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L. Plymouth Brethreniom Unveiled and Refuled. By William
Bewd, D. D.  Edinburgh: William Oliphant and Company.
1875. Pp. 322.

3. Literature and Mission of the so-called Plymouth Brethren: or
an attempl of a just ealimate of their {esttmony fo the revealed
truth of God, By Rev. William Reid, M., A., of Edinburgh
Editor of the * British Herald”, and ¢ Author of The Blood
of Jesus ") ete,, ete. Toronto: Dudly & Borns, 1875}

The society or order of Christian men, usually styled the
‘ Plymouth Brethren’, has already, and almost without observa-
tion, spread over the face of the civilized world. It seems, in
fact, to have stolen a march on Christendom, and must now,
whether for good or for evil, be acknowledged as a power in the
present awful crisis in the world's history, or tremendous conflict
between the powers of light and of darkness. That it is felt to
be such a power, is evident from °the fact of the controversy
about Plymouth Brethren coming up all over the Protestant world

1 This Willinm Reid, M. A, mast oot be confounded with the one befora
samed, or Willinm Reid, D. D, They have Lbe same same; bat, to aveid
enofusion, we siall cull the oos Dr, Reid nod tie other Mr. Reid. Both are
Pres mrimn; bat e Arst is 1he eospy, While tle kst is Lbe fhiesd, of ibe



just mow’, and by the innumerable articles, pamphlets, and
volumes, which this wide-spread controversy has called forth.
We have placed, at the head of this article, only three references
to the literature connected with this controversy ; but, if we had
80 chosen, we might easily hove embraced in our list the titles of
more than & hundred volumes of the same literature. Meagre
as it is, however, il is snfficient to answer our present purpose ;
which is merely to discuss the following questions: Who are
the Plymonth Brethren ¥ 'What is the character of their theology
and religion? Or, in one word, are they on the Lord’s side, or
are they in league with the powers of darkness?

It is the duty, as it has seemed to us, of every watchman on
the watch-towers of Zion, to qualify himself to return true answers
to these questions. We have endeavored to dischange this duty
as honestly a8 possible, by going to the fouotain-head for infor-
mation, instead of eatching up, and repeating, as s0 many have
done, the hasty, unfair, and false assertions of uwnscrupulous sec-
tarians. “While engaged in this study, we have encountered many
statements, even in religions journals, which, for onscrupulous
and reckless mendacity, can vie with the most shameless assertions
of a corrupt secular and partisan press.  This has filled us with
an inexpressible sadness; for, alas! what chapnee has justice in
this little world of ours, when even our religions guides and
teachers can so far forget the sacred claima of trath, as to allow
carelessoess, or indifference, or prejudice, or malignity, to pre-
gide over the formation and publication of their apinions ¥

For example, it was only the other day, while engaged in the
preparation of this article, that we fell upon the following decisive
and sweeping condemnation of the Plymouth Brethren, in the
Nashville (hristion Advoeafe, for Jan. 27th, 1877. * We were
eonversing the other day’, says the venerable editor of that
journal, ‘ with & minister not of our communion, on the cropping
out of Plymouthism in this country. We have seen it for some
time. It is the fungus which appears after a considerable
religious excitement. We have a seet in the West which has
some of the peinciples of the * Brethren ™, but that sect does not
go far enough away from Church-order and orthodoxy to meet
the views of the Plymouth Brethren, We predict that if pastors



are not on the alert to watch and guard the flock, they will have
no little tronble from this source. The C'hristian Observer—a
staunch Choreh of England paper—discusses their ecclesiastical
tenets in regard to “ A Regular Ministry ¥, ¥ The Assembly of
God ¥, “ Beparation from Evil ¥, * The Presidency of the Holy
Ghost ¥, “ Bpiritual Gifts", “ Bects ™, * Rejection of Creeds and
Confessions ™. The (Mwerver thus states their doctrinal views,
which seem to be Antinomianism run to seed”: [This statement
is here omitted. ]

Buch is the severe judgment, which the editor of the Nashwville
Christian Advocatr has pronounced on the * Brethren’. If it be
troe, they should be Bhunped as the plague, and detested as emia-
saries of the devil. But if it be false, what then? Why, then, it
will follow, that a learned brother, in whose opinion thousands
of readers have confidence, has brought very heavy accusations
againat the * Brethren®, who are not guilty of them. We do not
wish to attack him for this; but we do wish to comvince him,
and his readers, that he has done the * Brethren’ very great
injustioe ; that his judgment, instead of being a righteous one, is
the result of the ignorance, or prejodios, or malice of those whom
he has too hastily and rashly followed as guides.

The only authority to which he refers is ‘ The Christian Ob-
server—a staunch Church of England paper’; from which he
copies a list of seven heresies laid to the charge of the * Brethren'.
Now, we Methodists should be, it seems to us, exceedingly careful
how we follow such guides ; especially in view of the fact, that
they now treat John Darby, the great founder of the Bociety of
the * Brethren’, in the same way in which, more than a century
ago, they treated John Wesley. He was not, like Mr. Darby, a
seceder from the Church of England: he formed his societies
within the bosom of that Church itself. But yet, as we all know,
the papers,and pastors,and the emissaries of the Church of Eng-
land, created ruch a prejudice against John Wesley, that ruffians

everywhere assailed him, and his followers, with mob violence,
and rowdies pelted them with ‘ rotien eggs’. The same organs
of the same church now pelt John Darby, and his followers, not
with ‘rotten eggs’ indeed, but with rotten calumnies. Bhould
we not be careful, then, how we listen to their aceusations?



8hould we not examine for ourselves, and endeavor to form ‘a
righteous judgment’, lest, by giving currency to such calumnies,
we be found to fight against God ¥ Bhould we not panse, and
weigh, and consider, before we join the bue and eory raised by
men, whose predecessors treated Mr. Wesley as they are now
treating Mr. Darby ? We should do so, we think: we should
certainly hear both sides before we proceed to sit in judgment.
It is mot our purpose to examine, in this place, the charges of
heresy, which the Nashville Clhristian Advocale has preferred
against the ‘ Brethren'. The gross injustice of these charges will
appear, with abundant clearness, when we come to examine them
in the ignorant, or else malignant, productions mentioned at the
head of this article. We very strongly suspect, indeed, that the
Nashville Advocate copied these seven charges of heresy, not from
The Christian Observer iwelf, but from The Southern Church-
man, in which we first saw them. It is certain, that they
appeared in the Episcopal paper some time before they were
copied into the Methodist Advosate of Nashville; so that they
might have been copied from that journal. The Southern
Churchman copies them, with marks of quotation, just as if they
had been taken directly from The Christian Observer. They are
copied, without any markas of quotation, into the Nasheille Advo-
oate. The concluding sentence in the Churehman is, for a very
obvions reason, excloded from the copy made by the Adrocate.
It BAYSE, ! the_f seem to hold " perfection " views as well ’; a point
of contact with Methodism which the Methodist editor seems to
have been careful to exclude from his columns, The Episcopal
editor, moreover, shows greater moderation, or less rashness, than
the Methodist editor, He expresses no opinion of his own: he
merely copies the list of the heresies imputed to the * Brethren * by
The Christian (bserver, and then adds, *if the above are their
opinions, we had better have nothing to do with them®’, The
Methodist editor, on the contrary, saya of their views, that they
‘seem to be Antinomianism run fo seed’. He says, moreover,
that Pljrmﬁhl.him.'ﬂ. ¥ ia the fung'ua which appears after considerable
religious excitement’. Now here, as we read this passage, we
seem to see before us, not a real Methodist, but only some Church-
man, dying of decency, turning up his nose, and cryiog fungus f



st & revival of religion. True, in all revivals of religion, there
i this growth of & mushroom religion, without vitality or power,
springing up along with instances of genuine conversion and
piety. Bat is it the Spirit of God, or of his great adversary, who
seeks to bring all revivals of religion into contempt, by sneering
at this fungns growth ? Perhaps too much of thia sort of mush-
room religion—the delight of devils and the scorn of godless
men [-—attends our own earnest labors for the conversion and salva-
tion of souls, to justify us in casting stones at others. 'We can assure
our readers, that no man of the present century, with whose career
we are acquainted, has labored more assiduously, or more suceess-
fully, at the evangelization of the world, than has Mr, Darby.
He is, in fact, the Wesley of the nineteenth centory ; and it ill
becomes the followers of his great predecessor, to pursue him with
the calumnies and sneers of Churchmen, or of as cold-hearted
and remorseless Presbyterians,

We confess that we do feel for this persecuted man, John
Darby, for this Wesley of the nineteenth century, a sympathy as
deep as it is warm, as strong as it is inextinguishable. His great
learning, his earnest piety, his immense capacity for labor, and his
high social position, might have sseured for him, (they certainly
oaght to have done s0,) a high place in the established Church of
England. But the high places, the honors, and the emolumenta
of an established and worldly-minded church, were not to his
taste. ‘The low ambition of kings’, or the worse ambition of
prelates, was not one of the aspirations of his soul. Like Moses
of old, he chose ‘rather to suffer affliction with the people of
Grod, than to enjoy the pleasures of sin for a season ; esteeming
the reproach of Christ greater riches than the treasures in Egypt’,
[Heb. xi. 25, 268]. Hence, he seceded from the Church of Eng-
land, and laid aside its ministerial robes of office. ° The Spirit
drove him into the wilderness; and he was there . . . tempted
of Batan' [Mark i. 12, 13].

‘Tl wast thou shrouded thes,
0 patiect Bon of God, yet oaly stood'st
Unshaken., Nor stayed the terror there';

for men did make it, for thee, ‘a howling wilderness’: *eome



howled, some yelled, some shrieked ’, and * some bent on thee their
fiery darts’. He did not sit, indeed, * unappalled in calm and
sinless peace’; but yet in patience he did bear all ‘the fery
darta’ of graceless men. Therefore it is, that on chords of
gympathy, more ethereal than electrie wires, his sufferings and
woes have crossed the great Atlantie, and strock into our souls
in flames of fire. We pity the man, and the Methodist still
more, who has felt no touch of his trials, or sufferings for Christ :
the man who, instead of sympathy, has gathered up, and hurled
at him afresh, the fiery darts of the enemy.

We do not agree with all the views of Mr. Darby. Buot, as
he iz a Christian man and brother, this difference of opinion is
oo reason why we should pursue him with the envenomed shafts
of malice, We have known what it is, in some small degree at
least, to be driven into the wilderness, and there made to suffer
for conscience sake, We bave known, also, how bitter a thing
it is to bid a last farewell to the fondest and most cherished
hopes of this mortal life, and to bear the reproach of former
friends. Yet, for all this, we have not repented—no, not even
for & moment—the step by which it was all incurred. We only
regret, on the contrary, that it was not followed by a closer
imitation of the heroic example of John Darby. Indeed, when
we consider his courage, his fortitnde, his zeal, and his immense
labors in the cause of Christ, we are overwhelmed with a sense
of shame. But if we did not imitate him then, we can now, by
the grace of God, sympathize with his trials and sorrows, and
raise our pen, however poor and feeble, in his defence. Nay,
we cannot but do this, having been stirred up by the injustice of
his enemies, whether they be Presbyterians, or Episcopalians, or
Methodists. But, although our souls have been thus stirred up
from the depths, there is not one particle of bitterness in our
hearts for his ememies. We have no doubt, in fact, that this
most Christian of all Christian prayers,  Father, forgive them,
for they know not what they do’, has often ascended from the
lips, and from the heart, of Mr. Darby himself, in behalf of his
persecutors and slanderers.

Those who bave written strickures on his life and labors, or on
the character of the society founded by him, may be divided into



three classes, First, those who have arraigned, sccused, and
judged the Brethren, in profound ignorance of their writings,
and doctrinal views. At the head of this class, we may well
place the writer of the article in The Southern Presbyterian
Rmi'm, for Jan. 1872, which stands first on our list of referepnces,
This article was written, as is well known, by the Rev, Robert
L. Dabney, D. D., of the Union Theological Seminary of Vir-
!i.'ni.q.; and is characterized hy his well-known u.hi!itf in hurliﬂg
fieroe polemics against books, or systems, of which he knows just
exactly nothing at all, or at least next to nothing. This judg-
ment will be fully justified, when we come to examine the article,
in which the bitter and hasty * man has so rashly assailed * The
of the Plymouth Brethren ',

The second class cousists of those who have mminuﬂ, maore
or lesa extensively, the voluminous literature of the Brethren,
but not with a view to form a fair and just estimate of its value,
or of the theology therein set forth. The worst of this class
have, indeed, searched their writings only to draw thence, |:|-Jr
means of gross perversions and misrepresentations, the weapons
for their destruction. At the bhead of this class of venomouns
eritics, Dir. Reid deserves to be placed ; for no one, perhaps, who
has ever pretended to write an account of & religions society, has
ever exhibited greater unfairness, or perpetrated greater injustice,
than has this learned Doctor of Divinily in his attack on the
‘Plymouth Brethren’. His work is entitled ‘Plymouth
Brethrenism Uneeiled and Refuled’, but it is, in fact, Plymouth
Brethrenism eeiled in misrepresentations, as gross as pestilential
damps and dark as night, and then beaten with the club of
theological hate. We know of nothing worse of the same kind
connected with the early history of Methodism. Alas! for the
poor Methodist, who can now take part with others, in the very
inhumanity under which his brethren of the last century were
made to mourn.

The third class of Mr, Darby's critics, is composed of those
who have read his writings, and who have endeavored to do
him justice. We confess to a thrill of pleasure, when we met,
as the first among this class of critics, the naumne of a distinguished
Eoglish Methodist. Judge Marshall, the distinguished Methodist



just referred to, wrote a * Trect on the Tenets of the Plymouth
Brethren (so-called)”; and Mr. Darby's ‘ Reply’ is now before
us. He says: ‘There s sufficient fairness in the statement of
Mr. Marshall, in rejecting the greater part of the stupid charges
in the paper he quoles, [a paper written by one of the accusers of
the ¢ Brethren '), to make it exsy as well as pleasand to deal calmly
with his objections on other heads of doctrine. Though on one
head Mr. Marshall is roused, in general he quietly discusses the
merits of the question before him, I cannot be surprised that a
Wesleyan should hold Wesleyan dootrine, though I may not
agree with him ; and I can assure Mr. Marshall, that though he
mistakes the Brethren's doctrine in some points, and I think of
course there is ignorance of Seripture truth on others, yel seeing
the spirit in which Brethren are assailed, | HAVE RATHER TO
THANK HIM FOR WHAT HE HAS SPUKEN, THAN TO COMPLATH
oF 1T. The best return I can make, assuring him at the same
time of my sincerity in thus recognizing the tone of his pamphlet,
and my desire to reciprocate it, is to state what I, at least, hold
on the guestioned points, and to inquire whether the views he
objects to, so far as they are justly stated, are supported by
Beripture, I shall only take up the really important questions’,
Then follows an honorable, high-minded, and able Christian dis-
enssion of the points in dispute between Mr, Darby and his
Methodist brother. We shall again recor to this friendly con-
troversy, this Christian polemic, which does equal bonor to both
parties, We can now only say, in passing, that we have found
it an episode of refreshment in this unholy war of the passions
againat the Brethren, an oasis of delight amid the angry winds,
and the driving sands, of & controversy, which must needs do the
eyes of people a great deal more harm, than it can possibly do
their hearta good.

But of all the writers, so far as we know, who have endeavored
to do full justice to thé Brethren, no one has appreciated their
work more highly, or sympathized with them more keenly, than
the Rev. William Reid, of Edinburgh, the editor of the
‘ British Herald"'., Not Dr., Reid, -but Mr, Reid. Both are
Presbyterian ministers ; but yet, in their judgment of the
Brethren, they are as wide asunder as the poles. We shall ex-



amine each judgment, in due time; but we wish, in the first
place, to call particular attention to one of the most prominent
featurea of this whole erusade againgt the Plymouth Brethren.

We refer to the sectarianism, which leads those who are
inimical to the Brethren, to extend their enmity to all ministers
of the Gospel, especially to those of their own denomination, by
whom the writings of the Brethren areread. The ways in which
this enmity has shown itself, are, in most cases, disgraceful to the
Christianity of the niveteenth century. We know some five or
six Presbyterian ministers,—exceedingly dear to vs,—who have
read, and profited by, the rich biblical literature of the Brethren.
For this, and for this alone, are they assailed in ways, and by
means, which the Old Serpent alone could have suggested. The
attempt is made to poison the minds and hearts of their own con-
gregations against them—even those for whiose souls they labor,
and watch, and preach, and pray—with a view to ruin their
character as ministers, and to undermine their influence.  Becret
glanders are propagated against them; and rumor, with her
hundred lying tongues, is kept busy with their good names,
‘Plymouth Brethrenism ' is made the cover for all this sort of
secret and diabolieal work, ¢ Plymouth Brethrenism’'! that
dark, mysterious, awful, and unknown something, is made to
haunt the imﬂg‘]mtinnu of ignorant men, women, and childreu, B
a8 Lo load down, and blacken, if possible, the good name of their
pastors, with all the lies and calumnies which have been invented
to destroy ‘the Brethren’, and all who dare to read their
writings, 'What, then, is * Plymouth Brethrenism '? What this
dark, mysterious, awful, unknown something, which is thus set
to do the work of the devil? Is it the diabolical counterpart of
Herbert Spencer's great “ unknown God’?  Is it anything real,
or true ; or merely the wicked invention of the father of lies 7

This is the question which we now propose to examine and
discuss, If we should judge from all” that has been said and
written about ‘ Plymouth Brethrenism’, we should conclude,
eertainly, that it is a most ‘ questionable shape’, and doubtful
whether it briJ:lgu with it “airs from heaven or blasts from hell”,
Bot we need not so judge. We may sift the testimony ; we may
cross-examine the witnesses ; we may detect the lies, and vindi-
cate the truth,



In the prosecution of this task, we shall begin with the article
of the Rev, Robert L. Dabney, D. D., whose title stands first
and foremost at the head of this paper. Here in Alexandria, as
well as elsewhere, this article has been made to do active service
in the dark work of traducing the charmcter of men and
ministers, for the monstrous offence of having read the writings
of the persecuted * Brethren’. We have the proof of this before
us, in black and white, and in soch form as to make us blosh
fur the mendacity of (so-called) ministers of the Goapel. We
also have before us, in black and white, the very form and pres-
sure of * Plymouthism ’ iteelf ; so that we can, thank God! see
and decide for ourselves, May the Bpirit of God be with us,
and enable us to prononnce ‘a righteous judgment’! never for-
getting that  He that justifieth the wicked, and he that con-
demneth the jost, even they both are abomination to the
Lord'. [Prov. xvii. 15].

Dr. Dabney has many admirers in the ministry of the Preshy-
terian Church, especially among those who were students under
him in the Union Theological Seminary of Virginia. Oune of
these said to us: ‘It cannot be denied that Dr. Daboey is a
man of great power, or that hia article on the * Theology of the
Plymouth Brethren® made a great impression on the Preshy-
terian Church of this country’. * True’, we replied, * Dr. Dab-
ney is & man of great power, and his article did make a pro-
found impression on his own branch of the Presbyterian Chuorch.
But why, or how ? Just because it was an appeal to the passions
and prejudices of readers as ignorant as himself of the tenets of
the Christian men so viclently accused by him'. We are now
prepared, if we mistake not, to make this criticism good. We do
not mean by this, however, that we are prepared to refute all
the stricturea of Dr. Dabuey. We only mean that, in oor
humble opinion, his judgments are, for the most part, as hasty
as they are harsh, and founded on & wonderful ignorance of the
writings he has so wantonly assailed.

A glance at the rubric of his article, or the list of references
at its head, is sufficient to indieate this. Of the nine works thers
referred to, only three are koown to have been writien by ‘ the
Brethren'; and yet they are held responsible for them all by Dr.
Dabney, Let us see on what grounda.



They are made responsible, in the first place, for * Waymariks
in the Wilderness, Inglis & Colles: New York. 8§ vols.’; and
for *The Witness. James Inglis & Co: New York'. He first
takes it for granted, and asserts that Mr. Inglis, the editor of the
‘ Waymarks’ and ‘The Witness’, was a ‘ Plymouth Brother’, and
then proceeds to maul this devoted Baptist, becanse he belongs
to the proseribed fraternity! Dr, Dabney says: ‘The Rev.
James Inglis, of New York, their chief dpclrinal representalive in
this country, who was, we believe, first a Calvinistic Immersionist,
and then a Plymouth Brother, seems to have been discarded by a
part of the Brotherhood’. The reply of Mr. Inglis, not only to
this unfounded assertion, but also to the whole of Dr, Dabney's
attack, is wonderfully dispassionate and calm, patient and meek.
He says: ‘The design of these remarks iz not to maintain the
consistency of our testimony, or to defend ourselves from injustice,
which is doubtlesa unintentional.: In the personalities of the
review, there are mistakes which are the results of misinformation
regarding the editor of Waymarks. But the correetness of the
views taught is unaffected by this; as it is farthest from our
desire to give a name to & system, or gain personal adherenta by
the advoeacy of it, we cannot occupy these pages with an auto-
biography. Onlyin justice to our contributors on the ooe hand,
and to the Plymouth Brethren on the other, it is proper to say
that no one connected wilh thal secl ever wrole a line for ils pages.
Our contributors are chiefly * paslors of our Reformed churches ",
moet of them well known, though they do not elaim consideration
for what they write on ecclesiastical grounds. Bo far from being
“ the doctrinal representative of the Plymouth Brethren ™, while
we gratefully own our indebtednesa to them, under God, for the
testimony they have borne to our standing in Christ and the hope
of our calling, we have been constrained bo leslify agains! nearly
everything in their -theology whioh distinguishes them from the other
men of Fod named in the review whish occarions this solement’,

It was certainly a most unfortunate blunder, or mistake, which
led Dr. Daboey to attack Mr. Inglis as © the chief doctrinal repre-
sentative [of the Plymouth Brethren] in the United States . He
was never * disearded by any part of the Brotherhood’; for he
never belooged to them. He was a Baptist minister of the



Gospel ; and ‘8o far from being the doctrinal representative of
the Brethiren’, he had ® been constrained to testify against nearly
everything in their theology which distinguished them from the
other men of God named in the review’ b;l,r Dir. Dnhm!_f! This
prime mistake precipitated Dr. Dabpey into other and stranger
blunders, Thus, for example, as it torns out, every accosation
which Dr, Dabney has made against the Plymouth Brethren,
supposed to be the writers of Waymarks and The Witness, falls
upon the heads of ¢ the pastors of our Reformed churchea’. So
far is it from being true,as Dr. Dabney alleges, that the Brethren
have therein displayed ‘a denunciatory spirit against those who
do not utter their * shibboleth "' that this apirit has been mani-
fested, if’ at all, by the * pastors of the Reformed churches’ them-
selves against their own ‘shibboleth’, or party. Or, in other
words, one set of ‘ pastors of the Heformed churches’ condemn
another set of the same class of pastors, for their delinquency in
regard to the * true doctrines of faith and justifieation’. It is not
the Plymouth Brethren, it is the Reformed pastors themselves,
who thus complain of their own brethren ; and the complaint is
notorionsly troe.  'We have, during the last thirty years, heard
much preaching in all the Reformed churches, and we have
beldom heard the grand old Gospel doctrines of * faith and jostifi-
cation ’ faithfully proclaimed in the ears of a dying world, The
defection has become awful. * The Wilness' has, thank God !
borne a decided testimony against this awful defection of so-called
ministers of the Goepel, in all the ‘ Reformed denominations’:
in its own as well as in others. If the Plymouth Brethren have
done the same thing, then we should, and we do, say—* Well done,
good and faithful servants’. We rejoice to know, and we are
most happy to testify, from our own personal knowledge, that
Dr. Dabney has been faithful to those grand old sonl-regenerat-
ing, soul-justifying, and soul-saving doctrines, in his ministrations
of the Word. Hence, if’ he has not been at one with The Wilness,
and with the Plymouth Brelhren, in regard to the very point
complained of by him, it muoat have been either becanse he was
ignorant of the awful defection in question, or because he has
not had the courage to condemn those of his own ‘shibboleth .
It is certainly mot very strange, or wonderful, that those who



complnin of others ‘ for forsaking the true doctrines of faith and
justification ’, should * themselves give us, in their beffer moments,
the very same views’, or doctrines, We hope, indeed, and we
believe, that * they give ua’, at all times, ‘ the very same views’,
or doctrines, which they complain of others for having neglected.
Their consistency so evidently required this, that we ecannot but
wonder that Dr. Daboey should have urged this as a proof of
their inconsistency. The learned Doctor is, it seems to us, a
little dim-sighted and confused in his complaints of T'he Wilness
and The Brethren,

He besiows great praise on George Miller, John N. Darby,
James Inglis, and so forth. He saya: *The better part of this
sect, among whom we include the names mentioned above, may
be mid to be characterized by many admirable and by some mis-
chievous qualities. To the former we wish to do full justice.
They profess to hold forth the doetrines of grace with peculiar
simplicity, seripturalness, and freeness, and in many inslonces we
san gladly accord thal praise lo them, and thank them for the clear
light in which they sel the suficiency of Chrisl, the simplicily of
Jaith, and the privilages of the belicver’s adoplion, and for the
Sfidelity with which they erpose the coverl aelf-rightevusmess of a half-
goepel.  Many of them also deserve all praise FOR THE STRENGTH
OF THEIR FAITH, THE HOLINESS OF THEIR LIVES, THEIR AT.M&-
GIVING, AKD THE DIBINTERESTEDNESS OF THEIR MIBBIOKARY
ZEAL. Bur—'. Then follows the black catalogue of their
‘ mischievous qualities’, showing a most wonderful communion
between light and darkness, or concord between Christ and
Belial. *But’, he continues, ‘as we shall sim to evince, these
excellent virtnes are marred by a denunciatory spirit agninst
those who do not utter their * shibboleth *,” ete., ete.; winding
ap with ten heavy charges of heresy against the very men, who
‘deserve all praise for the strength of their faith, the holiness of
their lives, their almsgiving, and the dizinterestedness of their mis-
sionary zeal’. Now, ‘as we shall aim to evinee’, this strange
jumble of conflicting and irreconcilable qualities exists, for the
most part, in Dr. Daboey's own brmin, and ot in the men who
‘ deserve all praise for the strength of their faith, and the holineas
of their lives’., This we shall do, the Lord helping us, when we



come to examine the sgame charges in the venomous book of Dr.
Reid.

In the meantime, we shall notice, in passing, one source of Dir.
Dabney's wonderful confusion, He has not rend the writings of
the Plymouth Brethren. On the contrary, he has read Way-
marks tn the Wilderness and The Witness, and, taking it for
granted that they were the organa of the Plymouth Brethrea, he
gives them the benefit of his most particular thunder. Bat, as
we have already seen, all this hot and heavy thunder of his falls,
pot on the Brethren at all, but only on the very ¥ pastors of our
Reformed churches®, in whnua defence he entered wpon his
crusade agninst the Brethren. It falls, in other wurd.! not upon
the adversaries whom he has marked for dmmun, but upen
the very friends he has undertaken to defend against those adver-
saries| Well may ‘the pastors of our Relormed churches’,
then, exclaim, * Bave us from our friends’, if they be such as Dr.
Diabney.

Having spoken of the * Witness Theology’, Dir. Dabney adds,
*But just here begins our quarrel with it; first, in that these
writers migrepresent the pasiors of our Reformed chureles, as
though we hid these wholesome truths, and they alone held them
forth. There is in the books under review much of this unjust
denunciation. It would be easy to find several instances in
which they sharply charge the churches with hiding the truth ;
eaying in effect: * Ye unfaithful watchmen, why do ye not, like
us, hold forth the doctrine of adoption, of pardon, of the new
birth, of perseverance, thus and sof” And then they proceed
to tell us how they preach them. And lo! their own statements
(in their better moods) are the same with those usually heard in
our Reformed pulpits, and set down in our symbols, save that
theirs bave not the symmetry and uuriptuml accuracy of siate-
ments which our church teachers have given to our statements ;
and save that this Witness theology is continually contradicti ng
itaelf and the Eunpture by its exaggerations and
We are told that the ministers who have imbibed these opinions
are much in the habit of saying that the gospel has not been
preached in its purity in our time, execept by them: and that it
is another gospel which is usually heard in our pulpits. This is



a type of modesty which chorch history teaches ue is a pretty
sure sign of doctrinal defeetion. Another characteristic of the
Witness theology is, to disparage all church teachers and chorch
authorities who have reputation or influence, and to represent
their homan learning, pious writings, and fame, as gimply & cor-
rupting bane. These writers take great pleasure in admonishing
ug of thia fact, and cantioning us, that if we would get at the
real truth, we must roundly discard and contemn all the writers
whom the Chorch has revered, {except their set!) and go direct
to the Bible. Now all this species of talk is set in & sofficiently
ridiculous light by one word. What are they mspiring to be,
when they priot these books, save to become human church
teachers, to acquire infloence over believers’ minds, to have
suthority with them? Do they go to all this trouble, designing
to have everybody neglect or reject their * witness"?  We trow
not. Or will they say they write only to teach believers the
true meaning of the Bible? Well; no Reformed divine ever
professed anything else. And by what patent of sincerity shall
these late writers claim that they alone are honest in such pro-
fessiona? The fact is, that no uninspired church teacher is
infallible ; but yet they have their use ; which use (in the ense of
these writers, and the wiser fathers of the Reformation who
have preceded them,) is proportioned to their honesty, modesty,
learning, and correspoudence with the infallible word. But
there is another fact, that the tone of conscionsness we note is a
symptom of an unhealthy mind ; and that semsible people will
not be very forward to adopt the writers who betray it as their
special guides °.

Sach is the terrible lash which, in imagination, Dr. Dabney
applies to the Plymouth Brethren, but which, in fact, he applies
to  the pastors of our Reformed churches '; for, as we have seen,
those pastors, and not the Plymouth Brethren, were © the writers
of the * Witness Theology'. As yet, then, Dr. Daboey has not
touched the Plymouth Brethren ; he has only skinned, or aimed
to akin, ‘ the pastors of our Heformed churches’, the very dear
brethren whom he has ondertaken to defend !

‘This is not all. He holds the Plymouth Brethren responaible,
not only for the teachings of the Waymarks and The Witness,



but also for those of ‘the Scotch Presbyterian’, the Rev. H.
Bonar. Now, the grounds on which Dr. Dabney does this, are
not a little marvellous to our minds, namely, Dr. Bonar's ardent
sympathy with the Plymouth Brethren in the matter of pre-
adventism ! He says: °‘His ardent sympathy with these reli-
gionists in the matter of pre-adventism, leads even him in his
little work, “God's Way of Peace™, lo some one-sided and ill-
guidged statements’. This, we say, “is nof a litlle marvellous
fo our minds’. What! must he, * the Scoteh Presbyterian®, be
mauled as & Plymouth Brother, because he sympathizes with
them in one point? Or most all his errors be ascribed to soch
sympathy? Why, he might just as well ascribe the errors of
Bishop Mellvaine, or Dr. Robert Breckenridge, or the great
divines of the Westminster Assembly, to the fact that they were
ardent believers in the doctrine of pre-adventism.

We beg leave to inform Dir. Dabney, that, in spite of their -
“ardent sympathy’ in regard to one doctrine, the errors of the
Rev. Horatius Bonar are more unmercifully handled in the
pages of Darby, Kelly, and other * Plymouth Brethren’, than
they are in those of his own review. If Dvr. Dabney had only
read the writings of “the Brethren’, he would have been saved
from the blunder now under consideration. We cannot atop, at
present, to show how ‘the Brethren ' have handled Dr. Bonar.
We are not concerped, indeed, with the quarrel betweea D,
Dabney and Dr. Bonar: it is & quarrel, not between Dr. Dabney
and ‘ the Hrethren ', but only between the Virginia Presbyterian
and ‘the Seotch Presbyterian®. They may fight it out in their
own way, (like the Kilkenny eats if they please,) while we pro-
ceed with the matter in hand,— Dr, Dabney's accusations against
 the Plymouth Brethren .

The great wonder is, that De. Daboey should have andertaken
to enlighten the public mind with respect to the * Theology of
the Plymouth Brethren’, without having read, or even looked
into, the writings of John N, Darby and William Kelly. Is it
any wonder then that, in the blindoess of his zeal, he should have

1T nny of our renders should wish 1o soe the terrible bandling which Dy,
H, Booar bas received nt sz linmls of the * Plymouth Brethiren ', they mmn
flod it in: * Bille Treasury, vol, X, pp. 200 252, and pp, 288371 ; Ihd, wyl,
IZ, pp. 264-288, nnd pp. 207502,



committed 8o many huge blunders with respect to their theo-
logy? For the benefit of those, who may wish to asquire some
knowledge of that theology, or enable themselves to enlighten
others on the subject, we shall here add some account of ita liter-
ature. With the exception of a few of its more imperfect scraps,
Dr. Dabney has made no reference to that literatore, or shown
the least acquaintance with its rich and varied contents.

LITERATURE OF THE BRETHREN.

The collected writings of Mr. Darby, the founder of the
soiety of the Brethren, incloding his five volumes of the
Synopsis of the Books of the Bible, make no less than thirty
volames of aix hundred pages each. A library of itself! *He
bids fair®, says Mr. Reid, ‘ to become as volominous an author
as John Owen, of Puritan memory’; but “he is incomparably
more profound and learned ’. Besides all this, Mr. Darby has
translated the Hebrew and (Greek Scriptures into German, and
the Greek into French as well as English. He has also written
tracts in the Dutoh, German, French, and Italian languages.
How the man, who has performed such berculean labors, has
found the time to establish so many religious societies, or congre-
gations, in every part of Europe, and to do so much for the
evangelization of the world, is & marvel to ordinary mortals.
How his distinguished reviewer has contrived to remain so pro-
foundly ignorant of the labors of such a man, both in the field
and in the clmset, is only less wonderful than the fact, that he
should have attempted to give an sccount of his * Theology '
without having looked into his writings.

The writings of Mr. Kelly are almost as voluminous, as
*mried, and as luma], as those of Mr, D'I.HJ]I' Yet D, Dal:me]r:_
after having written hia article, had never heard the name of
Williain Kelly, the so-called * Plymouth Brother'. The Rev.
Mr. Reid, the Seotch Frﬂhj’tﬂriﬁn: who 18 familiar with their
works, says that ! their writings show that they hold, as firmly as
any set of Christians can, many things they are said not to hold’,
snch ag.—{_l] The lllanlr]r inspira.ﬁ:m qfﬂ-criptum . {E] The proper
humanity of Christ ; &ec., &o. The entire enumeration includes
thirteen tenets, in which is repodiated every one of the ten



charges preferred against them by the Virginia Presbyterian,
Now, who is the better judge, or the safer guide, the Presbyte-
rian divine who has read their writings, or the one who has not
seen them ?

Mr. Reid continues: * There are none who write more Scriptu-
rally and powerfully against SBocinianism, Rationaliam, Ritoalism,
Romanism, and Antinomianism, and all the leading errors of the
day, than the Brethren ; and I grieve to see napectable brethren
in the ministry preferring many serious charges against them,
which an infelligend perusal of their works ough! to have shown o
be uilerly groundless’. [Accosers of the Brethrea, p. 5.]

The time would fail us, and the space too, il we wers to
attempt to enumerate the learned, instructive, soul-stirring, and
beautiful prodoctions of other Brethren, such as those of Bellett,
Jukes, Baines, Mackintosh, Horner, Paterson, Wigram, Stoney,
Grant, Holden, Snell, 8ir C. L. Brenton, Andrew Miller, Trotter,
Charles Stanley, Sir Edward Denny, Lord Cecil, and & host of
others. Indeed, when we consider that this society of Christians
is only fifty years of age, the extent and variety of its literature
—ita richness, its Tuloess, its seripturaloess, its power, and its
beanty—fill us with admiration and wonder. All things con-
sidered, it is, perhaps, without a parallel in the history of the
Church. It ia not to be put down by the pop-guns, or the
crackers, of our critical Reviews. Dr. Daboey loaded his
blunderbuss agsinst it; but, as we have seen, he only discharged
its contents in the face of the very men he intended to defend—
‘ the pastors of our Reformed chorches’. Again, he loaded his
dire instrument of destruction, with the best intentions in the
world to annihilate the Brethren; but, instead of doing the
execution intended, it only exploded in his hands, and blew
himsell into fragments. We shall illustrate, presently, the
pature of the work he has done, by the production of some of
these mangled and bleeding remaing or fragments of his former
self. .

‘0 the folly of poor prejudiced Christians’, exelaims Mr.
Reid, “in treating such a spiritual, Christ-exalting literature as
dangerous and contraband |

‘A man who is fit to make a new translation of the New



Testament Seriptures, as Mr, J, N. Darby bas recently done—a
translation such as will compare favorably with all attempts of
the kind in modern times—is not a man who is here for nothing.
Mr. C. Pridham, who helped not only in that English version,
but also in the Englishman's Greek Concordance, and in the late
Sir C. L. Brenton’s (a deceased F. B.) Septoagint, as well as in
some of the Bagsters’ best works, is also an excellent Biblical
scholar., This movement is hmﬂaﬂ, in the person of Mr, ]Jarbf,
by one of the ablest men this century bas produced—perhaps the
only great original thinker in theology in our day or any other,
who whilst deriving his viewe solely from a life-time's inde-
pendent u't.ulij' of the Huljr E-nriptm:ﬁ, has at the same time
moored his creed to a pleparily-inepired revelation. No man,
too, of such originality has ever proved himself more cautious
and tenacious as to the doctrine of Christ and fundamental
orthodoxy in genaral’,

No, such & man as Jobn N, Darby ‘is not here for nothing’.
God has evidently raised him up, and man cannot put him
down. Mr. Reid, though a Presbyterian, has troly said : * What
is “ Brethrenism ™ in our day but a divine protest against the

nt d&fentiun, corruption, and latitodinarianism in the pro-
fessing Church? They are the pioneers of the nineteenth
eentury, who are thrusting the Seriptures atresh on the churches,
and who, on the word of God being bound and denied free
oourse, are foreed into an outside position by the lack of doctrine,
discipline, and worship, in the eoclesiastical Lasdicsanism of the
period. When we find a stampede, such as that which is now
going on in this country, America, France, Germany, Italy,
Switzerland, and other countries of Europe, as well as ju all
parts of the world where Christianity has been introduced, of
tens and thousands of the bholiest men and women, from all the
depominations, it is high time to look to the foundations, and
inquire—** I= there not & cause 7™ Instend of condemning those
who leave, better to cleanse the house that the most conscientious
may have no Seriptaral plea for leaving’. (Pp. 18-20).
Again, Mr. Reid says: ‘It is written by divine inspiration,
“ When the enemy shall come in like a flood, the Bpirit of the
Lord shall lift up a standard against him.” Of late years the



enemy has been coming in like a flood ; and where is there any-
thing in these lands that can be called the lifting ap of a
“ gtandard againat him,” except it be the intensely spiritual move-
ment and thoroughly Biblical writings of the * Brethren™$ For,
drawing only from the Holy Beriptures, have they not displayed
& banner because of the truth against every great evil that has
come in for the past forty years? Are they not the present-day
standard-bearers of a recovered Christianity ?

‘Who snswered F. W, Newman's Phases of Faithf J. N.
Darby, in his great work, The Irrationalism of Infidelity. (See
vol. vi. of his Collected Writings.) Others have replied w it, no
doubt, but this has refufed the book. Who has answered his
brother's—Dr. Newman's Apologia pro sud Vitd# None save
Mr. Darby ; and he has done it on its own ground, with a learn-
ing which evinces thorough competency. Who laid bare the
showy scepticism of Prof. E. Bherer, when on his way from the
theological chair of Strasbourg to the portfolio of the Revue dex
Deuwz Mondes? Above all, Mr. I1., in his * Leftre sur I Inspira-
tion de [' Eeriture Sainle" (translated for the substance into his
English tract on Inspiration), and a subsequent brochore * De
I'"Euvre de Christ”. Who has exposed the sophistries and re-
futed the arguments of the writers of Eesaye and Reviews ¥
Only Mr. Darby. (See vol. ix. of his Collected Wiitings) Dr.
Milner's End of Controversy has also been met and answered by
him, and so have Bishop Colenso and Archbishop Whately. He
has also dealt with and refuted the writers on Ritualism in The
Church and the World, a8 no other man has done. He has, by
anticipation, discussed and settled the Church and Slale question
fully thirty years ago, as volume xv. of his collected writings
shows, The Churoh of Fod has also been defended by him in
its principles, privileges, spirituality, separateness from the
world, its worship, destiny, and hopes, as it hus been by no one
writer in modern times. The doctrine of the Holy Ghost has
also been expounded with a freshness, fulness, and seripturulness
in such writings as Js the Comforter come, and is He gone ¥ and
The Operations of the Spirit of God by J. N. I); and in T he
New Teslament Doctrine of the Haly Spirit, by W. Kelly, such as
you will find nowhere else; and surely the giving of Seriptural



views on the Holy Ghost is a most vital part of the standard
syminst the enemy.

‘Then the great subject of prophetic truth has found the clearest
arpuunﬂeru amongst Brethren ¥, {Hr‘ Dnrh}' has at least foor
large volumes on it.) They have not only simplified the subject,
but are at present almost the only parties who discuse and ex-
pound the prophetic word with clearness, fulness and intelligence.,
8ir Edward Denny has likewise spent his lifetime in the study
of prophecy, and has published extensively on this subject, and
bas issued a series of prophetical charts, which are unigue, and
full of valuable instruction. Plain Papers on Prophetial Sub-
Jjeots, by the late W, Trotter, being a digested summary. of all the
best works on prophecy, is the best book on the subject for
genera] readers, as it contains reliable papers orr the whole of the
prophetic word. Whatever they teach on prophecy may, as a
rule, be relied on, and will never need to be unlearned, for it is
substantially the truth. Then, again, the fearful errors about
sin and its punishment which are abroad, and have been spread-
ing g0 rapidly—such as annihilationism, non-eternity of puonish-
menis, and all the other phases of the eschatological sceplicism
and infidelity—have been answered by Mr. Darby as they have
mnot been by any other man. And since the last (Ecumenical
Couneil, and the proclamation of the Infallibility of the Pope,
Mr. Darby has been writing most learnedly and conclusively
against Romish dogmas, and giving an awful exposure of
Popery from its own chief writers (see Familiar Conversations on
Romanism), with a severe reproof of Archbishop Manning.
The learning, labor, and research needful to accomplish what he
has done in lifting up a standard against Popery in its last days
is quite amazing ; and, though engaged in this great controversy
with Rome, and also that with infidelity, he has not overlooked
the little controversy about holinesa that has been going on
amongst Christians for some time back, but has settled it, too,
for all subject minds, in his recent masterly pamphlet against
“ Perfectionism "—A Review of K. Pearsall Smitk’s Book,
“Holiness through Faith,” and a letter on the practical conse-
quenoes. His [ialogue on the Wesleyan Doctrine of Perfection
might also be noticed ; and his stand aguinst E. Irving and B.
W. Newton, repelling their false views.



¢ Perhaps in none of his writings is the weight, as well as the
acumen, of Mr. D). more conspicuons than in his masterly
eritique of Irving's grandest Essay, the * Preliminary Disserta-
tion to Ben Ezra ™. Irving was then in his zenith before his
sd aberrations,—J. N. I. not thirty years old; yet that most
outstanding hero of the day was but as a child in the hands of
a man of surpassing strength, who knew bow to control it for
Christ’'s sake. Let the reader compare his * Reflections ¥, in the
beginning of his Prophetic I. with Irving's Prel. Diss, to Ben
Ezra. But his moat searching and sustained criticism probably
is to be found in his “ Examination of B. W. N."s Thoughts on
the Apocalypse”, which he simply and most fairly crushed to
annihilation. (See his Prophetic II1)

" I might have enumerated many other topics, such as the per-
son and work of Christ, regeneration, new creation, union with
Christ, Christian standing and experience, and a full clear gospel,
in which he has lifted up o standard against the enemy, (See his
Evangelie and Pracfical, volumes xii. and xvi.) But these will
suffice, and il any one dompetent to judge will read the works
referred to, he will justify our assertion that the SBpirit of God
is emphatically and peculiarly using * Brethren ™ to lift up a
standard against the enemy in every form in which he is present-
ing himself, If you look armund you will indeed find thousands
of true Christians resisting the hydra-headed monster of evil that
is threatening to devour Christianity ; but their testimony, though
good to some extent, is marred by blemishes, or halts abruptly at
some point where their doctrine, want of discipline, or their
ecclesinstical polity, hinders it from going farther ; and only
“ Brethren ™ appear to have the full and emphatic testimony of
God, with freedom to use it with foree and precision and deadly
power against the enemy, unhampered by having to stand by
any denominational institution—for they have none, but profeas
to walk at liberty on the divine ground of the Charch of God on
earth, where all the saints of God, nfmzj'shade or hue, if sub-
ject only to the Word and Spirit, may walk with them. This
gives them immense advantage in warfare and testimony over all
denominations who have to pull up and stop short of thoroughly
going to the goal of genuine obedience, not mere reformation, for



fear of bringing down rotten corners of their eoclesiastical
edifices by the weight of the public testimony as it passes
shaking the situation. The great bulk of the effort in *the
Churches ™ ta directed towards Eaepi:ug the old houses in repair ;
and whenever this is the case, the aggressive power of the truth
is neglected, and by neglect is lost; and hence, in spite of them-
selves,  that which decayeth and waxeth old is seady to vanish
away ”. By their own showing, “the Churches”, for some
years, have been losing ground, and drifting inte formality,
worldliness, and general decrepitode — from which the present
gracions awakening is only giving a very limited and temporary
arousing to souls, without touching their unscriptural denomi-
nationaliam and equally unseriptural clericalism ’.

In relation to the distressing stampede of © the holiest men and
women ', from the old denominations, into the society of °the
Brethren ', Mr. Reid says: °If numbers of the best workmen
were leaving our shores it would lead to & serious consideration
that something must be done to retain them, or else our trade
with foreign countries must be materially damaged. If the best
clerks were withdrawing from a house of business, and the
partners were aelling out in hot haste, the stock in the firm wonld
not long retain its value. No manofacturer would carry on for
long if his bosiness made him as poor a return as the Church
machinery does for all the capital invested in the working of it
We must not rashly lay the blame on God by referring the fear-
ful religions declension in principle and practice to his divine
sovereignly. The deadness, depression, error, lukewarmness, for-
mality, lawleseness, crime, and outrage, are nof {o be accounted
Sor by talking of the sovereigmiy of God, but charged entirely to the
sl of men ',

This testimony of Mr. Eeid is the more valuable, becanse he
is personally acquainted with many of the most distinguished
members of the society of the * Brethren *; because he has been in
the habit of reading their works * for the last twenty-five years’,
as well as observing the fruit of their labors, and because he
himself has suffered most seriously from * the stampede ' of which
he sc feelingly complains. He has written a tract entitled the
* Aocusers of the Brethren’, in which he displays, in striking con-



trast, the difference between the generous, magnanimous, heroie,
and charitable bearing of the true Christian, and the sectarian
geal, prejodice, and bigotry of the blind partisan. In this elo-
guent tract, he says:

“The public will get their eyes upianﬂ'l by-and-bye, even throngh
the misrepresentations of their accusers, They have the means
at hand every day of their lives for proving the charges of evil
doctrine to be false, for they bave the condemnped people living
amongst them, and demonstrating to them the impossibility of the
eorrectness of such charges by their high-toned Christian character
and haoly lives, The Christian puhlic will not be satished with
anything short of Christ's practical test of *“good froit™ or * evil
fruit.” “ Beware of false prophets, which come to you in sheep's
dutlﬁng, hut inwa.nll:.r 'Lheyare ravening wolves, Ye shall know
them by their froits. Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of
thistles? Even so, every good tree bringeth forth good fruit;
but a corrupt tres hri.ngelh forth evil fruit. A gnu:'l tres cannot
bring forth evil fruit ; neither can a corrupt tree bring forth good
froit. Every tree that bringeth not forth good fruit is hewn
down and cast into the fire, Wherefore by their fruits ye shall
know them.” (Matt. vii. 15-20.)

‘ Who are the false prophets ? Those whose teaching produoces
"gwd fruit™ in pructical Iife, such as all must mkn{mlfﬂgﬁ the
Brethren, as a rule, are doing? Nay, verily, the false propheta
are those, the Lord says, whose doctrine produces evil fruit.

‘T can testify from experience that those who withdrew from
my own ministry were to a large degree the very cream of our
congregation as to godliness, They were the best tanght, and
our working capital, our praying men, our lay-preachers, our
Sunday-school teachers, our tract distributors, district visitors, the
men and women who attacked sin in its most rampant forms at
races, in fairs, and on the streets ; the Very bone and BIDEW, blood
and heart, of our worshippers, and the most devoted and un-
worldly men and women I ever met with, precious and holy
followers of the Iﬂmb, who are still in my heart's u.ﬂ'ul:ﬁnna\, to
live and die with ; and whom, although their withdrawment from
us well-nigh broke my heart, as it did my health (a heart-break
it wae to them also o go), yet I could not leave without uiuiﬁ_ng



them, by my own request, at their places of meeting, and bidding
them a united farewell ; and we never knew that we loved each
other with so deep and true a love in Christ Jesus as when we
peured out our souls for each other before the meroy-seat, our
hearts surcharged with sorrow, and our voices almost choking
with emotion, until at last we all broke down in o universal
sobbing aud tears ; ‘and the name of the place was Bochim, for
there we wept out our sorrowing yet loving farewell before the
Lord, who bad loved and redeemed us all. Waa I mistaken in
acting 807 Burely it was done in the spirit of Christianity—Dbut
the very opposite of that of modern ecclesiasticism. They were
and are my beloved brethren in Christ—the salt and the light of
the eity where they dwell ; and God is wsing them still above
many, to evangelize the city and country around, and he is crown-
ing their labors in the Gospel with suecess, I left that farewell
scene, not to condemn them and write them down for not being
able conscientiously to remain with ue, but to inguire whether
we were not guilty of producing such sad divisions by upholding
traditionary and uvoseriptural fgments, which make it possible
for well-taught Christians conscientiously to leave us.  The action
of Brethren ought to produce a thorough inguiry whether we
bave the Secriptural basis of Christian association—whether, in
short, we or they have the Holy Seriptures nnder us ; instend of
the fleshly work of misrepresenting and running them down for
heresy and lawlessness, which even their accusers know they have
no conpection with. .

* The public are beginning to inguire into the strange phe-
nomenonu represented to them, of a people said to be so full of all
unscripturalness in doctrine, and yet so very holy, consistent, and
Beriptural in their daily lives!

I have met with this. An elder of one who has lately joined
the runks of the antagonista of Brethren said to me the other
day that a certain work was securing a good deal of attention ;
and if the ope ball were troe that was sid in it of Brethren,
their doctrines were very bad.

¢+ But it is not true,” I replied ; * he has, with a considerable
show of apparent fairness, entirely misapprehended their views,
and oconsequently misrepresented them. It could be easily shown



from their writings that all the heresies (that are so) that he
charges them with are ot held by them."”

"% Well,” he rejoined, © that must surely be so; for I know
some of them intimately, and must say their froits are good."”

“% Youn will find them generally very intelligent in Seripture,”
I maid. '

‘% ¥es; but not only are they very superior to most Christians
in that, but there is & something very uncommon about them
both in business matters and in private life, and I cannot recon-
cile what the books of their opponenta say of them with what I
know of them from my own intercourse with them, for they are
by far the best Christians I know.”

£% Fruits, then," I replied, “ you would consider a fair ori-
terion of doctrine. If the fruit of the doctrine be so very good
as you say, the dootrine must be Seriptural, and the books that
condemn them must be false.”

T%That is what I cannot get over. T know the people; their
fruita are good ; and every community’s principles and doctrines
are fairly judged of by the fruits they produce.”

* Another said to me: “The eraft’s surely in danger that the
ministers are needing to write so many books against the
Brethren, Better agree among ourselves first, for our sects and
denominations would puzzle all the Twelve Apostles, With

" what church could they worship? What sect would Paul join? "
(1 Cor. i. 10-13).

¢ Another—* It is & very unchristianlike procceding to write
down Christian people for their belief., Are we not in a free
country ¥ Why not live and let live? It seems very like selfish
opposition, In writing down Brethren, ministers appear to me
to be fighting for themselves.” This is how this persecuting
ecrlesiastical fanaticism is working on the minde of the com-
munity. They have overdone it, and are now creating a reaction
against themselves,

¥ A Laodicean Christendom is feeling the spiritoal incabus of
the testimony of our Lord which the Brethren have been honored
to bring out ; and not wanting it, and refusing to admit it becanse
it passes sentence on their own departare from Apostolic Chris-
tianity, they write down the troublesome intruder withoot either

heart or conscience,



*The Lord's people throughont all the churches should rise up
&5 one man and protest in the Name of the Great Bhepherd of
the sheep at the throne of majesty in the lieavens against this
unnatural trestment of their dear brethren in Christ at the
hands of their ecclestastical oppressors, and demand that the
terrible indecency of representing as heretics and treating as
cutlaws tens of thousands of the holiest and most Christ-like of
the saints of God should at once come to an end.

‘“ HAVE THE WORKERS OF INIQUITY NO ENOWLEDGE!? WHO
EAT UF MY PEOPLE A8 THEY EAT BREAD; THEY HAVE NOT
CALLED UPOX Gop."—Paalm liii. 4.

‘4] ENOW THY WORKS ; BEHOLD, | HAVE S8ET BEFORE THEE
A¥ OPEN DOOR, AND NO MAN CAN SHUT IT; FOR THOU
HAET A LITTLE STRENGTH, AND HAST EEPT MY WORD, AND
HAST NOT DENIED MY Name"—Rev. iil. 8.

¢ Instead of heresy, Brethren's writings contain & vast amount
of fresh light on the interpretation of the Holy Beriptures, for
which we as ministers should give hearty thanks to God,

 Brethren live in the Holy Beriptures, and writing in ascord-
ance with human theology is a thing outside of their religions
thought ; whereas ministers generally have unfortunately too
little Bible and too moch human system to judge fairly or Berip-
turally of Brethren's views; and when any of them who are
intensely controversial and not over-burdened with spiritual dis-
eernment or serupulosity of conscience, do battle with Brethren,
theology and ecclesiasticiam are cried up and Beripture is ignor-
antly run down,

* This is a tremendous evil, and is leading to fearful results;
for in aiming at the daring, impious, and unhely work of stamp-
ing out Brethrenism, they are discrediting the Holy Seriptures
{which the eommon people, with Brethren's writings in their
bands, see to be on the Brethren's side)—siuning against the
Holy Ghoat, who has evidently called them out to give His testi-
mony for thiz day—aod they are, by opposing it, sowing far and
wide the seeds of a terrible harvest of Laodiceaniam, scepticism
and infidelity.

“The real meaning of Brethreniam obviously is thiz: It is a
Beriptural protest against traditionalism in religion, and a plea



for the restoration of the great doctrines, institutions and prac-
tices of primitive Christianity, It aims at having the Holy
Seriptures given their rightful place of supremacy, and at re-
calling all sints to the enjoyment of the unity, fellowship and
privileges of the Church of God. Bhould we not learn the
lesson GGod is teaching us by it, instead of treating it as an
intruder 7

¢ All the books a,gaimt Brethren nbuulutefj miurepm&mt them
in every way, and consequently, the real truth regarding them
not being known, the religious public are misled and prejudiced,
to the great II‘Ij'I,:I.lT" of Christ and themselvea,

‘ From my intimate knowledge of their own works, I am free
to say that if the public believe regarding them exactly the oppo-
site of what their adversaries’ books say they hold, they will
have & pretty accurate account of what Brethren believe and
teach! Being the Scriptural religious reformers of our day, and
determined at all cost to have réligion set on a thoroughly Serip-
tural footing, and everything merely human washed out by the
Word, they have nothing else but opposition to expect from the
advoeates of things as they are, Christendom being sentenced
hg aonch & movement, must resent it. This has been ever the WAy
with every great work of God’s grace for man's blessing. “Ye
do always resist the Holy (Thost; as your fathers did so do ye”
(Acts viii, 51.)

* Church history in them repeats itself, The virulent opposi-
tion to Brethren in our century is just & repetition of the opposi-
tion to John Wesley and those who were acting with him last
century ; and now, judging of that opposition calmly, as it has
taken its place in history, we conclude that those who fought
against Jobn Wesley and the Gospel were fighting against God
—ijust the very thing our posterity may be doing a century hence
regarding the persecution of Brethren and the Gospel of God at
the present hour. Their testimony to Bible Christianity can no
more be put down than Joho leqr’!l mlﬂ, for it has been
called forth by (God, who will sustain his own truth and cause,
Brethren’s mission may be to save the Christianity of the country
this century just as John Wesley's and his associates’ was to save
it last century; and lest it should be =0, the opponents of



Brethren had better take the sound adviee of Gamaliel (Acts v.
38, 39), and shut up their batteriea—* For if it be of God, ye
eannot overthrow it, lest haply ye be found even io fight agninst
God.™

“The string of charges usually brought against Brethren might
be appropriately denominated stock slanders, for they have been
doing duty for years in all the books written against Brethren,
They bold not one of the serious heresies attributed to them, and
it is therefore reckless and unprincipled to charge them with
such things as Antinomianism, Rationaliam, Bocinianism, Pela-
gianism ; the denial of Christ's proper homanity ; the atonement ;
the binding obligation of the commandments of God ; the denial
that by the obedience of Christ believers are constituted righte-
ous ; the imputing of righteousnesa in justification ; that we are
justified by the blood of Christ; that Brethren do not confess sin
with a view to forgiveness ; that they do not preach repentance
as anything but a mere change of mind ; that they hold faith to
be only eredence of testimony ; that they deny practical and pro-
gressive sanctifieation ; repudiate Christian ministry and ordina-
tion, and forbid the unconverted to pray ; deay the divine
suthority of the Lord's day, and teach Perfectionism. These
and such like dllrgeﬂ form the stock-in-trade of the adversaries
of Brethren in pursuing their nnholy traffic.

“I feel deeply grieved for the canse of Christ and his dmewed
and prejudiced saints that such unfounded charges are spread and
believed by so many Christians ; for, having read their works, 1
can sy honestly before God and the Christian public that they
are untrue, and could be all ¥ unveiled and refuted " by straight-
forward quotation from their own writings, and for the troth's
sake I would not shrink from the task of doing it had I time
and strength .

We shall not shrink from the task of doing so, as the Lord
has given us a little ‘ time and strength’ or the purpose. We
shall expose ourselves, of course, to the unjust, unkind treatment,
which unserupulous partisans and bigots heaped on the head of
Mr. Reid. Bat what of that? If we mean to serve man rather
than God, or sect more than the salvation ol souls, then, indeed,
might such considerations of personsl ease, comfort, and reputa-



tion, determine our course. But the man who, with the path of
duty before him, can be made to swerve therefrom by such terrors,
had better put off his armor for good, and hide himself away in
some skulking hole of ignorance. We happen to know, from an
examination of their works, some little about * the stock slanders '
against the * Brethren’; and, cost what it may, we are not willing
that our light, however little, should be hid under a bushel.

We have been touched—we have been profoundly moved—by
the heroic words of Mr. Reid. ‘ An accuser says’, he complains,
‘I have gone over to the adversary, and (always true to the old
faggot argument) he wants the ecclesiastical machinery set in
motion to puniuhj instead of Muviuci.ng me that [ am wrong b_f
Beripture; but [ have, on the contrary, gooe over to truth and
fair dealing against * the adversary,” as [ think readers will see
for themselves from the quotations given,

‘ He also complains that I say * forbid them nol,” even thoagh
"ithe cream of our churches™ bave gooe to Brethren, and have
" almost broken their ministers’ hearts by their withdrawment.”
Perhaps few have suffered this heart-breaking as I have done,
but I dare not hinder, but would rather help, the dear sints of
God at such a time when they have told me that their hearts
were a8 sorrowful at leaving me as mine could be at parting with
them. How could any tender shepherd forbid Christ's sheep
from taking & step which they tell you is prompted by fidelity to
Him? What I wrote is, “ Seeing that they manifest a true and
honest purpose to servé our common Master Jesus Christ, his
word to us regarding them is *forbid them not'." I it not so 7

See his teaching on this head in Luke ix. 50. John says, in
verse 48, * Master, we saw one casting out devils in thy name,
and we forbade him, becanse he followeth not with us. And
Jesus said unto him, Forbid him vot; for he that is not against
us, is for us.” The whole college of the Apostles would have the
irregular brother put down, but the Lord said, Forbid him not ;
8o that I am bold to say that, though all the ministers of the land
be unanimous in their condemnation of the so-thoonght irregular
workers called Brethren, they would be only flying in the face of
the plain command of Jesus Christ, * Forbid him not.”
‘ But, even regarding it on the lower ground of common eitj-



genship, why should they not enjoy the same liberty that we claim
for ourselves of quietly working the Lord's work, and as the fruit
of honest labor, having as many with them as they can fairly
gather by the preaching and teaching of the Word? Ilo min-
isters dread the full and fair teaching of the Bible, and could
they not risk letting their congregations hear fuller teaching than
their own, that they resort to the unfair means and methods we
bave been exposing? Why persecute Brethren in this very
special manner, and let Romanists, Bwedenborgians, and Unita-
rians go on without & word of rebuke? Where in all this is the
sense of the sacredness of religious liberty in this land of Knox
and Melville, Erskine apd Gillespie, Chalmers, and the noble
men of 1843, when their descendants are buating down as noxi-
ous vermin—without regard to common decency, truth, or fair-
ness—the truest, holiest, and most devoted of their brethren in
Christ ? (Matt. v, 11, 12.)°

Dr. Reid has, in his book of 322 pages, no less than nine
charges of gross heresy aguinst the Brethren. We have never
read a book more admirably adapted, or more cunningly con-
trived, to defame, blacken, and ruin its intended victims, than
this volome of the learned doctor of divinity., It is styled
! Plymuouth Brethrenism Unveiled and Refuted’; but, as we
shall presently see, it may itsellf be most triumphantly wnveiled
and refuded,

In order to prepare the way for the more easy and certain
lodgment of his accusations of heresy in the mind of his readers,
Dr. Reid does his best to misrepresent, defame, and blacken the
character of Mr. Darby. Hence we shall, in the first place, deal
with his aspersions on the character of his intended victim, ere
we procked tounvel and refule his charges of beresy against him.

We are not the partisans, or advocates, of Mr. John N. Darby.
On the contrary, if any man will show us anything evil in his
doctrine, or in his life, we will condemn it a8 vehemently as we
would in other persons. Nay, more vehemently ; for his great
learning and ability would render his errors more reprebensible,
as well as more dangerous, than those of other men. But we
will not listen to the lies of his enemies. Firsi and foremost
smong these, as well as moet infamous, is the following state-

ment of Dr. Reid :



‘Although claiming the designation * The Brethren™ as ex-
pressive of their superior brotherliness (?), it does not appear
that they are more highly favored with this Christian virtue than
are their neighbors, their history having been one of confroveray, divi-
wion, peoeasion, and biflerness. In 18456 Mr. Newton, in a land-
able endeavor to expose cerfain erroneous vicws which had bepome
popular among the Brethren, inadvertently made use of eTpres-
gione ar o our Lord's humanity, which were equally untenable,
The opportunity was thus afforded Mr, Darby (who differed from
him in certain prophetical views) to charge him with heresy ; and
although Mr. Newton withdrew the offensive expressions, his
rival persisled in assailing him, with a billerness seldom equalled
in confroversy. The result was not merely personal alienation,
but the withdrawal of Mr. Darby and a party from the Plymouth
Assembly, and the establishment of a separate canse. Not con-
tent with this, he called opon the Brethren everywhere to with-
draw from all fellowship with Mr. Newton .

Now, if this statement be true, then no- Christian man could
doubt, for & moment, that the conduct of Mr. Darby deserves
the most severe reprehension, the most vehement condemnation.
But it is not true. It is, on the contrary, utterly and most
shamelessly false.

Mr. Durby and Mr. Newton were the two principal founders
of the society at Plymouth, in England, whence it derived the
name of the ‘ Plymouth Brethren'. Mr. Newton, the hero of
Dr. Reid's story, in ‘s laudable endeavor to expose certain
erroneons views which had become popular among the Brethren,
tnadeeriently made use of expressions a8 to our Lord's humanity,
which were equally undenable. The opportunity was thus afforded
Mr. Darby, [the intended vietim of Dr. Reid,] who differed from
him in certain prophetical views, to charge him with heresy ; and
although Mr. Newton wilhdrew the offensive erpressions, HIB
RIVAL PERSISTED IN ASBAILING HIM, WITH A BITTERNESS
BELDOM EQUALLED IN CcONTROVERSY '. IF so, then Mr. Darby
is & monster, But this is not so. The simple troth is, that Mr.
Newton fell into a horrible heresy, as the following extracta from
his own words most plainly and abundantly show :

fThe doctrines of this lecture on Pealm vi. by Mr. Newton,



tf will be best to slale in his own words. Bpeaking of Christ, he
says, page 7 :—" For a person to be suffering here because he
serves God, is one thing ; but the relation of that person to God,
and what he is immediately receiving from his hand while serv-
ing him, iz annther; and it is this which the sixth Psalm, and
many others, open to ua. They desoribe the hand of God
sirdched oul, as rebuking in anger, and chastening in Aol dis-
plearure ; and remember, this is nol the soene on the eroms™. He
aays, on the same page, that this—the scene on the cross—* was
only one incident in the life of Christ, . . . It was only the closing
incident of his long life of suffering and sorrow ; so that fo fix our
eye mimply on that would be fo know litlle what the characler of his
real sujferings was ™. After saying, “ I do not refer to what were
called his vicarious sufferings, but to his partaking of the circom-
stances of the woe and sorrow of the homan family ; and not
only of the human family generally, but of a particular part of
it, of Israel™, he goes on to speak of the curse having fallen on
them ; and then adds, 8o Joeus became part of an accursed
people—a people who had exrmed God's wrath by transgression
ajler ironsgresion”™.  Apgunin:—* 8o Jemir beeame obnorious fo
the wrath of God the momend he eame indo the world™. Again :
“ Observe, this ia chastening in displeasare ; not that which comes
now on the child of God, which is never in wrath, bui this rebuk-
ing in wrath, bo which he was amenable, because he was parl of an
accursed peaple; so the hand of God was continually stretehed
out against him in various ways”. From this dresdful eondi-
tion he represents our Lord as getting partially delivered at his
baptism by John. 1 say partially ; for elsewhere he distinetly
affirms that he only emerged from it entirely by death : * His
life, through all the thirty years, was made up, more or lesa, of
experiences of this kind ; so it must have been a great relief to
him to bear the voice of Jolin the Baptist, saying, * Repent ye ;
for the kingdom of heaven is at hand’'. Here was a door
opened to Israel at once. They might come, and be forgiven ;
s he was glad to hear that word. He heard it with a wise and
attentive ear, and came to be baptised, becanse he was one with
Israel — was in their condilion, one of wrath from God; conse-
quently, when he was baplised, he took new grownd ; but Israel



would not take it", &e. Soch were the doctrines promulgated
by Mr, Newton, The exposure of them by Mr. Harris excited
general alarm among those who had been associated with their
author ; and he, finding it nesdful that something should be
done, issued two pamphlets, in neither of which did he diselaim
the lecture, or the doctrines asserted in it; but first stated it
more at large, though in a less palpable and offensive form, and
then defended and supported it’.

Buch was the deliberate and blasphemous heresy, which Mr.
Newton put forth in regard to the person of Christ, and of which
Dr. Beid says, he | inadverfently made nse of expressions as to
our Lord’s humanity’, *Mr, Newton’, saye Dr. Reid, ¢ with-
drew the offensive expressions’, so ‘inadvertently ' dropped by
him. True, he did withdraw the paper containing those ¢ offen-
Bive expressions’, with a view to soften them down, and render
them less offensive, which he did. But this is not the whole
truth. For, with hypoerisy worthy of soch a heresy, he only
modified his views, or ‘expressions’, till" the storm created by
them blew over. He afterward reproduced the same heresy in a
form, if possible, still more offensive than ever. Was this, aleo,
an ‘inadvertency’ f :

The confession of one who was mercifully delivered from the
heresy of Mr, Newton, describes most solemnly, yet most truth-
fully, its character and consequences. He says :—* This summary
of Christ's standing before God at birth, and the awiul experiences
and uuﬂ"eringu of his soul and body under God's inflictions on
this account, I solemnly present to you, as containing Christ’s
disqualifications for becoming our Burety, our Bacrifice, our
Saviour! For he had to extricate for himself ! He had to be
delivered ﬁimud_f out of this horeible dhl:anne, and from these
fearful judgments, However free from taint his person might
be, and is declared to have been, yet because of these relations,
which it has been said he took af birth, it was even s question
as to the fact whether he could deliver himself and be owned of
God. This was, however, settled s regards hiz own scceptance
by hiz keeping thee ]aw, and h}r hiz obedience unfo death ; but
then, alas! all this was due from him to God—duoe to the law,
as having been born under its curse—due for himself and for his



earn extrication: all that he conld render fo the lasl moment of
Mz life, all that he could offer up in death, was needed by him
Jor himself, and for his cwn d&lweunuil But then what
becomes of the blessed doctrines of grace? What becomes of
the glorious goepel of God’s salvation? What becomes of the
Church? What becomes of ns individually? We have lost
Christ !

‘I have been blamed for calling sach fearful doectrines * blas-
phemy against Christ "', as being too strong language ; yet I find
in 1. Timothy i. 20, that Paul says he had delivered Hymeneas
and Alexander unto Satan, * that they may learn not to blas-
pheme™; and in 11, Timothy §i. 17, 18, I find that the blasphemy
consisted in saying that ‘‘the resurrection is past already”.
Bot Mr. N.'s hlasphemies are directed against the Blessed One
upon whom all resurrection from the dﬂ.ﬂ depends (1. Cor, xv.
]2—-23} Ifind a false Christ in a false position, the result of carnal
reasonings about his birth, presented tu-mulu, and not the Holy
One of whom the Father said, * This is my beloved Son, in whom
I am well pleased ™.

* We have lost Christ’, is the awful ery which went up, from
many & heart, among the Plymouth Brethren. 'The name of
Christ being the centre of their union, that which they looked for
in any who sought fellowship with them, was the saving knowledge
of that name by the quickening of the Holy Ghost’, This was the
principle, or ground, on which the society at Plymouth was con-
stituted by its two principal founders, Messrs. Newton and Darby.
The former was left in charge of the society, while the latter,
animated by a truly missionary zeal, was engaged in his labors
abroad. Mr. Newton, as one of the founders of the society, and
a8 ita resident minister, acquired & greater influence over the

society than he was entitled to, even by his great learning and
ability. He abused his position to endeavor to introduce, as Dir.
Reid himself admits, ‘& modified form of Presbyterianism *. Now
this, considering the constitution of the soclety, was treason in the
camp. But it was only after the Christological heresy of Mr.
Newton, which had been secretly propagated among the Brethren,
was detected and exposed by Mr. Harris, that the wail—* Wea
have loset Christ"—burst from the agonized hearta of so many of



the Brethren. What was to be done? Expel the heretie, and
his heresy, from the society? This was impessible. Mr. New-
ton had acquired too great an influence for this. Hence, when
Mr. Durby passed through Plymouth on his way to his missionary
labors in Franee, his attention was called to the state of things
therein. Great, of course, was his surprise and distress ; and yet,
in our opinion, the course pursued by him was that of a Chris-
tian hero.

If he had been an ambitions man, anxious to build up a great
and prosperous society, with a view to illustrate his own name,
rather than the glory of Christ, he might have compromised with
Mr. Newton ; and thereby saved the society from the schism
which followed. But if he had done 2o, he would have been
justly contemptible in ihe eyes of the Christian world. If, after
withdrawing from other denominations becanse they did not suf-
ficiently honor Christ, he had retained his fellowship with the
Plymouth Brethren, in spite of the outrageous dishonor they had
put upon Christ, he would have been among the most inconsistent
of men, the most patent of hypoerites. But such was not the
character of John N. Darby. On the contrary, finding it impos-
sible to expel Mr. Newton, with his * blasphemons heresy ’, from
the society of the Plymouth Brethren, he withdrew himself there-
from, and went on with his missionary labors for the conversion
and salvation of souls. Dr. Reid complaing, * Not content with
this, (his own withdrawal,) he ealled upon Brethren everywhere
to withdraw from all fellowship with Mr. Newton’. He did
right. He was a heeo, and not a hypoerite; he was a cham-
pion of Christ, and not a coward. Many of the Plymouth
Brethren, of course, fullowed the example and call of Mr. Darby ;
for they were not all apostates. Hence, when the true Christ
was cast out of the camp at Plymouth, the faithful remnant went
forth to seek him. They refused to worship with the assembly,
or to hold communion with the apoatate Brethren, who had set
up the false Christ of Mr. Newton. This was the head and front
of Mr. Darby's offending. If his whole life has been of 8 piece
with this, (and we have no reason to doubt it has been,) then may
we safely pronounce him a hero of the highest and purest stamp,
He faced hereay in the very society originally formed by himself,



even when outwardly most prosperons and flourishing ; and, in
spite of the obloquy, scorn, and contempt of the Brethren once
most dear to him, he continued, even as he had begun, to esteem
the reproach of Christ greater riches than the treasures of Egypt.
The world may pour contempt on such a man; sectarians may
dip their pens in wormwood and gall for his destroction ; and the
eulogists of hypocrites and liars may denounce him as a fiend
incarnate ; but, in our very heart of hearts, we honor and rever-
ence him as a troe soldier of the Croes. Dr. Reid has a most
telling chapter entitled, ‘The Brethren as described by them-
melves’, that is o say, telling upon those who are ignorant of the
history of the Plymouth Brethren, properly so-called. Bat it
should be entitled, * the hero of the Brethren, and his heroic fol-
lowers, as described by the apostates’

TeeE HERESIES 0F THE BEETHREN.

Dr. Dithney acknowledges the great difficulty of detecting and
exposing their heresies. ‘The reader will readily grant’, says
be, * that no great uniformity or consistency is to be expected in
a company of Christians whose fundamental principles repudiate
the divine authority for any catholic visible Church, the exist-
ence of any regular order of ordained ministers, and the use of
all authoritative creeds, Their common traits ean amount to no
more than a species of prevalent complexion. Nobody among
them is responsible for anything, unless he has been found doing
or mying it himself. Henee there arises an onavoidable diffi-
culty in dealing with their system ; and description or conviction
can only approximate a correct application to individuals’.

Now, if such be * their system °; or, as Dr. Reid more properly
calls it, ¥ the absence of system in Brethren theology ’, then why
attempt to deseribe their ‘system’? Why attempt to describe
that which does not exist? Indeed, if these writers apeak the
truth, the *unavoidable dificulty in dealing with their systen’—
with that which does not exist—must amount to an utter impossi-
bility. Yet this difficulty—this impossibility—is most easily
sarmounted by Dr. Dabney. On the next page but one, he
levels no less than ten charges against ° their system * or * theo-
logy of the Plymouth Brethren’, whose principal writers he has



not even so much as eondescended to look into. In spite of his
own declaration, that * Nobody among them is responsible for
anything, unless he i found doing or saying i himself’, he incon-
tinently holds, as we shall presently see, everybody among them
responsible for everything, which has been uttered by any one of
their number. Inductions so easy, so rapid, and so general, are
all the more wonderful, because they set before us * the system °,
which at the same time is declared to be no system at alll Boch
a process may be defined, the short and easy discovery of order and
in a real chaos.

"Btill", continues Dr. Dabney, *the features of the common
family resemblance can be drawn with general accuracy '. True,
this can be done, if any one will be at the pains to read, and ex-
amine the literature of the Brethren, and then judge it fairly
and candidly. Bat, as it is, the enemies of the Brethren have
not cnly failed to notice the real features common to their theo-
logical writings, but have substitated in their place the shams
and masks invented by themaelves.

In reading some twenty or thirty volumes of the theological
literature of the Brethren, (and these by their most approved and
distinguished writers,) we have found them preéminently charas-
terized by two things: (1) By & supreme devotion to the word
of God, as over against the traditions of men ; and (2) by an
implicit reliance on the guidance and work of the Holy Ghost
They have, more than any other men after whom we have ever
read, placed their reliance on the Word and Bpirit of God, refus-
ing to put their trust in an arm of flesh. Yet, as we have said,
their enemies have not only failed to give them credit for these
high and heroic Christian virtues, but have imputed to them the
opposite vices.

Mr. Kelly, in particular, is remarkable for his supreme devotion
to the word of God, the ipsissima verba of the Spirit.  Yet is he
precisely the writer, whom ‘The Christian Observer—the staunch
Church of England monthly’, has selected and marked as the
culprit by whom the word of the Spirit is treated with contempt,
But let us see the proof. Let us see how this heavy charge in
enforced, or established, by the heavy artillery of the Church-of-

England logie.



The Christion Observer says :—* When Seripture does not use
the exact words that suit his I'JIEnr_?, he undertakes, with the most
sstounding presumption, to apesk for the Holy Ghost, and says
(referring to the expression in Acts ix. 31, “Then had the
churches rest™)—But that which, I am persuaded, the Holy
Ghost wrote bere, was “ the Chureh.,” The Holy Ghost is con-
tinpally made anewerable for what Mr. Kelly asserts, which to
us sounds very much like profaneness, not reverence. Whether
it be so, let others judge’. A very kind permission this: after
having pronounced Mr. Kelly guilty of throwing ont the word
of the Spirit, and substitating his own word in its place, he will
* let others judge ’, whether this is ‘ profanenesa’, or  reverence’ |
Who can doubt as to the character of such an act? Is it not
both taking from, and adding to, the word of God; on which
the awful judgment of God himself has already been pronounced ?
[Bev. xxii. 19.]

But if we may ba permit.teﬂ to Juﬂga for ourselves, we shall
decide upon the act of Mr. Kelly, not as it is presented in ‘ The
Christisn Obeerver’, but as it is in itself. In preferring the
word church to churches in Acts ix. 31, Mr. Kelly only exercised
a right which is claimed by all the most learned, pious, and
humble students of the word of God. Every scholar knows, or
should know, that certain corruptions have crept into the text of
the New Testament, which it is the first duty of eritical commen-
tators to correct. Mr, Kelly did this in regard to Acts ix. 31,
and the grounds on which he did so were right under the eye of
“The Christian Observer’, in a foot-note to the very book re-
viewed by that Chorch of England monthly. He saya:—*1
gave full proof in a foot-note that the genuine reading of the
most ancient authorities, both manuscripts and versions, of the
east, west, and south, presents the singular, not the plural
[chureh, not churches], and becanse I certainly accept this, and
therefore state my conviction thaf swch was the Holy Spirit's
original form, as contrasted with the plural brought in by the
blunder or meddling of scribes at a later day, the writer allowas
himaelf in unbecoming language ! Did he not know that almost
every critic of our day holds my view ?’

If he did not koow this, then he was ignorant of the subject



of which he speaks as one having authority ; and if he did know
it, then was he knowingly guoilty of a false acensation against Mr.
Eelly. The case is this. In the estimation of almost ® every
eritic of our day’, the evidence is overwhelming, that the Spirit
used the word church in Acts ix. 31, and that the word ohurches
was substituted therefor by *the blunder or meddling of scribes
of a later day’. And because Mr, Kelly, with all competent
eritics, preferred the word of the Spirit to that of blundering or
meddling scribes, he is denounced for having treated the inspired
record with contempt! He is boldly accused of setting aside
the word of the Spirit, because it did not suit ¢ his theory ', and
putting his own word in its place | What a profane wretch !
Precisely the same thing, however, is done by Dean Alford—
the great biblical eritic of the Church of England itself. But
this makes all the difference in the world : 1t was Very pinuq in
the Churchman, but altogether profane in the Darbyite ] This
is not all. We have before us * A Critical English New Testa-
ment : presenting at one view the Authorized Version and the
Results of the Criticisms of the Original Text’, [Bagster's], in
which the word church is set forth as the form used by the Spirit
in Acts ix. 31, instead of the plural form *churches’. Henoe, as
we learn from the note to the verse in question] this correction
has been approved and adopted by ¢ Lachman, Tischendorf, T. 8.
Green, Alford, Tregelles, ete.’; and that on the overwhelming
authority of all the most authoritative manuscripts and versions,
including ‘®, A, B, C, ete,, Vulgate, P, Byriac, Coptic, Sehidie,
Ethiopie, Armenian, ete.” Why, then, should Mr, Kelly be
singled out, and gibbeted for & profane dealing with the word of
the Spirit, merely because he agreed with ‘almost every eritio of
o dﬂy’, in restoring the word church to Acts ix. 317 Now
was this ignorance, or malice, on the part of his accuser in * The
Christian Observer'? Il it was ignorance, there was the les
execuse for it; because in the work of Mr. Kelly, right under
the eye of this very sharp-sighted ‘ Christian Observer’, he was
notified that the correction introduced was authorized by ©the
most ancient authorities, both manuscripts and versions, of the
east, west, and south’. Why could he not take warning? Did
he see po clearly that which had no existence—namely, the * pro-



fanity * of Mr. Kelly—that he could see nothing else, not even
the moat palpable facts right under his nose ? How wonderfully
blind some people are, just because they are so wonderfully
sharp-sighted ! Bat it is & very sad thing, it seems to us, when
thiz happens to be the ease with a ' Christian Obeerver ',

We know of no writers, indeed, who adhere to the very words
of the Spirit more closely than do the Brethren ; and we know
of no writer among them, who is more remarkable for this
supreme devotion to the Word than Mr. William Kelly. We
might easily give, if necessary, a hundred illustrations of the
justness of this remark. Bat one must suffice; which we have
selected, not only becanse it is an illustration exactly in point,
but also because it has a very great independent value of its own.
If we read the modern commentators on the first chapters of
(Genesis, we are lost amid their speconlations about the Elohistic
and Jehovistic records, as if the Mosaic account of the creation
were a patchwork of conflicting records, which he had some-
where found in archives or debris of the past. Mr. Kelly, in
his devotion to the written word, as inspired by the eternal
Hpirit, rises above all these crude speculations, and sets before us
the following beantiful explanation of one of the chief difficulties
connected with the Mossic record of the creation :

*I must be permitted bere to sy a word on a subject which,
if it has called out enormous discnssion, betrays in its course, I,
am sorry to eay, no emall amount of evident infidelity. It has
been gathered from the varying names of God, &e., by specala-
tive minds, that there must have been different documents joined
together in this book. Now there iz not really the very least
ground for soch an assumption. On the contrary, supposing
thers was but one writer of the book of Genesis, as I am per-
suaded is the truth of the case, it would not have borne the
stamp of & divine communication if he had used either the name
of Jehovah-Elohim in i.-ii. 3, or the name of # Elohim " only in
ii.4-35. The change of designation springs from distinct truths,
not from different fabulists and a sorry compiler who could not
even assimilate them. Aoccepting the whole as an inspired
writing, I maintain that the same writer must have used this dis-
tinctive way of speaking of God in chapters i. and ii,, and that



the notion of there being two or three writers is merely a want
of real intelligence in scripture, If it were the same writer, and
he an inspired one, it was proper in the highest degree to use the
simple term * Elohim " in chapters i.-ii. 3, then the compound
“ Jehovah-Elobim ** from verse 4 and onward through chapter
ii. A mere historian, like Josephus of old—a mere commentator,
like Ewald now—might have used either the one or the other
without sensible loss to his readers ﬂ\mngh both chq.ptlzn. An
inspired author could not have expressed himself differently from
Moses without impairing the perfect beauty and accuracy of the
truth, If the book were in esch of these different subjects
written according to that most perfect keeping which pervades
seripture, and which only God is capable of produocing by his
chosen instruments, [ am convinced that as Elohim simply in
chapter ii., so * Jehovah-Elohim * in chapter i., would have been
whu]lj' ot of piauec with their respective ]J-u-ﬁtinna in i. and ii.
As they stand, they are in exact harmony. The first chapter
does not speak of special relationships,— does not treat of any
pecaliar dealing of God with the creature. It is the Creator
originating what is around us; consequently it is God, Elohim,
who alone could be spoken of as such in ch, ii. 1-3, taking the
Sabbath as the necessary complement of the week, and therefore
going on with the preceding six days, not with what follows.
Bat in chapter ii., beginning with verse 4, where we have special
position and moral responsibility coming te view for the first
time, the compound term which expresses the Supreme putting
himself in relation with man, and morally dealing with him
here below, is first used, and with the most striking appropriate-
ness,

‘80 far is the book of Genesis, therefore, from indicating a
mere clumsy compiler, who strung together documents which had
neither cohesion nor distinetive propriety, instead of there being
merely two or three sets of traditions edited by another party,
there is really the perfect statement of the truth of God, the ex-
pression of one mind, as is found in no writings outside the Bible.
The difference in the divine titles i= due to a distinclness of
object, not of aothorship; and it runs through the Psalma and
Prophets as well as the Law, a0 as to conviet of ignorance and



temerity the learned men who vaunt so loudly of the document
hypothesis as applied to the Pentateuch.

‘Here accordingly we find in chapter i, with a fulness and
precision given nowhere else, God's entering into relationship
with man, and man's relation to Eden, to the animal realm, and
to woman specially. Heoce, when notice is here taken of
man'’s formation, it is described (as all else is) in a manner quite
distinct from that of chapter i.; but that distinctiveness self-
evidently is because of the moral relationship which the Spirit of
God is here bringing before the reader. Every subject that
eomes before us is dealt with in & new point of view suitably to
the new name given to God—the name of God g3 &8 moral gov-
erpor, no longer simply a8 & creator. Could any person have
conceived such wisdom beforehand? On the contrary, we have
read all these chapters in the Bible, and we may have read them
as believera too, without seeing their immense scope and pro-
found sccuracy all at once. Buot when God's word is humbly
and prayerfully studied, the evidenoe will not ba long withheld
by the Spirit of God, that there is & divioe depth in that word
which no mere man put into it. Then what confirmation of
one's faith ! What joy and delight in the Beriptures! 1f men,
and men too of ability and learning, have tortured the signa of
its very perfection into proofs of defective and elashing docu-
ments, ridiculously combined by a man who did not perceive
that he was editing not fables only but inconsistent fables, what can
believers do but wonder at homan blindnesa, and adore divine
grace | For themselves, with glowing gratitude they receive it
a8 the precious word of God, where his love and goodness and
truth shine in a way beyond all comparison, and yet meet-
ing the mind and heart in the least, no less than in the most
serious, wants that each day brings here below. In every way
it proves itself the word not of men, but as it is in trath of God,
which effectually works in them that believe’. [Lectares on the
Pentateuch, pp. 13-16.]

Blessed and beautiful are such expositions of Seripture, such
indications of the divine wisdom of the very Word. There are
many such in the writings of the Brethren ; especially in those
of Mr, Kelly. His errors are those of the literalist, not those of



the rationalist. In other words, when he misses the true sense
of Beripture, it is from a too blind adherence to the letter, and
not from a preference of his own word, or reason, to that of the
Spirit. Hence were we filled with amazement at the utterly
unfounded and false eriticism of ‘The Christian Observer ’.,

(2) The second characteristic of the Brethren is, an implicit
reliance on the power of the Spirit, both for the guidance of the
believer in his search after seriptural truth, and for the efficacy
of that truth in the conversion and salvation of souls. This is,
in fact, one of the grand and distinctive peculiarities of their
theology. Strange is the accusation, therefore, which is so often
preferred against them, that they do not sufficiently bovor the
work of the Spirit, or the * Mission of the Comforter’. Nothing
could be more diametrically opposed to the truth.

In proof of the justice of this accusation, ¢ The Christian Ob-
server ' quotes them as teaching, that * we are wrong in asking
for the Holy Spirit, because he abides with all true Christians,
and they have no peed to ask for what they have already’. In
this position, as understood by themselves, they appear to us to
be very clearly in the right. If, after God had sent his Son into
the world, and he was dwelling with his disciples, would it not
have argued unbelief in them, as well as ingratitude, to pray that
he would send his Son into the world? Most assuredly it would,
as Mr. Kelly truly asserts. In like manner, is it not an
evidence of unbelief and ingratitude, if we continue to pray
for the gift of the Holy Spirit, after we ‘have received
the Bpirit of adoption, whereby we cory, Abba, Father'?
‘We may, and we should, pray for larger measures of the o
tion of the Spirit in our hearts; but if be already dwells with
us, if our very bodies are temples of the Holy Ghost, then to
pray for his descent upon us, is simply absurd, not to say im-

ious. 'We should freely, fully, and gratefully acknowledge all
the gifts of God, and above all the most gloricus gift of the
Holy Spirit, and not continue to wound his heart by the cold,
unbelieving, and ungrateful prayer for what he has already
given us.

We do not, as a general thing, admire the logic, or the philo-
sophy, or the theology of the Brethren; but when any of these



things do shine out in their writings, we hail them with joy and
gladoess, Is not this right? Muost we fight against them, right
or wrong ? and when resson fails us, must we betake ourselves
to the low weapons of prejudice, or passion, or malice to put
them down? God forbid! They are not logicians, nor phile-
sophers, nor theologians ; they are simply earpest and devout
stodents of the Word ; and logicians, philosophers, and theo-
logians would do well if| instead of despiging their works, they
would study and profit by them.

Eapecially is this trne in regard to their works on the great
Christian doctrine of the Holy Ghost. I we may believe Dr,
Dabney, their teaching depreciates ¢ the dispensation of the Holy
Ghost” (p. 4). Bat if any theological stndent, who has prad-
uated under Dr, Dabney, and who has mastered all the ordinary
text-books of our theologieal seminaries, will read Mr. Darby's
work on ‘ The Operations of the Spirit ', or Mr. Kelly's on * The
New Testament Doctrine of the Holy Spirit’, he will be amaz.d
at his former ignorance. If we may judge from one or two
instances of this kind, which have fallen within our own personal
knowledge, a stndent of Dr. Dabney, even after graduation and
years of preaching, cannot read these books withoot being made
to feel how very poorly he had been instructed in “the doctrine
of the Holy Spirit’. Nor is this sd deficiency in teaching
peculiar to the Union Theological Seminary of Virginia, It is
far too common, we fear, to all of oor theological seminaries, as
well a8 to the theological literature of the Christian world.

The following impeachment of that literature, by Mr. Kelly,
appears to us, as true as it is terrible, a8 pad as it is solemn, He
says :—" This at once leads one to feel how solemn is the sight
which everywhere meeta our eyes in Christendom. If there be
one frulh more than anolher thal has been abandoned, il is the
persmal presence of the Holy Ghoal.  There is no adeguate testi-
mony to it whatever; and this is pot said unadvisedly. I say it
not merely of that great city which reigns over the kings of the
earth, but of smaller cities that kings have built themsclves to
reign over, or those yet smaller cities their subjects love to reign
over a8 rivals and an improvement to both. I say it of the
Protestant bodies, no matter what, no maiter where, national or



dissenting. It is a remarkable fact, that if you look at their
confessions of faith, many of which were drawn up when men,
no doubt, were far more simple and thorough-going than they are
pow—at the time of the Rﬂrurmq.tiun, or at any nu.hueqmut great
arisis—if there be one truth more especially absent from every ome
of these confessions thal has come under my own obeervation, i€ i
the teatimony to this truth. You will find other truths: the neces-
sity of being born again, the value of the work of Christ, the
glory of his person as God and man. Not that they deny that
the Holy Ghost is a divine person—surely they do not. But I
am not speaking of his personality, or deity either, but of his
peraonal mission lo the earth, and of ke presence now with Chris-
tians, both individually and colleclively—the presence of the Holy
Ghost sent down from heaven. Is it to be found anywhere acted
on or confessed ¥ Where is it set forth? 1 have never met with
any approach to it, even in my reading ; and of course I do not
wigh to give any one the impression that I have not read a good
deal upon the subject. I have searched diligently for it, and I
have desired to learn what is really held by Christians universally ;
but never, in any one confession, ereed, article of foith, or rule,
have I discovered the smallest expression of thal whish ir evidently
the greal characleristic truth of Christionity—that truth which
ought to be continually sounding ont, and continually in practice
within the Churel. Is it not, then, a solemn eonsideration that
this, the glory of the Christian, the strength of the Chuarch of
Grod, and the essential privi!ége for which it was axpedient that
even Christ should go away, is never attested in any one system
of Christendom known to me?! [[.ﬂ:turm on N, T. Doctrine
of the Holy Bpirit, pp. 97-99.]

There is, we believe, much truth in this statement. A good
work on ‘ The New Testament Doctrive of the Holy Spirit’ has
been, if we mistake not, & desideratum in English theology. The
work of Mr. Kelly is the best discussion of this all-important
subject with which we are acquainted. Hence, when applied to
h? Christians for information respecting “the doctrine of the
Holy Spirit’, we have not hesitated to recommend the work of
Mr. Kelly; and, in every instance, it has brought great light
and satisfaction to the mind of the reader, It has been of great



service to our mind ; and we have no doubt it would be of ser-
vice to the mind of all our Methodist preaﬂl'n!m. Hence it i’-:
that we have recommended it in the pages of this review ; though
it was written by a (so-called) Plymouth Brother. Wa have no
doubt, that it would be of great service to all of Dr, Daboey's
former pupils; ay, and to the great Doctor himself, if’ he counld
only read it without knowing it was written by a Plymouth
Brother.

It woald be strange, indeed, if men who are remarkable for a
sapreme devotion to the Word, and for a prayerful reliasnce on
the guidance of the Spirit, shoold fall into the manifold and
serious heregies imputed to the Brethren by their enemies and
accusers, In fact, as we shall now proceed to show, the heresies
imputed to them are among the vilest of vile ealumnies ever perpe-
trated by religions animosity. The first heresy charged upon the
Brethren by Dr. Reid, is the dootrine of ‘Christ's Heavenly
Humanity'. He attempts to make this charge good by extracts
from the writings of Mr. McIntosh and Mr. Darby. He then
adds : *Those familiar with the h'ﬂtur_r of Christian doctrine
will, on reading these extracis, be reminded of the old Valentinian
and Apulinarian heresy, which affirmed that Christ received not
his body from the Virgin Mary, but brought it with him from
heaven’, We shall see.

It seems that Mr. Melntosh, the * Plymouth Brother', has
actually called Christ ‘a divine man'! Does this deny that he
was a man, a5 well as a divinity ? It might just as well be as-
serted, indeed, that it denies his proper divinity, while it asserts
his real manhood. We say, for instance, the *divine Plato’; but
this no more denies his proper manhood, than it asserts his real.
ﬂivinity. In fa.l;t, siich |lngl:l.l,gt is to be uhﬂ!l’ﬂ.ﬂuﬂ, and inter-
preted, in connection with the known sentiments of the writer,

What, then, is the well-known sentiment, or doctrine, of Mr.,
McIntosh, in relation to the humanity of Christ? His writings
leave not the shadow of a doubt on this subject. Thus, in his
Notea on Leviticus, (p. 37,) he says: *From this magnificent
passage, we learn that the Auman bedy into which the second
person of the eternal Trinity entered, was formed by “ the power
of the Highest” “A body hast thou prepared me.” (Comp



Pealm xl. 6 with Heb. x. 5). It was a real human body—nEaL
“pLesg AND BLOOD " Could language possibly be more ex-
plicit? But this is not all. Mr, McIntosh continues: * There
is no possible foundation here, on which gnosticism or mysticism
oan base its vapid and worthless theories—no warrant for the sold
absiractions of the former, or the misty fancies of the latler. Al
i deep, solid, and divine realily. . . . The early promise had de-
vlared that *the seed of the woman shall bruise the serpent’s
head,” and none but a real man could accomplish this prediction —
one whose pature was &s real aa it was pure and incorruptible’.
Now what, in the presence of such clear, distinet, and emphatic
utterances as this, becomes of Dr. Reid’s worse than gossamer
inferences, or cobwel sophistries ?

Again, it seems that this bold and daring heretic has had the
audacity to enll Christ “a heavenly man’, and to assert—* Such
was the humanily of Christ, that he could at any moment, as far
a3 he was personally eoncerned, have returned to heaven, from
whence he had come, and to which he belonged’. Horrible heresy !
How clearly it proves, that Mr. M. rejected the orthodox doc-
trine, that Christ's body was * real flesh and blood *, ¥ the seed of
the woman ', and fell into the Yalentinian heresy | And strangest
of all, this inference is drawn from a pessage on page 40 of his
Notes on Leviticus, while, as we have just seen, the true, orthodox
doetrine is g0 clearly and emphatically asserted on page 37 of the
samne work! Only three pages between the positive statement
and fact of Mr. BM.'s belief, and Dr, Reid's flimsy inference ; and
yet that inference is made to obliterate the faet, and establish the
charge of Liereay |

‘He could at any moment, as far as he was personally con-
cerned, have returned to heaven’. Why is Dr, Reid offended at
this? Who doubts that such was the power of Christ, if he had
chosen to exercise it, or if such exercise had been consistent with
the Father's will? Why, in fact, did not Christ burst the bonds
of death, and * return to heaven’? * From whence he had come *,
Lioea not Christ himself assert the same thing? In John wiji,
25, he says, ' I am from above’, which, in the estimation of all
commentators, means, ' [ am from above, from heaven’, [Lange. ]
Will the learned and logical doctor conviet Christ himself of

heresy 7



Another argument has been adduced to convict Mr. M. of the
Valentinian heresy, that Christ did not receive his body from
the Virgin Mary, but brought it with him from heaven. As
this argument is unique, we shall give Mr. Darby's answer to it,
which is alsa &tﬁ&eﬂjngl_f uniq:m,

Mr. Darby says:—* The next piece of Dr, C's theology that
I shall notice is this very wise conclusion : * Again, page 36 (of
Mr. Mackintosh), we have the words, © the conception of Christ's
humanity by the Holy Ghost, in the womb of the Virgin’
The doetrine is here again. The Seripture says in regard to the
Virgin, * Thou shalt conceive in thy womb ’, but Mr. M. says it
was the Holy Ghost conceived in her womb, it was not the
Virgin herself who conceived. Aeccording to this view, the
"U"irgin had oo more to do with the conoeption than, as Valentine
said, the conduoit has with the water that runs through it",
What a mercy it is to have a detector of heretical No doult
Dy, Carson 18 oot of the Eul:uhliuhment, and has never learpt
“ the Creed, the Lord's Prayer, and the Ten Commandments in
the vulgar tongue”. I will quote one of these :—* And in Jesus
Christ our Lord who was conceived by the Holy Ghost", This
is the Apostles’ Creed, Dr. Carson, and ¥ the doetrine is here
again . The ereed the Church has been saying these 1400 years,
and taken for apoetolic, containa this dreadiul doetrine, and,
“according to this view ", the whole Chuorch has been Valen-
tinian unto this dey, without knowing it! I ask any reader in
his senses what effect criticisms, which make Peter in the first
sermon that founded Christianity in the world teach such doe-
trine, that * he had better join the Bocinians "— eritiviems by
persons who have never read the Apostles’ Creed, and acense it
of what Valentine said (of being Valentinian)}—can produce
upon the Brethren. But, forther, Mr. M. has said, (p. 40,)
“iBoch was the humanity of Christ, that he could, at any
moment, a8 far as he was personally concerned, have returned
to heaven, from whence he had come, and to which he belonged *.
Wheat do you think of this, reader? Could this be misunder-
stood 7" Well, I should have thought not. I suppese Christ
belonged to heaven, that he had come from it, (at least he says
80,) nay, was in it; (the Son of man who is in heaven ;) and that



his humanity was such, so holy, so pure, and undefiled, that he
could have returned at any moment; that, as he “ came from
(God ", s0, unsullied as he was, be could “go to God”, And
this pority is what Mr. M. is speaking of. He says:—" He
assumed a body inherently and divinely pure, boly, and without
the possibility of taint — absolutely free from any seed or prin-
ciple of sin or mortality. Such was the humanity of Christ”,
d&o.  According to Dr, Carson, “ No words could more plainly
assert that the hwmanity of Christ could refurn to heaven, from
whenee it hud come, and fo which it belonged ™, The only ansawer
is, that there is not a word of the kind, [t is said, not i, bot ke
had come, he belonged, and he could return, and that the
humanity was of soch a purity that it would not preclude his
doing so. And if Dr, C. does not believe that, he is a very great
heretic, and not a Christian at all”’,

Dr., Rmﬂ endeavors to prove, |;|_|1|r u.rgummtu Equau_f weak and
flimsy, that Mr. Durby himself denies the real humanity of
Christ ; though Mr. Darby has expressly and repeatedly asserted
the htlma::il._f of Chriut, as *the seed of the woman ’, as " born of
the Virgin’, to be ‘a fundamental’ tenet of the Christian
scheme of redemption, Mr, Durby has, in fact, combatted the
very heresy, which s thus imputed to him. But what difference
does that make? The object is to convict him, oot to tey him,
and eanse his name to stink in all the orthodex nostrils of the
Kirk of Seotland. His proof is, perhaps, worthy of a8 moment's
notice, if it be only for the wonderfulness of it.

D, Beid eays :—* Mr. Darby, at all events, uses the expres-
sion, * the heavenly wan”™, and says :—* We, the Church, are
bone of his bone, and flesh of his flesh, now that he is glorified
and the saints united to him who is on high. The thought is a
totally different one, and does not refer to his incarnation, but to
our union with him when glorified. As incarnale, he abode
alone’.  Now, geotle reader, is it not a most glaring heresy, to
call Christ * the heavenly man’, after his risen and glorified body
had sscended into heaven, and taken its seat forever on the
throne at the right-hand of the Majesty on high? How absurd
to call him, thus raised above sll principality and power, * the
heavenly man !



We suppose we are expected to find some heresy, too, in the
last line—'As inearnafe, he abode alme’—innemuoch as it is un-
derscored by Dr. Reid. But he muost be as ignorant of the
Seriptures, as he is of the writings of the Brethren, who can
snuff the least taint of heresy in the current expressions, * He was
the lonely Une *; * He was the Btranger ’; or, in the pathetic words
of the Pealmist, ¢ Fle was hunted as a partridge on the mountains ’.
Mr. Darby was right : the saints were not united to Christ, as
members of his mystical body, while he was here opon earth, but
only after he had become the risen and glorified ¢ head . over all
things to his Church .

Having convicted Mr, Darby of the very heresy, which he
has as pointedly repodiated as any man that ever lived, Dr. Reid
then proceeds to overwhelm him by the proof of the three fol-
lowing propositions: * I, Christ is frequently designated in Serip-
lure aza man’; * [1. Hewas conatituted as a man’; and ‘111, Jemun
sustained all the relations of a man’. Burely Mr, Darby should
blush that, after having tranelated the Beriptores into three dif-
ferent languages, and made a ‘Synopsis of the Books of the
Bible’ in five volumes, he shonld have to be taught soch ele-
mentary truths, just as if he were an infant beginner, in the
Sunday School of the Rev. William Reid, D, D. But, instead
of blushing and groaning nnder such awful castigation, we only
see * the old man eloguent® with a good-natured smile on his face,
and we hear him quietly saying —° What & mercy it s to have
& detector of heresies !’

Now, this ridiculous charge has found its way into * The
Christian Observer’, which alleges, as the third heresy of the
Brethren, * That Christ's homanity was not one like ours, but a
peculiar and Acavenly humanity, apart from that of any mortal
man’, Thence it has been copied into The Southern Churchman,
and thence agnin into The Nashville Chrisfian Advocate ; so
that it will be read by thousands, and tens of thousands, who
will never see any reply to it, or learn how utterly unfounded
and false it is.

The second heresy, which Dr. Reid imputes to the Brethren,
i8 in these words : * I1. Christ's Righleowmess denied’. We shall
not waste our time, or tax the patience of our readers, by fol-



lowing Dr, Reid through the thirty pages he has devoted to this
Ilereq}r, It= uimply and nnt.nﬁuuulg false in the ayes of u.-ﬂ, who
have looked into the writings of the Brethren.

In his treatise on ‘The Righteousness of God’, (p. §), Mr.
Darby saya: * I believe and bless God for the truth, thal Chrisl
iz owr righleowsmess, and thal by his obedience we are made
righteous. IT 1S THE BETTLED PEACE OF MY 80UL’. Yetin
gpite of this, and of o thousand other expressions to the same
effect, Dr. Beid would convinee vs that Mr. Darby denies * the
righteousness of Christ’ |

Again, Mr. Darby says: * What is, then, the righteousness of
God, and how is it shown ¥ How do we have part in it? How
is righteousness reckoned to us? We are said to be the right-
epusness of God in Christ. (1. Cor. v.) The Apostle speaka of
hwing the righteousnesa which is of God. (Phil. iii.) But it
is ot said, Gud’aryﬁhmumpﬂdhu Nor ia Chrisl's
ﬁghlmm a scriplural espression, THOUGH No CHRISTIAN
pvousts HE was PERFECTLY RiGHTEOUS. Still, the Spirit of
God is perfect in wisdom, and it would be wonderful if that
which was the necessary ground of our aceeptance should not be
clearly spoken of in Seriptore. One passage seems to say so.
(Rom. v. 18.) Baut the reader may see in the margin of a Bible,
which has references, that there it is * one righteousness’. There
cannot be the least doubt that this is the true rendering. When
the apustle woald say, by the offence of one, he uses a different
and correct form, a different one from that which he usea for one
offence. Theology may make it * the righteousnesa of one ", but
not Greek. But the expression, the righteousness of God”, is
used po very often, that it is not necessary to quote the passages.
Now, it is not in vain that the Holy Ghoet in 8o important a
subject never uses one expression, that is, the righieousmess of
Christ, and constantly the other, that is, God's righlecusness. We
learn the current of the mind of the Bpirit thus. Theology uses
always that which the Holy Ghost never does; and cannot tell
what is to be made of that which the Holy Ghost always uses.
Burely there must be error in the whole way of thinking of theo-
logy here’. Surely, one would think, it is no very great heresy
in Mr. Darby to insist, as he does, upon expressing the mind of



the Spirit in the words of the Spirit himself; and if theologians
"eannot tell what to make’ of the words "which the Holy Fhost
always wses’, then let them go to Mr. Darby and learn. We
have done 8o ; and we can testify, that it is better to learn even
of a Darby, than to rest in that worst of all the forms of human
ignorance, namely, * the conceit of knowledge without the reality *,
Never until we had learned what to make of the expression—
“the righteousness of God'—which the Bpirit always uses,
instead of the expression —* the righteousness of Christ '— which
theologians always use, did we see the freeness, the fuloess, the
tid:lneu, the Elqry, and the il]EIP'l"Eﬂ.ISbIH sweetness, of the grace
of God in Christ Jesus. Mr. Darby, having cut loose from the
ereeds and traditions of men, and taken the word of God alone
as the man of his counsel, has found, we doubt not, the true
sense of the precious Beriptures which speak of *the righteons-
ness of God’, If Mr. Darby is a heretic here, it is just because
he prefers the word of God to the word of man: he may be, for
this, a heretic in the eyes of men, but not in the eye of God,

I11.—Nox-IMPUTATION,

ia the third hermf which Dr. Reid imputes to the Brethren, He
says :—* Having got rid, they think, of the righteonsness of
Christ, [which, as we have seen, they assert as positively as any
Christian under the sun,] it behooves Brethren to rid themselves
in like manner of imputation; but as something very like it is
found in Beripture, they explain it thus:—" I affirm ”, says Mr,
Darby, * that Scripture never speaks of imputed righteousness as
of a sum of righteousness, first existing in itself and then im-
puted.  The truth is, it never speaks of imputed righteousness at all,
But of imputing righteousmess, and the difference is very great indeed.
Imputed righteousness may carry with it [and usually does] in the
mind the sense of a snbstantive quantity of righteoustess, first
existing and then imputed ; imputing righteousness cannot. . . .
When I say, God imputed his faith to Abraham for righteous-
ness, it is plain that he held Abraham to be rightsous in his sight
on account of faith, that is, imputing righteousness means, in Serip-
ture, Lo hold a person to be a righteous man, o reckon or account
him such’,



Dr. Reid may sneer at this, and call it heresy; but is it not
the clear and unequivoeal teaching of Seripture? In Y imputing
righteousnesa to Abraham ’, God simply reckoned or connted his
faith to him for righteousnesa. This is the plain language of
Seriptore.  Who will call it heresy? It is nowhere said in
Scripture, that ‘the righteousness of Christ was imputed to
Abraham ', or to any other person. The language is not serip-
tural ; and besides, it is nonsense. The righteousness, or moral
qualities, of one, not even of Christ himself, can be imputed to
another. The whole notion of such a thing is as absurd as it is
unscriptural.

In another of his works entitled * The Righteonsness of God ’,
Mr. Darby says:—'There are eleven passages in Seripture
which speak of imputing righteousness or for righteonsoess ; in
nine of them jfailh is impuled for righleowsness . . . they are
Romans iv. 3, 6, 9, 10, 22,23, 24 ; Gal. iii. 6 ; aod James ii. 23.
The others, where it is said righteousness is imputed, are Rom.
iv. 6, 11. In Rom. iv. 6, it is, * God imputes righteousness
without works", saying, * Blessed is the man whose iniquity is
forgiven, whose sin is covered ™. Here, clearly no positive ex-
ternal thing, [as the righteounsness of Christ,] is imputed or put
to another’s account, but & man is reckoned to have foxatosuey.
Verse 11 leads to exactly the same resalt. The Gentile be-
lievers [puch as we all are] were to be reckoned righteous,
because faith was reckoned to Abraham for righteousness when
he was uncircumeised * (p. 18). Now, if men will adbere to the
bhuman formula, that ‘ the righteousness of Christ is imputed ’,
let them not denounce Mr. Darby as a heretic, because he pre-
fers the words of the Spirit.

And he prefers the inspired words, becanse they are a divine
safeguard against the acoursed heresy of Antinomianism ; which
has also been most falsely laid at Mr. Darby's door. The
danger of Antinomianism from the use of the human formula, is
foreibly described by Mr. Wesley, in his celebrated sermon,
¢ The Lord our Righteowsness’. He there says:—' In the mean-
time, what we are afraid of is this,—Ilest any should unse the
phrase, the righteousness of Christ, or the righteousness of Christ
is imputed to me, a8 a cover for his uorighteousness, We have



known this done a thousand fimes, A man has been reproved,

suppose, for drunkenness: “ Oh”, said he, “ I pretend to no

rightecusness of my own ; Christ is my righteowsness ¥,  Another

has been told, that “ The extortioner, the unjust, shall not in-

herit the kingdom of God ", He replies with all assurance, “1-
am unjust in myself, but I have a spotless righteousness in

Christ ”. And thus, though a man be a8 far from the practice

s from the tempers of a Christian ; though he peither has the

mind which was in Christ, nor in any respect walks as he

walked ; yet he has armor of proof against all eonviction, in

what he calls the rightecusness of Christ’.

If men had only honored, as they should bave done, the divine

wisdom of the Bpirit, by adhering to his words, they had never
nsed the expressions, which so very essily lapee into the most
monstrous and disgusting of heresies. 1t in’, says Mr. Wesley,

‘the seeing so many deplorable instances of this kind, [i. e of
Antinomianism], which makes ue sparing i the use of there ex-

pressions’., He had been more sparing, no doubt, of these ex-
pressions—‘Christ is my righteounsness’, and *Christ's righteousness
is im puted to me '—had they not been moctionad by the standarda
of the Church of England, whose doctrines he had taken a vow

to preach, Ewven as it was, he has somewhere aaid, * [ rarely use

the expression the imputed righteousness of Christ’. Why so?

If the expression be seriptural or troe, then why not use it as
often as one pleases, or finds it convenient? And if it be not
seriptural, nor true, a8 well as dangerous in its tendency, then
why use it at all? Why not, on the sontrary, alwvays adhere to
the words invariably used by the Spirit, and shun those of human

wiedom, or folly, which g0 emsily lapse into the most horrible of
beresies? We do not admire Mr. Darby in all respecta; but we
do admire his Christian hercism in preferring the word of God

to the word of man, be it the word of Popes or Presbyterians,
Chuarchmen or Dissenters.

For the want of space, we pass over the fourth charge of heresy,

which Dr. Reid urges against the Brethren. . The fifth charge,
by Dr. Reid, is found ander the following head :



Y. —Curisr's Nos—AToNIXG SUFFERIKGE'.

Now, there can be no doubt, we think, that Christ did endure
non-gtoning, &8 well as atoning, sufferings. No one can doubt,
for imstance, that he did suffer, and suffer most acutely, from con-

“tact with the world. The slowness of belief, even among his
disciples, camsing him to exelaim, * O ye of little fml:h !" ‘How
long shall I snffer y&u't' the * contradiction of sinners’, and the
coarseness of men in general, must have inflicted, at hmﬁ, wpon
his pure spirit, a degree of anguish amounting almost to agony.
Who has not often reflected, with tears of sympathy, on this
source of the sorrows of the Som of man? Yet no one can, or
will, pretend that these were among the atoning sufferings of
Christ: they were clearly non-atoning. At least, so Mr. Darby
contends, and so we lave always believed. But these non-aton-
ing sufferings of Christ, which were from men, do not preclode
his atoning sufferings, which were from God. Is pot this true?
Or iz it a heresy ¢ Let the Christtan reader decide, )

But the worst thing uuder this head, or perhaps under any
hesd in the hiatnry of thenlugiml malice, is the attempt of Dr,
Reid to fasten on Mr, Darby ‘the blasphemous heresy’ of Mr.
Newton. Dr. Reid says, under this head, that Mr. Newton
¢ withdrew from fellowship with Mr, Darby and these who took
part with him in the controversy”; that is, in the controversy
relating to Mr. Newton's heresy. Now, in direct oppesition to
this statement, Dr. Reid had previonsly stated the truth, that
 The result was, not merely personal alienation, but the withdrawal
of Mr. Darbg and a parly from the Plymouth Assembly, and the
eslablishment of a separate cause’, (p. 7.) This first statement of
D¥r. Reid is true; his last statement is false. Mr, Darby with-
drew from Mr. Newton, and not Mr. Newton from Mr. Darby.
If Dr. Reid wished to preserve his credit, he should not have
thus flatly contradicted himeelf, in regard to s plain matter of
fact.

Mr. Darby withdrew from My, Nacion, and left the Plymouth
Assembly, with its * blasphemous heresy’, in the hands of his
(so-called) * formidable rival ", In less than two years, the build-
ing ococupied by the Plymouth Assembly was advertised °to
let’. Mr. Newton withdrew from his God-forsaken and fallen



cause ; and has since, as we are credibly informed, retired to his
benutiful residence in the Isle of Wight, in the enjoyment of his
elegant IEil‘EIII'I!, his fine horees and ecarriage. In the meantime,
Mr. Darby, with his missionary zeal unabated, has contioued to
visit the pations of Europe, Australia, New Zealand, Canada, and
America ; seeking the conversion and salvation of souls. His
cause has flourished more than ever Before. The very building
at Plymouth, which Mr. Newton deserted, is now occupied, as a
place of worship, by the friends and followers of Mr. Darby !
This is the simple truth, in regard to the heretical Assembly,
which, at the time of Mr. Darby's withdrawal therefrom, con-
tained seven hundred members. Behold, then, the fate of heresy,
and the reward of heroiam |

Bat yet, in spite of all this, and in contempt of all truth, Dr.
Reid now makes the nefarious attempt to fasten on Mr, Darby,
the very herﬂy which induced him to separate from Mr. Newton,
He says:—‘ Mr. Durby having thus got rid of a formidable
rival, [moet formidable indeed I] proceeded to invest himself in
Mr. Newton's discarded garments, made down of course, and
altered to snit the figure of him who assumed them, This Mr.
Darby denies’. Of course, Mr. Darby denies this; for this is
notorionsly false. Bnt yet, in spite of Mr. Darby's positive
denial, and all the evidences of ite truth, Dr, Heid endeavors to
prove his infamoos accusation agaimt his intended victim, Lot
us examine his proof,

His first proof is what he calls the testimony of * the Brethren
themselves’. In his own words:—'This Mr., Darby denies.
Those, however, who are beet qualified {o judge, namely the
Brethren themselves, have regarded the views of the one as but a
modification of those of the other, and we are disposed Lo be of
the same opinion, Emunﬂu for which will immediately appear.
Mr. Hmr]r Groves gays —" The doctrine is identical in thh, it
main feature, that Christ is personally placed under the judgment
of God, otherwise than atoningly. This was the real poison in
the doctrine of the one, and it is the real poison in the dectrine
of the other .’

This witneas, Mr. Henry Groves, adduced by Dr. Heid to
prove his charge against Mr. Darby, is one of the adherents of



Mr. Newton, and the enemy of Mr, Darby, That is to say, he
is one of the apostate Brethren, and not, as Dr. Reid wouald have
hig readers (o believe, a friend and brother of Mr. Darby.
Either from the weakness of his brain, or from the strength of
hia bigotry, or a combination of both, his judgment ia utterly
false. “Best qualified to judge’! saye Dr, Heid. No ooe,
indeed, was less qualified® to judge, than Mr. Henry Groves.
Angry with Mr. Darby for having denounced the heresy of © the
Plymouth Brethren', and left them to go down with their
apostacy from the troe Christ, Mr. Grover endeavors to
fasten on him the very heresy and apostacy from which he had
withdrawn ! The non-atoning sufferings of Christ, says Mr.
Giroves, * was the real poison in the doctrine of the one, and it is
the real poison in the doctrine of the other ',

Now, according to Mr. Darby,  the non-atoning sufferings of
Christ *, were endured by * the spotless Lamb of God®. Aceord-
ing to Mr. Newton, as we have seen, his * non-atoning sufferings '
were endured, not for others, but for himeelf; even to deliver
himself from ‘ the wrath of God °, from his * outstretched arm * and
“hot diepleasure’. Buoch was * the poison’, as it is called, in
the doctrine of the one ', and such * the real poison in the doctrine
of the other’. How very like! Just as like, indeed, as * the
spotless Lamb of God ', and the sin-stained Christ of Mr. New-
ton's heresy.

But Dr. Reid appeals to the words of Mr. Darby himself, in
order to fasten on him the horrible heresy of Mr. Newton, He
finds these words, in & work on * The Sufferings of Christ, by J.
N. Darby, p. 31°. He says, * Mr. Darby declares, that Christ
experienced ' the sense of guilt onder a broken law™.! If this
be true, then Mr. Darby himself makes Christ a sinner, and says
he experienced *a sense of guilt (as such) under & broken law .
But, on turning to the passage from which Dr. Reid makes his
garbled extract, we find no allusion to Christ whatever, much less
to his ‘sense of guilt’. The whole passage relates, in fact, to the
Israclites, and not to Christ. This falsifieation, by Dr. Reid, is
so bare-faced and shameless, that it must be established by the
production of the passage itself. Here it is:— Now here the
judgment of God against them, [not against Christ, bot against



them, the Tsraclites,] the sense of guill under a broken law and
national unfaithfulness, the full power of Batan and the darkness
it brings—all rest on the apirit of the people ;—yet, thoogh
smitten in the place of dragons, there ia integrity of heart,
enrnvest desires after the law, and after God himself and his
worship, and trpst in him as their only resouree’. Now, from
this passage, every word of which rélates to the Iseaelites, Dir.
Reid copies the part of a single phrase, ¥ the sense of guilt under
a broken law’, and applies this to Christ without the least
shadow of authority, or regard for truth. The remaining part
of this phrase—'the sense of guilt uader a broken law and
nafionad wnfoilhfulness '—would, if copied, have exposed the
falschood of Dr. Reid's quotation. Could anfairness, or menda-
city, be more utterly shameless?

The fatuity of his next extract, purporting to be from the
same work, surpasses belief, It iz in these words : —* Man may
b looked at morally as suffering, though awakened, quickened,
and upright in desire, under the exercises of a soul learning,
when a sinner, the difference of good and evil, under divine gov-
emment, in the presence of God, not fully known in grace and
redemption, whose judgment of sin is before his eyes, exposed to
all the a&nu.ha.gﬂ that Satan can take of him in such a alan s
such suffering, for example, as is seen in the case of Job, Chrisl
has possed through all these kinde of suffering, ONLY THE LaST,
OF COURSE, A8 HIMRELF, A PERFECT BEING TO LEARN IT FOR
oTHERS'. (The italics are Dr. Reid's; the capitals are ours.)
Now this quotation is made to prove that Mr. Darby regarded
Christ as an imperfect and sinful being; and yet in this very
passage, as well as everywhere else in the writings of Mr. Darby,
Christ is set forth as s ‘PERFECT BENG . It is very hard,
indeed, to believe the fact, that a learned doctor of divinity
should be so blind in his infateation, or so foolish in his
fatuity ; but the evidenee of the faet ie irresistible. Belief is
difficult, but doubt is abeolutely impossible.

This is the more wonderful ; because, in the very work under
the eye of Dr. Reid, Mr. Darby bas repudiated the very hereay
imputed to him as clearly and fully es this could poesibly be
dose in human language. The following passage, alone, is



pufficient to show his uotter abhorrence of the heresy of Mr.
Newton, which has been so unscrupulously imputed to him by
Dr. Reid :

‘It is in respect to the remarks in my papers on the “Saf-
ferings of Christ ", which arose oot of the consideration of this
pealm [Paalm lxix.], that difficulties arose in some pious minds.
These difficulties I respect, and delight in the jealousy which
wonld oot bear anything that they thought touched the divine
perfections and relationship with God his Father of the Lord
Jesns Christ. Whatever expression might throw a clowd on
that, or if any did, I condemn it already. I am sure I have no
doctrine which does. 1 moLD HIS CLOUDLESS RELATIONSBHIP
WITH HIS FATHER, BAVE IN THE ACT OF ATONEMENT, TO BE AN
ESSENTIAL TRUTH. It was to make this clear that I drew
attention to his sufferings from man which brooght judgment on
man, and his sufferings from God, that is, atoning sufferings,
which brought forgiveness and peace. This clearly distinguishes
a life of communion, and the forsaking and wrath on the croas,
and denies distinctly and unequivocally, in whole and in part,
the doctrine of Christ being subject to the displeasure of (God aa
a born Israelite and a born man. He never was but his delight.
He was not by birth subject to what he sought to eseape, and did
partly escape from by prayer, obedience, or any other virtoe or
quality. All this is fundamentally false, makes a false Christ—
not the true one at all—Ilet it be viearious or not vicarions. The
former indeed iz absurd, if he is subject to the displeasore of
Grod by birth and position as the necessary consequences of these ;
for he is in it whether he delivers others or not—in it by his own
position, not therefore for others, But vicarious ‘or not, it is
false ; it denies, before the question of vicariousness ean arise,
the true being of Christ and his true relationship to God, which
alone made his gracions work for others possible ',

Now in this passage, we have as elear, full, and pointed a con-
dempation of the heresy of Mr. Newton, as it is possible to frame
in language. Yet, overlooking all this, Dr. Reid has attempted,
by means of garbled extracts from the very work containing this
passage, to prove that Mr. Darby has adopted the heresy of Mr.
Newton ! that, after haviog warned against this heresy, he



‘ proceeded to invest himself in Mr. Newton's discarded gar-
ments * | Cnmment is unnecessary ; comment is beggared ; belief
umggererlrjm hunmcqnfmmduﬂ and we are lost—
absolutely lost—in the contemplation of tha heights and deptha
of the delusion, or of the mendacity, into which a poor soul may
be driven by its theological animoaities,

We have not the space, in this article, to notice and refute all
the charges of heresy, which have been urged agninst the Brethren,
Hence we have selected, for notice and refutation, only five out
of the nine charges thus preferred by Dr. Reid and others,
These five are the most important of the nine; and the other
four might, if we had the room, be refuted as easily and trium-
phantly as those we have taken in hand. The fifth charge of
heresy, which we have undertaken to refute, yet remains to ba
noticed ; and as it is the most plansible of all, if not the most
important, so we have reserved it for the last place in this defence
of the theologicul orthodoxy of Mr. Darby and his adherents,
It is stated as follows by Dr. Reid: . '

VI.—Dexrat oF THE Mokar Law ias A Rure or LiFe’.

D, Reid is very bold, and roundly asserts, that the Brethren
‘are apposed o almost every doctrine of Chrislianily'. [Preface,
p.v.] Especially, if we may believe Dr. Reid, are they opposed
to the purity of life enjoined by Christ and his apostles, by
holding and setting forth the horrid heresy of anlinomicniem,
‘Antipomianism ’, says he, ‘i3 npo vew thing in the history of
Christianity. Jnhn Agricola was it chief advocate in the days
of Luther; and what Agricola and Mingzer did for it then,
Saltmarsh and Crisp did for it in the days of the Commonwealth.
1t wos the sad drawback in the revival of religion under Whitfield
and Wesley "

Now, all this is abundantly and most sadly true; especially
the last sentence, which we have placed in italis. But there is
another fact connected with this last sad truth, which Dr. Reid
has not been pleased th notiee. It is this: The antinomianiam
which assailed the great work of Whitfeld amd Wﬁlgy, and,
like a huge serpent, threatened to strangle Methodism in its
cradle, was Calvinistis in ils origin, This is well known to all



who have read the early history of Methodism, or * The Checks
to Anotinomiantsm, by John Fletcher, of Madeley'. But since,
by the labors of Fletcher, Wesley, and the grace of God, Metho-
dism was delivered from the grasp of Calvinism, it has been in
no danger whatever from the frightful abominations of antinomi-
anism,

‘Antinomianism is no new thing in the history of Christianity *;
eapecially is it no new thing in the history of revivals of religion.
As it assailed Methodism, the great revival of the last century,
and threatened to erush it in its infancy, so, in this century, has
it asaniled the great religions movement under Mr. Darby. The
advocate of Wesleyanism is, of all the men in the world, the last
who ooght to urge this fact as an objection to Darbyism. And
the Presbyterians who, like Dr. Reid, Dr. Dabney, and others,
have urged this objection with the greatest self-satisfaction
against Darbyism, should just be reminded that the antinomi-
anism which has shown its hideous features, either in whole or
in part, in connexion with this new movement, has sprung from
the bosom of Calvinism. The only writer among the Brethren
upon whom Dvr. Dabney has charged the heresy of antinomi-
anism, 8 Mr. McIntosh; and Mr. MclIntosh is an out-and-out
Calvinist. Thus in his Notes on (Fenesis, p. 203, he saye :—* To
make salvation dﬂlhen-ﬂent, in the most remofe manner, upon any-
thing in, or done by, man, is to sel it entirely aside. Human
religion gives man a plase more or lesa, . . . On the contrary,
ﬂ-"ﬁﬂ.ﬂmmiy excludes the oreature from all inderference in the work
of salvation’, Thus, according to Mr. M., our Methodism, and
all Arminianism, which gives man a place in the work, and,
with Bt. Paul, requires us “to be laborers together with God *
(1. Cor, iii, ), is merely a ‘human religion”. On the contrary,
the Calvinism which gives man no place, either * more or less’,
but *excludes the creature from all part, however subordinate or
homble, in the work of his own salvation, is Christianity, is the
only divine religion’., That is to say, Calvinism is Christianity,
and Ehri.utiu.nit:f 18 Calvinism, All beside i3 the mere bosh of
‘ human religion’, the sheer legalism of Arminianism, or Metho-
dism, or Pelagianiam ; for, in the estimation of the Melntosh
and Dabney school of theology, these three dems are only modified



forms of the ope ‘ human religion ’, the one fundamental heresy
of the human heart, which, in its rebellion aguinst God, denies
the absolute and unconditional dominion of His ompipotent
power, or arbitrary will. It is ‘no new thing in the history of
Christianity ', that such a Calvinist, if only a little overheated in
-& revival of religion, should become an antinomian heretic,
But even if Mr. McIntosh were as gross an anotinomian as his
brother Calvinist, Dr. Dabney, makes him out, this would no
more disgrace Darbyism, than did the far more fearful antino-
mianism of the last century disgrace Wesleyanism. Dr. Dabney
has himself admitted, that * nobody among them [the Brethren]
is responsible for anything, unless he has been found doing or
saying it himself" (p. 2). Let Mr. M., then, be held responaible
for his own words, and let not the whole brotherhood be con-
demned for his individual aberrations, whether great or small,
Above all, let him be candidly and fairly judged by his own
words, by all Ads words, and not be grossly misrepresented by
partial extracts, as he has been by Dr. Dabney. We shall
presently see the fearful truth of this accusation against the
grand accuser of the Brethren,

Especially let Mr, Darby, the founder of the Society of the
Brethren, be judged in the same fair and candid way; that is, by
his own words, and all his words, not by partial and misrepre-
senting extracts. We confess that we did, at one time, regard
Mr. Darby as guilty of the heresy of antinomianism. But this
was before we had a sufficient knowledge of hie writings to form
a calm, dispassionate, and righteous judgment. We did not
make haste, however, to rush into print on the subject, and to
eXpode oUr owWn ignorance, in & premature attempt to expose his
heresy. Thanks to the restrainiog grace of God! We are now
prepared to vindieate this venerable soldier of the Cross, John
N. Darby, against the heresy of antinomisnism.

We wish we could a8 easily vindicate him against every serions
error of expression, and unsoundness of argument, in connection
with ‘the moral law as a rule of life’. This ia the first great
question which he debated with Judge Marshall, the English
Methodist, to whom reference has already been made. We have
not seen the pamphlet of Judge Marshall, but only the reply of



Mr. Darby ; and, if we are not greatly mistaken, the arguments
of the latter may be suocessfully refuted. We hold, with Judge
Marshall, and with all orthodox theologians, save Mesars. Darby,
Kelly, and other Brethren, that ‘the moral law is a rule of life’.
We have examined and weighed all the arguments aguinst this
doctrine, which are set forth in Mr, Kelly's Lectures on the
Epistle to the Galatians, and they bave appeared to ue to be
wanting, But the question here is, does this assertion of theirs,
that * the Mosaic law is abolished, both as a covenant and ar a
rule of [ife’, justily us in pronouncing them guilty of the heresy
of antinomianism? of taking away the obligations and the
motives to religions obedience? Tt does not.
Even Dr. Beid has admitted this. He says:—* It is proper,
however, to admit that ita Antinomianism is not of the coarse
and licentious character of the days of Wesley and Whitfield,
but rather akin to that propounded by Milton in his treatise on
Christian Doctrine’. All this, of course, makes it as clear as
mud to the reader. But what did they really teach? Dr. Beid
eontinues : —*Althoogh the Brethren consider the whole of the
Mosaic law abolished, both as a covenant and a rule of life,
THEY ADMIT NOT THE LEAST RELAXATION OF THE OBLIGA-
TIONS AND THE MOTIVES TO A RELIGIOUS OBEDIENCE'. If
this be so, and so indeed it is, then the Brethren are not, in any
offensive sense of the word, guilty of antinomianism at all, much
leas of this heresy in ‘ the coarse and licentions character of the
days of Wesley and Whitfield '
. They ‘consider the whole of the Mosaic law abolished . But

how? Why, as Dr. Reid himself has shown, the Mosaic law
was abolished as a rule of life, not otherwise than as the stars of
heaven are abolished by the glory of the sun. That is to say, it
was superseded, or swallowed up, by the introduction of & higher,
fuller and better law for the regulation of the Christian’s life
and walk. To this effect, Dr. Reid quotes Mr. Stanley, one of
the Brethren, as saying :—* The law was perfect for the purpose
for which it was given. But the new commandment goes much
further, “ That ye love one another, a8 1 HAVE LOVED You.”
“ He that abideth in Him, ought himself also to walk, EvEN as
He waLgen ™' (p. 245).



Mr. Darby says:—'If I make of the law a moral law (including
therein the precepts of the New Testament, and all morality in
heart and life), to eay a Christian is delivered from it is non-
sense, or wilerly monsfrous wickedness, Certainly it is not Chris-
tianity. Conformity to the divine will, and that as obedience to
commandments, is alike the joy and the dufy of the renawed mind’,
[Collected Writings, vol. x., p. 4] Again, p. 3:—'That a
Christian should walk sccording to the precepts of the New
Testarnent, and all the divine light he ean gather for his walk
from the Old, be it the Ten Commandments or anything else,
no consislent or right-mindsd Christian conld for a moment
deny. I conld mot own as being on Christian ground one who
wonld. I may not be his judge, but I am bound fo judge the
principles he professea. I need hardly dwell on it otherwise
than to reject it as uilerly evil and wnchristion. It ia one of the
distinetive marks between heresy and any advance in true divine
knowledge that the lalfer aloaye holde the moral foundation fasf,
the difference of right and wrong immovable and fixed, as it s
in the divine nature and revealed in the Word, the heretic slights
and loses sight of it’.

Now, to charge sueh a teacher with the heresy of antinemi-
apism, with having depied and rejected the obligations and
motives of religions obedience, is in the very highest degree
unjust. When Mr, Darby says, that “the Mosaic law waa
abolished ', he merely means that, however perfectly ita moral
precepts or rules were adapted to the people for whom they wers
given, they fall short of the duties brought to light by the fuller
revelations of the New Testament. As this las enlarged and
deepened our view of the relations we sustain to God, to Christ,
and to oar fellow-men ; so these new views, or relations, impose
higher and holier duties than those prescribed in the law of
Moses. There may be error in this view of Mr, Darby, or af
least in his,way of pulling i, but there is certainly no heresy.
We hold it to be impossible, that the man who has been as pore
i lifie, as self-sacrificing in conduct, and as heroically devoted to
the cause of Christ, as Mr. Darby has been, should be found
wallowing in the heretical filth of antinomianism., No man ever
embraced a leresy in morals, so loathsome and so disgusting as



antinomianism, who had not first become utterly corrnpt and
depraved in heart, life, and practice.

Hence, if Mr. McIntosh really entertains the groes aod
revolting antinomian sentiments which are atiributed to him by
Dir. Dabney, we should not hesitate to pronounce him an uomiti-
gated hypocrite. A hypoerite of the very lowest and meanest
type, who would fain cloak the villanies of an impure life under
fthe np-utlem robe of Christ's l‘ighbﬁﬂﬂméﬂ ! Bﬂl:l‘-'_ before we
pass sentence on Mr. M., or denounce him as deserving the
reprobation and scorn of the universe, let us, as God-fearing and
truth-loving men, look a little more closely into his real senti-
ments, than Dr. Dabney seems to have done.

Now, as we have already shown, it is not necessary to the
defence of Mr. Darby's theological orthodoxy, to prove that all
his followers were free from antinomianism. Neither Luther,
nor Wesley, nor any other great reformer, could be, as history
testifies, defended on any such grounds ; for antinomian hy pocrites
have appeared in connection with all great revivals of troe religion,
But although it be not necessary to our present purpose to defend
Mr. M. against the hideous heresy in question ; yet we cannot
afford to abandon him to the tender mercies of his Calvinistic
brother. The man Mclntosh is, indeed, far too important a
personage, and far too useful in the present state of the Christian
world, to be abandoned to the tender mercies of his enemies.
We shall, therefore, judge him, not by partial or garbled extracts,
but by all hiz words, and show that, in spite of his Calvinism, he
is entitled to the respect, admiration, and gratitude of all good
men and Christians.

Mr, Mclntosh has published, in all, about thirty volumes,
His critic has noticed only one of these, namely, his Noles on
(Fenesis, And if in this one volume, he has discovered any-
thing good, he has been pleased to keep the discovery to him-
self. He has, on the other hand, been pleased to signalize four
defects, which he hss found, or thinks he has found, in the
Notes on (Fenesis. Now, if these four defects were all real, and
not imaginary, what would they prove? Why, that Mr. M. is,
like all the rest of us, a fallible man. But is this the way, we
ask, for a candid or fair critic to judge & man or his book? He



might just as well, in fact, cot four black spots from a white
horse ; and putting these together, hold them up to give an idea
of the general complexion and color of the horse. This were
bad enough, even if the four epots were actually taken from the
horse : but if the reader will look at these defects, as set forth in
pages 4 and 5 of Dr. Dabney's review, and then look at them in
the pages of Mr. McIntosh, he will find that at least three out of
the four have been painted black by the critic himself.

‘On pages 69 and 74", says Dr. Dabney, ‘ we seem to be tanght
that Christians ought not to improve or ameliorate the state of
the earth, which God has been pleased to put under his curse.
Bach lives as those of Jethro Tull, Sir Jno. Sinclair, Jesse Buel,
of Albany, ete, are then onehristian *,

"We seem to be taught’, says Dr. Daboey. But let us look at
the passage in Mr. Melutosh himself, and then see what we are
really tanght. He says (pp. 74 and 75) :— To walk with God
must, necessarily, put one outside the sphere of this world’s
thoughts. Enoch realized thia; for, in his day, the spirit of
the world was manifested ; and then, too, as now, it was opposed
to all that was of God. The man of faith felt he had nought
to do with the world, save o be a paliend wilness, therein, of
the grace of God, and of coming judgment. The sons of Cain
might spend their energies in the vain attempt to improve a
cursed world, but Enoch found a better world, and lived in the
power of it. His faith was not given him to improve the world,
but to walk with God’.

Now, is not all this true? Has not Christ himself sid the
same thing in substance? *To this end was I born, and for this
eause came [ into the world, that T showld bear witness unto the
truth? [John xviii, 37]. Again, ‘As thou hast sent me into the
world, even so have I also sent them into the world ' [John xvii.
IE]. ' Tlmj are not of the wurld, even as I am not of the world *
[Juhn xvii. 16]. * Let the dead bury their dead ’ [Luke ix. 60].
Ah, let the dead bury their dead, and, as much as they please,
beautify *the earth’, this vast burying place of all the genera-
tions of men ; ‘but go thou and preach the kingdom of God’
[Ibid.] Let the Tulls, the Sinclairs, and the Buels, do their
work ; “but go thou and preach the kingdom of God. And



another also said, Lord, T will follow thee; but let me firet go
and bid them farewell which are at home at my honse. And
Jesus said unto him, No man having put his hand to the plough,
and looking back, is fit for the kingdom of God' [Luke ix. 60,
61, 62]. Now, we hold all this to be sound doctrine; and
certainly it is, to the full, as stringent and exclusive aa the lan-
guage of Mr. McIntosh.

‘The sons of Cain may spend their energies in the vain
attempt to improve a cursed world *; they may, as of old they
did, invent the arts and sciences, and hope thereby to restore a
fallen world. ‘But go thon and preach the kingdom of God’.
They may, as did those sons of Cuin— the infidel reformers of
the French Revolution —labor *to regenerate the world’. *Buot
go thou and preach the kingdom of God'. Let them boast, as
they did, that in ten years they would convert France into a
paradise ; and yet, as they did, in less thun ten years, couvert it
into o pandemonium. But seek thou ‘the paradise of God'.
Let them, as they always have done, and now do, oppose © culture
to Christianity ; but go thou and preach ‘the gospel of the
kingdom'. Now, we submit to the Christian reader, if the above
stricture on the language of Mr. M. is not simply outrageous.

D, Dabney continues :—*On page 271, Jacob is greatly eon-
demned, because, having prayed for deliverance from his angry
brother, he used prudent precautions to protect his family. The
author thinks “ prayer and plaoning™ very inconsistent. Bible
Christians expect God to apswer through means. Their maxim
i#: *“Trost in providence, and keep your powder dry.”' Now
this, for aught we koow, may look very dreadful in the eves of
the readers of the The Soulhern Presbylerian Review. Bat let us
se¢ how it looks in the pages of Mr, M.

“ He {Jacob) evidently feels uneasy in reference to Esan, and
not without reason. [True!] He had treated him badly, [True!]
and his conscience was not at ease ; [ True!] but instead of casting
himsell uoreservedly on God, he betakes himsell to his usual
planning again, in order to avert Esao's wrath. IHe tries to
manage Esan, instead of leaning on God'. Every wond true!
Was not ‘ planniog’, after the faushion of Jacob, ® very inconsis-
tent” with prayer to God, and faith in Him? * Bible Christinns *



do, indeed, ‘expect God to answer through means’. Buot not
through such means as those employed by Jacoh, His planning
“to avert Esau's wrath', was utterly inconsistent with faith in
God, who had promised that © Esan should not hart him ", It
was the planning of cowardice and fear, not the planning of
courage and faith. It may be ‘the maxim' of some ‘Bible
Christiana": *Trust in Providence, and keep your powder dry’.
But the Brethren do not use powder; they nse only ‘the sword of
the Bpirit. The maxim, © keep your powder dry’, smacks of
Henry Ward Beecher's ‘Sharpe's rifles’. Both may, pechaps,
admit of a good sense, but neither i to our taste. Dr. Dabney's
quntation is shocking in the place in which he puts it.

He says again :—° On page 153, the author denies all vicarions
worth to all Christ's sufferings and works, save his pangs on the
crosa, His aim seems to be to show a valid reason why the suf-
ferings of believers, in imitation of their Head, are not propitia-
tory. To us this seems a very bungling way of reaching that
eonclusion at the expense of contradicting the SBeriptures, when
reasons s much more valid might have been presented, in the
fact that a believer's nature and person lack all those properties
which fitted Christ to be a substitute and sacrifice ',

It is only necessary to place, by the side of this criticism, the
passage against which it is directed, in order to show ‘what a
mercy it 18 to have a delector of heresies®. * But let it be
remembered ', says Mr, M. (p. 153), " that the suffering of which
the joint-heirs participate has no penal element in it. Tt is not
suffering from the hand of infinite justice, becanse of sin ; all
that was fully met on the cross, when the divine victim bowed
his sacred hend beneath the stroke. “ Christ also hath once
suffered for ging,” and that * once ™ was on the tree and nowhere
else. He never suffered for sins before, and he never can suffer
for gine again. *Onee, in. the end of the world (the end of all
Besh), hath he appeared to put away sin, by the sserifice of him-
melf.” ¥ Christ was once offered.”’

Dr. Daboey has, in our humble opinion, discovered a heresy in
this passage, only becanse he has not sufficiently reflected on the
distinetion between the non-atoning and the atoning or vicarious
sfferings of Christ. Henee we would advise him to read Mr,



Darby’s excellent little treatise on ‘ The Sufferings of Christ’, in
which this distinction is established. S0 much for three of Dr.
Dabney’s black spots. Take his paint off, and they are fair
enough.

His fourth objection appears to us well taken. On page 39,
says he, the *Noles on (Genesis pervert the words that Adam and
Eve knew good and evil after they transgressed, as teaching that
then only they acquired a conscience /' This proves to us, what
we have already admitted, that the errors of the Brethren are
those of the literalist, not those of the rationalist. In the
instance before us, Mr, M. has certainly, as it seems to us, been
misled by too close adherence to the very letter of the Word,

No author could stand the sort of eriticism applied by De.
Dabney to the Nofes on Genesis. Even John Calvin eould not
bear such a test, or mode of treatment. To show this, we will
vow set before our readers four specimens of his Commentary
on Homans, which all must admit have far transcended the four
specimens selected from the Noles on Genesis.  With all Calvin's
professed reverence for the word of God, and with all his learning
and genius, we mean to produce, as an offset to Dr. Dabney’s four
black spots, four worse ones from one of Calvin's most celebrated
works, They are as follows:

Rom, vi. 16 — Know ye not that to whom ye yield yourselves
servants to obey, hie servants ye are to whom ye obey ; whether
of sin unto death, or of obedience unto righteousness 7'  On this
Calvin has the temerity to say that the apostle spoke improperly
(fmproprie loculus esf), for if he wanted to make the parts of
the sentence correspond with each other, he ought to have said
“or of righteousness unto life”, instead of ‘or of obedience unto
righteousness*.  And again, on Rom. viil. 2, he says, ‘ By the
law of the Bplrlt he improperly designates the Spirit of God’,

‘Legem spirilus tws vocal Dei Spirifum’. Again in hm
Commentary on Bom. xi. 12, he says Paul would have spoken

more properly if he had np-p-cmd the raisiog up again [of Israel]
to their fall, * magis aulem proprie locwtus fuisset, si lopsui oppo-
suizeel suscilalionem’. Again in his comments on Rom. xi. 1-10,
he says in reference to the gquotations there from the Old Testa-
ment, ' The quotations which. he (Paul) adduces, collected from



various parts of Beripture, and not taken from one passage, do
seem, all of them, to be foreign to his purpose, when you closely
examine them according to their contexts’, [Caly. Transl. Beries
Com. on Rom., p. 417. Edinb. 1849.]

. Now, in these four amazing passages, all selected from Calvin
on Romans, he convicts Bt. Paul of four blunders. 1. He spoke
improperly ; and it remained for Calvin to show how he might
have spoken properly, if he wanted to make the parts of the sen-
tence (so digjointed in the language of St. Paul) correspond with
one another ] 2. * By the law of the Bpirit he fmproperly desig-
pates the Bpirit of God’. Pity 8. Paul had not the benefit of
John Calvin's instroctions. 3. Bt. Paul * would have spoken more
properly, if ', &e.— that is, if John Calvin, instead of the Holy
Ghoat, had been his guide and instructor. 4. Finally, his qoo-
tations from the Old Testament to prove the docttine of reproba-
tion, are, one and all, * foreign to his purpose’. Poor blundering
Panl! He aims to prove reprobation ; but yet his proof texts,
when closely examined aecording lo their conlexls, prove no such
thing. They miss the mark! How much better Calvin would
have ressoned, and reached the doctrine of reprobation, which
blivd and blundering Paul 50 sadly missed |

Now, if any one of these fonr things had been found in any
one of the Brethren, instead of in John Calvin, how fiercely had
the whole Calvinistic press roared with its loudest thunder
agninst the miserable miscreant, who had thus dared to substi-
tute his own word for the false word of the great Apostle to the
Gentilea! But it is John Calvin, and not Joha Darby, who
thus treats the word of (iod with sacrilegions contempt. These
things fill the Brethren with horror. Indeed, it is to the very
prince of the Plymouth Brethren, Mr. William Kelly, that we
owe the exposure of these four black spots in one of the works
of John Calvin. We defy Dr. Dabney, or any other Preg;h_v,r
terian doctor of divinity, to prodoce t.i'.l.!‘:[l' match from any, or
from all, the writings of the so-called Plymouath Brethren.
‘ Judge not, that ye be not judged. For with what judgment ye
judge ye shall be judged: and with what measure ye mete, it
shall be measured to you again’. [Matt. vii. 1, 2.

But it yet remains for us to notice the most particular and



tremendous bolt, which Dr. Dabney has Lurled at the head of
Mr. Mclutimsh, It is in these words :—' But take the following
from * Notes on Genesis”, p. 200: * BHegeneration is not a
change of the old nature, but the introduction of a vew. . . . .
Nor dues the introduction of this new nature, alter in the slightest,
degree, the true, essential character of [the] old. This latter
eontioues what it was, and is made in no respect better; yen,
rather there is a full display of its evil character in opposition to
the new element”, &e. It is not hard to see’, adds Dr, D,
“how terribly all this may be carried out to a God-denying
carnal security ’. True. Nor is it hard to see, how the prin-
eiples of Calvinism itself’ may be carried out, as they have often
been, w the same Gnd-det‘jq'ng carnal security. But Mr. M., no
more than his Calvinistic brethren, has carried out his prnmple.!
to any such fearful covsequeaces. We had supposed, that it is
a universally accepted principle of just eriticiam, that men are to
be held respopsible, not for the consequences which may be
drawn from their principles, but for those, and for those only,
which they themselves have aclually drawn. Neo men stand
more in need of this principle of fair eriticism, or just judgment,
than do our Calvinistic brethren. Let them, then, observe the
golden rule, and * Do unto others, as they would have others to
do unto them ",

It apjwears to us that, in all fairness, Dr, Dabney shonld have
quoted the whole paragraph, from which he has taken only a
part of the first sentence. This would have enabled the reader
to see Mr. M.’s reasons for the assertion, that * Regeneration ia
pot a chunge of the old pature, but the introduction of a new ",
Ag it is, these reasons, and the seriptural authorities for them,
all disappear under Dr. Daboey’s * five points’ (. . . ..} Baut
we agres with Dr, Dabney, that the * two natures ’, or ' the two
men” in vne, a5 understood by the Brethren, is erroneons, In
regard to these ‘ two natures’, or ‘ two men’, Mr. Inglis con-
fenses to an agreement with the Brethren. We have no doubt
that he has adopted one of their erroms, which has arisen from a
too literal understanding of the figurative language of St. Paul.
But this is a very different sort of error from that of John
Calvin, who prefers his own word to the word of St. Paul. We



comsider their doctrine erronecus; bot we do not condemn the
men as heretics, for having taken the figurative language of St.
Paul in a too literal sense,

Bat Dr, Dabney continues his extract from page 200 of the
* Notes on (Genesis’, (without the least hint of any break or dis-
connection in the original)) in the following words:—*The
notion of progressive soctification is false, and the work not to
be expected. The evil nature in me is oot at all weakened by
grace, but rather inflamed. IFf I have faith, I have the
" utanﬂiﬁg " and am not to doubt my faith because of a supposed
deficiency of fruits ; because to conglude it a true faith by any
frames in myself, or works of self, is sheer legalism’. Having
completed this extract, Dr. Dabney adds, * What more does any
Antinomian negro desire, to encourage him in his foulest hypoc-
risy, and most fanatical joys?*

Now the above extract is, we admit, truly horrible ; and the
judgment of Dr. Dabuey thereon is not, and could not be, too
severe, But is the extract really found in the writings of Mr.
Melntoeh? On turning to the reference of Dr, Dabney — page
200 of the * Notes on Gepesis"— we find not a syllable of this
horrible extract there, Perhaps it was in Dr. Dabney’s edition,
and has been expunged from ours, which is the *Br1xTH EDITION,
REVISED'. Guided by this thought, we consulted the edition
used by Dr. Dabney, which is that of * Inglis and Colles, New
York’. But even there we have discovered no sign or trace of
the sboruinable extract. Whence did it come, then, and how has
it found its way into the secusation of Dr. Dabney agninst Mr,
M.? He certainly owes it to himeelf, and to all the friends of
truth and fair-dealing, to answer this question. In order to give
him an opportanity to do so, we asked one of his friends and oue
of vur own, to inquire of Dr. Daboey himself, hoping he would
be able to clear up the mystery. Both promised to write to him,
Our friend did so, and mailed the letter in Alexandrin. As yet,
however, no answer has been received ; and we are consequently
still in the dark. It may yet come, as we lhope it will, before
this article is published ; and if so, we will lay it before our
readers. We do not conceive, for & moment, that Dr. Dabney
bas intended to impute a false extract to Mr. M.  We hope and



believe, on the contrary, that he will be able, in some way un-
known to us, to acquit himself of all intention to deceive, or to
wilfully misrepresent Mr, McIntosh,

It is ensy to show, in the meantime, from the writings of Mr.
MecIntosh, that he loathes, abhors, and detests the heresy of
Antinomianism. One passage, which is perfectly explicit, is suf-
Beient for this purpose, In 'Thfngu New and OId*, vol. ix, P
1189, Mr, Meclntosh says :—* There is something perfectly shock-
ing to & serious mind, in the thought of men appealing to certain
pl‘ihﬂip]m of the gmp&], in order to establish a ple—a for the indul=
gence of the flesh. They want to fling aside the authority of
Moses, not that they may enjoy the authority of Christ, but
merely to indulge sell.  But it is vain, It cannot be done with
any shadow of truth, for it is never said in Beripture that the lor
is dead or abrogated ; but it is said, and urged repeatedly, that
the believer is dead to the law, and dead to sin, in order that he
may fasle the neeeiness of living unio (Fod, of having hir fruil unio
holiness, and the end everlasling life’. We might easily produce,
from his writings, many passages to the same effect ; but surely
this one is sufficient to eatisfy any reasonable man.

The writings of Mr. Melntosh are, in some respects, very far
from being to our taste. Even in the three passages, which Dr.
Dabney has g0 unjustly condemned, the mode of expreasion is not
altogether agreeable to ns. It smacks of the writer's Calvinism
rather too strongly for us. We have not the shadow of a doubt,
that these three passages, or ‘ black gpots’, would have appeared
perfectly orthodox, if they had only been found in the writings
of a regular Presbyterian, and not in those of a Plymouth
Brother.

Mr. Melntosh is not a dialectician, nor & philosopher, nor a
theologian. He is none of these things; he makes no pretension
to them ; like most of the Brethren, he reems to despise them
utterly. He is not even a peychologist. Otherwise he would be,
in our opinion, a much better interpreter of Seripture, But he
is a simple, earnest, and devout student of the Word, amd & firm
believer in the omnipresence and power of the Holy Spirit.
Henee, in apite of all his deficiencies, e is an evangelist, who has
no reason to be ashamed of his work., He has, under God, been



the honored means of eending forth more powerful preachers,
than any that have ever issued from our theological seminaries.

Mr. Moody is one of these. That Mr. Moody is under great
obligations to the Brethren in geperal, and to Mr. Meclntosh in
particular, is well known to all who have looked into the history
of this new order of Christian men. He received the first great
impulse, which sent him forth, on his high and dazzling career,
a8 a star of the first magnitude, from Mr, John N, Darby. ‘About
three years ago’, writes Mr. Moody, °I had my attention called
to (0 H, M.'s Hnleu, and was so much ]:le-.e&, and at the same
time profited by the way they opened up Seripture truths, that I
secured at once all the writings of the same aothor, and if they
eoiild not be re.p]nmﬂ would rather part with my whaole th‘l.‘l:'j’,
excepting my Bible, than with these writings. They have been
to me a very key to the Scriptores. D. L. Moody.’

Another celebrated evangelist thus writes:—*I take great
pleasure in heartily endorsing to all Christians who desire to be
more thoronghly taught in the word of God, the noteaof C. H. M.
Usnder God they have blessed me more than any books, outside
of the Bible itself, that I have ever read, and have led me to a
love of the Bible that is proving an unfailing #urce of profit.
D. W. Whitile.'

The most celebrated of living Baptist preachers, also, has pub-
Iiﬂlj" l&kuﬂnledgul his nhl[ga.tium to the Notea of Mr, McIntosh,
‘When Mr. C. H. Bpurgeon ’, says Mr. Reid, ‘ was preaching in
the City Hall, Glasgow—some years ago—he ineuleafed Chris-
tian charify by telling that having received much edification by
reading a book he wrote to thank the writer, and the author
turned out to be “a Plymouth Brother "—namely, Mr. C. H.
Mackintosh—and the book was Notes on Erodus’.

A Baptist preacher, in the State of Virginia, borrowed one
volume of the Notes of Mr, M,. and he was so muoch Plea.qa:l with
the volume, that he sent to London, and purchased all the writings
of Mr. McIntosh, It was not long before s wonderful improve-
mént was observed in his preaching; the people were amazed at
the change, and were at a loss to imagine what could have caused
bim to break forth afresh, with such a marvellons increase of
Power,



In this connection, then, we venture to apply one of the anee-
dotes related of Mr. Lincoln. One of his generals complained to
him, that another of his generals, who had been most suecesslul
in the field, was in the habit of getting intoxicated. * Very
well ', replied ‘ Uncle Abe’, *if you can find out what sort of
whiskey he drinks, [ wish yon would get some of the same kind,
and drink till you learn to fight as well a8 he fights’. In like
manner, we say, do not complain of those preachers, who read
the writings of the Brethren. If, instead of this, our hum-drum
preachers would only read the same writings, and learn to preach
with something of the directness, the simplicity, the earvestness,
and the power of & Moody, a Whittle, or & Spurgeon, they would
pursue & far wiser course. Indeed, if it were the object of our
theological seminarics to turn out effective preachers, as well as
to train theologians, they ghould encourage them to drink deeply
of the writings of the Brethren. This would do them more
good, as preschers, than all the metaphysical theology of the
schools. Tt is for this resson, that we have interposed our plea
in behalf of Mr. McIntosh, and his writings.

The best preacher we know in the Presbyterian Chuoreh, or in
any other, has long been a constant reader of the writings of the
so-culled Plymouth Brethren. He has long felt, and had the
courage to acknowledge, his great indebtedness to them, for his
efficiency as a preacher of the Gospel. For this awful offence of
reu.ding' the wﬂﬁng!- of the P[J"Illnllltl'l E:I'El‘]'lt'é‘l:lj,hﬂ has been
assailed and annoyed, by some of the ministers of his own church,
in the most unjust and disereditable ways, Has it then come to
this, that a Protestant Chureh has, like the Romish, an index
expurgaforius, or list of prohibited books, into which *the
faithful* must not look under the pains and penalties of her
anathemas ! Must a minister's orthodoxy be questioned, his
labors decried, and his character traduced, becanse his reading is
not religiously confined to the writers of his own syniagma, or
creed ¥ The Methodist Church is, thank God! free from the
littlenesa, the narrowness, and the bigotry, of such a Romanizing
and persecuting spirit.

It is the genius of Methodism, as we understand it and rejoice
in it, that, come from what quarter it may, she freely embraces



the truth, Whether a truth come from Dabney, or Darby, or
Calvin, she receives it into her bosom, s a precious gift from
God, and goes on her way rejoicing. She has nothing in her
glorions ereed, in her Twenty-Five Articles, which repels any
foreign truth. On the coutrary, she has therein a multitude of
truths, all waiting and eager to receive into holy alliance with
themselves, every other trath under the canopy of heaven.

Every Methodist, however, we are sorry to sy, is nol com-
pletely saturated with this genius, or spirit, of Methodism.
When we first advocated, in the pages of this Review, the truth
of “the perseverance of the elect’, a swarm of small critics
goashed their teeth, and rushed on us with the cry of * Cal-
vinism!" But the genius of Methodism, once fairly appealed to
by us, brushed away this swarm of eritics, and received into her
bosom the truth. It is now peaceably domiciled in our midat.
The thanks we have received for this, by letter and otherwise,
would astonish our erities, il laid before them. DBut we have
epared them the mortification, which these sirictures on the
eourse pursued by them, would bave cansed them to feel.

Again, we have known one Methodist preacher — only one —
who had imbibed a violent prejudice against "the Brethren.
But we found upon inquiry—poor soul !—he had never read one
word of their writings! He had only read the article of Dr,
Dabney. We endeavored to correct his prejudices ; but we fear
in vain. The Southern Presbyterian Church, it is believed,
knows little or nothing sbont the Brethren, or their doctrines,
except what it has derived from the article of D, Dubney,
Hence it is, that we have taken that article in hand, for the
benefic of all the lovers of truth, whether Presbyterians or
Methodists, Episcopalians or Baptists.

Are we, then, one of the Brethren? No, by no menns, we are
very far from it. Nor are we at all inclined to become one.  1We
are Methodists, We have enlisted, for the war, under the banner of
The Twenly-Five Arlicles; and we mean to fight it out on the lines
therein laid down. Bat it is, and, by the grace of God, it over
shall be, our motto : * Fuir play and justice to enemies, as well as
loyalty and love lo friends’. They may -slander—they may
vilify—they may misrepresent us—bat all this shall enly make



us the more eareful, the more solicitous, to do them exact justice.
If the truth, together with fair-play, will not give us the vietory
over them, then, God forbid | that victory should ever perch npon
our standard. Ideath is, in our opinion, far preferable to any
the most signal victory, gained by wnfair means or foul. We
pray God to cover us with defeat, and bury us in the profoundest
and darkest depths of everlasting oblivien, rather than allow the
devil to inspire us with the desire to triumph by the dirty tricks,
or the erooked arts, of controversy.

Though we have defended Mr. Darby, and Lis Brethren,
against the unjust charges of heresy, we have not forgotten that
they are our enemies. We have read, and we have profited, by
their writings. But we have not, and we never will, strike our
colors to them. Our chief objection to Mr. Darby is, that, both
in doctrine and in epirit, he is too much like Dr, Dabney., In
this, especially, is he like Dr. Dabney, that he stigmatizes Metho-
dist doctrine as Pelagianism, We know this accustion to be
false. We know what Methodism is, and we know what Pela-
gianism is; and there is not the least taint of that miserable
heresy in our Articles of Religion, or theological writings. We
are prepared to stand, or to fall, by those Articles. We may be
easily crushed ; but, although a upniverse of Dabneys and Darbys
should assail us, we will not strike our colors to them ; or concede
that Methodism is Pelagianism. We may go down ; bat, if so,
it shall be with all our colors flying, and flaunting defiance in the
face of our false accusers. So help us God |

NoTE.

The letter referred to in the foregoing pages, as expected (rom
Dr. Dubney, has just been received, afier the sbove article was

finished. It is in the following words: -
“Mar. 2d, 1877,

1 have looked at the quotation to which you refer, in my art.
on the Plymouth Theology, Jan. 1872, If my memory serves
me right, it is from a little anonymous bovk {but circolated and
endorsed by Mr. Inglis) entitled, “A Word to Young Believers,”
by W. De K. B,, of Dublin. You may ask, Why do I still use
an “if"? My reasons are, that, being in transifu with my study



srrangements from one room to another, and plasterers in the
bouse, many of my books are boxed ; and I cannot make a search
for De R. B.'s book. Besides I have a sort of recollection that
it ia lent out enyhow ; to—I forget whom—; some of our
alumni, I suppose, who were investigating this subject,

‘A fair constroction of that paragraph of mine, will show, that
I quote this exireme sialement, from this out-spoken Irishman, in
order to show whither the {endency of the more guarded and
scholarly ones leads, But the same views in substance can be
found almost a.nj"wharlz in the “I::lgl:iu Theulug}r", as for inatance,
“Waymarks in the Wilderness", wol. iii. p. 258-8, Bonar's
Way of Peace, &c., &o)’

Such is Dr, Dabney’s reply. It has filled us with disappoint-
ment and sorrow. We did hope and believe, as we have ex-
pressed in the above article, that he would, * in some way unknown
to us’, clear his skirts of imputing so horrible an extract to Mr.
Melntosh ; though it was at war with his well-known sentiments.
Having quoted this extract, as from Mr, M.'s * Notes on Genesia’,
p- 200, Dr, Dabney asks :—' What more does any Antinomian
negro desire, to encourage him in his foolest hypocrisy and most
fanatical joys 7’ We endorsed this criticism as just ; and if the
passage was from Mr. Meclntosh, we were prepared to give all
his writings to the dogs. But we concluded to look, before we
decided. Not finding the passage in the place referred to by Dr,
Diabney, vor in any other portion of Mr. MeIutosh’s writings,
we applied to Dr. D. himself for information. And we now
learn, from hie own confession, that he did not take the passage
from the writings of Mr. McIntoeh at all, but from an anonymous
writer of a little book published in Dublin ! If he had told the
readers of his article this, the extract would have had no bearing
whatever on the views of Mr. M., nor of any other Plymouth
Brother. But quoting it, a8 he did, from Mr. McIntosh, his
beaviest bolt of thunder fell on his devoted head! Now, strange
to ey, he endeavors to excuse this ontrage, by saying, Well, if it
B not in the writings of Mr. Meclutosh, it is ‘from a little
anonymous book (but circulated and endorsed by Mr. Inglis) en-
titled, A Word to Young Believers, by [C. H. M.? no, but by]
W.De R. B/



Again, if the words quoted as from Mr, McIntosh's writings,
are not to be found in them, the same views in substance can be
found almost anywhere in the * Inglis Theology ’, and in * Bonar's
Way of Peace, &ec.,, &e'. That is, if the obnoxious passage may
not be found in Mr. MeIntosh, the Plymouth Brother, whom it
was intended to erush, the same views in substance may be found
almost anywhere in the writings of Mr. Inglis, the Baptist, or in
the * Way of Pesce' by the Rev. H. Bonar, who iz a SBeotch
Presbyterian. In other words, a most abominable passage is
quoted, as from the noted Plymouth Brother, Mr. Melntosh,
which ia all that ‘any Antinomian negro could desire to encoar-
age him in his foulest hypoerisy and most fanatical joys'; and
yet, as the accuser himself is constrained to confess, it is not
from Mr. Melntosh at all! It iz only from some anonymous
writer ! But, then, the same passage, in substance, may be
found in the writings of a Baptist, or in those of a Scotch Pres-
byterian!!! Bat does all this justify Dr. Dabney, in the act of
selecting, from some unknown writer, o passage which teaches
Antinomianism in its grossest and most disgusting form, and
setting it forth as a quotation from the writiogs of the well-
konown and distinguished C. H. Melntosh? Who does not
blush for Dr. Dabeey, and hang his head for ghume? For our
part, we would not be caught in the perpetration of such an act,
for ten thousand times ten thousand worlds,

‘A fair constroction of that paragraph’, says Dr. Dabney,
" will show, that I quote this exfreme senfimeni, from that out-
spoken Irishman', &e. Now, he has not one word about * that
out-gpoken Irishman’, or writer of the anonymous * little book °.
Not one word about any one bot Mr. C, H. Melntosh ; and, for
five long years, every reader of the article by Dr. Dabaey, has
imputed the horrible sentiment of the anonymous writer to Mr.
MclIntosh, No confiding reader of his article, ever doubted, for
a moment, that Dr. Daboey had couvicted Mr, Melntosh of the
horrible heresy of Antinomianisim, and exposed him, inpaled, to
the contemptuous gaze of the Christian world, But now, after
D, Dahm'}r liaa been El:lrl'FE'I'El'], and Mmpelleﬂ to confess the
truth, he begins to speak about *a fuir construction’, &e. Alas!
for the pride aud glory of the Union Theological Seminary |



