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This is not so much a criticism of the
essay as it is a separate and parallel article
upon the general themes presented in the
essay, to whose argument it is occasionally
tangent. In the main, it is not hostile ;

though issue is here and there taken with
what it conceives to be the essayist’s posi-

tions. After approving the purpose of the
essay, and its adaptation to that purpose,
the review expresses agreement with the
essayist’s conception of the church. It
comments : ;

* The ecclesiastical idea of unity is of a cast-iron
kind that is destructive of true liberty. . . .

The unity of which we have dreamed, and -

which the Scriptures contemplate, is not of
this kind. It is rather a unity of thought in
relation to the fundamental truths of Chris-
tianity. And this unity of thought is best
expressed and maintained in the congregational
idea, which does not exclude but rather.demands

that unity shall reach its perfect flower in °

co-operative effort for the evangelising and
uplifting of the world,”
This is a lucid and felicitous statement of

the ideal of the essay; and the essayist is
constrained to add, that those points in which

he criticises his brethren are points in which
he thinks they are'unscripturally and ‘un- .

necessarily marring this ideal. il
The reviewer next takes up and criticises
the scientific principle which the essayist
makes the basis of his warning. In common
with some of the other critics, he seems to
think it was used merely as an illustrative
analogy, and suggests that reversion to type
would be a more apt illustration, But it
was not illustration that the essayist sought

B

in his choice of a theme—it was the literal
exemplification of a principle. The essayist
by no means endorsed the early Darwinian
view of natural selection, nor accepted it as
accounting - for all changes in organisms,
He only endorsed it so far as it sets forth
the alternative—that decline and ultimate
extinction is the lot of any community which
cannot or does not meet the exigencies of
environment. It should be noted too that
the terms here used are no longer confined
to biology—they are quite as much applied
to-day in history and religion. Of course
the introduction of a superpatural element
may effect the preservation of a race or
community in apparent defiance of this law,
as in the case of the Jews; but the facts of
prophecy and history in connection with
them so'manifestly point to divine interposi-
tion in that case that their excepting only
confirms the rule by emphasising the necessity
for such divine interference if the rule is to
be evaded. Now in the case of the church
as a whole, God has promised preservation in
spiteof nature; butin thecaseofusasa religious

movement (since we certainly are not the. '

whole church, else where were the Baptists,
immersed Methodists, and such, to say the
least of it ?) he has made no such promise.
Hence we cannot expect to escape this law,
and the third alternative, which the reviewer
says was overlooked by the essayist, does
not exist,

But this anticipates. The reviewer sum-
marises the essay in a way which is not
unfair, but which misses the point. He says:
‘ The special environment of the churches of
Christ in this case is made up of the various
denominations by which they aresurrounded."
Not so. It is the entire relgious and non-
religious world, in which these denominations
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are only an important element. Current
social and political ideas, altogether ignored
and often denied by many of the denomina-
tions, but tending to their disintegration, and
to the establishment of religious democracy,
are great factors as well. The reviewer seems
to exaggerate, too, the extent to which (he
essayist would be willing to see the peculiar-
ities of individuals and congregations pre-
served in their coming to our position. The
essay commended this process so far as it
has been exemplified in America, but no
farther. There it bhas always included the
surrender of sprinkling, infant baptism, and
open membership. With these modifications,
the statement of the essay’'s argument is
correct,

In the next paragraph the reviewer labors

under two handicaps. He contends against
scientific facts for his imagioary third alter-
pative; and he seems to have put *“con-
formity " into the essayist’s mouth instead of
s adaptation.” He says: * The ¢broad and
catholic movement' advocated must have a

more solid foundation than some fancied.

analogy in nature.” This is true. The
foundation must be the expressed will of
God; and, as already shown, this necessity
is distinctly and unequivocally recognised at
tbe proper point in the essay. Farther on
he says: “ Adaptation to environment or to
the times seems a strange argument to use in
connection with a reformation movement.”
If the reviewer had consulted a dictionary,
sub *adaptation” and * conformity,” he
would have been spared the utterance of this
pointless and misleading sentence, and would
probably have omitted most of this paragraph.
Again, he says: *If Jesus Christ had adapted
himself to the times, he would not have been
crucified”; and the next sentence shows
that, in the reviewer's mind, an element of
this “adaptation” would have been “pleasing
the religious teachers of his day.” But that
would have been conformity, not adaptation.
Jesus did not conform himself to anything
that was evil in his day; nor should we.
But he did adapt himself—that is, he fur-
pished in his person and office precisely what
the world needed, and he made every effort
to present himself in the most acceptable

light to all earnest seekers after truth,

Again : ¢ He (Jesus)-glected to perish.” This
is news. The essayist has always been
under the impression that Jesus did not
perish—that he still lives and reigns. Fur-
ther, the reviewer says (what seems meant
for a correction of the essay, but what is
really its exact position): “ The question to
be settled here is not one that can be deter-
mined by our essayist or by the practice of
our American brethren, or by anything that
we may say, but it is one that can be settled
by the clearly expressed will of the Holy
Spirit himself.” The Holy Spirit has ex-
plicitly sanctioned our being all things to all
men—that is, our disregarding our private
views, except such as are explicitly laid upon
us by Christ himself, in order to disarm
- prejudice and win as many as possible,
What the reviewer adds concerning the
Scriptural basis of unity is good ; and if the
essay bad intended to discuss that phase of
the questiony it could have included nothing
better than the quotation and most of the
comment of the review. The reviewer tates

the essayist's position exactly in these
words : % To insure this end (the restoration
of baptism_ and general unity), it is un:ged'
that the practice of ‘open communion

should be adopted—that thus by the free
interchange of thought the Scriptural idea
might be made to prevail.” But the reviewer
dissents thus: * Viewed merely as a matter
of policy, experience has shown us that th_e
idea is not workable,” This statement Is
bardly borne out by the facts. Open com-
munion, as divorced from open membe_rshlp,
has pever been given a thorough trial in
Australia: so that no conclusion can be
drawn from experience here. But it bas
been given a thorough trial in America—so
much so that it bas in most places consti-
tuted the crowning triumph of the disciples
over the Baptists, until the latter have been
driven to a virtual surrender, and the two
bodies are now just at the point of fusion
upon the apostolic basis of open communion
and “close” membership. This position
has also won the respectful attention of the
religious world, so that the accession from
p=dobaptist bodies of reputable preachers by
the dozen, and of an occasional congregation,
is constantly reported. In spite of this large
influx of divergent elements, not one of our ten
thousand churches makes any compromise of apos-
tolic baptism as a condstion of membership ; yet a
free exchange of pulpits with Methodists,
Baptists, Presbyterians and Congregation-
alists is the rule. Does this look as if * the
idea is not workable"? We would beartily
endorse and emphasise the following con-
clusion to the review:

» We will not make our influence greater by agree-
ing to be silent in regard to our views of Scrip-
tare truth, while they on their part claim and
exercise untrammelled speech in their presen-
tation of the claims and conditions of the gospel.
If we are true to our Master and to his teach-
ings, and true to ourselves, the day is not far
distant when we shall not only deserve respect,
but commasd it."

4. J. PITTMAN'S REVIEW.

This reviewer’s criticism is chiefly based
upon a misunderstanding of the essay. In
fact he seems hardly to have grasped the
essay at all ; and he seems to be very much
at sea as to what he himself is trying to say.
He reminds one very much of the old darky's
dogs, that * smelled somefin', but couldn't
ezac'ly locate it.” In this, however, he is
not alone amongst the reviewers. His first
criticism has been answered in the first
section of this reply, In his second, he
apprehends an * upprofitable confusion of
tongues” as the result of pulpit exchange,
But this confusion of tongues might just as
reasonablyresult from the exchange of pulpits
now practised within the brotherhood, since
every speaker must preach the Scriptures as
he understands them, and no two understand
them exactly alike. The present suppression of
this * confusion of tongues” is due to the
« care of the legitimate overseers ”; and the
extension of this care, with increased tact
and caution, would prevent the confusion in
the wider field proposed—just as it does in
America, where the practice is followed.

The reviewer objects to the * unscriptural
use of the term church.” He is shocked at

the idea that * these denominations, with 4|
their errors of doctrine and practice, diVidad
and antagonistic,” should receive in the esa:
the terms which the Scriptares apply to thy
church ; and in the excess of ‘his horror he
declares that this usage ‘“is nothing less thag
monstrous and utterly foreign to the teachig
of the Book.” If our brother had recovereg
from his hysterics before penning the ques.
tion ¢ Is there the ghostly shadow of such 5
church or body of Christ in the New Testa. *
ment ?” it might have occurred to him that
there is—perhaps mot the ghostly shadow
but certainly the substance of such a church
in that at Corinth, to which he immediately
afterward refers. The members of this church
were nof ** united in sympathy, harmony and
co-operation,” as the reviewer states, but!
were divided (r Cor. 1: 11, 12) and carnal
(3: 3). They were tolerating fornication

: 1), brethren were going to law with
brethren (6: 1), the strong were disregarding
the consciences of the weak (8: 12), the
Lord’s Supper itself was shamefully perverted
and made a cause of division (11: 1723),
and the very teaching of the apostles on one
of the fundamental facts of Christianity was
disregarded and nullified (15: 12). Yet this
church, “ with all its errors of doctrine and
practice, divided and antagonis-ic,” is called
by the apostle « the church of God” (1 2)!
The essayist is quite content to be in Paul's
company here, at the risk of exciting the
reviewer's horror ; especially when the fol-
lowing terms are added: “sanctified in Christ

esus ” (1: 2), “called into the fellowship of
}esus Christ our Lord” (1: g), * God's hus-
bandry, God's buildiog” (3: 9), and “a
temple of God” (3: 16).

The reviewer is thanked for this assurance:
«“] do not for a moment think that our
essayist means to suggest this" (a sacrifice
of principle). If he thinks however that the
essayist’s * desire to open his loving arms to
all” has led him to overlook principle, or to
forget that he might compromise it uo-
wittingly, he bas utterly mistaken both the
spirit of the essayist and his purpose 1o the
essay. It isa deep-felt conviction that some
of the attitudes now assumed by many in the
Australian brotherhood are unscriptural and
divisive that has induced him to launch the
present discussion—not in_the least a mere
sentimental desire for friendly feeling. Nor
should it be imagined that the essayist is a0
irresponsible free-lance, with nothing atgtake-
He is a stranger in a strange land, with no
human friends in ten thousand miles except
those whose good-will and confidence be
might have forfeited by taking serious issue
with them. In his own land, too, his rep:
utation for success in the ministry
depend upon what the Australian brethren-
say of him; since his brief experience gives
him no past prestige to fall back upon:
all these considerations, involving as they !
literally his daily bread, weigh but a8 8
feather in the scale. He would rather 1050t
them all than abate one jotor tittle of Wht;‘
he finds himself required to do and SRYH,
the Scriptures and his present duty. 18
trusts this personal reference will be P“_
doned as a pertinent vindication of the ear™
estness and conscientiousness of bis P‘"P": e

The essayist can hardly gather what b
reviewer is trying to say in bis next P
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He seems to be dissenting from the
gsiﬁf;“ of the essay that we are only a
po vement in the church, and seems as if he
mallI d affirm that we are the church. Yet he
: :votes the pargg.raph to proving the totally
{ifferent proposition that we “are as truly
Jwrches of Christ as those planted by the
¢ sstles.” That we are chuyches of Christ in
:ge New Testament sense, and in that sense
ooly, e gladly agree; but if we are the
charch, what has become (to say the least)
of the immersed believers in the other reli-
ions bodies?

Finally, “1 think the be§t thing we can
do is to love all men and strive by all lawful
meaps to save them and do them good,” but
wi “to let the denominations as such alone
to look after themselves,” since there are
thousands in them too good and faithful and
carnest to deserve being left in the hands of
the harlot Babylon,

5. Joun T. T. HarDING'S REVIEW.

" The essayist approached the reading of
this review with some trepidation. The
reviewer's ponderous and formidable way of
opening the dis_cussion was calculated to
command attention, and lead the reader to
expect a complete demolition of the essay.
The essayist wishes to turn aside for ‘a
moment, however, in order to express his
thanks to this reviewer, not for any fairness
in criticism, but for lending the essayist some
apt and well-rounded phrases by which to
describe the attitude and style of the review.
Despite the ¢“drag-net general indictment *
with which the review *is rhetorically
rounded up to a well-balanced conclusion™”
—despite his poor opinion of the essay's
worth, and his conviction that it ¢ cannot
hope for success "—he occupies six columns
(by far the longest review) in attempting to
combat the imaginary fallacies and assump-
tions of the essay. The calm assurance with
which he claims to have read the essay “with
the most generous of critical eyes,” while not
allowing one jot of room for the slightest
misreading on his part, and dipping the sbafts
of his criticism in the poison of innuendo, can
find no better epithet than his own—¢bound-
less andacity.” With an “absolute and un-
substantiated assertiveness” he attributes
motives and implications to the essayist, of
which there is not the slightest intimation in
the essay ; and he carries these ¢ gratuitous
assumptions ” to the point of omitting pre-
Cautionary phrases manifestly intended to
obviate the very misconceptions into which
be falls, The minute and merciless assault
Which he makes on every portion of the
essay, the manner in which he selects the
most obnoxious and unintended of all pos-
Sible meanings from every innocent sentence,
:nd sometimes from no sentence at all, the
Bttractive assertiveness, which at first
Sight might pass for strength,” with which
€ pounces upon these men of straw and
emolishes them—these things suggest tbat
the review was ¢ conceived and originated
'0 2 epirit of unadulterated bigotry,” and
Certainly show that it is “not in any sense
Worthy of the reputation and ability of its
talented aythor.”
th.AlthO_ugh the most protracted and verbose,
b 18 review not only shows the least fairness,
utfthe least discrimination as well. Aftera
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;‘;:V;;ggllil:;: lago%:’:}tlz.ti%u, full of undeserved
) Ich we will pre

:lt;\frert),.the reviewer specifies sevetln’ a?ﬁ*ugtelzl

fect?'m the essay, and says they are “only
a hew, ¥ and are put forth as « samples of the
whole, This method of attack is quite
common with controversialists whose cause
18 consciously weak, and it has much more
the appearance than the substance of logic.

With the exception of the si i
| 0 \ sixth charge
gn“;\hrllf:(i ::e essayist will admit, shows

d genuity and originality), these
't'“"ic;‘-feﬂs. ' on close inspection, d\ﬁndle to
—ambiguity and dogmatism. For in-
stance, the first « defect ” is ** absolute and
gusubstantia_ted assertiveness "’; the fourth is
the gratuitous assumption of essential
premises ; and the seventh is a “ want of
sympathy with the modes of thought of those
to whom it (the essay) appeals,” as mani-
fested in the failure to ‘cite Scripture in sup-
port of the positions advanced.  The essayist
is obliged to confess that he fails to perceive
the subtle distinction between these alleged
defects. To his mind they seem to be merely
different ways of charging one and the same
thing—dogmatism. The other class of *“de-
fects" is handled in precisely identical
fashion. The second *defect” is * vague
generalities,” under which there are two
counts; the third is ¢ ambiguity"; and the
fifth is “the equivocal position which the
essay takes up in respect to the ordinance of
baptism.” Isthe essayist’s mind at fault in
failing to see anything more than ¢ ambig-
uity,” under different names, in these three
charges? The reviewer's logic reminds us
of the divisions in the “kid preacher’s”
argument against infant baptism—that it was
¢ First, unscriptural ; second, not found in
the Bible; and third, unsupported by the
Word of God"”! The essayist will not say
that the reviewer intended to prejudice the
readers unfairly against the essay in thus
discovering two “defects’ and multiplying
them by three; but it certainly would tend
to have that effect upon minds not apt at
discerning arguments and d:tecting fallacies.
The reviewer is thus guilty of a thoughtless
and misleading use of his reputation for dis-
crimination. These two charges of ambig-
uity and dogmatism have already been re-
futed in the second section of the reply; so
we may now turn to the consideration of
minor points in the review. Tgt
The reviewer says: “The essayist seems
to underestimate the degree of his divergence
from the generally entertained views of the
brotherhood "—this in comment upon the
essayist's avowal of such divergence from
«many of the brotherhood.” But without
dwelling on the fact that there is no numer-
ical specification in * many,” the essayist
would remind the reviewer that he may have
overestimated his own ability and opportun-
ity to know the general views of the brother-
hood, The older brethren, and those who
have in the past come prominently to the
front, have been commltted,_lt is true, to
close communion and a restricted _pla.t_form,
and to the preservation of the solidarity of
the brotherhood upon these and kindred
tions. But this very commitment to
A i ith which the
solidarity—the confidence with w y
pave enunciated these arguments, and the
care with which they have encouraged the

young men who showed proficiency in them
—has made dissent timid about asserting
itself in their presence; so that these con-
servative brethren do pot know how far their
opinions are shared on these points, and how
far they are merely tolerated for the sake of
peace. Of all those in the brotherhood from
whom the essayist has heard any expression
on these points, a vast majority are more in
sympathy with his views than against them;
and the essayist’s name was not associated
with any particular view of the matter, to
prevent his hearing a full expression of all
views, Again, the reviewer need not con-
clude from the tenor of the other reviews
that the sentiment of the brotherhood is
against the essayist, since every man who
finds his opinions opposed in the essay will
feel strongly disposed to take a hand in:the
discussion; while those who agree with the
essayist will, for reasons already stated,
hesitate to speak, feeling that he can fight
his own battles. The first voices to be
raised on behalf of a new departure have
always few supporters until men begin to
perceive that it will succeed. The general
attitude of mankind seems to be: “ Don’t
know him—heave half a brick at him "

One of the most vicious and unworthy
elements of this review is the gratuitous
attributing of obnoxious motives to the
essayist. He says: ¢ They (the views of
the brotherhood) are entitled to be taken
into account as fhomest views until the
contrary has been established.” This
remark is quite true; but if it is not
absolutely pointless, it means to imply that
the essayist has not given his brethren credit
for honesty ; when the fact is that not one
word or line can be pointed out in the essay
that could even squint at such an imputation.
Again, the reviewer quotes the ‘ catalogue
of specified peculiarities” with which the
essay described our reputation amongst our
religious neighbors, ending with the words:
“and the general Ishmaelitish air with which
we move.,” But instead of heeding the
warning which the essay immediately utters,
that “ we are not now raising the question
of the justice or injustice of our reputation ;
we are merely noting what it 4s"'—the reviewer
omits this sentence, unjustly charges us with
bringing an “indictment " against the broth-
erhood, and says that many * would joyfully
plead guilty to the whole series, and then
join issue with the essay as to who is to be
held responsible for the existence of the
peculiarities.” But the essay made neither
statement or implication as to who is to be
held responsible. Although the essayist
makes no pretensions to scholarship, he
confesses that he would rather be well
trained and scholarly than ill-trained and
crude-minded ; though he implied no slur
(God forbid!) at the host of godly and
earnest preachers amongst us who have not
had the advantages which the American
brethren enjoy. He confesses that he likes
instrumental music, prefers a handsome
chapel to an unsightly one, and would rather
sit on a cushion than a bare board. On the
other hand, he  pleads guilty " to a feeling
of glory in our willingness to pay our own
way, in “our marked avoidance of the style
of evangelism that Christendom in general
accepts,” and in the iconoclastic energy which
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was !:qrmeq in the essay * the general Ish-
maelitish air with which we move.” Where
- now, O bogie *indictment,” is thy sting ?
The question as to which of these peculiar-
ities are Scriptural and' which are not is
avowedly not raised here, because it is not
the author’s purpose in the paragraph or the
essay to justify or condemn them seriafim.
What is not Scriptural, the essayist would
certainly have us surrender at once; and
what is not condemned by the Scriptures,
but not necessitated by them, we should
certainly be. willing to surrender, if thereby
we could the better win attention to our
presentation of the essentials of faith in Christ.
Still other examples of the attributing of
false motives to the essayist abound in the
review. In discussing what he mistakenly
conceives to be the essay’s attitude on bap-
tism, he says: ‘“ Some care is taken to show
that there are two ways in which uniformity
may be reached "—and quotes the essay at
length in substantiation. Well, are there not
two ways? Would not sprinkling be a
uniform practice if all adopted it? and would
pot immersion be a uniform practice if all
adopted it? The essay expressly limited the
dilemma to the one point of uniformity by
saying that it could be obtained either way,
“sp far as the immedsate point is concerned.” But
the reviewer does the essayist a great injus-
tice in the following words: * The one thing
advocated is a uniform practice ; so that this
goal be reached, the form of the practice
seems to be a matter of indifference.” This
is a total misreading of the essay. It does
not even sezm to be a matter of indifference,
except to those who read the essay, as this
reviewer appears to have done, with a hawk'’s
eye for faults, but a mole’s for clear and
candid statements. That the form is nof a
matter of indifference (thoug the essay did
not propose to discuss immersion pro and con),
witness the essay’s plea for ¢ a solution that
shall accord with God's will in the matter."
And why does the reviewer attribute to the
essayist “a suggestive leaning towards
abandonment of that which is merely scruples
. .. rather than . . . a surrender of liberty?”
The italicised word was read into the text
by the reviewer, and gives a totally different
meaning to the essayist's language. Are we
not agreed that liberty may be surrendered
where conscience may not? and did the
essayist intimate anything to the contrary ?
But for the ingenious detection of micro-
scopic faults the reviewer’s charge of a
« Jatent bigotry " in considering only Pro-
testants in the essay is certainly entitled to
the prize cake. Of course there are sincere
followers of the Lord Jesus Christ amongst
Roman and Greek Catholics, Armenians,
Syrians, and all other bodies who profess
Christianity at all. Nor did the essay in any
way suggest that there were not. But it was
uncompromisingly founded upon the presup-
position of the plea, whose two arms are the
absolute and sole authority of the Scriptures,
and the obligation of every man and congre-
gation to learn them and apply them to prac-
tice. On such a platform as this none but
Protestants could have been taken without
an exposition and vindication of the plea,
which would have carried the essay alto-
gether out of its line of argument. We
trust that not many thousand Catholics were

offended by the neglect. Yet, in spite of
this obvious explanation, the reviewer ac-
cuses us of latitudinarianism where (as he
thinks) we surrender the p‘ea_, and Qf bigotry
where we presuppose it! His consistency is
like that of the woman who borrowed the
kettle, and, on returning it, was sued by the
owner on the ground that she bad cracked it.
Her defence was, first, that she had not bor-
rowed the kettle at all; second, that it was
cracked when she borrowed it; and third,
that it was whole when she returned it!

It would require several pages to answer
all the reviewer’s quibbles as to the am-
biguity of terms used in the essay, and
several more to advance the syllogistic proofs
of the several propositions with which he
finds fault on the ground of insufficiency.
But we will not affront the intelligence of the
readers by pointing out these A B C's of
reading, since no one else seems to have been
seriously puzzled by the difficulties; we will
merely suggest that if the reviewer will read
the essay again, using a little common sense
(the review has surely not greatly depleted
his stock of that commodity), he will see the
meaning which the disputed terms are in
tended to bear, and will also see that the
sentences in question, interpreted in the
patural and necessary light of the context,
require no proof.

On the whole, however, perhaps we have
expected too much of this review. Its author
seems to know nothing of the essential prin-
ciples of interpretation, which forbid a man
to disregard the context, and require him to
interpret any parfial statement in the light
of the whole discourse; and he seems to
think that criticism consists in picking
minute flaws and raising quibbles worthy of
medizval scholasticism. This extended at-
tention bas been given it, not because of any
depth or strength or sincerity that make it
a worthy antagonist, but for fear a less de-
tailed notice might be taken by the un-
thinking and word-loving as a confession of
defeat.

6. A. R. MaN's REVIEW.

The spirit of this review is well expressed
in the following words: In any comments
which I make, I trust it will not be imagined
by any that I wish to impugn either the
merits of the composition or the motive
which prompted it, or reflect on the vision
beautiful of a church united and restored."”
This spirit is well maintained throughout ;
but the review is bardly less at sea than the
preceding in its misconception of the essay,
and this misconception is probably respon-
sible for some near approaches to the im-
putation which the reviewer disclaims, as
well as for some hypercriticism of the essay's
argument.

The review says: “There is an uncom-
fortable impression created that the wiiter
believes that, if the disciples of Christ in
these Sonthern lands just go on as they are
going, they will one day awaked to find they
are dead.” The essayist is sorry il this
impression has been created, and, to obviate
it, begs leave to quote from the conclusion of
the essay: “ Let us hope and believe and
pray with all our bearts that the spirit of the
world-loving Christ will abide in us forever,
and lead us into all the ways of truth—that
we will accomplish our glorious destiny."

- tion, too, the reviewer denies any

It is true that the essay was meant

against a spirit which might result in :ﬁ_;;‘l]rn
but he does not believe that spirit is esgep
tially dominant in the brotherhood, and he
does not think that it will prevail. In speak
ing of this apprehension, the reviewer sa 5
that ‘ our numerical increase and progre);s
hardly support this opinion.” But numerica]
increase and progress are not in themselyeg
safe criteria. The diversity of social apg
theological elements attracted to any new
movement, and the power of the movement

to unify and consolidate these diverse accre- .

tions, are considerations equally essential to
a correct and far-sighted judgment. We
may here apply a quotation from the essay
to other than its original connection, and say
that any new and strong movement may
continue to grow, and perhaps to grow
rapidly, until ¢ the limits of the sect " coin.
cide with ¢ those who will tolerate it.” This
has been true of the M=thodists, and might
possibly prove true of us.

In discussing the essay’s contention for
uniformity of baptism, the reviewer indulges
in a bit of what seems like hypercriticism.
The sentence which he criticises is as follows:
« It is manifestly within the right of each
congregation to follow its own policy as
regards the terms of admission to fellowship
(membership); at least, the congregations
will follow their own policy ; so we must
reckon with this as a condition.” Now it is
evident that, taking this sentence as a whole,
« it is the condition, and not the theory, that
confronts us.” The right assumed (as im-
plied by the point of view in this portion of

the essay) is in contrast to the authority of

the denomination, not to the authority of the
Scriptures. Yet the reviewer quotes the
first clause of this sentence, and, mistakenly
assuming the latter contrast, takes * much
pleasure in emphatically denying ™ it. After
giving a reason (which would be pertinent
to the contrast he assumes, but is not to the
intended contrast), he quotes the remainder
of the sentence, introducing it with the words:
«But Bro. Grinstead felt that the words
italicised above (It is manifestly within the
vight of each congregation to follow its own policy
as to the teyms of admission o fellowship’) Were
saying too much, so added what was meant
to be a transition and explanation, but what
is really miles away from the former state-
ment.”” Just herein lies the hypercriticism:
As the reviewer says, the additional clause
was meant to be a transition. But, by ghe
very meaning of the word, a transitiod
always takes one away from the formef
statement ; and whether “ miles” away, Of
only a few bundred yards, the reviewer
should have interpreted the whole sentence
in the light of the completed statement ;
especially in view of bis recognition that 1
is an “ explanation.” This would bave been
nothing more than fair to the essayist, besides
being much better exegesis. In this connec-
“ true
and “rightful” liberty on the part of tlhg
congregation ‘ to practise spriokling at all.
The essayist did not say anything as 10 ! :
truth or rightfulness of their liberty. . -°
simply did not raise the point that 1t l:;c-
false liberty which they now exercise, P
cause he was not preaching a sermane]
advocacy of immersion, but Wwas merel}
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: a people with whom he apre
tslklﬂgn ;obou:[:heir attitude on other th%ng?
there‘:e,',iewer fears that “the effect of the
The may be to conﬁrm_ some in their

.sagedience." The essayist would be ex.
dﬁ%ingly sorry if this should occur, but dgesg
cee pink it will.
pot thin : it

The reviewer has a peculiar and significant

aph on the question of « regarding the
aragrapi brother in Christ."
zdobaptist as a rother in rist.” Assum-
ing the essayist's attitude to be absolutely
described in this phrase, he says that “ some
of our prominent brethren in Australia find
it more than difficult; they simply cannot do
it, consistently. In exemppﬁc_atlo_n, he
sotes a passage from an ec.lltonal in the
c(l:nmsnm of August 27th, which pledges us,
in preaching the gospel, to the apostolic
view of baptism; which is stated thus:
« They tacitly assumed thal.: there was no
Christian life short of baptism.” The re.
viewer presses this point home with peculiar
_ insistency. Now if this citation, and the
appeal for the essayist’s opinion of it, have
any point at all, that point lies in the fact
that the editorial in question was written by
the author of the essay, and that his positions
in the two articles do not agree. It is a fair
presumption that the reviewer knew the
anthorship of the extract, and meant to
convey a veiled charge of inconsistency. If
this presumption is incorrect, the essayist
hopes that the reviewer will correct him.
Apart from the fact that the essayist could
have had no conceivable motive for such
- double-dealing, would it not have been more
fair in the reviewer—more like a critic, and
less like an accuser—to presuppose the es-
sayist's consistency, and try a little harder
to interpret the two utterances in harmony ?
This would not bave been difficult, for the
editorial extract is plainly on the subject of
baptism, while the extract from the essay is
just as plainly not on that subject. Hence
it is unwarrantable to draw from the latter
any inference at all in regard to baptism ;
but it is inexcusable if such inference is in
conflict with the unequivocal utterance on
baptism in the editorial. Here again the
reviewer shows himself a blunderer at
exegesis,

The reviewer unconsciously approaches
near to thrawing odium upon the essayist's
motive .in styling our present attitude a
“timid conservatism,” by classing that
expression with a number of more or less
opprobrious, discourteous, and unworthy
epithets, though conceding that it is “ the
mildest.” This is hardly fair to the es-
Sayist, when he has used no such epithets
himself, and is always careful to ref_rau:l
om any approach to such an undignified
method of controversy with sincere opponents.

€ essayist conceives that one reason for
our past isolation has been the fear that the
younger adherents of our movement might

ave their zeal chilled and their faith in our
Plea shattered by too free intercourse with

0S¢ who do not see as we do, If (as the
t8sayist's experience leads him to believe)
this fear js unfounded, then his characterisa-
tion is apt, The adjective remains. More-
over, the opposition which has confronted
beEﬂorts of the essayist and others in the
Protherhoog to be faithful to their under-
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Standing of the
e s.tatemeut tha

a
E'lIl‘]h;Or. adapt ourselves to the times.'"” 22)
eviewer says: ¢
8 s ays: “Loyalty to the Word

' This
with improvement :
1S essential fo ouy
‘“Loyalty to the W
the van” We feq
have been so rapt
minor things which
by the Word that t
of the grand and
which the Word
mistake was not int
the less real,

The essayist repeats, it was not

‘ Loyalty to the Word
being ‘in ‘the van,"” and
ord reguives us to be in
it many of the brethren
1n a rigid loyalty to some
they imagine to be taught
hey have overlooked some
broad and catholic ideals
holds out for us. The
entional, but it was none

; his ‘prim-
ary purpose to discuss the plea, but the
method of presenting it, While this is

affected by the attitudes variously charac-
terised in the conclusion, in what the
reviewer is kind enough to term ¢ fit and
well-sounding phrases * (which, we would

remind the reviewer, may be found in the

mouth of the critic, as well as of the advo-
cate)—while the presentation of the plea,
we say, is affected by our attitude, it must
never depart from the real question, which
(to gquote the reviewer) “is primarily this:
are the Scviptures to be our standard of appeal,
our guide, oy not 7 We answer, Yes ; because
(1) these only are authoritative, and are our
only revelation of the will of God; (2) if
these are not a standard, nothing is ; if these
tell us not, we cannot know."

7. D. A. Ewers’ Review.

This is altogether fair, and written in a
most excellent, discriminating, and com-
mendable spirit. The reviewer is much
more in accord with the essay than he
thinks. Some of the misconceptions which
underlie his judicious comments have already
been met, and the whole is written in such a
lucid style that there are few points which
need attention.

The reviewer says that the arguments of
the essay, if true, “not only prove that
those known as disciples in Australasia are
wrong, but those in America as well.” While
the essayist is not contending for anything
simply because it is American, he thinks
Bro. Ewers’ conclusion is a mistake. The
American brethren do not as a rule practise
close communion—indeed, the essayist never
heard such a position taken by any of their
churches ; and the exchange of pulpits with
other religious bodies is quite frequent. But
the reviewer truly adds: ¢ Even this, how-
ever . . . . is a small matter compared with
what, to my mind, appears conclusive—that
if the essayist is right the New Testament
disciples were wrong.” It mlght. be well to
note here that not even thls‘xs_ the true
standard, but only those principles and
practices of the New Testament disciples
which were inaugurated_ and_ approved b_y
the apostles. The essayist thinks that this
test will not condemn him. : ;

.The reviewer quotes the essay's triple
characterisation of the ideal restored church
—namely, as catholic, unicredal, and cod-

gregational—but suggests some difficulties
in practical application. Of course diffi-
culties will arise; but the essayist sees no
ground for disagreement with the reviewer
on the points which the latter raises. The
reviewer doubts the accuracy of the essay’s
Statement that the congregational polity
‘‘commends itself to the common sense of
men.” If he had noted the following clause,
‘ whether they recognise it or not," he might
have perceived that the essayist did not
mean that absolutely every man is theoreti-
cally and practically committed to congrega-
tionalism. As we have seen, none but
Protestants are directly in view in the
essay. The Methodists, so far as their
polity is concerned, are not at all of recent
origin. Yet even amongst them it must be
confessed that the great mass of laymen are
growing restless under episcopal control—
that the conferences “really rule by the
sufferance of their congregations; and their
sway is far more lax than a few years back,
and growing more lax every year.” The
same is true of the great so-called orthodox
bodies of Dissenting Protestantism, and of
the Episcopal Church in America. As to
the other bodies named as exceptions, they
are ‘not of sufficient age and influence, or
their zeal too far overbalances their common
sense, for them to be reliable data on which
to base an induction. The movements of a
millennial tidal wave are not to be measured
by the ripples of a few decades. - e

The reviewer endorses the essayist’s plea
for congregational liberty in details, but adds:
‘“Is not this already recognised? . . . .
There is perfect congregational freedom.”
The essayist wishes he could say this with
as much confidence. He knows of one case
in which a new congregation, sesking the
truth, was driven to look with disfavor upon
our plea, and ultimately to become a Baptist
church, by the refusal of one or two neigh-
boring congregations to recognise them or
have fellowship with them on the ground
that they accepted willing offzrings from the
unimmersed, and sat with them at the Lord’s
table. - Yet this congregation had as much
authority to read the Scriptures for itself as
the others had, and it was acting up to its
understanding of them. The essayist is not
at all sure that a congregation which con-
scientiously differed from the brotherhood on
these points, and in its entire method and
form of worship, although consisting entirely
of immersed believers, pledged to the Scrip-
tures alone, and wearing no unscriptural
names, would be quite cordially welcomed
into one of our Conferences. He would be
very glad, for the brethren's sakes, to know
that he has misjudged them in these poiats.
He is certain too that some of these things—
which are purely matters of congregational
preference—are so vigorously insisted upon
that the public necessarily associates our
name with certain unessential peculiarities,
and so caonot help thinking of us as a
“minor sect.” Nor is the public wholly
to blame in this matter.

Another matter which the reviewer raises
is food for pointed comment. He says:

“A large proportion. of the American brethren :
oppose missionary societies, and scarcely one-
third of the churches contribute through them ;
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many oppose organs and Endeavor Societies,
while others object to Sunday Schools, and
some advocate the re-baptism of Baptists, and
other fads."

Although we do not know Bro. Ewers' his-
tory, we venture to assert that he has not a
close personal acquaintance with the Ameri-
can brotherhood. It is not true that* alarge
proportion of the American brethren oppose
missionary societies.” The opposition is
confined practically to the State of Tennes-
see, the southern counties cf Indiana, and a
few scattered congregations” in Kentucky,
Texas, and (very sparsely) other southern
States. Even in these congregations it is
very often a minority—sometimes not more
than four or five per cent — that holds
the church back, the majority yielding for
the sake of peace. The fact that so large a
proportion of the congregations do not con-
tribute to the missionary activities is usually
due to apathy, not to oppositicn ; and this
apathy is largely explained by the larger
percentage of struggling country churches
there than here, and, to the fact that their
missionary conventions are not associations
of churches, but assemblies of individual
Christians. Moreover, these so-called “fads"
are not advocated by different elements of
the brotherhood, but by all the same element,
with rather indistinct boundaries, and a var-
iety of emphasis. The term “ fad " is hardly
an appropriate name for the earnest and
settled conviction that animates these pious
brethren ; and one of them—the rebaptism
of Baptists—is as logical a deduction from
the second chapter of Acts as is close com-
munion., But it is on the general attitude of
this school that the essayist wishes to point
a moral. The fundamental principle upon
which these brethren build seems to be that
the New Testament church was a divinely
prepared model, to be followed by the church
in all ages; and consequently we are not
only obliged to conform to its outlines
wherever they can be traced, but are al:o
prohibited from supplying features of our
own where the Scriptures are silent. We
must give them credit for a high degree of
consistency in the application of this prin-
- ciple, since they reject the organ in all sacred
music, and the creation of any religious or-
ganisation. within or without the congrega-
tion. We hasten also to pay a tribute to
their zeal, 1heir piety, their diligence in
Scripture study, and the high degree to which
they often develop a personal sweetness and
amiability of character. It is to be regretted
that individual temperaments and qualities
so excellent do not attain to a more bene-
ficient use in the religious world. So intent
are they upon tracing and restoring the
faintest outlines of the church in the first
century that they utterly miss the require-
ments and opportunities of the church in the
twentieth century. Thinking that they per-
ceive the Scriﬁtural plan so clearly them-
selves, they look upon all who do not con-
form to it— for whatever reason—as apostate
with Rome, and frequentlg go to the length
of denying them any Chiistian standing
whatever. A church of this school, highly
commended by its sister churches in opinion
as apostolic in its zeal for the faith, once
withdrew its support from a yery needy mis-

-
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sion point at which the essayist was laboring,
on the sole ground that part of his salary was
paid by an Endeavor Society ! Their period-
icals (of which, by the way, there is only one
of sufficient influence to deserve notice, and
it a very minor one, as compared with the
other publications of the brotherhood) do not
publish news from those congregations which
use instrumental music, pay the preacher a
fixed salary, maintain the Endeavor and
Sunday School, and contribute to missionary
societics. Theresultofall thisis that they have
no influence in the brotherhood or in the re-
ligious world. Their services attract few
outsiders, and denominationalism simp]y
ignores their plea for union. The restoration
movement has passed them by, and they have
been “left behind, a narrow, dwindling,
moribund sect.” Their way has led, or is
rapidly leading * to a hard and exclusive and
stunted life—to an encrustation of tradition,
and the development of a rancorous contro-
versialism. These.is no life in it, no faith,
no hope, no love, no fellowship with the
living and breathing spirit which will ani-
mate the restored and united church—only
the cold and fruitless self-satisfaction of a
shrivelled up logic.”

This school is the fruit of the theory which
demands absolute and unreasoning conform-
ity to every petty detail of first century
Christianity, and ignores the practical need
of the adaptation of methods to current needs.
The same theory has a strong bold upon a
large portion of the brotherhood in Australia.
There are two differences, however—the
theory has had forty years longer to develop
in America, and it has taken some more
extreme and absurd positions there than
here. Still, there are some points in which
the positions of this school have dictated the
policies of the brotherhood here, and have
carried them to an attitude as rigid and
repellant as any adopted by the adherents
of this view in America. Close communion
is one of these, The exclusivenese of plat-
form and pulpit is another. The refusal to
accept a voluntary and unsolicited offering
from a conscientious unimmersed believer or
an innocent child is still another. The
brethren are perfectly sincere in these posi-
tions, but their sincerity “did not prevent
them from assuming a position that was not
only unwarranted by the Scriptures, but was
also a prejudice to the cause. It.was for the
purpose of contributing to the neutraljsation
of this tendency, encouraging growing minds
in the brotherhood to depart from it, and
accelerating our present rate of growth
toward a larger, a more charitable, a more
consistent view—in a word, a more Scrip-
tural application of the plea—that the essay
was written, I

Several of the reviewers and critics have
joined with Bro. Ewers in taking exception
to the essayist's statement that it manifests a
sectarian spirit for us ‘ to suppose that we
are right and other religious bodies- are
wrong.” Those who so except practically
charge the essayist with the bald absurdity
of condemning’ a man for believing that his
beliefs are true. Of course, if a man be-
lieves a thing, he thinks his belief is true.
This is such a self-evident proposition that
common sense should have told the review-
er5 they were on the wrong tack. But if

——

our beliefs—especially in matters of opinion
and precarious interpretation —are so im.
movably rooted in our minds as not to ad.
mit of a fair re-examination, are we not pre-
judiced ?
him ¢ disobedient " (tbe very word of some
of the reviewers), and refuse him our Chris.
tian fellowship and fraternity, while he is
perfectly honest in his lack of obedi nce, ang
that lack is due to his never having seen the
force of our premises, and not to any wilfy]
disloyalty —is not this a sectarian attitude ?
and is not this the natural meaning of the
language of the essay ? We would sound 2
warning, too, lest any should think again
that the essayist is here fighting a man of
straw. It is much easier to say that we
should have this open mind for the position
of our opponents, than it is to have it. It js
very easy to declare our willingness to re.
ceive truth from any source; but the declar-
ation is stultified by our ignoring the great
degree in which we may learn of divine

sovereignty from Calvin, of divine grace .

from Knox, or of the Spirit-filled life from

Wesley.
The reviewer is ¢ obliged to dissent” from
the essayist’s statement: ‘The only safe

ground on which we can close our pulpits to
a pious and wise padobaptist preacher would
be the assumption that he is more liable to
error than we; and what a world of conceit
is there in that assumption!” But (lame
dissent!) the reviewer presents no other
ground, and pleads guilty to the conceit in
the assumption! He urges that the pado-
baptist would be more liable to error than
we in estimating the importance of argu-
ments in favor of infant baptism. The
essayist admits that he thinks so too; and
he also admits that there may be a good
deal of unconscious conc it in his thinking
so. On the other hand, he thinks that nine
of our preachers out of ten would find allu-
sions to immersion where none existed, and
would often overestimate their value; and

that they would be likely to underestimate.

the points of similarity between the old and
new covenants. But does the one instance
cited by the reviewer, in which the pzdo-
baptist would be a less safe guide than we,
prove that he would be so in other instances?
Does one swallow make a summer ?
would a pzdobaptist be likely to preach a
sermon on infant baptism in one of our
pulpits ? or if he did, would he be invited
again ? The same courtesy would be due
from either side to the other in this case.
The pzdobaptist’'s allusions to baptism, 10
any sermon which he might preach in our
churches, would presuppose his view of the
ordinance; just as our allusions would pre-
suppose our view. But it would be entirely
unnecessary, to say the least of it, for either
to preach a formal and explicit sermon
presenting his' view of the matter,” when
visiting the other party. Common sense
and courtesy would easily regulate these
things.

In conclusion, we would quote the com-
ment of the reviewer, which is exactly in line
with the positions really taken in the essay :

* Our view of the whole subject will depend uponr

our conception of the plea. If this is simply
the union of believers, everything must be sub-

servient to that cardinal idea. But if our pled

If we condemn a man, and ¢q]| .

Again,’
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sestoration of primitive Christianity in

Christian union, we shall seek to as-
certain and occupy the New Testament plat-
form. This does not mean ‘a hard, stunted
life, an encrustation of tradition, and the devel-
opment of a rancorous controversialism,' or
'{he cold and fruitless self-satisfaction of a
shrivelled-up logic.' lt. means the glad recog-
pition of ail that is Christ-like among believers
of all parties, hearty co-operation with them in
all matters wherein all occupy common ground

* znd have a common object, and even rejoicing,
Jike Paul, however Christ is preached, * whether
in pretence or in truth." It meaps the cultiva-
tion of the spiril of unity as well as, and in
order to, the advocacy of organic union, and at
“the same time a loving but uncompromising
presentalion of the New Testament teaching
on the importance and practicability of such
union.”

8. W. L. JounsToN's REvVIEW.

This is in unison with the purpose of the
essay at every essential point. Its funda-
mental position 1§ a negative paraphrase of
{hat positively expressed in the essay: ¢« Un.
Jess, however, the church embraces the plea
of the disciples of Chngt, it cannot become
acceptable to God as his universal church.”
The reviewer emphasises the essayist's warn-
ing concerning our general attitude. He
points out the growt.h of the catholic spirit,
and adds very pertinently: ¢ Let this pro-
gress continue and it will be found that the
Christian world will presently consist of two
classes with but one distinguishing doctrine
—immersion.” He gives the current move-
ment credit for a portion of this progress—
rather too modestly, we think, if the reflex
influence of American thought upon British
and Australian theology be taken into con-
sideratiun.

Near the close of the review he says:
“The scheme (of the essay) appears to be
one of intellectual devisement only, seeing
the arguments are nowhere backed up by
divine revelation.” Pausing only to note
the fact that the essay presented no “scheme”
at all, but only an appeal, we must say that
we do not see how the proposals advanced
could have had other than *intellectual
devisement,” even if they had been “‘backed
up by divine revelation " explicitly quoted.
Intellect is necessary to apprehend and apply
the Scriptures, and to shape our course in
matters not covered by the Scriptures.
Intellect is nothing but common sense.
When the use of the mind departs from
common sense, it ceases to be intellect, and

ecomes nonsense. The drawing of a con-

is the
arder to

trast between intellect and the Scriptures, as -

if the two were naturally in antagonism, has
cen responsible for half the errors and
isive hobbies of Christendom.

We would repeat the reviewer's exhort-

ation :

“Let us be diligent and vigilant then in the per-
formance of our high and glorious trust, lest
the great court of heaven should pass a motion
of no-confidence in us, and supplant us by
others who will administer the constitution of
the church as divinely enacted.”

9. M, W, GRrReen's REviEw.

. This cannot be called a review—at least,
Ot in any complete sense of the word, . It is
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rather an attempt « o see g way through the

1 ” . "
g;ﬁc‘licglltles. Discussion of it is needless;

, 50, @s a strict reply, this section of the
review should end here at the beginning.
But the essayist cannot refrain from comment
upon the spirit of this review, and from using

this as the text for some further comment
upon the general tenor of some of the other
reviews. :

As Bro. Gr_e.en read the essay, he perceived
an apparent inconsistency between the dis-
claiming note and the outspoken advocacy of
open communion in the body of the essay.
Inste.a_td of disregarding. the note, tacitly
accusing the essayist of deliberate incon-
sistency, and assailing what would seem to
him, without the note, to be the essayist's
position, Bro. Green very wisely and judi-
ciously takes it for granted that the essayist
means to be consistent, and suspends judg-
ment pending a fuller explanation. It is very
evident that the reviewer fully grasps the
general tenor and purport of the essay,
realises with the essayist that great diffi-
culties stand in the way of union—difficulties
only aggravated by excommunicating those
who disagree with us—and heartily sym-
pathises with the essayist’s eftort to approach
those difficulties appreciatively. In this case
at least the essayist does not seem to have
“shown a lack of sympathy with the modes
of thought of one to whom he appealed.”
This reviewer may disagree with the essayist
as to close communion ; but if he does, the
disagreement will not be of the a priori kind
which presupposes that one’s opponent is
ex ipso facto guilty of every sin in the logical
calendar. We thank this reviewer for his
hearty, manly and courteous, albeit too brief
review. : :

His judiciousness is in such marked con-
trast to the hasty condemnation visited upon
the essay and essayist by some of the other
reviewers that this is deemed a fitting occa-
sion for pointing a warning in regard to them.
As has been seen, some of the reviews—par-
ticularly those in the CHrisTIAN of Oct. 15—
abounded in the most glaring misinterpreta-
tions and misapplications of the essay’s lan-
guage. Again, and once for all, the essayist
avows his willingness to bear the blame,
wherever an inadvertent use of ambiguous
or inapt terms, cr a faulty rhetorical and
logical construction, has really been respon-
sible for, this mi-interpretation. So far as
the essay in its'If is concerned, the essayist
is willing to rest his case with this section of
the review. If the readers condemn it, it
must stand condemned. Neither the essay-
ist’s reputation nor the position for which he
is contending is staked upon the publ shed
essay. That may now live or die upon its
own merits.

But there were many misinterpretations
for which neither the language nor the
rhetoric of the essay was responsible. Hastily
and unwarrantably, propositions have L een
altributed to the essayist which were utterly
foreign both to the context and to the mean-
ing of the words. In nearly every instance,
this error has arisen from the reviewer's con-
sidering the essay while having in his mind a
contrast different from that in the mind of
the essayist, and reading this false contrast into
the text of the essay.  This is a very common
logical and exegetical blunder, and one utterly

fatal to correct and impartial interpretation.
The frequent commission of it shows a lack
of that poise, caution, and judiciousness of
mind which men bave a right to expect in a
public teacher.

Now when we come to consider the ques-
tion of close communion upon its own merits,
we shall see that two of the fallacies which
lie at the basis of that practice are of this
kind—the fallacy of false contrast. The mind
that is prone, through injudiciousness or
traditionalism, to read false contrasts into
the text of a secular writer, is apt to do the
same with the Scriptures. The essayist tries
to speak with due modesty in saying that he
has never before been accused of lacking
either the willingness or the ability to say
what he means. If then we find his utter-
ances so misinterpreted by the reviewers,
chiefly through this blunder of false contrast,
need we be surprised to find their interpreta-
tion of the Scriptures fallacious in the same
respect ? and should we not be rather cautious-
about following their lead in inferences from
the Scriptures, without first carefully exam-
ining the contrasts from which their inferences
are drawn? We think this warning is a
pertinent and necessary one before proceeding
to a detailed consideration of the question of
close communion. '

(To be continued.)

The Querist.

Avoid foolish questions . . . for they are unprofitable
: and vain,—Titus 3: g.

0

G. B. MOYSEY.

QueRry.—Please explain Gen, 4: 16, 17.
If Adam and Eve were the only two persons
on the earth, where did Cain get his wife
from ?

RerLy.—There is nothing in the narrative
to show that Adam and Eve were the only
persons on the earth save Cain, and the fact
that the latter is said to have married a wife
is fairly clear evidence that there was at least
another person on the earth at that time. No
doubt Cain did what hundreds of better men
did in those ancient days, as witness the case
of Abrabam himself (see Gen. 5: 12), viz.,
married his sister. The fact that no daughters
are mentioned as born to Adam and Eve
during the first 130 years of their lives is no
proof that they were daughterless. In the
line from Adam to Noah, during a period of
over 1000 years, and in the course of ten
generations, no daughter is mentioned as
having been born before the particular son,
who because of some pre-eminence is named.
Yet surely this does not prove that in none
of these generations was a daughter born
before a son. The same peculiar fact is
noticeable in the ten generations from Noah
to Abraham (Gen. 11). Doubtless, when
Cain went out from the presence of the
Lord and dwelt in the land of Nod he took
his wife with him, and that she was one of
his sisters. There is no evidence whatever
that he found her in the land of Nod.

Query.—What authority have we for
electing elders and deacons?

RepLY.—An answer to this question is
found in the editorial of the CurisTiaN, No,
47, present year,
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Denominational Union.

The current number of the Wesleyan
Spectator has a short article on ¢ Baptists'and
Union,” in which it says that *‘a.'somewhat
curious illustration of the saying ‘ extremes
meet’ is afforded in the feeling which exists
that the two great hindrances to union are
the Baptists on the one hand, and the High
Church party on the other. The Baptists
cling tenaciously to a particular mode in the
administration of an external rite, and the
High Church makes claim to special preroga-
tives, which admit of no compromise, These
sheet anchors hold, and offer powerful resist-
ance to the great tide, which flows towards
denominational union.” That this is a fair
statement of the caseas it now stands appears

to us very much open to question. We have
watched the * flowing of the tide” in the
direction of union, but have not been able to
discover that the position assumed by the
two bodies mentioned has had any material
effect in stopping the flow of the tide in .the
direction in which it was seen to be moving.
It has been evident to those who have been
observant of the trend of things that the
movement in the direction of union has been
chiefly confined to three religious organisa-
tions known as Presbyterians, Methodists
and Congregationalists. Outside of these,
there has been no practical evidence of any
intention of going with the flowing tide.
Only optimists of the most vivid kind had
any expectation that the union movement,
for the present at least, would extend beyond
the three bodies mentioned. That union
might be achieved with them was felt to be
possible in the near future. The differences
that separated them were not regarded by the
impartial observer as being insuperable.
The conferences that had been held by their
representative men had been of the most
favorable kind, and altogether the outlook
seemed very promising. And this is the
point we are desirous of emphasising, namely,
that the attitude of the Baptists and the
High Church party cannot offer any powerful
resistance, or any resistance at all, to the
consummation of the union of the three
bodies alluded to.

It is true, of course, so far as the
wider union is concerned—a union embracing
the whole of Christendom—that every op-
posing section to this idea makes the possi-
bility of this union increasingly difficult, and
it may be that the holding aloof of the Bap-
tists and High Church party form the two
greatest hindrances to it, but it is well to
remember that there are other forces to be
reckoned with before the union of Christen-
dom can be said to be within measurable
distance of realisation.© The tendency to
ignore this fact is not a very hopeful sign of
the realisation of a wider union in the years
to come. Leaving this thought for the
present, we are confronted with another
phase of the subject that finds expression in
the words ‘ denominational union.” This
idea, at the present time, seems to have come
from Mr. Pearce Carey, the Baptist preacher,
and is offered as a sort of compromise. What
is understood as organic union not being
possible, denominational union is suggested
as a substitute. That is to say, that a feder-
ation of churches should be formed in which
all the denominations concerned preserve
their distinctive differences. It is quite pos-
sible, of course, to conceive ‘of such a thing
and call_lt.a union, but it would not be unity.
And this is where many people make a mis.

true definition of unity.

take in canfounding union with unity. The
do not understand that there may ]
without unity.

For instance, the Austrian empire ig com.-
posed of a union of different nationalitjes
but it would be a mistake to suppose tha;
because of this union the people are uniteq.
The very reverse of this is true. Austria is
a notable example of a disunited people,
The union is a political one and only main.
tained by force. Race hatred is the great
disturbing element and may eventually |eaq
to the disintegration of the empire. Here
it may be observed, we have a union br0ugh:
about and maintained by force in which, of
necessity, the idea of unity is impossiple,
The illustration, however, will serve to shoy
that it is not safe to use the words, uniop
and unity, as equivalent terms, Even ,
union voluntarily agreed to for a specific
purpose cannot be regarded as unity if the
parties concerned have only agreed to a tem.
porary truce. It is the wise Lord Bacon
who quaintly says:—* There be two false
peaces or unities : the one, when the peace is
grounded upon implicit ignorance; for all
colors will agree in the dark; the other,
when it is pieced up upon a direct admission
of contraries in fundamental points. For
truth and falsehood, in such things, are like
the iron and clay in the toes of Nebuchad-
nezzar's image; they will cleave, but they
will not incorporate.” In the Christian con-
ception of things it is the higher thought of
unity that is presented before us as the goal
to be attained. Christ himself gives us the
“That they all may
be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in
thee, that they also may be one in us; that
the world may believe that thou hast sent
me.” Here, the unity of believers is pre-
sented to us as being like the unity of the
Father with the Son. Unity of disposition,
of thought and of purpose. And this Christian

be union

_unity is the great moral miracle that will
conquer the world.

It must never be forgotten that this unity
has a definite purpose in view. As an ex-
pression of Christian oneness it is to ‘con-
vince the world.” In order to do this it must
be genuine. No “make believe," such 8s
denominational union, can be expected t0
produce such a wonderful result. The world

is shrewd enough to see the difference betwesn °

the true and the false. It is the existence of
denominations as such that is an offence to
it. It is not a mere external union that it
demands, but a unity that expresses oneness of
thought, more particularly in regard to mat-
ters pertaining to salvation. When it asks
how men are to be saved, it expects, and ex-
pects rightly, to hear one voice and not 8
Babel. It wants no discordant voices aad
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ctices in such questions_as that of
If the Bible is a revelation from

di‘-efse pfﬂ
; such questions should not be

hea’

atte o
tah‘: plain teaching of the New Testament

o, accepted upon the subject, the dispute
Lould be ended a.t once. Unfort}mately it is
sot. The responsibility for any diversity that
oxists rests with .those who m:fxl'(e the church
and tradition hlghef authorities than the
New Testament. Some day t.he churches
may See ali-ke on these ql.lestlons. When
they do, unity may be posstbl.e, but not till
then. Canon: Henso.n has said many wise
things on the question (?f union, and not
the least wise is the following : “ The reform-
ation of the chlfrch nll.lst be slowly reached
by the reformation of its several members ;
the reunion of the church must be the crown
and climax of its reformation. Therefore,
épart from all schemes of ecclesiastical re-
union which, as matters now stand, are
wholly chimerical, and perhaps even mis-
chievous, there is a duty plainly laid upon us
as members of the church of Christ. We are
to reform ourselves, to get at peace among
ourselves, to realise our own responsibilities ;
and thus we are to work towards better rela-
tions with our separated brethren. If we are
fanatical contenders for or against mere non-
essentials. . . . we are the abettors of division.
If we are indifferent to truth we are the
champions of schism. . . . We need the cleans-
ing grace of God, we need his winnowing
fan, we need his purging fire. What right
have we to prate of reunion while we cling to
our corruptions and hallow our heresies ?”
Let this process of cleansing, winnowing and
purging go on, and unity will come, for truth
will then be triumphant.

From The Field.

The fleld is the world.—Matt. 13 : 38,
—_———

Queensland,

CHARTERS Towers.—We had the pleasure of bap-
lising a sister on her own confession into the blessed
Dame of Jesus on Saturday night, Nov. z1st. On
Lord's day evening, Nov. 2zad, one elderly man stood
Up in the gospel meeting and confessed Jesus as the
Son of God, and was immersed into his name. We

believe there are more to follow shortly.
Noy. 23,

J. SmiTH.
Roma.— A baptismal service was held last Wednes-
day evening, when Sister Long was immersed by
James Saunders before many witnesses, and was re-
ﬂeive.d into fellowship Lord’s day morning. At the
evening service Bro. Saunders preached am able

lddl'eS! on " T " : vg

Preciated. emperance,” which was greatly ap
Nov. 23, L. A. HoskINs,
Brisgang, —

L The avcrage attendance at morning
eetings i? higher than ever, and at gospel
feetings fairly good, and at our Wednesday prayer
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Mmeeting the attendance is improving. We have also
to welcome from Maryborough, Q., our Bro. Bell, who
1S a good worker and acceptable speaker. The
church at Maryborough has suffered a loss by his
removal, but the cause in Brisbane has gained. Our
brother, though only a few weeks in Brisbane, has
addressed the church at morning meeting, took the
pl:allorm at gospel meeting, and last Lord's day visited
Zillmere, speaking there. He alsogavean interesting
address on Wednesday last, which was listened to

with rapt attention by those present.

Nov, 22, AS.W.

0

New South Wales,

.SYDNEY.-—U[I Thursday, Nov. 19th, a Foreign
Missionary meeting under the auspices of the Sisters'
Conference Committee was held at Mrs, Hindle's
house, Cavendish-street, Stanmore. The subject for
the afternoon was, *The Islands.” A large number
of sisters were present, and all were much interested
in the subject. In the absence of Mrs. Gole (who
was called away), Mrs. Walden read Mrs. Gole's
paper on the subject, describing the habits of the
heathen natives, also a letter from missionary John
Thompson, in Pentecost. The description of the
interior of the native huts, and their way of disposing
of their dead, was particularly revolting. We had
with us'a Miss Price, a Baptist sister who has always
been interested in Foreign Missions and who spent
some time among the islands and stayed at several
Presbyterian mission stations there. Her descrip-
tions were very interesting, and alter giving us a
short address, she answered a number of questions
about the islands, put by those present. Wealso had
the pleasure of listening to solos by Miss Walker
(Petersham), Mrs. Lee (Marrickville), and Mrs.
Shearston (Paddington), while Miss Kingsbury (En-
more) presided at the piano. Votes of thanks were
passed to Miss Price for her address, the sisters who
supplied the music, and Mrs. Hindle for her kindness
not only in lending her drawing-room and giving us
afternoon tea, but in getting up such an enjoyable and
instructive programme. A collection was taken up
by the only brother present—Mr,
amounted to £1/16/-, which will be donated towards a
boat for Bro. Thompson in Pentecost Island.

Nov. 22. = ;

Sypney.—The annual flower service of the City
Temple Bible School was held on Sunday, Nov. 22nd.
The chapel was nicely decorated with flowers and
green foliage. The service of song, ‘ Hidden
Treasures,” was rendered by the scholars, while D.
R. Hall read the narrative, of . which he was the
author. After the service the flowers brought by the
scholars were distribated to the poor of the neighbor-
hood, and a hearty invitation to the gospel meeting
extended to them. Bro. Dickson preached a special
sermon in the evening, when more choruses were
given by the scholars. The collection in aid of the
hospitals amounted to £4/6/6.

Nov. 23. S. GoLE.

MARRICKVILLE.—Large attendance at worship'yes-
terday morning. D. R. Hall, M.L.A., gave an in-
structive address on ** Ministry." One received into
membership. Very fine meeting at night. One bap-
tism and one confession.

Nov. 23. :

Corowa.—The church held a social evening on the
17th inst., to bid farewell to E. Griffiths, E. J.
Waters, and Sisters E. ]."Waters and M. Morley.
Bro. Way occupied the chair and spoke in highest
praise of the departing brothers and sisters. He was
gorry that the church was losing such valuable

RosERT C. GILMOUR.

‘Walden—and -

workers. A good programme of songs and recitations
was gone through. Presentations were made to E.

. Grifliths, Sister M. Morley, E. ]. Waters and Sister

Waters. The presentations were suitably acknow-
ledged, and a very enjoyable meeling was brought to
a close by singing, **God be with you till we meet
again,” alter which light relreshment was handed

around.

Nov. 22. W.SP.

£

New Zealand.

KAITANGATA.—We have had a send-off social to
Bro, and Sister Greenhill, who are leaving for Mel-
bourne through ill-health. We had a very enjoyable
evening on October 27th. Bro. Greenhill was pre-
sented with a very nice umbrella from the Home
Mission Executive ; Sister Greenhill, a pair of butter
knives and case, also from Executive. Bro.Greenhill
was also presented with a small token from the church.
We have had a visit from Bro. Alcorn of Invercargill,
also Bro. Rix of Burnside. The officers decided to
hold a short mission while Bren. Alcorn and Rix
were with us, which- resulted in - four additions by
faith and obedience, and three restored.

Nov. 15. E. RoGERs.

NeLsoNn,—We are sure that the brotherhood gener-
ally, and very many readers of the CHRisTIAN, will
be anxious to hear the latest news concerning J. J.
Franklyn. We are thankful to say that he is now
recovering from a long and serious illness. The
trouble was in the first place a severe cold, turning to
pleurisy. When the doctors were called in, they
discovered that he was suffering from hydatids. For
ten weeks he had to lie on his bed, but he is now
able to walk a littlee. We pray for his complete
restoration to health. Bro. Lewis is doing most of
the preaching while our brother is laid aside. There
are some on the point of deciding for Christ. The
Wednesday night meeting is well attended.

., Nov. 16. ; W.R.G.

AvuckLanD. — Our mission at Mount Roskill is
progressing favorably, a contract having been let
for a building to seat 150 at a cost of about £300, and
we expect to have the opening services early in the
New Year. As a number of members live in this

- district, the branch church will start with a nucleus

of good members. Several additions by faith and
obedience have to be reported, under the preaching of
C. Watt, who with the advent of fine weather has
already held the first of this season's Park meetings,
and purposes holding them fortnightly during the fine
season. Last year they were productive of good.
Leslie Hadfield, of Dunedin, has accepted the
offer to labor in this field as second evangelist, in con-
junction with Bro. Watt, beginning with the New
Year.

Nov. 14. H.N.B.

DunepiN,—At the close of M. W, Green's dis-
course on the '* Sinner’s Friend ” this evening (Nov,
22nd), an elderly and & young woman made the good
confession.

SPRING GROVE.—On November gth the annual tea
in connection with our Bible School was held. At
the public meeting in the evening the room was
found to be too small to accommodate the crowd.
John Griffith, the superintendent, presided, and a
capital programme of recitations, singing, etc, was
rendered. F, V, Knapp and Elijah Grifith gave
excellent addresses, ]. Griffith was presented with g
Teacher's Bible and a large print New Testament by
the teachers and the Bible Class. Bro. Griffith
has been connected with this school for the past
twenty-eight years, most of the time as superin-
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lendent. On the {ollowing Wednesday evening a
social was held for the benefit or those unable to get

to the tea. Bro. Lewis presided, and a most enjoyable

cvening was spent. On November 8th, after an
address to the young by Bro. Griffith, two Bible
School scholars confessed Christ.

Nov. 16. AGK.

CurisTcHURCH.—Since 1 last wrote four have been
baptised. We are now called upon tg part with our
esteemed evangelist, Bro. Manifold, who has done
much good work amongst us. He leaves in about a
month’s time to work at Pahiatua. Bro. Judd will
carry on the gospel meetings until we secure the
services of another evangelist. A successful social
and sale of work was held recently. Last Lord’s day
we had with us Bren. Walker and Williams, from
Sydney, and Bro. Binney, from South Australia,

Nov. zo. " G.D.p.

0
Victoria,

BARKER'S CREEK.—We have again started a week-
night gospel meecting at Faraday. On last Tuesday
night Bro. Connor gave a splendid sermon, and after
the meeting a young man decided for Christ, and on
Lord’s day morning he was baptised into Christ.

Nov. 16. AE.G.

-SouTH YARRA.—Since last report we have had 12
additions, 6 by faith and baptism, and 6 by letter.
The preaching bas been done by several brethren,
lately by D. Pittman, E. F. Ryall, and H. Carter. The

~ audiences have been good, and there seems to be a
good amount of interest. On Nov. 3rd we held our
church and school picnic at Clayton. Bro. Stewart
allowed us the use of his paddock there, and did all
he conld to make it a pleasant day's outing fojr %s.

LK

SEVILLE,—We had the pleasure of a visit from Bro.
and Sister Rutledge from North Richmond, and we
spent a profitable hour around the table of the Lord,
Bro. Rutledge gave us a short address. There are
only five of us meeting regularly now; sometimes
three members come from South Wandin, a distance
of seven miles. We hold our meetings in the after-
noon to suit all parties ; so as we have a train run-
ning on Sundays now, if any of the brethren or sisters
would like to spend a day with us we would be glad
to see them, as the train returnsin the evening about
7 o'clock from here. 3

~ Nov. 29. W. ]. PaRker,

. NEwMARKET.—The tent mission closed on Sunday
night, when there was one confession. The actual
additions during the five weeks' mission were 8 by
faith and baptism, z by restoration, and 3 more are to
be baptised ; total, 13. This is not what we expected,
but we must be content. On Monday evening a fare-
well social was held to bid God-speed to Bren,
Harward and Pittman, and the prayers of the church
at Newmarket go with them to S. Richmond.

Dec. 1; . A.W.S,

—0

South Australia,

. LoNe Prain.—Three of our young people were
baptised last Lord’s day morning, and were added to
the church. Previous baptisms have taken place at
Mallala, ten miles away ; bul we are now able to bear
witness for Christ in this ordinance in our own
meeting house.

Nov, 25. R. W,

MaLLALA,—Qur chapel was the scene of a very
interesting event on Nov. 18th, when D. Thorpe and
A. Harrls were uniled in marriage, in tbe presence of

a large assembly, by R. Woolcock. The bridal pair
are members of the church at Balaklava, but as this
is the bride’s parental home, and the place where she
carly united with the Christian church, it was most

appropriate that the marriage should take place here.

Nov. 25. R.W.

KaD1NA.—One received into fellowship. Two from
Moonta were baptised in the evening. We visited
Bews again last week, and had another decision.
Two who have made the confession at Moonta are
waiting till the new baptistery is ready.

Nov. 29. W. MoFFIT.

BromrroN PPARK.—The meetings have been con-
tinued each Sunday evening with a fair amount of
success. Last night two lads from the Hindmarsh
Sunday School confessed their faith in Christ.

Nov. 30. S.

ProsrecT.—After a good meeting to-night one
confessed Christ. Splendid sermon by P. Pittman.
General regret is expressed at his early departure
from S.A. Y

Nov. 29. J.C.W,

o
West Australia.

- Suslaco.— Large audiences assembled on Lord's
day, Nov. 1st., the occasion being the opening of the
enlarged buildings and celebration of the fifth
anniversary. Brethren Lucraft (morning), Hagger
(alterncon), and Banks (evening), were the speakers.
The chapel is now 7oft. x 30ft., still it was found
impossible to accommodate all who attended.- At the
close of the evening service there was one confession,
On Wednesday, Nov. 4th, the opening tea was held.
It was a success. After some hundreds had partaken
of the good things provided, a large audience listened

to addresses from Brethren Ewers, Payne and Hagger

on ‘“Church Extension."” Tht secretary’'s report
showed that good work had been done during the
year, over 100 members having been added by faith
and obedience. The present membership is zog
H.].B.

Home Mission Sunday.
SO
Annual Collection.

Special Thankoffering o4
¥ W LORD'S DAY,

3rd January, 1904

EXPENSES, £125 MONTHLY.
£350 requred. §£350

Please enclose your contribution in this
Envelope, and hand in on above date, If
you cannot be at the meeting, send to your
Church Treasurer, or to the Conference

Treasurer,
. W. C. CRAIGIE,
259 Little Collins-st., Melbourne.
Awstral Print, Melbourne, )

Here and There,

Here a little and there a little.—Laiah 23 ; 10,
—_—— ;

One confession at Brunswick, Sunday Dight,

Paddington mission closed with 74 confessiops

For College of the Bible meeting see ¢
Events.

One confession Sunday night, City Temp!
bell-street, Sydney.

Dming
e, Camp.

There were three confessions at Petersham

: NSw,
on Sunday evening last,

Our usual Almanac is now ready for sendip

g out,
and we shall be glad to fill all orders promptly,

Lake-street, Perth, reports another addition by
faith and baptism, being the husband of one of 4,
members.

Campbell Edwards met with the church at paq.
dington, N.S.W., last Sunday week, and gave 2
splendid address to the Sunday School.

The church at Cheltenham intend giving Bro. angd
Sister Mahon a grand farewell tea and public meeting
on Thursday, December 17th.  Brethren everywhere
invited.

A brother in West Australia sends us an order
with cask for five hundred * On the Rock " for free
distribution in that city. These books are going off
like hot cakes.

The Annual Conference of the West Moreton
churches of Christ will be held in the Christian
chapel, Rosewood, QQueensland, at 12 o’clock noon, on
New Year’s Day.

We understand that H. Mahon will close his work
in Cheltenham on Dec. zo, and will leave shortly
afterward for Dunedin, New Zealand, where he will
take up the work in the Tabernacle, Great King-st.

We would like to remind all Victorian Sunday
Schools which may require First Principle Leaflets
that we must have the order by December 16th.
We cannot undertake to supply them after that date.

Notwithstanding that 14,000 copies of *On the
Rock " have been sold in Australasia, the new and
cheap edition is selling well. Remember that we have
a large edition now ready which we are anxious to
send out.

Western Australian brethren, remember Bunbury
mission needs your prayers to uphold the workers on
the spot, and your cash to pay the bills—not either,
but both. Be as prayerful, sincere and practical as
you can. Golden Offering for H.M. funds—Sunday,
January 3rd, 1904.

By the steamer leaving Sydney last Monday Cecil
McCallum, of Kaniva, Vie., and A. Marshman, of
Dalkey, S.A., took their departure for the College of
the Bible, Lexington. We wish them God-speed.
On their arrival there will be twelve students in the
college from Australia.

Owing to Bro. Moysey's. approaching departure for
South Australia, he has resigned his position as 2
member of the Home Missionary Committee. His
resignation was accepted with very much regret,
Joseph Pittman, who was next highest on the voling at
the last Conference, has been invited to All the
position, and he has consented to do so.

Rescuk anp Preventive Homes.—The funds of
our institution are nearly exhausted. Unless belp
comes speedily the year will close with a balanca‘on
the wrong side. We shall be glad to receive Christ-
mas gifts from any who believe we are doing good io
this department of the Lord's work. The homes are
full of inmates.—], PirTmMaN, Armadale.
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Any of our ,eaders. owing the Austral for
B, Tracts, Printing or Subscription for g
e CHRISTIAN are asked t.o give the mat-

jer their immediate attention, as we neeq S:

the money to straighten up accounts for &

thﬂ year. g
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A brother asks: * Would it be right to allow a
e unbaptised person t‘o officiate at the organ
zudng gospel services, provided none of the members
are able to0 play it?" Wt_a do not think it right To
2k a person to engage In a gospel invitation which
he has not accepted is to say the least ridiculous.
If none of the members can play, it had better be
Jeft alone.

E. Griffiths and Sister Rose Crisp were married on

November 2 sth at the residence of the bride's parents,
;n Dandenong. There were present Mr. and Mrs.
_ Proctor, Misses Ninnes (2), Mrs. Gillespie, Mr.
and Mrs. Brown, Miss Moysey, Mrs. and Miss Mann,
Misses Griffiths (2). Mr. J. Griffiths, Mr, D. Griffiths,
Mr. and Mrs. Chas. Crisp, Mr. G. Love, Mrs.
Sponiswood. Miss Stewart, Misses Morley (2), Miss
Horton, Mr. Jabez Thurgood, and A. B. Maston,

The following little incident shows how that a
wide awake secretary can, by taking prompt aclion;
very materially assist the Home Missions. Hugh
Gray, secretary of the church at Port Fairy, writes to
the Conference Secretary as follows :—'* Seeing the
state of the Home Mission funds, I brought the
matter before the brethren’on Lord’s day. We made
up the sum of £3/8/3; cheque herewith. We may be
able to do more at the beginning of the year” This
prompt action to relieve the exchequer is very com-
mendable,

A very sad incident is reported from America The
preacher of a church was charged with * the excessive
nse of intoxicants,” and when announcing his resigna-
tion, told his congregation that *-he had learned to
drink in their homes. The first time he ever tasted
wine, he said, was at the home of a member of the
congregation, who was now one of his accusers.” No
man, whatever his position, can afford to play with
evil. Preachers, in themselves, are as weak as other
men, and those who tempt them, never dreaming that
they can come to any harm, may find too late that
Satan has used them to destroy a soul. . It must
needs be that offences come; but woe to that man by
whom the offence cometh !"” Matt. 18: 7.

We trust that all of our readers who during the
past three years have been preaching temperance
will at the forthcoming elections for the Common-
wealth Parliament vote for temperance. We have
nothing just now to do with politics in general, but a
Ereat moral question like that of the drink trade
should lift itself above politics, and all should vote
for men who will in Parliament vote for temperance.
J.G. Barrett has been a life-long temperance advocate,
and can be depended upon to do his best in this
direction, Besides, he is one of our own brethren,
and we frust that when our Victorian readers are
selecting their four for the Senate they will give Bro.
Barrett one vote. W. Wilson is standing for the
Yarra electorate for the House of Representatives,
and we trust that any of our readers who may live in
that constituency will give Bro. Wilson their vote
and influence. ’

The following came too late for classification :—

PADDINGTON, N.S.W.—Our fifteen days' mission
closed Jast night, and we had a glorious time. God's
blessing hag attended the work all along. We held
OPen-air meetings every night in the week, and we
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consi
in;:ltdt:: ::‘ze::‘f:h:;lgzietz el:lake the indoor meet-
ot ; n. There have been
: S at every service, and a deal of interest
mamf-ested by the numbers of questions put in the
question boxes and answered the following nights.
We are now belter known in Paddington as a
church than ever before, Oa Sunday, November
29th, the morning meeling was well attended by
fnembers and visitors, and Bro. Bagley welcomed
into fellowship 29 who had been baptised during the
week. At night we had a large open-air meeting, and
when the workers got to the building it was soon
ﬁllfad to its utmost capacity. The choir. was in full
swing, and sang well. Bro Bagley preached with
great earnestness, and at the close pleaded with
the people to accept Christ, and our hearts
rejoiced to see 12 accept the loving invitation.
Truly God has blessed our united efforts. The church
has almost unanimously worked and prayed for
success, and God has prompted 74 precious souls to
confess Jesus as their Saviour. Pro, Bagley has
never failed to declare the whole counsel of God,
to point out God's will to man and man's duty
to God, and we believe we shall continue
to reap, because of the faithful manner in
which the good seed has been sown. We are all re-
joicing together because the Tord has been good to
us and has blessed us abundantly. 5
Nov. 30. A. W. SHEARSTON.

ol 2ns>

Yictoria, South Australia,
New South Wales and
West Australia
Home Mission Collections,
January 3, 1904.

r‘“) ww '\
\J DD J

January 3, 1904.

Love is always costly. It
will withhold nothing from the
object loved. love finds no
adequate expression save in
sacrifice. A cheap ointinent
would not have expressed thad
wontan’s love for Jesus. Any-
thing less than the best she
could offer would not have
sufficed. Nothing done out of
pure love for Christ is ever
wasted. The fragrance of that
spikenard poured out upon the
head of our Lord has filled all
the world and all the Christian
centuries. The heart of jJesus
hungered for human love then
as it no doubt does to-day—a
love that finds expression in
deeds of sacrifice in his name
for the welfare of lhumanity.
Shall we count that too costly

(o=

which is mnecessary to the
progress of his kingdom ?  Not
if we love according to the

amount forgiven us.

January 3, 1904,

r New South Wales wants £100,
Victoria £350, S8th. Australia

g and West Australia g

k all the churches can give, J

I

We have now a few copies of Canright on Seventh
Day Adventism Renounced which we can send to
those needing them.- Two copies in paper, 3/- post
free; cloth 4/-, by post 4/6.

.We have now our cheap edition of ON THE ROCK
ready for sendingout. The price is 3d., by post 4d.
Anyone buying 50 copies and over we will send them
for 3d. post or carriage paid. Anjyone taking 500
copies we will place them on board steamer carriage
paid to nearest seaport for 2d. each. Just imagine a
book of 194 pages for 2d. It is neally gotten-up, so
that you need not be ashamed to give a copy to the
Governor-General.

Coming Events.

Observe the time of thelr coming,—Jeremish B: y
pi——

DECEMBER 4 & 5. — There will be a Sale of
Work, in connection with the Ladies’ Dorcas, in
Lygon Strect Chapel, on December 4 and 5,
Afternoon and Evening, commencing at 3 o'clock.
All members of the neighboring churches cordially
invited.

DECEMBER 7.—A HOME MISSION RALLY
will be held on Monday next, December 7th, at
Swanston-street Chapel, 8 p.m. Speakers: H. G.
Harward, A. B. Maston and J. W. Baker. Musical
items by Lygon-street Quartette Party.

DECEMBER 8.—Y.P.S.C.E., North Fitzroy, cele-
brate their first Anniversary on Tuesday, December
8th. Good speakers. Bright meeting. Come and
spend a pleasant and profitable evening.

DECEMBER 15.—FAREWELL to H. MAHON,
in Temperance Hall, Russell-st., Dec. 15th, at 8 p.m.
Chairman, J. Pittman. Speakers: Senator Barrett,
J. Hunt, Wm. Wilson and F. W. Greenwood. Selec-
tions by Lygon-street Quartette Party and others.
Frce. Collection. '

DECEMBER 15.- COLLEGE or tHE BIBLE.
The Annual Demonstration and Presentation of
First Diploma will take place at Lygon-st. Chapel,
Carlton, on Tuesday, December I5th, at 8 p.m.
Representative Student speakers.

DECEMBER 17. — JOHNSTON STREET. — A
Monster Valedictory Tea Meeting to terminate the
work of the church at the above address, and
celebrate the opening of the new chapel, corner of
Gore and Greaves Street, Fitzroy, will be held at
the Tabernacle, Johnston Street, on Thursday
evening, December 17th. Tea on Tables at 6.43.
Public Meeting at 8 p.m., when addresses will be
given by leading speakers. Please come early and
avoid the crush.

JANUARY 3, 1904, —Home Mission Sunday.
Annual Collection. ‘

JOHANNESBORG, S. Africa.

Church of Christ Meeting-place:—84 Kerx S,
Lord's days, Breaking of Bread, 11 am. Secretary’s
Address—WiLLiAM BLAKE, Stand 388, Bertram Rd.,
Troyeville, Johannesburg.

1f you want a Reliable Bicycle

Call upon W. WOOLHOUSE,
189 BRUNSWICK STREET, FITZROY.

“FOX” CYCLE WORKS.
" Bicycles built to Order, best procurable, £15 10s,
. Good Bicycles from £10 10s.
Secondhand Bicycles Cheap. Fittings of all kinds
Supplied. Genuine Dunlop Iyres, low price. Cullery
and Spectacles. Genuine Pebbles, 4/6 pair. Country
Orders receive Careful Attention, .
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“FOR CHRIST AND THE CHURCH.

CONDUCTED BY A. R. MAIN,
CHRISTMASTIDE.

A Uisit to Bethlehem.
Topic for Dec. 22nd.

SUGGESTED READINGS.

Read all pertaining to the birth and infancy of
Jesus; Matt. 1: 1—2: 12; Luke 1: 1—2: 20;
John 1: 1-18. The topic deals with Matt, 2: 1-12
and Luke 2: 820 cspecially.

BirTH oF JESUS.
The Place.—Bethlechem is five or six miles south

of Jerusalem. The mother of Jesus lived in Nazareth

of Galilee. Divine providence is seen in thus guiding
Joseph and Mary to Bethlehem at this time; it was
not their own planning, a decrce beyond  their
It was fitting that
Jesus should be born in the city of David, his royal

control was the moving cause.

ancestor. It was also in accordance with prophecy
(Micah 5: 2). Matt. 2: 5 shows that the Jews
were familiar with this prediction. Later, some,
knowing the prophecy and believing that Jesus
came out of Galilee, denied that he could be the
Messiah (John 7: 41, 42).

The Time.—The Saviour was born probably about
1907 years ago.
was fixed by the monk Dionysius Exiguus in the

The Christian cra, as we reckon it,

first part of the sixth century, and he made a
mistake of four years. As to the time of year, some
will say that one of the things most certain is that
it was not December 25th.  Very well, then it was
some other date ; it does no harm but much good
for men at some season to have their minds turned

heavenward and their hearts filled with goodwill
to men.

The Event rather than the date is important. It
was the greatest thing that ever happened since the
world was made. ‘‘If you want to understand

Bethlehem, you must go into time before Beth-
Iehem." John, who does not record the birth, tells
us its meaning: “*The Word became flesh, and dwelt
among us.”’ Maclaren says: “‘The surface of the fact
is the smallest part of the fact. They say that there
is seven times as much of an iceberg under water as
there is above the surface. And the deepest and
most important fact about the nativity of our Lord
is that it was not only the birth of an Infant, but the
Incarnation of the Word.”” How little the men of
the day understood the event! We have of old
exemplified the attitude of different classes towards
Ldesus:

Seeking the Saviour ... Wise Men, and Shepherds
Neglecting the Saviou Priests
Opposing the Saviour ... Herod
May he not be to us, as to them, ** The Unrealised
Christ.'’- ¥

For only the wise men knelt and praised,

And only the shepherds came to sce,

And the rest of the world cared not at all

For the little Christ in the oxen’s stall;

And we are angry and amazed

That such a dull, hard thing should be.

How do we keep his birthday now?
We ring the bells and we raise the strain,
We hang up garlands everywhere,
And bid the tapers twinkle fair,
‘And feast and frolic—and then we go
13ack to the same old lives again,

139 BuckLey STREET; FOOTSCRAY.

Are we so better, then, than they

Who failed the new-born Christ to see?
To them a helpless Babe—to us
He shines a Saviour glorious,

Our Lord, our Friend, our All—yet we
Are half-asleep this Christmas Day !

Tur SHEPHERDS’ VISIT.

Luke alone records this. These men were *the
representatives of the peasant people, with the
¢ honest and good heart,’ who afterwards formed the
bull of his disciples.”” God led the shepherds by
angels, the Magi by a star, each class while engaged
in, and according to nature of, their work., Revela-
tions, it has been said, are never made to idle men.
Gocthe pointed out that Saul found a kingdom
while looking for his father’s asses. ¢ Life is full
of angels singing to us the songs of heaven, and of
The adoration

stars guiding us to the Redeemer.
of the shepherds is not stated, though probably
implicd. Their proclamation of the good news is an
example to us (Luke 2: 17, 18).

Tue WisE MEN.

Who were they ?—The name ** Magi’' originally
meant ““ a sect of Median and Persian scholars ; it
was subscquently applied (as in Acts 13: 6) to
pretended astrologers, or Oriental soothsayers.’
Simon was of this ¢ caste’ (Acts 8: 9). These
wise men were ‘‘the repositories of science, phil-
osophy, medical skill, and religious mysteries in the
countries beyond the Euphrates.”” They rcpre-
sented the culture of the East. They must have
worshipped the true God. They were not Jews;
the narrative is that of the Epiphany, or manifest-
ation of Christ to the Gentiles. There is much
tradition and conjecture regarding their number,
Isa. 60: 3 and Psa. 72:
10 may have suggested to some that they were
kings from Arabia. Therc still exhibited in
Cologne Cathedral the skulls of these three kings,
each circled with its golden crown! So if any
dispute either the rank or number, we shall point

names, rank or C()I.ll'lh‘y.

are

to the skulls! -

Why had they come >—They saw a star. Was it
natural or supernatural? Kepler calculated that
at this time there was visible a brilliant star—or
rather the conjunction of Jupiter and Satuwrn appear-
ing as a single star of special brightness. Some
have found in this a confirmation of their faith; for
my part, I would be chiefly impressed by the wisdom
of men who could say Jupiter or Saturn stood over
the particular place in Bethlehem where Jesus was.
Again, you may ask, Did others see the star, or the
wise- men only? We do not know. If seen by
others, apparently it meant nothing to them.
Many people saw apples fall, before Newton
learned so much from one. Some have thought
that the prophecy of Balaam about the star (Num.
24: 17) may have influenced the Magi. We know
that at that time throughout the East men were
expecting and looking for a great king to arise
among the Jews. Hence the query in Matt. 2: 2,

The earnestness and faith of the wise men are
worthy of note—** faith leading to action; faith
shown by perseverance; faith overcoming obstacles;

R
faith humbly .accepting God's plan; faith following
God’s direction.” The greatness of the fajth is
most scen in this, that in the humble houge &
Bethlehem—not a royal palace, but a lowly cottage
—they recognised and adored the King! Ag wag
customary for those approaching an Eastern mon-
arch (see 1 Ki. 10: 105 Psa. 72: 1o, etc.), they
offered him their gifts. Early Christian Writers
interpreted the gifts as signifying—gold, the king;
frankincense, the burial; myrrh, the Suffering';
others, ““myrrh to a mortal, gold to a king,
frankincense to God.” It may have been that ip
the providence of God the treasure helped the
infant Jesus to escape the hate of those who would
murder him by providing means for the journey into
Egypt.
““ They gave to thee
Myrrh, frankincense, and gold ;
But, Lord, with what shall we
Present ourselves before thy Majesty,
Whom thou redecmedst when we were sold?
We've nothing but ourselves, and scarce that
Vile dirt and clay ; [neither,
Yet is it soft, and may
Impression take.
Acceptit, Lord; and say, this thou hadst rather:
Stamp it, and on this sordid metal make
Thy holy image, and it shall outshine
The beauty of the golden mine."’

Notes and News.

The syllabus for 1904 will probably be ready next
week.

It is proposed to hold a grand C.E. picnic and
camp-mecting at Eltham on February 1st, 1904

Christmastide gives an opportunity for the Sun-
shiners. **A Gift Night' would well suit the
topic.

Our Union is still increasing. Kaniva applies for
affiliation. Its membership is, 18 active, 13 as-
sociate, and 6 honorary. Miss Violet Lloyd is
secretary. >

F. E. Clark, the founder of the C.E. movement,
is expected to land in Auckland on January 20th,
1904, The Victorian Union promises good mectings
during March and April.

The Marrickville Society intends having a musical
and literary entertainment on January 12th, to
celebrate the president’s fortieth year of disciple-
ship. Proceeds go to the Marrickville Cottage
Hospital. They desire to clear about £20. The
Congregationalists have placed a large school-hall
at their disposal. :

The secretary of our Victorian Union acknowledges
the receipt of copies of the Missionary Intelligencer
and the Missionary Tidings, two splendid papers
issued by our American brethren. The Union
recommends that every society _should endeavor t0
subscribe for at least one copy for its Missionay
Commiittee. F. M, Ludbrook, Collins-st., will be
glad to supply. .

OuRr BIBLE DatiNg PLAN.
Date. O.T. N.T.
December 15 ... Amos 1,2,3 ... Revelation
" 18 5 s 45,6 oo 1

” ) Iy e 7,8,9 s n :
" 18 ... Obadiah e " 10
" 19 .., Jonah 1,234 .. " 1
" 20 ... Micah 1,23 e

et B e SRS

4,5 »
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FRirst-Class
Tailoring

¢o TO

. C. GRAIGIE & Co.

959 LIT. COLLINS ST. EAST,

Two Doors from Bwanston St.,

MELBOURNE.

(L

The Celebrated

omisH  Planos
MERCN Organs

MESSRS. CORNISH & CO., are the only firm of actnal
manafacturers of high-grade Pianos and Organs in the
Unlted States selling exclusively direct from the factory
to the Public at

Wholesala Prices for a Bingle Instrument.

No Agents or Dealers are allowed to handle the Cornish
American Pianos or Organs. It is just as easy for the
readers of the CHRISTIAN to sit down and order a Piano
or Organ from America as to order one from their Musio
Store, the only difference being they will

Save from 50 to 100 per cent.

We have Organs from £6 to {25, Pianos from £34 to
{60, and we

Bell for Cash, or upon Instalment Plans,
to suit the convenience of the purchaser, Our large and
complete Catalogue will be forwarded upon request.

CORNISH & CO,,

Washington, New Jersey, U.S.A.
Catal may be obtained from and Orlers sent through
THE AUSTRAL PUBLISHING CO,,
528 Elizabeth Street, Melbourne.
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LYALL & SON

Chafr, Hay, Grain, and
Produce Merchants.

EXPORTERS OF PREBSED HAY,
CHAFF, & COLONIAL PRODUCE.
Country Orders Carefully Attended To.
Special Attention given to Seed Grain.
Head Office and Mills—

39 to 43 LEVESON STREET, NORTH MELBOURNE.

Branch Stores—
1 & 3 Victoria Market, Melbourne,
and 308 Sydney Road, Brunswick,
Established 1857,

OH! MOTHER!! o e

Second Northern District

STARR. BOWKETT

BUILDING SOCIETY.
237 Collins Street, Melbourne. Tel. 2149.

FURNITURE CAREFULLY REMOVYED
In First-class Vans, Town or Country, by

WM. ALLAMBY,

128 QUEENSBERRY ST., CARLTON,
Charges Moderate. Pair Horse Vans for Pionlcs. Post Cards
and Letters Punctually Attended To.

BEEBY & HENDERSON.

SOLICITORS,

HUNTER & CASTLEREAGH STS., SYDNEY
TELEPHONE 4096,

EDWARD A. BEEBY. ROBERT N. HENDERSON, B.A

Percival Road, Stanmore. Fivedock.

Telephone 356, , Ashfield

Petersham. Telephone

TRUST FUNDS TO LEND.

For Good Honest Dalue go to

P. B. McMASTER,

Watchmaker & Jeweller,
ERROL STREBT, NORTH MELBOURNE

wr~ Only First-class Work Donme. Ordera by Post
Promptly and Carefally Attended t0.

ABOUT
ESTEY
ORGANS

For all
imformation
please to
write us,

;ﬂ[‘e- ‘
) )

g

it is our
business and
pleasure 10
answer all
enquiries in
full, We
are the Sole
Importers,
of the Estey,
the leading
organ of the

Werite for our Catalogus.

world.

Allan & Co., Gy
: MELBOURNE

WATCH & CLOCK MAKER
B' eex! JEWBLLER, &c
262 BRUNSWICK ST. FITZROY.
MODERATE CHARGES.

Fas. dAdanning,

ESTATE AGENT.

All business connected with Land, Houses, Rents,
Loans, Titles, Transfers, Leases, Mortgages,
Crown Lands, Wills and Shares transacted.

Offices : Ware Chambers,
KING WILLIAM ST., ADELAIDE.

LAND FOR SALE.
Orchards and other Properties. Vacant Land in
Large and Small Blocks. Very Easy Terms.
This Land is Good for Fruit Growing.
Small Deposit.
T. CLEMENTS, Bayswater
Bayswater.

Road,

BURW@@D BOYS’
[ SME.

A HOME FOR NEGLECTED, ORPHAN
ot ot AND FATHERLESS BOYS.

T 7

s OFFICE-BEARERYS.
res.—Mr, R. C : ician.—Dr. Armstrong,
Vice-Preg, —Revm:p‘;:lnl.rdEi‘:ward' fon Fhres 2 l(l.‘nanterbul'Y-
. A. . 2
Hon Treas. —Mr. J. Golclough. Hon. Chemist.—Dr. LOugARER: oy,

on, Beg, —Mp Fitz Snowball F. G. Dunn Mr. C. Quittentoh,
. . . 2 igie,
Queen Street, Melbo'urnc. [  Mr. 8. Laver, Mr: W, €. Crns

Mont Albert Road, Canterbury. }_ Committee. - Rev Alfred Jones, Mr.
r. Caddick.
§%t.—Mr, X. B, Yarcos. Mr, John Grieve, M

No Really Destitute Boy Refused.

Contributions can be sent to the Treasurer, Members
of the Committee, or A. B. MASTON, Austral Co.

Reference can be made to the Committee and Officers, and alse to M. W.
GREEN, G, B, MOYSEY, D. A. ENERS, A. B. MASTON, G. T. WALDEN.

Of All the Work in which Christians
can engage, this is the Most Encouraging
and Reproductive. You sow to-day, and
to-morrow you Reap the Harvest. Our
Readers everywhere are asked to

A A DB !

ASSIST THE GREAT WORK OF SAVING THE BOYS.
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_‘l‘he Pillar of

Salt:,
A AP

A Story of Station Life.

The Brisbane Couier says:—'* This is a remarkable
little book, a comlbi)nation of station incidents (in an
impressionist style), philosophy, and sermonising.
The reader will get a good deal that is fresh in igt.
and a greatldeal that is elevating.”

Cart, FarLow, BA,, LL.B,, Working Men's Col-
le_ge, Melbourne, says:—* The book must be read
right through to grasp the author's real meaning and
understand the lesson. The writer evidently has an
intimate knowledge of bush life and incident, and
shows this clearly in many interesting little items in
the course of the story.” :

MR. A. T. MAGAREY says:—*" The story is a plea
for primitive Christianity—well thought out, and
treated by the author in a way original and peculiarly
his own, The book is concise, and interesting—novel
in style, neat in dress; and calculated to do good.”

The Register says :—* His earnestness is unmistak-
able, and its moral force should combine with its
strong local coloring to give it a wide circle of readers."

The Royal Colowial Institute Journal, London, says:—
“The author has woven his narrative together with
considerable ability, and has introduced into it a
somewhat original treatment of the every-day life
of an Australian squatter.”

Obtainable from The Austral Publishing
Company, Cole’'s Book Arcade, or
R. J. Clow, Balaklava, S.A.

Price, 1/6 ; by post, 1/8.

If it isn’'t Northern District”
It isn’t “Starr-Bowkett

Send us your name and address and we will tell youhowand why

THE SECOND NORTHERN DISTRICT STARR - BOWKETT
BuiLpinGg Society, Detmold Chambers, 237 Collins-st., Melb,

The E g
Life
Of

Elder
Smith 1/8, Post Free.

A /o

The Austral
Edition & &

of this book, slightly
abridged, costs you 1/6.
JOHN SMITH was a
uniquely interesting char-
acter in the pioneer days
of the church in Ken-
tucky. This book is
both a history and a
life-story, and interesting
from start to finish.
Being well bound and
clearly printed, it makes
a neat volume.

=

Printed and Published by the Austral Publishing Co,
m"Eliubzrh-mw. Melbo
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Buy Hymnbooks Used by Churches of Christ,
and Sunday ijchool Requisites, from

Hyde’s ‘Bible Hall,

79 Rundle St., Adelaide, &
Flinders St., Adelaide.

The ONLY House in the City which Stocks

“AUSTRAL” PUBLICATIONS
And Supplies them at the Published Prices.

The Best House for Bibles, ’festnmentl, Annual
Yolumes, Texts, Tracts and Stationery, Services
of Song, Anniversary Music, Xmas Carols, Xmas

Cards, New Year Mottos and Calendars for S.8.
Teachers.

DON'T FORGET. DON'T DELAY.

AUSTRAL ANNIVERSARY LEAFLETS

A set of 12 pieces suitable for Sunday School
Anniversaries and other Special
Occasions in S.S. Work.

Words by J. Pittman; Music by E W. Pittman.
PricE.—Music and Words, per copy, 6d.; 12, 5/
24, 8/-; 36, 11/-. Words only, 2/6 per 100,
Postage Free. SEND FOR SAMPLES.

AUSTRAL PUBLISHING CO.

SIMPSON,% |

182z
Victoria St., North Melboume’ |

Sells FURNITURE for CASH
Or EASY Purchase Systen,

THE NEW ELECTRIC MASSAGE ROLLER,

Anyone can use It.
All the benefits of Electric Massage at home,

ust the thing for ladies with “ neryeg "

" ra|n-fngged5 men: it tones the nerv:‘d for

les, and is self-applied in an instant; sigp,)
damp the roller and press the button—the K'ﬂduau
scale regulates the current from very weak to stron
as desired. Draw the roller along the muscles nl
nerves, the current does the rest. Invaluable 1;
cases of nervous headache, neuralgia, insomnia ang

1 h 1 R wri‘nkleg and
» softening ang

r
crowsfeet, sti the cir
whitening the skin.
ELECTRICAL TREATMENT
is too well known to need any description—the only
reason why it has not been more generally adopteg
is due to the fact that not onlyis the cost of the
necessary apparatus very high™ but the appliance
itself Is far too complicated to be used without expert
knowledge : by merely grasping the coil and press.
ing the switch button a weak current is Immediately
obtained, which can be gradually increased at the
will of the operator by merely drawing ont the
sheath at the end of the coil, and fixing it in that
particular notch on the scale which gives the desireq
effect. Absolutely no danger: no wires or compli-
cated parts to be fitted together before nsing : ready
for immediate use when you receive it. No liquids:
no acids: it can be carried in the pocket or handbag F
in any position. .
Used for a few minutes each morning will develop U
and strengthen any part of the body.
INVALUABLE TO ATHLETES, SPORTSMEN, ETC,
Price only 25/- complete post free to any address in Australla
‘Tasmania or New ZeaJand.r Recharges 1]]- each (1f4 post free),

Orders, p y th postal note or New i
Zealand money order should be addressed to: :
STAR NOVELTY COMPANY, Premier Buildings, IH

226231 Collins St.,, Melbourne. !

.FOR THIS EXCELLENT

UCKOO

\

OCK

R ]

e k

The delight of the Whole Famlly &
—an exceedingly haridsome plece of l‘
Furniture—Brown Wood and Ivory c
Hands, CUCKOO and GONG at y
Half-Hour and Hour, Well finished |
Reliable Time-keeper, Lever Move- \

ment (No Weights.)

Send Postal Note or Money Order
for 25/- (Money Order only from New
Zealand; Postal Notes from nu;
Colony not paid here), and we will st |
the Clock, as illustrated, by par°°l’ \
post, Carriage paid to any addrussdﬂ
Australia, Tasmania or New Zealand.

Obtainable only from

STAR NOVELTY G?ﬂlﬂ!’ﬂ“s |
aao-l:;.i.é;:d;:d;mnﬁh'l‘-
Melbourne, SOLE AGENTS.

(Our Catalogue Posted FREE to everyons |
mentioning the AUSTRALIAN CurisTIAN:

Edwards & Cc¢., Tea, Goffee,Gocoa Merehantg,- 4

543 FLINDERS STREET, MELBOURNE.

R



aywen’s  Homeeo®

reething Powders
INVALUABLE TO CHILDREN
CUTTING THER TEETH.
owen’s * Homeeo ™
Teething Powders

For Infantile Derangements of
the Btomach and Bowels.

ower's * Homeeo”
Teething Powders

For Restlessness, Feverishness,
Sleeplessness, Convulsions, &o,

— e le—

These Powders are

& BOON to Suffering Children
and a Comfort to their Parents.

Price : 3/6 & 2/6 per Box (Post Free).

PREPARED ONLY BY

Edward G. OW@,_

= —r
HOM@EOPATHIC CHEMIST,

189 Collins-street, Melbourne.

Contractor for the Supply of Medicine to the
Melbourne Homceopathic Hospital.

HENRY J.R.LEWIS:

ECONOMIC

Funeral ‘g Certificated
i Furnisher Embalmer,
: Johnston & Hertford Sts., Fitzroy,
High Street, Northcote.

¥ Funerals to Suit the Times. \¥#

Established 1843. Telephone 1160.
SaESEREs SEEEEEE SEEEEER

E. J. W. MEYER,

 AUCTIONEER, - - - LANCEFIELD.
Aoction Sales conducted fortmightly of Horses,
El:“;" “;m:ltry, Furnitare, ?‘Il'_. llg SM‘I-‘:
- Salm conducted 100 miles from Lamcefield. Th®
.avor of your patronage solicited.  Nete Address,

I ] V. MEYER, Awctioncez, Laocetiold.

o 2

AIRLIE AVENUE, & ‘,;

¥ ¢ ARMADALE, VICTORIA.
Established 1890,

He———
This Institution has now TWO DEFPA RTMENTS

18t.—For the PREVENTION of Young Qirle
from Going Astray.
and.—For the RESTORATION of the Fallen.
10:
N.B.—The Home is entirely dependent on Volun-
tary Offerings, which will be lhanl&fxlly received :nd

acknowledged. Collecting Cards may always be had
on application to

JOS. PITTMAN, Hon. Secretary,

For BOOTS & SHOES
OF EVERY DESCRIPTION
GO TOw—y

H. SWAIN,

783 NICHOLSON STREET,
NORTH CARLTON.

— s

THERE IS ALL THE DIFFERENCE

in the world between a Proprietary Building
Society condacted in the interest of its investing
members and a Mutual Terminating Investment
and Loan Society conducted on the lines of a great,
big, common partnership with a view of efficiently
doing sound and profitable business for all its
members. :

We have published a Book that tells in an under-
standable way about this difference. We will post
you one, free of charge, if you will let us know who
you are and where you live. You may as well do
that. It won't cost you any.hirg, It will probably
increase our membership list., THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT STARR-BOWEETT IJUILDING SOCIETIES,
Detmold Chambers, 237 Collins Street, Melbourne.

Tel 2149

F. M. Ludbrook,
e

L.D.S.
(Royal College of Surgeons, England).

DENTIST,
121 COLLINS STREET,
- MELBOURNE.

kK. L. Crichton,

BAKER and CATERER.
i Tastory—Rankine's Road, Kensington.
Branch—Racecourse Road.
L T Bread and Pastry Delivered in All Suburbs.

Wle Requisites of Every Description on Hire.

A. MILLIS and SONS,

FRUIT COMMISSION AGENTS.

b Western Market, Melbourne.
HKccount Sales Every Wednesday.

Josiah Holdsworth

UNDERTAKER, ETC.

862 Lygon Street, Carlton,

Also at 869 Nicholson-st., North OCarlton.
IS NOTED for his efforts to save clients, in their time of
sorrow, all busi worries d with burial arrange-
ments, viz., registration, advertisements, engagements of
grave, clergyman, ete. He supplies funeral requisites,
efficient staff, bandsome equipages. Modern methods
scientifically employed in all departments. Prices to sult
rich and poor, Funerals arranged in any part of Stats. No
extra charge for suburban funerals.

TELEPHONE 1193.

Duncan’s
Hermeneutics.

This is a clear, comprehensive volume of
400 pages, treating of the various systems
of Scripture interpretation, Itis the result
of life-work. Invaluable tostudentsof the
Bible. Highly commended by our leading
American preachers. Usedas a text book
in all our principal Bible Colleges in the
United States, By D. R. Duncan.

Price, 4/-; by Post, 4/6.
JAustral, 528 Elizabeth.st,, Melbourne.

“Don’t shout.”

*® [hear you. 1 can hear
now as well as anybody. {
“*How?' Oh. somethin

new-THE WILSO
COMMON - SENSE
EAR

Yy DRUM,
I've a pair
in my ears
now, you cant
see’them—
they're invis-
ible. 1 wouldn't know
I bad them’in myself
only that
I bear all
fighe.”

THE

WILSON EAR-DRUM

is really a substitute for the working
arts of the natural ear. Has no wire,
nvisible, easy to adjust, comforiable
Tcull( difleremt from any ether device.
Descriptive pamphle sent upon request

.~ Jd.. CHALMERS, o
229-231 COLLINS STREET, MELBOURNE
(SOLE AGENT FOR AUSTRALASIA). :

LIFE AND DEATH.

This Is coe of the most masterly productions of
Alex. Campbell. AH who feel Interested In the
fisture should bave a copy. Price—Paper 6d.

B. J. KEMP,

GROCER and
. Tea s UVendor.

460 Spencer Street, Melbourne.

¢ e ¢ Dlréct Jupplies of Dairy Produce, ¥ ¥® &




Jubllee Plctorlal History of the Churches of Christ In Ausiraiasia. NOW READYI *

God’s J‘plrzt Vand the
&@9%% Spirit’s Work

Is the title of a neat 100 page pamphlet written
( by W. C. MORRO, B.A. If you want to know
&ssgﬂ how the Dlucip]eu of Christ stand on the great

question of the Holy Bpirit in man’s conversion,
_ Just you buy this book. It only costs

SIXPENCE, POST FREE.

ESTIMATES GlVEN.

=, BLISS,

l\lon umental Mason,

THE HIGHEST QUALITY OF WORK CARRIED ON xq
THE LOWEST POSSIBLE PRICES.

All Kinds of Work Execated at both Country and Suburban Cemetrlos,
LETTEKE CUT AND RENOYATED
CEMETERY ROAD, WILLIAMSTOWN_

IS THE BEST FOOD

FOR INFANTS.

It is Easily Digested by the Weakest Bahy,

it is Cooling, and Corrects the Heat
of the Australian Climate.

Barley Water is the Most Cooling and Nourishing of Summer Drinks.
It is Hasily Made from ROBINSON'S PATENT BARLEY,

Fluid Magnesia

Indigestion, Acidity,
Biliousness, Heartburn, etc.

----------------------

- A Mild and Safe Aperient for Invalids
and Children. Renders valuable service
to Infants during the teething period.

As an antacid, it will prevent the formation
of excess of uric acid which leads to
Rheumatism; Gout, etc.

SOLD EYERYWHERE,

[CRUSE'S
INSECTICIDE

pestroven or INSECTS
In the House,

Conservatory,
and the Garden.

Preserves Clothing from the Moth. |
Rids Dogs and Birds of Yermi.

ASK FOR KRUSES
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