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A way shall ther“ be, and a way, and it shall be called The Way of Holiness:

The wayfaring men, though fools, shall not err therein,
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> Gift of Tongues
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We co not for one moment ques
t on nor -':sk'e. ny that there is such a
giit, for the Scriptures plainly state
that there ix, One might as well
deny ¢ i;f?t:r%: gifts of the Spirit as to
deny tho « t6 of “tongues,” .But I
desire t point out some of the errors
GOLCerLs ‘ii':.e;}. ;‘xrm@m day te“sc}ining
in the myvement kuown as the “Ton-
gua’s M vement.’ Izc 15 well to re-
mambar that all fanatieal movements
have so ne troth; but uwsaully it is
distorted truth and distorted truth is
errol '

Lhe tiest error is that of givieg an
undue cmmphasis and wrowinemee to
the ¢ifs of “tongues;” putting first
what God put last in the order of the
gifts, o 1 Cor 12:28, we find the
aumsricad order of the gifts, given
doulsi2iv, aceording to their relative
vaiur, sod the last mentioned 18 “di-
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or when wa put last what
God pats fivst, or tfirst what God puts

Lma,.e Voo must learn to leave truth
in the place and order that God pucs
1t, tor Uod pats first thing tirtt and
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This 1+ why I do vot make wuse of
the 1 ‘the four-fold gospel”
Says cne, “Do you not believe in the
four-foli goepel?’ 1 would answer,
“Yes, 1 tbelieve in a hundred fold 208

“nen why object to t e term
Bzeawse it plaees the
nea'ing and of the
oming on an equahty with
Uy ot of pf-zr,hm and sanctitica-
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subject cf divime
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the su

tioo—a4 though of equal importance.
While I sm s glad witsess to divine
the gloricus
{is coming, I am percuaded
that it infinitely more important
that mex should be saved arnd sancti-
fied than thit they should be healsd
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cal ills, or accept our view of
s return,  And yet the mul-
titude will seek physical be1lth be-

of physi
our Lord

fore they will holiness of heart,
The seccnd error of the “tongues

ovemerit” 18 in the teaching that all

may heve, and should heve the gift
of tongues. After enunciating the
gitis, Paal raises the question, “Are
all apostizs; are all prophets; are sll
workers of miracles; bave all the gifts

of healing; doall up& k with tongues?”
12:29, 38 ;) Ol courss, that is just
another way of eaying that all do net
have the same gitt. A nd n3 cns would
trach tht al should be prophets, or
when 1t comes to

“the gilts e"‘z'?’ healing? and ‘tongues’ it
that 1f one was just right

5 .f'iz':az:;{ up to their privilege, all
'ed and all should speak
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with toogues. This we deny, and in-
slgh that %t. i3 wholly unscriptural. A-

weil vrge that all should be ‘apostles’
and >t8’ a3 urye that all should

1 ‘prophe
k with tonyues,
t she i!d bz remembered that all
the ft»"?féifa are in the sovereignity of
Ged, snd that ‘all these worketh that
one and the sclirame Spirit. (?ividir(r
to every man severally as HE wiri,”
1 Cor 12:11. '

ﬂ'ﬁir? error, 18 that of
» tongues is the
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insisting
Us‘ the speaking witl
RECOESATY ctff_cmm:shz nent,
dfz’z;fngz of » Pentecostal
This 18 ny t?‘fv’mr 1 the sun in the solar
system needed a tallow dip to Pprove
it 19 in the neighborhood. The Holy

(host bears His own witness, and ein

and evi-
exXperience.

de so is un thoisand differemt ways.

g o o
Ore might as well insist that uanless

tht by my voice I might teach oth-

‘there eame a 3ound from heaven as
of & rushing mighty wind,” and the
‘eloven tongues of fire’ were visible,
and all the other phenomena of the
historie Pentecost were present, the
tloly Ghost had not yet been receiv-
ed. Not enly so, but it 18 not said in
the se

\ ‘enknown tongues, but
as the Spirit
This 1s differ-
he ‘gift of tongues,” in that

tongues,
gave them utterance.”
ent {rom t
iere was no jaterpretor necessary on
the day of Pentecost, “because that
every mau heard them speak in his
and this was the
amazement of the multitude as they
exclaimed, ‘How hear we every man
in our own tongue, wherein we were
T'he exercising of the ‘gift of
@,!w&,yq r-s"q!li'req an interpre-
8 positively forbidden and
prohibited in t”r» mmch when there
'Ii there be no in-
terpreter, let him keep silence in the
1 Cor 14 28,

A fourth error is in the assumption
that the "g¢ift of tongues” is an evid-
ence of advancad spivituality and sup-
erior piety. We would-insist that all
the gifts are on this side of the thirt-
eenth ehzapt&rof 1 Corinthians; that
after enumerating all ‘the gifis, the
Apostle Paunl says, ‘ And yet
unto you a more excellent way,”

gives then, the thirteenth chapter of
1 Lamathwnﬁ Lma indicating that
Perfect Liove is “more excellent” than
any of the gifts. While evidently the
Corinthian c%’m*mh had the “gift of
tongues, it may b2 well to note that
this chureh gave the apostle more
trouble than any other church in
the New Tesbament; that they had
“divisions;” had gone to law “brother
with brother;” had misused the sac-
rament oi the Lord’s supper; had a-
mong them gsoss immoralities, such
a8 was “not so much as named among
the zentiles:? and evicently had mis-
used the gilt of tonguay which ealled
forth the restrictions of the 14:h
chapter in the exerciso of that gift
He said of them in the third chapter
they were "yet carnal; and “babes in
Christ.’ So the “gift of tongues’ a-
mong them did not prove advanced
spirituality aud superior piety.

A fifth error is in supposing thit
any sort of a mysterious gibberish or
Jargon—though not undcmtood by
themeselves or anvone else—is the
gift of tengues. The falsity of this
claim has been disproved by numbers
who have sincerely supposed they
had the gilt of tongues and goue to
t e various miscionary flelds to find

hey could not speak 0 as to be un-
%romod by the natives at all—though
they were sure kefore going the Lord
had given them the language and
called them to those fields. Indeed,
there have been exceedingly few, if
any, of real authemicated cases of the
g1ft of tongues in these latter days.
It should be remembered that Satan
can manipulate our vocal organs just
as certainly as he can any other part
of our being g, as in the case of witch-
craft, sorcery, spirit- rd,ppuw ete, hen-
ce we need to heed the injunetion,
“Belrove not every spirit, but try the
spirits whether ¢ my are of God.© The
spirits of the prophets are subject to
the prophets. F'or God is not the au
thor of eonfusion, bat of peace.

I do not seek the gift of tongnes,
first, because I have that which is
“more exceilent.* and would not know
what to do with the gift of tongues
if I had it. Second, because the com-
mand 13, “Covet’ ua.me:f.at}y the best
gilts,' and the gifc of tongues is not
thn hest. for greater is he that pro-
phesieth ﬂmn te that speaketh with
tongues, exeept he interpret® [I Cor
14:5] With Paul, I had rather speak |
five words with my understanding,
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ers also, that t'n thou-and words
1R an uuknuwn tongue. Kollow

after charity aad desire ‘spiritual

{ gifts, but rather

shew I

that ye may pro-
phesy.” Why should Iseek that which
is inferior ag to its usefnlness, when
I am exhorted to “covet earnestly the
best? Third, I do not seek it because
I could not exercise the same with-
out an “interpreter, and I caunot
afford to carry one with me for the
business. Fourth, because if I should
speak in tongues without an inter-
preter, and without regard to the
restrictions placed upon the use of
this gift, I should » wppear as “a bar-
barian’ and asg nmd to them that
heard me—even as many who ha,ve
claimed to have this gift in these
days. Fifth, besause if I sesk it for
& month and obtain  it, and die to-
morrow, it would be of no longer use
to me, “Whether there be tongues
they ¢hall cease.' T Cor 18;8. I pre-
fer to seck that which “abideth® and
is ‘the greatest.* Amen.

What Wb m ”%Jg& Teach

As there issome misunderstand-
ing as to What we teach, we_ wish
to call the attention of candid, so-
ber-minded people to the true doc-
trine of holiness as we understand
it. We do not teach:

1 That we can .ever get to the
place where we can not be t: mpted.,
If we were never tempted, we
should get beyond the experience
of Jesus Christ, who ‘‘was tempted
in all points, like as we,*’ and who
‘suffered being tempted.’

2 We do not teach that we- can-
not sin. We shall always be Iiable
to sin, therefore John says, “‘If anv
man sin we have an advpcate with
THO Tather” “But “becatterWesare
liable to sin, we are not compelled
to commit it. A manmay be saved
from the sin of taking strong drink
so that he can let it alone, but he
could drink if he wished. So with
any other sin. ‘‘There is a differ-
ence between being able not to sin
and not being able to sin.”

3 We do not teach that we are

free from making mistakes. Free-
dom from mistakes only exists

where there is a perfect judgment.
There is but one being who has a

petfect  judgment,  that is  God
Freedom from mistakes would

make us equal to Him.

4 We do not teach that we can
live so that everybody will think

that we are -living right Even
Jesus could not do that, but was

sight of the church and the world

These are the most common
points where we are misunderstood.
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The Reviewer.

THE Pm()FF’:BSING CHURCH.

A great many students of the bible
are now very much surprised to fiad
out the ‘conditions of things in the
professing church If they believed
what the bible teaches they would
not be surprised at anything these
days. Uadoubtedly we are in the last
days, and pmgE phecy is being so rapid-
ly fulfilled nable to keep
up with what is b.emg uifilled right
bofore our very eyes; and yet there
are good men who are as blind as
bats, who think the church is going
to conquer the world for Christ, and
everyone will be ready before Christ
Think of vt' At
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comes, ad not a verse
the pired word to prove the
truth of ttacir arguments. No wonder

¢ bebold a Church without power,
she hawuw forsaken the plain testi-
mony of the inspired word, and run
after false gods.
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put to death as a criminal in the

p'ain testimony of the inspired word
of God, and, as a consequence, have
lost power with God and men. They
cannol preach down with God and up
with man and expect thoughtful men
to follow them. The average lcyman
knows more about the bible than the
preacier does. Talk about converting
the sinners outside the Church. The
first place to begin is with the preach
ers. There aré many of them who
were never converted, and who lack
power because of that aad absolute
ignorance of what they really believe.
How could they lead a poor sinner to
the cross! They actually hinder sin-
ners from being saved. Do you sup-
pose the Holy Spirit is going to use
such stumbling blocks to savs the
lost?

Another reason why the church
has lost power with God and man is
this: the preachers backbone has dwin
dled down to the vanishing point. It
is true that we still have some grand
preachers—giants, like we could men-
tion, heroes and noble men—but alas!

tbeir number is growing less, What
we nced in praachers and laymen is
more courage, more backbone. I would
vather have a backbone as large as a
telephone pole and a head as small as
a peanut, thwn to have a backbone as
small a8 & peanut and a head as big
a8 a barrell. That statement, not long
since. was made before a lot of preach
erd and they all said ‘amen.’ Tell me
what professors over in  Germany
kuow about the bible, can any one
telll What does a man who has never
teen born again know about the
bible? Not huw—-——

The Church is-simply reaping what
sie has sowed. You have only to look
around a little and learn that she
will have to get back to first things
again, and put first things first. Dr
Bonar once said that we look for the

church and we fiad it in the world,

and we look for the world and’ we
find 1t in the charch. But the sheep
kuow where to get feed. When men
like Bonar, Spurgeon, Moody, Morgan
G psy Swm th, Chapman, Torey, Ea.ton
MacArthur, and hosts of others arise
to preach, the multitude crowds to
hear them gladly., They feed the
sheep, that 18 why these men hav-
ot been a tinkling symbol and a
rounding brass. I'ne multitude is hun-
gry for ilic gospel and most of the
ministers give them a stone.

Many sermons that are heard from
the rodern pulpit are lacking in pow-
er to grip the conscience, to move the
aflections or to mould the will. This
15 often because the preacher, almost
lnvariably, assumes that his whole
audieces is made up of genuine Chris
tians. And this assumption grows out
of the most plausiole and popular de-
ceptions of the day. It is known as
‘The Fatherhood of God and the Bro-

therbood of Man. This sounds nice,
but itis an awful falsehacd. God is
the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ,
and He ig our Father in Him, but he
18 never representad as the Father of
all men without distinction, Our Lord
said of certain men, ‘Ye are of your
father the Devil,” but h> never hint-
ed at the umversal Fatherhood of

God.

There is a Fatherhood of God to-
wards the family of faith and ticre s
a trae brotherhood among -t all that

have been born of God. Outside of
that God is creat)r of all men and
things. This sharp dist nction is sel-
d‘{om made 1 these days of supcri{ie;m

hinkiog and fl ippart feeling. A wo

man muy create a picture on a canvas
but when her child is born he is the
repreduction of her life. Man, as m«n
13 God’s creation, but man as redeem-

ed and regeneratad, is a divine repro-
du:tion.

God crest:d, arranged sustiins and
directs all tuings in Hxs «0n. When

| Her ministers have forsaken the|God revcaled His mind and heart to

-

man through His Son. Jesussaid. He
that hoth seen me hath seen the
Father also. The only begotten Son
who is in the bosom of the Father,
He hath lead him out. In harmony
with this usiform method of the ine
vicible God vttering Himself through
His Son, when “edmuptaon was to be
accomplished it, to, was entrusted to
the Son. God was in Christ reconcile
ing the world unt» Himself, not ims
mutmb their trespasses unto them,
The work of Christ in man‘s hehalf
18 ths work of God. No man, there-
fore, can reach God, except through
His Son.

To seek Godapart from Christ is
an 1mpossibility unless th> bible is in
error. When men begin t> turn over
a new leat, t> be men, ‘to do good, to
cherich high ideals,” to get a vision of
God and duty,’ to become religious,
and all that kind of thing, they are
acting like fools: They refuse to ack-
nowledge their sins, thay ignore the
only Oae through whom forgivness
can come, they turn their backs up-
on thy only manifeststion God has
made of Himself; There is no other
name under hzaven given amongst
men whireby we must be saved.
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I am a great believer in strong
doctrinal convictions I do not be-
lirve that a 'stalwart Christian life
1s any more possible without them
than a vigorous body is possible
without bones. But a man that is
all convictions, and no sympathy
and humanity is a kind of theolo-
gical skeleton good to study anato-
my by, but good for nothing to
tc reach out a helping hand to the
lost, or go to the ends of the earth

with the message of salvation.—
oel, |

THE BETTER WAY.

It is botter to spend time and strength

in setting things right than in grumbling
and growling because things are wrong,
And yet, how many there are who fail to
see or pursus this better way., What a
pity! How much better, smoother, hap
pier things would move in the home, in

the church in the neighborhood, if only

everybody would discern and pursue this
better way.

Did any one ever hear or know of any
good coming of grumbling? Whose burden
did it ever lighteu? Whose loss did it ev

er restore? Whose disposition or whose

bealth did it ever improve! What hungry
mouth did it ever feed, or what naked
vody did it ever clothe? And yet some
men and some women will persist in grum
bling, grumbling! Alas! what a waste of
time and tongue!

Oa the other hand look at that cheer
ful, sweet-spirited soul.' She persists in
not permitting a word of grnmbie to es
capo her lips. She has troubles, mishaps,
and aggravation, plenty of them; but
amid it all she pursues the even tenor of
her way, speakes kindly, says it might be
worse aud thus spends her time and
strength not in growling and grumbling,
but in making her home as bright and
cheerinl as possible,

And what a haven of reposs that home
is for her tired husband when ho roturns
his hard daps toil amid the heat
and dust, or from the nervous strain of
the perplexing, voxatious duties in his of
tice, How the sunshine of that home re
{revhes his soul and gives new life and
strength to his body! How it chaeers him
with the assurance that it is not onmlya
daty but a positive joy to toil day in acd
day out vo sustain such a howms q}s‘,he has,

from

But, says one, if some people could not
gramblo they would die. Well, if there
are such psople they had better die. It ig

better for such to die than to live only to
grumble,

It is a great sin for chem to

h constantly harassing and worrying the
life and soul out of good people by their

s everlasting grumbling -—Seleeted




