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THE
Canadiany Evangelis

Is devoted to the furtherance of the
Gospel of Christy and pleads for the
union of all believers in the Lotd Jesus
in harmony with Ilis own prayer re-
corded in the seventeenth chapter of
John, and on the basis sct forth Ly the
Apostle Paul in the folloning tenns ¢
* 1 therefore, the prisoner in the Lord,
besccch you to walk worthily of the
calling wherewith ye were called, with
all lowliness and meekness, with long-
suffering, fo:bearing one another in
love ; giving diligence to keep the
unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace:
‘There is one body and one Spitit, even
as also ye were catled in one hope of
your calling ; one Lord, one Faith, one
baptism, one Ged and Father of all,
who is over at}, and through all, and in
all.”—Eph. iv. 1.6,
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What is Legalism?

PROF. L i GRUBRBRES.

If one should tead a class step by
step through the Epistle to the Romans
annually for fifteen years, he would be
apt to find out the fatat error that Paul
therein so earnestly and successfully
combats.  If some of our scribes would
do this they would nét be so réckless
in the use of terms whose real import
they do not seem to comprehend. I
under his powetful presentation of the
claims of Jesus, Bro. J. J. Haley shiould
see a decply penitent sinner weeping,
who had come forward 10 acknowledge
those clhims and find rest of soul in
looking to the Saviour alonc for the
bestowment of this blessing in that
Saviour's own appointed way, would he
thrust away this trembling, trusting sou)
and pronounce him a “legalist” or a
“ sacramentarian™ ? Ifthis weeping pen.
itent, feeling 20 keenly his need of the
grace of God in Christ, moved not only
by the sermon which he had just heard,
but by recollection of the teaching he
had read in the first apostolic sermon
under the great commission of our
Lord, had now turned in genuine re
puntance from a sinful life and wished,
under the instruction he had gained, to
“he baptized in the name of Jesus
Christ for the remission of sins,” woula
our brother, backed by Dr. Clifford, say
to this sinner pleading for pardoning
mercy through Cirist, My friend, 1
perceive that you are actuated merely
by *the letter of the Bible ;’ you *have
a theory of baptism based. upon Old
Testament legalism, infused into New
Testament interpretation,’and are liable
to * die of legalivm and logie’? ” Would
this mockery of the man's camest yearn.
ings after Christ be any less mockery of
the teaching of the Holy Spirit ?

What islegalism ? and whoisa legal.
ist? Is it not about time to pause and
consider whether the free use of these
terms in certain quarters does not in.
volve a violation of God's mnral law
through a truthless and untighteous
application ? Hear I"aul's descriplion of
sell-righteous Jews: * They being ignor-
ant of God's rightcousness and going
about to establish their own rightcous-
ness, have not submitted themselves to
the righteousness of God.” Depending
upon theit legalistic morality, like the

scif.righteous moralists of our day, they
had no use for ' bapt'sm for the remis-
sion of sins” for they never dreamned
that they stood in need of ** the redemp-
tion that is in Chiist Jesus.” ‘T'he
les<on of baptism which points only to
Christ and teaches the absolute need of
forgivencss through Him, was wholly
meaninglesstothem, And to confound
naptism for the remission of sins with
legalistic selfsufliciency, is to identify
two things that are not only different,
but that stand in eternal contradiction
as irreconcilable opposites, ‘The for.
mer belongs to a gracious system that
cen'crs in Christ ; the latter depends
on a legal system standing apart from
Christ and his entire redemptive work.
The former teaches man that he is a
sinner and necds the pardoning mercy
of God, and hence, bygracious direction
he is “bap!ircd for the remission of
sing ;" the latter leads him to expect
justification on a basis that excludes the
sery idea of pardon ;* for it is written,
cursed is cvery one who contintes not
in all the things that are written in the
book of the law to do them,” The in.
telliigent belicver in baptism for remis-
sion, in Iookmg through the appoint-
ment of Jesus to Jesus himself as the
only scurce of life and peace, renounces,
of necessity, all self-righteousness and
*submits himsell to the righteousness
of God.”™ ‘Thifs the *icgic” of *baptism
for the remission of sins,” is the logic
of the soul’s loving trust in Christ him-
selfas the only Saviour of men  Itieads
the sceker of salvation right up to the
grace of God in Christ and exhibits the
very spiritual cssenceof ourholyreligion,

What then are we to think of the
statement of Dr. Clifford, endorsed by
his admirer in the article before us,
that this tcaching ' is alien to the spirit
of Christ and His gospe), refuted by an
exact and fuli interpretation of the New
Testament, and is intrinsically sacra.
inentagian, mechanical andunspiritvall”
No these men know just exactly what
they are talking about? lLooking to
Jesus for blessing, in heart-felt reliance
on His own gracious promise as con-
necled with his own cleatly expressed
conditions, “intrinsically mechanical
and unspititual,” and *‘alien to the
spiriz of Christ and Hisgospel 117 The
only possible way to entertain this
cpregious absurdity, is to forget that
everything here points to the Saviour
Himsclf as the only hope of the world
and to violently sever his appointments
fr.m a'l connection with Him as their
author, with Him as the object to whom
they point, and with the merciful end
towhich He, Himself hasmostgraciously
ordained them. If *“bapiism for the
icmission of sins” is  “intrinsically
sacramentarian, mechanical and un-
spiritual,” then is every act of sub-
mission to Chtist and cvety element of
Cheistian worship absolutely devoid of
all spitituality. Are these gentlemen
prepared Lo take this pasition ?

Rut let us now ask, * What idea does
the author of the asticle before us attach
to the expression, ‘sacramentarian dog-
ma of baptismal remission??”  This
may casily be determined when he
speaks of it asimplying * the ascription
of sacramental or remissional efficacy to
the ordinance.” DBut who amorg us
ever Lelieved in such miserable non.

sense as this? The unjustifiable substi-

tution of the midleading phrase *“haptis-
mal remission” for the scriptnral ex-
pression * baptlsm'for remission,” wil

sufficicr.tly misr present our teaching,
without the ‘untruthful intimation that
we ascribe * sacramental or remissional
efficacy to the ordinance " itsclf, And
why this reswscitation of ap eﬁ'ete sec
tarian chargé against us, which we had
supposed 1hat even the most prejudiced
of our opponmls had abandoned in the
light of a bgtler undersianding of our
teaching? e have no concern with
cither lcgaljunif cation or “sacramental
grace.”  Asiélearly shown above, in-
telligent bel ¢f in baptistn for the remis-
sion of sins, fueoloes of necessily belief
in salvation by grace, in justification by
faith. In lhe very midst of Paul’s

earnest argument to cstablish jusuﬁca-
tion by grace; through faith he says:
“You are all children of God by faith
in Christ ]esus. + For as many of you
as have been biptized into Chtist have
put on Chnst. ¢t 1 hsve in-mind a
preacher who. announccd to the people
that at his ney appointment he would
set"forth our tuchmg on the design
of hapusm, l$ e felt suze that many
rejocted it by unding it with Jew-
ish legalism- d¢: with Romish sacra.
mentalism, A number of Presbyterians
of the slricte-llort came 'to hear the
discourse an K) wem away with expres.
sions Of LigFpraise; unit W icslols idy
who was not present expressed regret
to the preacher that she had not heard
a sermon of which she had heard her
bre hren speak so highly, Is it then
any supposed * inconsistency ¥ that has
made us ‘' a power in theland 2" And
are we likely to “dic of legalism and
logic " by a close adherrnce to the great
Scripturat principlesfor which we have
cver contended? I must here be
allowed to say that after making these
principles perceptibly felt by almost the
entire Protestant world, and afier gain-
ing through them 2 glorious conquest,
if we should now, throvgh mere senti-
mentalism and through a false relizious
liberalism, bascly abandon them, we
would receive, as we would deserve, the
contempt of all the world.

And this leads me to notice a mis-
take in the strange article before us,
touching the history of our movement.
It is atleged that the teaching of the
first “promoters of the movement”
was modified essentially by Isaac
Errett, and that this “'revised doctrine
of baptism for remistion does not even
posscs “'the sceming merit of resiing
upon the basis of the letter interpre-
tation of a hall-dozen passages in the
New Testament,” which appeared to
sustain the old form of the dectrine,
Every thought in this allegation is er-
roneous. There has been no “theo-
logical evolution of our movement™
f om one form of teaching to another,
and no mezc grounding of this teaching
on *“the letter interpretation of a half.
dozen passages” of Scripture, fnd no
fallure to establish it as worthy of all
acceptation, even if grounded on this
“basis.” When Isaac Errett and others
represented Christian baptism as bring.
ing 10 thc baptized *divine assurance
of the remission of sing,” so far from
repudiating the idea that baptism s a
divinely appointed condition of pardon.
they employed language that of neces.

sity implies such conditionality. For

the only conccivable way in which
baptism can convey " assurance” of
{orgivencss, is through its conditional
conncction with the promised blessing,
divinely cstablished by the will of God
to that on compliance with the con-
ditivn the ptomise may be claimed in
its fulfillment, How can it bring
“diving assutance” otherwi-e than
through its divincly appointed connee-
ion with the promise? And ifthis can
be cleatly shown to be the teaching of
cven one passage of the ciernal Word
of God, why should it be repeated a
hundred times to demand mplicit
faith? But we find it demonstrably set
forth in many more than *“a half-dozen
passages,” and ofien under such - cir-
cumstances and on such occasions as
lend the force of confiematory proof in
Sexperienced facts” harmoniovsly con.
nected with the teaching. When three
thousand cry out for rercy inthe throes
of deep conviction, we have in their
painfully felt need of forgiveness an
“experienced fact” of. importance ;
and when to these as yet umpardoned
inquirers the commandment comes,
* Repent and be baptized every one of
you in the name of Jesus Christ for the
remission of sins,” there follows another
“expetienced fact” in the joys of sal.
vation and the .reception of the Holy
Spirit, as conditioned on their submis.
slonfoiic comoandmente given, sAnd
going further back we find all this to
be the result of a great fact embodied
in the unrepealable spiritual constitu.
tion under which this instruction was
given~the connection of baptism in
the great commission with the names
of the Father, the Son and the Holy|¢
Spirit as the divine souree and bond of
life and fcllowship. Anything “ me.
chanical and unspititual” here, as
based on a mere ¢ letter interpretation
of isolated texts of Scripture 2 .
But this, says the writer, would
“sacrifice Henry Martyn and others,”
and a host of the best Christian men
of the living world, to the “uncove
nanted mercies of God.” and lead
“logically” to the conclusion that
“ all the unimmersed are unpardoned.”
And so it secms that we are to deter.
minc what God has, or has not, taught
in the Scriptures, not by the language
cmployed and the .Scriptural facts
which enter into the environment of
those who are addressed, but by medi.
tating on the piety of. Henry Martyn|.
and other good menl, When Petes
brought the Jerusalem gospel described
abose to the devout, prayerful, God.
feating - and alms giving Cornclius,
through the command of an angel, who
said to him of this. Peter: * tHe shall
tell thee words whereby thou shalt be
saved, and thy houte,” had some advo.
cate of the new method of determining
divine truth been present, he would in
consistency have countermanded the
direction and pronounced the ducirine
of the angel essenially * mechanical
and unspiritual I" Now, passing osver
the shailow mon seguitur, that the
divine promirc of pardon to theim.
mersed necessitates the conclusion that
“the unimmersed are unpardoned”
' der any and all circumstances, we
would be glad to know what it isto
“sacrifice Henry Martyn” and others
unimmersed, *“to the uncovenanted
mercies of God.” This is certainly an

original conception.  ‘The “'mercies
of God” must be. «omething very
dreadful if they thould happen to be
‘*uncovenanted 1"

A word, in conclusion, touching this
writer'sowntheory of cemission, Hesays,
*Remission of sins 13 obtalaed by &
process of inward cleansing, Daptism
is the representation of the inward pro-
cess of spitiwual cleansing, and is hence
waid to be the thing for which it
stands”  Granting the unauthorized,
if not “racchanicat and unspiritual,
dogma,” that *“baptism is the repre.
sentation of the inward process of
spiritual cleansing,” how would this
make it represent the remission of sing
unless we absurdly suppose that for-
giveness is in the soul of those forgiven
as a resulting clement of the * inward
process of spiritual cleansing >’ There
is a great confusion of mind here,
coupled with a mistake often made as
to the nature of the indispeasable in.
ward work to be wrought in the soul in
order to salvation. Men are to be
turned *“from darkness to light and
frem the power of Salan unto God,
that they may receive the forgiveness
of sins.” The former is not a * process

of deansing,” but a moral and spiritual
renovaling, a radical changc of mind
and_heast, on which “baptism for the
remission of sins” is conditioned
th:ough the appointment of the divine
1
“ divine assurance of forgiveness” thus
given, comes the release of the conseience
Srom the sense of guilt, and this is what
the Scriptures call the purification of
the soul or heart. Hence we are
taught that through the remission ob-
tainable under the New Testament, we
can now ' draw near with a true heart
in full assurance of fanh, Aaving oxr
hearts sprinkled (purified) from an evil
conseience and our bodies washed with
pure water."—Christian Evangelist,

A Methodist Preacher ‘I‘roubl_ed.

C. L. Spencer, a Methodist preacher,
is not satisfied with the prayer which
the discipline of his church requires
him to say at the baptism of infants.
Referting to the allegation in that
prayer that *all men are conceived
and botn in sin," he says:

“But if !he child is ‘conceived and
born in sin,” he noust be regencrated at
some time, and it is reasonable to
suppose that, since infant regencration
i3 a necessity, it must occur either in
the act of his bitth or in the act of
his baptism—cither on his «ntrance
into tHe world, or on his consecration
to God by his baptism.  But if his
birth be the time and condition of his
regenetation, how can we pray for his
regencration in his baptism, unless we
believe he has fallen from grace since
hit. natal regencration? But if his
baptism is the time and condition of
his rcgcncrallon, then before baplism
he is cxposed to damnation, and all
infants dying without baptism are ad.
judged by the Divine law to be sinners,
and having no sins of their own to
atone for, they must suffer Adam's sin
which, itis affiemed, they have inherited
from Adam by their birth P

The discipline does truly insolve
the infans in a serious predicament, but
we doubt if any prayer that can be
fixed up will help the practice of infant
baptism much, Bro. Spencer is right
in his opposition to the-theory of bay-
tismal regencration, but infant baptism
is predicated upon it, and when the
theory is surrcudered, the practice is

without meaning.—CAristian Conrier,
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