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ants. Aswe look at the impocing and compli-
eated orgamizations of most ot the other denome-
inations, we are irresistibly led to ask, Why the
Baptists showd limit them elves to so wimple and
apparently inefiective a constitution 2 Have we
pot lost i power and dignity?  Have ae et
+ pacriticed our hiehet efliciones?
sy simple an grgunzation, vesign all hope of
ocenppmg  any great TI““ wm the
development of the future 2 B not sneit a bosc.

fy compacted body ilk adaptod to all tim s RTINS

eiycumstances, and must ik not eften suffer 4

eompetition with e more  highty organired |

bodic s of other denommations ?

e yeason why we bave adopted such a forei
of chisch government i simply that ve g
1o the New Testament,  We have not adopted
it as the wost desinad le, or the
Lumanly speaking, tha we believe it has justitiod
itselt even in these particalurs: hot we
accepted it as the New Tostament tvpe of the
chuich frons which we have no right to deviate,
We have not tied, as most of the other denoitie
{nations have confessedly doae, 10 develop the
New Festanent germ into 4 mere perfecy form,
pat have contented onrselves with trving o ree

Bt premising,

produce, as lay as possible, the New Festanunt |

church itself Other denominations, believiog
that the New Testament gives us only the
enbryvo of @ churel, and not uis final form, have
gone on developing that  embivo into
presomt organizations.  Very few of those bodies
would claim that the original church hore any
closer resemblance 1o their present forms than
the seed bears to tie fully-expanded fower; but
they would, most of them  <Lim that the de
velopment 15 th srolv nataral  and  legitimate,
Even the Roman Catholics. with their hierarchy
rising tier upon tier —priests, bishops, cardinals,
popes—would without doubt seek i the Fible
(tho hardly in the New Testament alone) the
justification of their entire development,

But we do not so read the Seriptures. We do
not discover i the New Testament a germ to be
developed, but a model to he copied.  Discover
ing no relation of mutual dependence of churches
there, we have established none onrse'ves.  We
find, for instance no relations betwe'n  Rome
and Antioch, or Corinth and  Jerusalem. except
those of friendly intercounrse and co-operation
Also, perceiving in the New ‘Testatient simply
two officers, and those confined entirely to a
single church, with no anthority over or relation-
ship with any otier, we have followed the Bible
lit-rally, and have only pastors and deacons

But some of my readers will remind  me that
the New Testament scems to speak of more than
two orders, deacons, elders and bishops.  These
three words certainly occnr; but there are indis-
putable reasons for believing that two of thesey
three names belong to one and the same office,
A bishop in the New Testament is not the lofty
personage he s om the moderm world, a man far
above lis fellow Chiristians by virtue of his office,
and exercising an anthority over many subordin
ate ministers and churches,  That has all been im
ported into the Word i later times A hishop
the New Testament i simply a pastor, with no
authority as far as we can docover, more than a

simple Baptist pastor possesses today “n elder
is the same man und v oo different narie. as can
be | y seeth Lo \ots XN: 17, 28;
Titus i 7. The nune bishop is Greek, and

designates the office on the side ol its duties; the
name prestvter, or elder, is Hebrew, borrowel
from the synagog, and designates the office 01
the side of its dignity.
had constituted two different offices, we  have
every reason to believe that when in 1 Timothy,
i, Panl was enumerating the church officers awd
giving them advice, he would have enumerated
both offices. He does not do so, however, but
simply speaks of bishops, without mentioning
clders at all, because they were precisely the
same.
With that tendency of human nature to read
our own views into the Scriptures, some of our
friends in other churches say they discover
in the New Testament traces of lt?eparntion of

the single office into two subseque: We have
not spectacles clear enough to distover any such

o we ot b’

rebhigions |

hae !

their

If presbvter and bishop |
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! trazes  Nav, more, we 30 down taa wach ater
L P an the New Teostamem, wal still we find

touly bishops and deacons, and these chosen in
tminh the same way that we believe they were
choen i New Testament tim 3. and that we
ehonse them now in our oan churches. A pas-
sage in 4 Lment's Epistle, abont oo A Do.is of
yreat value on this paint; Adoiph Harnack, who
is the Loading anthority in Germany today s his
“department, wakes this conment wpon it It
# Cearer han day that there were only ve
wlers in the clergy at that time, hishops equival-
ut 1o preshyters and descons.”
© o Phie ord ot of deacons probably eriginated with
Al «oven appointed ap the suggestions of the
Cavostlos, as telated i Acts vic b, altho we
mast remember that these are never ca'kd
tadsuecas in the New Testament.  8till, it would
“woem hat the work of o dercan, or helper, was
hotrs, und so it is gewerally agreed  that the
ouder arigimated then,  Very few allusions are
Cenade 1o this office in the New Testament  In
Dbl £, they are named with the bishops, and
s constituted the officers of the church, whom
D Panl greets m the opening of his letter; and in
ct i dii8-r3 the qualibications of the deacon
wiven in connection with those of the bishop
The objection which  is  sometimes  urged
“wirvinst our literal inecpretation of the command
fo hiptize, that 1t is pot practicable in all climates
ard conditions of men is urged in moch the same
L §orm against one literal imitation of the New
i Testament teach ngs upon the subject ot church
. organization, that it is not adapted to all the
varving cireumstances of the church in the world,
+ Bat this ohjection is practically answered by onr
history.  We may hive lost something in dignity
T and nupressiveness, hut nothing in real efficiency
We cantot hope to make that impression upod
the senses of u e that the Roman, the Greek and
other churches muke with their showy forms
and richly robed officials: but it is a guestion
whether they have not sacrificed by their show-
mess the real efficiency which we have preserved
by our simplicity
Buo it will be asked, Dy we not lose efficiency
| by the lack of a cemral authoritv 2 Do we not
suffer from  irrepressible  corflicts  between
churches, and from scandals in the church which
we are powerless to comrol?  Without any
supreme  authority, are mnot the individual
churches liable to great excesses in doctiine and
m conduet 2 All these dangers would seem to
threaten a donomination whose parts are so
loosely joined tigether and over which there s
no presiding head or authority.  The sim le fact
is, however, that no denomination maintains
betier disciphine over the conduet and teaching
of 1ts members, none is less afflicted by irrepres-
sthle scandals, none less by false teaching.  Our
only jower is that of brotherly admonition and
rebuke; but itis all-powerful A church which
teaches false doctrine is disfellowshipped, and
few churchies have beea able to endure that
reproach,  Papal bulls and the edicts of other
churches have no more power than the simple
| vote of one of oor Associations to withhold its
fellowsiup from a chureh in error.  Such
| churehes stand a httle while like sulky children,
but are soon bathed in tears of repentance or else
dishand and disappear.  Altho we cannot dis-
ciphine a mivister tor preaching false doctrine. no
winister is able to staud long in onr palpits and
teach contrary to the truths we hold dear. He
does not need to be cut off; he cuts himself off
ir wm us and gees where he finds thuse with
whom he can agree.

Instead of believing our simple organization ill
adapted to cope with the varyiog circumstances
of the present and of the future, we believe it is
the -least handicapped of any of the church
organizitions, and enters npon the future with
| the tullest adaptation to the spirit of the age and
| with the highest range of possibilities. That
organization which seemed so little like the
| systems of government in the first century of the
| Christian era in which it originated, so litttle like
| the plex organization of the R Empire,
and thercfore so liable to be crushed under the
heels of tyrranical power, was found to have
more life than the great Empire itself, and has
outlived its ruins. Aud now, in the nineteenth

century, ihis organization which sprung up nine-
teen centuries ago, seems 40 us to be adapted as
| no other 1s 10 the neeas and spirit of the age. It
is au age that bas already largely discounted
Ueverythiog ot veal wordh,  We care not much
Dfor vitles A great commoner in England, Wm,
. Cladstone, possesses a dignity which no title
of wobil ty contd confer, and our own land refuses
to recognize the value of any hereditary title
whatsover, and allows none of her citizens to
©to wear one, In other churches little men may
ohtain a fictitious worth by titles and embroid-
ered garments and may have rule over brethren
far abler thau thomselves,  In Baptist circles no
man cann have any power over another, and his
only title must spring from the regard whicn his
worth and abilities confer.  If any brother pos-
sesses a pre-ciin ne o in saptist eircles it must be
simply because he s desmed worthy of it, for he
can never have such pre-eminence thrust upon
him unworthily by an tmposing title.  In an age
that is advancing with rapid strides toward pure
democratic principles, in an age that is discount-
ing everything but real ability, that calls upon
men, more and more, to staud for what they are
and dozs not allow them to be labeled by some
fictitious badge—in such an age what can be!'er
| be adapted to a place of influence and power than
this simple church polity which puts every man
up.n ius own merits and makes every man’s
position in the cenncils of the church to be that,
and only that, which his abilities and his piety
entitle him to? If democratic principles are
more and wore to win the day, then this demo-
cratic church organization will be far less ouc of
place in the future than those organizations
which are built up with high-sounding titles,
worn often by the least meritorious.
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AvcusTt 24.
Report of Spies.
Numbers 13.26 to 14: 4.

GoLpeN TexT. Blessed is that man that
maketh the Lord his trust.  Psalm 4o0: 4.

Not long after the Israrlites had taken up their
march from Mount Sinai they came to Kadesh
Barnea From this point twelve chosen men
were seut forward to spy out the land of Canaan
and bring bazk a report to the people of Israel.

Tur Frurrs of THE ProMisEp LAND.

There was no guestion concerning the exce!
lence of the fruit to be found in the Promised
Land. In Doré's striking picture is presented to
our cyes a faithful represeutation of what the
fruit of Canaan must have been, both from the
Scriptural account of the return of the spies and
from what travelers have told ns of the fruitful-
ness of the vine 1 the valley of Eschol.

Tur REPORT OF THE MAJORITY.

All the spies were agreed as to the froitfuluess
of Canaan. When they came, however, Lo re-
port upon the characier of the inhabitants and to
draw conclusions as to the probable result of the
attempt of the Israelites to possess themselves of
the land, there was a marked difference in their
utterances. Ten of the spics reported that the
people of Canaan were so strong physically and
their cities so stronely fortified that it would
an impossible task for the people of Israel to

| overcome them.

A MINORITY REPORT.

Two of 1he spies, however, Caleb, and Joshua
by name, rendered a more encouragiug report.
| They adwitted the strength’ of the Canaanitee
| and the apparent impregnability of their cities,
but mindful of the divine guidance vouchsafed 10
| the people of Israel, and of the many
' durirg their journey from Egypt when, by the
| interposition of God they had been warvelously
| protected and their wants amply provided for,
| Caleb and Jushua urged that they go up at once
| to possess the land, ‘ for we are well able to

overcome it,"’ they said.




