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Ghe Canadian Evangelist

Is devotedd to the furtherance of the Gospel of
Chelst, and pleads for the vnlon of all be.
Yievers In the Lord Jotus fn harmony with His
own prayer recorded o the seventeenth
chapter of ]ohn, and on the Lasis set forth Ly
the Apostle Patul In the following terms ¢t %1
thetefore, the piisoner In the lord, Lesesch
you to walk worthily of the calling wherewith
ye were called, with all lowliness and meck.
ness, with long sufferdng, fotleating one
another In love ; glving diligence to keep the
unity of the Spirit In the bond of peace,
‘Thete s one body and one Splrlt, even as alwo
ye wero called In one hope of Your calling s
one Lord, one falth, une baptlism, one God
and Father of all, whn I3 over all, and
through all, and fn all."=Eph. Iy, 1.6

‘This paper, while not clalming to be what
Is styled an *organ,” may be taken as fairly
representing the people known as Disciples of
Christ in thls country,

Results of the Controversy.

1. . GRULES.

1 close here the discussion on the
design of baptism, as far as I am con.
cerned, by stating the results which
appear to mc to have been cleadly
gained. Let it be borne in mind that
the controversy did not originate in
somcbody’s statement of his position
and another’s attack on that position,
but grew out of the false charge that
the .teaching of our brotherhood on
this subject involves an * unspiritual
lnd mechanical ”’ view. of-the .gotpel ¢
and -fostersithe  spiit-of © egalism *
and a belief in 2 supposed “sacra.
mental efficacy ” in the otdinance. 1In
opposition to this it was cleasly shown
that the injurious charge confounded
two things that ate the irreconcilable
opposites of cach other.  Intelligent
belief 1n baptism for the remission of
sing necessarily involves belicf in salva.
sion by grace, in justification by faith
and a repudiation of all legalistic pre-
tensions to a self-rightcous ground of
acceprance with God, The nced of
forgivencss is the need of divine grace,
and baptism apprehended as 2 condi.
tion of forgiveness, divincly appointed
as such, is the penitent’s contrite peti.
tion for the pardoning mercy of God,
Legalistic reliance on self-righteous-
ness is the very opposite of this, The
clear cnunciation of this contrast and
conscrjuent refutation of this unjust and
damaging charge above referred to was
the first result of this discussion,

Connected with this was the refuta.
tion of another charge as to a supposed
consequence of our position on this
subject, which will be more conveniently
sct forth further on,  Just at this stage
of the controversy one of the editors of
the Christian [Frvangedist, 1n which
periodical the discussion had thus far
been exclusively conducted, requested
the writer of these lines to furnish a
more elaborate consideration of this
subject in & Quarterly atticle, which
was accordingly done.  In this article
it was demonstiated, in the judgment
of thoughtful men, that **a man is
saved by grace, is justified by faith,
when he is baptized for the remission
of sins, and being thus baptized, his
act stands in thorough contrast both
with Pharisaic legalism and Romish
sacramentalism.” In reference to this
the Christian Erangelist spoke in the
following gencrous terms:  **This po.
sition cleatly gained, the whole ground.

wotk of the opposition to our teaching
on the design of baptism gives way.
This [the supposed legalism of our
teaching] is the Gibraltar of the com.

- | bined oppositica of all the larger Pro.

testant bodics to the doctrineg of bap.
tism for remission of sins, If Prof.
Grubhs does not capture it, and that
tou with Pauline guns, we are not able
to judge of the strength of an argu.
ment,”” Yot there appeared about this
titnc a series of claborate and ptcte'n-
tious articles which, instead of man:.
festing appreciation like that of' the
Evangelist of the'service done to trith
in showing the relation of baptism to
grace and faith in the act of justifica.
tion, brought against our teaching the
charge of " zationalism " which was re.
peated ad nauseam—a charge as com.
pletely the reverse of the truth as that
which had been previously refuted.
The giftcd Plattenburg fitly character.
ized thase atticles and gave a search-
ing and satisfactory 1cview: - Mean-
while an esteemed peisonal friend
wrote for the Chedstian Slandard what
he called " a review " of the Quarterly
article, and thus transferred to that
paper the controversy, so far as my
connection with it was concerncd,
‘This brother, Prof. Shackleford, made
no-effort to answer a single argument
of the Quarterly arnicle, but made an
issue as 10 its teaching, and contended
on the basis of Acls X, 4gand other
Scriptdfes, tHat & man-is * Justified vy
saith when he exercites faith,”. and
hus “receires remission of sing” be.
fore he is ** baptized into Christ.”
Now let the readetr notice carefully
the exact issue here made before 'we
proceed further with this history and
bring to light the additional results of
the discussion. The question is not
about the possibility or probability of
divine mercy for earncest beHevers who
have made mistakes on account of un.
fortunate surroundings. The only
point at issue is this: When men
come to Christ through faith and hap.
tism, do they “reccive remission of
sins” through faith when *baptized
into Christ” by faith, or before they
are thus baptized ? It is thus impor-
tant to determine the question and to
delermine it from the teaching of the
Scriptures, that we may in our preach.
ing tell men when they may rightfully
claim the divine promise, and not sub-
stitute for this our own speculations
and opinions touching -the religious
condition and prospects of the “ pious
unimmersed.” _ We have received no
commission of this sort, nor have we
been authorized to force a meaning into
the Word of God from our own conclu-
tiont tewpecting any tupposed claims
of human piety upon the favor of God.
In our effort then to learn from the
Scriptures, and from them only, what
the will of the Jord is in this matter,
appeat was made to them under the
sure guidance of certain undeniable
laws of mtcrprcuuon, which are but
axioms of common sense applied to
usage, to show that the position main-
tained in the Quarterly article is the
only onc consistent with the harmio-
nious utterances of the divine Word.
‘These laws, so far from being called in
question, have been passed by in utter
silence, and the conclusions reached

under their apglication must, therefore,
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be regarded as established.  As a con.
sequence my fast opponcnt in his last
anticle in the Stndard completely
abandons the onc only issuc between
us and goes nff into & discussion of the
religious condition of sincere belicvers
who are involved more or less in crror
on this subject—a question that has no
logical connection with the issuc that
has all along been under consideration,
Of this we have.more lo say in a
momgent,

Now those who-have thoughtfully
followed the discussion step by step
will recognize as a-sccond very im.
portant resuit of the controversy the
ascertainment of the relation which
trust sustains to “the obedience of
faith” in an earne.n compliance with
the conditions of rénfission as divinely
appointed.  This, hkc the relation of
obedience to grade,.can not he too
strongly emphasized. Yet it scems to
have been almosf,l If not aliogether,
overlooked in thc\dlscusslons on thiy
subject. One may have full faith in
the ability and willingness of a Lene-
factor to bestow a promised Ulessing,
but when that ‘benefactor has imposed
conditions of thistbestowment, who of
those who undcm‘nd the promisc and
see the conduuom of* its fulfillment,
have a right to t.'ust for the actual re.
ception of the ’b‘essing apart from a
compliance with it 36, conditions? If
a wealthy and bess olenﬁmn says toa
n’eedy*btggdl’ "cBmc o' my house'and
I will givé you a check for a thousand
dollars, what right would the latter
have to trustingly cxpect the actual be.
stowment of the promised gift without
a compliance with the stipulated con.
dition? And so when Jesus says to all
who hear the gospel, * He who be.
tieves and is baptized shall be saved,”
how can men properly rely on the
actual fulfillment of this promise apart
from submission to these requirements ?
In contending then for the necessity
of obedience in order to the reception
of diving blessing we show oursclves to
be the people who emphasize with
special propriety the faith of trust. We
believe in this form of faith because we
believe with James that * faith without
works is dead, being alone.”

And inthis connection, too, of divine
ptomises with the divinely appointed
conditions of their fulfitlment is bascd,
as we have cleatly scen, the * divine
assutance” of this fulfilment, The
demonstration of this constitutes the
third important result of the contro.
versy, It was assumced in the artticle
which gave rise to this discussion and
bas apparently often beet supposed
that the represcrtation of baptism as
giviag ' assurance of remission™ is a
modification of the vicw of the ordin.
ance originally defended.  The suppo-
sition is as thoughtless as it is untrue,
There has been no deviation from our
carly position on this subjcct, Some
of its advocates may not always have
been happy in their expressions when
handling the question, but they could,
nevertheless, perceive the truth with
more or less distinctness, and their
real position was as demonstrably cor.
tect in the carly stages of our move.
ment as it i3 ‘to-day. ** Baptism for
the remission .of sing” involves *2a
blessed assurance ™ of that remission
simply and alone because of its con-

“

nection with that blessing through the
divine promise.  How in the name of
rcason cot [d baptism convey this ¢ as.
surance
comes rightly and intelligently to the
ordinanc: and has alrcady cvidence of
pardon previously received, baptism
would come too late Lo give the “as.
surance” in possession beforehand.
And if he has already recefved forgive
ness without evidence of this fact he
could not find it in his bapiism on ac-
count of a lack of connection between
the ordinance and the blessing inde-
pendently received.  No, it is through
the divinely appointed connection of
the ordinance with the blessing on the
basis of an infallible promise that
baptism involves *“a blessed assurance
of remission,” and we can not see how
the ordinance could otherwise stard
connected with the assuranee,  Jesus
raid, “* He who belicvesand is baptized
shall be saved.” ie, then, who uuly
complies with these conditions has the
evidence of pardon on the ground ol
an unfailing promise as conditionally
connected with these rcquuemcnts of
our Lord.

Finally, we mentlon as the fourth re.
sult of this discussion the refutation of
the charge made in its beginning, that
our position on this subject invalves
the condemnation of those who piously
strive to do the dwme will, but who
have been 1ed into ertor as to the act of
Chtistian baptism through the influence
of a defective religious education, It
certainly exhibits a strange conception
of God to represent him as absclutely
powciless to save any under any cir-
cumstances who are not contemplated
in a promise connected with conditions
of his own appointment, 1 fully agree
with Bro. Shackleford that ' biptism
was made for man and not f.r Ged,”
and this very sentiment ought to have
shown him that T am not * inconsist-
ent” in regarding baptism as an ap-
pointed condition of forgivencss, and
yet supposing forgiveness possible for
many who have been misguided in
their sincere effort to do the whole will
of their Lord. Yet this concession
docs not spread out over all creation
and include such as see the truth de-
movstrated and through unreasonable
prejudice miscepresent it and reject it
with scorn, My argument speaks only
of thos¢ ** who would rejoice in doing
the whole will of God as increasing
light might show them the way.”  And
I have elsewhere clearly shown that to
arque from God’s promise to save A
and B, that therefore he is unable to
save C and D), is to fall faltaciously in.
to what logicians call *“an illicit pro-
cess”  Is not the miciey of God in.
finitely broader than any covenant that
has ever been made?  Are not all in-
fants saved through ‘'ihe uncove-
nanted mercy of Gud 2™ And right
here I must be permitted to say that 1
have no tespect whatever for the need-
less, not to say scnscless, prejudice
against this eapression that has been
munifested by some writers.  The
ridicule that has been heaped upon it
and upon the idea it embodics only in.
tensifics my distespect for such pro-
cedure.

1lut now while it does not require a
covenant with man or a promise to him
to clothe God with the power of salva.

" in any other way? 1f a man];

tion, we are not, on the other hand, to
determine his will as to the method in
which he proposes to bestew this bless.
ing by our own opinions respecting the
condition of men under the present
unseriptural  state of the religious
world,  Still less have we any right to
reject anything cleatly taught in the
Scriptures on account of our own de-
ductions as to supposed consequences
tesulting thereflrom, cspecially when
such deductions are as illogical as the
one which has just been exposed. To
do so is not to act the part of believers
but of unteachable rationalists,. We
must learn the will of God from his
own divine Ward, and leaening that
will must fathfully.teach it to others,
icaving him to look after consexjuences,
and persistently tefusing to substitute
for his teaching any of our own specu-
lations and uncertified opinions.

As this discussion, so far as I stand
connected with it, has panly beenin
the Christian Evangelist and panly in
the Christian Standard, 1 send this
concluding article to both papers.—
Christian Fvangelist, *

Fallen Asleep.
Only a linle dust—
So small that a rosc might hidc it;
And I trust in God—or Ity to truyr,
When I kneel in the dark beside it

I kneel in the dark and say:
I only dream that I weep;

Ste would notleave.me and go away—-
She'has only fatlen asliep.

Falien asleep, as oft
She climbed to wy heart to rest—
Her white arms Lwining tay neck, as soft:
As down on a duve's sweet breast.’

‘Fenderly—unawarcs,
S'eep canse in the waning light
And kissed her there on the twilight
stair
‘That leads to the morning light.

And that she will wake I know,
And smile at a gricef like this;

It could not be she would lzave me so,
With never a good-night kiss.

So 1 kneelin the datkand say:
1 only deeam that I weep;

She would not leave me and go away--
She has only falien asleep.

~FRANK 1. STANTON,

Whisky is responsible for a great
deal of wretchedness and crime in the
world and there is no doubt that
people would be bouter off without it.
Every day almost the long list of the
victims of King Alcohol is yweiled by
the addition of some unfortunate man
ot woman, Doran's murder of his
child and his own suvicide form a terri-
ble object lesson of the evils of drink,
and show what may happen to those
who ptimit themselves 1o be controtied
by theie habits, It ,always seems like
battering one’s head against a stone
wall to preach about the folly of imem.
p.rance, while all over the world the
brewerics and distilleries are busy turn-
ing out casks and bottles night and
day. Will the time cver come when
the manufacture of liquor will be pro-
hibited by law and.men will Lo pro.
tected from themselves 2—Zlamifton
Herald,

“*God nothing does nor suffers to be.
dene”

But theu would'st do thysclt, if thou
could’st sce

The end of allthings herc as wellas He,
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