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strong drink. The moral ‘influences abont i ane |
of the very worst, so that by the time he has et
a few vears in Tukio he is well along on the rowl 1o
ran, [ odid not escape, " Tt seemed almast napos-
sible for me not to fall in with suslent halnts, to
= which there was scarcely gn excaption, 1 remem-

ber well my <hame the next day after my first night
§-ul immarplity. 1 hecame hardened to i, and would
A

Ty

trn it off with a laugh and a jeer. At heart T did
not really want to be vile. 1 could easily have heen
ledd in the right, Tt was all because of evil intlu-
ences.  He that will throw good environment around
stullent life by establishing homes for Iht-tn_;\'_"ill' he
4 great benefactor.

Campbellites.  — 7% _
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é_/ A few dave ago a certain sectarian  pastor,” on
= being asked for the usé of an empty church house,
% promptly refused, and in rather abusive language pro-

ceeded to tell ¥ what he thought™ of us. Among
other things he referred to us as * Campbellites,”
This is not at all surprising, since the sectarian world
«cldom honors us with any other appellation.  Rut
the frequency with which that name is applicd to us
leads us to inquire for the cauge. Why arce we hur-
Jdened with a name which we do not desire to wear?
) course any one who will take the trouble to inves-

tigate will see the absurdity in applying such a name

to Christians. e will find that A. Campbell never
established any new church, but simply aftempted
to rrst?:c the primitive church. ch will learn that
Camphell’ simply preached the gospel, as did Peter
and Paul and Apollos, and_as many earnest disciples
are doing to-day; and preaching of the gospel
never produced * Campbellites,” nor anything else
but Christians. And for us to wear the name of
Camphell or any other man would place us under
the same condemnation with the Corinthiins, who
were ' of Paul,” "_ol' Apollas,” 't of Cephas,” ete.
~ Put the world will oot stop to investigate:—They
are rather idclined to jump at conclusions. And Tam
net aure bt that we are partly responsible for the
conclusions they have reached. Alexander Camp-
bell was a great and learned man, and we do well ta
remember him with gratitude: hug he was only a
man, uninspired, like the restsol us, and as such it

ia both unwise and unscriptural for us to consider .

him as our “ suthority.”, Nevertheless we frequently
hear prgulml quoting the lan!nugr. of A Camp-
helt, \We see feaflets and tracty prrporting to give
W “ylews”™ on varipus Tiblical questions. And
sveiy icominent religions jourpals quate him with a

lreauency that cxm Tardly (ail to create the impres-

i\ Vhey sonshies hitn auihorlly.  lu view of
mlm:‘ b bt snrprining that tha wunthioking woeld

sers In. Alexander, Il only the founder of g
new yand (hat, ta them, onr quotations
feom him are ona paratiel with the Calvinist's relus.

e i Lo Catem, and the Latheran’
Latker? = i
The matter of a misapplied name is bad enough,

and should causc us to use caution in speaking or .
writing. But this in itself is not the worst feature

of the question.  To be called Campbellites not only
implies that we arv {ollowers of Campbell, but it also *
“implies that we are scctarians,and consequently places

us on a level with the denominational world. And
here again we are partly. to blame, and have hedped

to bring abont this misunderstanding by our care-=
less manner- of speaking. +We often hear disciples of
Christ speak of* our church ” and * our people,” a3

if we were the originators of a church which is sep- ‘
arate-and distinct from all other churches. \We seem-

to lose sight of the fact that Christ said, * Qn this ~
rock T will build my church,” not’ ours. -We forget
that we " have been bought avith a-price” and we
“are not our own.” We-forgetthat-we-were™

to the church” upon our obediesce to the-gospel,.
and that -every one else who has “ obeyedd from the
heart " has also been “ added,” even though he may
afterward have erred in the maler of a name or 3°
creed. How. great an error ¢i this kind will be
required to blot ont one’s nanie from the Book of
Life is not for us to know. Lut who will presume
to say that an error in dogtrine will exclude 2 bap- -
tized believer, while an error in practice will no!:’.'
*The church of God is not composed oi those whose
names are written upon church books, but whose
namas are “ written in heaven.”  Who can tell the
number that Lelong to that hest?  None but l“"’f
who have access to the * Larb's Book oi Liie.
Then let us not be too€xclusive

Another expression which we frequently hear. 'Zﬂd

which is almost as misleading as * our churcl'x. I
the term * our belief” or “ our teaching.” as I
had a peculiar and unchangeable * belief,” fixed by
the wisdom of men. What is more natural than that
the sectarian world should think of * our belic "as
the interpretation of the Bible by some man or hody

of men, and differing from their * beliel "'Gnl,\_' in s0
far as we are unable to “ see alike " ? Occasionally

[ receive a letter asking for * my beliei ” in regard
to certain doctrines current in the workl, 1 gener™
“ally—reply- by saving-that—it-makes little differenc® -
what “ mv belief " is, but if they wish to know 1
Scriptural teaching on the subject, I'll try o
them, b /4
Such expressions as * our church,” ™ our beliel, i
“ twr teaching,” cte.. arc all misteading it ot wholly
unscriptural, and the sooner we discand them -lN'
aur vocabulary, the sooner the workl will begin te
recognize us as aimply Christians, disciples ol )
While we persist in speaking the language of thb!*:.
we van hantly expedt the world to concede !M:-;‘:‘
have " come vut of Babylon” :
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I s a ﬂl‘ﬂi I!lill" when onr G"‘m“ o
vivne, when the cyp of btterness {9 mm| Mu )
lipe, anl when we pray Humay s away, o
that i1 is ot tate, that it s gt mecessity: but VS
lave for gooed eods working fgson we o= M\"“




