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What you now hold in your hands (or read on your screen) is a
unigue volume. In 1888, William H. Whitsitt, a professor in the
Southern Baptist Theological Semingmyblished a bogkOrigin of the
Disciples of Christwhichh e subti tl ed AA Contri
Anniversary of the Birth of Al ex
deceive reader into thinking that he was giving an objective history
about Alexande Campbel | 6s | e@eargeyW. Longarh e
published a book of the same tjties a rebuttal and exposuretbé
mi srepresentations found i n Whit s
this one volume for the sake of convenience for those itéglesNe
have made some changes, which are noted below.

Origin of the Disciplesof Christ, by William Whitsitt

I am sure it exists somewher e,
which so unashamedly ignores all pretense of reason, logic, ana ratio
ality as does this book. William Whitsitt, the author of this book, made it
his goal to demean Alexander Campbell and the work of the church of
Christ by showing that there are groups who went by other names who
held to some of the same principles thamPhbell later advocated. But
the thing that is conspicuously absent from this entire book isHhis:
never once appeals to the Bible for proof that these beliefs, practices,
and principles are wrong Not once. Every appeal to a standard of
authority inhis book is to confessions of faith or church tradition.

The author of this book is a hypocrite whose hatred for the truth and
those who preach it caused him to make unfounded insinuatioms, illo
ical assumptions, and to flatut lie about the intelligenceharacter, and
motives of the people discussed in this book.

After much consideration, the editorial decision was made to add
many footnotes to this edition, pointing out some of the more blatant acts
of misrepresentation done by the author. All footaatentained in
brackets [ ] are adddaly the editor for this edition.

Origin of the Disciples of Christ, by George W. Longan

This workis valuable for the student of religious history, because it
shows from historical documents and simple common sensetixna
truth of the matter is regarding the connection (or more accurately, the
lack of connection) between the sect of the Sandemans and the Disciples



of Christ. Longands approach is
wonder if his review was gognto have much force behind it. But once
he gets goindhis exposure of the blatant lies and intentional migrepr
sentations is cool, calm, and devastating.

Of special value is the Appendix at the end of his book. It contains
revi ews of Whe by Baptistsviio sverd uiterlk repulsed
by his irrational work.

Changes Made

As stated earlier, | have added several footnotes to this edition.
Many of them were written to correct or comment on the more blatant
falsehoods contained in Professor Whitsit s b o o k . Howe\
also a fair few that are added to give definitions of rare or archaic words
or phrases. All footnotes added for this edition are found in brackets [ ].

A thorough proofreading and editing job, including fixing the
spelling, punctuation,and Bible reference mistakesias been done to
give you the best possible product. That, along with a complete fo
matting overhaul makes this a completely refurbished volume for you to
read and enjoy!

Bradley S. Cobb
2017
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TheDisciples of Chris commonly calledCampbellites from the
name of their founder, Mr. Alexander Campbell of Bethany, West Vi
giniad are an offshoot of the Sandemansaet of Scotland. This latter
sect was established in the early portion of the eighteenth century by Mr.
John Glas, a minister of the Established Church of Scotland. Mr. Glas
was placed over the parish of Tealing, near Dundee, Forfarshire, in the
year 1797 The region of country in which his residence was situated
seems to have been considerably infested by Dissenters of the type
called Cameronians, who made a loud noise against the Kirk of Sco
land® because she had now departed, in some respects, fdettér of
the National Covenants, asserting thgtthis means she had lost the
right to be styled &hurch of Christ

In order to meet the objections of these adversaries, Mr. &las r
solved to investigate the whole question of national covenantingin th
light of the Scriptures. The issue of these researches was different from
anythinghe had anticipated. By means of them he not only withdrew the
foundation of strict biblical precept from beneath the feet of the-Ca
eronians, but the supports upon whiek twn Church was established
were, in his judgment, likewise destroyed. These covenants, whether in
their ancient or their modern observance, proceeded all alike upon the
supposition that a connection between Church and State is in accordance
with the teahings of the Sacred WofdDn his attaining to the corv
tion that a union of this nature was not provided for in the NewaTest
ment, Mr. Glas became displeased with his own position in thé-Esta
lished Church, as well as with the representations of thee@amans.
He was more than ever confirmed i
other rule but the word of God. o

His reflections upon that Word now speedily made him aware that
the rite of communion, as it was observed in his own and other parishes,
was not strictly in accordance with the pattern of the apostolical

1 [This name was never used by the Disciples of Christ, but was given as an a
tagonistic epitaph by others, such as the author of this &deditor]

2 Narrative ofthe Rise and Progress of the Controversy about the National Co
enants By Mr. John Glas, late Minister of the Gospel at Tealing. Second edition,
Dundee, 1828, p. 159.

3[The national church of Scotland.]

*G| aNadrative pp. 125, also p. 139.

9



10| ORIGIN OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST (WHITSITT)

churches. Many persons of the weakest pretensions to pious living, and
many more who made no claims to any special renewal by the Spirit of
holiness, were entitled, in virtue of their birthrtgto the benefits of a
position atthe table of the Lord. This posture of circumstances lead b
come unendurable to him.

Accordingly, on the 13th of July 1725, he sought to relieve his
conscience by organizing a conventicle within the boundaries of his
paish, composed of those only who he believed had experienced a
complete change of hedrt.

When the literalistic tendency of Mr. Glas had resulted in this
ecelesiola in ecclesjait became the means of directing public attention
to his proceedings. A commiam occasion at Strathmartine, on the 6th
of August, 1726, served to bring him face to face with the opposition that
was gathering head against him. Echoes of the rising strife were also
heard in the Presbytery of Dundee, at its session on the 7th ofrtbepte
following. The affair likewise came to discussion, after an informal
fashion, in the Synod of Angus and Mearns when it convened in October
1726.

Nothing of consequence was done in the premises until the 17th of
October 1727, at which date the Synoddafjus and Mearns laid upon
the Presbytery of Dundee, to which the parish of Tedlglgnged, the
duty of bringing Mr. Glas to trial at a special session which they should
convene for that purpose; and ordered that these in turn should bring the
results & their investigations before the Synod at its next session at
Brechin in April 1728. This mandate was observed; and after due d
liberation was had, the Synod of Angus and Mearns, on the 18th of April
1728, pronounced a sentence of suspension from thetrgimigainst
Mr. Glas, for promulgating sentiments hostile to the National Covenants
and to the union of Church and State in any form. An appeal was taken to
the General Assembly, which convened about a fortnight later, on the
2nd of May, which, however, anfirmed the action of the Synod.
Meanwhile, Mr. Glas having laid himself liable to the charge ofcont
macy’ by continuing to preach the obnoxious doctrine after his suspe
sion from office, a sentence of deposition was passed against him by the
Synod in Otober 1728. An appeal being taken against this new se

! Memorama of John Glas and Robert Sandemenilected from MS. notes of the
late James Scott, member of the church in Dunddestiers and Discourses of Robert
Sandeman Dundee, 1851, p. Narkt®e pp.d03rapddt3e al s
2I'AaChurchhwichial]a c
3 [Stubbornness.]
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tence, it was likewise confirmed by decision of the Commission of the
Assembly, at a meeting appointed to consider the case, on the 12th of
March 1730

The brief outlines which have just been givet aail, in some sort,
to bring before the reader a view of the special occasion that induced Mr.
Glas to rebel against the Kirk of Scotland, and of the main incidents of
the process that was thereupon entered against him. His own reflections
concerning he teachings of the Scriptures had brought him to embrace
the position of the English Independents in relation to the question
concerning the proper church order, while the action of the constituted
authorities had already destroyed his sympathy for theihNg Estd-
lishment.

Though his followers and himself were in the custom of designating
themselves, and the churches they subsdiyuemanized, by the name
of Al nd e’ preonetemestCongregationalidtget they made no
effort to form relationswith the people who in England bear those
names. On the contrary, they stood wholly aloof; and, guided by the
Scriptures, they resolved to work out from this source, alone and without
any assistance, the more minute details of the constitution, life, y\worsh
and discipline of the churches of the N&astament period. The passion
they had acquired for contradicting the usages and the doctrines of the
Apopul ar c¢clergyodo was so keen t hat
and before they progressed very fare had arisen so large a variety of
convictions and usages, that many of the individual bodies differed from
each other in regard to a number of particulars, while each single item,
though never so insignificant in appearance, was liable to become an
ocasion of separation.

'The above facts MNarativet aken from, Gl asb
% Glas,Narrative, p. 110; alsdviemoir of Mr. John Glagprefixed to théNarrative,

p. xvii.
# Memoir of Mr. John Glasprefixed toNarrative, p. xxvi
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Thetithing of mint anise andcumin, it has been suggested, became
the principal concern of Mr. Glas and his followers. The work was begun
only a few months after the sentence of deposition from the Kirk of
Scotland had been confirmed. Mr.aSlhad an uncommon amount of
confidence in the capacity of the poorest of the brethren to divine the
truth of God from the biblical word, and often boasted that he got hints
from them which served to open and explain many things which he had
not previouslyunderstood. During the summer of 1730, while he was
absent in the Highlands for the benefit of his health, these humble people
raised a scruple in the church over which he now presided in Dundee,
regarding the ruling elders, which, as former Presbyteridmey had
adopted from the constitution of the Established Church. The pastor was
speedily fetched from his summer retreat for the purpose of adjusting the
difficulty. This enterprise was accomplished by abolishing the office of
ruling elders, and subatiing in their stead a plurality of elders, whose
duty it should be both to preach and to te€he fashion of employing
a plurality of elders is likewise found among the Disciples of America.

To an aged member of the church, also presumably one of the
poorest of the people, is due the innovation of weekly communion in the
Lordoés Supper 2whidhiVe. Glasohadvgatheted ardued
him was at first in the habit of
The person referred to suggested the inquiry they should meet every
month for that purpose, and not once or twice in the year, as the churches
of the Establishment were in the custom of doing. A debate was held
regarding the business, by means of which it was concluded that both of
these practicesvere without example in the New Testament; and
thereupon the weekly service was enjoindthe Disciples also observe
this usagé.

In the beginning of the movement it was expected that the elders, of

! Memoranda of JohiGlas and Robert Sandemaas found in the etters and
Discourses of Robert Sandemap, 118119.

2TA small gathering for religious worship.]

¥ Memoranda of John Glas and Robert Sanderirathe place above cited, p. 119

* [The author of this book intentiolyaleaves out the Bible evidence which shows
the coming together of the church (which took place on the first day of every week, 1
Corinthians 16:2, Acts 20:7) was for the purpos
20:7, 1 Corinthians 11:120).0 Editor]

12



THE ANCIENT ORDER OF THINGS |13

whom there were indispensably two or three in everyathushould
sustain themselves, by their own exertions, in some trade or profession
outside of the ministry. This peculiarity has been retained, with @onsi
erable tenacity, in some of the Sandemanian churchies.early Ds-
ciples, in their turn, laid mucstress upon this poifitout of late they are
becoming less strenuous regarding it.

Seeing that he was now fairly launched upon a career of literalism,
Mr. Glas would soon perceive that it svempossible to find in the New
Testament writings any documeriise the Longer and Shorter @at
chisms of the Kirk of Scotland. Accordingly, in the year 1736, He pu
lisheda pamphl et u n @he Useftlress oft Gatechiems o f
Consideredy and takes the occasion to
them by his followes. The Confession of Faith, in its turn, waslabo
ished. Besides the fact that there was directly no Divine command e
joining its existence, the Westminster Confession had been, in some sort,
the occasion of his displacement from the parish at Tealing.

Theattention of the party was soon directed to the-f@ast which
prevailed in the early Christian Church; and, with the courage of their
convictions, this observance was also added as an indispensable mark of
a genuine Church of Christ. Their successar&mngland are quite as
stringent as were the Sandemanians of the eighteenth century in requi
ing the presence of each and every member on these occasinns.
Campbell, the founder of the Disciples, seriously considered this matter;
but, while he allowedhat the custom was of biblical authority, and
mi g h fourtdl esefél when the amgit order of things is restorédhe
yet lacked a sufficient amount of courage to enjoin the observance of it.
On the other hand, he was fully as clear as the Sandemaniais
denunciations of church catechisms, creadd confessions of faith.

The Sandemanians were easily able to discover that the kiss of
charity was several times enjoined in the apostolical letters, and hence
this observance was frequently found amdnt e m. Mr . Car
courage and devotion togldistinct commands of the wonfiGod failed
him entirely at this point.

1 An Account of the Christian Practices of the Church in Barnsbury Grove
Barnsbury, London, 1878, p. 10

2 Christian Baptist edit. 6, p. 91, pp. 289, 48, 37, 46

% Barnsbury Groveas above, p. 10.

* Christian Baptist edit. 6, pp. 28284

® Christian Baptist edit. 6, 224. Compare also Richardson, 2olp. 129, where
Mr. Campbell had an opportunity to resist this observance in a small churchsat Pitt
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The conditions were almost the same in the case oimasiing.

This practice was also regarded by numbers of the Sandemanians as an
important mark of a true Church of Christ. It is still observed by them

but they do not now appear to consider it of the same binding necessity
as formerly. Mr. Campbell rejected it entirely as a church obsenZance,
though he was not averse that it shidog performed as an expression of
private hospitality.

The Sandemanians early became convinced that it was an article of
capital concern, that their adherents should abstain from eating blood. In
this connection they insisted upon the letter of the passtagctsl5:20,

28-29. No distinct allusion, on the part of the Disciples, to the binding
force of this apostolical prohibition, can be remembered.

The Sandemaniaraid unusual stress upon the intercessory prayer
of our Lord, in the seventeenth chapter of the Gospel according to John;
holding that it inculcatéshe necessity of absolute unanimity, on the
part of the variousmembers, in every transactidsy an indivdual
church. In order to obtain this indispensable unanimity, the parties who
may entertain such objections as they are unable to surrender are inco
tinently* expelled from the communiotiThe Disciples likewise insist
with earnestness upon the passaggigstion; but they understand that it
refers to the organic union of all who profess and call themselves
Christians, on the basis of the plea which themselves have a charge to
urge upon the attention of the religious public.

A modified type of communismrpvailed, and is still professed,
among the Sandemaniah§he personal estate of a communicant could
be retained by him after entering the fraternity, but always with rthe u
derstanding that it was subject to the demands of the necessimus,
pecially thse of them who chanced to be of the household of faith.
Accordingly it was expected that their brethren should not lay up any
further treasures on earth than such as they were possessed of at the time
of their receptiori.In order to prevent this from taig place, the surplus
above their actualecessities in the way of subsistemats to be co-

burg, which professed Sandemanian views.
! Barnsbury Grovep. 8
2 Christian Baptist pp. 222223
3 [Teaches.]
* Immediately.]
® Barnsbury Grovep. 14.
® Richardson, voll. p. 71.
"[Those in need.]
8 Andrew Fuller Strictures on Sandemanianistetter 1X.
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tribut eFdeltloowsthe pf 6 which s the
2:42, for the collection for the podiThe Disciples, on the contrary,
have never pressedetiprinciple of communism to the same extent; but
they have adopted the nomenclature of the Sandemanians in the matter
of the weekly collectiofwhich i s or di nar itHeféd des
lowship o iA their literature.

The custom of mutual exhortation, asregular part of religious
worship, was in vogue among many of the Sandemanian fraternities.
They justified this proceeding by a literal interpretation of 1 C4131.

It was often assigned a place in the observances of the Sabbath day; but
the church ofBarnsbury Grove, London, hasw removed it to the
Wednesdagvening meeting.

The business of exhortation was likewise attenttein the first
church that was organized by the Disciples in America, as also in the
kindred Sandemanian church under therghaf Walter Scott in Pt
burgh, Penn.; but so many evils grew out of it, that after a series of years
Mr. Campbell became impatient of it, and succeeded in persuading his
followers to surrender their liberty in this regard.

A portion of the Sandemanidraternity were so strict in their lite
alism, that, because there is no direct injunction commandingbthe o
servance of family prayer, and because there is a Divine command to
enter into the closet and pray in secret, they would inveigh against this
pracice as savoring of a tendency to proselytfsbthers of the party
di scouraged the habit of family p
provided any part of the family be unbelievers, seeing it is holding
communion wWith them. o

In his earlier year®r. Campbell was influenced by this latter view
of the subject, and at one time seriously proposed to his father the inquiry
fiwhether family prayer is proper in a family composed in part oéunb
|l i e"gnbi be the Sandemani anopre-howe

! Barnsbury Grove pp. 67, also pp. ®; cf. Letters and Discourses of R.
Sandemarp. 42.

2 Christian Baptistedit. 6, pp. 209359,

% See alscChristian Baptist pp. 389, 391, 408, 413, for other instances of the
employment of this term in the writings of Sandemanian churches.

“ Barnsbury Grovep. 7.

® RichardsonMemoirs of A. Campbellol. 2. pp.125129

® Christian Baptistedit. 2, Buffalo, Va., 1827, p. 76.

"Brai dwoodds Letters, a s Stdciutesah Sdrgg An d
manianism/etter IX.

8 Richardsonvol. 1 p. 449.
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cept or precedent for fami,fmMr. wor
Campbell was fortunate enough to discover a justification of the practice
in the patriarchal dispensation, which he denomindied h e f a m|
worship institutiond? and, notwithstandig the youthful scrupleser

ferred to above, he appedrs have performed the duty with amge
mendable degree of diligence and spirit.

The same people who could not reconcile it to their views to pray or
to enjoy any kind of religious observance in the fgroifcle with those
who were not in communion with tF
scruples against accompanying respectable persons of whatever creed,
or of no creed at all, to the theatre, or against joining with them in the
dance or other sociahmusements which are commonly condemned by
the more serious portion of the religious community.

Mr. Campbell was not guilty of this kindf extravagancgebut the
sentiment of the Sandemanians in the matter of theatres, dancing, and
other diversions, appesato have survived in the Mormon community,
who, as will be suggested later on, are connected, through the Disciples,
with the Sandemanian stock.

It would be natural to expect that those who were unwillingnto e
gage in family prayer where unbelieving memsbmight belong to the
household, should also be forward to propose objections to the presence
of any but communicants at the public services of the Church. A portion
of the Sandemanian Churches acceded to the demand of their peculiar
logic in this particlar, and were solicitous to exclude from their public
worship all who might not belong to their owammunity’

Mr. Campbell, in his turn, was much taken with this peculiarity of
the Sandemanians. His biographer is our authority for the statement that
thefirst church he organizedl at Brush Run in Pennsylvarda did not
recognize as duly prepared to partake in religious services any persons
except such as had professed to put on Christ in baptism; or, in other
words, those who chanced to be members ofdpetial organization.
Later in life he was persuaded to recede from this extpasition; but
he appears to have always regkties course in that regard, longing in

! Fuller, Strictures on Sandemanianishetter 1X.

2 Christian SystemBethany, Va., 1840, pp. 1283

®Barnsbury Grove p. 9; ¢ oSujstareseon Fanderhapianighstter
II.; andfiLetter of John Glas to Edward Goiln Letters and Discourses of®R.p. 88.

* Christian Baptist edit. 6, p. 389; also fd_etter from the Elders of the Church in
Dundee to the Elders of the Church in Edinbubgts found in the.etters and Ds-
courses of Robert Sandemé&undee 1851, pp. 116, 117.
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vain for tre exclusive attitude of his youthful tinfe.

The Sandemaniameade a deal of noise over the point that the first
day of the week is not properly a Sabbath, at least holding that it is not a
duty incumbent upon Christian people to observe it in the same fashion
as the Sabbath was observedthy Jewish nation undehda Old Tes-
tament economy. They regarded the Christian Sabbath as merely d
signed for the celebration of divine ordinantesd did not conceive
that they were engaged to sanctify the day according to tbeustage of
the Scottish KirkWhen the concemof public worship had been duly
cared for, thébalance of the day might be passed in such pleasures as
would scarcely comport with the claim that it was anyway more holy
than other days.

The Disciples likewise decline to regard the first day of the vasek
Sabbath, or even to call it by that name. The fourth command of the
Decalogue, they hold, is applicable to the seventh day, but it does not
refer to Sunday. On this account they have now and then been charged
with the crime of paying no respect t@thourth Commandment. Claims
of that nature, however, are commonly based upon a misconception. The
public worship which the Bciples, like the Sandemaniarsnsider it
their duty to observe on the Lord
time and seree as customarily are passed in that way by those who are
willing to consider the day as a Sabbath. The only matter worthiy of a
tention in this connection is, that the party are in the habit of proposing
the same distinction regarding this subject thas wayed, before their
time, by the Sandemaniahs.

! Richardson, vol. 1, p. 454.

2 Barnsbury Grovep. 4

3 Andrew Fuller,Strictures on Sandemanianishetter IX.
* Richardson, voll. pp. 432435.
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Themain strength and care of the Sandemanian party, during the first
twenty-five years of its existence, were exerted in the direction of the
constitution, lifeand worship of the Church. In the development of these
it may be suspected, without any grdsek of charity, that they were
influenced, to some extent, by a desire to antagonize the usages of the
Kirk of Scotland. The points brought forward in the preceding section
will suggest, in several instances, the operation of a spirit of cocvradi
tion. For example, the scruple against the propriety of family prayer may
have had some kind of reference to the circumstance that this was, at the
moment, an almost universal custom of the Scottish country. The tenet
against the sanctification of the Sabbath \ikeswvise very offensive to
the majority of religious people in Scotland. Historical records are b
|l ieved to indicate that the cust
Sunday had a degree of reference to the circumstance that the Kirk folk
commonly celbrated thesacrament but once or twicethre year.

In brief, the Sandemanians were almost alwayseuaaywhere in
the opposition. This spirit of opposition displayed itself when, in due
course of time, they found it desirable to give a portion of thigngon
to the doctrines which their Church should maintain. The influence of
the Methodist movement was by that time beginning to be recognized in
Scotland. While the Calvinistic theologians felt impelled to resist the
views of Mr. Wesley at various pdgin the department of soteriology, it
is none the less true, that, through the influence of Whitefield, these had
gained some degree of currency in the land of Knox. Methodist- infl
ences were very much extended in the party of Seceders, who went away
from the Established Church in 1732, only a few years after thd-expu
sion of Mr. Glas.

Mr. James Hervey, me mber of We s loe yabts Chixgfoc
who subsequently adhered to the predestinarian views of Whitefield, in
the year 1755 had published a work emd t h e Dialoguekbe- o f
tween Theron and Aspasi®@ t hat were received
The views that were there set forth regarding the nature of justifying
faith and the process of salvation were pretty strongly tinctured with
Methodist sentimat, but they were not on that account any the less
welcome to wide circles of his readers in Scotland.

Two yeardater a sofin-law of Mr. Glasd Mr. Robert Sandeman,

18
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who | i kewise had a sort of mi S S i
preacher s or adadc Birpaomgdosivead with a reviewf

the pefomance of Mr . LEederswe TheronamdtAgpt | e
sioo. 0 In this production he stric:
Hervey, that saving faith embrac

that the blessed Jesus has shed his bloodreyor has fulfilled all
righteousnessinmystead and al so the positio
of Chri st i s !Whathe seveialgimes thdstefiséiet h .
ancient gospad’r e c 0 g n i invelved imtke cdntents of justifying

faith nothing else than simply believing the record, or crediting e te

ti mony 3dnfordes o deligve the record, Mr. Sandeman wholly
discredits the notion that there is a necessity for the operation of the
Sprit."He suggests that the Spirit #fy
speaks a word to any man besideat he publicly speaks thebe; and h
A wi || not bear to hear the |ivi
pretenseor under color of any distinction hatsoever, called dead

letter. ©

| n tLektezs o TheronandAspasi®@ t hough his to
bitter and arrogant, he is nevertheless more moderate than he exhibits
hi mself i n some of h i s EpstaldrysGaq u e n
respondencéetween S. Pike and R. Sandemant r ansceeds
vious limits which he had assigned to his passion. There he claims that
faith is fAithe bare belief of the
so much as a hearty persuasion.

In this bare belief hevas also at pains to specify that the mind of the
subject $ not active, but passivéor, if the mind were active in the
matter ofcrediting the testimony of Christ, this would be the same as to
allow that we are justified by an act of the human mind.

Mr.Sandeman, who invented the ph
wise believed to be the inventor of the very common Disciple phrase,
fithe good °whindresséevar, al tLettre SN 0 C

Theron and Aspasi®® In another part of the same workdiges himself

! Sandeman,etters on Theron and Aspasiew York, 1888, p. 4.

Zbid., p. 117, p. 297, p. 41Epistolary Correspondence. 25, p. 83

3 Letters as above, 21.

*Ibid., pp, 2930. [1 Timothy 3:1517; Acts 2:3738; and several other passages
prove Sandemanéd&dit@loint to be true.

®[This phrase is found in 1 Timothy 6:118, which proves the ignorance of the
author in his dealings with the subject of thisokd Editor]

® Ibid., p. 487.
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the pains to explain what are th
but one genuine truth that can save men. To illustrate this matter, let it be
remembered that the saving truth which the apostles believed lasts,
Jesus is the ChrisiThe apostles had one uniform fixed sense to these
words; and the whole New Testament istignto ascertain to us in what
sense they unhderstood them.d

Nearly all of these peculiarities come to sight in the theology of the
Disciples. Their gospeliscamonl y denomi nated fAt |
| n ChrigtianfBaptist © of whi ch he was the
series of ten different essays from the hand of Mr. Campbell, under that
title. The Apopul ar doctrinely ano
denounced, and commonly with the sasigmificant expressions, in the
pages of that periodical, as in any of the writings of the Sandemanians.

Mr. Campbell is also as clear as hlischer wa$that the root and
substance of religion is found kmowledge, exclusive of approbation:
fevi dence alone produces faith,
fai®thm. Bi al dgue between Timothy an
come near to the position of Sandeman, that the Spirit never speaks a
word to any man besides what he publicly speaks in the Scriptures.
Walter Scott, one of his leading assistants, was also a diligent disciple of
Sandemamé@dts. char &act e the lboéy ofaChristiisn-ms t
creased by the belief of the bare truth thestus is the Son of God and our
Savibur. o

The distinction which Mr. Sandeman acquiredrbgans of hisd-
bors in the department of Christian doctrine was so great, that in a brief
season he began to outshine Mr. Glas, who was the founder of the sect.
In England and other countries where his writings were circulated, they
produced a somewhat violent controversy, in which the name of Glas
was but seldom heard. By degrees, therefore, it befell that the adherents
of the fraternity came to be known @andemaminsalmost everywhere
outside of the limits of Scotland; and even there the customary design
tion has come to be Glasites or Sandemanians, a circumstance which
shows that thempression produced by Sandeman was profound and
enduring.

It is not important tahe purpose in hand, to lay before the reader any

! Lettersetc., p. 258.

2[Sandeman was not a teacher of Campbell, though they shared similar views on
some issued. Editor ]

3 Christian Baptistedit. 6, p. 58.

* Christian Baptistedit. 6,p. 21.
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detailed account of the literary opponents who entered the lists against
the principles that were advanced by Mr. Sandeman. The names of a few
of the most prominent will be sufficient to show that he wast ne-
glected. Mr. John Wesley was among the first to come forward with a
brief essay, which hASufficdntAnssvdri®dd a
the Author of the Letters on Theron and Aspasio Mr . W. Cud
Dissenting minister of prominence in Londdinst entered into a private
correspondence with Sandentaand afterwards published a couple of
volumes against him. The earliest of these, printed in the year 1760, at
London, w aAsDefennet of TherendandfAspasio against the
Objections contaied in a Late Treatise, entitled Letters on Theron and
Aspasic0 The next TheRolyglog g Hopeof Eednal fiife
according to the Various Sentiments of the Present Diay

In America, the Rev. Joseph Bellamy, D.D., took part in trdlict
witha wor k @&heron, Paulieus,,andfspasio; or, Letters and
Dialogues on the Nature of Love to God, Faith in Christ, and Assurance
of a Title to Eternal Liféfas al so i n t hAmEssayar 1
the Nature and Glory of the Gospel; desigraada Supplement to the
Letters and Dialogues 0

Mr. Isaac Backus likewise gave attention to the issues involved, in a
volume published at Boson i n 1767, TruerFditb will t h e
produce Good Works. A Discourse wherein are opened the Nature of
Faith, and its Powerful Influence on the Heart and Life: together with
the Contrary Nature and Effects of Unbelief: and Answers to Various
Objections. To which are prefixed,Bxief View of the Present State of
the Protestant World, with some Remarks on the Writings of Mr.
Sandemairo.

Some years afterwards, Mr. Andrew Fuller of England was drawn
into the controversy by means of an attack upon his position, in the
second editiof a work by Mr. Archibald MLean of Edinburgh, eit
t | &hk Cdmmissionof Christd | n t hi sclLeamhaving sets e
forth some objections to the views of Fuller, the latter replied irpan a
pendi x t o hThe GdspeloMorthg & AlllAecepioric T h e
answer of Mr. MLean appeared ArRdpyrto Mr.h e

Full erds Appendi x to his Bookd on
This performance on the part of McLean subsequently called forth
Ful | Strictures o Sandeamianism 0 whi ch i s, per

! Letters and Discourses of R. Sandenmar87
21758, 1759
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satisfactory treatment of the whole subject that has yet been published on
either side of the question.
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The churches that were under the direction of Sandeman and Glas
were making slight progress in different portions of Scotland, when in
the year 1761 the faithful were considerably elated by the accession of
the Rev. Robert Carmichael, a Seceder ministethe AntiBurgher
type, who presided over a church of that faith at Cupar in Ahgus.

Carmichael was forthwith assigned to duty in the ranks of the sect to
which he had attached his fortunes, and placed in charge of a church in
Glasgow. Here it appeaiisat he enjoyed a degree of success; at any rate,
he is supposed to have been the means of perverting from his loyalty to
the Scottish Kirk, Mr. Archibald McLean, who entered the fraternity of
the Sandemanian Independents in the year 1762.

The satisfactio of the Sandemanians with their ABturgher co-
vert was of brief duration. The hand of Mr. Glas was found to be very
heavy. Upon the occasion of a case of discipline in which Glas inte
fered® Carmichael became disgusted with his situation, and laid down
the charge of the Independent Church in Glasgéwvehibald McLean,
apparently gprotégéof Car mi chael 6s, al so re
same occasion.

After this pair of friends had fallen into a condition of separation
from the Sandemaniangwas not singular that they should have qualms
of conscience touching some of the tenets that were maintained by that
fraternity. In this instance criticism wésveledagainst the doctrine of
infant-baptism, which Mr. Glas had retaih as a promineritem of the
flanci ent o r°dAsanatord conséquemag,dothdof them in due
season renounced the practice of indaayptism.

Carmichael speedily removed from Glasgow to Edinburgh, where he
seems to have had charge of an Independent Church thhkéig se-
ceded from the community over which Mr. Robert Sandeman was then
presiding in that city; it is believed to have been composed of people

! Letters and Discourses of Robert Sandenmamd4, p. 93; cf. alstlemoir of
Archibald McLean by William Jones, p. xxiii. This memoir is printed in front of the
first vol ume o fworkscputdished atElgio, Sdotlardc184§.d

2 Memoir of McLeanpp. xxii.

? Letters and Discourseg. 83

* Letters and Discoursep, 44, note

® Memoir, p. xxiii.

& Memoir, p. xxiii.

23
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who took the part of Carmichael in the controversy that he had waged
with Glas and Sandeman in Glasgow. Thaye only seven in number,
but they invited Carmichaéiom Glasgow to be their pastbr.

As he was on the point of setting out for Edinburgh, McLban
promised his old pastor that he would compose a letter, in which should
be laid down in full his viewon the subject of baptism. When this
document was completed, it was dated on the & July, 1764. Mr.
Carmichael obtained it by due course of mhilt as he was now oo
fortably established in Edinburgh, over a church that was still @ do
trinal agreemenwith Mr. Sandeman, he was uncertain what might be
the result in case he should suddenly profess his conversion to the views
of those who opposed infahaptism. It was more than possible that his
adherents would refuse to give attention to his reasbeg;might even
dismiss him on the spot, and return to the community from which they
had but recently taken their leave. Consequently Mr. Carmichael, who is
suspected to have been devoid of any thing like stability of character,
still persisted in the praice of baptizing infants.

After the lapse of a twelveonths, however, Carmichael hadsu
ceeded in convincing five of his seven parishioners of the unlawfulness
of infantbaptism, and of the propriety of immersion as the act pf ba
tism. Apparently by the vote or consent, he wakspatchedo London
for the purpose of obtaining immersion at the hands of some of the
Baptist ministers of England. Heas immersed at the baptistenythe
Barbican, by Dr. John Gill, on the 9th of OctolEf65. On his returto
Edinburgh, he in his turn immersed the five persons who had consorted
with him, and two others; thus laying the foundations of the &and
manian Church of the immersion observance, who are otherwsse de
ignated by the narmBhe Sahdmanisns ofttheh E
aspersiofiobservance, under the lead of Sandeman and Glas, were in the
custom of expressing their disgust against this unwelcome conduct on
the part of a portion of their adherents, by denouncing the same-as A
abaptists.

After a few weeksMcLeandrew nigh from Glasgow, and caused
himself to be immersed. In the month of July 1767, he went to London

! Memoirs of McLeanp. xxiii.

2 Memoirs of MLean pp. xxiii and xxiv.

 Memoirs p. xxiv.

* [Pouring or sprinkling]

® Letters and Discourses of Robert Sandentamdee, 1851, p. 48, note.
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for the purpose of trying his fortunes as a prifitent failing to meet
with such a degree of encouragement as he desired, he accepted a pos
tion in Edinburgh which brought him into immediate contact with
Carmichael and the immersed Sandemanians of that place. He entered
Edinburgh in December 1767; in June 1768, he was raised fronahis st
tion as a private member, to the dignity of fellelder wth Carm-
chael?Although there were only nine members in the commuhity
Sandemanian literalism was very strenuous to require that they should
maintain a plurality of elders.

It was only a brief season before Carmichael found it convenient to
quit the immesed Sandemanians, and to return to the Sandemanians of
the aspersion observance; in the year 1773, he was presiding over such a
church in Edinburgi.It was perhaps the same church which Robert
Sandeman left behind when he came to America in the year T4
founderofthese al | ed AScotch Baptists 0
to leave the church which he had established; it is suspected that his
convictions were either not very strong or not very sincere. Bye¢he d
fection of Carmichael, Mr. MclLan was immediately recognized as the
undisputed leader of the immersed Sandemanians.

McLean had not been long installed in his position at Edinburgh
before his mind was persuaded that it would be a feasible enterprise to
make some i mproveimemt sgappal Aidhes
philosophy of Mr. Sandeman. The latter gentleman appeared to consider
that he was set to oppose every prominent tenet that had come to be
advocated by the Seceders or by others, who, within the limits &f Sco
land or elsewkre, had in any way been influenced by the progress of the
Wesleyan revival. While the Westminster Confession had incuftated
the doctrine of assurance of faith, it had been studicangdiol including
that grace in the contents of saving faith. On the contrary, it expressly
providesfithat this infallible assurance doth not so belong to the essence
of faith, but that a true believer may wait long, and conflict with many
difficulties, befae he be partaker of it; yet, being enabled by the Spirit to
know the things which are freely given him of God, he may, without
extraordinary revelation, in the right use of ordinary means, attain

! Memoirs p. xix

2 Memoirs pp. XXiv, XXi, XXV.

% Benedict, ed. 2, p. 355

4 Memoir of Mr. William Braidwoodp. xvii.

® fiBiography ofSandeman,prefixed to hisDiscoursesDundee, 1857, p. xi.
®[Taught.]
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thereunto. o

The Seceders and many others, including sointieeomore zealous
pastors within the Established Church, had now begun to reckon a fixed
assurance of oneds personal BCCe€,
able elements of saving faith. Sandeman naturally took umbrage against
this innovation on the padf thefipopul ar pr eacher s;
with his character and position, he was soon found at the oppmsite e
treme, not only denying that assurance is of the essence of saving faith,
but also affirming that the Christian could never attain to angbest
tate in this world than an assurancetlod possibilityof his personal
salvation. He understands thacient gspelto be thatfidivine truth
which affords hope to the vilest transgressor, thamhg be justified
that hemay escapé h e ¢ S8andnan likewise addsha fit hre s i
ple beliefofthegospel ( whi ¢ h, a csaldhatdaithingplies o h
or embraces) @Al eaves a man, even
the truth is most present to his thoughts, entirely at the mercy ofoGod
salvation, and leads him to the greatest reverence for, and submission to,
the Divine sovereignty, without having any claim upon God whatsoever,
or finding any reason why God should regard him more than those who
perish. o

Mr. McLeanwas not well conterwith this comfortless view of his
master Accordi ngl y, Conmmisgion ef Jeaus Chisbo n
already mentioned, whil e he cont
about the nature of evangelical fafthe demus to the conclusion that
fthebarcbo el i ef of the bare trutho wil
affirmed for the benefit of the individual subject, and assumes the
ground that this bare belief is just as capable of conveying the immediate
assurance of salvation as was the saving faith ateddy the most
ardent Secedeér.

The hyperCalvinist opinions of Sandeman were likewise no longer
acceptable to McLean, seeing that they were employed not as ordinarily
to confirm the assurance of the faithful, but on the contrary to prevent

! chap, xviii. sec. Jlt is incredible that the author of this book appeals to the
Westminster Confession of Faith as the authority, instead of the Bible, showing his
faith comes fromman, and not God. Editor.]

? Letter on Theron and AspasiN.Y., 1838, p. 290; cf. ML e a Gdnsnission of
Jesus ChristEdinburgh, 1786, p. 96, footnote.

% Ibid., p. 295.

* Commission of Jesus Chrigt, 80.

® Commissionpp. 9098.
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them from chashing any stronger faith than that which affirms @po
sibility that the most devout and correct of theray be justifiedThat
was, indeed, a distressing prospect which others besides MélLean
persons who stood much nearer to the mé&sterere pained taccept.

From considerations of this kind the leader of the immersed wing of
the Sandemanian fraternity appears to have conceived a certain distaste
for the extreme views regarding the Calvinistic system of truth, which
prevailed in the opposing camp. He sydherefore, able to content
himself with a somewhat moderate position in relation to questions of
that nature.

Professing to hold in good esteem the bare belief by means of which
Sandeman had relegated the origin of personal religion to the sphere of
the intellect, excluding any right operations of the emotions or of the
will, he was nevertheless, as a matter of fact, unable to obtain a very high
degree of confidence in the efficacy of an agent that was so attefuated.
The assurance which this mere betrefht be competent to bestow was
dried up, indeed, as the best article in that line which was then offered to
the favor of the Aprofessingiswor |
kind had long since becomenfidiar, and they were generally estimated
attheir proper value.

In order, therefore, to improve his emasculated féthiit o ma k «
assurance doublesyre and t ak e d Mdieanrésoleefitof at
provide this mere intellectual exercise with a buttress that was designed
to support its weakness@secure its existence. This buttress consisted
of an addition to the design of baptism, which necessarily had escaped
the attention of the party which continued in the practice mef i
fant-baptism. Whait could not do, in that it was weak, it was hoped
might be performed by the immersion of believers in water. Accordingly
Mr. McLean advances the peculiar theory of baptism for the remission of
sins? Baptism was clearly asserted to be necessary to salyattrin
the way of baptismal regeneration, howevart in the way of effecting
the remission of sins after the act of mere belief.

! [Weakened)]
2[Acts 2:38, spoken by Peter by inspiration of God, clearly states that baptism is
Afor the remission of sins. o The iaut ho

cally ignorant, and has no credibility in discussing any matters of relgigditor.]
Commission of Jesus ChrigEdinburgh, 1786, pp. 12837

% Ibid., pp. 131132 [1 Peter 3:21; Mark 16:16; and other passages of inspired
Scripture affirm the same thing that the author of this book so strenuoesly d
nieso Editor]
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Anot her feature of Mr . McLeanos
is found in the fact t hat he ins
the name of the Father, Son,aid | v Ghost , 0 as i s

bal ance of the Chri stintatnh evorra hde , &
He likewise maintains in the same connecfionh at fAt he Hol vy
not given, i n a way peculiar to
bapti sm, nor ti l®l Christ was gl or
Each of the peculiarities above described has been reproduced by the
Disciples (orCampbelliteyin Ameiica. They reject infant baptisrthey
practiceimmersion exclusively for baptisfithey hold the necessity of
baptism for the remission of sins, urging the very same passages of
Scripture, and in the same way, as Archibald_&&mn, in support of that
noton t hey insist upon intothenarperobtp r i e
Father, Son, and Holy Spiit; a n d ectate ¢hgt thd kingdom of
heaven was not completely set up until the Day of Pent2tiote
above were not matters of common fame, it would be in order to produce
citations from their literature in each case; but, as nobody will think or
care to callm question the fact that these things are now customary in the
ranks of the Disciples, it may not be necessary to bring forward any such
special proofs of the statements here advanced.

! Commissionpp. 116114 [This comment of the author proves that he is also not
familiar with the original language of the New Testament. Matthew 28:19 literally says
finto [eis]t he name of OtEdi®] Fat her, 0 et c.

2 |bid., p. 113.

]l Note the absence of any proof to0 su:
whered Editor]

“[The author of this book is extremely hypocritical at this point, for he, being a
Baptist,agreeshat infant baptism is to be rejected, and that immersidreistly true
form of biblical baptism. Yet he puts it here as though it is something disgusting to
him.0 Editor]

[ Each of these points match up with t
what the Bible has to say on any of these pd@nEditor]
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The tide of religious revival flowed so strongly in Scotland, that at
length, just before the close of the eighteenth century, it reached the
ranks of the laity also. These now began to experiencenaurd of
confidence and zeal which was sufficient to induce them to go forward in
Christian labor, and in some instances even to assume the funatidns,
to invade the prerogatived the regular clergy. The most prominent in
this somewhat notable movenmemere the brothers Robert and James
Alexander Haldane. They were of gentle birth and breeding. Robert, who
was the elder, had in possession an estate which, according to the
standard then prevalent in Scotland, was regarded as highly respectable.

On the &h of May 1797, nearly two and twenty years after the e
tabli shment o f tStoteh Haptistss t o rs oicmmé r
Sandemanians, the tongue of James Alexander Haldane was loosed. He
delivered his maiden discourse to a company of colliers at tlageitbf
Gilmerton, in the vicinity of Edinburgh. His social position, combined
with his previous experience of life, and his remarkalfidities in the
line of popular preaching, imparted a high degree of interestrand i
portance to this everit.

James Alexader Haldane followed the sea in his earlier years, where
he had attained the dignity of captain in the merchant marine, and only a
short while previously had resig
Castle, o that wadnsiasmicggafeehis introdic-t h e
tion to the work of laypreacling at Gilmerton, Mr. Haldane was seized
with an unwonted degree of religious fervor and pious solicitude. A little
more than two months from that date, on the 12th of July, he set forward
on a missionary journeto the Highlands of Scotland, which waes r
warded with so large a share of encouragement and success, that, before
it was concluded on the 7th of November 1797, his name and his ente
prise were the occasion of general remark.

Events now fell out with muctapidity in the progress of the revival.
Instead of remaining quietly in the bosom of the Kirk, where was ample
room for them, and many gave their sympathy, the Haldane brothers
were soon taking steps which looked in the direction of a secession from

! Memoirs of Robert and James Alexander HalddnyeAlexander Haldan&sq.,
New York, 1853, pp. 14041.
2 Memoirs as above, p. 74.
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thatinstitution. On the 11th of January, 1798, was formed by them and
such of their friends as would allow their name$é used in that rel

t i o ®qcietpforiPropagatingti®o s p el  dA singloyree was
space enough, after this step had been peddy for the movement to
develop into a church organization. In January 1799, the first Haldanean
society was constituted at Edinburgh, and on tlieod February they
publicly ordained James A. Haldane to be their pdstor.

The public are familiar with thearvels that were accomplished by
the promoters of this enterprise in the period between the years 1797 and
1808, as likewise with the lamentable declension which then set in and
almost in a day destroyed its usefulness and promise.

The causes of that uappy catastrophe are pretty clearly suggested
in the biography of the Haldanes already cited; by the aid of the light
which is there supplied, it is possible to trace the operation of these
causes from stage to stage in the downward course. At the veny beg
ning of the undertaking, James A. Haldane chanced to be on an intimate
footing with a certain Dr. Charles Stuart of Dune&ithis gentleman
was likewise of noble blood, of excellent learning, many attractive social
qualities, and of the queerest kind athead. He had begun life as a
minister in the Established Kirk. After his accession to the parish of
Cramond, near Edinburgh, he was united in marriage to a daughter of the
venerable John Erskine, the leader of the evangelical wing in thiat inst
tution;* but he was not appointed to pursuedsseer in peace andass
fulness. The biographer of the Haldahése c | a r ie his thirst ot i
general information and the society of good men, Dr. Stuart had gone
from the Divinity Hall in Edinburgh, to some of tiddssenting Acad-
mies in London, and there imbibed notions unfavorable to the union
bet ween Church and State. dingWhat e
visits to London, thenotions which he entertained and propagated on
that topic were to be had much nedreme; they were the leading article
of the Independents, or Sama@nians, andhight be read any day in the

fiTestimony of the Kingof Martyrsd t he princi pal wo
It was published in Edinburgh, just under the nose of Dr. Stuart, and was
kept on sale in most of the books

More than this, Dr. Stuart had acquired convictions against the pr

! Memoirs pp. 178179.
2 Memoirs p. 217.

% Memoirs p. 140

* Memoirs pp. 125126
°p. 141
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priety of the practice of infartiaptism and against the mode of baptism

by aspersion; and at the moment when dwceived higperhaps inte
estedadmiration for James A. Haldane, he was dulynbered in the

| i sts SecbttheBaptists, o or Sadndem
servancg ard was a member of Archibald Mce an 6s.2Chur ¢ h

When James A. Haldane preached his first sermtimeievening of
the 6th of May 19 7 , this ardeSctotarmd Beaxydae
present toapplaud the effort. He seems almost upon the spot to have
conceived the ambition to make a proselyte of his friend. He declared
that to see him a Baptist woul@ ithe consummation of his earthbyf
i city. He At o odate Baptsthviews aipom KHaldane, |
attended his ministry, listened to his preaching with rapt admiration, and
called on him two or three times in every week to discuss the topics
whichwere delivered from the pul pit
determined andkillful proséytizer was neglected. It is with justice that
the biographer admitsi There is no doubt that
Mr. James Haldane was considerable, as & alao on several other
emi nent men. 0 | n s adhedadedgéntiemantiwass ¢
the evil genius of the Haldanes and of their cause. Had they at the outset
possessed a sufficient amount of insight and foresight to have bestowed
upon him a firmand enduring repulse, they might have escaped the
shipwreck which shortly stranded themselves and their movement on the
shallows of Sandemanian literalism.

We are given to understand that there weveral other eminent
merd over whom Dra.deg®é af smjurious enfluencet e d
Notable among these was Mr. Greville Ewing, one of the leading
co-adjutor$ of the Haldanes. Already before the year 1795 there were
possibly some relations of intimacy between Stuart and Ewing, for in
thatyearwefindth | att er advocat i reghorh-he |
tiono from the pulpit of Lady GI e
was assistant to the Rev. Dr. Jon&dr.. Ewing likewise declares als
where in the same waofithat the origin of his dissatisfactiamith the

! Memoirs pp. 141338, and11-512

2 Memoirs of William Braidwoadp. 36, note

®*Memoirséta¥ldane,

* [Co-workers.]

® Facts and Documents respecting the Connections which have subsisted between
Robert Haldane, Esq., and Greville EwirBy Greville Ewing. Glasgow 1809, pp.
127-128, note.

® Ibid., p. 8.
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Church of Scotland, of which he
power bychurch courts over ministers @rcongregations, whicher
strained the former from preaching wherever they had an opportunity,
and the latter from adopting any plan footual edification and co-

f o rdt a lond of scruple which, in the latter instance, has a decided
odor of Dr. Stuart and the Sandemanians.

In the year 1796, a twelvaonth before the project of the Haldanes
was mooted, the cel ebrwas codmericddli s s
Aunder the auspices of Dr '!Acent uar
nection of this kind, in which an active and prominent minister of the
Kirk allowed himself to become, in a certain sort, the spokesman, if not
the creature, of a leadingalhr act er among the fASc
not fail to excite remark and to give offen It was, therefore, in no way
singular that Mr. Ewingbés positio
become more untenabldn the progress of time and instruction, his
conversion to the practices and tenetshe immersed Sandemanians
might have become as complete and extensive as that of the brothers
Haldane subsequently was, if the relation with Stuart had not been early
broken off by changes which will be mentioned in their place farther on.

T h eMisgionary Magazine was not i nfrequentl.y
which suggested that the editor was making fair advances in the do
trines of the proprietot.

When itis boughtd mi nd t h aMi stshiosn ag aymeMarf
funder the auspices of Dr. Stuart
his disciple, became from the beginning the official organ of the Ha
danean enterprise, it will be apparent how large a hold the imdnerse
wing of the Sandemanian sect had acquired upon the fortunes and the
future of a promising cause. To some minds it may seem a fairueoncl
sion that it was never possible for the new church to have attained pe
manent success. Too many elements, which ceiglify no other fate
than early disaster, were present at its inception. None of the least of
these may be perceived in the circumstance that when, in the month of
December 1798, the project fdunding a church was broached, Mr.
Ewi ng, fas ibaewitmsgch matters, was seaqunested to draw
up a plan fof its government. o

For a season after the inauguration of the earliest church, in January

! Memoirs p. 141.
2 Memoirs p. 179.
% Memoirs p. 214.
* Memoirs p. 214.
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1799, the best wishes of the Haldanes were fulfilled; but it was a sadly
brief season.

The storms which #y had not the wisdom and experience tefor
cast speedily began to gather about their heads. As soon as Mr. Ewing
had seceded from the Church of Scotland, he placed himself atthe se
vice of Robert Haldane to be employed in forwarding the plans that
gentlanan had in mind. Mr. Haldane had made arrangements to send a
class of students to Gosport, England, where they might remain for a
time under the care of the wddhown Dr. Bogue, as a means oepr
paring them for the work of the ministry. But it was givermMr. Ewing
to persuade his friend that it would be wiser to commit these students to
his own care, since there were somewhat decided objections against Dr.
Bogue in Scotland, and perhaps elsewhere, on the score of his liberal
politics. On the Ad of Janugey 1799, Greville Ewing opened his sem
nary of theology in Edinburgh. The number of pupils at first wasitwe
ty-four, derived from various denominations, except the Congregatio
alists or Sandemanians; but before the course was ended, one of their
number afirms that they all found themselves decided and intelligent
Congregationalist§ This was a marked degree of success. Few men are
to be found who had a surer command of the arts of proselytizing than
Mr. Ewing.

Yet there were reasons why Robert Haldaneulshaot be highly
elated by the triumphs of his subordinate. Mr. Ewing was much addicted
to the writings of Glas and Sandeman; but at this particular period of his
career Mr. Haldane was less favorably inclined towards thoseotheol
gians than he subsequgntbme to be, through the unhappy influence of
Dr. Stuart upon the mind of James A. Haldane. Accordingly, when
Ewing put the books that have been referred to in the hands otithe st
dents® Mr. Haldane considered he was entitled to interpose, which step
hetook immediately, while Ewing and the students were still in the city
of Edinburgh® This must have been the beginning of the troubles which
for so many years wasted the strength and spirits of the two men, and
ultimately brought calamities on the causeythad engaged to promote.

When his attention was first directed to the danger that existed in
Edinburgh, Robert Haldane assumed a wise position. If he had but
pressed forward vigorously in the sentiments which he then entertained,
he might have rescuedshinterests from ruin. He was opposed even to

! Memoirs p. 228.
2 Facts and Documentp. 79, cf. p. 82
3 Facts and Documents, pp. 1825.
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the notions of Church order inculcated by Glas and Sandeman, as well as
to their fchbutcon thisdide of the quigect his sentiments
later underwent an unhappy modificatf@md he embraced withed-

sion, and in some cases with passion, a great many items of the des
lating scheme of the Sandemanians.

There was a curious play of cross purposes irbtlgmess. After the
unpleasantness which occurred at Edinburgh, Mr. Ewing seemed to
consider it themain concern of his existence to find a place in every
guestion which should be on the opposite side from that which Robert
Haldane was led to assume. Therefore, at the moment when Haldane in
his turn began to dabbl e ddnsnigde
Ewing was leginning to insist on occupyg the old ground. Yet, o
withstanding all the counsel which he had brought himself to accept
from Glas and Sandeman in the details of Church order, Robert Haldane
could never prevail upon himself to receias true what they had-i
culcated regarding the nature of saving faith. Observing this peculiarity,
Ewing, always in the opposition, became exand more attached to the
Sandemanian notion that faith is nothing else than bare belief.

According to the ledly formulated terms of an arrangement that had
been fixed upon already before he was given charge of the students,
Ewing removed to Glasgow at Whitsunday 1799, to take the pastoral
oversight of a church which he was expected to organize in the Circus, a
large building there which Robert Haldane had recently purchased for
three thousand pounds, and fitted up for the purpose of religioss wo
ship. The seminary was also removed with him. Confidence between the
two men being now to a large extent destroyedas the earnest desire
of Ewing to become entirely independent of Mr. Haldahg securing
the Circus building for himself and for the people who should join his
society. He hoped to effect this purpose by inducing Haldane to make
over the house to his pgle in the way of a gift; but the latter was not in
the least disposed to accede to that proposal. Ewing persisted for a
number of years, always becoming more and neomnbitteredand un-
reasonable, until at last both parties appeared before the pubbt in
umes of abusive charges directed against each other. But the difference
is believed to have started from nothing else than a contrarietyrof opi
ions regarding the merits of the Sandemanians. Except for this issue the
two might have passed their wholeds without a word of conflict.

! Facts and Documentgp. 134135
2 Facts and Documentp. 81
% Facts and Documentp. 24
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Not in the least willing to respect the wishes of Haldane, Mr. Ewing,
after his removal to the West, still kept the writings of Glas and
Sandeman prominently before his students. Robert Haldane was much
chafed by that usag#&/hen James A. Haldane went to Dumfries in the
summer of the year 1801, being now at a distance from Edinburgh and
from his brother, he wrote Ewing a letter which had possibly begn su
gested before he left home, warning him against the retention of these
books in the seminary, and complaining of his enthusiastic manner of
speaking of those frigid and bitter theologidriis resource, which
was perhaps immediately suspected, did not in the least avail: Ewing
kept on his way. At lastn the year 1802, hopess of his ability toe-
duce him to terms by any other means, Robert Haldane incontinently
removed the seminary from Glasgow back to Edinburgh, and placed it in
other hand$.When the institution was opened in the latter place, Mr.
Haldane not only forbaxthe books of Glas and Sandeman in the library,
but laid uponthe students an express fpitmtion against reading them
anywhere elsé.

But the time was far past for such precautions. Sandemanian pri
ciples were already too deeply estabéd in the mindsf his peopldo
admit of their successful eviction by that or by any other method. Dr.
Stuart, especially, was whispering them into the ear of James A. Haldane
in two or three private interviews every week; and Robert Haldane
himself appears after a fewears, through the influence of his brother, to
perform the role of an exceedingly tenacious stickler for some of the
most fantast iam cfi eanttu roa &dnebhig regeirth lee hii
outstripped Mr. Ewing by many degrees, and sometimes sonelyseal
the consciences of his adherents; but in regard to the nature of faith,
Ewing was much in the lead of both the brothers.

When, in the summer of the year 1800, Mr. Ewing at length, on the
occasion of a temporary truce with Haldaget theconsent ohis mind
to organize a church among the people who attended upon his ministry at
Glasgow, he issued a handbill for the instruction of his congregatid
of the pubReigey,l adntointsl eodf ft he Chur
which were included twoitesm of t he fAanci endt or
tual exhortation of the members of the Church, and the weekly aelebr

! Memoirs pp. 321322.

2 Memoirs pp. 299300.

% Facts and Documentg. 82.

* Facts and Documentpp. 9395; Memoirs pp. 322327.
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tion of the Lorddés Supper. With
the document seems to indicate that it was to be held not on Sunday, but
upon some other day of the week. It is also strict to insist upon what must
have beera hi ghl y n e c etlsasr personpl remarkssor o n
injurious reports respecting character, were to be allowed in the
Chur'ch. o

The cusnmuotnu aolf efixtle @bséneetof which,from the
Scottish Kirk had given him an amount of uneasiness, had likewise been
duly introduced by Mr. Ewing into the constitution of the Edinburgh
society in December 1798ut the Church in Edinburgh gave no pra
tical heed to thatgation of their ecclesiastical chart until a later period,
when the practice was inaugurated with a degree of success that was
disgustingeven to such astamdjadvocat e of HApbi mi
as Dr. Stuart himseffOn the other hand, the customweéekly can-
munion was not introduced by Mr. Ewing at the outset into the ieonst
tution which he had drawn up for the use of the Edinburgh society, since
it was for several years the hab
Supper only once in the moritiWhen, however, the improved example
of the Glasgow Church became known to the disciples in Edinburgh,
they likewise soon began to break the loaf every Sunday.

But the Haldanes were not prepared to stop at this point. James
Haldane, being constantly in repeiof new light from Dr. Stuart and
other Sandemanian sources, could not abide that his brilliancy should be
concealed under a bushel. Accordingly, in ylear 1805, he sent forth
t he fir st Viewdftha Soaml WofshiprandOrdimances t h e
second edition of which has just been cited above. There it is evident that
he had made decided progress in the lore of the Sandemanians. Their
dialect is in very fine flow upon his pen. He stands forth like a man for
the fAexpress precept, 0orabappr aowhdc
Campbell was to speak with so much pathos a few years later in the wilds
of Pennsylvania. There should be no creed nor confession of faith but the
Scriptures. Here was the first distinct demand for a presbytery with a
plurality of dders, that had been openly utteradhe Haldanean e

! Facts and Documentgp. 6465.

% AAddress by James A. Haldane to the Church of Christ, Leith Walk, Edinburgh.
Edinburgh 1808, p. 11. This address is
ent i AVievdf thfe Social Worship and Ordinances of the First Christiadi- E
inburgh 1806.

3 Memoirs p. 340

* Facts and Documentp. 129.
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necti on. The coll ection that was
now became designated as nAthe f e
Sandemanian fashidn.

But what gave Mr. Ewing particulaffense was the circumstance
t hantut i a l exhortation, 0 whichn-he
ing, was raised by Haldane to the dignity of a divine ordinance,s&nd a
signed to a place among the regular Sunday observances ofnthe co
gregation. Thereupon he begandraw back, and went so far the other
way, that, in the end, he was seriously accused of entirely deserting his
darling innovatiorf. Matters finally got to such a pass that apparently
almost the only principle upon which the two parties were heartiget
related to the rejection of creeds. Though they were daily pleading for a
union on the Bible, by some kind of means they were daily receding
farther from each other, while each faction was accusing the other of a
passion for change.

Unhappily for all oncerned, Robert Haldane was too mueh i
pressed by a sense of the correctness and importance of the Sandemanial
notions that had been propounded
James had not expected or desired to produgeimmediate results
beyondfinciting his brethren in Christ to study the Scriptures on this and
every other subject, and to appea
But shortly after théook left the press in June 1805, Robert Haldane
and Mr. Ballantynevere on a visit to England; and, stopping on their
way at Newcastle, they remained for some tprercticingthe views of
social worship that were developed irf fheir conduct in this regard
gave much offese > Ballantyne and Haldane, while not excluglithose
who were not of their own party, publicly exhorted one another in the
forenoons, and mutually dispensec
their remarks in the least to the audience who had assembledrfor wo
ship, while in the afternoons and evays they preached to the niult
tudes as usuél.

No person was bold enough to express the dissatisfaction which
many felt against the conduct of the Haldanes, until the ye&r, ¥8¢en

! [Again, notice the lack of any biblical evidence cited by the author in opposition
to these things that he chides agafnh&ditor.]

% Facts and Documentgp. 126129.

3 View of the Social Worship and @nancesPreface, p. vii.

* Memoirs p. 324.
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Bal |l ant ynTer eiastsiuseed ocan fit bei Bl dbit 6 b
tion of James Haldane and the Sandemanians was duly enferced r
garding the necessity of a plurality of these functionaries to the existence
of a gospel Church. There is raregythingsadder to witness than the
spectacle of Robert Haldane, unquestionaldglandid mind and spirit,
leading the way in the puerile figures of the dance which John Glas had
instructed his own followers. Mr. Haldane became, in an offensive
sense, responsible for the work of Ballantydeing everythingthat lay

in his power to gie it countenance and circulation.

In answer to the challenge which he conceived had by this means
been laid upon his own wing of the party, Mr. Ewing forthwith prepared
and publ Aterhmpe cbwarmlsna Siatement of the Doctrine of
Scripture on some disped points respecting the Constitution, Vso
ernment, Worship, and Discipline of the Church of Christ G| as g
1808. The breach between the factions was now first made public: it had
long been incurable. The party of Ewing, which, perhaps, was inumer
cally the smaller, became henceforth practically isolated; but their se
timents on the subjects of faith, infapdptism, the mode of baptism, the
duty of weekly communion and of mutual exhortation, placed them in
closer sympathy and relations with the Sandearenpf the aspersion
observance. On the other hand, the Haldanes were now become, in a
measure, reckless. In order that the Edinburgh Church might conform to
the apostolic model in the matter of a plurality of elders, Robert was
speedily ordained to occumyplace by the side of James Alexander in
that function?

Possibly it was not without reference to the circumstance that Mr.
Ewing was leaning far to the side of the Sandemanian Independents, that
James Haldane ow began t o {(SeptcmBaftiosv.ad dBh
patient labors of Charles Stuart were about to be crowned with success.
This consummation was promoted by the action of Mr. John Campbell, a
beloved associate of the Haldanes, whad gone over tc
Baptisto frat er aril83, sireeswhiehatimé he ha s
been pastor of a church at Kingsland, near Lorfdora letter to this
gentleman under date of Feb. 19, 1808, Haldane expresses stupng scr
ples regrding the propriety of infariaptism? The 21st of April, 1808,
was the dte of another communication which announced that he had

! Facts and Documentgp. 9798
2 Memoirs p. 341.
3 Memoirs p. 297
* Memoirs p. 325.



THE HALDANEANS |39

been immersedin a few months Robert also followed his brother in
these changes.

This action did not result in any kind of organic union between the
Haldaniansand the partghat was led by Mr. Argibald Md.ean, but it
was not many weeks until it had produced a hopeless disruption of the
Edinburgh Church and of the entire Haldanean body. The enterprise
which started forth with so much promise was brought to hopelsss de
olation. There has been scdycanywhere in modern Church history a
more lame and impotent conclusion.

The Sandemanians had ruined the cause and Church of the Haldanes.

! Memoirs p. 325.



#(104%p 6)
- 28! -0" %0 %ad 68 %2 3/ / . 4
3. 3$%-!.)3-&E0OO0O 30ACAQ

It was not easy to follow in d
perversion to Sandemanian views, until the publication of his biography
by Professor Robert Richardson, an early disciple and for many years a
bosom friend of the most prominent advocate of Sandemanianism in
America'! Though we ar e Memdis loft dedandero |
Campbellp Phi |l adel phia 1868, for a cc
information regarding the early years of his master, therstdr certain
points of inquiry where he unhappily leaves us in the lurch. Butdhe o
casions for complaint are less numerous than the reasons for gratitude.
The account which is here given is based almost entirely uponghe re
resentations made by Profesfichardson.

Alexander Campbell was born near Ballymena, County Antrim,
Ireland, on the 12th of September, 1788is father, Thomas Campbell,
was a Seceder minister of the ABtirgher brancfi and lived inquite
humble circumstances. After sufferingeth i | | s of a tpr ok
ence for about ten years, his patience was at length rewarded by the
pastoral charge of a new church at Ahorey, near Arthagith the hope
of eking out an insufficient salary, the young pastor took a farm near the
village of Rich Hill, where he fixed his resideng&he farm proving a
failure, he went back to his early occupation of teaching s¢treel
moving for this purpose into the village. As his family increased in
number, the individual advantages of the sevehdldren were in a
corresponding degree curtailed. Alexander got what education he might
at haphazard’ but for several years, owing to the loss of most of his
studious inclinations, his powers went to waste. At length his attention
was directed to the iportance of cultivation, and he set about the
business of sekéducatiorf but with no unusual amount of success.

1 [The author of this book is misstating the case badly, but as seen throughout the
first five chapters of the book, what else is néveditor.]

2 Memoirsof Alexander Campbel| vol. 1. p. 19.

% Ibid., vol. 1. p 25.

*Ibid., vol. 1. pp. 2930

® Ibid., vol. 1. p. 30.

®bid., vol. 1. p. 47.

" bid., vol. 1. pp. 3135, 48

8 |bid., vol. 1. p. 76
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Most of the time was passed in th
school at Rich Hill, or in the performance of similar labors atsithool
of one of his uncles at Newfy

The circumstances of the family became at length so much straitened
thatthey begantoturnthe&iry es t o t he Unit ed St
The father preceded the balance of the household, setting sail from
Londonderry on the 8th of April, 180n the course of timée was
enabled to provide means for their passage; and they took ship to follow
him, on the 1st of October, 1808 he funds for this purpose were likely
procured by means of public contributionstained from the different
Presbyterian Churches of Western Pennsylvania.

Six days after their embarkation, the family were wrecked on the
island of Islay on the coast of Scotland. Mrs. Campbell, his mother,
being unwilling toentrustherself to the hazds of an ocean voyage in
the winter season of the year, and Alexander being naturally desirous to
repair in some measure the defects of his early education, it was arranged
that they should pass the time until the approaching spring should open
upon themat Glasgow, where he might employ his leisure in attending
the university> Meanwhile Thomas Campbell was actively engaged at
his home in Washington County, Penn., in trying to relieve thei di
tresses, and, in due time, to procure their transfer to tinetrgoof his
adoption.

Already in their home at Rich Hill, Ireland, they had become familiar
with the Scottish Independents. A somewhat flourishing Church of the
Glasites, or Sandemanians of the aspersion observance, existed there
Professor Richardson mits®t h a t Athe I ndepender

bid., vol. 1. p. 88 [the author here is suggesting through innuendo that Alexander
Campbell was somehow mentally backwards
share that the young man was tedabandlyng L
something that an uneducated man couldideditor]

2 |bid., vol. 1. pp.80-81, 86

3 Ibid., vol. 1. p. 81

*Ibid., vol. 1. p. 95

® Debate on CampbellisnbetweenAlexander Campbell and Obadiamaings,
Pittsburg 1832, pp. 24B47; compare Richardson, vdl. pp. 306307.

® [Only someone with no regard for truth would suggest that a person would try to
make up for a supposed lack of basic education by going tegeolbr that college is
somet hing that <could have been done in
temperament towards Campbell shines thr
misrepresentations and outright l@<=ditor]

" Memoirs of Campbk vol. 1. pp. 60, 82

8 |bid., vol. 1. p. 59
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important influence upon the religious vieafsboth Thomagampbell

and his son Alexandér; b ut this influence d
during the period of their residence at Rich Hill. The former, it is true,
had much pleasure in attending the religious services of theeSand
manian Church; but he was all the while in the full odor of Secader o
thodoxy, and it is not likely that he would ever have forsaken his own
people but for the somewhat extraordinary expeesrthat he was now
called to encounter. Even the membership he held in the Haldanean
nSociety for Pr opag a tdemnmpt néckssarilyG o s
signify any lack of devotion to his lifelong connections in the Bresb
terian body. Many persons in vauis portions of the country had yielded

to the eloquent and impassioned solicitations of James A. Haldane so far
as to permit themselves to be enrolled in that organization, who had no
thought or wish to be known as followers of the Haldanes.

The only pereptible influence exerted by the Sandemanians of Rich
Hill upon the Presbyterian pastor of the place may be observed in the fact
that he is reported to have made an overture either before the Presbytery
of MarketH i | | or t he Sryfavordfa onbre ftequent a n (
celebration o fdbutltis notstated thas he Sas bgide r
enough to advocate a weekly observance. For the rest, he must have beer
at this time almost unaffected by the ordinary Sandemanian camsider
tions in favor of théi  tunal exhortation  a@hdirchmembers, or of the
various other preposterous imitations of Christ that were peculiar to the
people in question. In brief, Alexander is believed to have been the
leader in the unhappy progress that was later made by both dather
son in the direction of the Independehts.

When they were wrecked on the island of Islay, one of the most i
fluential persons with whom Alexander became acquainted was Mr.
George Fulton, who, in addition to his duties as pedagogue for the
community, aso stood at the head of a Sunday schidoprobably one
of those which James A. Haldane and hidadmrer John Campbell had
established during their famous visit to Greenock and other communities
in the West of Scotland for that purpose, in the year 1785 was at

bid., vol. 1. p.73.

2 |bid., vol. 1. p.69.

% [Ignored here by the author is that by the time Alexander Campbell and the rest of
the family made it to America, he and Thomas Campbell had both come taribe sa
conclusions independently of each other. Yet another falsehdtitor]

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.159,
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pains to visit the Sunday school of Mr. Fulfod an act which must
have won the favorable regards of that excellent person, for, when A
exander left the place for his sojourn in Glasgow, he was the bearer of a
letter of introduction from Fulin to Mr. Greville Ewingf

His arrival in Glasgow occurred on the afternoon of tree & No-
vember 1808. Although he had been thoughtful enough to procure letters
of introduction to several persons in the gitysomehow befell that the
letter to Mr. Ewng was the first which he was minded to predent
secured him a nightos | odgi ng,
well-deserved sympathy.

The next morning, having been informed that he was of the Seceder
persuasion, Mr. Ewing gave him a note to the Retan Mitchef who,
it is believed, was one of the two ministers of that order in Glasgow, Mr.
Moutre being the othérMr. Mitchel was attentive enough to render him
some degree of assistance in finding lodgings, perhaps in the house of
one of his Secedgarishioners.

But by some means Alexander seems to have already acquired a kind
of distaste for the Seceders. The lodging which Mr. Mitchel had pr
cured for the family was speedily concluded to be incommodious, and
must needs be replaced by anotherof MrEwi ngdés sel ect
likely in the home of one of the members of his own chiifEhis may
appexr to be a trivial circumstancbut when we are reminded what an
important effect the influence of Ewing produced upon the fortunes of
the Campbell fanily, no transaction that fell out between them can
wisely be overlooked. From this time Mr. Ewing was the ctoeinselor
ofgthe household, and his praises were on the tongue of every member of
it.

He was always ready to employ his good offices in theiwice.
Through his courtesy Alexander was carried about and introduced to
each of the professors of the universtyt waslikewise, perhaps, by his

bid., vol. 1. p.108

?\bid., vol. 1. p.114

% |bid., vol. 1. pp. 114115

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.128

® Ibid., vol. 1. p.128

® Memoirs of Elder ThomaSampbel) by Alexander Campbell, of Bethany, Va.,
Cincinnati 1861, p. 117.

" Memoirs of Alexander Campbg¥iol. 1. p.128.

8 bid., vol. 1. p.130

° |bid., vol. 1. pp. 148149,
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assistance, that Alexander was enabled to make up those classes in the
rudimentary branches which he ¢gati in private for the purpose aht
proving the narrow finances of the famflgnd by means of which it
must have been rendered nearly impossible that he should make any
solid progress in his own studies; a serious misfortune in view of the fact,
that, byreason of the sad necessities of the situation, his early education
had been left incomplefeAt every point the toils of the excellent and
plausible Ewing encircled the ingenuous and inexperienced boy. He was
frequently invited to the house of Ewingander to take dinner or tga
before the winter was past, the disciple of Glas found himself @ a d
cidedly intimate footing with the son of the Irish Seceder pAsidr
exander had obtained a great impression of the learning and piety of his
new friend>and was soon as pliable und
clay in the hands of the potter. Professor Richardson truly teatshis
ifstay at Gl asgow was destined to
feelings of Alexander in respect to the existing deinations, and to
disengage his sympathies entirely from the Seceder denomination, and
every other f or nf He®i6 likd®visecarieqy in ¢he i a n
admi s s i the changeaseemsito have been occasioned chiefly
through his intimacy with GrevilEwi ng. 6 Mor eower ,
t eemed fa v eany vefyipapuwar both astaunmareand as a
preacher, as was al so Mr. War dl a
Mr. Moutre, the pastor of the Seceder Church where his mother and the
family attended wiship, Alexander would naturally have smalhsy
pathy; and before the close of the winter his private notebooks exhibited
various evidences of his impatierice

It is not necessary to set down in further detail the features of this old
and vulgar story, whit has been enacted a thousand times before and
since in many parts of the earth. It will be sufficient to call attention to
the conclusion of it as recorded by the biographer of Mr. Campbell.
Professor Richardson relates, that Alexander

became gradually ore and more favorable to the principles of
Congregationalism entertained by Mr. Ewing, which secured an

bid., vol. 1. p.139,

2[This is another intentinally misleading innuendo by the auti@Editor]
% lbid., vol. 1. p.149,
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entire emancipation from the control of domineering Synods and
General Assembliegnd which seemed to him much more a
cordant with primitive usage. Ahe same time, he did not feel
himself at liberty rashly to abandon the cherished religious se
timents of his youth, and the Seceder Church to which his father
and the family belonged, and in which he thought it his duty to be a
regular communicant.

He was in this unsettled state of mind as the sanmual
communion season of the Seceders approached, and his doubts in
regard to the character of such religious establishments-occ
sioned him no little anxiety of mind concerning the proper course
for him to puisue. His conscientious misgivings as to the propriety
of sanctioning any longer, by participation, a religious system
which he disapproved; and, on the other hand, his sincere desire to
comply with all his religious obligations) created a serious
conflict in his mind, from which he found it impossible to escape.
At the time of preparation, however, he concluded that he would be
in the way of his duty, at least, and that he would go to the elders
and get a metallic token, whiagktveryonewho wished to ao-
municate had to obtain, and that he would use it or not, afterward,
as was sometimes done. The elders asked for his credentials as a
member of the Secession Church; and he informed them that his
membership was in the Church in Ireland, and that he hadtno le
ter. They replied that in that case it would be necessary for him to
appear before the Session and to be examined. He accordingly
appeared before them, and, being examined, received the token.
The hour at which the Lordms S
still undecided; and, as there were about eight hundred aemm
nicants, and some eight or nine tables to be served in succession,
he concluded to wait until the last table, in hopes of being able to
overcome his scruples. Failing in this, however, and iemaby
longer to recognize the Seceder Church as the Church of Christ, he
threw his token upon the plate handed round, and, when ¢he el
ments were passed along the table, declined to partake with the
rest.

It was at this moment that the struggle in his animas con-
pleted; and the ring of the token falling upon the plate, announced
the instant at which he renounced Presbyterianism forévehe
leaden voucher becoming thus a token, riataonmunion, but of
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separation

In brief words, the conquest of GrdeilEwing and of his particular
type of Sandemanianism was then first firmly established. Though he
had entered Scotland comparatively innocent of these vagaries, Ale
ander turned away from the country at the end of three hundred idays
a state of morerdess abject slavery to them. With this view his own
statement, made some years later in the pages of the paper which he
edited in Virginia, is in agreement, where in speaking of the condirme
di sgust he felt agai ns whichlcenfessp o p u
principally imbibed when a 3tuder

Let the fact be likewise considered, that Alexander entered Glasgow
on the3rd of November, 1808, which left a period of not quite seven full
months since the time when JamesHaldane had given such dioé
fenseto Ewing and Wardlaw and the men of that faction, by submitting
to the rite of immersion without waiting for their initiative. The circles in
which he was received were by consequence very full of opposition to
the couse of the Haldanes in drawing near to the immersed wittgeof
Sandemanian fraternity. It is likely that Mr. Ewing and the church over
which he presided had already taken the remarkable step by which they
frefused to have visible communion withoie whoadhered to the
Haldanes' Alexander was, therefore, in no situation to hear the Ha
dane side of the controversy, and in no state of mind to do the Haldanes
justice in case he had been permitted to hear it.

Accordingly it is perfectly natural that he shdiie inclined to favor
the cause of the Sandemanians of the aspersion observance; and there i
no good reason why Professor Richardson should find it somewhat
singular, that during his residence in Glasgow none of the questions
connectd with infantbaptisn and | mmer si on engag
attention in the leastEwing and his cadjutor Wardlaw were both of
them at the moment vehemently exercising themselves in opposition to
immersion and to the baptism of adults ohAlexande could have
heardscarcely anthing else than arguments in favor of inféatptism
and aspersion, at such times as he was admitted to a place at their tables
These disquisitions would naturally fall in with his previous convictions

! RichardsonMemoirs of Alexander Campbeliol. 1. pp. 189190,
?bid., vol. 1. p.194

% Christian Baptistedit. 6, p. 72

* Memoirs of Alexander Campbelipl. 1. p.181

® |bid., vol. 1. pp. 186187

®Ibid., vol. 1. p.187.
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regarding those topics. He had not ygbgad an occasion to become
intimately acquainted with the immersion wing of the Sandemanian
body.
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ProfessomRichardsonhas, unhappily, left ira state of incomplet
ness that portion of his volumes which relates to the perversion to
Sandemanian views of Thomas Campbell, the father of Alexander. It is
very natural that he should be inclinedltbas much honor as possible to
the father of his hero; but in accomplishing this purpose he is suspected
to have been, in some degree, unfaithful to the facts of history.

His readers must present their acknowledgments to the excellent
author for the carbe has often exhibited in permitting his characters to
address the public in their own persons. Alexander Campbell seems to
have been one of that kind of men who rarely ever lose a letter, whether
the same were received or sent by him. Much of his eaibtadary
correspondence was strictly copied down in notebooks that he kept for
the purpose of preserving documents that wéeny sort of interest. A
liberal share of the letters which passed between himself and his father,
Thomas Campbell, have beeprmduced in the pages of the giapher
but, singularly enough, not one of those is published which belongs to
the time of Alexander s sojoeurn
gretted, since, if it were supplied, some light might fall from that source
on the course of Thomas Camplel |l 6
son in Pennsylvania.

In the narrative of Professor Richardson it is represented that
Thomas Campbell had reached a position substantially like that to which
Greville Ewing had brought hison, by means of his own private-r
flections and experiences, without any reference to communications that
he might have received from Alexander while the latter was detained in
Glasgow? but this conclusion is, for several reasons, inadmissible.
Everythirg, for example, that is reported of Thomas Campbell, whether
in the volume which contains his own Mem¢lrsr in the biography

! [The author of this book is very much unfaithful to the facts of history, and as
such has no credibii ty to call into question Ric
Campbell instead of Thomasafter all, that book is calleMemoirs ofAlexander
Campbelld Editor]

2 Memoirs vol. 1. p.220,

 Memoirs of Elder Thomas Campheily Alexander Campbell of Betharya.,
Cincinnati, 1861
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which Professor Richardson has supplied of his son Alexander, goes to
show that he was a timid, inefficient person. There areen@in proofs

that he was capable of independent thought or action, either at this or any
other period of his life. The facts and instances which might serve to
establish the propriety of this judgment regarding him are too numerous
and circumstantial tbe repeated here, but it would not be difficult to
supply them on demarid.

Moreover, it is not to be supposed that Thomas Campbell, in-Pen
sylvania, was kept in ignorance of the experiences of his family in
Glasgow, nor of the kindness of Greville Ewirgyvards them, egp
cially as every member of the household was glad to acknowledge the
extent of their obligations to hifiThe heart of the good and weak man
would naturally be moved with gratitude towards the distant benefactor,
and there would be no jusbunds to his admiration for the greatness and
power and condescension of the noble Sandemanian. Comparisons
would easily be drawn between the kindness and attentions of Mr.
Ewing, and the relative coldness and neglect of the Seceder minister, Mr.
Moutre; and there would be no very careful reflections upon the ci
cumstance that the distant bearing of his ministerial colleague might be
due to the passion which his own loved ones had conceived foa-a dis
greeable rival.

Again, it is entirely possible that Alarder was not slow to oo
muni cate the points of that intin
religious history which he had been enabled to acquire in the progress of
his exceptionally friendly intercourse with hihBy means of this kind,
Thomas Campbke who, perhaps, was already in subjection to the i
perious will of his son, would be placed in possession of several items of
news that were highly acceptable to a husband and father in his own
unfortunate situation.

By degres, as Alexander found him$elgréidually becoming more
and more favorable to the principles of Congregationalism entertained

'l Anyone who has read Thomas Campbel | ¢
of the author is a complete work of fiction. He provides no evidence because there is
none to substantiate his false claim. In fact, Henry C. Vedder @riB#ptist writer),
in A History of the Baptists in the Middle Statesc ha pt e r Th&mehtowlhom at e ¢
the Disciples owed their origin were Thomas and Alexander Campbell, and though the
superior abilities and energy of the latter soon brought hioahtef prominencethe
share of the former was considerable 6 ( e mp h @ <Editer] adde d)

2 Memoirs of Alexander Campbge¥iol. 1. p.149.

®Ibid., vol. 1. p.149,
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by Mr. Ewingd' various considerations in support of these would be
included in his epistolary communications with his absent parent. These
suggestions wouldaeh of them fall upon a mind and heart which had
been prepared to receive them with cordiality. The father, in his rather
exceptional weakness of character, would perceive that himself also
sympat hi zed with Al exander s di s
was brought up, and with whom his fortunes had been the reverse of
flourishing.

Under circumstances of this kind, it is not a matter of surgyisiéjs
only what might be reasonably anticipatéd,that Thomas Campbell
should become involved in a conteygy with the Seceders of the v
cinity where he kept his residence. In the spring of the year 1809, while
his family were still in Glasgow, a libel was laid against him in the
Presbytery of Chartiers, Acont ai
charges, thehsef of which were, that he had failed to inculcate strict
adherence to the Church standard and usages, and had even expresse
his disapproval of some things in said staddand of the uses made of
themd” The case was appealed to the Associate Syndibith Ame-
ica, which convened in the fall of the year 1809. From the letterosf pr
test that was addressed by Mr. Campbell at the time to this’ibohay
be gathered that the objections urged agdimstrelated to the usual
Sandemanian scruples concamthe impropriety of any human stin
ards of belief, and to his advocacy of the customary Sandemanian pos
tion that the Scriptures are the only admissible standard, to the exclusion
of all kinds of creeds and confessions of féitiere was the earliest, i
not the most brilliant, conquest which Alexander waabéed to make
on behalf of Sasemanianism.

It is possible that the troubles which arose in the Presbytery of
Chartiers were duly reported to the family, who were then abiding in
Glasgow. Tidings oftese occurrences may have reached their ears b
fore the communion season already mentioned, at which Alexander was
successful in making up his mind no longer to recognize the Seceder

bid., vol. 1. p.189,

2 bid., vol. 1. p.225

¥ Memoirs of Thomas Camphgtly AlexandetCampbell, pp. 125.

‘| Apparently, the author thinks God w:
sary for Alife and godlinessodo (2 Peter
extra creeds and confessions in order to make up for what the Lordadas |
ing.0 Editor]
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Church as the Church of Christlthough his case was pending before
theSynod, Mr. Campbell did not leave off proclaiming the Sandemanian
notions which had just met with decided opposition in the Presbytery.
The churches of his Seceder brethren, it would appear, were promptly
closed against his access; but he found accommooditr the people

who were disposed to give heed to him, in the private houses of various
persons who might be inclined to show him that févorthis labor of
making propaganda for his ngwinciples, he received special support
from certain members afie Sandemanian Church in Rich Hill, Ireland,
who had emigrated to America but a fortnight after he himself had come
over> Regarding one of these, who was the precentor of the Church,
Professor Richardsaruly saysfiThis James Foster was destined keta

no uni mportant part in Thomes C
me n f Is fach he was the faithful and efficient ally of Alexander in the
efforts he made to draw his father away from his former allegiance to
Presbyterian doctrines and polity.

Beforethe summer of 1809 was half closed, Thomas Campbell was
engaged in meditating a scheme by which it might be in his power to put
his newfound notions into practice. He proposed to his followers the
propriety of holding a meeting for the purpose of impartgreater
definiteness to the movement in which they were embarked. Perhaps it
was some time during the month of May or June that one suchpwas a
pointed at the house of Abraham Altars, one of his more subservient
adherents

When that meeting had been dugnvened and addressed, Mr.
Campbell proposed, as a basisforla f ur t her aWhereon,
the Scriptures speak, we speak;
Here was, beyond dispute, an excellent ideal; but, in point of fact, it
could hardlyever amount to anything more than an ideal. Neither
Thomas Campbell, nor Alexander, nor any of their supporters has ever
possessed wit enough to give effect to it by making out just where the
Scriptures do speak. Great abuses once prevailed among thbat in
regard, which Alexander attempted to regulate by composing dnrd pu
lishing a fourthrate treatise on the subject of Biblical Interpretafion.

bid., vol. 1. p.190,

2 bid., vol. 1. p.231

% Ibid., vol. 1. pp.81-83.

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.82.

® |bid., vol. 1. p.231

®[Is it not obvious that the author here is anything but honest and fair with the
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Nothing was clearer than that the Campbells were hopeless failures in
the department of exegesis, as mostheirtpeople have been; at any
rate, they could lay no sort of claim to infallibility. Consequently it was
impossible for them to apply their watchword to any advantage. What is
the profit of professing to speak where the Scriptures speak, without
more powethan these gentlemen had to determine where the Scriptures
speak or where they are silent

However, the above motto was a neat and popular expression of the
fundamental principle of Mr. Greville Ewinglt is likewise nothing
more than is professed inctaif not in form, by every sect of religious
worshippers in Christendom. Mr. Ewing and Mr. Haldane had bith a
hered to this motto with all the skill and devotion they could command,
but with the sad result of perceiving, that, instead of the excellent
Christian union which they so ardently desired, they were daily drifting
farther apart. Ewing even felt himself constrained to deny any visible
fellowship with the sometime friend and associate to whonvdsewun-
der the deepest obligations for kindness bestbwWevertheless, he had
not lost any portion of his faith in this watchword, believing that there
was virtue in it to charm every discord that might arise in the Christian
world. It is likely, that, in the mouth of Thomas Campbell, it signified
nothingmae e i mp o r Wiere Mr. Ewing speaksfiwe speak; and
where he is silent, we are silent

Whether the father or the son should be awarded the crediit-of i
parting this taking expression to the leading principle of Ewing, is an
inquiry that may not beasily determined. It is not unlikely that the first
meeting and its incidents were duly and minutely reported to Alexander
beyond the seas; he may have had knowledge of the whole business
beforehe set sail for America on the 2iod August 1809. The chief
result of this preliminary meeting was not enacted until the 17th of
August, when Alexander was already on the high seas. On that date was
formediThe Chri sti an Association of
have beemodeledn several respects after thettean of the Haldanean
'Society for Propagating the Gos

facts® Editor]

! Facts and Doaments pp. 124, 130.

%[This is yet another complete misrepresentation, made because the author has no
cas® especially no case built on the Bible, to which he has yet to appeal for anything.
Strange that a person would try to write a book condemningrafanahis biblical
beliefs without bothering to even attempt to show where those arguments are
wrongd Editor]
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Campbell was a member during his residence in Ireland.

The first act of this Association was to issuéDeclaration and
Address, 0 the proof s onfthe prbss when we
Alexander arrived with the family at Washington, Penn., on the 28th of
October 1809 This documenembraced a number of considerations in
elucidation and advocacy of the principle that the Scriptures are in
themselves a sufficient guidatiwut the aid of any confession of faith
or other kind of standard. It confined itself to somewhat narrow limits
and general statements, its author not venturing to step beyond the
boundaries which had been set for him in Scotland, through the example
of Mr. Ewing, and possibly through the dictation of Alexander.

In the autumn of the year 1809, his letter of protest against the ce
sure of the Presbytery of Chiars was brought to the attention of the
Associate Synod of North America, and alongh it a wpy of the
iDecl aration and Addresso whiXkh i
The Synod were kindly disposed towards him, and, reversing the action
of the Presbytery, directed that he should be released from censure. At
this point the narrative of Profes Richardson is confused and indef
nite, but it suffices to indicate that the Presbytery were not content with
the ruling of the Synodand at their next session, perhaps in the spring
of 1810, instead of dismissing the censure they renewed it, amcecefe
the case back to the Synod. Thomas Campbell, conscious perhaps that
his course was reprehensible, and for the moment unwilling teebe d
barred from religious communion, submitted to receive this second
censure. However, instead of quitting his schisrahpractices as the
Presbytery now had a right to expect he woulchégersevered in them.
Justly offended by his conduct, which they perhaps interpreted as a
breach of faith, the Presbytery placed his movements under strict su
veillance, with a viewd their own protection, and in order to establish
by undeniable proofs the correctness of their judgment against him when
the Synod should again bring forward the case for review and decision.
In this latter respect they were so far successful that tieadiaft hin-
self must have become aware that it would be useless to continue the
litigation. Accordingly, before the Synod met to consider the questions
involved, Mr. Campbell found it prudent to hand in a formal reramnci
tion of its authority, in which he dtared that he should henceforth hold

! Memoirs of Alexander Campbelil. 1. p.246.
?bid., vol. 1. p.228
®Ibid., vol. 1. p.229,
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hi mself HAutterly unp‘dHeseeoccurentes rg i
supposed to belong to the autumn of the year 1810.

About the same time that he was engaged in declaring hes ind
pendence of the Seceders, Thomas @ath is found presenting an
overture to the regular Presbyterians of the Synod of Pittsburgngra
for the reClkmpitstonamfAshe@eciiati on o
communion. That body heard him with respect while he unfolded the
beautiesofMr Ewi ngds principle, 2afred t h
this rebuff it was soon decided by the Campbells to organize a church of
their own, a task which was accomplished at the regular-semial
meeting of the Association, on tBedof May, 1811° This church was
organized as nearly as might be after the fashion of the one over which
Greville Ewing presided in GlasgoWit had weekly communign it
maintained the biblical propriety of the independent form of church
governmenf it favored lay preauing in the samway Ewing did’ it did
not adopt the notion of a plurality of elders, which Ewing also rew r
jected; and was content with choosing Thomas Campbell as elder, al
hough Alexander was licensed to prefdlike Mr. Ewing, both the
Campbells wes still in favor d infant-baptism.

Nevertheless, out of regard for James Foster, the precentor of the
Sandemanian Church in Rich Hill, who had refused even in Ireland to
have his children baptiz€dhey were prevented from taking as definite
grounds onhat subject as their Scottish master was in the custom of
assuming. Thomas Campbell, it would appear, strove hard to keep in the
steps of Ewing in this quarter; but it was, perhaps, impossible for him to
manage Foster. The Sandemanian precentor was ghigulous, and

bid., vol. 1. p.230,

2 |bid., vol. 1. pp. 327328

3 Ibid., vol. 1. pp. 367368

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.349

® Ibid., vol. 1. p.373

®bid., vol. 1. pp.345-346, and 349
"bid., vol. 1. p.346.

8 lbid., vol. 1. p.367. [It is funny that earlier in this book, the author made a point
that theCampbells were in favor of a plurality of elders, saying in such a way as to
express condemnation of it. And here expresses the same attitude because-at the b
ginning theyd i dhawée & plurality of elders. In other words, this author cares not for
thef acts of the case, he simply wants to
done or believedd wi t hout ever appealing to Godds
(if indeed they wereg. Editor]

° |bid., vol. 1. p.82.
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labored much to bring his friend over to his own way of thinRibipder
these circumstances there was no other resource than to make i
fantbaptism a matter of forbeararfc€onsidering the alteredrcum-
stances, this was keeping quite Mmekhe track that had been marked out

for them. AMutual exhortationo al
Brush Run Church; Mr. Ewing, it will be remembered, had become
di sgusted with that item of xAthe

a n d e rvalsn Glsgow, and was even charged by the Haldanes with
turning against it. Alexander was always unfavorable t¢' @nd -
posed his influence when it was later introduced at Brush Rum- Ale
ander must have frequently heard of the theological classeh ®ining
was entrustedto teach during the first two years of his residence in
Glasgow. The suggestion was not lost upon him. As early as he could
after his arrival in Pennsylvania, steps were taken to organize a similar
class. lIts first, and, so far aspoeted, its only students, were James
Foster and Abraham Altars

There was one single point, however, in which he had not yet learned
to speak with Ewing. Whether that failure is due to the multitude of cares
which must have beset him as the head ofdhely in Glasgow, robbing
him of most of the leisure which otherwise he might have devoted to his
studies; or whether he had a keener appreaiafinnatters relating to the
fianci enthaonr deefr osuch aanciedmtt ego sty
whether, in tle third instance, he experienced a difficulty in the prospect
of surrendering the view which he had always leeldcerning the nature
of saving faith, 8 must remain, for the present, a theme of conjeéure.
But, whatever should be the right explanatiornth&f phenomenon, IA
exander rejected, for a while, the conceit of Ewing and the ésand
manians, that faith is nothing other than mere belief, which is produced
by testimony alone, without reference to the regenerating grace of God.
On the 7th of April 1811, ajut twenty months after he had left behind
him the advantages of the personal tutelage of his master, he is still found
holding fast to the orthodox Seceder convictions regarding this stibject

! bid., vol. 1. p.240.

?bid., vol. 1. pp.325 and 345

% Facts and Documentg. 126ff.

* Memoirs of Alexander Campbelil. 2. p.128.

® |bid., vol. 1. pp.277-279.

®[It is strange that the author has no problem tossing out every conjecture he can
come up with on the other matters (adhost invariably his conjectures are actually
barelyconcealed liesd. Editor]

"Ibid., vol. 1. p.376.
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But the period was near at hand when he should accedertotitie
of his master touching this point also, and, at the same time, go beyond
him in other respects. The 7th of April 1811, is the latest date on which,
according to the representations of his biographer, he was willing to
affirm that draiontofrtGod) and aneffect of maleighty p
power andegenerating grace

The Brush Run Church which Alexander had succeeded im-orga
i zing out of the materi al t hat c
Washington, 0 including htivestyemhtn,
persons' These were the firdtuits of his labors on behalf of the
Sandemanian cause. He was untiring in his exertions, both in the
neighborhood of his residence and elsewhere. On the 16th of May, 1811,
he undertook his first missionary joay, which carried him into the
State of Ohioand gave him a store of experience, but a very slight
measure of succe$sn August he again went forth, and was employed
most of the time until the close ofetlyear; but the people wemewhere
inclined tofavor the innovations which he had borrowed from Scotfand

bid., vol. 1. p.373
2 bid., vol. 1. pp. 376371
®Ibid., vol. 1. p.379,
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Alreadyin boyhood, during his residence in Ireland, Alexander had
become aware of the existence and the tenets of the Sandemanians of the
immersion observance. His biographer is careful to note the fact that
before the familydear t ed f r o m RbeenmuctHalehsd , h
with the works of Archibald Micean, especially his work od T h e

Co mmi s efwhiam hedwas wont ever after to speak in the highest
termsod’ This incident is of importance to the student of his life and

changes.
The Brush Run Church does ragipear to have enjoyed a great d
gree of harmony of conviction in

the third day after its organization, a question was raised that must have
given the members an amount of s
was celérated forithe first time on Sunday, the 4th of May 1811, it was
remarked that three of the membeds Joseph Bryant, Margaret
Fullerton, and Abraham Altar8 refrained from the elements. Upon
inquiry made for the reasons which might influence them to putss
course, it was discovered that neither of them had ever been baptized
after any of the various modes in which that ordinance is administered
among Christian communitiés

The difficulty would have been of easy adjustment if these parties
had been wiing to accept baptism bgffusion® In that instance there
woul d have been no kind of obstat
speaking where Mr. Ewing spoke. But they were unhappily dedded
their conviction t haot ptrhoéwr bagdsmdc i et
by immersion. Joseph Bryant would likewise appear to have taken the
lead in making the demand for this form of the ordindremed he was a
person whom it was exceedingly desirable to conciliate. Besides the fact
that he had rendered most ei#int service in erecting the house of

Ybid., vol. 1. p.71.

?|bid., vol. 1. pp. 371372

®[Inotherwords,i t heyo6d just ignore what the
harmony. Again, the author here reveals his complete ignorance of the Bible and utter
disregard for pleasing the Lo&d Editor]

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.372
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worship at Brush Ruhit may also be mentioned that he had been an
attentive member of AThe Chri sti
was recognized as an eligible match for Miss Dorothea Campbell, to
whom he was nited in marriage about twenty months later, on the 13th

of January 18181 t was , therefore, very t
conscientious scruples and his earnest solicitations.

On the other hand, Thomas Campbell was loath to depart from the
plattormof Gr evi |l |l e Ewing. A discussi
carried on, at the end of which Bryant was successful. Mr. Campbell
immersed him and his two friends on the 4th of July I8t this
concession to the wishes of a few did not mend the conditiaffiairs; it
only whetted the appetite for other changes. James Foster, the- Sand
manian precentor, who witnessed it, was not edified by the manner in
which the ceremony was performed. Instead of entering the water along
with the subjects, the administiva stood on the root of a tree at the side
of the pool, bending down their heads until they had been covered by the
water. Furthermore, in order to signify the position which he had now
brought himself to occupy, Foster expressed the opinion that itnwvas i
congruous for one who had not been baptized in his own person, to
administer the rite to other peopl&anifestly it was becoming daily
more i mpracticable for the Campb
must either leave it, or submit to witness the Chuntich they had
established at Brush Run go to pieces. An earnest discussion had been
some time going forward on the subject of immersiand it was not a
great while before Amany of those
advanced beyonrdredtrained fiom dalrying outitleeir
convictions, and submitting to this form dietrite, by nothing else than
fithe respect which #y felt was due to his positiaf.

Alexander seems now to have perceived that speedy action must be
had, else their causgas lost. He therefore resolved to take the step
which it was becoming evident the larger portion of the Chuesh d
manded at the hands of himself and his father. Accordingly he made
preparations to procure his own immersfd¥hen he went to ¢o-

Ybid., vol. 1. p.322
2 bid., vol. 1. p.458
% Ibid., vol. 1. p.372
*Ibid., vol. 1. p.373
® |bid., vol. 1. p.393
® Ibid., vol. 1. pp. 399400.
"bid., vol. 1. p.395.
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municate hisntention to his father, an ally was found in the house in the
person of his sister Dorothé&laturally concerned to avoid an eapl
sion in the Church, by means of which she might be required to decide
between the affection she bore her parents, andfieetian for the man
to whom she was, perhaps, already betrothed, she had become, like Mr.
Bryant, a decided advocate of immersion. If Bryant, and the majority of
the little community at Brush Run, could have been induced to tolerate
aspersion, it is prolide that the Campbells would never have found it
convenient to leave the side of the sprinkling Sandemanians.

But affairs had taken a direction which it was not in their power to
control, and they were compelled
previousacquai ntance with the t Meeati s
Commission of Christ must have now done hinmn
rudder by which to steer his course. The father, then as always pliant
before the stronger will of his son, was not disposeaffey any serious
objections, and at the last momeletided to be immersed himsélfhe
event occurred on the 12th of June 1812; the rite being performed by a
Baptist minister of the Redstone Association, named Matthias Luce.
Four days afterwards, thiga other members of the Church were i
mersed by Thomas Campbell. The remainder, who would not accede to
the new change, went their way, leaving behind them a Church of twenty
members who were united in approbatiohthe course that had been
pursued, andvhose clamors perhaps had made it necessary. James
Foster was one of the thirteén

A circumstance of personal concern to Alexander also had a certain
share in the business of directing his attention to these issues. On the
13th of March 1812, his first dd was born. The question of-
fant-baptism, therefore, became to him a topic of special interest.
Doubtless with reference to the scruples of James Foster, herhad fo
merly urged that this point should be treated as a matter of forbedrance
That was theitmost limit to which he might safely advance if he desired
to retain the sympathy and support of so important a personage. It does
not appear that he had even ventured as far as that since the 5th of June
1811, possibly abstaining through fear of provgkian undesirable
conflict. If now he had dared to baptize his own child, after its birth in

bid., vol. 1. p.395
2 bid., vol. 1. p.376
% [Approval]

*|bid., vol. 1. p.403
® |bid., vol. 1. p.392
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March 1812, he must have done so with the conviction that the act would
cost him the affections and the countenance of mb#te commun

cants at Brush Run. At amgite, he could not make up his mind topr
voke the Church in that way; and, contrary to the position of Greville
Ewing, his child was compelled to dispense with baptism.

The winter of 181112 was in other directions an eventful one for the
Brush Run Chuh. Foreseeing that he would be constrained by the force
of circumstances to take final leave of Mr. Ewing, Alexander began t
take furtheantieastoner daer t aeBéf or e
1812, he had become convinced of the propriety ohtaiaing a pl-
rality of elders in every churchand on that day he was ordainedso
sibly in order that the Church might be provided with a Presbytery after
the Sandemani an model . On thee ocC
moval from the vicinity, in the yed 813, James Foster was ordained in
his place, that the Presbytery might not be destroyed by his alisence
Plurality of elders had now, to all appearances, become the article of a
standing or falling Church.

While yet a resident of Rich Hill, Alexander cdhdbeen made pe
sonally acquainted with one John Walker, a learned and unfortunate
gentleman whose literalism had rendered him one of the most fantastic
of all the Sandemaniafldie was so far gone in
he fAsol d hi s lledaon foot shppegh leetardd, dhats@ v e
t hr ough En g ling thedvirtdes qf aegactIcanformity to the
minutest details of it During the season here under review, Alexander
seems to have returned to his youthful admiration for this exceedingly
gueer head. He attentively perused his writings, and to a degree made
him the man of his counsglt was from Walker, perhaps, that he-o
tained the singular notion about religious communion, which on the 26th
of February 1812, caused him to question th@pety of family prayer
wherever the family might be composed in part of unbelievAsshas
been already shown, numbers of the Scottish Sandemanians refused to

1 [The author is wrongfully implying that the reason for Alexander Campbell not
baptizing his child is that he was afr
Campbell could find no Scriptural warrant for the practice, and thus it would have been
presumptuous for him to engage indtEditor]

?bid., vol. 1. p.385.

% Ibid., vol. 1. pp. 458459,

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.61.

® |bid., vol. 1. p.61.

® Ibid., vol. 1. p.466

"bid., vol. 1. pp.447-449; cf. p. 61
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maintain family prayer; but these generally referred their objections to a
literalistic interpetation of the injunction which ordains that men shall
enter into their closets alone, and there address the heavenly Father in
secret. They likewise made much of the fact that there is no distinct
biblical command enjoining in so many words the dutyraljmg in the
family. The form in which Al exanc
suggests rather the influence of Walker.

The admiration he felt for this impossible character was never
abated. In his last years he condemned himself because he lkagtnot
closer to Wal ker 6s rliAgd sfecimen dfthatx c |
gentl emands extraordinary proceed
visit he made to Edinburgh, perhaps to confer with the Haldanes, who
went very fainin the directionofre t ortheagcinnent order .
Sandemani an custom prescribes the
But Walker could find nobody in all thety who was good enough to
enjoy this rite of religious communion, except the travelling companion
who had made the journey with him, and a single student of medicine in
the university. These three ate the elements &l&mefessor Richardson
alsorecals t he fact that Wal keros spi
such an extremihat it was a special point with him, strictly to prohibit
the performance of any religious act without removing to a distance (if in
the same room) from every person who sefill to obey a precept that
could be generally applied; insisting that true worship could be rendered
only by those who receive and obey the sdraths in commait

The arrogance of the Scottish Sandemanians did not always carry
them quite so far, but it veanot unusual for principles of this kind to be
applied in the public worship of their churches on the Lord's Day. A
Sandemanian Church of the immersion observance had been established
in the city of New York, in the autumn of theayel810, under Elders
Henry Errét and William Ovington, which was quite as fantastic an
institution as one could reasonably desire. In the customary style of the
party, they rejected all human creeds, rules, covenants, thinking the
Scriptures perfect enough for directionameything. Churchedifices
wer e no paackertorder of thinggeneithier were pulpits: they
hired a hall, and claimed that it was not possible elsewhere to witness the
sight of a church assembled togeth@his body held four public se

!bid., vol. 1. p.454

% Facts and Documentp. 247.

3 Memoir of Alexander Campbeliol. 1. p.61.

* Benedict History of the BaptistsBoston 1813Vol. 2. p. 409
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vices in theweek, at neither of which were any but communicadts a
mitted; at another public service appointed for Tuesday evening, they
were willing to see the outside world, and to preach the gospel ta'them.

In the year 1818, they had so far mendesirtmanners a® permit the
fworldb t o attend on Sunday evenings
Church had been concluded, at which time the elders, and some others of
the brethren approved by the Church, would be gracious enough to d
clare the gospel to thefm.

By some means Alexander had become aware of these ridiculous
proceedings of the immersed Sandmians, and was immediatelypea
tivated. He resolved to copy them in that as well as in so many other
singularities; and when, after his immersion, the Brush Rundbhmas
reor gani zed on Stclod clha Biaptofsttsdie®
ognized as duly prepared to partake in religious services, except those
who had professed t8 put on Chri s

The absurd tenor of his sentiments, and the sinceritysafdnve-
sion to these idle puerilities, may be illustrated by the fact that when he
attended the session of the Redstone Association, in Aaga, he
could not be induced to preach before the outside public, as other mi
isters were in the custom of dgj. Every solicitation of that kind was
declined. On the contng he was willing to discoursene evening in a
private family to some dozen preers and twice as many layniefhis
conduct would be inexplicable on any other supposition, except that
Alexander 6s mott o seems now to have
of which it should readWhere the Scotch Béipts speak, we speak;
and not many of these could be found who went to more wretched e
tremes.

Thomas Campbell, as usual, was the obedient echis son in the
suggestions made by the latter in favor of this arrogant policy ofi-excl
sion” If the father and son had but followed that policy continuously and
consistently, it is not in the least probable that our country would have
been burdened witthe shame and evils of Mormem,d which grew
out of the Di 8& sined their dfluence weuhd ehave |

! Ibid.

% Christian Baptistp. 389.

® Memoir of Alexander Campbellpl. 1. p.454.

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.440

® |bid., vol. 1. pp.449-454,

®[There is no surprise that the author again spouts lies in an effort to discredit those
who believe in the inspiration and sufficiency of the Bible. Mormonism did not come
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been so much circumscribed that their enterprise could have affected few
persons besides themselves and their immediate dependents.

A portion of the winter of 18112 was also devoted to the task of
acquiring the doctrine and the dialect of the Sandemanians in relation to
faith. In a letter directed to Mr. Robert B. Semple in April 1826 xAle
ander informs him that he h@dppropriated onginter season forne
ami ni ng t HThesfacts, hdwgvercas they are set down by his
biographer, show that this was not an entirely correct reminiscence; for,
in addition to his investigations regarding the nature of faith, it is clear,
from what ha been said above, that he also found time to investigate and
accept the Sandemanian doctrine concerning the plurality of elders; to
change his mind about the action of baptism and about the propriety of
infantbaptism; to adopt the notions of the Sandearan of the
straightessect in favor of excluding from the worship of the Church all
persons who were not members of the Church; and to discuss the absurd
proposition to discontinue family prayer in cases where all the members
of the household might notebfortunate enough to relish the fantastic
conceits of the party to which he was now inclined. He had long-prev
ously made the discovery upon which the average Sandemanian was
likely to value himself, to the effect that Sunday is not the Jewibh Sa
bathday;? but it was only during the winter in question, that the isent
ments of himself and the community which he led became so much the
topic of publicremarka®t e x ci t e t h epaidr®pespectto t h .
the Sabbatlh®

Returning to the subject of fajthlexander describes as follows the
method in whth he pursued his investigation:

Al assembled all the leading writers of that day on these su
jects. | laid before me Robert Sandeman, Hervey, MarshdH, Be
lamy, Glas,Cudworth, and others of minor fame tims conto-
versy. | not only read, but studied, and wrote off in miniature, their
respective views. | had Paul and Peter, James and John, on the

from the Disciples of Christ. It came from the mind of Joseph Smith, who stble an
perverted a fiction manuscript by Solomon Spaulding, with the aid of a rtamreyry
preacher named Sidney RigddriEditor]

! Christian Baptistp. 228

2 Memoir of Alexander CampbeNol. 1. p. 347. [ The word #fASabt
Afsevenod i n Hethattreefivst day df the weekdisaatually treeventh
(which is what you have to affirm to call it the Sabbath) is nothing short of idio
ic.0 Editor]

®Ibid., vol. 1. pp.432-435,
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same table. | took nothing upon trust. | did not care for the a
thority, reputation, or standing of one of tegstemsa grain of

sand. | never weighed the consequences of embracing any one of
the systems as affecting my standing or reputation in the world.
Truth (not who says so) was my sole object. | found much ente
tainment in the investigation; and | will nblush, nor do | fear to

say, that, in this controversy, Sandeman was like a giant among
dwarfs. He was like Samson with the posts of Gaza on hi$ shou

Y

derls. o

It would have been nearly impossible for a person of his present
connections and situation, esfady one who was so much lacking in
respect to independence of mind and theological capacity and culture, to
have reached a different conclusion. Here, as at so many other points,
Alexander was the unquestioning slave of his maéters.

In case the represeions made by Professor Richardson ara-co
plete, the revolution which took
became a subject of Sandeman in the matter of faith, began in the month
of October 181 and was completed in the month of March 1812
connection with it he carried forward a correspondence with his father,
perhaps chiefly fothe purpose of showing him deference. The harmless
old gentleman was incapable of rendering any considerable assistance in
his enterprises, but it was in his pow@pffer a deal of resistance in case
he were not duly coddled and conciliated. As on every other oocasio
Thomas Campbell played thelemf a convenient echo. It is surprising
to witness the readiness with which he could repeat at first lus
Sandenanian watchwords & he bare belief of t
affirm, against the convictons of a | ilinvaduntaryne-, t F
avoidable faith o was>”sufficient

In requesting baptism at the hands of Matthias Luce, Alexamder,
due subjectiomo the authority of Archibald ELeanas laid down in his
work stylediT he Commi ssi on of Chri sut ||
| a t tkatit should be performadto the nameof the Father, etc., and

! Christian Baptistp. 228.

2[Again notice that the writer of this bookels n 6t b o t flom Bcrigtuneo wi n
where these conclusions are wrong. He just assumes they are with no justification.
But, we should expect no better of someone whose sole purpose is to spread misi
formation about someorée Editor]

® Memoir of Alexande€ampbelj vol. 1. p.413

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.422

® |bid., vol. 1. p.419,
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notin thename as was then and now usual among the regular [Ba
t i s Mareou®r, it was not his object, in seeking immersion, to unite
with the Baptists of Americ®®n t he cont r &hadnpicd e d
of uniting with the Baptists” Not many months had psed by, ha-
ever, beforghat purpose entered his mind; and in order to accomplish it
he was willing, in the month of August 1813, to violate one of the
leading Sandemanian tenets, and to contrabde teachings of theaf
mouBedl aration and Addr essasorttfy ¢
confession ohis faith, which, if it could now be procured, wouldspo
sibly supply an amount of interesting reading

But he was never at that or any other moment, either by sympathy or
by conviction, a Baptist. In a private letter under d@dtBec. 28, 1815,
more than two years after his Church had been received into the frate
nity of the Redstone Baptist Association, he describes hatisitun the

foll owing ter ms: Alo e(nnSaondermanila
Church government; ... ofahfaith and view of the gospel exhibited in
John Wal kerds seven | ett einsfatas Al

respects baptista.

During the period between the year 1812 and 1820, Alexaeéer r
lapsed into a condition of mere vegetation. In the $846, he was able
toexcteasmat ontroversy byhelawwdibed oures
Redstone Association, where, in keeping with his Sandemanian- princ
ples, he thought the preaching of the gospel was sufficient to produce the
Afbare beliebttbfotaedbtaher ¢f on-e mzs
necessary and reprehensible to persuade men by the terrors of tRe Lord.
He also became to a degree interested in the missionary,’cabid
the; Redstone Association was then prosecuting with some kind-of vi
or.

The year 1820, however, was full of events thgiplied him fresh
incitement, and opened for him a career. The month of April brought him
a newspaper discussion on the question regarding the SAtathich

! Memoirs of Thomas Campbgil. 114

2 Memoir of Alexander Campbeliol. 1. p.439.

3 Ibid., vol. 1. p.440

*Ibid., vol. 1. p.466

[ This isndét stated in Campbell 6s fASer
up compl etely. The ASer mon on Alexanger L a w¢
Campbell: A Collection (Volume @)Editor]

® Christian Baptistp. 17 and p. 72

" Benedict History of the BaptistsNew York 1856, p. 615.

& Memoir of Alexander Campbegliol. 1. p.522
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he embraced an opportunity of settingtfioand maintaining the su
tomary Sandemanian distinctions with much length and logomachy.
The month of June brought him an oral discussion about the action and
subjects of baptism, with the Rev. Mr. Walker of the Seceder Church.
These occurrences servedarouse him from his loagontinued |-

argy, as well as to call the attention of circles to his abilities ag-a rh
torician, which had not previously been aware of his existence.

! [Dispute about words]
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The most important impulse that the year 1820 had in store for Mr.
Campbell was conveyed to him in a doctrinal pamphlet that wlas pu
|l i shed and sent f or trshobNewYork @ity.i S c ¢
This body was, perhaps, pleased to regard itself as, in a certain sort, the
leader of sentiment among the churches of that persuasion in this cou
try. The pamphlet referred to was largely devoted to a treatment of the
design of baptis. It was forwarded, we may suppose, to all the
Sandemanian churches of the immersion observance in America, if not
also to those in the British Islands as well. One of these existed at the
moment in Pittsburg, under the pastoral supervision of Mr. Watteit,
one of the principal ctaborers of the Campbells. A copy was conveyed
to him. The work also fell into the hands of Alexander and his father.
They all perused it with more or less of aviditig;was the subject of a
number of eager conferencesween the tric. Alexander had it on his
mind at the debate witklValker and ventured temploy the position
which it maintained in one of his addresses against the practice of i
fantb apt i s m, asserting that ~Abapti s
the remssion of sirand the gift of the Holy Spirit?

Here was the beginning of a new depre. The document of the
New York Church contains the same view regarding the designpf ba
tism to which the Campbells later gave in their adhesibmas also
publishelbyS ot t in one dhetEeamgmbess ,
periodical which he edited respectively in Cincinnati and Cambridge, O.
The same texts which the sect of Disciples (or Campbellites) are in the
habit of setting forward are produced in thisnmhlet, and handled
much in the same way, in order to support the conclusion that baptism
was designed for the remission of sins.

But Alexander was disposed to approach this business in a gingerly
fashion. It was manifest that the sentiments advancecebyéim of New
York were nothing else than a development ofvieevs expressed by

! Life of Elder Walter Scatby William Baxter, Cincinnati 1874, p. 47.

2[Eagerness]

® Richardson, vol2. p.83.

*lbid.,vol.2.p.20. [ Which, of course, it is, if
the matter (Acts 2:38). Editor]

® Life of Scottby Baxter, pp. 453

67
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Archibald Md_ e a n the father of the 0SS

work entitled AThe Commi ssion of

years in the hands of the Campbells.tiAg place this author declares,

fiTo be baptizedhe remissionor washingaway, of sinsplainly im-

ports,that in baptism the remission of sins is represeaszdally can-

ferredupon the believer. ¥ g o s p e | p r o mhastareughi n ¢

Christodos name, whosoever believe

sins.® Baptism applies attimiacmpr om

plishmento an individual believer, assuring him that all his past sins are

now as really washed awayhaptism by the blood of Christ, as his body

i s was he dHeabo saya A%ito thelecessityof baptism to

salvation, it is no stronger expressed in thessguesg John3:5, and Tit.

3:5] than in some others concerning whtblere is no disputesuch as,

He that believeth and is baptized $hal b e [Mlaakl@& 1616 Thé like

figure whereunto bapti[dRPet324]t ho Bé s

baptized, and [Aas2klép®ay thy sinsdé
But from the manner in which dlLean, in this wadk, guards some of

his utterances, it might be in the power of an opponent to affirm that it

was not entirely warrantable to represent that author as a thepacgd

advocate of the theory of baptismal remission. His Newk followers,

on the other handyad fully, and without much hesitation, taken their

stand upon this dogma. Alexander, however, is considered to have felt

some misgiving as to whether these gentlemen were of canonical a

thority. It is not, perhaps, entirely accidental, therefore, thdtisipub-

lished version of the debate with Mr. Walker, he appears on both sides of

the issue touching the design of baptfsSNevertheless, the question was

not of small concern to him. The topic of the N¥ark pamphlet was

often the theme of remafVhent h €hrigtian Baptish was sent

in the year 1823, it was among the first matters that were put forward for

treatment. In the second number of the periodical, under date of Sept. 1,

1823, an article that bears the marks of careful preparation listpedh

in which the writer confidently takesshstand on the side of the New

Yorkers, and pleads the propriety of the sentiments which wereienunc

ated in their pamphlet of the year 1820. Thomas Campbell, who was not

! See ML e a @dmsnissionedit. 1, p. 133.

2 |bid., pp. 13%132, note A Disciple firm of publishers in Cincinnati, Ohave
republished this work from the third Edinburgh edition. In the year 1871 there had been
five editions of the American reprint.

% Compare Richardson vd. p.20, with vol.2. pp.36-37.

* Richardson, vol2. p.83.
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responsible, and whose opinions coeésily be disclaimed in case any
strong objections were heard against them, was put forward in this way
to feel the public pulsé.

In the month of October 1823, Alexander was engaged in a public
debate with the Rev. Mr. McCalla, a Presbyterian diving/aghington
in Mason County, Kentucky, in which the action and the subjects of
baptism were again treated. Here hewise found courage enough to
endorse the Newrork authorities in his own proper person, by setting
forth the position and the argumentsieth they had employed in their
publication? But he was still so much disposed to hesitate regarding
their canonicity, that his scruples at a later date more than once took him
over to the other side of the isste.

In October 1824, a second advance mwasle towards the prinpdes
which the NewYork Sandenanians had laid down; and Thomas
Campbell was in this instance likewise employed to perform the delicate
task, Alexander being still in a state of incertitude regarding the question
whether it would bequdent and popular for him to espouse their cause.
The article which his father was now employed to write was of twice the
length of that which he had previously produced, and in some respects
more decided.In December 1824, the fathegan engages to kghten
the Apr ofd swspgong twoeandsonpgriancd of vehat the e
New York theologians had laid so heavily upon his own mik@rious
other expedients were devised to keep the point before the public. In the
month of May 1826, a writer whgpears under theom de plumef
Al ndependent Baptist, o who is sus:s
asserts in round terms fithat the
the only Divinely appointed pledge that the blood of Christ has cleansed
thecmsci ence of t h&Tha bissndrid evaststrongly s ¢ |
engaged in that direction, mayso be perceived from occasional-re
erences to the topic which are elsewhere scattered up and down in the
pages of his periodical. Among these, attention magtiteeted to the
more or less covert allusions on p. 94, p. 118, and p. 351, respectively.

In October 1827, he contrives to throw off a portion of his canstit
tional timidity, and to employ in his own person language that, with

! Christian Baptistpp. 1113.

2 Richardsonyol. 2. pp80-83.

3 Christian Baptist pp. 58, 67, 70, 64.
* Christian Baptistpp. 99101

® Christian Baptistp. 115.

® Christian Baptistp. 236
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considerable definitenessgsifies that he had now made up his mind to
become an avowed convert to the New York theory. He, siyder
John Secrest told me, at the meeting of the Mahoning Association, Ohio,
on the 27th ult., that he had immersed three hundred persons within the
last t hree montlimeswhatdi dastke di rhrmemr, s e
replied, he O0i mmersed them into |
their sins. o Many of them were t
who had formerly waited for the baptism of thelyiSpirit in the Quaker
sense of those words. But brother Secrest had succeeded in convincing
them that th@ne baptismwas not that of Pentecost, nor that repeated in
Caesarea, but an immersion i@ faith of Jesus for the remission of
their sins. . . Thus while my friend Common Sense, and his two Baptist
doctors, are speculating on what regeneration is, brother Secrest has by
the proclamation of repentance towards God, and faith in the Lord Jesus
Christ, and immersion for the remission of sins, béenmeans ofe-
generating three hundred in three months, in the proper import of the
ter'm. o

These statements have the appearance of being uttered by a person
who had finally made up his mind to assume a defitgtionand to
maintain it against all wdvmight come forward to oppose him. More
ver, the seed that, since the year 1820, he had been sowing with so much
care and covert art, had already taken root in some quarters. In more than
one section of the country persons who chanced to be under bérdl
were poclaiming the conceit of thed\Ww York Church. During the year
1826, Jeremiah Vardeman had been advocating it in Kentucky, and
professed to entertain a degree of satisfaction in administering the
ceremony of baptism that wasperior to an;hin(ig he had known before
he was rightly instructed in the Ne¥ork theory: B.F. Hall was also on
the same ground, with the same message, in the same year of grace
Adamson Bentley and Jacob Osborne were declaring it to the people of
Ohio in 1827, as well adohn Secrest already mentioned abbkavas
indeed high time for Alexander, if he desired to remain at the head of the
movement, to declare in public his adhesion to the notion of baptismal
remission.

But a number of trials were still to meet him befbeeshould finally
gain his consent to formally announce his acceptance of what seemed

! Christian Baptistp. 381
% Richardson, vol2. pp.287-288.
3 Ibid., vol. 2. pp. 388389
* Ibid., vol. 2. pp.207-208
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long since to have become his favorite tenet. Walter Scott, who in other
years had been his-¢aborer in Pittsburg, was appointed, at its session
in September 1827, dBe missionary of the Mahoning Association in
Ohio. This arrangement had been effected under the oversight and
largely through the influence of Alexander, and he hoped that many
advantages might accrue from it in the way of perverting the Baptists of
thatbody to Sandemanian opinions and custdbms

Notwithstanding the circumstances that Elder Scott had been often
admitted to conferencekat were held touching the NeYiork notion?
and though, as Campbell declares, he had been definitely advised by
Scott to introduce that opinion into the debate with McCalla in October
1823, yet this person, i f  &hmis- ma
tian Baptist) pr i or t o No wendordrived b@e @&y h
practical hold or understanding of that tenet. Nay, when he heard it
promulgated by Jacob Osborne in the early autumn of 1827, it is said to
have struck him with surpriseNot long afterwards, however, he was,
by some agency of kich no distinct account has been given, made
sensible of the meaning and importance of the new depawhreh
Alexander had been pushing ever since the reception of the circular
about baptismal remission, in the year 1820; and he took hold of the idea
with his customary enthusiasm and precipitation. The first discourse that
he delivered in favor of it was not rewarded by any visible resiilts
served thepurpose, however, of rendering him broad awake to xhe e
cellency of an opinion which a number ofHirethren in the vicinity
where he was laboring had been some length of time proclaiming. The
only apparent obstacle in the way of his action in thus going forward lay
in the fact that he was occupying an official relation to the Mahoning
Baptist Associabn, and it was wholly uncertain how that body would be
disposed to regard this flagrant departure from ghaciples of the
Baptist communityAlexander was justly uneasy regarding the issue,
especially since, in case the churches which had employetisGootd
repudiate him, the most of the blame would attach to himself, who had
perhaps suggested this expedient, and selected hidihoagssociate

Ybid., vol. 2. pp.173, 174; cf. p. 206

2 |bid., vol. 2. p.83.

3 Ibid., vol. 2. p.208

It indeed was a departuea departure from false doctrine and rmaade tle-
ories. The author of this book obviously cares nothingHertruth of the Bible, and
would rather try to besmirch those who try to follow the law of Cldrigiditor]

® |bid., vol. 2. p. 209.
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and disciple for the position.

Notwithstanding the manifest perils of the situation for his principal,
Scdt, in the enthusiasm of a new convert, was resolved to press forward.
On the 18th of November 1827, he appointed a meeting at New Lisbon,
Ohio, I n which he announcethe adeatt h
gospeld' Here at his first discourse he secuhési earliest convert; and
this may be set down as in some sort the natal day of the modern Disciple
movement. Before the series of meetings at New Lisbon were co
cluded, Scott had succeeded in persuading seventeen personmto be i
mersed for the remissi@f sins.

This conduct on his part rendered it necessaryiahould make a
speedy visit to the leader of the movement at his residence in Vifginia.
The two friends must have discussed the hazards to which theiprecip
tancy of Scott had exposed their sain Ohio, and the probabilities that
he had effected the destruction
Association from the doctrines which they had hitherto maintaiidu:
situation was indeed critical, and the slightest mishap would have
browg h t upon them extreme disaster
excited to their fullest tension; it was necessary to accomplish the work
of perversion as far as possible before the date appointed for the next
session of the Mahoning Association, in ordeat objections which
might be confidently anticipated should be silenced, or that the party of
opponents might be defied. In this enterprise he was successful to a high
degree; and from the 18th of November 1827, the notion of baptism for
the remission o$ins wagfficially recognized as a part of the faith of the
Disciples.

In January 1828, Alexander got courage enough to lend a helping
hand by commencin a ser i es odhrarsttiicalne sB air
thandéi ent gospel , 0 wonleehad oftheopinimmme s
which hitherto he was in doubt whether he should publicly andoifrev
cably avow. By a very adroit contrivance hskdlful enough in the first
of these to represent John Secrest, a Kentucky preaitiher Stoneite or
Christian paty, as proclaiming this opinion with distinguished success
on the Western Reserve. AEl der J

bid, vol. 2. p.210 and p. 212

2 Hayden History of the Disciples in the Western Resepre3.

®[Bringing someoned s er t o al i gnme mpervenrganything,he B
butrescuingg hem f r om @ an o tnméergospebtisapbergs adccurse frama n
God upon the one teaching it. The author of this book would rather go with the gospel
of man than the gospef €hristd Editor]
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the Brdof November, in my own house, that, since the Mahoniag A
sociation last met, he had immersed with his own hands orddiand
ninety, thus lacking only ten of five hundred in about five modth®r
it is not more than five months since he began to proclaim the gospel and
Christian immersion in its primitive simplicity and img t . 0

This second allusion to the labors of Secrest would be, at that m
ment, a desirable diversion in favor of Scott, by assuring the people of
the region where they were both employed that the latter was not alone in
the innovation that he wgwacticing But at a later time, when Scott
manifested a disposition to claim the most of the credit for the prosperity
and success of the Disciplesd en
casion of an amount of ill feeling. Scott appears to have conceived the
idea thatCampbell was jealous of him, and had inserted the statement
that has been cited with the purpose to deprive him of his just honors.

! Christian Baptist edit. 6, p. 402.
2[Note that there is no reference given here for this faily invention of the
authord Editor]
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Thefounderof the Disciples was highly reticent regarding the nature
and extent of his obligations to the Sandemanians, whether ofthe a
persion or of the immersion observance. The occasions were @mpar
tively rare when he could be induced to reveal hissels in that d
rection. At Chrictian Bapish d h e flated ke mdtto
t he p a3ty agrman onfearth your father, for He alone is your
Father who is in heaven, and al l
important, that, in acedance with this injunction, little should be-r
ported concerning the Sandemanians, who were his own masters on
earth. It was likewise an element of strength in that class of time co
munity whom he had access to, that he should make a large parade of his
int el |l ectual i ndependence,daaumlity s or
with which he was also but moderately provided.

William Jones, who, after the death of ArchibaladlMan, became
the | eaderotafh tBmeti st softie inonersidda n d
observance, abraces the opportunity to disbwml his mind regarding
this clear instance of ingratitude, which was provided by a lettedhe a
dressed to Mr. Campbell on the 16th of March 18BBom the repe-

sentations there set forth,shi ki nd o f Afchil di sh v
the common failing of a number of those churches which, in Ireland and
Ameri ca, had descended from the

fellow of Trinity College, Dublin, for whom, even down to his latest
days,Mr. Campbell felt an extravagant admiration, is sorely chastised
for his crimes of omission at this point. Mr. Jones professes to be able to
prove that Walker owed his earliest impulse in favor of Sandemanianism
to the writings of Archibald MLean,andggii es fit hose i nd
through the pride and envy of their hearts, have scorned to acknowledge
their obligations to the servants of God whose labors have been so useful
to them. o

In America he is particularly severe upon the conduct of the New
York Church, for their neglect to feel any gratitude towards those
Churches in the Fatherland to whom they owed much thanks. Speaking
of the circular which had been sent forth by that organization, in the year

! McCalla, Debate on BaptispBuffalo 1824, p. 124
2 Millennial Harbinger, 1835, pp. 29800.
3 Ibid., p. 299.
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1818, to many of t he prchesnin Englamd i
and Ameri ca, regarding the fAanci
published wunder the title ofe- ATH
spondence betweenh e Chur ches i n Ameri ca
compl ai ns, t hataownthatthoseungividualsthadigeane w e
out from this country, and carried their principles with them, there is not
the smallest reference, in all their narratives, to the source whence they
der i ve dNotdoes ime quite spare the Disciples, reminding Mr.
Campbell that he would not deny that his own churches took their origin
from the AS€otch Baptists. o

In reply to these just complaints, Alexander allows his persdnal o
ligations, but is content to express these in terms of such shadowy ge
erality as in eféct almost to deny them. At the close of the letter in which
these concessions are made, he ac
these acknowledgments for myself and my brethren, | have no hesitation
in saying that there will be found views of the Gliein institution
wholly new; as far as the works of all the schools to which | have alluded
are concerned. This | say not from vanity, nor from pretensions to
originality; but from a conviction, before God, that it is due to all the
citizens imgdom,dnhBurope tindl $\mekica, to state that the
cause we plead is at least something in advance of even the Scotch, or
English, or American Baptists, as | have no doubt will appear to yourself
from a careful examination of the

It must be conceded that he has embraced stems in his creed
which may not be foundih he wor ks of SboiclsBama st
tists. 0 These were i mmediately 1in
emphasis as to defeat the hopes which at one time Alexawmould
seem to have entertained to the effect that it might be in his power to

swall ow up the fAScotch Baptists,
Christian union which he professed to beliewauld in the end destroy
al |l Asect ® by debemding every one of the various

Churches of the Christian world in his own Church. This would have
been a splendid ambition if it had not been supremely ridicdlous.

The most important particular in which he departed from thd-theo
ogy of thei AitS@c owrciht Braptconsi st s |

! bid., p. 298

2 bid., p. 300

® Ibid., pp. 306307.

*[Why is it ridiculous to try simply try to follow Jesus in the one church which He
built? Again, the authoros |d&HKlkr]of con
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dered the Calvinism in which he had been educated, in favor ohArmi
ian sentiments. In the present state of research, it is not possible to
suggest the precise time and circumstances in which Alexanden-acco
plished this change. His biographer is entirely at fault here, and leaves
the reader wholly without information. Indeed, both himself and his hero
appear to have been fresh enough to believe that they were not really
Arminians as long as they omitted to idesite themselves by that title,

no matter how firmly and consistently they might profess and support
Arminian principles. This policy, which after the fashion of the ostrich
leads them to imagine that they are sufficiently concealed by covering
theirlheadn the sand, is one of the most amusing foibles of thei-Disc
ples:

However, it would appear that as late as the year 1811, Alexander
had not yet turned away from his Calvinistic convictions; since in his
notes on the writings of John Walker, made at Heatson, he has set
down, apparently with approval,
chapters against ArminianishHe was likely still in favor of Calvinistic
views as late as the 28th of December 1815, on which date he informed
his uncle Archibald, ira letter addressed tim in Ireland, that he was
flof that faith and view of dewer go
letters to Alexander Knog’

There have been few more absurd hy@alvinists than was John
Walker, and it woud be difficult to embra e  haithsand iview of the

gospeb wi t hout i n some degree parta
absence of more definite information regarding the portion of Mr.
Campbell 6s | ife that | ies betweer

speculate aboulhé date and circumstances of his perversion to Arminian
opinions. We must content ourselves with the simple fact that when he
began to set forth a pri Christidn r ec
Baptist he was already a confofthemed
Calvinists. Thomas Campbell was permitted to retain his Calvinism, but
only as a sort of philosophy, or other attenuated appendage. Inlihis su
limated capacity it would do no great amount of harm, while it might
serve to remind them of the sourchemce they had sprung, and upon
occasion to furnish a bond of sympath wi t 8c atheh ABapt i
case it were deemed prudent at any time to attempt the projetst of e

1t is the doctrine of th@ible that is followed, long before false teachers tried to
label it asArminianismd Editor]

2 Richardson, voll. p.446.

®|bid., vol. 1. p.466
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fecting a union with them.

't must be all owed that Mrviews Cam
suited much better with his theory of baptismal remission, than the
Calvinism in which he had been reared and trained. To discardghe sy
tem of Calvin for the behoof of the Ne¥ork theory, and to embrace
Arminianism in its stead, would at least icate that he had an eye for
symmetry.

A very considerable result of this abandonment of Calvinism appears
in the fact that Mr. Campbell was thereby enabled to deny the doctrine
which he had preached in his early time, that spiritual influences of some
soit must ceoperate with the word before the sinner will exercise faith.
According to the scheme of tie nci ent gospel 0 wh
elaborated, the operations of the Holy Spirit must be confined entirely to
those who are already in a saved estats.rilichboastedrdo salutis
was: (1) Faith, (2) Repentance, (3) Immersion, (4) Remission of sins,
and (5) The Holy Spirit. To the Third Person of the Trinity was conceded
unchecked access to the hearts of believers; but it was not allowed him to
influencethe hearts of unbelievers, and it was sometimes even attempted
to show that the act of faith was such an easy matter that there was no
need ohis assistance in order that it might be effected. Nevertheless, the
leaders of the movement had a deatrotible to explain the ciren-
stance, that, since faith is wholly the result of testimony, some of those
who attended their own ministry should accept the testimony they were
in the custom of imparting, while others of equal or superior capacity for
sifting and weighing testimony would turn unaffected away from it.

This same arbitrary method of dictating to the Holy Spirit what
might be the sphere and limits of his operations may be found in the
writings that the Congregational minister, Mr. W. Cudwpsiént forth
in his controversy against Robert Sandeman, which have already been
mentioned on a previous pag€udworth also advanced, in the same
works, the singular hypothesis that the word of Scripture is the Spirit; a
fancy that was approved and eledted in the welknown Dialogue
between Timothy and Austin, which Mr. Campbetins forth in the
pages tbafr btikheg efir . 0

In the winter of 1811412, which Mr. Campbell appropriated to the

! Richardson, voll. p.427, and vol2. pp.150-163 [The Bible speaks of thedo
state of those who are wise in their own eyes. The author of this book certainly fits
among that numbéy. Editor]
§William Jones of England, in thdillennial Harbinger, 1835, p. 443.
Ibid.
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examination of these issues, the work of Cudworth was one obtkes b

that he studied. Writing to his father on the 28th of March, 1812, A

e X a n d e 1l hageaeadsapoutipAelf of Cudworth this week. Will

give you my sentiments es pecting his péeUuform
happily Professor Richardson has failed teerhshe letter in which his
cogitations about the production of Cudworth are recorded. If that were
supplied, it is possible that a degree of assistance might accrue to the
labors of students in this department. As the writings of Cudworth
cannot be constdd at the present moment, it is not possible to form a
conclusion with any degree of detail as to how far the positions assumed
by Mr. Campbell may correspond to the opinions which that singular
author has enunciated. It is just to state, however, thatCsdimpbell
assures his English critic that he reprobates the notion of Cudflorh.
equally just to add that this same notion is distinctly advocated in the
Dialogue between Timothy and Austin.

Mr. Jones likewise informs us that those persons in Edglam
tookupwi t h t he o pi nhaw,nn podéss oCtuind, wavged h
into Socinanism or Deism, among whom were some of the elders of our
(Scotch Baptist) Chur c h therefobe, thhec c o
immersed Sandaeanians of the mother coup were affected by these
extraordinary conceits touching the Holy Spirit, as well as their brethren
under the lead of MiCampbell in America. And it iurther no secret at
all that Mr. Campbell and a portion of his adherents were mush su
pected of a laning towards the tenets of Socinianism or Arianism. This
suspicion wasroused at an early periodl, even before the Disciples
had entered upon any official church relations with the Unitarian fo
lowers of Barton W. Stone in Kentucky as nay be seen ithe pages
of thefChristianBaptist 6 pp. 50 and 216. For
at great pains to clear himself and his people of imputations of this nature
that were laid against them. After the comprehension of the Stoneite
party in Kentucky, theseuspicionsbhecame more numerous than ever
and it was a tedious task to meet the objections that were excited by that
action.

It is hardly necessary to ransack the literature of the Sandemanians of
Europe for traces of the distinction that was so much &pprand m-

! Richardsonyol 1. p.425.

2 Millennial Harbinger, 1835, p 463.

]l The Unitarians among the fAChristian
New England area, and were not generally found among the followers of Barton W.
Stoned Editor]
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ployed by Mr. Campbell, between faith and opinion, and is the chief
prop of the Plea for Christian Union. Nothing could be more easy than to
fall upon this expedient without the aid of a spec@inselor The 3-
pearance of arrogance which indsi¢em to assert that the confessions
of faith, set forth by various Christian churches, are merely confessions
of opinion® is not an unusual display in the ranks of the smaller sects. In
general, the opinion of Mr. Campbell, touching the meaning of angive
passage of Scripture, was too likely to be regarded as a point of faith,
while the equally careful and honest conclusions of others who, to say
the least, were not less competent than himself, were somewhat haug
tily denounced as unworthy of thiaigh distinction. In the debate that
occurred between himself and tRev. NL. Rice, at Lexington, Ky.
(Nov. 15 to Dec. 2, 1843), he was sorely pressed to declare the point
where faith begins and opinion erfdsut was not able to bring forward
any satisfactoryeply?

Nevertheless, the distinction proved to be practically serviceable in
enabling his people to comprehend within their communion a number of
persons believing in Unitarian and Universalist tefiethp were wil-
ing to promise that they would hold shitem of their faith as a mere
opinion. It was not long, however, until he was constrained to deplore an

unfortunate conditionch f f ai r s, and altsorts afdanp | a
trines, by al most all sorts rmf m
ents.

Thedifferent sects and systems which we have been considering are
extreme, and in several respects fantastic, developments of the principles
of Protestantism, and especially of that principle which assertsethe n
cessity of returning to the Bible as the staddaf faith and action. The
literalism which is an abuse of Protestantism was pretty well displayed
in each of them, and in several instances it became absurd and injurious.

In conclusion, it is believed that the statement with which the present
treatise vas begun has been shown to be true. The Disciples of Christ are

! Christian Baptistp. 216 [The confessions of faith do not agree vétich other,
so therefore they have to be the work and opinions of man; for God does not contradict
Himselfd Editor]

2 Debatewith Rice p. 813

% Debate, pp. 83836.[Satisfactory to whon®® Editor]

*[This is not factually accurate. Campbell wrote against Universalism, and even
engaged in a long written debate with a Mr. Skinner over the issue in the pages of the
Millennial Harbinger. Campbell gave as a reason for preferring the rdisugplesto
describe the followers of Christ the fact that many in New England using the name
Christianwere Unitarians, and he strongly opposed that docofriEelitor]
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the direct descendants of the Sandemanians; it is possibdént out in

the literature of Sandemanianism the source whence Mr. Camgbell d
rived almost everpne of his religious opinionst he ever had an ay#

inal idea, he took pains to avoid giving expression to it in such of his
writings as have been submitted to the inspection of the public.
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It has been said that a grain of wheat or barley, found in the sa
cophagus of an Egyptian mummy, where it had lain dormant many long
centuries, when placed in the earth, germinated, grew, and multiplied
itself many fold. Whether this incident be true or not it is certain that
many seeds are covered with a flinty caseeiovelop which protects
them in a dormant state for years, until they are surrounded by favorable
conditions, when they awaken to life and develop all their germoral p
tentiality. The hi story of t he
pre-eminently true othose seethoughts which, from age to age, have
been sown in the minds of men, and whose ultimate harvests have fu
ni shed bread for the worl dds hun:q
all potencies. The men who speak it may indeed pay the pendtigiof t
lives for its utterance, but the truth they utter lives on to guide the course
of history.

ATruth forever on the scaff ol
Wrong forever on the throne;

Yet that scaffold sways the future,

For behind the dim unknown

Standeth God within the shadow,

Keeping watch above his own. 0

Ailt was during the fiercest dogmatic controversies and the horrors of
t he Thirt yosayseDlr.rPhilip SWaffr in hiEcclesiastical
History (Vol. VI., page 650)fithat a prophetic voice whispered to future
generationghe watchword of Christian peacgakers, which wasn4
heeded in a century of intolerance, and forgotten in a century &f indi
ference, but resounds with increased force in a cemturgvival and
reunion: AN ESSENTIALS UNITY, IN NON-ESSENTIALS LIBERTY, IN ALL
THINGS CHARITY. 00

This famous saying, sometimes referred to St. Augusénd, d-
tener to Richard Baxter, who quotes it, is traced by Dr. Schafuto R
pertus Meldenius, an otherwise unknown divine and author @ a r
markable tract, in which the sentermecuss. This tract, it is believed,
appeared in the year 1627 or 1628. Fifty years later, however, Baxter
guotes it, from another author in the preface to his workildre True
and only way of Concord of all the Christian Churcbésd now, in the
latterpart of the 19th century, two hundred years later, | am quoting this
same great truth in the Introduction to another work, which, | have no
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doubt, offers a far better solutioni@he true and only way of concood
all the Christian churches! o

Here, thenis an admirable illustration of the indestructible vitality of
an important truth, which not only persists in living through centuries of
opposition and neglect, but which manifests increased power over each
succeeding generation. How few there were tmgeize in this stat
ment the germ of a great religious reformation, when it was first fo
mulated and uttered by Meldenlus | n Baxter 6s day
attention as offering relief from the interminable strifes and divisions
with which all pious, trth-loving souls were weary. But it was not until
more than a century later that it gained practical recognition in &3 org
nized movement having for its end the unity and peace of the church.

Indeed, it is quite certain that neither Meldenius nor Baxteepezd
all that was involved in this memorable motto. What they did see, ev
dently, was an utter lack of discrimination, in the popular mind, between
the things which are vital and those which are incidental, and tire co
sequent effort to enforce uniformiéy the expense of unity. As a remedy
for this state of things they proposed the foregoing statement which had
in it the seed of eeformation yet to be. But the seed must wait for genial
soil and favorable surroundings. If either of the men named, afdhg
theologians of that period who accepted this motto, had been asked to
state more specifically what were thghings essentiad,and what the
fithings indifferen©) their answer, doubtless, would have borne the
marks and the limitations of the religi® thought of their times. It was
for another age to develop, more cledahgn was possible at that time,
the right application of this principle to the religious problems upon
which Christendom had divided into hostile camps.

In the early parof the present century, Thoma3ampbell, looking at
the same evils which Meldenius, Baxtand others had seen ane-d
plored, uttered a not less remarkable saying in the memorable words
which he made the battle cry of reforiWhere the Scriptures speak, we
speak, ad where the Scriptures are silent, we are soehhe clear
import of this striking motto was. What is enjoined upon men by divine
authority weshall insist on being observeahd where the word of God
has left men free, we shall not bind them. The phriliggs essential,
had now been interpreted to metng things rquired by theScriptures
and thefithings indifferend were those where thglenceof the Scip-
tures leftmen free to follow their best judgment. In both these mottoes
there is a clear recognition of divine authority, and an equally distinct
rejection of human authority in matters of religious faith and practice. In
































































































































































































































































































