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Wiaicx 18 117—1Is a man saved through fnithl

alone, or must it be supplomented by baptism to bo
saving | Un this questivn wo wish to say a little
moro.  What is tho teaching of the opistles upon
it?7 In Rom. i. 16, tho gospel is said to be ‘“tho
power of God unto salvation to overy one that be-
heveth”—not to every one that boiteveth and is
baptized, 1 Cor. i, 21, it is God's good plessure,
** through the foolishness of preaching, to save
them that beliove”—not believe and are baptized.
Eph. ii. 8, it is *‘by graco ero yo saved through
faith”—not through fmith and baptism. Rom. v. 1,
1t1s * bewng justified by faith,” which is cquivalent
to saying being saved Dy faith, for to justify is to
do wore than merely to save. Rom, ii. 22.31, it
is all justify by faith—not by faith and baptism,
In Gal ii. 16 ; iii. 8, 24, 26; Phil, iii. 9, 10; 1
Johu v. 13, etc., etc., it 18 ever the same. Will
Tur CurisTIAN say that faith is suflicienttv justify,
but needs baptism added in order to save? Cer-
tainly not, Why, then, do tho apostles say that
faith both saves and justifies as well as gives the
right of souship, if bapusm is required as woll? If
Tie CuRISTIAN'S view be true, the apostles, in all
theso cases, stated what was not true.  They stated
it, hkewise, in & way that would be most likely to
leave the penplo nnsaved through their salvati-n
being incompleto, for, 1 some episties, baptism is
not evon mentioned; in noue is it spoken of
us though it bore any such neceseary relation to
salvation as this, when the conncotion is taken into
acconnt.

But we have other objections to make to Tug
CHuRIsTIANs—and the Disciples’—belicf, that faith
must be supplomented by baptism before a mun is
wholly saved. What about the thief on the cress !
The Saviour declared ke should be with Hun in
Paradise. Was he taken to Paradize befure ho was
wholly saved, seviny that he was nut baptized 7 Tae
CunistiaN does not b hieve Pcdo-baptists baptized,
Are they all unsaved because thoir salvation is
incomplete 7

But what about Peter's eaying on the day of
Pentecost,—Repent and bo baptized . . . . unto
the remission of sins? Does this mean that bap-
tiam ns well as ropentance is necessaty to forgive-
ness 7 Lot us hear what Peter says to Cuineliuvs,
Acts x. 43, *“ To him bear all the prophots witness,
that through His name every one that belioveth
shall receive remission of sins.” If Peter, on
the day of Pentecost, meant that thero could
not be remission of sins without baptism, why
does ho here say that it is the teaching of
all tho prophets that faith alone secured the remis-
sion of sins? Nor is this all.  On Cornelius
and his household the Holy Spirit was poured out
so that they spake with tongues, before they were
baptized. Was this miraculous gift poured out vn
those not fully saved ?

Finally, this ductrine that baptiam is necessaryto
salvation subverts the very idea of the Gospel. 1t
is the work of Christ that saves, and that only can
be considered saving which appropriates this work,
Now, it cannot be said that baptism assists faith in
appropriating the vicarious work of Christ. How
then can it be regarded as saving, in any peculiar
sense 7 It must bo as & good work. Bnt when it
is submitted to, in ordor to save, it becomes a self-
ish act and loses its high moral character as an act
of obedience prompted by lcve. The truth is, it is
2 symbol, so far as it is related to salvation, Like
all other symbols, it represents what is already done,
It is a symbol of the work of saving grace in the
soul, aud that work must be done beforo it is fitting
that the symbol should have place,

Much moro wight be said, but we forhoar, In-
deed, were it not that some of our peoplo are
assaile”, by this belief, wo should not have given it
the at.ention wo have. It is one form of ritualism,
and work righteousness, and we hope our people
may keep clear of it, Prescrve baptism in its true
place. Hold it as a command of God upon a saved.
man Or woman, to symbolize and profess a salvation
already had, and from a desire to obey tho Saviour,
just becaveo He commands and we love Him ; let
us hold it as strongly as though it were nccessary
to salvation. That man is poor and mean, who
will take the liberty to trifle with a command of his
Saviour, meroly because he thinks ho can do so,
and not be shut out of heaven.  All Christ's com-
mands are of cqual force, for the obligation of all
is found in the fact that they equally embody a
Divine wish.

In the editorial column of the Messenger and
Visitor (Baptist) appears the foregoing article.
This, a8 many of our-readers will notice, is but the
continuation of a former one, by the same author,

for the purpose. of substantiating as scriptural—.

salvation by faith alone,

Before reviewing the above arguments it might
| be wall just hore to restate the questivn of differsuco
I'botween us.  Wo agree that baptism is a command
of Christ; the act is immersion and nothing else is;
and only those who love the Lord Jesus Christ are
proper subjects for baptism. The question however
comes, ** When has such a person the assurance
that God bas, for Christ's sake, pardoned his sina?
Has God, in His Word, placed remission of sins
Loforo or after baptism? Our contemporary aflirms
that pardon coiues before ; that baptism is an act
for ono already suved ; and charges us with boing
anti-scriptural, for supplemonting faith by baptism
in order to remission. To the charge of being
* anti-seriptural "’ we, in a former issue, repliod at
somo length, and called upon the M. d: V. for tho
scriptural proof of its allegations, to which it has
made two or three responses,

Lot it be distinetly understood that no one claims
that there is any virtue in water to save the soul ;
thero is no virtuo in faith, repentance, works, or
anything wo can du—the eflicacy is in the atone-
ment.  But every Bible reador knows full well that
God has presented these as conditions with which
we must comply if we would enjoy the benefits of
the atonement. Nuaman was cleansed of his
loprosy when, and not before, ho had dipped him-
self seven times 1n the Jordan. His cleansing was
due, not that the act of dipping merited it, not to
the afficacy of the water, but to the favor of God,
which, however, was mnot bestowed until he had
obeyed in full the voice of the propbet.

The Messenger and Visitor, in order to make
gnod its assertion, evidently feels the necossity of
establishing a8 true the doctrine of ¢ salvation by
faith slone.”” To this end several passages have
been quoted ; and because in theso there is no
mention of baptism and no other condition appears
but faith, the inference is drawn that ¢ salvation
by faith alene” is a Bible doctrine, aud that a
person can got to heaven just about as well without
baptism as with it, seeing that, ¢* it is but an act of
obedienco that will not make him (candidate) any
the lesa sure of salvatioe.” But to the drawiug of
such an inference we bave already presented sovera)
objectiona, (1) The word *f alone” ia wanting in
the pasaages quoted. (2) No example of salvation
by faith alone is forthcoming, () The direct con-
fliet with ¢‘ Faith without -works is dead, being
alone.” (4) It the omission of baptism in certain
patsages proves it to be unnecessary, then the non-
mention of faith]in places where salvation is
predicated of other things, would prove faith to be
of but little uze. (5) Such an inference would lead
us to suppose that our contemporary has, within
a year, been converted over to the Salvation Army.
But how many of his friends, do you think, could
be persunded that he had so changed his views?
And yot, listen to his condemnatory words of a year
ago: *‘ Does the Army consider baptism as a duty
that must bo performed? it is replied, Decidedly
not, The Army only considers one baptism essen-
tial to salvation, and that is tho baptism of the
Spirit,” eto., ete.

In coming to the opistles our critic continues to
assume that the omissien of baptism in certain pas-
sages pioves the doctrine of ** faith alone " to be
correct, and baptism, therefore, to ba of but little
importance. But wo reply, Does the word ‘“alone”
occur in any of these quotations{ Do these furn-
ish examples of * aalvation by faith alone 1" Were
not all theso peraons baptized 1 And if this prin-
siple of intet pretation be a true oav, then it applies
not simply to baptism; but to repentance and c¢on-
fession, for they, too, appear not in the seleoted
passagos ; and a man adopting THIS PRINCIPLE
might, with almoat equal force, claim that salvation
is due to ** works alone,” and - that faith is of but
little consequence, and quote as authorily. James
il, 24. Will it do for one -to aay that because in

| certain passages repentance and ocnfaesion are

omitted therefore remission of sins comes before or
indepundent of them? Or is it possible for our
contomporary to define futth so a3 to include repent-
ance and confession as essontial, and yot exclude the
other command (baptism) a8 a mero matter of in-
differenco, when, according to tho Messenger aad
Visitor's own statomont, “‘all Christ's commands are
of equal foree,” ote.

Of courso tho : postle did not say, Tho gospol is
the puwer of God unto salvation to every one that
belioveth and is baptized. Would any one think
it necessary for him when writing to Uhristiane, to
enumerate on every occasion, all the conditions
upon which they were first accepted? But he
might have said it, and more too, and that without
violating the truth. Is the gospel the power of
Gud unto salvation to the man that will not ropent
or that refuses to confess Christ? Cortainly not,
The apostlo, however, dogs not say, To every one
that believeth, repents of his sing, and confesses
that Jesus is the Christ. We, then, in the lan-
guage of our contemporary, might oxclaitn, Why
does the apostlo say that faith alone saves, if repent-
ance and confession are required as well,  The
faith that saves includes obedience, which loaves
out neither repentance, confession, or baptism. And
any canon of interpretation that would leave vut
oither one of them must iudeed lead its advocute
mto insuperable difticulties.

The question is asked, ‘ Was not the thief on
tho cross saved without baptism?" Without stop-
ping to notice tho debatableness as to ,whether he
over was buptized or not, we auswer, Yes, and so
was Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and hundreds of others,
But is a caso from the Jewish age to be brought
forward to establish a law for the Caristian age?
Was baptism demanded of the thief? If so, by
whom ? for John’s ministry haa cessed ; Christ’s
comniigsion was not given till afrer His resurruc-
tion. Aund the wtter impossibility of his complying
with it, between the time of his conviction and
death, oven though ordinarily demanded by God,
should cause us-to ponder well before holding this
forth as un encouragement to thosze nasglecting &
possible duty. We know this man was saved—not
from what he said or did, but because Christ snid
so. This evidently shows that a man under.cortain
circumstances was saved ; but what encouragement
does it hold out for others whose surroundings are
entirely different? The Saviour, when on earth,
said to a blind man, * Go wash in the pool of
Siloam.” He went, and returred seeing, Does
any one over think of presenting this as an en-
couragoment for blind men to go and wash in
Siloam 1

*‘ Tae CHRISTIAN does noi believe Pedo-bapti ta
baptized.” Our contempcrary, though misropre-
senting us in soveral instancos, and has not seen fit
to recall thom, is correct this time. And judgicg
from his remarks to the Rey. W. A, MoKay,
(Presbyterian), ** that sprinkling comee to us with
the stamp of Rome upon it,” we fool safo in saying
that the M, & V. is with us in the above belief,

““Are they all unsaved because their salvation is
incomplete 7" This question is presented as though
we had somewhere intimated that alZ Pede-baptists
wero tu bo lost, when in fact we have zaid nothing
as to the accontance or rejection of such people.
Our contemporary, however, has said, (former
article), ‘A man that admits baptism to be a com-
mand of Christ and still refuses to obey, he is not
a belicrer. Be has not sufficient . evidence that he
is in a saved state.” Andin the above regarda the
salvation of the unbaptized as * incomplete,’*”
What is meant by ‘* wholly saved,” fully saved and
salvation incomplete, we know not. Ii a man ia
savod—why he is aaved ; and if lost—bhe is lost 3
it matters not how near ho came tn being saved.

There is no need’ for us to dwell -here on Peter's
words, Repeut' and be baptized. These two com-
mauds are tied together by the co-ordinate’con~



