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We wish to extend onr than%s to our frionds
who have responded to our calt for payments,
and have used the addressed envelopes we wnt
them.  We hope many more will de likev ise,
and renew their subscriptions gs others  have
dme. We shall not be able to c:3l all aso ned
among our patrons this fall as the cold weatley
is now setting in.  But we hope this will make
no difference, but that each one will favar us
with their renewal and remittance before the
year closes. We hope to begin the new vear
with the balauce on the right side of our cash
book. Dear subscriber, you can help us do so if
you try. Our August numbers are all disposed of;
but we can sup ply any new subscriber with Sept
numbers, and to the end of this year gratis, if
they will send us fifty cents for the paper lox
next year,

W: are now sending more envelopes in the
papers, and hope that those to whom they are
sent will use them by remitting the amounts due
from each of them before this year closes  The
time to which the last payments were made are
marked on each subscribers paper, or on the
wrapper, when sent in single package. If any
mistakes are made please let us know.

Address Rev. J. H. Hughes, St. John (West),
N. B.

The Baptist Congress.
Boston, November 18 20.
hAST week the Baptist Congress held one

of its most successful sessions at the

First Church, Boston. The exer-

cises began on Tuesday afternoon,
and closed with a banquet at the Copley Square
Hotel on Thursday evening. The Congress has
rot been held in Boston since 1883, and it was
pleasant to uotice that many of those active in
its wo k seventeen years ago are still with us in
full health aundj vigor. Among these we may
mention Rev. Dre. E . Woods, T. A. K.
Gessler, Jesse B. Thomas and Cephas B. Craune.

Probably the purpose of the Congress will
always be misconceived and <o misreprescnted.
Some people will persist in declaring that the
Congress said this or that, or reached certain
conclusions; whereas no vote is ever taken on
any subjcct whatever. No one represents any
one but himself, and the speaker is the only one
who in any sense whatever, is responsible for his
sentiments. Thc truth is that the Congress is
simply a company of genticn.u, members of
Baptist churches, who meet annmally in different
parts of the country for the free and courteous
discussion of important questions in which they
sre interested.

The Ccngress organized with Dr. D. W.
Abercrombie, Principal of Worcester Academy,
as President, and Mr W. A. Munro: and Dr.
George E. Horr as Vice Presidemts. The ad-
dress of greeting was by Rev. Dr. George A.
Gordon, pastor of the Old South Church, and
the response was by Rev. Dr. Alvah Hovey.

Both addresses were just what remarks upon
such an ion should be, cordial, fraternal and
spiritual.

BApTIsM AND CHURCH MEMBERSHIP,

The first topic formally discussed was perhaps
the most inflammable and explosive of any on
the program, and perhaps it will be necessary
for the public to have the verbatim report of the
discussion—soon to appear—to estimate correctly
the position of the different kers  Rev,
Rufus P. Johuston, D. D, pastor of the Fifih
Avenue Church, New York, by takin
the radical position, that Baptism is not esscntia
to church mewnbershi

* interest in Dr. Johuston's paper we publish in
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another columun an sbsteact of it, made by the | we to teguire as 3 condition of comnrunion that
{which isnot a condition of admission to heaven?"’

anthor
i Rew, T FE Bosficld, D, D, pastor of the Patk
i Chuseh, Utica. N Y., seached a similar position
| bv a different method of argumertation.  He
fhe M that a chiurel is 0t alwavs and only a com.
:p.\nvnf baptized believers.  Baptism does not
tregenerate, por help to regenerate; it is not
tepsential 1o Christian eharacter, and it is not
© train Jesns imposcd it as an absolute essential,
Fhe mest we can say is, that if ot essential it is
, very desipable. A vidble budy of believers
+ must have some org n'zation.  ‘What the organ-
Ctvation shall be, what rites, ceremtonies aud
;wiethod of government, are watters, however,
. whieh the times, the eircumstances, and in some

| Bord's'people must decide

Rev, A . Bonsall ¢ nstroed the topic to mean:
*'Is immersion essential to membership in Baptist
¢ lurches?”  He held that if the question of
+ adwission to a nniversal Protestant church arose,
1 Baptists would be justified in allowing the in-
[ dividual to decide as to what constitutes baptism,
| This"wonld be nothing else than specific applica-

tion of our principle of soul-liberty, A Catholic
church must bave ample room for divergent
schools of thonght, and a diversity of practice.
The notion of a Catholic church into which each
member would be received according to the forn
of baptism best expressing his conceptions of
Christian truth is wholly conceivable. In
prescnt circumstruces, however, \ here each in-
- dividual may choose his own denomination. this
idea need not be entertained, but in circum-
stances that can be imaginedthis practice may
be desirable and peremptory
Rev. James Grant of Watertown, Mass., said
in substance: From all recorded cases of baptism
m the acts aud all the allusion to baptism in the
| e, istles it seems clear that baptism was uniformly
| involved in membership in the primitive church,
| The immediate and sy upspringing of
| this practice in the early church and the univer.
sality with which it was carried out. seem inex-
plicable except on the supposition that back of
the church’s; action lay the authority fand
example of Jesus. Toward this primitive prac-
tice the modern church may assume one of three
attitudes: (A.) She may assume that in all
matters of polity she is bourd by the practice of
the early church, and so require that every
| applicant for membership must be baptized upon
profession of faith; or, (B.) she may assume that
| in all matters of polity she is free to follow what
she believes to be the present promptings of the
| spirit and insist upon haptism for membership or
not, according to her discretion; or (C.) she may
adopt an inte'mediate position. Aecording to
this third position, the modern churcl, adopts
| the polity of the primitive church, requiring all
her memucrs to be baptized; at the same time
she makes provision for exceptional cases, not by
claiming the right to set aside the new testament
| ordinance, but by falling back on the principles
| tavght by Jesus, that ritnal rules belong to the
| humbler order of divine commandment, and in
| all cases of conflict shonld yield to the higher
| claims of spiritnal helpfulness and brotherly love.
| When the subject was thrown open for general
discussion Rev. Eric Lindh of Hope Valley, R.
| L., endorsed the geceral position of the previouy
| speakers, but Rev. 'Frank™fB. Cressev of West-
| mouth, Mass., Rev. Robert Cameron, D. D., of
| Providence, R. I., and Rev. Thomas S. Barbour,
D. D., Foreign Secretary of the Missiouary
Union, took] the generally accepted position of
the American churches. Dr. Barbour said in
substance :

We have had notable frankness of h this
afternoon. I shall emdeavor as frankly to ex-
press mv personal conviction regarding the ques-
tion under discussion. I have heen greatly
interested in the discu sion b it bas ed

The guestion secms to have much force, but the
analagous question is os foreible, “*What right
have we to 1cquite as a condition of cdmission to
the Christian church that which is not required
as a condition of admission to heaven ' The
discussion this afternoon illustrates that the one
question is as natural as the other. I thiuk, too,
it would surely be found in practice that we

| could not hold long to the position that while
| baptism is desirable for church membership, a

| sical incapacity.

single exception may be made in a case of phy-
Why shall we regard baptism

| as essential for church membership for one
| having mental incapacity for baptism, that is for

i measure even the temperament and tastes of the |

one who is convinced that baptism is not essen-
tial, «r that an ordinance submitted to in infancy
is all sufficient?> Or why shall we require
baptism in the case of one whose deep-s-a prefer-
ence is opposed to this ordinance? Indeed what
right have we to require for church-membership
anything to which any disciple of Christ is con-
scientiously opposed ?  What 1ight have we to
require acceptance of any form of church organi-
zation? [ think there is no natural stopping-

| place in following out the thought that we must

i
I

not impose upon another requirements for church-
membership with which his convictions do not
agree, until we reach the position of the Ply-
mouth Brethren that we are to require no out-
ward ordinance and no form of outward organi-
zation. To this position we must come if we are
thinking of what we have a right to impose upon
any fellow disciple. But if we ask if Christ has
indicated His will, then the case is altered at
once. Has Christ indicated His will concerning
bapti m, concerning a certain order which He
wou'u have observed in the Christian life—first,
disci Aeship, then baptism, then formal recogni-
tion of discigloedship in recognized membership in
a Christian y? Has He not shown His will
by his own example and by His last word uttered
when He bade His disciples to preach His Gospel
through the whole creation? Has He not illus-
trated it in the still more wonderful way by
which it was His choice to reveal His will—the
working of the divine Spitit in connection with
the thought and decision of His followers as they
went forth f.om Him to begin the work to which
he had appointed them? As has been said this
afternoon, the companions of Christ seem to have
had no doubt that it was His will that His fol-
lowers should be baptized. 1 think we have in
the Acts of the Apnstles not one recorded in-
stance of conversion which is not also a recorded
instance of baptism. Recall, for example, the
three thousand at Pentecost, the Kthiopian
eunuch, the Roman centurion and his friends,
and Lydia and the jailor at Philippi. Now, if it
be true that Christ has indicated His will in this
beyond reasonable doubt, then in emphasizing
baptism, we are not exalting a ceremony, we are
exaiting that which is dear as freedom of con-
science and personal action. We are exalting
that which is the very end and safeguard of free-
dom in belief and conduct—loyalty to One whose
good, wise will is the rule of life for all His fol-
lowers. We are to be left free in order that we
may be loyal. ‘‘Call no man your wmaster,"" al-
low no man to be the master of any. that Christ
may be the master of all

1 would yield to none in fellowship for every
follower of Christ. All His disciples are one in
a unity that rises above and reaches below any
fo'mal distinction. But the church of Christ
has a holy mission. Is it not most truly faithful
to that mission when in the formal recognition of
discipleship it preserves the order so clearly
indicated as the will of Christ? Can we do for
that larger, nobler church which we all h is
to be, a truer service than by preserving for it
and securing to it this simple, divinely significant

to me to illustrate the irresistibleness of tenden-
cles. 1 ':5"“’ it is true that there are many
honest minded men among Baptists who are con-
vinced that the normal order of the two ordin-
ances of the church is not necessarily to be
strictly observed. Robert Hall once raised a

question substautially this: *‘What right have

rite, h d by our Lord and commended by
Him to tl;e care of those who would bring on His

I can conceive no difference comparable to
that between a smooth and a rough sea, except
that which is between a mind calmed by the love
of God, and one torn up by the storms of earthly

~—fohn Wesley.




