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ISTIA

T I a——

Vou. {11, } SAINT JOHN, N B., JULY 1847.

CONDUCTAD E¥ W. W, EATON.

Thou the Christ, the Son of the Living God.-—Peter.  On this Rock I will buld
my Church, and the gates of Hell shiall not prevad againstit.—The Lord Mesawah.

STUDY OF THE NEW TESTAMENT.
No. 6. .

LPISTOLARY WRITINGS.
BY 4. CAMPBELL.

PREFACE TO THE EPISTLE TO THE ROMANS—{CoxcLupesn.]

Now placing before our eyes the congregation of Christians in the
great city of Rome, the mistress of the world, A. D. 57; every day
visited by travelling Christians, both Jews and Gentiles, from all nations ;
considering the natoriety of this congregatiun, having the ¢yes of the
philosophers, priests, and illustrious men of Rome fixed upon it; briug-
ing Bear to gutselves the prejudices of Jews and Gentilés, against each
othér in former times, and the high coneeptions of the former, as being
the only people, righteous, ¢lected, approved, arid beloved of God; re-
mémbeting, tod, their contempt of the Gentiles, rulers and ruled ; their
keen gensibility on every topic affecting their oational honor ; at the same
time fi<ing our éyes upon the author of this letter, hig deep knowiedge
of the human heart, hig ptofound acquaintance with the Jews' religion,
and ith the charaéter and feelings of his countrymen ; his great, abi-
lities asa loicinf ; his diving skill in the Christian religion ; his tender-
negss towards his brethiren of the Jews ; his zeal for their conversion j—
keeping all these things in remembrance, and above all, kis design in
wg‘i:ing‘ this letter, let us attiempt an analysis of the argumentative part
of it i—

" Ist. After his introduction and usual salutation, he gives an exact ex-
Hibition of the religious and moral elaracter of the Gentile world.

2d. H¢ deliheates the religiovs’'and moral charactér of the Jewish
p'EOP!e' " . . o, ' . I
" His b o 7 thils part of the epistle is to prove, that the mass of the
Jews aid Gentiles were equally vile dnd obnoxiousto divine vengeange ;,
that neithiér of theém could constitute any claim on the righteousness of
qu ; that they were equally destitute of natiopal rfghtéousgess, and s)),ff
every plea founded upon their own character or works. He afso shaws,
that individuals amongst Jews aud Gentiles, who acied in conformity to
thii’r rhejaxlxs of knowing the character and will of God, were also equal’

or, HL H ) : .
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in the divine estimatien. Ina word, he proves the Gentiles and Jews,
whether considered nationally or individually,. as * without any differ-
ence” respecting the great question which he discusses. He proves
them ¢ all under sin,” and that God is equally .* the God of the Gentiles
and of the Jews.” o

3d. He, in the next place, exhibits “ the righteousness of faith’’ as
equall; accessible to them both, as bearing the same aspect to them
nationally and individually. In establishing this point, the difficuliies
existing between Jews and Gentiles, converted to Christianity, are de-
cided. ~ Forlet it be admitted that the Jews and Gentiles, defore converted
to Christianity, were without difference; that when converted to Chris-
tianity, they were without difference, as respected the righteousness of
faith; and the consequence would be, that they should, without diffgrence,
be admitted into the Christian communities. This is the scope, design,
and termination of the argnmentative part of this letler, which closes
with the end of the eleventh chapter. ,

But the Jews had many objections to make to the positions which the
Apostie lays down ; and in exhibiting their objections, they argued from
various topics, which the Apostle was obliged to discuss before he could
triumphantly establish his positions. The principal topiecs were—Cir-
cumcision, the Covenant with Abraham, the Promise of Canaan, the
Law of Sinai, the Election and calling of the nation as the covenanled
people of God. These embrace the chief topics of argument, and these
Paul must meet and repel, before he can carry his point argumenta-
tively.

Inythe third chapter he meets the first objection. He introduces the
Jew saying, * What profit is there in circumcision upon this hypothe-
sis 7 This objection he meets, and while he acknowledges that it was
an advantage to the Jew in several respects, he shows it avails nething
against the question he discusses. That circumcision made no man
righteous, he fully proves; for in this respect the uncircumeised was as
acceptable to God as the circpmgised, and in some respects the Gentile
copdemued the Jew. After meetinga number of subordinate objections,
growing out of this one, and fully proving from David’s own words that
the Jews were no better than the Gentiles, in.the fourth chapter he
meets the second grand objection, viz: Whkal do we, on this hypothesis,
say that Abraham, the father of the Jews, obtained from the covenants
of promise, and the works enjotned upon him? He shows that neither
his circumcision, nor any work proceeding from that.covenant, was
accounted to him for righteousness; but that his faith, which he had.as
a Gentile, or ¢ before he was circumcised,” was * accounted to him. for
righteousness,” and that his becoming the heir of a world, or of the
promises made 1o him, arose not from any of the Jews' peculiarities.
And while meeting their objections on this topic, he introduces these
drawn from the law, and shows most explicitly that neither righteous-
ness nor the inheritance of Canaan was derived through.the law ;—that
Abraham was righteous, or had that righteousness in which thie Gemiles
are now -aceepied, and wes secured of Canaan for his seed, without re-
spect to law ¢ for God gave Canaan to him and his seed by a PromMISE,
centuries before thedaw was promulged. And thus he makes the co-
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venant with Abraham an argument in favor of his design, proving from
it thatthe Gentiles were embraced as hisseed. And here let it be hoted

. that the justification by works, and that by faith, of which Paul speaks,

4

and of which our systems speak, are quite different things. To quote
his words, and apply them to our queitions about faith and works, is il-
logical, inconclusive, aud absurd.

In proof that the Gentiles were included in the promises made to
Abraham, and actually participated in his faith, in the beginning of the
fifth chapter, he introduces their ¢ experience,” and identifies himself
with them.  After detailing these, and showing that Jesus died for them,
as well as for the Jews ; and that they, being reconciled by his death,
would, most certainly, be saved through him ; from the twelfth verse to
the egd of the chapter he shows the reasonableness of this procedure.
For although the Jews might continue to cavil about the covenant of
peculiarity with Abraham, he shows that the Géntiles were equally con-
cerned with the Jews, in the consequences of Adam’s fall; and this
section of the letter is decisive proof of the correctness of his arguments
from the covenant with Abraham. While on this topic he expatiates
on the superabundance of favour, that presents itself in the Divine pro-
cedure towards mankind, irrespective of national peculiarity, in a Mmost
striking contrast of the consequences of Adam’s disobedience and the
obedience of his antitype. ce :

He meets an objection, in the sixth chapter, to the superabundance of
this favor, and expatiafes on it to the close ; and in the seventh resumes
the nature and design of the law, and by placing himself under it, and
showing in himself the legitimate issue of being underit, proves its inef-
ficacy to accomplish that for which the Jews argued it was designed.

In proving that the believing Jews were not under the law, he carries
his arguments so far, as to lay the foundation for the Judaizers to object
thit he represented the law as a sinful thing. He might say, * Is the
law sin, then 2 an apparently natural conclusion from what he had
said of its abrogation. This he refutes, and proves it to be * holy, just,
and good.” Then the Judaizer retorts, * That whick was good, ¢hen,
was made death to thee 2” No, says Paul, but the law made sin death
to me. This he demonstrates to the close of the chapter; in which he
most lucidly represents the wretched condition of a Jew seeking eternal
life by a law, which made his sins deserve death, and which he was
unabls 1o obey. The law clearly demonstrated goodness, righteousness,
and virtpe; but imparted no power to those under it, by which tliey could
eonform fo it. NI .o R,
; Thus.he is led, it the eighth chapter,.to exkibit the privileges of  the
believing Jews and Gentiles as delivered feomithe law. In expatiating
on the privileges and honors of these under the.New Covenant, he re-
presents them as the adopted sons of God, as joint: heirs with Christ.
He also shows that while. they continued in the faith ands “Jointly
suffered” with the Messiah, they were considered as the-péople of #Ged,
the called, elected, justified, and glorifiéd ones ; snd thatnb distréssenor
power in the universe gould separate such joint sufferers™from the love
of God. On this point he is most sublime.  But in fepresenting the
Gentile believers as the called according to God’s purpose—as- the
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elected, justified, and glorified membars of his kingdom, he wounds the
pride of the infidel and Judaizing Israelites, whose were the adoption,
the glory of being God’s people, the covenants, the law, the worship of
God, the promises, the fathers, the Messiah! He invades their prero-
gative. 'This leads him to discuss their right to be always exclusively
considered the chosen people of God. He examines their arguments,
points out their mistakes, and repels their objections, with great
ability, tenderness, affection, and zeal, to the close of the eleventh
chapter.

In the ninth chapter he meets three objections to his leading argument:

Ist. That on the hypothesis of God’s choosing the Gentile nations, in
calling them to be his people, his ¢ promises to Israel (thatis, to the
nation) had fallen.” This he refutes by showing who are Israckén the
sense of the promises,

2d. That in choosing Jacob, and excluding Esau from the honor of
being the progenitor of the nation (as Paul represented it), and in now
excluding Israel and choosing the Gentiles, there appeared 1o be énjustice
with God. Paul, from the lips of Moses, their own lawgiver, demon-
strates that there was no ipjustice in this procedure ; that his humbling
the Egyptians and exalting Isracl was an act of justice as respected the
Egyptians, and of merciful good pleasure as respected Israel ; and that
in so doing he advanced the knowledge of his character and exhibited
his glory through all the earth.

8d. That from the principles which Paul exhibited as the basis of this
procedure, the question might be put, « Why does ke find fault, for who
has resisted his will?” The Apostle, from the just and acknowledged
principle of human action, shows the wickedness of such & question ;
that GGod had carried, with much long suffering, the Jews, long since ripe
for destruction, for ithe purpose of making their example, or his proce-
dure to them, of benefit to the whole human race, and of rendering con-
spicuous his merey to such of the nation as behieved in the Messiah, as
also to the Gentiles. And all this he proves to have been foretold by
theimwown prophets.

In the 1enth chapter he again exhibits the righteousness of faith as
still accessible to both people, and the fatal ground of mistake which
must consummate the ruin of Israel ; and meets other objections grow-
ing out of the ancient oracles, which he applies to this case. Inthe
elaventh he answers other objections, such as * Has God ecast off all his
people #¥  “ Have they stumbled on purppse that they might fall for-
ever?” * Were the natural descendants of Abraham broken off from
being his people to make room for the Gentiles?” After removing
every objection to the calling.of the Gentiles to be God’s people * through
the righteousness of faith,” whether drawn from any thing in: the. past
election, calling, or treatment of the Jews; from the promises mude to
their fathers, from their own prophets; or from the meral character of
the God of all nations; aftertriamphantly proving the positions with
whieh he had set out,he:concludes this chapter with appropriate admo-
nitions to the Genule believers, against those errors which had been the
ruin of Israel. He conects some mistakes into which they might fall,
frem whai he had said concerning the election and rejeetion of Israel.



THE CHRISTIAN. 111

From this to the close of the letter he admonishes and exhorts the bre-
thren in Rome, both Jews and Gentiles, (o bear with, and receive one
another, irrespective of those peculiarities which had formerly been
ground of umbrage or alienation ; that as Christ had received them both
to oe his people, they should mutually embrace each other as such, and
live devoted to him who had called them to the high honors and privileges
which they enjoyed.

Such is the scope, design, and argument of this letter, To go farther
into an investigation of it, would be to assume the office of a commenta-
tor, which is foreign to our purpose. ‘These very general hints and re-

.marks may serve o suggest tothe reader a proper course of reading and
examining the apostolic letiers, and to impress his mind with the vast
importance of regarding the design of each letter, and to guard against
the ruinous course of making detached sentences the theme of Joctrinal
expositions, and of “ classifying texts under the heads of scholastic
theology—a method, the foly and pernicious tendeney of which, no
language can too strongly express.

QUESTIONS.

WE re-print the Querigs, by “ Senex,” that the reader need not be
under the necessity of taking up the last numbcr to refer to them :

“ Query 1st. What is Christian forbearance? On swhat commands, doctrines or
instituttons 1s 1t to be exercised, and what are its true boundaries?

** Query2d. Doesthe New Testament teach thatit iy the duty of the sisters as wall
as of the brethren, to impart pnbhc instruction to the church when they meet for edi-
fication, exhartation and prayer? Ifso, what does the Apostle mean in 1 Cor. xiv.
34, 33; 1 Tim. i 12, , .

“ Query 3d. Do the Scriptures teach that in a christiau church it is the duiy of alt
the brethren, indiscriminately and regardless of their ability 10 edify the church, to
occupy the time of the church while the Pastor and other brethren-are présent. who
are more competent to instruct the budy ?  Ifit istheir duty, what are we to under-
atand by 1 Cor. xii. 29, 30.”

REPLY TO “ SENEX.” :
Venerable Sir, or Madam, [we know not which]—Were not the pre-
ceding queries submitted by (**Senex”) an old man or woman, we Wwould
not, contrary to our general rule, give them a place on our pages. Con-
ductors of all publications have a right to know the real authors of ail
articles sent to them for publication, though they give them to the public
over fictitious names. The article has the style and appearance of a
sincere inquiver after truth ; and the questions are of such a character
{though the remark may appear paradoxical) we are rather pleased than
otherwise that we can gei noclue to the author. We think it probable
that the queries were made with reference to some practices sometimes
prevalent in the Congregation of the Lord in this city, and therefore
the duty of replying 1o ther. becomes the more imperative. a

Query 1st. is threefold : (1) What is Christian forbearance 2" For-
bearance implies command of temper ; lenity y—and lenity in its full
extent of meaning is mildness, mercy, tenderness. Christian forbear-
ance then is; that command of temper, mildnéss, merey, and tenderness,
which was so strikingly manifest in the Lord Jesus, and shone forth so
conspicuously in him amid all his ignominy, reproach, and suffering.
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(2) * On what commands &c. is it to be exercised ?”” This is very
ambiguous. Does the writer ask whether we are to exercise Christiau
forbearance towards those only who hold the doctrine and institutions of
christianity in their purity ? or does he desire to know if it should extend
to all others? Or does he desire to ascertain whether a Christian should
leave a Congregation of the Liord where practices of the character indi-

‘cated in the second and third query obtain ? Not knowing the design of

the queriest & definite answer cannot be given; but one, perhaps, co-
vering the whole ground suggests itself.” Paul says (Eph. iv. 2-6):
“ With all lowliness, and meekness, with long suffering forbearing ore
agother in love ; endeavoring to keep the unity of the spirit in the bond,
of peace. [For there is] one body, and one spirit, even as ye arecalled
in one hope of your calling ; one Lord, one faith, one baptism ; one God
and father of all, who is above all, and through sall, and in you all.”
And egain, in his Jetter 10 the Colossians (chap. iii. 13), * Forbearing
one another, and forgiving one another, if any man have a quarrel
against any : even as Christ forgave you, so also do ye.” The first quo-
tation shews who are members of the Cbristian body, and both, the con-
duct of the members of that body towards each other. But if ¢ Senex”
wishes to know whether Christian forbearaace means that kind of fel-
lowship and vnion that has lately obtained among those sects which
compose the ¢ Christian Union® or * Evangelical Alliance,” we answer
in the negative. We are, however, inclined to think that Christian for-
bearance should be manifested toward all men, as members of the great
faniily to which we all belong—not by fellow-shipping them as the dis-
ciples of Chuist, but as brethren in Adam—by doing all for their present
and future happiness in our power. Thus in noticing the second part
of the query, we have answered the last—namely, the true boundaries
of mildness, merey, and love.

Query 2d, in reference to Sisters imparting public instruction in the
meetings for worship, is more de.inite ; but a satisfactory solution not so
easily given, especially while Queen Victoria not only rules the British
empire politically, but is also head and ruler of rae Churck?? How
can we decide this question when Doctors disagree! Hear Dr. Adam
Clarke ; * ¢ Let your women keep silencein the Churches,’ &c. This was
& Jewish ordinance : women were not permitted to teach in the assem-
blies, or even to ask questions’” After some qeotations from the Jewish
Rabbis, he adds: * "£'his was the condition until the time of the Gospel,
when according to the prediction of Joel, the Spirit of God was to be
poured out on women as well as the men, that they might prophesy, that fs
teach. And that they did prophesy or teack is evident from what the
Apostle says (chap. xi. 5), where he lays down the rules to regulate this
part of their conduct, while ministering in the Church.

¢ But does not what the Apostle says here contradict that statement,
and show that the words in chapter xi. should be understood in this
sense ? For, here it is expressly said, that they should keep silence in
the church ; for it was nol permitted for a woman to speak 2  Both pla.
ces seem perfectly consistent. It is evident from the context, that the
Apostle refers here’to asking questions, and what-we eall dictating in
the assemblies. It was permitted to any man to ask questions, to object,
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altercale, atlempt to refute, &e. in the synagogue ; but this liberty wis
not allowed to any woman. St. Paul confirins this, in teference also to
the christian church ; he orders them to keep silence : and if they wished
to learn any thing, let them enquire of their husband~ at home ; bechuse
it was perfectly indecorous for women to be contending with men in. the
public assemblies, on points of doctrine, cases of conscience, &c. But
this by no means intimated, that when a woman received any particu-
lar influence from God to enable her 1o leach, that she was not 1o obey
that influence ; on the contrary she was to enjoy it, and the apostle
lays down directions in chapter xi. for regulating her appearance when.
thus employed.  All that the Apostle opposes here, is their questioning,
finding fault, &c. in the christian church, as the Jewish men were per-
mitted to do in their synagogues, together with the attefnpts to assert
any authority over the man, by setting up their judgment in opposition
to them ; for the Apostle has in view, especially, acts of disobedience,
arrogance, &c., of which no woman would be guilty who was under the
influence of the spirit of God.’~—Clarke’s Com. 1 Cor. xiv. 34.

Asthere are in the above comments several references to 1 Cor. xi. 5,
we will here give the Doctor’s remarks on that also :—* ¢ But every wo-
man that prayeth, &c.' Whatever may be the meaning of praying or
prophesying, in respect to the man, they have precisely the samne mean-
ing in respect 1o the woman. So that some women, at least, as well as
some men, might speak to others to edification, and exhortation, and
comfort. And this kind of prophesying, or teaching, was predicted by
Joel (chap. ii. 28),and referred to by Peter (Actsii. 17). And had there
not been such gifts bestowed on women the prophecy could not have had
its fulfilment. 'The only difference murked by the Apostle was, the
man had his head uncovered, because he was the representative of
Christ ; the woman had her’s covered, because she was placed, by
the order of God, in @ state of subjection to the man; and because 1t
was a cusfom both among the Greeks and Romans, and among the Jews
an express law, that no woman should be seen abroad without a wveil.
This was, and is, & common custom through all the east; and none hut
public prostitutes go without veils. And, if a woman should appear in
public without a veil, she would dishono: her head, her husband.”—
Idid, 1 Cor. xi. 5.

We will now hear Doctor MackntenT on both passages; and first
on1lCor.xi.5. ® ® * <« Many by the women’s praying and pro-
phesying understand their jgining in the public prayers and praises as a
plri of the congregation. Yet as it is reasonable to think, that this
praying and prophesying »f the women, was of the same kind with the
praying and prophesying of the men who acted as teachers, mentioned
in verse 4th, we may suppose these Corinthian women affected to per-
form these offices in the public assemblies, on pretence of Lheir being
inspired ; and though the Apostle in this place hath uot condemned that
practice, it does not follow that he allowed it, or that it was allowed in
any church. His design here was not to consider whether that practice
was allowable, but to condemnn the indecent maaner in which it had been
performed. For the women, when they felt, or thought they felt them-
selves moved by the spirit in the public assemblies, throwing away their
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veils, prayed and prophesied with the head uncovered, and perhaps with
their hair dishevelled in imitation of the heathen priestesses in their rap-
wres, This indecency in the manner of their praying and prophesying
the Apostle thought proper to correct, before he prohibited the practice
" itself, because it gave him an upportunity of inculcating on women that
subjection to the men which is their duty, though many of them are un-
willing to 1 sknowledge it. Women's praying ar.d prophesying in the
public assemblies, the Apostle afterwaids condenimicd in the most express
terms.”

 Chapter xiv. 34. * Let your women be silentin the churches, &c.’
For determiniug the queston (whether women should or should not
speal:), it may be of usc 1o observe, that in this chapter the Apostle, af-
ter describing- prophecy (verse 3), and explaining the inspiration by
which the proplets spoke (verse 6), and ordering them to pray and
prophecy in an unkoown language (verse 7, 12), ¢1 if ihey prophesied
m a foreign lapguage, to do it soas it might be interpreted by some one
in the assembly who had the gifi of interpretation (verse 18), and afier
giving them directions concerning the orderly exercise of all their spi-
ritual gifts, founded on this fact, that the spiritual gifts of the prophets
were subject to the propheis (verse 82), he adds (verse 34), ¢ Let your
women be silent in the churches, for it hath not been permitted them to
speak.” The prohibition standing in this connexion implies, that the
Corinthian woman were not o pray and prophesy in the chnrch as
teachers, on pretence of being inspired and unable to restrain the mo-
tions of the spirit.  Next, the means mentioned by the Apostle show
that the prohibitiun was absolute and general. Christ had not permitted
the woraen to speak in the church as teachers to the men ; neither had
the law of Moses permitted them ; for it commanded them to oe in sub-
jection to the men.  Accordingly, he terms it (1 Tim. ii. 12) an surp-
ing authority over the man. They were not so much as toask a ques-
tion in the church, even on preience of learning something, lest it might
give themn a handle for entering into disputation with the men. Butif
they wished to learn any thing they were to ask their busbands at home
(verse 35). Nay, it was indecent for women to speak at all in the
church ; being inconsistent with that modesty which istheir greatest or.
nament, In short, to cut off every pretence for women teaching in the
church, the Aposde asked them, Did the word of the Lord go forth
from you into the world ? or did it only come to you by the ministry of
the men? Plainly telling them, that whalever inspiration of the spirit
they might be favored with, no inspiration ®as given them for the pys-
pose of enabling them tu teach publicly, or to lead the devotion of ge
chureh, '

* But it may be asked, since women were not allowed tv pray and
prophesy in the church, for what purpose were the inspirations of the
Spirit bestowed onthem > They were bestowed for enabling them to
instruct their own sex in private ; especially those of the younger sort,
and ihose who were newly counverted. Perhaps, also, some of the
married wonien who weie eminent for their gifts and knowledge, may,
in private counversation, have assisted among the men; as we find Pris.
cilla expounded the way of God to Apollos {Acts xvii. 26) ;and as the
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daughters of Philip the evangelist may have done, who are said (Acts
xxi. 9), to huve ¢ prophesied.” For prophesying does not necessarily
imply the foretelling of future events by inspiration, but most commonly
signifies the speaking by inspiration to the edification of others. At the
same time if the daughters of Philip had the knowledge of auy future
events given them by inspiration, it will not followw that they uttered
these prophecies in the church. They may have published them in con-
versation like Anna (Luke ii. 88), whereby all the ends for which these
events were tevealed to them, may have been answered.

“ Verse 35. ‘It is an indecent thing for a woman to speak in the
church.’ This is the Apostle’s third reason for prohibiting women to
teach in the church. It is contrary to the modesty natural to the sex,
and to the manners of all nations. The Apostle adds a fourth reason
(verse 36), that no woman had been commissioned by Christ to preach
the Gospel to unbelievers. To conclude, if any of the women were in-
spired in the public assemblies, they suffered no hardship frory this pro-
hibition ; because having tl.c command of their gifts, they could keep
silent till they went home, where in their own families they might utter
these revelations. Or they might do it in meetings of their own sex,
privately gathered for that purpose.”’—Dr. Macknight’s nolgs.

On 1 Tim. ii. 12, Dr. Clarke says: * This is generally supposed to
be a prohibition to women’s preaching. I have already said what I
think necessary on this subject in the notes on 1 Cor. xi. 5, and xiv.
34, 85, to which places I beg to refer the reader.” On 1 Thm. ii. 12, Dr,
Macknight gives no no’e only on women’s exercising authority ; but his
paraphrase of the twelfth verse is: * For 1 do not allow a woman to
teach in the public assemblies, nor in any manner to usurp authority cver
a man, but I enjoin them in all public meetings to keep silent.”  We
have not raon to add a word of ourown at present. 1f necessary, wo
may when our pages are not so much crowded.

3. Your reference to 1 Cor. xii. 29, 80, leads to the conclusion that
you deem the remarks of the Apostle applicable to the present state of
things. DPaul was writing with reference to the profitable use of the spi-
ritual gifts then in the church—gifts then necessary to the formation and
growth of the body of Christ. In these are not included those of Bishop,
Deacon, or Exhorter. Though some of these men might have filled
these offices, yet the Apostle is writing to show the manper in which
i;‘iﬂs——-miraculous——are to be made profitable to the congregation of the

ord, and not to point out the particular duties of the ordinary officersof
thg christian churgh. . The ldtter part then of your query is ficstanswered,

"T'he general point in your third query is of much importance : Is it
the duty of all the brethren to speak in the congregation of the Lord ?
Few questions hate agitated those who are contending for the ancient
order of things more thahn this. Would to the Lord we could see it
theoretically and practically settled! That every congregation of tlie
Lord should meet every Lard’s day to break the loaf in memory of the
Savfour, is a question we deem settled in the affirmative. That all the
talent in the church should be brought into requisition to honor the Lord,
to instruct, edify, and build up the saints § and to convert sinners is a
proposition fully sustained by the very genius of christianity, That the
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meeting of the disciples to break the loaf and to attend to the ordinan.
ces of the gospel should be at a time and place which will be most con-
venieat for the brethren, necds no proof. ‘I'hat no church will grow in
grace and be an efficient instrumentality to the furtherance of truth and
righteousness, without taking measures to call into active exercise the
speaking talent of the brotherliood, has been proved to a demonstration
in the history of every religious assembly in Christendom. This last
position will not be so readily admitted as the former. We would,
therefore, explain ourself.  We do not mean *hat a mass of respectable
moral people may not be gathered through the instrumentality of a single
man, and that he may not keep them together as a congregation, and
that through their good conduct they may not produce a favorable effect
upor: the community. But we mean that without the exercise of the
speaking talent of the congregation—on the Lord’s day—when it meets
10 commemorate the deathof the Lord, a church must nevitably run into
the one man system, and settle into cold formality. ‘The zeal, intelh-
gence and perseverance of Paul, and the eloquence of Apollos would be
insuficient 1o keep up a continued intercst, and that christian fervor and
devotion which characterized the early christians, unless the brethren
often exhorted, and admonished, and comforted each other. As well
might you expect a family 10 live in a pleasant social manrer—iaking a
deep interest in each other’s happiuess, who never conversed with each
other, and never lieard a word spoken but by the father, as for a com-
pany of disciples to love God with all their heart and each other with
pure hearts fervently, without social religious converse. It is true, that
children, under a family discipline which inhibits all speaking but that
of the father, would be very circumspect in his presence, but when he
was gone they would soon cease to be a family. Every one conver-
sant with religious societies knows that this is the case with them. The
expression—** support the gospel,” means to pay the pastor; *“blessed
with the means of grace,” means supplied with a minister of religion.
The one man system as certainly leads to Popery as the neglect of God’s
word leads to spiritual death. It is true that the effort to bring into re-
quisition all the speaking talent of the church bas been attended with
strife, contention, and so.nctimes confusion, under an inefficient Elder-
ship; but these are light evils compared with the glorious boon, the pri-
vilege, the honor of all doing what we canto forward the cause of the Re-
deemer. The Baptist monthly confereace, and social prayer meetings,
the Methodist clas<, band, and other meetings, partially fill the blank felt
by the entire formalist ; but many of these meetings are human deviés,
and must necessarily be imperfect, and of doubiful tendency. The
meeting of the Lord’s people every Lord's day around the Lord’s iable
to commemorate the Lord’s death, furnishes the most fitting occasion on
which the congregation may edify each other.

We now come to the main point in your query, namely, ¢ Is it the duty
of the bretliren, indiscriminately and regardless of their ability to edify
the church, to occupy ts time in the presence of the pastor and others
more competent ?°  That none should occupy the time and attention of
the church bat those who are capable of edifying e body would seem
to be a self-evident proposition ; but that no one should speak in an as-
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sembly but those the most capable, would generally exclude all but one
—as 1n all congregations some vne individual would be preferred. The
Apostle teaches that we should covet earnestly the best gifis.  Prophe-
sying he deems of great importance : he defines it a speaking ¢ to edifi-
cation, and exhortation, and comfort.” 1 Cor. xiv. 8. All, therefore, who
can so speak, so as to edify, exhort, or comfort the biotherhood, should
be encouraged to do su; and cvery brother should study diligently to
acquire that amount of information, and seek fervently for that courage
and cngagedness which will make himn an acceptable and useful speaker.
It is not the taste of the community, nor the vitiated taste of some mem-
bers of the body which is to be our standard. The oracles of God and
the wants of those addressed are to be kept constantly inview. All then
who love God’s word and their fellow men, will be interested if we
speak with that fervor which christian love and the spirit of Christ
inspires.

Farents, and elder members of a family are often very much edified
by the imperfect words anu uroken sentences of the younger members.
We consider it perfectly proper therefore, for all to speak, whatever
may be the amount of intel.igence possessed, providing they are capable
of edifying, exhorting, or comforting the brotherhood generally. The
Eldership ought to be the best judges of the fitness of members to edify
the body.

We have seen churches of the Reformation running into two extremes.
All speakers, irrespective of ability to edify, and the onc man sy stem.
The former system has injured the cause by the ignorance sad contu-
sion attending it. 'The latter, by the coldness and unsociality of the
brotherhood, has turned christian love out of doors. Aun active, efficient
Eidership who do their utmost to call into active exercise all the talents
of the church, is the only true and safe ground to occupy.

These thoughis are hastily thrown together. More on this subject
when the cause demands it. W. W. E.

LETTERS TO A YOUNGER BROTHER.
No 3.

My Deaw BrotreR :—In my last I did not design to attempt to prove
the existence of the Supreme. In a letter to you | would not attenipt
such a task. A glance at that hastily written epistle does not at once
disclose its design. It is an exception to a rule which I adopted long
before I wrote any thing for the public. Itis to write and speak not so
that I may possibly be understood, but so thatI cannot be misunderstood.
I do not fear that I shall be misunderstood in the sentiments expressed ;
but in the design of them. Tanxiously desired to imnpress your mind wiih
the idea of your great indebtedness to the oracles of God for all your
knowledge—not only of the spiritual world—but also of the very exist-
ence of the greatl an. Students of Philosophy, Chemistry, and Astro-
nomy, become so enamored with these interes.ing studies, that they not
only neglect their Bibles, but sometimes imagine that they can learn from
the study of nature alone, all that 1s necessary for them to know iu; order
to the perfectior of human nature. As you are well aware, I protest
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agamst all rehgious knowledge not derived from the word of God. Not
that we may not learn something of the great author of our being from
all Uis works ; but thie Bible 1s the teacher. From this, or from those
instructed by i, we receive the first ideas of our origin, and of our des-
mny. The ancients in orutory, in hterature, architecture, &ec., excelled
the moderns—the volume of nature was spiead out before them in all its
beauty and grandeur—the sun shone as brightly—the moon was as beau-
tiful, and the stars sparkled as bnilliamly i the skies of Greece and
ltaly as they now do, and yet the great poets and orators, over whose
productions you have pored so earnestly, brushed from their marble images
the cobwebs of antiquity and devoutly bowed down and worshipped the
work of their own hands.  If these philosophers, with all the lights of
nature beaming upon them, and all the traditions concerning the true
God, failed entirely in acquiringand imparting the true knowledge of the
Eternal, whatisto be expected of the masses, without literature, without
science !!

Men have never been able to originate an entirely new idea. As well
may we suppose it possible to construct an edifice, surpassiag in beauty
Solomon’s Temple, without materials, as to imagine that man can pos-
sibly, aided ouly by nature, acquire the knowledge of a spiritual world
and a being who never began to be, and whose existence can never ter-
minate !

Infidelity, Heathenism, and all false religions have never been able
even to fabricate oniginal names for their gods, or the acts of worship
by which to honor them. The Greeks and Romans, most enlightened
m their idolatry, obtained names for their gods from the scasons, em-
ployments, &c. A tyro in the languages at once perceives that the
name of their leading diviuities Jupiter and Jove, area corruption of the
incommunicable name of Jehovah. Their altars, sacrifices, priests, &e.,
are corruptions of the true worship of God. Of every false system in
the world we may make the same remark : there is no manifestation of
mind about them—eacept, perbaps, in their defence. The truth has
been prescnted—it is either apposed or counterfeited. A plain history
of all false systemns would sufiiciently expose their nakedness without an
argument against them.

While on this subject [ will transcribe a problem addressed by the
editor of the Christian Baptist, to the Harmony Gazette. a paper at that
time the focus of ail 1he scepucal light in Amenca. The wrniters for
that paper boasted of being in possessior: of the best library, and of being
the most intelligeat men on the continent.

*“ You think that reason cannot originale the idea of an eternal first
cause, or that no man could acquire such an idea by the employment of
his senses and reason, and vou think correctly. You think also, that the
Bible is not a supernatural revelation—not a revelation from a Deity in
any semse. These things premised, gentlemen, I present my prodlem
FOoR ATHEISTS in the form of a query again:

¢ The Christian idea of an eternal first cause uncaused. or of a God,
is now in the world, and has been forages immemorial, you say 1t could
not enter into the world by reason, and it did nof by revelaton. Now
as you are all pinlosophers and historians, and have all the means of
huowing, how did it enter inlo the world IV
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To this question they could return no answer.  The fact is that scep-
tics attribute to ignorance and imposture the most magmficent thoughts,
the most sublime ideas that ever found «n abiding place in the human
soul. What a glorious thought that there is a great eternal—pure spi-
ritval mind that never began to exist—1ihat never will cease to he. I3
there a mind always acquainted with the workings of mine? An eye
always gazing upon me ? A being always interested in my happiness?
And did these thoughts originate in ignorance and enthusiasm?  Blessed
delusion! Ard may | hone to dwell with the pure and happy through
the wasteless ages of eternity 2 No hope fills the soul with sucli exquisite
delights.  And is this hope the offspring of supersution ?  If so, may 1
live and die among the su,_urstitious. But we, my brother, know that
earth’s greatest benefactors have been those who had the greatest con-
fidence in the facis and hopes of the gospel.

We know that in this world we cannot desire that which does not
exist. Before we possess an appetite provision is made to supply it
From the greatest to the least of the works of God in the animal king-
dow, full and adequate nourishment is provided, previous to the exist-
ence of the creature. But there is something that we all greaily desire,
especially in view of that great change which is soon 10 pass upon us-——
another life, alife of happiness. Has the uuthor of my being been so
careful to providefor my body,and has he left this mind that soars among
the countless worlds, and so ardently longs for immortality in a world
of peace and joy—to be extinguished ss a taper, to be blotted from
existence entitely ? The matter of which my body is composed would
enrich the soil—the meanest reptile will fatien the earth—and must my
mind be annihilated—not even produce a blade of grass, or live again in
the rose bud? Forbid it reason, forbid it Heaven! Ah, how weak the
reasoning of boasted scepticism and infidelity. [low zealously have
some men labored to prove themselves brutes, rather than deny them.
selves of alt ungodliness and worldly lusts, and live soberly, righteously,
and godly ; rather than imitate the life of the meek and lowly Saviour
they will tug and toil to prove him the greatest of imposters, and them-
selves superior to brutes only in the greater weight of the brain.  * Like
brutes they live, like-brutes they die.”” From this gloomy picture, my
brother, lct us turn away. A brighter prospect is before us ia the Gos-
pel.  God’sown Son has visited our planet. He has died for cur of.
fences. He has arisen for our justification. Jt isa faithful saying worthy
the reception of every human being, that Christ Jesus came into the
world to save sinners—even the chiei. Those who not only believe in
him, but manifest that faith by an entire conformity to his word, enjoy
life, and will enjoy it mare abundantly,

I am happy to hear reports so favorable of your devotien to your
studies, and the sticcess altending your efforts; but much more delighted
1o learn from your own hand that you have exalted views of the ¢bristian
character, and especially that you estimate the value of the christian pro-
fession by the influence that it bas on the lives of those who make it.
You are only in doubt as to the propriety and necessity of a public con-
fession of Jesus in the positive institutions of his own ordination. In my
aext, the Lord willing, I shall endeavour 1o place this niatter in a scrip-
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tural light before you.  In the mean time, I hop » you will attentively con-
sider the desigu of my sccond and third letters, namely, that the Oracles
of God are the foumam hent of uil true theology. May the Lord bless
and prosper you. Such s the unfeigned prayer of your brother,
WENTWGRTH.

QUERY ON BAPTISM FOR REMISSION OF SINS.

I noticed in the fourth number, page 58, a * new exposition” of Acts
it. 38, ¢ Repent and be baptized for the remission of sins.”” The sub-
sect of which has been much talked of latterly.

Dear brother, for the satisfaction of several of your readers, I should
be much gratified if 1n some future number of your paper, you would
state your views more fully, as to the design of baptism. 1s being bap-
tized 1n water, synonymous with being born again (John iii. 5), or in
other words, is immersion in water, regeneration? If it be, then of
course, no oue can have his sins pardoned until he is immersed in water.
Does the kingom of God, spoken of in John iii. 5, mean the church on
earth, or the church above—the kingdom of God in this world, or the
kingdom of glory ? If the latter, there seems to be something like an
exception to this rule. .Our Saviour when on earth forgave sins previous
10 the person’s being baptized. Matt.ix. 2; Luke v. 20—vii. 48. Also
the thief on the cross. Would it have been proper tosay to Cornelius,
** be baptized for the remission ¢f your sins.” Acts x. 48. Likewise
the twelve disciples at Ephesus, who were re-baptized. Acts xix. 5.
[ submit these few hints to your careful consideration. Please pardon
errors. | have written in haste, and longer than I expected when I began.
It is truth I seek—pure, undisguised truth—divested of tradition and sec-
tarian prejudice.

Your’s in Christian bonds, CuanLes W. GaRrRgisox.

Sheffield, May 12th, 1847.

PEMARKS.

My DEear Brotuer GarrisoN—That faith, repentance, and reforma-
tion, are necessary to the enjoyment of pardon is a doctrine admitted
theoretically by the greater part of Christendom, papai and protestant.
Nearly every written and printed creed ~dmits a connexion between the
cnjoyment of remission and baptism ; but strange to say—though we prac-
tisc what we preach in this particular—in the estimaticn of the sects, on
this point, we are mos: heretical. If with the Buptists and the Presbyte-
rians we should publish to the world, a printed creed, that we believe
that ¢ baptism is a sign and seal of remission of stns,”® and then pro-
claim that there was no connexien whatever between baptism and theen.
Jjoyment of remission, we should be perfectly orthodox!! Or if with the
chruch of England, we should deciare over an unconsaious babe, * Dearly
beloved, sceing this child is regenerated and born anew of the water and
of the spirit,” we might be, with all our errors, in their estimation, true
sons of 1he church. Or if we should be perfectly scriptural, end with
the celebrated Wesley say, * Baptism to real penitents is both the means
and the sea/ of pardon— nor did Gcd ordinatily, in the primitive church

* See Prea. Con chap. xxiii; and Phil. Bap. Articles, chap. xxx.
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bestow this (pardon) on any, unless through this means;''* and then
with the greater part of the Wesleyans of tlus province ridicule the idea
of any benefit whatever derived from obeying that command of the Lord
Jesus by his Apostle Peter— be baptized every one of you in the nume
of Jesus Christ for remission of sins,” we might have with them, not-
withstanding the charge of Arminianism by Calvinists, be invited to a
part with them in the evangelical alliance !!

My brother, I am sometimes tempted to conclude that the more one’s
general practice is opposed to the plain teachings of the New Testament,
the more popular and orthodox he becomes!

But to the question. * What is the design of baptism ?" The New
‘Testament as plainly teaches that it is required of the believing peni-
tent for the remission of sins as that Christ’s blood was shed for that
purpose. For every argument and scripture that any living man can
bring to show that he who disbelieves that Christ died for sinperss is an
unbeliever in him, can I bring to prove thathe who disbelieves in baptism
for remission of sins is an wntidel. So confident am { of the futility and
weakness of the opposition and the strength of truth, and se many
times have we stated and proved the scriptural design of this divine
ordinance, that [ feel strongly inclined 1o dogmatize. The scripture
never ascribes to baptism any other object or design than that which is
akin to the enjoyment of pardon. It is not said that it is in the place
of circumcision—for the purpose of giving names to children—for the
. consecration of infants to the Lord—for the purpose of joining the church
~for making a public profession, or for any other purpose than remis-
sion of sins, He who opposes it, opposes God’s word—he who would
reject it, tramples on the authority of Heaven.

2. «Is being baptized in water synonymous with Leing born again ?”
or in other words * is immersion in water, regeneration " No, neither.
A man may be baptized fifty times, and neither be regenerated or born
again. All the ordinances of the new covenant are curses rather than
blessings to those who are not penitent believers. Brother G. you did
not certainly ask this latter question for your own satisfaction! If I
thought you did, I would give it more attention. We never taught that
baptism wasregeneration. Faith in the blood of Christ, and genuine,
heartfelt repentance—the full surrender of body, soul, and spirit 10 the
service of the Lord Jesus in immersion, are all necessary in order to
obtain a scriptural assurance of the new birth. If any of our readers
will refer us to one who was recognized asa child of God, as born again,
after Jesus ascended on high, without immersion, we will give the ac-
count of his conversion a conspicuous place in our publication.

8. The “ kingdom of God™ spoken of in John iti. 5, we understand to
meay the church on earth. * :

4. When our Saviour was on the earth, hedisposed of menas pleased
kim. Some eyes were opened by a touch, by a word, and others by
the application of clay, and washing. Lepers were healed by a word,
or on their way to the priest. He forgave sins conditionally, or uncon.
ditionally for aught we know, just as he saw fit, when here with men in
the flesh. But Just as he was going to glory, he committed to the Apos-
ties the word of reconciliation, which was—* preach repentance and

* Se Wesley's notes on Acts xxit. 16.
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remission of sins to all nations in my name, beginning at Jervsalem
“ {Te that beheveth and s baptized shall besaved.”  When the Aposties
opened the Will on the day of Pentecost, they exhorted the people to
be baptized for remission. They unever preached differently. So
soon as their hearers believed the gospel, they forthwith baptized them.
‘That the Saviour however forgave any of those persons who waited
upon him, withont baptism, during his persunal ministry, can be proved
by wo one. The strong probability is that they had all been baptized
under John’s ministry. John camne to prepare a people for the Lord,
and he immersed multitudes.  Who can say thatall these hnd not * jus-
iified God by being baptized with the baptism of John.” Luke vii. 29.
Even that pons asinerum of orthodoxy—the case of the thiefon the cross
—has never been proved to be an exception to the rule. W ho is autho-
rized to say, much less to prove, that he had not received baptism ; that
he was not one of those who having become offended by the Saviour’s
teaching, had gone away and walked no more with him. How did he
become so well acquainted with the character of the Lord: hear him
(Luke xxiii. 41), *“ We receive the due reward of our deeds; but this
man has done nothing amiss. Lord, remember me when thou comest
into thy kingdom.”™ s this the language of one wholly unacquainted
with the Saviour. From whence did he gain all this knowledge of the
Lord. Who can believe that he had not previously listened to the gra-
cious words that fell from the Redeemer'slips?  Remember ] do not say
that he had been a disciple of either John or the Messiah, On this point
the record is silént.  But the sironger probability is, that this lapg harped
on exception is nd exception atall. Butthough all that the ohjector as-
serts could be proved, it would furnish no exception to the decirine o
baptism, in order to remission, because it was an act of a dispensation
which preceded the christian. #
( To be Continued )

To CokrEsPONDENTS.—~An ¢ Anzious lnguiring Subscriber,” in de-
ence of “ Faith alone” and © Total depravity,” is_laid on the table.
We must have the real name of every one,hoivever friendly, before we
dan give him a hearing. We have sometimes engaged in conversation
with strangers, and have endeavored to answer their queries, and subse-
quently learned that their only object was to get.some expression from
us 10 Dold up to ridicule. We kowever hope better things of our cor-
respondents, though we thus speak. We must therefore for the future
exércige our own discretion in the disposal of all anonymous communi-
cations. .. We do not object to publishing articles over 2 fictitious sigaa-
ture ; although wé would much rather every wrifer would unmask him-
self,and in his true garb look every man full in the face. Our Anxious
Inquirer” manifests much sincerity ; and if he will give us his real name
it shall be kept a profound secret: if he be what his musk would lead
us to suppose, he shall have a_full hearing, and we will endeavor
10 solve his doubts ; and though he should be totally depraved, we hope
to convince him that the faith of the Gospel and the obedience of faith
will bring him into the enjoyment of the life of God which is in Christ

Jesus the Tord. Several other communications have been received.
o W, W. 5§



