AN ENGLISH BROTHER'S COMMENTS ON J. BOYD'S "INCARWATION."

It only bears out what dear W, J, lLowe wrote me in June, 19013,-that
"A11l Raven's reasoning was flippant, superficial nonsense; yet it

has Satanic power over all who followed him, from which even J., Boyd
is not vet wholly free. They all seem unable to shake off the chain!”
And now J., Boyd appears, ian this, to have blossomed forth! On p. 6

he says the Lord "gave up the form of God," The truth is not so ex-
pressed, There were phrases and expressions that may have been used
by brethren when no new system of doctrine was suspected; but now
that new systems of doctrine have been evolved, it behoves us to ad-
here strictly to the Word of God, What 1s said there is, "Subsisting
in the form >f God...He emptied Himself." ¥r. James Boyd uses his own
phrase (not Scripture) to express that which the Holy Spirit intends
by "emptied Himself.," It is apparent that what is written does not
control Mr. Boyd's thoughts,..0On p. 9 he says, "A1l that He took from
woman was all that any man ever took, sin excepted; and that was flesu
and blood. God is the Father of spirits (Heb, 12:8).," This means that

“Thrist derived His spirit from a divine source, Hence Christ's "spir-

it" was a different spirit from that forming part of you and me,-and
incomplete manhood. And he says nothing here of soul,..,But the reason-
ing on vp., 12-15 seems Lo be very bad, He is here, surely, guilty of
the very irreverence he would warn others of; and he has, I judge,
himself fallen into the devil's snare, "The human soul seems to have
been the result of the #mbreathing by God into man's nostrils of the
spirit of 1life.," Does the written word say "seems;" or does it even
leave any room for doub®t at all? Genesis 2:7 informs us: "And the
Lord God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathex into his
nostrils the breath of life, and man became a living sovl," ...Then
Mr. J. Boyd raises the guestion, "Are there both soul and spirit in
the separate state?” What 1s at the back of his mind that caused him
to raise such a question? Does he deny that, in Scripture, the "spir-
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it" 1s identified with the mind, and the Zsog! "soul" is the seat of
the ?lfectlons, and that "spirit, soul and body are during life but
one 'personality,’ ,..A% death the body drops for the time being, out

this tri-unity. Spirit and soul, on the other hand, are never separa-
ted..,these are not independent of each other,-twd Dersonalities,but
one,..The kmowledge of the spirit becomes the portion of the soul;
the affectiong of the soul the possessgion of the gpnirit," (Grant).
Does he deny all this?.,.His aim seems to be to view (for purposes of
his further argument) soul and spirit apart, as he says, p. 13, "In
the separate state I do not find then spoken of together., I find
souls and I find spirits, but not both together except in living men®
Now you come to the point of his theory: "That the Son was the spirit
of His ovn body I have not the slizhtest question." He evidently fecl§
that this will not be received by everybody, but he calls it, notwi tleem
stapding, "A scriptural verity.," Great as is‘my ignorance, I do not
hesitate to say that the scriptures he alludes to afford no ground
for such a conclusion; and that Mr. James Boyd in this has gone ut-
Fer%y beyond whht 1s written,..The whole paper 1s thoroughly Ravenit*:
in its mode o? reasoning and handling of Scripture; and Hr. J. Boyad
has, I anm Sa}lsfied3 overstepped the barrier imposed: "No man knowei}
iijuiigcsggnuh:ngagziié’Szndfin’SQ doing he has disclosed & state o
”Takedheed té i ﬂe1¢!”eI: g soul,'Fbat s@ould appeal loudly to al'!
. : thyael ! 5 1s a strikingevidence of the value of Ur
%ﬁ N.‘D 8 warning, wiere he gays that dﬁrectly you begin to digscuss
Adgrgzzsoz §£rngéf§ g:u fﬁll into a thousand errors." N. L, Noel.

g, iersci 'd., Walmer, Deal, Kent, Zngland. April 6, 19327
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J. . D&iBY AND BITHISDA.

It would be an inviditus thinT after so many years to rake up evil without a
cause:; but as there is a bell effcert just now {an? now avain after twenty years) to
‘ whitewash, it becomes a duty to spesk plainly for the Lord's sake and those who de-
sire to be faithful. A gocd Jeal, calzulated to mislead those who do not know :
the facts, lLas been male of .ir, J. l, Darby's oracious visit to .r. Gecrge lluller,
as socn as he hal cpportunity after the scven meetings. At lenmth they scemed
uprightly to judze the heterudcz trects af .. B. . Newbone. Amcng others whc exa-
mined, there hal besen no icubt whatever of his heincusly -ntichristian errcr. For
themselves as Christiang it was hailel as far as it went. But not = =few ware
grieved that the meetings was xept from its clear duty to put away thc psrstns come
.~ into their milst, whe not ;nly held thrse evil Auctrines, but diligently circu-
i lated the incriminated tracts. Yet this paramcunt duty wus cvaced by the request
; cimade privately that they should withdraw for peace' sake. To this the Newtcnalns
i ateceded, cnly adling their title 4o return when they thourht well, cr tc that ef- .
. ‘feets which I never heard who cenisd them. Pro:f, however, that the strong denun- i
. cismtion of the hetercioxy was hollow and transicnt hecimes evident after the break- . .

v i;gg:§£+y;$4$wmdxm@anﬁm§etingg“ﬂnich the. seceding pai:Muf!the'ten 1agd§rs set Upiouind
. and carried cn with Yr. B, in. Newton's presence and Helfs oY, Ss e ITrdy oty

and were received without gquestion 5f the hetercioxy and of their deliberate and
public support cf that Antichrist (thoush Georse imller said his Christ would 1
need a Saviour fer himself )t Aill that Sethes'a xzgzy askod, all that R. 4. and
J. W. 7ave, was confessicn of the wrong of 1ewvine Bothesla 1 Ite 12aders' so}e
care was to vinlicate themselves, n2t an atom frr the traduecd Lord Jesus. 1t is

therefore a supnression of the truth, and a surmesticn ~f falsehocd to imply that

211 was clearsdl away by Botheslu in Mr. Darty's €yes.
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%”'-.' ‘whose twe, R. A. and J. b., on its failure, scuzht fellcwship agsin 3% Bethesda,

To remnve every loubt, let the folicwing extract of a letter cf HOr. Darby's,
written in 1873, (meny ywars after), tell its own tale. . hen the locse brethren
oretended that Bethesda had chanzed, amd actel in liscinline, C. leclared they
had no%t, and as far as he knew, they wol 25 the same in like cass, and that he
2id nct know a single person at Bethesda whe held ~r. Newton fur a heretic. This
was -r. Oraik's publisjed statement lone after tns thinc happened. It was the
bpen suppert ¢f blasphemy, and the breach took place by an effort on the part of
the neutrals to force us te oo cn with Bethesia, a8 they cpenly statel, and I per-
sonally Imow,*" LITTZRS, Vel. I1., P. 263.

Tc svail cneself of & particular p.int in the histcry, which was o mistake:

well me.nt, is it cnything less than & fraul, and =11 the more bocwuse

‘o Thowevor 4
it touches bhe truth and the will of the Lord so soeripusly? Neither ir. Newton

it

nor Bethesdavever sald or id cunht to mitizuts the evil Tone in His nome Juring
‘the many years that have elapsed. Conceoive t2o the strange flly, and insensi~

bility of reading the subseguent writin7s of one acknowledged to be a false

Onrist, and never iisowning it From Bible Treasury, Nov. 1905, New Series.

1t has recently been stated, in an outside periciical (Serving & waiting),
miewbonianism rever again lifted up its hoad among them, And as for ir. Newton L
nimsclfe.s in all his later teaching there is nzhint ¢f the views neld =t the, time ~ 7 el
~f the strife. Neither have his early tcachings 'lsavened' the brethren of it
eigher class, for as intimated above it is everywhere repuliated"” Now besidc
these ‘statements place the facts that in 1867 there was ~ublished Newton's ‘Fun-
damental Truths,” in which he maintains thab the fircs oFf Sinal "Burnt azainst e
Him s the sinmer's surety always," and then the alvertiscments in "The Christian:™ . .
"Benjamin wills Newion-Free lending library ~f the 1ate oiry Newton's writings. :
List includes: 'Zurcpe and the Beast;' 'David, Kianm of Israel;"' 'Burcpe's Future
Considered;' Full list publicoticns; Stephen Cottery.”

w. F. Knar», Denver, Colo.




ZATRACT PROM LETTER TO A GLANTON BROTHZEL IN uuNnDA. DATED AUG- 22, 1922P
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I thirnk dear Jumes Boyd is on a wrons teack. The Taet is that the so-called Lowe
ni Kelly Brothrea are letermined t¢ have nothing te 49 with us until such time: as
we pronouncs F. E. Re 2 heretic., &4las, some.scem ready almost to say anything g
got numbers and rid themselves of tha roproach of divisicn' For my own part £, 3
& would orefer to stand apart from 2ll brethron altogether rather than $o throw cve

‘;g;¢r¢ F. . R 4nd I resret that I allowed my mind to be in any wise warped ty
me&ting with these prejudiced (and I must add, imnorant) secple, I have rucent1y '
<¢r¢&d-with:cmre %he seccnd Vel. of T, 'Z. R.'s Armcrican Aldresses, and I rust, -84y’
wgreat profit and pleasure.. Next to J. N. D. I know of 1o tne amﬁnﬂst rptﬂrﬁn
ha, thrcwn 86 much lisht (%) cn Seripture. IF R, 30YD IS TRUZ TO THE LIGHT H

1 THE_GE‘\J‘&NL Hamilton Sulth cd

;ﬁRJTﬁ%JJ .,TLL wANT. PI:-L,"- Signod, H
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SPhe writer of the above 1s in fellowship with Glanten ond 1is {or was} o froguent’
contributer tc their magazine, Sceripture Truth. It now comes cut that his “dear”
Jﬂmes Boyl"™ was not true tc "the lisht™ he was suy caod e mve had, $111 Just &
ew weeks befcre hisg sailing for Znclund, when he put ocut his hclut1cm1 tractate
called "The Inc.rnition of the Sca", which is ncthine more than a rehasing of the
cllinariem cof the fcurth century, 2coniemnsd and expised by the frest athinasius
as anti-Christian, sayine "it wws running into Arianism." Did he not know all these,
years when he was sassing in #fil cut freely amongst us and given access to cur ;
rlatferms thet if he wus "true tc the lizht he had™ the Grunt brethren weuld not
have him? He may julr-e them "igncraamt,” Lut nct s¢ igncrant as nct to detect the
evil of his dcctrine the moment he came plainly out with it. But He walts $i11 his
passage is engeged for Incland, and then rovesls his hetcredoxy on the Person of
the Lord.
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What must be thousht of the ethies ¢f such coniuct? when on the eve of sailing he-
throws cut his pelson~gas, and then refuscs to remain behind tc face his brethren
whem he has so grieveusly wronsed Ly his durlieity. It is rush like the "hit-ani-:

run® act of the autcmobile driver, who when he hits and knocks down or kills tho
_pedestrian, cff to maxe his escape; werds fall tn characterize such ; asta a
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Teowardire, dn T 1EW Has 8 hitter punishmentinstore fofb “LeTETwhos thu"
p and face the consequenzog of his deed.

1 tekes full rcspsonsidility for the above anl any one wishine to find me way &0
by addressing me at Delmar, M. Y. Simmel, Christopher Knapy




