis-
ions,” aceording t« the prophecy of the last days, may be in
circumstance and manner, almost if not quite identical with
those of the visions given in the times of both Daniel and
Jobn. At any rate, tie condition of sister White in vision
corresponds exactly with that of Daniel and John, as they
have themselves described it. See Daniel 8:27; 10 :8-17;
Rev.1:17.

But now Eld. Ca.nrlght; comes forth in the rdle of a medical
exaniiner, and pronou:. 1Y ister White’s visions the resuit
of catalepsy, hystena. ann x .asyl On the same ground we
may decide that Dani+l and John had some wonderful cata-
leptic fits; for the conditions are the smne. Does he know that
in this cavil he is following in the footsteps of skepties who
bring the same obje {ion against the visions and the revela-
tions of the Scriptur -« themselves, that is, that they are the
result of diseased bo ocs and disordered imaginations? But
such is the fact, as noticed by Dr, Geikie. Let us see how we
could ever have a fuititiinent of Joel’s prophecy on this hy-
pothesis, “I will poui out my Spirit,” says the Lord, “upon
all flesh, and yonr sons and your daughters shall proph-
esy.” The time arrives, the Spirit is poured out, and some
daughter in Israel begins to have visions. Of course the truth
lias its enemies, and especially every manifestation of the
Spirit meets with violent opposition. And as the conditions
of one in vision become manifest—suspension of all external
senses, no strength, no breath, uneonsciousness to all earthly
scenes, as seen in all true visions according to the Scripture
narratives—they cry out, “Oh!l no vision! no fulfillment of
prophecy | cataleptic fit1”?

We shall not atitempt to follow our new doctor into all the
profundity of this medical science, but may be allowed to refer
to a fact or two which are within the comprehension of
common people. Websier quotes Dunglison as his best au-
thority on medical questions; and inder * catalepsy” hesays:
“(Med.) A sudden suspension of the action of the senses and
of volition, the body and limbs preserving the position given
them, while the action of the heart and lungs continues.—
Dunglison.” Butin the case of sister White, the body and
limbs do not preserve the position given them, do not retain
a fixed position, but she makes such calm and graceful gest-
ures as the nature of the scene before her suggests; and the
action of the lungs does not continue. So there cannot be
much catalepsy here. Under ‘“hysteria” he says: *(Med.)
A species of neurosis or nervous affection, generally ocewrring
in paroxysms, the principal characteristics of whieh consist
in alternate fits of laughing and crying, with a sensation as if
a ball . . . proceeded through the stomach, chest, and neck,
producing a sense of strangulation. Xt is sometimes attended
with econvulsions, and is variable as to the time of attacking
a person.—Dunglison.” Wonderfully like sister White when
in vision, isn’t it, as those can testify who have witnessed
it! It is enough to give a man catalepsy, hysteria, and every-
thing else, to hear such things applied to her. Such a won-
derful case of catalepsy ought to engage the attention of the
medical fraternity throughout the United States.

We cannot dwell longer upon this part of the subject. In
his closing article in the Adwocate, he devotes a portion of the
‘space to ‘“ Mrs, White’s Mistakes;” and in a few words re-
specting these, the reader may be interested.

1. The old shut-door hobgoblin is again thrust forward. As
the first mistake, it is charged upon her that she saw in vision
that there was no more salvation for sinners after 1844. This
we deny in toto. See explanations in another column and in
different numbers of the REVIEW, and other works, especially
in * Early Writings.”

2. She represeuts that there will be slaves when Jesus
comes; but there are now no slaves. Hence there is liere a
great mistake. Is any one able to predict to a certainty that
there wili be no slaves when Christ appears? Not only is the
vision involved in this matter, but Rev. 6:14-17, as well.
That speaks of * free men” and ‘“‘bondmen” together, when
the great day of wrath comes. Rev. 18: 13 alsospeaks of slaves
as a part of the merchandise of great Babylon, at the time of
ner destruction. We know that political and social chaos is
before this nation, and who can tell to what lengths the bad
traits of men will then carry them? 1Lt is altogetlier too soon
to predicate a failure on this point,

3, ‘““Nations angry ” thirty-eight years ago. He thinks * it
takes them a long time to get fighting mad.” The anger of
the nations began with the great revolution of 1848, They
have been *fighting mad” muech of the time since; but the
winds have been held. Rev, 7: L

4,5 and 6. ‘*Some looking too far off for the coming of the
Lord.” *“Time for Jesus to be in the most holy place nearly
finished.” “A few months only [left] in1849.” Seeall these
fully explained in * Answers to Objections to the Visions.”

7. **She broke the Sabbath for eleven years.,” All she saw
upon the subject was, that the Sabbath commenced at ** even,”
Astronomical and nautical science was allowed to fix *even”
at 6 o’clock, till a further examination showed that the Bible
will admit of no other definition of *“even” for the com-
mencement of the day but sunset, This shows the danger of
letting *‘science ”” govern Biblical questions.

8. Immediate destruction predicted to men who have left
them. The mistake the objector makes here is in supposing
that she refers to their  destruction”; whereas she refers
only to their going so far from the truth as to preclude their
retien. And no believer will deny this,

9. Under this head mention is made of ‘the rebeliion,”
“slavery,” “conduct of thewar,” “interference of England,”
“fall of our nation,” and the “seeming impossibility for slav-
ery to be done away.” ‘It seemed impossible,” she says,
for the war to be conducted successfully, and for slavery to
be done away. This does not say that either of these things
would not be, but speaks only of the outlook at a certain time.
Much of that vision relates to the future. And when the
*time of trouble such as never was since there was a nation”
comes, when Michael stands up, that is, when the king-
dom of Christ bheging (Dan. 12:1), who can predict what
changes will oceur? It is too soon yet to decide that question.

These are all the points which he thinks worth while to
bring before the readers of the Advocate; but he promises a
forth-coming book, by which we presume he designs to sweep
away clean everything which his articles have left. It will
receive due attention, if thought worthy of it, when it ap-
pears, . 8.

ELD. CANRIGHT’S TREATMENT OF ELD. AND
MRS. WHITE.

INGRATITUDE to those who have shown us much love and
maity acts of kindness, is never commendable. Repaying such
acts of favor with bitterness and misrepresentation is still
worse. And worst of all do such things appear when we
abuse the reputation of those who have treated us with special
affection, after they have gone to the silent grave and cannot
answer for themselves. We dislike to use language that
would fitly characterize such conduct in the case of Eld. Can-
right.  We could hardly have believed he would ever descend
s0 Jow in his treatment of S. D. Adventists as to invade the
cemetery, and dig up the dust and bones, figuratively spealk-
ing, of the honored ploneer of this denomination—the la-
mented Eld. James White, who for some six years has been
peacefully sleeping from his ardent and saerificing labors.
The honor (?) of doing such work, so far as we have knowl-
edge, since the old veteran’s death, belongs wholly to Eld. C.
He is entitled to all its benefits,. We know of none who will
desire to share it with him save the Christian (?) Oracle, of
Des Moines, lowa, which furnished him a fitting channet
through which to pour out this stream of gall and bitterness
upon the tomb, The fountain and channel are mutually-ap-
propriate ta each other, We quote from this paper s issue of
August 14, 1887, from Eld. C.:—

“ My first doubts were aroused by the tyraunical, domineer-
ing course of Eld. James White. 'I'ime and again I have seen
a whole Conference sit for hours like whipped dogs, and take
the most terrible denuneciations from him. It made my blood
boil; yet, like a coward, with the rest I dared not say a word,
though we all knew it was unjust. As Mrs. White upheld
him, generally, it ied me to doubt her inspiration and the
whole doctrine,”

“Tn 1873 I spent a few weeks with Eld. White in Colorado.
\We had an oren rupture, followed by a scathing * testimony’
from Mys. White, which 1 knew {0 be untrile in many re-
spects.”

“ But we soon made up, and I went on all right for years,
with only a slight brush with Eld. White once or twice. But
that was nothing peculiar to me, for there was not a leading
man in the whole ranks with whom he did not some timehave
a quarrel, the same as with me. If there is such & man, let
him speak out.”

“Under date of Battle Creek, Mich., July 18, 1881, just a
few weeks before he died, Eld. White wrote me thus: ‘I have
repeatedly abused you, and if you go to destriietion, where
many, to say the least, are willing you shouid go, I Should
ever feel 1 bad taken part in your destruction. . . . I do not
see how any man can labor with me. . . . Forgive my mis-
takes, and believe me when I say that every part of your long
letter seews just and right.” Kld, White was a strong man,
with some excellent qualities, and some very objectionable
ones. Such humble confessions made to me by Eld, White,
time and again, held me with them, when in my better judg-
ment I knew things were not right.”

These efforts to present the lamented Eld, White as a ty-
rant, domineering over everything, quarreling with all hisfel-
low-laborers, dealing out * tervible denunciations”” right and
left, and putting the whole denomination in terror, so that a
whole Conference has sat ‘‘for hours like whipped dogs,”
Eld. Canright may think is a very creditable perforinance on
his part. It shows the spirit and taste of the man when left
to manifest his more unamiable traits, his coarser qualities,
when driven on by that spirit which seems to take possession
of those who give up God's truth. In other days hic had friends
to connsel with him, and save him from making an exposure
of these unlovely qualities. But as he has cast these aside,
he seems to have found none to fill their place. We pity him,
and would advise his orthodox friends to step in and, if possi-
ble, save him from himself. Teach him that whieh we sup-
posed all persons of good breeding knew, to speak decently,
at least, of the dead.
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But in reference to Eld, White, we, as one of many who ever
expect to revere his memory, denounce as a gross misrepre-
sentation these statements. It isanythingbuta correct deline-
ation of Eld. White’s character and public life. He was nota
quatrelsome man in any such sense as this term is usually un-
derstood. He was a man of strong feelings, very energetic,
firm as a rock for what he thought was right, and one who
dared to speak his mind when he thought duty required it. He
was not turned aside easily in efforts he considered necessary
for the good ot the cause; and if his brethren stood in the
way of such moves, he expressed his mind plainly concerning
their attitude. These gualities sometimes brought unpleasant
things into public meetings, which were a source of sorrow to
him and to others. IIe was a man of great forethought and
ability to plan and execute, and was generally right in his
plans and undertakings. But he was human, and conse-
quently erring, as humanity always is, and sometimes made
mistakes. But, as Fld. Canright is constrained to say, wlien
he saw he was wrong, he was free to admit it and acknowl-
edge it, even publicly. He was one of the noblest-hearted,
most generous men in many things, I ever met, and as such
had the confidence of our people and multitudes of friends
who will ever revere his memory. Eld. White carried the
heaviest kind of a burden in leading out, with his wife, in the
early days of this movement. He had many hard and thank-
less duties to do, which wore upon his spirits and aged him
prematurely. He had as many as four distinet shocks of pa-
ralysis, some of them so severe that his life was despaired of,
and he came very near the brink of the grave. His friends
could but notice the effect of these and the wear and tear of
hard labor upon his nervous system, in his later years.
These things made him appear at times at a disadvantage.
He got the reputation, with some persons of little consider-
ation, of being irritable. Bnt most of our brethren had sense
and religion enough to make allowance for the old, stanch,
varnest captain, fighting his Master’s battles, who was so se-
verely worn, and they did not store away every little incident
which might for the time being seem a little unpleasant, to
rankle in the heart, to bring out on a favorable oceasfon with
which to demean his memory, They have a high respect for
him as & noble veteran in the cause of God. The citizens of
Battle Creek, and many prominent men of the State of Mich-
igan who knew him, had a high regard for him. Ina volume
giving the biographies of leading men of Michigan who have
left honored names because of their enterprise, abilify, and
sterling qualities, Eld. White hasa very favorable place.

The writer had a long and intimate acquaintance with him,
and for many years was associated with him in labor, and
sometimes we did not agree, and unpleasant things occurred.
Yet I never saw the day but that I had a high regard for him
as a man of many noble qualitles, as an earnest Christian
and God forbid that I should ever follow Eld. Canright's
course in publishing to the world such statements as he has
made! B

The fact is, Eld. White showed a special interest for Eld.
C. He gave him a Bible and a pair of charts, and encouraged
him to go into the ministry when he was little known among
our people. He often took him to his house and treated him
like a son. No doubt he did reprove him at times, and who
shall say he did n’t need it? Eld. C. appeared to think much
of him. A little while before his death, when Eld. C. mar-
ried hig present wife, Eld. White' was the man who was
wanted to “ tie the knot.”” In the very words Eld. Canright
quotes from his private letters just before his death, Eld. W.
writes a tender confession to him, His heart was generous
to a fault when he thought he had done a person a wrong.
He is represented as asking Eld. C. to forgive his faults and
mistakes. Eld. C. himself says, ‘He humbly owned up 2ll
I claimed with regard to his course,” And now, kind reader,
what do you think of the course Eld. Canright has pursued
toward one who had treated him in such a way, and man-
ifested toward him just before-his death such & humble,
Christian spirit? Do you think you would publish him to
the world as a tyrant, quarrelsome, domineering, ill-tempered,
lording it over God’s heritage? Can you see anything to ad-
mire in such a course in the man who writes it or the paper
which publishes it? We leave you to answer. These things
would never have been done but for a miserable, vindic-
tive, unchristian spirit cherished in the heart against the peo-
ple from whom he has turned away.

‘We now notice his treatment of Mrs, White, who still lives,
In regard to her he blows cold and hot by turns. At times
she is one of the most devoted persons on earth, an earnest
Christian, honest, benevolent, pure-minded, working unself-
ishiy for humanity, & friend of the poor, and worthy of the
highest respect. Then again she is an oppressor, a fanatic
who never ought to be permitted fo speak ina Christian pulpit,
one who deceives the people, whom he compares to Mo-
hammed, Joe Smith, Ann Lee, ete,, ete.

To a common person not given to lofty tumbling or the sci-
ence of the acrobat, these two positions would seem irrecon-
cilable. But lest the reader will think we misrepresent, we
will quote from the Elder. In one of his public efforts * ex-
posing” Adventism, in Otsego, Mich., last summer, Eld. W,
C. Gage, of Battle Creek, Mlch., was present. He testifies as
follows concerning the Elder’s statements about Mrs. White:
«He said the question would very naturaily be asked if Mrs,
‘White was a fraud or a bad woman, He was ready to reply
at once that she was not; that she was as good a woman as
he knew. Her piety was unquestioned, and as to ability he
said there was not one woman in a thousand who was equal
to her in point of natural ability and that whieh is acquired
by cultivation. He said he had lived in her house and there-
fore was well acquainted with her. She was a kind-hearted
woman, philanthropic, charitable, and gentle in her life, and
ever evinced a great love for humanity. He stated that she

was doubtless honest in supposing she had revelations frovm/,
God, and really thought they came from that source, when ing
reality they were hallucinations of her own mind.” .

These statements of Eld. Gage are not given as the exact
words he used, but express the substance of what he said
concerning her character. They are literally true, as thou-
sands of people not of our faith are willing to testify where
she is known best. That Eld. C. should say so in view of his
present feelings toward her, is positive proof of his knowl-
edge that her character is unassailable. Xe would not be
likely to say so in the presence of a public congregation,
when he was about to ridicule her as he did, and do what he
could to break down confidence in her work, unless she was
generally known to be a woman of true excellence and
Christian integrity. The favorable testimony of an enemy
is the highest kind of evidence. And now let us hear on the
other side of this question:~—

‘A people are to be pitied who are so narrow and bigoted
that they cannot allow any one to be a Christian or even hon-
est who does not see things just as they do. That is one of
the worst features of Seventh-day Adventism. They get this
from Mrs. White, who condeing everybody that dares to re-
ject her testimonies. 1 know that this is so.”—Canright in
Christian Oracle of Aug. 4, 1887,

This statement as to S. D. Adventists and Mys. White I
know to be utterly untrue. There are thousands all around
us not of our faith whom our people believe to be as honest
Christians as ourselves, and Eid. C. knows it. Why do we
not stop all our efforts to reach men who do not believe with
us, if we think they are all dishonest? This is one of those
extravagaint statements the Elder so often makes. Mrs.
White is one of the last persons to condemn those who do not
embrace her testimonies. She always counsels the people
to leave them perfectly free to investigate and decide for
themselves, without bringing any pressure upon them. She
doss speak, however, against those who have believed them
and known of them for years, who go out and misrepresent
her and her work. But how can Mrs. White be at the same
time such a pious, kind-hearted, devoted person, and yet so
bigoted and unjust as to * condemn everybody ”” who dares to
reject her testimonies? This is a conundrum we leave the
Elder to solve.

In the Michigan Christian Advocate of Oct. 13, 1887, he
shows his high appreciation of Mrs. White by comparing her
with Ann Lee, Joseph Smith, Joanna Southeott, and others;
and the work of S. D. Adventists with that of the Shakers,
the Mormons, and the followers of Mrs. Southeott. The com-
parison, in his judgment, seems greatly in favor of those im-
postors and fanatics, as he believes them all to be; while Mrs.
Whife and the poor Adventists are far behind them in real
success and spiritual power. Speaking of the Southcott
movement, he says: “The present Seventh-day Adventist
move is smail and feeble compared to that. After forty-three
years’ effort they number less thai one third as many.”
Speaking of the inspiration of the Mormons, he says: ‘‘The
proof of their inspiration beats Mrs. White’s all to pieces. . . .
They have increased ten times as fast as the Adventists.”
Writing of Ann Lee, he says: *She exceeds Mrs. White in
this line” ( purity and holiness) ‘‘so that ‘Shaker’ has be-
come a synonym for honesty.” The despised Adventists,
yon see, are nowhere compared with those fanaties, This is
from the man who stayed with them *twenty-eight years,”
and was so eminent among them, and felt so badly when he
had to leave all his old friends! It almost killed the poor fel-
low to leave the society of such a set of narrow-minded fa-
natics! What a commentary on the Elder’s religious training!
And he tells us, “Since I was converted among the Method-
ists, thirty years ago, I have never once backslidden nor ceased
an active Christian life either in private or public.” Strange
how he could keep his piety so immaculate in such a society
that was really worse off than the Mormons and Shakers!

But to show his opinion of Mrs. White and her work, we
will introduce the comparison he makes between her and her
work and people, and Mrs. Southcott and her work. He
says: “This movement, occurring only thirty years before
Mrs. White’s work, was almost exactly like the present Sev-
enth-day Adventist move. An illiterate woman is the leader.
She has visions, writes numerous pamphlets and revelations,
predicts the speedy advent of Christ, and says the Jewish
Sabbath must be kept,” ete. Then in another place he
speaks of Mrs. Southeott : * She regarded herself as the bride
of the Lamb, and declared herself, when sixty-four years of
age, pregnant with the true Messiah, the ‘second Shiloh,’
whom she would bear Oect. 19, 1814, She surrounded herself
with prophets, and in order to prepare herself for the new
dispensation ordered the strictest observance of the Jewish
Sabbath. A. costly cradle was kept in readiness for the recep-
tion of the Messiah, and for a long time she waited for his
birth. At last & supposititiousichild was declared to be he.
But the fraud was detected.”

And this was the movement which the Elder declares over
his own name * was almost exactly like the present Seventh-
day Adventistmovement.” Andthis is thekind of an impres-
sion he is trying to give the world, of the people he has so
thoroughly known for “ twenty-eight years.” He has been in
the mill, and “knows all about them.” What conelusion
could strangers to our faith draw concerning Mrs. White and
S. D. Adventists from such language? * Almost exactly
alike.” 'Think of i, candid reader. Here was a woman
who made the most ridieulous prediction possible, and tried
her best to palm off a fraud to carry out her deceptions, and
yet her work and that of Mrs. White are “almost exactly
alike,” the difference being that the latfer is really insignifi-
cant compared with that of Southeott! And yet in another
place Mrs. White is an * honest, devoted Christian,” one of
the best he ever knew. What sortof wine of “ Babylon” has

our old acquaintance, D. M. C., been drinking sinee he left us,
o 1 “this mind is so disordered ? Yet he wonders we don’t feel

e $-rfectly placid while he is “conscientiously ”” doing his duty

to the world by making such statements and showing up our
* fanatical ” character.

We now present statements made by liim concerning Mrs.
White, in a handbill, in the city of Grand Rapids, Mich., when
we were holding our camp-meeting there the last of Septem-
ber, 1887, His agents were sent upon the ground with thou-
sands of these to eirculate among the crowds on his “Sunday
Lord’s day,” his new sacred day. This attack upon Mrs.
White was wholly unprovoked by her.

He commences his attack upon her by this heading :—

“Mrs. E. G. White to the Professed Christian Churches
in Grand Rapids,” and continues by quoting out of their
connection sentences from her writings which he thinks he
can make appear most objectionable. We give several speci-
niens, as follows :—

‘T saw the state of the different churches since the second
angel proclaimed their fall. [1844.] They have been growing
more and more corrupt; yet they bear the name of being
Christ’s followers. It is impossible to distinguish them from
the world. Their ministers take their texts from the word,
but preach smooth things. . . . Satan has taken full possession
of the chiurches as a body. The sayings and doings of men
are dwelt upon instead of the plain, cutting truths of the word
of God. . . . They are Satan’s own faithful servants, notwith-
standing they have assumed another name. I saw that since
Jesus had left the holy place of the heavenly Sanctuary
[1844], and had entered within the second vail, the churches
were left as wers the Jews; and they have been filling up
with every unclean and hateful bird. I saw great iniquity
and vileness in the echurches; yet they profess to be Chils-
tians, Their professions, their prayers, and their exhortations
are an abomination in the sight of God. Said the angel, God
will not dwell in their assemblies, Selfishness, fraud, and de-
ceit are practiced by them without the reprovings of con-
science. And over all these evll traits they throw the cloak
of religion. ... -Jesus and the angel look upon them in
anger. Said the angel, Theirsins and their pride have reached
unto heaven. Their portion is prepared. Justice and judg-
ment have slumbered long, but will soon awake.’—Spirttual
GHifts, vol. 1, pp. 189, 190, by

“MRS. E. G. WHITE, prophetess.

“The above quotations from Mrs, White show her attitude
and that of her people toward all other churches and Chris-
tians. Every intelligent man knows it is an outrageous slan-
der upon the Christian churehes and Christian people of the
land. If she had said that some bad men ereep into churches
and some churches tolerate them, it would do; but she makes
the sweeping statement that * Satamn has taken full posses-
sion of the churches as a body,’ and that they ‘are filled
with fornication and adultery, crime and Tufdér.” Is fhis -
true? Is it anywhere near true? Is it not shamefully false?
If these things were generally known, they would justly shut
her out of every pulpit in the land.

“The people are invited to hear her at the camp-ground.
Will they hear anything like that >—No, indeed. Her words
will be smoother than oil. These statements are made for
her people to read. Scores of copies of them will be sold on
the ground. 1f it is said that these quotations are garbled,
let the books be called for and read. In public she preaches
finely on popular subjects, as temperance, conversion, etc.;
but to her people, writes as above. I have been through the
mill, and know ‘the true inwardness’ of it. I repeat that she
rules that people with a rod of iron, and meddles with the
most private affairs of families and individuals.”

That the reader may appreciate the animus of this attack,
let him take in the situation. Mrs, White was a total stranger
in Grand Rapids. She came there to talk wholly on religious
themes, and benefit the people by teaching temperance and
Bible religion. She liad not spoken in any way publicly of
Eid. Canright, and did not during her stay. She had treated
him kindly, and like a son, in the past. Yet without one
word of provocation from her, Eld. C. caused such a docu-
ment to be eirculated in every way possible among strangers,
to rouse up the most uncharitable feelings. Is it any wonder
that after waiting many months, during which he has been
pouring out his bile through the papers, to go to all parts of
the world, we should at last be compelled to expose such
attacks as these after such outrageous treatment ?

Let us notice the essential unfairness of this attack, and
these quotations from her writings. They are taken, let the
reader notice, from * Spiritual Gifts ¥ vol. 1, pp. 189, 180. This
volume was published in 1858, It presents a connected view
of the * Great Controversy between Christ and Satan,” com-
mencing with the fall of Satan, presenting many incidents in
the great plan of salvation and reaching down to the bringing
in of the new heavens and new earth, long after the close of
probation. This volume is now out of print. These extracts
are taken from the chapter on the *“Sins of Babylon,” a period
embraced in the view she presents reaching from 1844 to the
close of probation. It is evident that she is speaking mainly
of the time just before the coming of Christ takés place, when
corruption will have completely permeated the great religious
bodies. This is evident because this chapter is placed between
two other chapters, the first headed, * The Shaking Time,”’
and the other, “The Loud Cry.” Any one who knows the
views of Seventh-day Adventists is familiar with this faet,
that they believe there is to be a “ great shaking”’ out of half-
hearted believers from the Advent body before the Lord will
mightily work “for them, and prepare them for the ‘loud
cry” of the Third Angel's Message of Rev. 14 : 9-12. This
“Joud ery ” just precedes the appearing of Christ, and we be-

lieve it is still future. The shaking time is majnly future also,
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Now this chapter on the *Sins of Babylon” Is placed chron- ! iags., They have to admit that much of her writings are ex-

ologically by the writer herself between these two, both of -

them future. Any candid mind can readily see that her terri-
ble description of the state of things in the churches refers,
therefore, largely to the future, though much that she says
applles to the condition of things existing in them already.
The strongest expressions,csuch as “Satan has taken full
possession of the ehurches as bodies,” most likely refer to
them just before probation closes.

But in these very extracts, the most objectionable he could
find in all her writings, she speaks of the condition of the
churches as a progressive one toward evi, e. g., * The churches
were left as were the Jews; and they have been filling up
with every unclean and hateful bird.” They were not filled
up, but “filling’’ up. Here is a changing process going on as
among the Jews, God in his mercy long spared that people
after they had as a body rejected Christ’s first advent. So
after the churches as bodies reject the proclamation of his
second advent, he bears with them while the process of cor-
ruption goes on apace.

In another column this matter Is explained inan article on
the “¥all of Babylon,”

Notice now the manifest unfalmess of Eld. Cannuht’s at-
tack on Mrs. White. To prejndice the people against lier, he
represents these statements of hers as applying ata time when
he has every reason to know they do not apply, and then de-
clares her statements, to be *“ shamefully false,” and states
that they would justly “shut her out of every pulpit in the
land.” We leave the candid reader to decide who has been
engaged in the work of falsehood.

Notice again how harmonious (?) are Eld. Canrnght’s state-
ments of Mrs. White. At one time she is *“honest,” a *‘ de-
voted Christian,” a humane, pure, noble-minded woman.
Then again she makes statements “ shamefully false,” and is
unworthy to be in any * pulpit in the land.” Beautifuliy con-
sistent, is it not?

We now cite one more statement of the Elder’s con
cerning Mrs, W. It was printed in the Grand Rapids
Daily Democrat of Sept. 23, 1887, just before our camp-meet-
ing commenced :—

“She rules that people with a rod of iron, dictating in ev-
erything, in doctrine and discipline, in diet and dress, in pub-
lic affairs and private, in marriage, in family matters, in ev-
erything.” Then after quoting 2 sentence from her writings
out of its connection, he adds: “ Hence she meddles with the
most private affairs of famllies, till, to a person of spirit, it be-
comes an intolerable bore.” * To be ruled by a busybody is
more than human nature can bear,”—Macaulay.

This most malignantly false statement of Eld. Canright we
wlll let the Elder himselt answer. In a series of articles
written by Eld. Canright, and published in the Rrvizw
AND ] HEBALD entitled a “Plain Talk to Murmuxexs,” com-
meneing Ma,rcfi‘m 197, 6 84y concer it the sitiie Woman :
«A g to thie Chiristian character of sister White, I'beg leave to
say that I know something about it. 1 have been acquainted
with-sister White for eighteen years, more than half the his-
tory of our. people. I have been in their family time and
agaln, sometlmes weeks at a time. They have been in our
house and family many times. 1 have traveled with them al-
most everywhere; have been with them In private and public;
in meeting and out of meeting; and have had the very best
chanee to know something of the life, character; and spirit of
brother and sister White. As a minister, I have to deal with
all kinds of persons,.and all kinds of characters, till I can
judge something of what a person Is, at least, after years of
intimate acquaintance. Iknow sister White to be an unassum-
ing, modest, kind-hearted, noble woman. 'These traits in her
character are not simply put on and cultivated, but they spring
gracefully and easily from the natural disposition. She isnot
self-conceited, self-righteons, and self-important, as fanatics
always are. I have frequently come in contact with fanatical
persons, and I have always found them to be full of preten-
sions, full of pride, ready to give their opinion boastfully of
their holiness, efe. But I have ever found sister White the
reverse of all this. -Any one of the poorest and humblest can
go to her freely for advice and comfort without being re-
pulsed. She is ever looking after the needy, the destitute,
and the suffering, providing for them and pleading their cause,
1 have never formed an acquaintance with any person who
so constantly has the fear of God before them. Nothing is
undertaken without earnest prayer to God. She studles God’s
word carefully and constantly.

“1 have heard sister White speak bundreds of txmes have
read all her ‘Testimonies’ through and through, most of them

_ many times, and I have never been able to find one immoral

sentence in the whole of them, or anything that is not strictly
pure and Christian, nothing that leads away from the Bible
or Christ ; but theré I find the most earnest appeals to obey
God, to love Jesus, to believe the Scriptures, and to search
them constantly. I havereceived great spiritual benefit, times
without number, from the ‘¢ Testimonies.””” “If I have any
judgment, any spiritual discernment, I pronounce the * Tes-
timonies’ to be of the same spirit and of the same tenor as the
Seriptures.” *‘Forthirty years these ¢ Testimonies’ have been
believed and read by our people. How has it affected them ?
Has it led them away from the law of God? Has it led them
to give up faith in Christ? Ias it led them to throwaside the
Bible? Has it led them to be 2 eorrupt and immoral peo-
ple? Iknow thatthey will compare favorably with any other
Christlan denomination. One thing I have remarked, and
that is that the most bitter opponents of the visions admit that
she is a Christian. Howthey can make this admission is more
than I know. They try to fix it up by saying that she is de-
cetved. -They are not able to put their finger upon a single
stain in all ber life, nor an immoral sentence in all her writ

‘ient, and that whoever would live out all she says
“ould be a good Christian, sure of heaven, This is passing
strange if she is a tool of the Devil, inspired of Satan, or if
lier writings are immoral or the vagaries of her own mind.”

‘We do not cite these passages from the Elder’s writings to
convince any one that thege “ Testimonies” are inspired. This
is not our object, but merely to let the reader see what kind
of a2 woman Mrs. White was in the Eldel’s estimation after
such an intimate acquaintance with her for *eighteen years.”
But did he not change his mind soon after this? Did he not
come to believe Mrs, White’s writings were evil and slie a
meddlesome, tyrannical fanatic as he now claims ?

We answer this question by referring the reader to Eld.

Capright’s Confession, published originally in the.Rmwrei.|
~AND HERALD of Oct. 7,-1884, and now reprinted in these
columns. This confession was made only about tlivee years
since, and Eld. C. himself will not claim Mrs. White’s char-
acter has changed since then,

Is it not astonishing that a man of his parts can change
about with such recklessness, in so short a time, that he
dares to place statements 3o ufterly contradietory before the
great public? No man can reconcile these statements.
Was he telling the truth about Mrs. White when he was
among us? Thousands of us know those eariier statements
are literally true. Many eminent citizens of Battle Creek
and other places where she is best known, not of our faith,
would testify to the same effect. The leading citizens of
Battle Creek, the prominent business men of the place, ar-
ranged 2 meeting for her to speak on some subject of herown
choosing, and publicly invited her in the daily Journal to do
so at her recent visit here after the Grand Rapids camp-
meeting. She complied, and spoke to a large congregation.
The Adventists had nothing to do in bringing this about.
This shows ciearly whether she is considered a * fanatic,” or
one unworthy to speak in any * pulpit”’ or not. The follow-
ing notice of the meeting appeared in the Battle Creek
Journal of Oct, 5 :—

“There was a good attendance, including a large number
of our most prominent people, at the lectuwe of Mrs. Ellen G.
White, at the Tabernacle, last evening.

“This lady gave her audience a most eloquent discourse,
which was listened to with marked interest and attention.
Her talk was interspersed with instruetive facts which she had
gathered in her recent visit to foreign lands, and demonstrated
that this gifted lady has, in addition to her many other rare
qualifications, a great faculty for attentive, careful observa-
tion, and a remarkable memory of details. This, together
with her fine delivery and her faculty of clothing her ideas in
choice, beautiful, and appropriate language, made her lecture
one of the best that has ever been delivered by any lady in
our city. That she may soon favor our community with an-
other address, is the earnest wish -of-all-who attended last
evening; and should she do so, there will be & large at-
tendance.”

We now bring this article to a close. If Eld. Canright told
the truth about her, as we know he did, in years past, he cer-
tainty is not telling truth in his recent statements. If he was
telling falsehoods then, how can we believe his present state-
ments? We leave him to solve this enigma. @ L B,

CONFESSION OF ELD. CANRIGHT.

.THE following article from Eld. Canright, referred to above,
was publishied in the REVIEW of Oct, 7, 1834, under the head-
ing, “To my Brethren, the S. I, Adventists: 7—

 Most of the readers of the ReEVirw know the part which I
have acted in the cause for many years, both in preaching and
in writing. They also know that for two years past I have
dropped out of the work. I wish here to state why this was
s0. Some twelve years ago I received a testimony from Sr.

not true. Instead of holding on to my faith in the work and
to God, and waiting for him to make it clear, I became tried,
and quit preaching a short time. But I soon got mostly over
this, and went to work again, though I did not feel exactly
right toward Sr. White, nor fully accept all the testimony.

“Some five years since I received another testimony while
under great discouragement. This I did not receive at all well,
but felt hard toward Sr. White, and soon quit the work en-
tirely. But I found no comfort that way, and so, after a short
time, went to preaching again, Still I was not heartily in sym-
pathy with all parts of the work, especially the ‘Testimonies.’
I thought I would preach practical truth largely, and as much
of the message as.I liked; but this did not work, as the breth-
ren were not satisfied, neither was I.  So I went to farming,
resolved to live a devoted life, and to do all I could that way.
But 1 soon found my doubts and fears increasing, and my
devotion decreasing, till, at length, I found myself largely
swallowed up in my work, wlth little time, taste, or interest
for religious work, 1 felt sure the ‘Testimonies’ were not
reliable, and that other views held by our people were not
correct. So it always is when a person lets go of one point of
the truth,—he begins to drift, he knows not whither.

“ A short time since, I attended the Northern Michigan camyp-
meeting with Eld. Butler. Here we had a long time for
consultation, prayer, and careful examination of my difficul-
ties, I began to see that at least some of my objections were
not tenable, and that I myself was not right and in the light,
Cowming to the Jackson camp-meeting, we continued the in-
vestigation, and carefully read over and examined my testi-
monies. 1 saw that 1 had put a wrong meaning on some
things, and that other things were certainly true. If these
were true, then I bad certainly been wrong all the way

White. I felt thatit was too severe, and that some of it was .

through. Light came into my mind, and for the first time In
years I could truly say I believed the ‘Testimonies.” All my
hard feelings toward Sr. White vanished in a moment, and I
felt a tender love toward her. Everything looked different.
Then I felt how wrong, sinful, and in the dark I had been.
Mysins came up before me asnever before in all my life. Like
Job 1 eried, ‘Wherefore I abhor myself, and repent in dust
and ashes.’

“I deeply feel that in my past labors I have lacked In spirit-
uality, humility, and a close walk with God. I have often
been too hasty and harsh in my labors. I will never rest till
all this is changed, and I become 2 tender-hearted, devoted
shepherd of the flock, I will submit to any humiliation,
shame, or eross that will fit me to win souls to Christ. 1
think that my disbelief of the * Testimonies’ and other truths
has come by opening my heart to doubts, cherishing them and
magnifying them. How many times I, like others, have sol-
emnly professed my unbounded fajth in the Third Angel's
Message! Is it not reasonable that God should try us in
some way to see whether our faith is real and genuine? A
faith that cannot stand under some difficulties, that cannot
hold on to great facts and truths against some apparent ob-
jections, that cannot remember bright experiences while go-
ing through dark places,—such a faith is not a reilable one.
If God really has a great and special message to be given, is
it not reasonable that the faith of his people, especiaily those
who are chosen to bear that message, should betried? Surely
it is just what we might expect.

“ Looking back to similar movements in God’s work, we find
that his people were always thus tested. 'When God led
Israel out of Egypt, after he had given them marked proof
of his presence among them, then he allowed adverse circumn-
stances to come upon them to try their faith. Deut. 8;1-3.
How did they stand thls test? Many of them immediately
cried out, ‘Is God among us or not?’ Ex. 17:7. So Jesus,
likewise, tested the faith of his early disciples. In the first
part of John 6, Jesus wrought the miracle of feeding the five
thousand. So profoundly impressed were they by this mirs
acle that they rose up to make him king right there. On the
next day, when Jesus tanght them some very cutting truths,
they said, ‘This is an hard saying ; who can hear it ?’ Verse
60, ‘From that time many of his disciples went back, and
walked no more with him,’ Verse 66. Though they had
had so plain evidence that God was with him, yet when
something was presented which looked very objectionable to
them, their faith failed, and they backslld and leff the party.

“1 am now thoroughly satisfied that the work of the Third
Angel’s Message is no exception to thisrule, but that our strong
professions of faith in it will sooner or later be tested se-
verely. How many times I have publicly and solemnly pro-
fessed my unbounded confidence in this truth! How clear
and connected, how marvelously beautiful, the whole system
looked to me! How confident I felt that the Bible uver-
whelmingly sustained it, and that I would even die for it!
But, like Peter, 1 did not know myself till God left.me to be
tried. I feel greatly humbied under the shameful failure I
have made.

“Friday, Sept. 26, while on the camp-ground at Jackson,
Mich., 1 felt in my heart the most remarkable change that 1
ever experienced in all my life. It was a complete reversion
of all my feelings. Light and faith came into iy soul, and 1
felt that God had given me another heart. I never felt such
a change before, not even when first converted, nor when 1
embraced the message, nor at any other time. I believe it
was directly from Heaven—the work of the Spirit of God. I
now believe the message as firmly and more understandingly
than ever before; and I want to say to all my friends every-
where, that now 1 not only accept, but believe, the *Testimo-
nies’ to be from God. Kunowing the opposition I have felt to
them, this change in my feelings is more amazing to myself
than it can be to others,

“ Such nearness to God, such earnest devotion, such solenin
appeals to live a holy life can only be prompted by the Spirit
of God. Where that is, there 1 want to be. Iam fully satis-
fied that my own salvation and my usefulness in saving
others depend upon my being connected with this people and
this work. And here I take my stand, to risk all 1 am, or
have, or hope for, in this iife and the life to come, with this
people and this work. D. M. CangiGHT.”

TANNING A MUSQUITO’S HIDE.

ELp. CaxrigHT likens Seventh-day Adventists to men
on the shore tanning a musquito’s hide, while the crew
is perishing in the water before their eyes. In the Ad-
vocate of Aug. 18, 1887, he says:—

Jacob Knapp, in rebuking hair-splitting theologians, sald:
“It is not God, but the Devil, who sets men tanning a mus-
quito's hide on shore, while a shipwrecked crew are perishing
unhelped before them.” There is a volume of sense in that
homely remark. It well illustrates the work of the seventh-day
people. They will compass sea and land, and turn the world
upside down to get one good old Christian to rest on Saturday
and work on Sunday, while thousands of Tost souls are dying
all around them, uncared for. How much better to assist in
the great work of leading sinners to Christ, instead of hinder-
ing those who are dolng it!

‘What has seemed to be Eld. C.’s principal work since
his new departure?—Exposing Adventism. Now we
submit to the reader to decide whether it is any worse to
spend one’s time tanning a musquito’s hide, than it is to
spend it fighting the men who are tanning the musquito’s
hide, wh\le the crew is perishing just the same all the
while. From what he said we supposed we should be-
hold in him the sublime spectacle of a man avoiding all
strife on controverted points, and devoting himself to
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the work, pure and simple, of saving souls. But such
does not seem to be the case to any marked degree.

He admits that the reventh-day church is a good, de-
voted, Christian church; and he claims to have brought
a thousand into that church during his twenty-two years’
ministry. That averages about fifty a year. Does he
think be could have done any better in any other Chris-
tian church? or that he will do any better in the future?
Do ministers generally average more than fifty converts
each a year, for twenty years in succession? Then has
he not, as a Sceventh-day Adventist, brought as many
souls to Christ during this time as he would have done
in any other connection?

But he may say, Some of these were brought from
other churches. Very well; he seems more anxious now
to get all people out of this good Christian 8. D. A.
church into other churches, than ever he did to get people
out of other churches into this. In what respect is his
present position, therefore, preferable to his first ?

U. 8.

ALL THINGS TO ALL MEN.

W= notice quite a difference in the tone of Eld. C.’s
arguments, according to the views of the paper for which
he writes. Thus, while writing tor the Methodist paper,
the organ of a denomination which has strenuously
maintained the unceasing obligation of the ten command-
ments, he says:— ’

P. 8.: Lest my position should be misunderstood before I
have time to explain it, I will say here that I belicve as
strongly as Sabbatarians do in the perpetuity of the holy im-
mutable law of God, and every moral precept taught in the Old
Testament, The Mcthodist Discipline (Articles of Religion, sect.
6) cxactly expresses my position on the law: “Although the
law given from God by Moses as touching ceremonies and rites,
doth not bind Christians, nor ought the civil precepts thereof
of necessity be recelved in any commonwealth; yet, notwith-
standing, no Christian whatsoever is free from the obedience of
the commandments which are called moral,”’—-Advocate, Sept.
w4, 1887,

Now he knows, as all know, that thie Methodist Dis-
cipline by the expression, ‘‘the commandments which
are called moral,” means the decalogue, the ten com-
mandments, as they were spoken by God from Sinai, and
written on the tables of stone. So the Methodists will
get the idea that Eld. C. agrees with them in this, and so
be much pleased. But when he is writing to an Anti-
nomian paper, as the Christian Oracle, of Des Moines,
Iowa, instead of saying what is to be understood that no

Chrigtian whatsoever is free from obedience to the deca-
logue, he says that all Christians are free from it; for it
by en nailed to the cross, and taken-out of.the way.
Thus in the Oracle of June 9, 1887, we read the follow-

ing from his pen:— )

- The simple faets, I believe, are these: Paul [in Col. 2:
14~17] refers to the entire Jewish system, the law of Moses as
a whole, of which the decalogue was only a small part. Every
word of the ten commandments, Sabbath included, was written
by the hand of Moses, on parchment, right in with the rest of
the law of Moses. (See Deut. 5, and other places,) As an
entire” system, as a law taken in all its paris, it was a burden~
some system, a yoke of bondage, a schoolmaster designed only
to lead us to Christ, It was against us and contrary to us, and
as such it was nailed to the ¢cross, The decalogue being written
on parckment in the book of the law, it would be proper to
speak of it as blotted out, nuiled to the cross, ete., with the rest
of the law.

Eld. C. would not dare address such language to the
Methqdist Advocate. If he did, it would not be published.
This is being all things to all men with a vengeance.

u. 8.

“THE SHUT DOOR.” o

PeRrEAPS there is no point upon which opposers of 8. D. Ad-
ventists and Mrs. White try barder to cast an unfavorable
fmpression, than that of the ‘shut door.” They strenuouslty
endeavor to make it appear that 8. D, Adventists, from 1845
to about 1851, believed there was no salvation for sinners; that
the ‘“door of mercy” was eternally closed, and not a soul,
except those who had belicved the advent doctrine with Mr,
Miller and his followers, could by any possibility be saved.
They try their best to make this statement stand against Mvs.
White and her hushand, and declare positively that this is taught
in her visions, Eld. Canright must, of course, rehash this old
exploded falschood, er he would not have a good standing with
the other worthies who have propagated it. Hear hun, in the
Michigan Chaistian Advocate of October 13, 1887 :—

¢ The shut door, After the time passed in 1844, Seventh-
day Adventists believed that probation had ended, that there
wag no more salvation for sinners. Eld. Butler confesses that
this 15 s0. (See Review AND Heraup, March 3, 1885.) Mrs.
‘White believed this, and had a revelation saying so, and here it
is: ‘The reformations that were shown me, were not reforma-
tions from ervor to truth, but fromn bad to worse; for those who
professed a change of heart had only wrapped about them a
religlous garb, which covered up the iniquity of a wicked heart.
Some appearcd to have beeu really converted so as to decelve
God’s people, but if their hearts eould be seen they would ap-
pear as black as ever. My accompanying angel bade me look
for the travail of soul for sinners as nused to be. I looked, but
could not sec it, for the time for their salvation is past.’— Present
Truth, page 22, published in August, 1849. They may quibble
over this till they die, but there it stands against her, plain
enough to any candid man.”

In the above notice is the expression, ‘ After the time passed

in 1844, Seventh-day Adventists believed that probation had ™
ended, that there was no move salvation for sinners. Eld, But- |
ler confesses that this is so.”” Eld. Butler  confesses nosuch
thing. The deceptiveness of the statement will appear when
we state that there was not an 8. D. Adventist in the world in
1844. The present movement had not commenced till some
time after that. We do not deny that many of the Advent be-
lievers, when the time passed, did belleve their work for sinners
was done for some little time, and that some who afterward be-
gan to keep the Sabbath participated in this view for a season.
There was quite a space of time after that before the present
move was inaugurated. Several years passed before the believ-
ers were fully acquainted with the views held now,—jyears of
patient study of the Bible till the truth was grasped link by
link. 8o 8. D. Adventists eannot be made responsible for views
held before this denomination exlsted, or the present truth was
developed.

We will go a step farther, and say, 8. D. Adventists did hold
to a doctrine called the “‘shut door.” They believed, in har-
mony with Rev., 8:7, 8, and other scriptures, that at the close
of the long prophetic period of 2300 years of Dan. 8:14, Christ
changed his ministration fro:a the first apartment of the heay-
enly Sanctuary to the most holy place, and entered upon the
work of the investigative Judgment, changing his relation in
this repect to the plan of salvation, Here was a deor opened
and a door shut, Their work then was very unpopular, and
they were shut away by this fact from any in labor but Advent
believers. But we do emphatically deny that 8. D. Adventists or
Mrs. White believed that any repentant sinner who would come
to Christ would be refused. It Is a slander to say the contrary.
We also declare, with no fears of contradiction, that during this
very period when Eld. C. and other opposers of the same ilk
teach that she and others believed there was no salvation for
sinners, she and they were laboring for the conversion of sinners.
Hence their statements cannot be true.

In 1885 the writer, who was a youth at the passing of the
time in 1844, and quite well acquainted with the Advent people,
wrote a series of articles for the- REviEw AND HERALD on the
“ Advent Experience® and the shut door, in which all these
charges were throughly sifted and answered. To give the reader
some idea of the conclusions reached, we will give the conclud-
ing article, No. 9, of the series: —

In No. 8 we gave extracts showing that what is called the
“shut door?’ doctrine was held by the bellevers in 1850-51.
But we also clearly proved that it excluded only those who re-
jected the light. We quoted frem Eld, White’s language the
very strongest expressions which our opponents can find by
which they try to make it appear that none but the believers in
'44 could be saved. We have seen how utterly they have failed
to prove their position. We will now present other evidences
confirming our statements. On page 72 of Present Truth, pub-
lished in Oswego, N. Y., April, 1830, we have the following
item:—

A very interesting work is now going on among the children of the
“‘remnant* in this city. Their salvation has been the principal sub-
ject in our meetings for the last two Sabbaths, and God has wonder-
fully blessed us.
our children. In the evening following the last first day we had a
meeting for their special benefit, and the 8pirit of the Lord was poured
out in our midst. The children all bowed before the Lord, and seemed
to feel the importance of keeping the commandments, especially the
fifth, and of seeking salvation through Jesus Christ., This wus one
of the niost interesting meetings that I ever witnessed.

As this seems to be editorial matter (for there iz no sig-
nature to it), it must have been from the pen of Eld. White.
This was published just one month before the article contain-
ing the lengthy extract from his pen which we quoted last week,
and which contains those sfrong statements about the shut
door, which opposers say prove that he believed there was no sal-
vation for anybody but old Advent believers, Here we see him
laboring, no doubt in connection with his wife, with the deep-
est interest for the dear children who were “seeking salvation,”
God greatly blessed them in their efforts. This had been their
principal work for two weeks. It had beeu a great blessing to
them and their children. Yet our oppoments conclude from
what he published a month later, that they belleved none of
these children could be saved because they were not believers
in '44. They were laboring with all their might for the salva-
tion of those who they thought could not be saved! This may
be their conclusion, but certainly it is not ours. . We know,
therefore, that they held no such views of the shut door as op-
posers attribute to them.

In the November number of Present 1'ruth, pages 84, 85,
we have an account of the conversion of young persons, and the
baptisimn of one who raust have been too young to have been a
believer in 1844. This passage occurs in a letter of 8. W.
Rhodes’s, who was a prominent laborer at that time, and shows
what kind of a shut door they believed in.

On the last page of the last number of “Present Truih, in
a letter from Kld. Joseph Bates, we find the following: “Our
meeting at Waitsfield was blessed of God. Bro. and Sr. Butler
came from Waterbury with Bri. Chamberlain and Churchili;
Brn. Hart and Bailey came from Northfield; and those in the
place, with Bro. Lockwood’s family, composed our meeting.
Bro. Butler finally yielded to the truth.,”

We personally remember this time as though it were but yes-
terday, although it was in 1850, Mother had been keeping the
Sabbath about a year. Father was much opposed to it, though
a strong believer in the great Advent movement of the past.
The light on the Sanctuary subject brought him to accept the
seventh-day Sabbath. We notice this meeting because the
name of Bro. Churchill {s mentioned. His was one ofthe very
first cases of econversion from the world to the present truth,
which occurred after 1844. As we have said, their work hith-
erto had been almost wholly for the “lost sheep of the house
of Israel”’—the old Advent belevers. They saw that unbe-
lievers showed no interest in the truths which were 8o precious
to them, and therefore their attention was directed to those who
loved the Advent faith, and they labored ardently for them.
This, evidently, was in the order of God. Heman Churchill, of
Stowe, Vt., the one here mentioned, had not been engaged in
the Advent movement of 1844. He had married, after this, a
daughter of 8r. Benson, a '44 Adventist. I remember him well
as he came to Waterbury, Vt,, aud attended meeting in my fa-
ther’s house, where a few met from time to time. They were
quite surprised at first that one who had been an unbeliever
should manifest an interest in the Advent doctrine. He was

| eonvert.

The truth has hird a-good eficet-on usas well-as on |-

not repulsed, but welcomed. He was earnest and zealous; and
a8 they discerned in him sincerity, they accepted him as a true
I cannot remember the exact date when he com-
menced to seck God, though I recollect clearly his attending
meetings at Waterbury, Vt. But we know from this letter of
Eld. Bates’s, that it was previous to this mceting held in the fall
of 1850 ; for he was then at the mecting referred to in Waits-
fleld, Vt., as a believer. Bro. Bates calls him ¢ Brother.” His
conversion was noised abroad quite extensively, Now, if our op-
ponents were correct in their statements that the believers held
to & shut door which entirely excluded all except old Adventists,
how could Heman Churchill have been received as a true cou-
vert? This is positive evidence that their assertions are untrue.
There is not an instance which can be found in the early his-
tory of this cause where any one manifesting sincerity in scek-
ing God was ever repulsed. They were most glad of any evi-
dence that such desired the blessing of God.

In a letter recently recelved from Bro. Ira Abbey, of North
Brookfleld, N. Y., whose name is signed to the stalement at the
close of this article, I take the liberty of making the following
extract:—

After the time passed I was a strong shut door belicver. But
when the Third Angel's Message was preached, I with my wifé’em-
braced it. Between 1846 and 1850 Bro. and Sr. White came to our
house, and were very zealous for the children and those that had not
rejected the truth, They labored for unconverted souls, and never
do I remember of hearing Sr. White say that there were no hopes of
the unconverted; but there were hopes of the backsliders and those
that had not rejected the truth.

This s an extract from a private letter, and was not written
for publication; but the testimony is so clear we venture to in-
sert it.

We next present an extract from a statement written by
Marion C. Truesdail, and signed by herself and five others:—

During Miss Harmon’'s (now Mrs. White) visit to Paris, Me., in the
summer of 1845, I stated to her the particulars of & dear friend of
mine whose father had prevented her attending onr meetings; conse-
qnent.lfl she had not rejected light. She smilingly replied, * God
never has shown me that there is no salvation for such persons. It
is only those who have had the light of truth presented to them and
knowinglg rejected it.”” Miss Harmon's reply coincided with my idea
of a shut door, and in justice no other could be derived from it.

The fact here presented is certainly a decisive one as to the
pature of the shut door in which they believed, even as early as
1845.

We now present a very explicit and comprehensive statement
covering this whole shut door experience, of believers in the
Third Angel's Message previous to the year 1851. There are a
goodly number of living witnesses who embraced the truth at
that early date, who know whether these statements are true or
not. Why should not their testimony be considered in this con-
nection? We have obtained the signatures of quite a number,
all of whom embraced the truth as early as 1850, and all were in
the 44 movement:—

‘We, the undersigned, having been well acquainted with the Advent
movement in 1844 at the passing of the time, and having also cmbraced
the truths of the Third Angel’s Message as early as 1850, hereby ¢heer-
fully subscribe onr names to the following statement councerning the
shut door doctrine held by believers in the Third Angel’s Message from
the time of its rise to the-iast-mentioned date, shd omvard. T

They believed, in harmony with Rev. 3: %, 8, and other scriptures,
that at the close of the 2300 days of Pan, 8: 14 Christ closed his work
in the first apartment of the heavenly Sanctuary, and changed his
ministration to the most holy, and entered upon the work of the Judg-
ment, changing his relation in this respect to the plan of salvation,
Here was a door opened and a door shut.

They believed that those who had the clear light upon the First An-
gel's Messuge and turned against it, bitterly opposing it, were re-
jected of God. But they did not believe that those who had not had
the light or those who had not come to years of accountability grevlous
to lgéd, if they should seek God with honest hearts, would be re-

ected, -
! While they believed with Willlam Miler and the great mass of
Adventists immediately after the passing of the time, that their work
for the world was done, and that the Lord would conme wery soon, yet
after the light upon the Sanctuary and the third message explained
thelr digsappointment, they did not believe that mercy was past save for
those who had rejected the light.

J. B, Sweet, South Saginaw, Mich,
Samuel Martin, West Rindge, N. H.
Ira Abbey, North Brookfield, N. Y.

Mrs, R, B. Abbey,
rs. Diana Abbey,
Mrs. L. B. Abbey,
Heman §, Gurney,
Ann E. Gurney,

North Brookfield, N. Y,
North Brookfield, N. Y.
North Brookfield, N. Y.
Menxphis, Mieh,
Memphis, Mich,

Wm. Gifford, Memphis, Mich,
Mrs, Maﬂr 8. Chase, Battle Creek, Mich,
Mrs. 8. M. Howland, RBattle Creek, Mich,
Mrs, . I Lunt, Battle Creek, Mich.

Mrs. Melora A. Ashley,
Mrs. Caroline A. Dodge,
Mrs, Sarah B. Whipnle,
Mrs. Uriah Smith,
Mrs. Paullna R. I} ...

Battle Creek, Mich,
Battle Creek, Mich.
Battle Creek, Mich.
Battle Creek, Mich,
Moline, Kan,

423

R. G. Lockwood, St. Helena, Cal.’
Mrs. R. G. Lockwoos, St, Helena, Cal,
Reuben Loveland, North iIyde Park, Vt.

Mrs, Belinda Loveland, North Hyde Park, Vt.

Here is an argument which it will be hard to answer,—Inore
than a score of living witnesses testifying clearly and emphatic-
ally to what they know concerning the shut door doetrine. On
the other hand, our opponents who raise such g hue and cry
about the shut door had no practical knowledge of the matter.
They were not in the movement themselves, and they have ob-
tained at second band what knowledge they have concerning it,
while the witnesses we have quoted were actors in the message,
and know whereof they affirm. We have demonstrated beyoud
all question that our opponents accuse the early belicvers
falsely when they say they taught there was no salvation save
for those who were Advent believers previous to 1844,

These persons are every one living, and most of them
reside at the same places here given. Eld, Canright knows
most of them, and we venture the assertion that he will not
fmpugn the testimony or truthfulness of one of them. Every
one of them had the statement preceding their signatures, and
carefully considered its contents. Are these statements not
worthy of as much confidence as those of persons who never knew
anything whatever of the circumstances personally # Let the
reader judge. We know whereof we affirm.

Mrs. White’s statement, quoted by Eld. C. at the head of
this article, relates, as the connection shows, o characteristics
of many modern revivals led by men who had rejected the light.
Theré was not the travail of soul for sinners with them, but a
light, frivolous, frothy spirit, such as is often seen in modern
revivals. Our time has been cursed with such. Such reviv-
als have little of the deep searchings of heart seen among



15

the early Methodists and Baptists. We pity the man who can-
not see the difference. The men who led in such revivals had
rejected the light, and God rejected them. The time of * their
salvation” was ¢past.” This {s what she has always said she
meant in this statement. This is precisely in harmony with
her actions in laboring for sinners, as we have seen, at the very
time in which these opposers say she did not believe they could
be saved. This is what these twenty-one unchallenged, truth-
tul, living witnesses positively declare from their own knowl-
edge was true. Shall we take Eld. Canright's declarations
about something he had no knowledge of whatever, in prefer-
ence to theirs ¢ Let those take it who prefer it.

Let the reader further notice that Mra. White’s language
quoted above does not necessarily include all revivals by any
means. “The reformations that werc shown me,” she says.
This is far from saying that all reformations would be of this
character, The fair interpretation of ‘her words would simply
imply that she was shown a pecullar phase of things in the re-
ligious world characteristic of the last days, the superficial nature
of many so-called revivals of religion. They are indecd a won-
derful evidenee of the mearncss of the end. They are fast fill-
ing up thz churches with unconverted people. All intelligent
observers notice tlis as an astonishing thing. Mrs. ‘White
pointed this out in 1849. We now see its fulfiliment.

G. 1. B,

THAT GOOD CHARACTER ELD. BUTLER
GAVE HIM.

We refer to a brief extract which Eld. Canright has quoted
over and over again, from an article by the writer in REview
of March 22, 1887. The quotation is as follows: “In leaving
us he has talken a much more manly and commendable course
than most of those who have withdrawn from us, coming vol-
untarily to our leading brefhren and frankly stating the con-
dition of mind he was in. He did this before his own ehurch
In our prescuce, and so far as we kuow has taken no unfair,
underhanded means to injure us in any way. He goes from
our midst with no immoral stain wupon his character, and
chooses associations more pleasant to himself. This is every
man’s personal privilege if he chooses to take it.”

The Elder evidently finds much satisfaction in this simple
statement, quoting it, as he does, so often. He evidently
thinks the writer’s indorsement to the extent given, very val-
uable. We suppose he feels his need of something ot the
kind, or he would not make so much of it. We greatly fear,
however, that he has fosfeited by his course since even as
much of a character for fairness, justice, or righteousness as
this would seem to give him,

We wrote that statenient in the interests of peace and good
wil, and ta view of the oftrepeated promises of the Elder
that he would do nothing whatever to tear down our work.
When he wrote to us that he was recelving ictters from pri-
vate persons censuring him and imputing evil motives, hurt-
ing his feelings, etc,, we wrote the article containing the
above, hoping to allay all feelings ot hostility among our peo-
pie.- This was but a fow weeks after he left us. He had not
then eonimenced his bitter raid upon us through the puipit
and press. We truly desired, on our part, to have nothing
done to stir up strife, We wished to give him the best chance
possible to carry out his oft-repeated statement that he shoutd
confine himself wholly to revival and church work, and seek
slone to save souls, Had he done so, this EXTRA,
would never have seen the lightof day. Wae should not have
disturbed him or hindered him,

The writihg of the article containing this extract is one of
the strongest possible evidences that his oft-repeated state-
ment that S. D. Adventists will never permit-one to leave
them in peace is untrue. Why should the writer, holding the
positions he doés in this cause, pen such an article in our lead-
ing paper, speaking in this kindly manuer of Eld. Canright
after he had fully left us and joined another church, urging
our people to give him kind treatment and not Impugn his
motives or stir him up in any way, unless we had sincerety de-
sired to treat him well? We thus showed our desire to let
him depart in peace. He alone is responsible for the con-
troversy which has ensued. Of course he knows fuli well
that his use of this good-character extract in the way he has
used it, and under the changed circumstances of the case, is a
perversion of its original intent; that in justice he has no
right to it since he has been doing as he has, utterly contrary
to the circumstances under whichit wasgiven. But the Elder
never lets such considerations stop him in any cherished pur-
pose. He fails to manifest that fine sense of honor which we
should expect to see in some men. On the whole, we do not
regret that we cultivated peaceable relations with him when
he teft us. This fact only makes his own course seem the
wore reprehensible, G.I. B,

PERSONAL.

e

CoNsipERABLE handle, I understand, is belng made in some
directions, of the fact that the editor of the REview has been
troubled over the question of the vieions, has been unsound on
that question, and at one time came very near giving them up.
Tt strikes me that this is quite a small amount of camtal to work
up much of a trade on—*‘came very near giving them up»—
but ddwt! I also, at one time, came very near getting run
over by the cars, and rolled into jelly; but I didn't, and so
continue to this day. Some have met just such a eatastrophe.
The difference between them and myself is that they did, and I
didm’t.  Some have given up the vistons,  The difference be-
tween them and myself is the same—they did, and I didn’t.

Just how near I ever did come to giving them up, I am will-
ing any one should know who wishes to.know, if it can he de-
termined.  Perhaps I have not come 80 near as some suppose;
perhaps not so near as I have supposed myself.  That I-have

Lad, in my experience, occasional pertods of trial, I do not deny.
There have been times when circumstances seemed very per-
plexing; when the way to haymonize apparently confiiciing
views, did not at once appear.  And under what have seemed,
for the time, strong provocations to withdraw from the work, 1
have canvassed the question how far this could reasonably be
done, or how much of this work could consistently be surren-
dered. I have pondered the questions whether this point was
not inconsistent, or that absurd, or the other out of harmony
with reason and revelation; and whether this feature ought not
to be re-adjusted, or the other set aside entirely. All this
ground 1 have gone over as thoroughly as any one of no more
ability than myself could go, and as candidly as any one in as
much darkness as I was in, would be likely to maintain. But
the weight of evidence has never in my mind balanced on the
side of swrrender.

This I can say, that never, since I became fully acquainted
with that system which we denominate ¢ the present truth,” so
88 to comprchend it in its sublime proportions, its divine har-
mony, and its inseparable connectlons, have I had the least
shadow of misgiving as to its truthfulaess in its fundamental
prineiples, and its stability and final triumph, as the work of
God, It is cvident, also, that- this work before its close must
present the fulfillment of the prophecy of Joel, and some proph-
ecies of the book of Revelation, And to whatever degree I
may have persuaded myself that this cause might have been so
far developed without this feature which we call the gift of
prophecy, it was only to look for something of the kind to ap-
pear in the future; for without this, it would lack one of the
tests of being the work of the last generation.

This was not the phase of the question, however, with which
we had to deal.  For here was a manifestation which had been
interwoven with this cause from its very commencement; and
the idca of separating this feature from it now, in the present
stage of the work, is very different from the question of how
things might have been if no such feature had yet been con-
nected with it. A little reflection is sufficient to show that the
message, and this which purports to be one of the gifts of the
Spirit which has accompanied it, cannot be separated.

Well, then, says one, the absurdity of this part of the work
is sufficlent to overthvow the other. To which I reply, No;
for the strength of the other part fs sufficient to hold a person
from giving up this. And this has been the position 1 have oc-
eupied. And so whatever doubts and perplexities I have had,
1 have in reality come just as near giving up the visions as 1
have of surrendering other parts of the message from which
this could not be separated, and respecting which I have never
had a mlsgiving.

It has never seemed to me the part of wisdom to fix the mind
upon any one polnt to ihe exclusion of all the rest, and let a
diffioulty there distract the view from everything else, and over-
ride every other consideration, and then because everything
was not clear right at that point, to make an impulsive and
rash plunge which would lead to the surrender of other points
whieh one did not anticipate, and which he did not desire to
surrender. It bas secined to me the better way to consider the
question in all its bearings, note the effects which would be
produced, take in the eonstquences, and not make a move till
one was prepared to accept the results which it was foreseen
would probably or imevitably follow. Upon this principle I
have tried to act. And I have never seen the time when I was
willing to accept the resuits of a denial of the position and
ealling of sister White in connection with this cause, and hence
have pever seen the time when I have said by word of mouth,
or come to a deelsion in my own heart, that her visions were
not the operation of the Spirit of God.

Of admonitiops and reproofs I have needed my full share;
and whenever anything of this nature has come whieh I could
not understand, or circumstances have arisen which seemed in-
explicable, I have been content to wait, knowing that the foun-
dation of God standeth sure, to sce what solution of the diffi-
culties & Httle time would accomplish. 'The beautiful sentiment
of the hymn has often come to my mind both as a caution and a
prophecy :—

*“8oon ghall our doubts and feara
All yield to Thy control;
Thy tender mercies shall iJlume
The midnight of the soul.”

A general in battle does not despair of his army while the
center stands firm. The wings may waver; there may he some
confuslon on the outskirts; but while the center holds, the bat-
tle Is not lost. 8o with the present truth; so long as the main
pillars remaln unshaken, 1t is folly to leave the building as if it
was about to fall.

Some of our brethren, I understand, who do not indorse the
visions, knowing that I have questioned the arguments based
on some scriptures in their bebhalf (only one or two, however)
have thought me hypocritical because I did not come out and
controvert in the REvizw what T considered the wrong applica-
tion. The answer, in general, will be found in the principles
stated above. I wish to seec_how a question is to be scttled as a
whole, before entering upon an aimless agitation of any of its
parts, or an effort to sow doubt or distrust thereon, If the
time should ever come when I could not sineerely and joyfully
entertain and seek to maintain, the views of this people, and' I
shoutd chance then to have a position upon the paper, their
proper representatives would be notified at once to seck some one
to manage their organ who could do so in harmony with their
views, And if any one supposes that I would, uoder these circum-
stances, take advantage of my position to publish views eontrary
to the established faith of the hody, or calculated to throw
doubt or confusion upon any of their cherished points of faith,
they greatly mistake my estimate of what would be honest or
honorable. Whatever I should have to say in that direction,
would be said only by the permission of those authorized to
grant it, or through some chanuel provided for the purpose.

Relative to my present position, I can say that everything
scems clear and satisfactory to my own mind. I do not know
that I could make it appear so to others, though I should be
willing to try under proper chreumstances; but my convictions,
so far as my own case is concerned, are of course sufficient. I
do not anticipate any severer tests in time to come than have
already been met and surmounted. Hence I consider myself
now more firmly established than ever before in reference to
every feature of this work. I do not, of course, presume to say
what further experiences and diseipline may be pecessary to test

the sincerity of my profession and the strength of my devotion
to what I believe to be the cause of God. But my steps are on-
ward with a firm trust for grace suffielent for my day, and for a
way of escape on the right side of the slough of despond, out of
every supposable period of temptation and trial.

The reader will pardon this lengthy, and to me distastefnl,
allusion to my own personal matters, I have made it for rea-
sons stated at the beginning. Unia” SMITH.

O CONSISTENCY'!

WE refer to the attitude the various churches have assumed
relative to Eld. Canright since hie has left us and commenced
his war upon us. These churches in popular parlance seem to
have * pooled their issnes ”” and given a new illustration of the
old political phrase, * Anything to beat Grant.” Methodists,
Baptists, Disciples, first-day Adventists, doctors of divinity,
here and there, feel wondrously happy in welcoming to their
folds this Adventist of twenty-eight years’ standing; ordain
him in a few weelks over a chiurch, inviting him ‘here and there
to preach in their pulpits, furnishing him generous space In
the columns of their religious papers to “expose Adventism,”
ete., ete.

A large experience in Adventism does not seem to hurt a
man very much if he will only leave it, and come over and
preach for them. They class us with all kinds of fanatics in
their public attacks upon us; but we have before noticed that
they are wonderfully glad to get any of us into their eliurches
if we will only come over to them, Wouid shey do this so
quickly should a person leave the Mormons, Spiritualists, or
others with whom they are kind enough to class us? -Would
they have a reformed spiritual medium over a chureh, oecupy-
Ing the pulpit in a few weeks after he had left them ? or a
Mormon elder? How is this?

Again, they do not seem to be wonderfully particular cither
whether a man believes with them even on cardinal and very
important points in their system of theolagy, if he will only
leave the Adventists, and go for them hard enough, For in-
stance, take the case of Eld. Canright himself, All of his old
friends knew full woll if there was any doctrine of the Ad-
vent faith upon which he delighted to write and speak, it was
the sleep of the dead and the total destruction of the wicked.
If there was anything he felt happy in flaying alive it was
the doctrine of endless misery, the folly of the idea of going
to heaven at death, and the monstrous doctrines which grow
out of the heathen notion of the immortality of the soul
Here he was in his element. We can furnish our orthodox
brethren who now love the Elder so much, some hundreds of
pages from his pen which will no doubt edify them greatly
on these subjects.

We feel warranted in believing that they have taken the
Elder in, and made him o pastor, and fully indorsed him as a
minister, and he still holding to these terrible **infidel notions,”
as they sometimes characterize these views. The reason why
we s0 believe is that in all his raid upon us and our doc-
trines, ridiculing and opposing, we recottect not a word from
his pen intimating that we are wrong concerning our views
of the soul and the dead. We are also informed that in his
examination before the council of Baptist ministers, just be-
fore his re-ordination at Otsego last spring, when those points
of faith involving the soul question came up, the Elder was
meekly modest in his statements, and “wanted time” to
further examine the subjeet before he felt inciined to state
his positions. And also that he was accorded a private ex-
amination by the couneil of divines on this question, the pro-
ceedings and result of which we have never been able to learn,
We therefore conclude that the Elder has put a padiock upou
that mouth which so freely speaks on other subjects, and
agrees to keep these views to himsetf. He probably does not
consider them ** so important” as of yore. In view of this
state of things, we feel ourselves fully justified in coneluding
that here are a fow “rags? of Adventism which the Elder
has not yet given up.

The family of doctrines growing out of the immortality of
the soul is a large one, and one, also, which is considered of
vast tmportance in the orthodox platform of faith. Indeed,
we have often known divines of that persuasion, when op-
posing us, plainly to state that they considered our views of
the non-immortality of the sout far more “infidel” and dan-
gerous than our views of the Sabbath. Yet now that the Elder
will oppose Adventism, he is taken into full communion at
once, granted large range, lauded in their papers, made a full-
fledged pastor in a few weeks, and made much of in many
ways. What a beautiful consistency do we see here on both
sides | They take him in, ignoring one of their most impor-.
tant doctrines, intrusting the sheep of their fold to one holding
heretical views, which they have ever considered exceedingly
dangerous, while he padlocks his mouth on a doctrine which
for a quarter of a century he has ¢onsidered a matter of vast
importance, leaving the people under his charge, the respon-
sibility of whose souls is intrusted to his keeping, ignorant
of a most important Bible truth. ** So they wrap it up.” But
they can join hands in making a raid on the Adventists, even
as Pilate and Herod could settie their quarrels and unite their
interests when the Saviour of the world was being perseeuted.
“ (O consistency, thou art a jewel 1 @ L B.

IT WILL NOT MIX,

THAT system of belief which we denominate ‘the present
truth,” possesses this peculiar featurs, that it will not mix
with anything else. It is a sharp, clean-cut, decisive doctrine.
1t admits of no halving, copartnership, or comproniise. No
system of hereticat belief or non-belief can be found which
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has grown up out of its tenets, baving them for a foundation.
1t a person holding these doctrines wishes to be anything
else, he lias first to tnrn square abont and renounce these
views.

To illustrate: If we believed in the immortality of the soul,
and should then be taken in the snare of Spiritnalism, we
might plead that our second position was the logical result of
the first; for the doctrine of the immortality of the sonl is the
very foundation of Spiritualism; if we were keeping Sunday,
and then should turn Roman Catholie, we might plead that,
having followed tradition in the Sunday festival as of egnal
authority with the word of God, we are logically bound to
follow it on all other questions, which wonld compel us to ac-
cept the whole quagmire of popish superstitions and festivals.
But the “present trnth”” presents no sueh sequence. Itcan-
not be charged with having a tendeney to carry its adherents
forward into any form of error; for any change from this
comes by renunciation, not by evolntion. 1

With quite a flourish of trnmpets it is being represented at
the present time that Adventism is ruining a great many peo-
ple. But how are they being ruined by it >—Oh ! by their giving
it np I—just as it is said that pins save a great many people’s
lives by their not swallowing them. The trouble is, they
do n't stick to it if they did, they would not be ruined. The
names of thirty-six ministers, we are totd, can be produced,
who hiave once preached the Seventh-day Adventist faith, and
eitlier been ruined by it, or else gave it up for Spiritnalism,
Universalism, atheism, infidelity, ete. That is it exactly.
“They gave it up.” They did not build themselves np on
this foundation into infidelity, Spiritualism, atheism, etc.,and
they were not ruined by it while they adhered to it. It can-
not then be consistently charged that Adventism has a tend-
ency to lead men into these errors. Bnt why hiave so many
given it up? On this point we do not wish to pass judgment
on any one, or to impugn any one’s motives. Itwill besufticient
to say that the snbseqnent lives of a majority of these have
testified that it was becanse the way was too strait, and

‘they were unwilling to live up to the standard which this
work presents. Bnt the standard here is certainly no higher
than that erected for us in the word of God itself.

And how long a time has it taken to develop this imposing
array of thirty-six ministers who have tnrned away from this
faith ?—Forty-two years, or since 1845, when the first minister
embraced it. And how does onr ministry stand at the present
time ?—Lncluding licentiates, most of whom are in the field as
active laborers, t.:ey now number 879, Thus where one has

given it up, ten have stepped in to take his place. At this
rate the ranks bid quite fair to be kept fnll, U. 8.
£

THE TWO LAWS AND THE_SABBATH.

To those who are acqnainted with the reasonsnpon which 8,
D. Adventists base thelr views of the Sabhath, nothing wonld
be necessary to be said nnder this head. Bnt to those who may
not be so familiar with these reasons, and who may cherish a
candid, ingniring spirit in reference to onr views, a few words
may be in place. In a brief article we can tonch upon only a
few general principles, bnt enongh, we trnst, to show the nature
of the gronnd we occnpy.

“The best point of attack npon the Sabbath gnestion, our op-
ponents are coming to think, is the position we hold in reference
to the distinction between ‘laws which are called moral,” and
those whieh are of a ceremonial and remedial natnre. Hence
this is now prominently set forth as the chief point of attack,
They well nnderstand that if this distinction can be broken
down, everything is thrown into confnsion, and in the general
chaos they ean very plausibly work in the abolition of the Sab-
bath, which is the point they want to gain. Hence Eld, C.
labors to show that in the days of Moses, alf the law which the
most advanced religlons people on the earth had any knowledge
of, elther hnman or divine, was ‘‘an entire system,”a “law
taken in all its parts,’’ and that it ¢ was a bnrdensome system,”
a ‘‘yoke of bondage,” a ¢ schoolmaster designed only to lead ns
to Christ;’? that it was ‘‘against ns and contrary to ns,” and
was therefore ‘‘ nailed to the ¢ross,”

If there was but one law, these concluslons would natnrally
follow. All was nailed to the cross; and the S8abbath with all
the rest went by the board. Bnt if this is 8o, then there are
some of the most wretched contradictions to be fonnd in the
Bible, that can be fonnd in any book on earth. And fnnda-
mental distinctions that exist in the very nature of things mnst
be strangely ignored. [ g

Let ng see.  The apostle John says: * WhosoevVer committeth
sin, worketh lawlessness; for sin is lawlessness;” very properly
rendered in our versfon, “ Whosoever committeth sin, transgress-
eth also the law; for sin is the transgression of the law.”
This is good New Testament doctrine, written some sixty years
after the time when it is clalmed by some that all law was done
away, and men bad only the gospel. To the same Import are
the declarations of the apostle Panl to the Romans, that by the
law is the knowledge of sin (8:20); that where no law is there
is no transgression (4:15) ; and that sin is not impnted when
there is no law (5 : 183); and he says again, “I had not known
sin bat by the law » (7: 7).

These declarations lay down a fnndamental principle on this
snbject. They show that the fleld covered by sin, is covered by
something else called the law; that this is snbject to the same
limitations; that there is a set of regnlations, a code of morals,
the neglect or violation of any part of which by any morally re-
aponsible being at any time, in any place, and nnder any cir-
cumstances, is ‘“sin "'; and that this by itself, and independent of
everything else, is a “law.” -

This being acknowledged (and every one mnst admit it), the
distinction between laws is acknowledged, for there certainly are
other rnles and regnlations the neglect or violation of which is
not held as the evidence and test of sin. For instance, Panl
says that by one man [Adam] sin entered into the world and
death by sin.”” Adam then violated that law the transgression
of which John says is sin. What was Adam’s sin?—1It was in

disobeying God in reference to the restrictions of the forbidden
tree, an act which involved a violation of the first and last,
third, fifth, and sixth principles of the decalogne, at least.
Adam conld not in his palmiest days violate any one of these
withont becoming a sinner. But while he stood in his inno-
cency {6 was no sin in him that he was not baptized, no sin in
him that he did not pay tithes, no sin in him that he did not
celebrate the Lord’s supper, and no sin in him that he did not
present offerings and oblations to the Lord. But afterward
there were laws and regulations given touching all these points.
But these could not belong to that system by which is the
knowledge of sin. Even to-day the ordinances of the gospel
are not appealed to in the cases of worldly men to show that
they are sinners. If we are told that a certain man is a sinner,
and we ask why, the answer is not, Becanse he is not baptized,
or Becanse he does not partake of the Lord’s snpper, or Becanse
he does not contribute to the support of the gospel; but it is
always Becanse he has transgressed some one or more of the
principles of the decalogne.

Any view of this snbject must be only a partial and one-
sided view which does not go back to the beginning and take
up first principles. When God placed Adam in Eden, we have
no reason to snppose that he designed that he shonld ever sin;
and if he never had sinned, he wonld have been nnder obliga-
tion to those laws only which were necessary to regnlate his rela-
tion to God and to his fellow-beings. But this Is just the field
covered by the decalogue, no more, no less, And he would
have had the Sabbath; for that was given to him, as the record
expressly states, before the fall, and was ‘“sanctificd,” that is,
placed nnder the sanctions of law. 8o if sin never had come
into the world, all the world would have been keeping the Sab-
bath to-day. Think of this.

Bnt when man sinned, a remedy was provided. Another law
was institnted, the law of ceremonies and sacrifices, throngh
which men might show their penitence and desire for forgive-
ness, Now the law which shows sin, which existed before sin,
which would have existed and governed the world if sin never
had entered, cannot be the same as the law which owed its ex-
istence to the presence of sin, and was designed as a remedy for
sin. This distinction exists in the very natnre of things, and
the efforts of men to abolish it, and their stout words in deny-
ing it, do not affect the case a particle, A man uses a knife
carelessly and inflicts npon himself a severe wonnd. The sar-
geon spreads on a plaster to mollify and restore it, Now men
may assert as mnch as they please, that the knife and the
plaster are the same; bnt we know, after they are through as
well as we did before, that they are not,

When God separated Isracl unto himself, and committed his
cause in the earth into their hands, he kept prominently before
them the same distinction. His own law, the suminary of
moral principles, the primary and nniversal law which ante-
dated the fall, he proclaimed with his own voice, wrote with
his own finger on the tables of stone, and set it apart by itself
in the ark in the most holy place of the sanctnary., Men may
say that these marked and wonderful cirenmstances do not in-
dicate any distinction between these laws and the laws given
them to regnlate their sacrifices and offerings. Bnt snch asser-

- tions amonnt to nothing; the- diztinction—is- there just the-

same. To those who attach great importance to mere verbal
technicalities we may say, that these commandments by them-
selves are called a law, Ex. 24:12: “ And the Lord said nnto
Moses, Come up to me into the mount, and be there, and I will
give thee tables of stone, and a law, and commandments which
I have written.” We know that the only words which God
wrote at that time, so far as the record goes, were the ‘ten
words ”’ which he engraved npon the tables.

This law was the first condition of the covenant which God
made with Israel, and with reference to this the whole sanct-
nary scrvice was institnted and carried forward from day to
day and from year to year.

It was this law, in vindication of the perpetnity, honor, and
majesty of which Christ gave his life. For he died becanse
man had transgressed law, and the way back to salvation was not
over broken-down barriers and the demolition of the law which
had condemned him, bnt by means of a divine ransom which
should satisfy its jnst claims. And we may be snre that he did
not abolish by his death that law which his death was to vindi-
cate and honor; and his death was to bear, and did bear, this
very testimony to that law by which is the knowledge of
sin, and the transgression of which is sin. Bnt according to
Eld. C., Christ nailed to the cross and abolished all law, and
consequently the very law which condemned men as transgress-
ors, and on account of which condemnation his life was given.
A more nnreasonable position, and a more snperficial view of the
plan of salvation it wonld be hard to find.

That which was taken away, which ended at the cross, was
simply that shadowy system which pointed to the cross, not the
standard of morality which showed men to be sinners. For a
time, that is dnring the period of the Mosaic dispensation, the
two systems were together in the hands of one people. They
had the Sabbath of the moral law, and they had the ceremonial
law. Some of the services of the latter were to be performed
on the Sabbath. Hence there was freqnent mention of the two
together., And now with a gravity which is amnsing a long
array of texts is presented in which they are mentionedtogether,
as proof that they all belonged to one system. Such reasoning
is too flimsy for serions consideration.

It is with reference to the same law, the law which shows
what sin s, and the transgression of which is sin, that Christ
performs his priestly ministrations. It was with reference to
this that the priests of the old dispensation ministered. Bnt
their ministry was a shadow of Christ’s ministry. Heb. 8:5.
Christ’s munistry is the reality, the substance, shadowed forth
by theirs. Hence the law, that object with reference to which
the shadow was performed, which we know was the law in the
ark, mnst be the very same as that in the real ministry of this
dispensation. Or, to pnt it in other langnage, the real ministry
of Christ mnsat be performed with reference to the same law in
every particnlar, with reference to which the shadowy minis-
tration of the Levitical priesthood was performed. If not, then
their ministry was not a shadow of his, the two dispensations are
rent asunder, and the whole arrangement of Ged's grace in both
the 0ld and New Testaments i8 thrown ‘into chaos. Men ought
to panse before taking a position involving snch conclusions.

The whole difficulty arises from confounding the two laws,

But when the distinction is admitted, and the perpetuity of the
moral law i8 conceded, the Sabbath comes down with all the
rest nnchanged. It is the same blessed, beneficent institntion
that it has ever been, and some are yet to be fonnd with enough
of the love of God in their hearts to accept and observe it,
rather than to throw away the whole law of God fn order to get
rid of it.

We have not space to go into an examination of this snbject
in the.interesting field of the New Testament., Its writers
plainly show that one law is taken out of the way (Eph. 2: 15;
Col. 2: 14), the other remains (Matt. 5:17); one is Imade void
by faith in Christ (Gal. 5: 2), the other is not (Rom. 3:81);
one will judge men in the last day (James 2: 11, 12), the other is
nailed to the eross, and no man is to be judged by it (Col. 2:
16). 8o we might contrast them in many particulars from
their own testimony. The reader is referred to a lst of the
contradictions involved in the New Testament, if there is but
one law, and that is all done away, as found in the work
entitled “ The Two Laws,” pnblished at the Review Office.

U. 8.

IS IT REASONABLE?

Erp. CAXRIanT has brought up as a grievance which pro-
voked him to enter upon his present war npon the Advent-
ists, the fact that Eld. Gage, at the close of a series of some
half a dozen discourses against this people last summer, circu-
lated a tract among his audience at the close of liis meetings.
The whole truth coneerning the matter is simply this: The
Elder had been speaking concerning Mrs. White. All Eld.
Gage did was to give the audience still more upon the same
subject, every word of which was from Eld. Canright’s own
pen. So practically Eld. Gage only gave the audience oppor-
tunity to receive still another disconrse from him on the snb-
ject under consideration, We submit to the reader if it is
becoming in Etd. C. to complain under such eircumstances.

@. I B.
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WHO CHANGED THE SABBATH?

It is often remarked that new converts are the most
zealous. It is also trne in general that apostates are the
most bitter opponents, To this, however, there are not-
able exceptions; yet exceptions are never supposed to
invalidate a rmle. I have spent many years trying to
indnce people to embrace the present trnth, and so hard
have I labored to this end that I rejoice in every acces-
sion to the chnrch. Of ¢course, I cannot bnt feel sad over
every defection. So deeply do I realize the weakness
of human natnre thatI can well appreciate the exhor-
tation in Gal. 6:1. Even if we cannot restore the erring,
we may be led to greater watchfulness by our efforts,
not knowing where next the darts of the enemy may be
aimed. It is not a strange idea that the faith of every
one-will be tested; that a-shaking time is before us in
which, to nse the words of Scriptnre on another subject,
only that which cannot be shaken will remain.

There lies before me an article by Eld. D. M. Canright,
in which he assails the views held by Seventh-day Ad-
ventists on the gnestion, ‘“Who changed the Sabbath?”
I am not at all surprised that he tries to make strong as-
sertions to nphold weak points. Self-confidence in assert-
ing his positions was his prominent failing, and one
which has, no doubt, had mnch to do in placing him
where he now stands. IHe had an unfortnnate pecul-
larity of setting himself np as a standard of both thought
and action for all who came within the range of his in-
finence. But, most unfortunately for him, %e made him-
self the standard for limself as well as for others, and he
has not yet nearly reached the position to which such a
following will lead him. b

He particnlarly assuils us on the above question be-
cause, he says, this lies at the foundation of the main
point of onr faith, that Snnday-keeping will yet become
the mark of the beast. Of this he says:—

My experience is that a belief of this as a fact indnces more
persons to give up Sunday for Satnrday than all other argn-
ments made by the Seventh-day people. Convince a man
that Snnday-keeping I8 only a Catholic institntion, a rival to
the Lord’s Sabbath, and hatefnl to God, and of econrse, if he
has any conscience, he wili keep it no longer. Evéry one of
them accepts this as an historical fact in fnlfillment of Dan,
7:25, Indeed, this is the one main pillar of their whole system,
npon whieh all the rest depends. If their position on this is
false, then their whole system of prophetic interpretation is also
false, as they will readily admit.

No, we will not readily admit any such thing. Nor
wonld they who now so gladly pnblish his articles, be-
canse they seem to do injnry to Seventh-day Adventism,
so cheerfnlly give them circnlation, if they stopped to
consider the consequences to which such unguarded
declarations lead, It is a fact that the Bible Banner, and
the World’s Crisis, and other papers which publish his
articles, fnlly agree with ns on our ‘“whole system of
prophetic interpretation ;” but they deny the correctness
of onr application of a single symbol. And if we could
become convinced that onr interpretation of Rev. 18:
11-17 is wrong, we shonld still insist that onr whole sys-
tem of prophetic interpretation is right. Ounrs is the 4t-
eral, as opposed to the mystical system of prophetic inter-
pretation. While these papers rest their whole advent
faith upon this same system, they stand committed to the
position that, if our application of this symbol of Rev.
18:11-17, and of the mark of the beast which stands con-
nected with it, is wrong, then the whole system of the
literal interpretation of the prophecies is false! We do,
indeed, claim that our application of this symbol is the
logical resnlt of following this system; but we will not
be so ungenerons as to hold the papers to which we have
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referred, to the consequences of that which they have
virtually indorsed, namely, if our interpretation of the
two-horned beast and the mark of the beast is wrong,
then the whole literal system of prophetic interpretation
is also wrong. Our system of faith is largely based on
our interpretation of this prophecy ; but we have never
gone so far as to assert that if our faith on this point is
wrong, then the whole literal system of prophetic inter-
pretation is false. It has been reserved to Eld. Canright
to take that position for us. But as he has copyrighted
it, we may not be able to realize the full benefit of it!
Having shown the importance of the question to our
faith, he proceeds to combat our claim that the papacy
changed the Sabbath to Sunday. On this he says:—

It would seem that such a bold and radical position should
be supported by the clearest and most abundant evidence. They
claim it is an actual historical fact that at & certain time, about
500 after Christ, the pope did@ change the Sabbath to Sunday.
If this be 80, of course they should be able to procure reliable
historical proof for it, giving the time, place, manner, facts, and
reasons for 8o remarkable an occurrence. I have before me two
books written expressly fo prove this assertion. They are,
“Who changed the Sabbath?'? 24 pages, and ‘‘ Marvel of Nations,”
282 pages. But the only proof offered is simply quotations
from Catholic catechisms, which claim that their Church made
the change. And this is all the historical proof they can pre-
sent on this point! Yes, for all that the Sabbatarian writers and
scholars for the last 200 years have been able to find is just this
and nothing more. Not one single historian in all the annals
of the world has ever stated that the pope changed the S8abbath,
For twenty-eight years I longed for such a testimony, but found
it not,

I have thus largely quoted, as this paragraph gives the
complete substance of his whole article, that the reader
may see exactly what is his claim. The paragraph af-
fords much food for reflection, and opens before our
view a large amount of false reasoning.

1. We learn that for twenty-eight years he longed for
what he considered evidence essential to establish the
very foundation of the faith that he preached, ‘‘but
found itnot” | While this may or may not be bard on our
faith, it is very discreditable to his experience in the
winistry, considering that he was so strong and confident
in his assertions that the faith he preached was fully and
completely proved. His longing for twenty-eight years
for proof which he could consider satisfactory shows
that he was not as confident as he assumed to be. Is he
now?

2. He does not seem to realize that the question that
should govern us on all points of duty is, What say the
Scriptures? I have always claimed, and still claim, that
proof of the real origin of the Sunday-Sabbath is a sec-
ondary matter, while it is admitted by very many of its
most ardent and learned advocates that its origin cannot
be traced to any requirement in the Scriptures. And
whether they confess it or not, the fact remains, that it
is pot of Bible origin, plain to the sight of every one
who reads his Bible with any care. A man, ‘“if he has
any conscience,” will not wait to settle the question of
its origin, if' he has set before him the evidence that
God’s law requires the observance of the seventh day,
and that the Bible is entirely silent in regard to any
other day to be observed as a weekly Sabbath.

3. -He entirely evades the issue, instead of settling it,
when he offers proof that the Christians met for wor-
ship on the first day of the week in the days immediately
following the apostles. Query: Did they observe it as a
Sabbath, or day of rest from secular labor? Eld. Can-
right knows very well that they did not. He knows also,
if he has ever examined history on the subject, that in
those very days Christians assembled for worship on
the sixth day also, in commemoration of the death of the
Lord, and that neither the first nor the sixth was held
as a Sabbath till after the celebrated decree of Con-
stantine for resting on the venerable day of the sun.
After that time it was adopted by the Church of Rome,
and made the ‘“‘chief festival of the Church,” because it
was easier to reach the people if they kept the same day
that was popularized by the emperor, and to which they
were allied in their adoration of the sun.

4. He surely cannot be so ignorant of history as to
believe, thoungh he affirms it, that the observance of the
first day of the week as a day of worship was universal
among Christians in ‘‘the days immediately following
the apostles.” I am aware that room for a world of
quibbling is opened under the expression, ‘“a day of
worship;” because in that manner may be brought in
the custom of holding religious worship and thence re-
pairing to their usual avocations on that day. But that
would be but a cavil, for he is now considering the erec-
tion of the first day as & Sabbath, and the fact that they
met for worship on that day is not proof, inasmuch as the
proof is clear that they did not rest from labor upon it.
After the time of Constantine’s decree, and after the
Church of Rome had adopted it as the day of special ob-
servance, and put the seventh day under its ban, there
were many in the Eastern churches who still observed
the seventh day, who resisted the usurpation of the Rom-
ish Church; and the anathemas of the council held at
Laodicea were among the means of briiging them to
submit to the change,

5. Before presenting direct evidence on the question,
I will say something on Eld. C.’s flourish over our not
being able to give time, place, manner, facts, and rea-
sons of the papacy’s erecting the Sunday-Sabbath insti-
tution. I propose to show that all this can be done,
definitely and to a certainty. But X insist that it is not
necessary to our position ; our faith may be fully and
sufficiently established without doing half that he asks.
He will find himself by no means so well prepared to

defend the Sunday-Sabbath as we are to assail it. Let us
institute a few comparisons:—

Suppose that I owe Eld. Canright a sum of money; in
payment I offer him a bill which he claims is eounterfeit.
In proof he shows: (a.) that the detector gives a very ac-
curate description of the genuine, but this does not re-
semble it in a single feature. This he thinks ought to
settle the matter. (b.) There is a notorious counterfeiter
at hand, who has literally flooded the land with counter-
feits ; and he has executed them so well that the major-
ity prefer them to the genuine. Of course thisemboldens
him in his work, and he doés not deny his occupation;
he rather boasts of his skill in counterfeiting. He comes
forward and says that he made that bill; he declares
that it is one of the best that he ever made. He has even
Leld it up as evidence of his great ability as a counter-
feiter. (c.) Ever since it has been in circulation, there
have been officers of the Government who pronounced
it a counterfeit. It is further proved that its circulation
was resisted by the people, but the counterfeiter got to-
gether a company of his confederates, and they resolved
to boycott, to waylay, to maltreat all those who would
not receive it. And it is shown that these were the
means by which it came to be regarded as of any value.
(d.) It is further shown that in all places where he had
the controlling influence, they abused and even put to
death those who should be found in possession of the
genuine. All this Eld. C. offers, to justify his refusal
to accept my bill.

But to this I make reply, that, (a.) we cannot take the
word of the counterfeiter; his testimony is ruled out.
(b.) It is admitted that everything alleged against the
counterfeiter is true, except as regards this particular
bill. (c.) It has for so long a time been received as valu-
able, that custom establishes the fact of its value. Evi-
dences to thie contrary are of no weight. (d.) But, as
most decisive af all, T call upon Eld. C. to show the time,
place, and manner in which this particular bill wasmade ;
he must show the identical tools which were used, and
he must plainly declare the facts and reasons which in-
duced the counterfeiter to make this bill. Ido not claim
that all this can be done in regard to the other counter-
feits; it is enough that they stand condemned by the de-
tector. But this is an exceptional case. In regard to
this bill T say that he must either show all this, or accept
the bill, or lose his debt.

After all this array of ‘“proofs,” it is just possible that
Eld. Canright might prove so exacting as to still refuse
to receive the bill. But every one will acknowledge that
he would only be notional in so doing. It is so out of
harmony with his claim in parallel cases!

6. To show that I am correct in saying that his claim
in regard to this particular institution is exceptional and
unreasonable, I now call upon him to show the origin of
infant baptism. Let him declare to us the time, place,
and manner in which it was instituted. I shall not ac-
cept, as proof in the case, instances of its being practiced ;
these are evidences of its existence, but not of its insti-
tution or origin. Let him show the particular facts and
reasons which first led to its practice, and when I
prove that it was practiced in the days immediately fol-
lowing the apostles, as I hereby offer to do, let him ae-
cept it as a valid, Christian ordinance, or renounce the un-
tenable ground upon which he stands. Norcan he evade
this by saying that it may be proved that they held meet-
ings for worship on Sunday earlier than the time of the
first mention of infant baptism, for meeting for worship
on that day gives it no pre-eminence over the sixth day,
on which also they held meetings; and I offer to prove
that infant baptism was practiced nearly two centuries
before there was any observance of the first day, any
rest from secular labor required upon it, or any church
law or constitution for its observance. If he doubts my
ability to do this, it can easily be tested. I am willin
to be held to all my offers whenever he comes forwar
to give the counter evidence.

7. Infant baptism does not stand alone antedating
Sunday-keeping. With it we find sprinkling, first in
connection with immersion and then as a substitute for
immersion, infant communion, consecrating water in
baptism, belief in baptismal regeneration, and many
other superstitions. Kvery one of these can plead the
authority of the Fathers, antiquity, the days following
the apostles, etc. And every one of them was consid-
ered pious and Christian before there was any idea of
piety connected with any manner of keeping Sunday.
And every one of them claimed, not the teachings of
the apostles, but ‘“apostolic traditions.”

8. Not to be tedious, I will notice just one point more :
Eld. C. lays great stress on finding that meetings were
held on Sunday in the days immediately following the
apostles, and long before the rise of the papal church.
But he cannot find any Sunday institution in those days.
And if he could, what then ? Paul said the mystery of
iniquity was already working in his day, and every true
Protestant believes that the mystery of iniquity gave rise
to that man of sin—the papacy. Can Eld. Canright
point to a single act in the working of that mystery of
iniquity in Paul’s day, or in the days immediately follow-
ing the apostles? 1t was working then, and continued
to work until the man of sin stood in full view. But
will he undertake to specify a single act in its working
in those days ? I confidently take this position, and re-
spectfully ask any and all to show that it is not reason-
able and just; namely, that practice or institution in the
church, not ordained by divine authority, not plainly
proved in the Scriptures, which can be traced to the time
nearest to the days of the apostles, has the strongest
claim to stand first in the working of that mystery of
iniquity | Paul also said that after his departing, griev-

ous wolves should enter in among them, and of their own
selves should men arise, speaking perverse things, etc.
Admitted that a practice is proved to have existed im-
mediately after the days of Peter and Paul, if it is not
authorized by the Scriptures, it is identified as being
among the perverse things brought in by grievous wolves,
and is to be classed as the working of the mystery of
iniquity, by which that man of sin was brought to view.
It was his special delight to change the times and laws
of the Most High, and to multiply man-made institutions,
and to compel their observance as a part of Christianity.

I might carry much further the comparison between
Sunday-keeping and other innovations and superstitions
which had their origin in the effort to amalgamate
Christianity and paganism. Many of the Fathers had
been pagans, not a few of them pagan philosophers, and
these were not slow to assume the position of teachers,
and to leave their fancies and vagaries on record as the
faith of the church. But with all the warnings of the
apostles, with all the exhortations to cling to the law and
the testimony alone, to the Scriptures of truth, they who
follow these false lights away from the words of life,
are without excuse. I am well aware that there is a
strong effort made in the churches to separate Sunday
from the other relics of pagan superstitions and human
institutions ; but in opening the way to gratify Ild.
Canright’s long-standing desire to see proof that the
papacy displaced the Sabbath of the Lord, and set up
Sunday in its stead, I here state two propositions :—

1. Among all the traditions and human innovations
in the Christian church, there is none that can so clearly
and positively be traced to paganism as the Sunday.

2. Among all the institutions which have been foisted
upon the church by the papal power, there is no one that
is so clearly marked, so definitely outlined in its origin
and enforcement, as the festival of the Sunday.

I wish here to have it understood that I shall not take
the time or the space to examine all the other traditions
and superstitions that obtained a foot-hold in the church,
and passed for Christian doctrines and ordinances, so as
to draw the comparison and show which is the most dis
tinctively pagan and papal. I only take it upon me to
fully and clearly show that the Sunday has its origin as
a day of regard and observance in paganism and the
papacy. If any wish to have the comparison more fully
traced, and think that they can show that other traditions
have a better right to the claim of such origin, I shall be
willing to carry the investigation further, for, though I
hope to satisfy every reasonable requirement and every
candid mind, I do not propose to exhaust the proofs
which are in reach. N

1. Isit a fact that the observance of Sunday s a day
of rest from secular employment is distinctively and only
of pagan origin ?

To all true Protestants, who take ‘“the Bible and the
Bible alone,” who do not believe that their Christian
character can be correctly formed by any standard but
that which God has revealed, who do not believe there
is any obedience where there is no precept or require-
ment,—to all such the plea of custom and tradition can
have no weight. In regard to any custom, our inquiry
is not, Did it exist ? but, By what authority did it exist?
We have little regard for what men have done,; that does
not reach our consciences ; for that we go to history, and
then we are often misinformed. We ask what they ought
to have done, and to settle this we go to the Bible, and are
never deceived. And none can be deceived in going
there, unless its testimony is covered up with inferences
and traditions. I wish the reader to bear in mind what
justly belongs to the examination of duty in regard to
laws and institutions. The only question admissible is,
What does the commandment of God say? Has it been
as plainly amended or repealed as it was enacted ? If
not, no amount of tradition, custom, precedent, or rea-
soning can set it aside. But we are constantly going
beyond what can be reasonably asked of us, and proving
that their traditions and customs are vain and their con-
clusions unjust.

In answering the question I have asked on the first
proposition, I shall show that the authority, the name,
and the sacredness of Sunday are entirely of pagan
origin, W

Every one who has read the debate between Campbell
and Purcell must have been struck with Mr. Campbell’s
perfect familiarity with church history, The bishop ap-
peared to be unusually fair for an advocate of ‘“the
church,” but on one point he was either inclined to take
unjust advantage, or Mr. Campbell excelled him in a
knowledge of church history and the writings of the
Fathers. Mr. Campbell was an advocate of Sunday-
keeping; in his theology, Sunday was the Lord’s day.
But his learning often led him to make statements with
which his theology was not in harmony. He was presi-
dent of Bethany College, in Virginia, a denominational
institution. Before a graduating class in the year 1848,
he used the following language :—

Was the first day set apart by public authority in the apos-
tolie age #—No. By whom was 1t set apart, and when #—By
Constantine, who lived about the beginning of the fourth
century, 1+

These words I copied from one of their journals pub- -
lished in Cincinnati, the lecture having been revised by
Mr. Campbell himself before its publication. According
to this, Constantine was the one—the first one—who set
apart by authority the first day of the week. Constan-
tine’s Sunday decree was issued in 821. Dr. Heylyn, in
his ‘* History of the Sabbatly,” an extensive and reliable
work, speaking of their holding meetings on Sunday,
gaid —
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For three hundred years there was neither law to bind them
to it nor any rest from labor or from worldly business required
upon it,

In a subsequent section of the same part (2) of his
work, he sald :—

Tertullian tells us that they did devote the Sunday partly
unto mirth and recrcation, not to devotion altogether; when in
ahundred years after Tertullian’s time, there was no law nor
coustitution to restrain men from labor in this day, in the
Christian churches.

These testimonies are exactly in harmony with that of
Mr. Campbell. He says that Constantine was the first
to set apart the first day of the week. This was in 321.
Heylyn says there was no law for three hundred years.
This would throw it forward to the time of Constantine,
He also says it was a hundred years after Tertullian’s
time. This is not definite, noris the time of Tertullian’s
death known. Authorities point to about 221, or not
1(.)ng after; and this again points to the time of Constan-
ine.

Bishop Jeremy Taylor, who, with Heylyn, was a Church
of England writer, said :—

The primitive Christians did all manner of work upon the
Lord’s day, even in the times of persecutions, when they were
the strictest observers of all the divine commandments; but in
this they knew there was none; and therefore, when Constan-
tine the emperor had made an edict against working ou the
Lord’s day, yet he excepts and still peritted all agriculture or
labors of the husbaudmen whatsoever.

The Encyclopedia Britannica says :—

It was Constantine the Great who first made a law for the
proper observance of Sunday; and who, according to Euscbius,
appointed it should be regularly celebrated throughout the Ro-
man Empire.

These are a very few of the very many testimonies at
hand which definitely state that the law of Constantine
was the first law which set apart the first day of the week,
or required rest from secular work on Sunday. More
are not necessary to quote, from the fact that not a sin-
gle authority can be produced that gives any other date
or authority for the first Sunday law. If Eld. Canright
takes exception to this statement, will he please to name
a single historian who has ever given any other date. or
any other authority ? Until he does at least this much—
until he shows that there is some difference of opinion,
some disagreement among learned and reliable authors
61 the subject, I shall claim that this part of my proposi-
tion is fully and sufficiently proved. The value of these
testimon.es is better appreciated by considering the fact
that the witnesses were all friends and advocates of Sun-
day-keeping.

Next we will look for the origin of the name of the
iustitution that Constantine set apart. It is found in the
law itself, which is as follows :—

Let all the judges and towns-people, and the occupation of
all trades, rest upon the venerable day of the sun; but let those
who are situated in the country, freely and at full liberty, at-
tend to the business of agriculture; because it often happens
that no other day is so fit for sowing corn and planting vines:
lest the eritical moment being let slip, men should lose the com-
modities granted by Heaven,

Thas in the first law for the observance of the day, it
was designated the day of the sun, Not a very high or
honorable title. How came this title to be given to it ?
The Religious Encyclopedia says :—

The ancient Saxons ealled it hy this name, because upon it
they worshiped the sun.

According to this, the title originated in heathen idola-
try. Do authorities agrce upon this ?—Yes; there is
not an author in all the rounds of history or literature
who dissents from this. Webster says :—

The heathen nations in the north of Europe dedicated this
day to the suu, and hence their Christian descendants continue
to call the day Sunday,

Sunday was a name given by the heatben to the first day of
the week, beeause {t was the day on which they worshiped the
suu.

This is from the Sunday-school Union Bible diction
ary. Worcester, in his dictionary, says :—

Sunday; so named because ancicntly dedicated to the sun
or Its worship,

These authors give an ancient origin to the name.
Constantine was not the originator of the title which he
gave to the day. Another historian, Morer, says :—

It is not to be denied, but we borrow the name of this day
from the ancient Grecks and Romans, and we allow that the
old Egyptians worshiped the sun, and as a standing memorial
of their veneration, dedicated this day to him.

Thus it is shown that the title that Constantine gave
to the day in the first Sunday law, is an ancient one,
and is entirely of heathen origin. From this statement,
algo, there is no dissent. Fld. Canright cannot even get
up any argument on these points. They are most tell-
ing against all the infergnces by which he has endeav-
ored to uphold himself in his present position, but he is
compelled to stand silent before them.

Now having found that the first law for Sunday rest
gave it 2 heathen title, that the name is altogether of
heathen origin, I proceed to inquire on what basig the
law stood, that is, what was the nature of the edict—
what the motive which actuated Constantine in giving
this decree? This also can be settled to a certainty.
Many interested religionists, with far more zeal than pi-
ety or regard for the precepts of Jehoval, speak of Con-
stantine’s edict ag a law for the Christian observance of

the Lord’s day. The very title that he gave it, the origin

of that title, and the known use of the title in those
times, disprove their assertion. Indeed, their knowl-
edge of the origin of the title ought to cause them to
blush when they make such assertions. But our proof is
explicit on the point of the motive that gave rise to the
first Sunday law. We are not straitened for testimonies
in regard to this; they are so numerous that I cannot
give a tithe of them, And their importance on the sub-
ject under consideration cannot be overestimated.

1. The fact tbat Constantine gave it the title by which
it was known in pagan worship shows that it was not
enforced as a Christian institution.

2. It was dated March 7, 821, and on the next day,
March 8, he issued a decree for the examiuation of the
entrails of beasts, for the determining of portents, or for
ascertaining the causes of public calamities. This was a
heathen custom, and showed the heathenism and super-
stition that swayed his mind at that time.

8. At the time when these decrees were issued, he had
made no profession of Christianity. Indeed, authorities
have been quite willing to place the time of his professed
conversion after the time when he presided over the
Council of Nice, that it might be after thec commission of
many of his most perfidious and criminal acts.

4. Historians freely testify that at and after the time
of issuing his Sunday decree, he was a worshiper of
Apollo, the sun-god, and to the close of his life, about
337, retained the title of Pontifex Maximus, or high
priest of the heathen hierarchy,

Milman, in the “History of Christianity,” b. 8, chap.
1, says:—

It is the day of the sun which is to be observed by the gen-
eral veneration; the courts were to be closed, and the noise and
tumult of public business and legal litigation were no longer to
violate the repose of the sacred day. But the heliever in the
new paganism, of which the solar worship was the characteristic,
might acquiesce without seruple, in the sanctity of the first day
of the week.

This is well expressed. It was, indeed, a new phase
of paganism, for, though the venerable day of the sun
had long — very long—been venerated by them and their
heathen ancestors, the idea of rest from worldly labor in
its worship was entirély new. Gibbon also gives clear
testimony on the character of Constantinc as a sun-wor-
shiper. In chapter 20 of ‘History of the Decline and
Fall of the Empire,” he says:—

The devotion of Constantine was more peculiarly directed
to the genius of the sun, the Apollo of Greek and Roman my-
thology; and he was pleased to be represented with the symbols
of the god of light and poetry. . . . The altars of Apollo were
crowned with the votive offerings of Constantine; and the eredu-
lous multitude werc taught to believe that the emperor was per-
mitted to behold with nioital eyer the visible inajesty of their
tutelary deity. . . . The sun was universally celebrated as the
invincible guide and protector of Constantine.

In a note on the same page is found the following:—

The panegyric of Eumenius which was pronounced a few
months before the Italian war, abounds with the most unexcep.
tionable evidence of the pagan superstition of Constantine, and
of his particular veneration of Apollo, or the sun.

Keightley, ‘“History of Rome,” speaking of Constan-
tine at and after his profession of Christianity, says:—

Constantine, however, was still a polytheist, and his principal
object of worship was the sun-god, Apollo. At the same time,
with the compliant spirit of polytheism, he held the God of the
Christians and the Author of their faith in respect and rever-
ence.” ’

And Dr. Schaff testifies to exactly the same thing; in
his ““ Church History,” vol. 2, pp. 14, 15, he says:—

At first Constantine, like his father, in the spirit of Neopla-
tonic syncretism of dying heathendom, revercnced all the gods
as mysterious powers; especially Apollo, the god of the sun, to
whom, in the year 308, he presented munificent gifts. Nay, so
late as the year 321, he enjoined the regular consultation of the
soothsayers in public misfortunes, according to aucient heathen
usage; even later, he placed his new residence, Byzantium, un-
der the protection of the god of the martyrs, and the heathen god-
dess of fortune; and down to the end of his life he retained the
title and dignity of a Pontifex Maximus, or high priest of the
beathen hierarchy. His coins bore on the one side, the letters
of the name of Christ, on the other side the figure of the sun-
god, and the inseription, Sol Invictus.”

The Pe%ple’s Encyclopedia says :—-

In 826 occurred the great Council of Nice. Constantine sided
with the orthodox fathers, probably for very heterodox reasons.
As yet he was a pagan, but his sense of justice, and his convic-
tion of the growing importance of the Christians, both as a
moral and political element in the life of the empire, had from
the very first induced him to proteet them. . . . 1t was only a
short time before his death, which occurred July 22, 837, that
he would allow himself to be baptized.

On this same point in regard to Constantine’s Chris-
tianity after he professed it, the Religious Encyclopedia
saysi—

The notlon of conversion in the sense of a real acceptance
of the new religion and a thorough rejection of the old, is in-
consistant with the hesitating attitude in which he stood toward
both. Much of this may indeed be due to motives of po-
litical expediency, but there s a good deal that cannot be so ex-
plained. Paganism must still have been an operative belief with
the man who, almost down to the close of his life, retained so
many pagan superstitions. He was at best only half heathen,
half Christian. J. B W.

Note.—These testimonies abundantly demonstrate the
proposition made above, relative to the real character of

Constantine, even after his reputed conversion to Chris-
tianity. Others of a similar nature might be quoted, but
these seem sufficient for the present instance, Constan-
tine’s Christianity was little else than a new phase of|
paganism, These testimonies are very conclusive s
showing the character of the Sunday as promulgated
and upheld by him, : e

{
[The concluding portion of Eld, Waggoner’s article on the fore.

going subject will appear in succeedlng {ssues of the REviEw.]

CONCLUSION.

Nature and Progress of Our Work.

In this, the closing article of this Extra, we wish to pre-
sent a few considerations for the reader’s perusal, concernlag
the character of the work itself and its present outlook. In do-
Ing this it will also be proper to glance at a few historical facts
connected with its past history.

8. D. Adventists have most firmly belleved from the very fee-
blest beglnnings of this movement, that they had a special mes-
sage for the people, based upon the sure word of prophecy,—
a work of vast importance to mankind. Believing, as they do,
that the end of earthly things is ‘‘ near even at the doors,” they
believe with certain assurance that a message of warning must
go forth to the world calling the attention of their fellow-men to
tbis solemn fact. They cannot congeive how the merciful Cre-
ator could bring the terrible destruction so often threatened in
the Scriptures upon the race of man, and give them no oppor-
tunity of being warned of theilr danger. This is clearly incon-
sistent with the character ever ascribed to the great God in his
own word. It is utterly contrary to his past dealings with the
race of man. Whenever any just judgment has been impend-

ing, God has mercifully warned those expesed to it, by sending
devoted servants with messages of truth announcing the faet.
8o it was with the antediluvians and Sodomites, and with the Jews
hefore either the destruction of Jerusalem occurred or they were
earried into captivity. 8o, also, it was even with the Gentile
city of Nineveh. It matters not that such messages were un-
popular and unheeded at the tinee, as they always were. It

made no difference if the great majority utterly rejected the God-
given warning. God showed his interest for man, and sought
to save him. His character for love and mercy must be inain-
tained, whether men hear or forbear.

We utterly reject the foollsh notion entertained by the ortho-
dox churches that Christ will eome the second time, and the
mass of mankind be exposed to terrible ruin, and they have no
kuowledge, nor a chance to obtain any light concerning this great
event; but that ke a clap of thunder from a clear sky, it will
overtake all mankind without the slightest premonition. It is
absurd and unscriptural. No reasonable person would pursue
such a course toward those who were dependent upou him;
aud God is certainly as considerate as mau. The Blble brings
to view clearly this fact, that before the great day of wrath shall
come, a warning shall be given. Christ declares: * But as the
days of Noe-were, s0 shall also-the-coming .of the Son of man
he.” Matt. 24:87. Did not Noah have a message of warning
to deliver? Then we must expect one before Christ comes.
8o likewise ye, when ye see these things come to pass, know
ye that the kingdom of Qod Is nigh at haud.” Luke 21: 31.
Signs are here given which are immediately to preccde his ap-
pearing, and be sure evidence of it. It were absurd to supposc
that those warned of it would not warn others. Paul says:
““But ye, brethren, are not in darkness, that that day should
overtake you as a thief.” 1 Thess. 5:4. ¢ Thatday” is when
Christ comes, as the immediate connection shows, These breth-
ren who have light will give that light to others. Says the
prophet Joel: “Blow ye the trumpet in Zion, and sound an
alarm in my holy mountain: let all the inhabitants of the land
tremble: for the day of the Lord cometh, for it!s nigh at hand.”
Joel 2:1. We believe that when the time comes, the alarm
will be sounded as the word declares. The prophet Zephaniab,
in chap. 2:1~8, brings to view the same thing. But the sol-
emn message to be proclaimed Is most fully brought to view in
Rev. 14 : 6-12. The most thrilling announcement in all the
Bible is here made. The terrible destruction to be. visited is
here distinetly portrayed. The character of the work tobe done
ts plainly indicated. Christ’s coming in glory Is here brought
to view.

S. D. Adventists fully belleve that God has called them to
proclaln this warning message to the world. They feel a woe is
1aid upon them if they prove unfaithful. They dare not do it
They feel there is one special work committed to their hands by
the God of heaven, and they must be true to their allegiance
and discharge thissolemn duty. And though, as men who fear God
and love humanity, they have an interest as truly as othér men
in all that concerns the plan of salvation which God has insti-
tuted, and also in all reformatory movements designed to bemne-
fit humanity, yet fealty to their God-given, special work they are
ever bound to show. They must be true to that, and sound
the warning to earth’s remotest bounds. They realize, of
course, that those who hate their work will be inclined to take
advantage of this fact, and will endcavor to show that S, D.
Adventists care nothing for others, and are indifferent to the
many important reform movements and efforts sought to be ad-
vanced by good and faithful souls In the yorld around them.
But they utterly deny these couclusions. They do love all thatr
is good, and seek t0 show an interest in the same as far as they
ean without neglecting the special work of warning the world
of coming judgments, which God has committed to them, and
they have assumed.

The very nature of their work requires of them an interest in
all good things. Their platform of divine truth is a broad one:
“ Here are they that keep the commandments of God and the
faith of Jesus.” Rev. 14:12. This embraces all the great
moral truths of the old dispensation and the precious things of
the new.

The truths of this nressage, therefore, are not some new doc-
trines, novelties just discovered, but rather a going back to the
$<0ld paths,” a restoration of precfous truths lost through apos-
tasy, but necessary to be restored to the people of God that they
may be in readiness when Christ comes. It would be folly to sup-
pose that when he comes in his glory he would find his people
quarreling amoug themselves, hoiding varfous discordant doc-
trines, some of them received from heathenisin and apostasy,
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and neglecting the truths taught by him. When he comes, he
will find a people without ¢ spot or wrinkle, or any such thing;
vea, “withont fault before the throme of God.” Rev.14:5.
8. D. Adventists are free to admit they are very far from mcet-
ing that standard yet ; but they believe that when the * shaking
«me" shall have accomplished its work in the great trials just
before us, there will come forth a faithful company through
whom God will work with mighty power, who will meet this
standard.

The discerning reader, then, cannot fail to see in the very
nature of their platforws of faith, and in view of the principles
of their doctrinal belief, that they are bound to be interested in
every good work existlng among their fellow-msu. Their re-
form is broad enough to embrace all other reforms. It rejeots
all evily it accepts all good.

8. D. Adventists are perfectly willing that their record should
se examined on this polnt by all candid persons who wili
woigh and consider all the clrecumstances. Such will find that
iatelligent members of this body have ever stood in the fore-
tront of the reform movements of the age, so far as being loyal
vo them is concerned. The church was a unit in its opposition
10 slavery when nearly all the great popular religious bodies of
the land were either divided upon the question or wholly sold
to its support. OQur people as ¢ body are in advance of almost
auy other church in the land on the temperance question. Our
membership are practically unanimous in favor of total absti-
nence from all that intoxicates, and for the prohibition of the
liquor traffic. They carry the principles of temperance farther
than any other people .'e know of in the world. Instead of
confining it merely to intoxicating driniss, they teach its applica-
tion to everything that is hurtful, as tobacco, opium, tea, coffee,
ete., and have thus taught for a quarter of a century. They
believe that everything that is injurious to the physical, men-
tal, or moral nature should be cast aside. They are equally
loyal, In their teaching, to the principles of social purity and all
other genuine reforma.

Yet they do keep in the forefront, and must ever do so

- while they exist as a people, the great truths of their special
work of warning the world of Christ’s soon coming, and the
necessary preparation for it. Therefore they cannot give their
principal altention t0 other objects, however worthy they may

“be, though deeply interested in themn, and standing ready to as-
sist whenever they ean,

This attitude will displease those, of course, who have no
faith in this special work, and who may be interested in the
other reform work to which we have alluded. They will sce
n0 propriety in it. Regarding the doctrine of the soon coming
of Christ and the Sabbath reformation with abhorrence, they
will not look with favor upon those teaching these truths as a
specialty, even if they do hold other points in common., They
will dislike us for the reason that they hate that which we

' make so important. .

Hexe is where our position as a people is exceedingly difficult
snd embarrassing. We are thrown, measurably at least, out of
the fellowship and pood will of those holding many reforms in
common with us, because they dislike our special work. And
we cannot, of course, expeet the favor of those who are opposed
10 both our special work and the reforms we teach. The very
circumstances of our position and the prineiples we teach,
therefore, make us unpopular with the great bodies of our land.
This is not something of our own choosing. But the principles
we hiold sacred as God’s efernal truth, which we cannot ignore
or disregard, and the attitude the religious bodies of the land
assume toward them, force us into this position. We would
gladly have it othérwise if it so pleased God. But as it seems
inevitable that we should occupy this unpopular position, we
reeept it as our heritage, and meekly submit to the treatment
which this position brings upen us. We must be faithful to
our God-given work.

This position, of course, gives an excellent chance for apos-
tates and other enemies to ridicule, and misrepresent, and ma-
lign us. 'We accept this also as our heritage. But we shall do
our best to show up their wickedness when loyalty to the cause
requires it, and they stand in the way of the work, and seri-
ously interfere with its progress, and endanger honest souls.

This special movement has existed about forty years, com-
wencing a year or two after the great disappointment of the Ad-
vent believers in 1844, We regard that movement as a fulfill-
ment of prophecy, and believe that it was in the order of God.
(reat power attended it, a8 even its enemies admit.

The present movement commenced in great feebleness, pov-
erty, and perplexity. Never did a movement commence in this
world which demanded more faith than this. It was under a
terrible cloud of popular disfavor because it grew out of the
% Millerite movement,” as its enemies delighted to represent it.
Ita earlier advocates had all been in that movement, and shared
n the disappointment.

Eld. Joseph Bates, Eld. and Mrs. White, and Eld. J. N.
Andrews were among the first who discerned the harmonjous
system of truth now taught by this féople. We then had no
churches, no organization of any kind, no printing-offices,
books, or papers, no colleges, no health institutions. All of
these had to be created. We had then no experience in mak-
ing converts to the faith, and indeed at first scarce a soul out-
side of the disappointed Advent bellevers could be found who
would listen at all, The pioneers commenced their work by
visiting private families, holding meetings of a handful in
kitchens and barus, laboring every way under the greatest dis-
advantages. There were scarcely #ny among the earlier be-
lievers who had means above the barest necessities. The over-
plus had been spent in the Advent movement. But these pio-
neers had their Bibles and faith in God. They sought
with strong crying and many tears to know his will and to un-
derstand his word. And gradually, link by link, the precious
system of truth now held, was revcaled to their minds. Grad-
ually, a8 they proclaimed these truthg, helievers were added.

There has never been counccted with this movement any
great and special excitements, and large accessions coming in
in large bodies. Its growth has been a healthy one, reached by
thorough couviction of the trnthfulness of our positigus. The
tremendous ¢ross connected with the seventh-day Sabbath and
the unpopularity of our work has stood in the way of multi-
tudes embracing it at a time. People would never do so unless
their understanding and conscience convinced them that they
must.  But this we can say, with all our hind rances, unpopu-
larity, trials, apostasics, and pressure from without, #herc has

never been a year since the work commenced but that there
has been a gain; sometimes greater and sometimes less, but al-
ways a growth.

But it may be inquired, Have you ever had to meet, in the
history of your work, opposition from those who have with-
drawn from you, like this which Eld. Canright has lately inau-
gurated?—Oh, yes; instance after instance of it. We have
never had an attack upon us before from such persons which
has been so extensively circulated before the public as this,
through the religious papers of the popular denominations, to
distant portions of the earth. We have never had ene to meet
before which in some partieulars was so unprovolked, and mani-
fested such utter forgetfulness of past kindness, and showed
such ingratitude and determination to kill our influence before
the general public. But we have had several which threatened
far greater losses in membership than this has yet indicated.
When these occurred, our people were far less in number and
influence than now. 8uch attacks then threatened far greater
proportional loss than this. We will mention a few as
lustrations:—

In the early days of the movement, when we were very few
in number, probably less than one thousand, Elds. Stephenson
and Hall, of Wisconsin, withdrew from the ranks. They were
persons of considerable ability and influence, and our numbers
being so few, the loss at first scemed almost irreparable. Quite
a following went with them, This interfered with the progress
of the work in that seetion considerably for a time, and sent a
shoek through the little denomination which was serlously felt.
But in a little time the growth was still more rapid. Wisconsin
has since become one of our strongest Conferences.

Some years later, another split-off occurred in the State of
Michigan. It was called the ¢ Hope of Israel? party. It com-
prehended quite a following. They started a paper by that
name, through which to pour out their feelings of bitterness.
They attacked the visions and the reputation of Eld. and Mrs.
White much as Eld. Canright does, and for a little time they
seemed to make quite a stir. But they soon fell to pieces, like
a rope of sand. 'Their paper went down. We believe there are
a few of them left here iu Michigan somewhere, but they have
almost disappeared from view.

After a few years, Elds. Snook and Brinkerhoff, of the Iowa
Conference, the one president and the other secretary of the
Conference, and the only ministers of any kind in it, got into
trial, came to & General Conference at Battle Creek, Mich., ap-
parently all in harmony, and returned with evil reports, which
they distributed from church to church in a manner not cred-
itable. They soon had quite a commotion, Without entering
into particulars, we will simply say, They both left our pcople,
bitterly fighting us, published pamphlets in opposition to the
visions and other points of faith, much after Eld. Canright’s
style, got possession of the type and press of the old “ Hope of
Israel? party, moved them out to Marion, lowa, and for a time
seemed to be quite a party.

They took with them, to the best of our knowledge, fully one
third of the churches and membership of the Iowa Conference.
Things looked rather dubious for that Conference for a little
season, a8 not a minister was left in it. The two dcparting
elders busied themselves going from church to church doing
their utmost to tear down.” But behold the results I In a few
years that Conference had increased its membership threefold ;
it had a good corps of earnest, intelligent ministers in the field ;
and to-day it stands second or third in point of numbers and
financial strength among our Conferences throughout the field.
Its growth was never so rapid as it was soon after this rebellion.
Elds. 8. and B, soon gave up the Sabbath, and have since
united with the Universalists. They long ago ceased to trouble
our Israel, But there has ever since remained a small residuum
of that movement at Marion, Iowa, which publishes a liftle
paper, and manages to Keep alive by affording a channel of
communication for the dissatisfied spirits who withdraw from
our ranks,

Moses Hull, once quite a prominent dcbater and writer, also
withdrew from our ranks, and became a Spiritualist, He fell
very low in the scale of morality.

We might mention quite a number of lesser lights who have
also retired from us into obscurity and darkness, but we do
not care to disturh them by even mentioning their names,

What lessons have we learned from all this experience ¥-—
We have learned that this movement, like every other special
movement of God’s origination, is unpopular, and that there
will be apostasies from time to time connected with it. Those
whose faith fails them, or the way becomes too strait for them,
will withdraw, and try to make it hard for those who remain,
endeavoring to destroy their confidence. There is always a
fearful conflict connected with the special work of God,

Satan hates every such move, and will do his utinost to break
it down. See how it was in Noah’s time. Only eight souls were
saved. How was it in Moscs’ time ?—All but two of the aduits
failed to reach the promised land. Rebellion, murmuring, and
every evil found a place among the people. The work of ele-
vating human nature and training it up to a higher plane is
one of Aifficulty, and many will not bear it. Hence sharp eon-
tention has to be met. God’s special work is not a sluggish,
dormant Dead Sea ; it is a sharp conflict with evil in every form.
Even when ‘Christ came, and ““spake as never man spake,”
multitudes became interested but to turn back and ‘‘walk no
more with him.”” John 6:66. Judas betrayed him, Peter denied
him, znd ¢ * forsook him and fled.” Paul met the same experi-
ence. Demas forsook him, ¢ having loved this present world.” He
says on another occasion, ‘ All they which are in Asia be turned
away fromme.” 2Tim.1 :15. Prominentraenlefthim. Whole
churches, like those of Corlnth and Galatia, were almost ruined.

So it has ever been. . Shall we therefore conclude our work
is a failure because here and there men apostatize and turn
upou us with hatred *—Oh, no! we will simply pity their
blindness, then close the ranks and move forward in our work,
fearlessly declaring the message God has given to us.

Thig, present move does not alarm us. We are not sure but
we should be better off if quite a number of half-hearted be-
lievers (of which we have quite a quantity) were purged out.
To all such we say, If you cannot be converted, it would be
better for you to withdraw. If you remain in this half-hearted
condition, we can do you litfle good, and you certainly can do
us none. We have found in the past, instance after instance,
when the unbelieving have withdrawn, the work has moved

forward much more rapidly.
makes up our losses.

‘We have also learned by much experienee that this werk is
hard to kill, 1t is something lfke & wall four feet high and six
feet thick; when you turn it over it is higher than cver. It
secms to prosper with trial and scourging and defamation and
opposition. A storm is better for it than a calm. It brightens
up the old soldiers, puts new life into them, makes them more
aggressive than ever. We rather nced something of this kind
once in a while to scour and brighten us np and make us look
at the old foundations, 8o that we shall fecl for the pillars of
the faith, Such times bring the loyal to the front and the
cowards to the rear. We expeet Eld. Conright's raid will, on
the whole, be a blessing to us.

A few closing words as to the present condition of the work:
The outlook was never so favorable before. This movement
has passed its feeble stage, where it attracted the attention of
but an obseure few. It is at the present time reaching its long
arms around the world. Its enemies are gelting exceedingly
anxious as to how they are going to mect it. [t has burst its
gwaddling bands, and like a strong young man is going forth
to conquer new flelds. It is mnot coufined to little country
places, baci-woods settlements, and the farming community;
but it is entering the largest cities, going to the greatest na-
tions of the carth, spcaking through the great papers of the
world. Others are looking to see what kind of a work this
people are doing.

There is one point connected with this raid of Eld. Canright’s
which has especially interested us. It is the cagerness with
which his attacks have been rcceived by leading religious pa-
pers and by the Protestant ministry even in Rurope, Australia,
and the most distant parts of the world. A brother in Europe
writes that where our workers begin to attract attention in vari-
ous loealities, they are met by a host of quotations from Eld.
Canright, our apostate * leader.”

This at first sight might scem disecouraging, but we are ac-
customed to look beyond the mere present to more distant ef-
fects, This fact simply shows that these ministers are put to
their wit’s end to krow how to meet 8. D. Adventists. Hence
they hail with ill-coneealed joy some help from Eld. Canright.
He can, perchance, furnish therm ammunition which they were
not able to find themsclves, What does this show {—Simply
that our work is attracting the attention of people in the most
distant parts of the world. What would these have cared for
Eld. Canright had not their fears of ¢ Adventism” made them
anxious for help? But when they see the best and most con-
scientious of their flock becoming interested in the presentation
of these Bible truths, and for their lives they know not how to
meet their arguments, they begin to look around for assistance.
Along comes column after column of defamation of this people,
and statements showing them up In the worst pessible light.
Then, to be sure, they are delighted. Canright Is a Godwend.

Well, let them make the most of him, We, however, only
see additional evidence from all this that the Influence of this
work is already becoming great in the world. When our ene-
mies are so anxious, why should we despond t .

The present year has witnessed the greatest inercase of our
publishing work ever seen in the history of this cause. We
arc publishing in all the leading languages of the civilized
world. We have very large oflices of publication in Battle
Creek, Mich., and Oakland, Californja; smaller ones in Bascl,
Switzerland, and Christiana, Norway. We also publish period-
icals in London, England, and Melbourne, Australia, 'We have
important centers of missionary effort in England, the Scandi-
navian countries, Central Europe, South Africa, Australia, and
New Zealand; and believers, more or less, in nearly all parts of
the eivilized world. The bulk of our membership is, of course,
in the United States. We have some twenty-nine organized
State Conferences, and several others soon to be organized. Our
colleges and eity-mission training-schools are preparing workers
more rapidly than ever in the past.

Some two thousand of our people are scattered in little com-
panies in the O11 World, in Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Ger-
many, Switzerland, Holland, France, Italy, Roumania, Russia,
the Crimea, the Caucasus, and in the British Isles. These serve
a8 a nucleus,—a center from which to distribute our lierature,
and from which to work for the eonversion of souls. We pub-
lish about twenty different periodicals in the interest of this
canse,  We are having a reasonable and constant growth every
year, ' .
While we are free to admit that many among us are far from
coming up to the standard of our Saviour's teaching and the
truths we hold, yct even our enemies themselves who know ug
best, are constrained to admit we are an honest, devoted, cou-
scientious people, and that our members are more devoted to
religion, proportionately to numbers, than any people they
know of in the world, Eld, Canright has admitted this,

On the whole, then, our work never looked 80 promising as
at the present time. Its influence never wus so great before.
Tts prospects of accomplishing the great work foretold by
prophecy never looked so pear a consummation ag now. We
feel sure the work will triumph in the end, because we see the
hand of God in it, and because it has the sanction of his word.
Therefore we have no cause for discouragement, but every rea-
son to look up and lift up our heads, for our redemption draw-
eth nigh. *The foundation of God standeth sure, having this
geal, The Lord knoweth them that arce his,” @ L B

"

God then works for us, and

TO THE READER

In this EXTRA we have spokel out earnestly and
plainly on the subjects we have had in _hand, But nething
has béen set down in malice or ill-will. We have aimed sim-
ply to defend the fruth, and this we eannot be blamed for do-
ing when we see it attacked in a manner calenlated to mis-
represent it before the geople, and mislead and deceive the
honest. We have aimed only at the good of ail concerned.
And if the language in some instances should seem strong,
we ask the reader to attribute it to our love for the precious
cause in which we believe ourselves to be engaged, rather than
to any desire to seem harsh or severe. Kxamine the truth on
its own merits, and decide aceording to the testimony whieh
it presents. And may God bless the reader with a discerning
spirit and an obedient heart.
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