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In the ieantime Mr. Davis, on reading the ad-

drose, wroto mne te say that ho had oither mis-
understood my former pamphlet or I had greatly
changed Bince writing it, and requested a letter
of explanation oither privately or through the
Christian Messenger. I wrote in the AIessenger,
but the dear old gentleman did not scem to under-
stand, and turned to protesting and donunciation.
Although hie did net seom to be bonefitud by the
letters, I had good proof that others wro; and so,
I thank God for Bis grace.

For six or sovon years I enjoyed comparative
poace. One day, without any known reason to me,
except that sono had been baptized, I re.eived a
hurried note from Mr. Murray challonging me te
an oral debate on the points in difference between
us on baptisn. When I saw the editor of the
SSummerside Journal I published this challenge,
stated the poiits of difference, asked hima to aflirm
what ho did and taught for baptism, and I would
deny it. And I would aflirn what I did and
taught for baptisni, and let him deny it. This did
not seem tu suit him, and after writing a numbor
of letters he rotreated. I continued te write in
the Journal on the Christiain religion a number of
weeks after. About this tir ho received the
title of D. D., and has since turned hie attention
to other men.

Sensational oral debates on points which divide
professnrs are generally got up by fiery, self-sufli-
cient men who aeek for victory rather than for
truth, and that the many may crush the few. All
kinds of reports of what was said fly unchecked,
and people are not in a proper state of mind to
examine or receive new truth however important.
If public discussion must take place, let it bo
through the press, where writers can stcp and con-
aider that they are laboring for God and eternity,
and whore false reports of what is written can bu
checked; and whero the reader with open Bible
and befere the eyes of the Judge, cari for himself
examine and decide what is right.

When accepting a challenge for public discussion
I have always gono te the papers, and have been
surprised et the fairness and manly independence
of the editors, no matter how unpopular might bu
the side which I considered true.

But i must close this unfinished and imperfect
sketch, asking the prayers of God's children that
my last days may bu butter than tho tiret.

OR1GA NIZATION.

I see in the July number of TiE CHRISTIAN that
Br o. Freerpan is after me on this subject of Organ-
ization. I am glad of it. There is no better ,vay
te gain a knowledge of the truth than by fair,
honest; diligent investigation. Bro. Freeman's
criticisms are given in a kind Christian spirit and
are worthy attention in as kind a spirit as they
wero given. His criticisme show that hu has
interest enough in the subject te givo it some
thought. It is better te " think on these things "
even if we are net correct in our thoughts than not
to think ut ail. To let any person or paper do our
thinking for us, and we become simply echoes, is
destructive te aIl gzrowth in grace and knowledge.

Bro. Freeman labors uinder two mistakes. At
least it se appears te us. The first mistake may bu
seen in the following paragraph: " It is generally
understood and recognized, at least among us, that
Christ established Ris church and gave it a plan of
organization. Now if the members of the church
are net willing to work togother according te tha
Divine will, as members of that organization, are
we then te say the organization is wrong? And if
they form another society, adopt sone other forn

of organization and work in that way, are wo thon
to say Christ's plan of organization is wrong P

His nistake here is in taking for granted that
we are r.t satisfied with the scriptural plan of
organization and are adopting new plans. Wo are
profoundly satisfied with God's plan and the
scriptural plan of organrization. The very thing
we were trying to show in our former article was
our great need of a scriptural organizat on t wuork
by the plan that God has given us. We, with
many othera, are compelled te admit that or
present condition of church work is not accordng
te the Apostolic order. The references wu gave
(Eph. iv. 10 and I. Cor. 12th chapter) ahow plainly
that the plan of organization in Apostolic days was
ene in which all the membLrs were active in their
appointed place. What our esteemed Bro. ehould
have done, instead of assuming what is not truc,
was te show that a church with a hundred membors,
moro or less, witi the eiders and deacons and a
few others doing what work is dont, sud the test
inactive, is a scripturally organized church. We
have studied this subject carefully over sinco Bro.
Campbell called the attention of tho brothorhood
te the need of a butter organization, and we find
in overy line of scripture relating to this subject
that every member is a part of the organization
and that they are se united and compacted that if
one member is not filling its place or its fuiction
it is more or less destructive te the organization.
A church that is tryinig te do its work with the
preacher and the eiders and deacons and a fow
other faithful members, with a largo portion of its
members inactiv,, is not a scripturally organized
church, but is trying te do the work as well as they
can with an inaperfi ct organization. Finding this
condition of thinga in maDy churches we said and
now repeat it, "that our great need is organization."
Net an other organization but such an organization
as w u find in Apostolic days. This is not play
with uns, but o solid and earnest convictions, and
we cannot be led off the track by the cry of "new
plans and new organizations." Let ns meet the
issue squarely and either show that che present
condition of things are Apostolic, or unite heart
and hand te make them se. The Disciples of
Christ to-day who are working earnestly and faith-
fui ly for the promotion of the cause of Christ, show
unmistakeably, by their fruits, that they love
Christ and Bis church tee well to seo any now
plans or new departures from the plan that God
bas given us.

The second mistake of our respected Bro. is in
another supposition that needs proof, i. e., that the
societies or the associations of the church are
separate and apart from the church. The " Aid
Society," the "Sewing Circle" and Sunday-school"
and the " arrangement," as Bro. Ford calls it in
the July vnumber, and other helps we might men-
tion are not organizations outside and separate
from the chuirch, but simply the church organized.
We mray call it organizing a society, or "starting
an arrangement," just as we choose, but the prin-
ciple is the saue. To suppose the Sunday -tchoo
is an organization apart from the church because it
has ils regular officers and makes its regular
appointments is supposition run wild. It is the
church organized for systematic work in the line of
tcaching the yourg. There are other interesta of
the church that need help as much as in teaching,
and te organize such into systematic labor is the
true idea of church organization and is net a
society outaide of the church, but it is the church
alter the Apostolie Ortler. The pririciple of the
y. P. S. C. E. la the sane as the Sunday-school
and Sewing Circle. If one is wrong the other
must be. The Y. P. S. C. E. nmay be a better
organized society and wider in its range, but that
does not change the principle. The societios
already mentioned are Christian ondeavor socioties
in principle if not in name. The name does net

change the principle. The principle in theso
seocieties or " arrangements " is to get aIl the mnm-
bera in thoir place and ALL at work, thus fuliliing
the true idea of orgaiization. To oppose this
work is to oppt se church organization and thus
destroy the work of God. Ther are sono who
oppose unly the itmperfect plan of the Y.P.S.C.E.,
but accept the principle. ThiL.to nie looks con-
sistent, for nu doubt there are imperfections in the
society as it is only in its childhuod. But to b a
worker i the Sunîdiay-school and oppose the Y. P.
S. (j. E. is be3 ond ail bounds of consistonoy, as
the principlo in both cases is the same. I have
learned very lately of one preacher who struck au
attitude against ail aocieties, and soejng his incun-
sistoncy in urpholding the Sundayeschuol worked
against it until ho succeeded in closing the school,
which gives us now one. cburch in or provinces
wvithout a Sunday schrool. Boro is the inevitablo
result of the opposition te societies. It is net only
anti-acriptural, . ut anti-aalvation te the cause of
Christ. H. M.

INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBITY.

Daniel Webster was once asked, " What is the
greatest idea that ias ever passed through your
mindl" and, taking but a noment te think, ho
replied, " My individual iesponsibility te God."
Tho thought that God had given him talent, that
Ho had given himt a work te perform, and that
a day was coming in which ho would judge him
" according to the deeds done in the body whether
good or bad," transconded in its importance and its
solemnity every uther thought that had ever en-
tered the mind of one of the most intellectual men
of this age. And woll it might; for it is appalling
to remember, though often forgotteu, that God has
given every onn some duty te torform, and Ho holde
that one accountable for its due fulfilment.

The majority of professing Christians soem te
believe that God will find some way of accomplish-
ing His plan, and bringing aIl te a glorious consum-
mation, and, thereforo, they need net concera
themselves about it. If God wants te sent a man te
preach among the heathon Ho will find plenty people
ready to support the missionary, and, therefore, I
need not give the matter a thought, If Ho wants
money raised for work in destitte portions of our
own country, others will give it, and I need not
put myself to any inconvenience, not even the in-
convenience of enclosing a five dollar bill in an
envelope and sending it on its mission of love. If
it is decided te engage a preacher, it is net noces-
sary that I should contribute te his support, bu-
cause, you know, the others will attend te that. I
will not be active in any kind of church work,
since I know they can get aloug without me. I
will go to church only when I feel like it; take part
in prayer meeting only when I cannot possibly
avoid it, and come te Sunday school only when there
is Berne special attraction. In fact, when I look
ail over rite range of Christian duty I can see that
there is nothing for me te do whichl some one else
cannot do just as well. So say very few; but so
believe very many, if we may be allowed te judge
thoughts by actions.

But a man says, I can do very httle. That is
net the point. Hero it is, Are yo doing what
you can ? Are you bearing your own burden ? or
ac you trying to mako saure one cla do what God
intended as a part of your duty. Shifting respon-
sibility seors te bo one of man's favorite occupa-
tiens. He labors at it long and, earnestly. Not
onrly is he often unwilling te walk in stop with
God's loyal childrew as they march onward -gainst
the hosts of Satan, but he wanrs to find some oe
else to blamo for his sines. The Adams atill seek
sholter behind the Eves, and t*e Eves behind the
serpents. But a thousand such manSuvres will
never change the solemni fact, that "every one shall
give an account of himself to God." It is just ,as


