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In tho weantime Mr. Davis, on reading the ad-
dress, wrote me to say that ho had oither mis-
undorstood my former pamphlet or I had greatly
changed since writing it, and requested a lotter
of explanation oithor privately or through the
Christian Mlessenger. I wrote in the Messenger,
but the dear old geatloman did not seom to under-
stand, and turned to protesting and donunciation.
Although ke did not scom to bo benefited by the
letters, I had good proof thav others were; and so,
1 thank God for His grace.

For six or seven years I enjoyed comparative
peaco. One day, without any known reason to mo,
except that some had been baptized, I reseived a
hurried note from Mr, Murray challonging me to
an oral debate on the points in difference botwuen
us on baptism. When I saw the editor of the
Summerside Jowrnal 1 published this challengs,
statod the points of difference, asked him to aflirm
what ho did and taught for baptism, and I would
deny it. And I would afia what I did and
taught for baptism, and let him deny it. This did
not seem to suit him, and after writing a number
of letters ho retreated. I continued to write in
the Journal on the Christian religion a number of
weoks after. About this tic he received the
title of D. D., and has since turned his attention
to other men.

Sensational oral debates on points which divide
professors are generally got up by fiery, solf-suffi-
cient mien who acek 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 pooplo are not in a proper state of mind to
examine or receive new truth however important.
If public discussion must take placo, let it be
throuzh the press, whero writers can atcp and con-
sider that they are laboring for God and eternity,
and whore false reports of what is written can be
checked; and where tho reader with open Bible
and bofore the eyes of the Judge, can for himself
examine and decide what is right.

Wheu accepting a challenge for public discussion
I have always gone to the papers, and have been
surprised st tho fairness and manly independence
of the editors, no matter how unpopular might be
the side which I considered true.

But I must close this unfinished and imperfect
sketch, asking tho prayers of God’s children that
my last days may be better than tho first.

Original Goutribmtions.

ORGANIZATION.

I seo in the July number of THE CHRISTIAN that
Bro. Freermpan is after mo on this subject of Organ-
ization. I am glad of it. Thero is no better w#ay
to gain a knowledge of the truth than by fair,
honest, diligent investigation. Bro. Fresman's
criticisms are given in a kind Christian spint and
are worthy attention in as kind a spirit as they
wero given. His criticisms show that he has
intorest enough in the subject to give it some
thought. 1t is better to *‘ think on these things”
even if we aro not correct in our thoughts than not
to think at sll. To lot any person or paper do our
thinking for us, and we become simply echoes, is
destructive to all growth in grace and knowledge.

Bro. Freeman labors under two mistakes. At
least it 8o appears to us, ‘Tho first mistake may be
seen in tho following paragraph: * It is gencrally
understood and recognized, at least among us, that
Christ cstablished His church and gave it a plan of
organization. Now if the members of tho church
are not willing to work together according to the
Divine will, as membors of that organization, are
we then to say the organization is wrong? And if
they form another socioly, adopt some other form

of organization and work in that way, are wo then
to say Ohrist’s plan of organization is wrong "

His mistake here is in taking for granted that
we aro not satisfied with the scriptural plan of
organization and are adopting new plans. We are
profoundly satisfied with God's plan and the
scriptural plan of organizativn. The very thing
wo were trying to shouw in our furmer article was
our great need of a seriptural organizat un to work
by tho plan that God has given us. We, with
many others, aro compelled to admit that our
present condition of church work is not accordinyg
to the Apostolic order, The references wo gavo
(Eph. iv. 16 and L. Cor, 12th chapter) show plainly
that the plan of organization in Apostolic days was
one in which all tho membirs were active in their
appointed place. What onr esteemed Bro. should
have done, instead of assuming what is not true,
was to show that a church with a hundred membors,
moro or less, with the elders and deacous and a
fow others doing what work is done, aud the rest
inactive, is a scripturally organized church. We
have studied this subject carofully over since Bro,
Campbell called the attention of the brotherhood
to the need of a better organization, and we find
in every line of zcripture relating to this subject
that erery member is a part of the organization
and that they are so united and compacted that if
one member is not filling its place or its function
it is more or less destructive to the organization.
A church that is trying to do its work with the
preacher and the elders and deacons and a few
other faithful members, with a large portion of its
members inactiv., is not a scripturally organized
church, but is trying to do tho work as woll as they
can with an imiperfect organization. Finding this
condition of things in mapy churches we said and
now repeatit, ‘‘that our great need is organization,”
Not another organization but such an organization
as we find in Apostolic days. This is not play
with us, but our solid and earnest convictions, and
wo cannot be led off the track by the cry of ¢ new
plans and new organizations.” Let us meet the
issuo squarely and either show that che present
condition of things are Apustolic, or unite heart
and hand to make them so. The Disciples of
Christ to-day who are working earnestly and faith-
fully for the promotion of the cause of Christ,show
unmistakeably, by their fruits, that they love
Christ and Bis church too well to see any now
plavs or new departures from the plan that God
has given us,

The sccond mistake of cur respected Bro. is in
another supposition that needs proof, 4. 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 tho °*arrsngement,” as Bro, Ford calls it in
the July pumnber, and other helps we might mea-
tion aro not organizations outside and separate
from tho church, but sitnply the church organized.
We may call it organizing a society, or ‘starting
an arrangement,’”’ just as we choose, but the prin-
ciple is the same. To suppose the Sunday -:chuo

is an organization apart from the church because it

has its regular officors and makes its regular
appointments is supposition run wild. It is the
church organized for eystematic work in the line of
teaching the young. Thero are other interests of
the church that need help as much as in tesching,
and to organize such into systematic labor is the
true idea of church organization and is not a
society outside of the church, but it is the church
after the Apostolic order. The principle of the
Y. P. S. C. E. is the same as the Sunday-school
and Sewing Circle, If one is wrong the other
must be. Thoe Y. P. S, C. E. may be a better
organized society and wider in 1its rawnge, but that
does not change the principle. The societios
already mentioned are Christian endeavor sociotios

in principle if not in name. The nsme does not

‘intended as a part of your duty.

chungo the principle. The orinciple in theso
societies or *‘ arrangoments " is to get all the mom-
bers in their place and ALL at work, thus fulfilling
tho true idea of orgamzation. To oppose this
work is to oppise church organization and thus
destroy the work of God. There are somo who
oppuse only the impoerfeot plan of the Y.P.S.C.E.,
but accept the principle.  This to me looks con-
sigtent, for no doubt there are imperfections in the
society ns it is only in its childhvod. DBut to bo o
worker iu the Sunday-school and oppose the Y. P,
S. C. E. is boyond all bounds of consistenocy, as
the principle in both cases is the same. Ihave
lesrned very lately of ono preacher who struck an
attitude against all aocicties, and soejng his incon-
sistency in uphulding the Sunday:schuol worked
against it until he succeeded in clpsing the school,
which gives us now oune, church in our provinces
without a Sunday school. Here is the inevitable
result of tho opposition to socioties, It is not only
aunti-scriptural, L at anti-ealvation to the cause of
Christ. H. M.

INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBITY,

Danicl Webster was once asked, * What is the
greatest idea that has ever passed through your
mind?" aund, taking but a moment to think, he
replied, * My individual responsibility to God.”
Tho thought that God had given him talent, that
He had given him a work to perform, and that
a day was coming in which he would judge him
*“ according to the deeds done in the body whether
good or bad,” transconded in its importance and its
solomnity every uther thuught that had ever en-
tered the mind of one of the most intellectual men
of this age. And well it might; for it is appalling
to remember, though often forgotten, that God has
given overy ono some duty to perform, and He holds
that one accountable for its due fulfilment.

The majority of profesaing Christians seem to
beliove that God will find some way cf accomplish-
ing His plan, and bringing all to a glorious conaum-
mation, and, theoreforo, they need not concern
themselves about it. If God wanta to sent a man to
preach among the heathen He will find plenty poople
ready to support the missionary, and, therefore, I
need not give the matter a thought, If He wants
money raised for work in destitute portions of our
own country, sthers will give it, aud I need not
put myself tg 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 to engage a preacher, it is not neces-
sary that I should contribute to his support, be-
cause, you know, the others will attend to that. I
will not be active in any kind of church work,
sinco T know they can get aloug without me. I
will go to church only when I feol like it; take part
in prayer meeting only when I caonot possibly
avoid'it, and come to Sunday schuol ouly when thero
is sowe special attraction. In fact, when I look
all over the range of -Christian duty I can see that
there is nothing for me to do which some one else
caunot dv just as well. So say very few; but so
believe very many, if we may be allowed to judge
thoughts by actions,

But a man says, { can do very httle. That is
not the point. Hero it is, Aro you doing what
youcan? Are you bearing your own burden? or
we you trying to make some one else do what God
Shifting respon-
sibility seems to be one of man’s- favurite occupa~
tions. e labors at it long and.earnestly. Not
only is be often unwilling to walk in step with
God's loyal childeen as they march onward ~gainat
the hosts of Satan, but he wanis to find some one
olse to blamo for his sins. ‘The Adaws still seek
shelter behind the Eves, and the lves behind the
serpents. But a thousand such wanceuvres will
never change the solemn fact, that ‘‘every one shall
glve an account of himself to God.” Itis just as




