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ALLAN 1, PIILCITT.

Tho following leticr will explain
itaetf :—

Rev. A. B. Pmicewrr—Dear Sir and
Bro.,~1 gladly avail mysell of your
courtcous offer to ohtain for we some
information as to what the Dieciples
understand to be tlie naturo of the
rolation betweon baptism and tho for-
giveness of ~ine. [t ofton bappeus
that the eame form of words cover
vory different viows. My qucstions
aro thoroforo shaped to elicit with pro.
cision, if that is poesible with so difli
cult a theme, tho real distinction bo-
tween tho viows held awong you and
tho Baplists.

1. Is *baptiem for the remission of
gins" undorstood to imply that baptism
actunlly contributes toward sccuring
romission, or it in any degreo a condi-
tion of remissiond Or, on tho coutrary,

2. Is Yldor leano Lrrott's etatoment
i the Amorican Supplement to the
Enoyeclopedia Britaunica, viz.: *To
the believing penitont thoy regard
baptism ae conveying the divino ns-
suranco of the forgivonces of sins”; is
this statemont all which tho Disciplea
boliovo concorning tho relation of
Laptism to forgivenoss ?

Forgivoness and assurance of for.
givonces aro plainly two thiugs, ono
the act of God, the other a feeling of
mayu. Would some Disciples hold that
baplism is meraly a way of conveying
assuranco that ono hias been forgiven ?

8. 1f any hold tbat bLaptiem does
anything toward securing forgivonees,
is in any degreo a condition of being
forgivev, how is Laptism fitted for that
sorvico ? Or do thoy take the Word
of God for it, without any attompl at
oxplanation ?

(a) Becanze bepiian sets fortlyin a
vivid way the fact of tho atoning work
of Christ? Aud if thus is the proper
account, doos baptism convey assur.
auco othorwiso than as a lext which
exproases the same facta might do the
samo offico? Orisit

{t) Becanse the divine appointmont
of baptisro to the oflice of conveying
assuranco of formivencas haw attached
a mysterious eflicacy to the ordinance ?
In other words, is A sacramentaliet
aotion held ?

(¢) Or ia 1t because baplism is an
net of submission and cbedienco 20
defiuito and completo that it amountas
to an outward and formal acceptance
of Jesus as Lord, that it may eervo to
coOnvyoy assurancod ?

Oa this supposition, tho mssuranco
of forgivencss, as many Baptists bave
learned by experience, is deopened
with strictest moral fitnosa when dis-
obedionco is abandoned, Aud forgive.
ness ought not to be looked for so
long as disobedicucs is the habit of
tho soul. Bul this view excludes all
ayatio valuo iu baptiam, It does not
contemplato its ¢flicacy as duo merely
to tho divino appointment, but the
divino appointment as due to the fis-
ness of baptism, to sorve as an act of
fina} and open subimssion.

I would not be surprised to learn
that the pointa abovo rawed have not
been év generally considored a3 to
securo geueral agreement aboat them
among the Dieciples, As to some of
thom, tho same stato of facts oxista
among Baptists, whilo at to otharg of
thom tho Baptist avswer would Le
prompt, and hardly tho same ns that
which, as 1 suppose, tho Disciples
would give. Dut I wish to cscapo from
the rogion of supposition, and henco
await with deep interost tho answers
which you may bo ablo to furnish, 1
do not wish eitlier 1o wagnify or %o
minimizo differouces, but only to ae

ceriam tho facta, You moay bo asaured
that no improper vr unfriendly use
will be made of the mformation you
can supply. If, in addltien to the
written answers yon seok for me, you
can refor meo to somo of the more im.
portant among recent printed state.
ments, or statoments which serve
acceptably at tho preaent time to the
rreat body of Dieciples, this will bo an
additional sorvice of no smal value, 1
would hike to bave thoso slatomonta
nccessiblo to our studonts. Yours very
truly, F. IE, Jouxsoy.

‘rozer Theological Seminary, June
24, 1890.

Tho sywmposinm which is submitted
belnw will- Lo found to fully cover theso
questions, I way, with propriety per-
haps, add a fow words without any
Iretonco at an olaborato anawer. Theso
questions have a decidod icological
drift.  Thoy aro framed by o man who
Lolla an jmportant chair in Crozer
Theological Seminary, o leading Bap.
tist institution. They como from a
good motive nnd aro oxhaustive and
searching. Duttho lcadors among tho
Iuseiples havo not beon, nor havo they
aspicted to be, theologiane,  They lhiave
in fact looked somowhat askanco at
theology in the current uso of that
term. Thoey try, howevor, to under.
stand and toach tho Word of Ged,
Whatever is oxpressly laid down thera.
in, or cleatly implied, for our obsor.
vauce and instraction, is held to bo
cssential. Tho Now Testament docs
not explain how baptism ** coutributes
toward scouring romission of sine,”
The philosophy of it is nowhere set
forth. It is very natural that we
shionld try to form somo theory about
it. Aud there are wany hints and
suggestions in tho Word of God that
theow a partial light upon i, The
following papers will ehow an cutiro
agrecment as to tho design of baptism
-=that it is in order to tho romission
of sins. The explanation of why this
is w0, or exactly in what sense it w
true, is to somo oxtent A matter cf
imfertnes.  Awnd oveu uwpon this poivt
thoro will be fotind to exist a tolerabls
harmony, Dut alter all, this phase of
tho question is relegated to the domain
of private opinion. It must not be
thought strange, thon, if leading mon
show somo difforouces in thoir treat.
ment of it.

1. There is mort certainly & uni.
formity of viow umong us on Dr,
Johnsou's first quostion, namely,
“That baptism contributes toward
securing romisaion, and ie & condition
of remission.” YWe licld that no other
view of thia ordinance can possibly be
harmonized with the uttcrances of the
divine Word upon tho subjoct. Aud
with Lhis viow wo do not believe any
passago of the New Testament to bo
in copflict. Baptism liolds » prowi-
nent placo in the account of New
Testamont couversions. It is om-
bracod with singular cmpliasis iu the
great cominission. That it is A com.
mand enjoned Ly the head of the
chureh upon all ponitent beliovers is
as clear a3 anything cau be. If the
langaage in Acts ii. 38 dves not place
baptism in the samo calegory a3 faith
and ropontanco, as a condition of
remission, then tho passayge has no
dircet meaning at all.  I'eter was
aurely not nsing langnago on this im.
portaut occasion to concral his ideas.
Ropontanco and baptiem horo staud
or fall together as prercquisites of
pardon. lqually so tho faith implied
in the question which the threo thou-
gand asked. We would not hold, of
conrse, that baptism has the same
rclation to Christian charactor and a
redoomed life in an absoluto scuso ns
faith aud repentancs. Daplism is au
ordinance pure and swuple, and has

only a rolative valuo. Faith and re.

peutauco sra spigitual states and pos.
scss an indopendent and absolate
fmportance. DBaptiem {3z important
becauso Christ has enjoived it—it has
no importance in any other relation
to thio Chiristian life than that in which
1le has placed it

2 As to the doctor’s sccond ques.
tion, there is au implication that might
lead some iuto error. It reada as
though DBro. Lerott was in dieagree.
mont with his brothren. Any ouvo
familiar with his writings would have
no reason whalover to suppose such
to bo the case. It would have been
woll. perhaps, il Lo had boon a iittlo
more elaborate in his arlicle in tho
Eneyelopodia Britanoioa upon the
point.  Tho launguage is wnusual
among us in the tredtment of tho sub-
ject.  That “baplism conveys the
divino assurance of the forgivencas of
aina” is certainly not out of harmony
with tho idca that it is also a condi.
tion of forgivcness, Tho same may
ba eaid of faith aod repontance. As
pardon is eonditioned upon thoso, thoy
may be, to thoe one conscious of their
posscesion, an assurance of forgivencas,
sineo God Las promieed forgiveness
upou their exorcise In this way also
baptismn is an assuracce, beeauso for
givencss in tho Now Teatament is, in
some scnse, wado contingont upon it
The Gospel poiuts out to tho sinner
Liow Lo a7 como back to God through
tho atoning merits of Cbrist's deatl,
These conditions all onablo him to
appropriato the wmorey of God in tho
forgivencsa of his sins, and thus may
be said to bring also assurance of for.
giveneas. Thoy do so simply because
wo beliove that God will do what Ho
has promised whon wo do what He
hins required. 1 do not beliove that
Bro. Errett used this phrascology in
auy other since.

8. As to the third queastion, it may
be doubted whotlier our literature will
Afford Any cleaf ahd oxbafitlve answer
upo1 which oll would sgreo. Wo say
siinply that baptiam doos somothivg
towarde seouring romiesion becauso
Clirist commanded it, mads it a condi-
tion of entranco into His Church, and
when we submil to it we are con.
scious of baving oboyed Christ. There
aro many thinge suggested by this
ordinance which wo commonly point
out, ag for instance ;—

{a) It beautifully symbolizes & death
to sm and a rémercclion again to a
new life, N

) It pointa to the death, buriat and
resurrection of Christ by which our
salvation from s was made possible.

(¢) It symbolizes tho washing away
of gin,

(d) It ie the opeu and publio way in
which wo signify that our relations to
tho world are broken off, and that we
hoacolorth desire to walk with Christ,

(¢} It i3 a part of the now birth,
“ Ixeept & maa be born of reater and
of tho Spirit” ote, Whatover may
finally be decided upon as the teuo ex:
ogesis of {lns passago, wo hiavo always
Lold that the word *water’ here had
roferonco o baptismy It so, it places
the mattor i a very clear and nnmis.
takable light.  We do not offer these
things in explavation of tho question
how Laptism goes towanl sccuring ro.
misgion. It is pot rovealed how it
does 0. Wo find it in tho Word of
God, and 1asist upon it siraply beeause
wo find it there. \Wo do not wako 1t
identical with regencration as is often
nlteged. It 1% simply tho consummat.
ing act by which wo becomo mombors
of tho body of Christ, which is the
I

Under (8) the doctor has suggestod
threo ways in which the efficacy of
bapiisin may be oxplaived. I am not
myself oxactly cloar as to tho meaning

of some things Lo has lore sct down,

The fiesl quostion () would, perhaps,
be accepted by some and rejested by
othors, The second (&) would bo
niterly rejectsd. Thoe one undor {¢)
would bo accepted, with somo reserva.
tion a8 tn tho uso of tho words * mys-
tio valuo ™ of baptiem. Wo scoa fitress
in baptism ag an *act of obedicnce,
definito and complete,” yet wo insist
upon it not for that, but beeauso it is
acommand ; but wo would not consider
that equivalent to attaching a wystio
valuo of baptiem. Bat onough, I
gladly givo way lo others who cau
spoak moro authoritatively upon this
subjeet.

Dgar Bro. Pmirvury,=—In compli-
aneo with your requost, I submit the
following as my aunswor to Prof,
Johneon’s quoations :—

1. I understand that bLaptisiz is o
condition of tho romission of sins ; and
that it *aclually contributes toward
scouring romission” by being ono of
the conditions on which this blessing
is grented.

2, Tho statoment quoted from Isaas
LErrott doos not convey " all which the
Dixciples Leliove concorning tho ro-
lation of baptism to forgivences' ;
neither was it intended by him to con.
voy all that he Limsolf belioved, ns 1
learn from his othor writings. Bap-
tism convoys tho divice sssuraucoe of
forgivonoss of sius, simply and only
because, when tho pevitopt boliever is
baptized, ho bias tho assuranco of God's
proraise that his sins are forgivon.

8. Wo do not pretend so say, or to
know, “how baptism is fitted for that
sotvice.” I Christ had appointed any
other act in tho place of Laptism, it
would have setved to us tho eame
purpose.

I do_ not accopt nny of the views
auggested undor {a), (4}, (¢). While
baptism (a) doos symbolizo the burial
and the resurrection of Jesus, it docs
not, 80 far as I can see, **sot forth the
atoning wotk of Chirist” Wo hoattily
repudiato the idea (U) that any * mys.
terious oflicacy” 1a attached to the
otdinsuee, or that it Lins \hio sacra-
mental virtue aseribed to it by Roman.
wta, The “outward and formal ac-
ceptanco of Jesos as Lord ™ (¢} takes
pluce in tho publio oral confession of
Christ and not in baptism. DBaptism
i that particular “act of submission
and obedienco” in which God for
Christ's sake forgives the sins of the
ponitent beliaver.

I do not azo that I can make my
meaning clearcr by adding otlior words,

Fraternally yours,
J. W, McGarvev.

Lexington, Ky., July 14, 1800.

I do not us¢ tho words, ** Baptism
ia for the rowmiesion of sing,” firat, be-
cause thoy are not found in tho Now
Testamont, and, sccoud, becauso they
aro liable to ¢onvey a false idea.

The oxpression would bo nuderstood
by many to set forth tho idea of * bap.
tismal regonoration "=—a thought not
found in tho Word of God.

Tho nearest approach to * Baptism
is for tho remission of eins” in the
sacred writings is Actsii. 88, “ Repont
and be baptized, overy ono of you, for
tho reraission of eins.”

This languago from the New Tosta.
mont teachies that ropontance aud
baptism for romission. Bat ovon this
is o partial presentation of the doclrine
of tho passage, beeauso in tho stato.
ment hero wado thero 18 an mnporiant
omission. Simon Peter comwanded
convicted mon to “ropent and bo
baptized, in the name of Jesus Christ,
for the rewission of sins” Tho full
and accurato propositionnl statemont,
as contained in Acts ii, 88, therofore,
would bo that repentance and baptism
in the namo of Jesas Christ aro for
thoe remission of sins

Itis clear from this aud other lan.
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guage in tho Now Testament, that
baptism i3 in somo manner connectod
with pardon. The ordinance seoms,
wmorcover, to bocounected with forgive-
ness a8 a condition precedent,

This does not mean thal thare ia
such A councotion botweon baptism
aud reiaission that every person who
is not baplized is nceesaarily lost
Tbis would bo the case if baptiom
wero par se a coudition of salvation,

Baptism, preceded by an ovangoh.
cal repentance aud faith, is & condition
ol the remission seourod for overy man
by our Lord's voluntary death on the
cross. Baplism, to such a person as
is boro described, is & positiva point
to which an iutolligible and tangible
assurauce of personal acceplance is
received. Baptiam is an open and
formal proclamation, or confession, of
faith in the Son of God aud of surrender
to Him. [t may not be certainly
known why God tbrough Carnist lias
made this eppointment; but that Heo
has catablished this order is ovident.

Thoro ie alto an apparent appro.
priatoness in placivg Laptism where,
in tho Now Testameont teaching, it 13
located,

The gospel finds man in a stato of
robellion. Ile is ougaged i fightiog
againat God, The moast Iigh demonds
an unconditional surrender. “Chia
wag, and is, the demaud which God
makes of all men through Jesus Christ
our Lord, The Gospel of the Sop of
God is a proclamation of emnncipa.
tion from sin and deliverszeo from
condomuntion ou tite sale coandition
that really, truly, aud in fact cach
person, having roached tha years of
accountability, doos for himself recog.
nizo that all authority in Leavsn and
on oarth bolougs to J esus of Nazureth.
To practically recognize this fact 1x to
unconditionally sarreader to Him who
is King of kings, Lozd of lords.

At tho moment of this surrondor,
whyich is an oxpepiancs of. tho intelloct,
tho affections and the will, an affair
within and vot without the rehel ; at
this fnstar{ tho act of pardon takes
2lace in the mind of Him who alone
cav forgive sius, Buf of thisgracions
decreo tho penitent must romain, cer-
tainly to somo oxteut, ignorant, since
bo knows not the true state of his in-
tollect, bis affections, Lis will.  * *Tis
a point I long to Anow,” must be tho
oxpreasion until eome iudubitable,
1ome divinely appoiotod test ia ap.
plied.  Tho man of thought, anxziouns
as to his standiog iv tho presence
of {ho Omniecient Judge, is sup-
posod to soliloquize: Do T think
right about God as o roveals Him.
gelf in tho porson of Jesus of Naza
reth? Do I love Himx as I ought to
love Him? Do I feol right toward
Him? Dol really submis to Flim?
Am Lin fact obedient withia to Him
who claims to possess all authority ?
Do Lan very deed recognjze His right
torule in, to roign orerme ? If I am
in this stato of mind and leart, God
will, without doubt, deal graciously
witl: mo: but am I in this eon.
ditiou ?”

At this juncture, baptima is pre.
sented as the divivoly ordaiued test,
Obedienco to tho command, ** Bo bap.
tized,” teots as nothing elso doos, as
nothing elso can, tho utter and abso.
tuto surronder of tho soul to the Lord
Josus,

\Viiy shiould tho ponitent believor Lo
baptized ?  Simply aud only because
the Bon of God requires it. Thoro is
so far as I know, no wyatieal, no mys.
torious, no wmagical, etlicaoy in Dbap.
tism. Nor is it a meroe rite. The
very. goniug of Christianity forbida
mero zites ; honce also tho fetish idoa
of baptismnal regeueration.

* Baptisw for roraission of sins,” it
tho expression is permissible, in juati.

fication by faith, In Laptiamn faith is at
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