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‘THE NORTH AND THE SOUTH.

Shall the South separate from the North
in the Bible and Publication Societies? With
this inquiry, since the formation of our South-

ern organizations for missionary purposes, we |

have been almost constantly agitated. 'The
discussion grows more earnest and warm, as
the meeting in Richmond approaches, by
which, it is presumed, it will be,forthe pres-
ent at least, decided. It was not our pura
pose to have said any thing more on the sub-
ject, at this time; but having been requested
by the author, to publish in The Baptist, a
pamphlet entitled:—*“A Calm Appeal to
Southern Baptists, in Advocaey of Separa-
tion from the Northin all the works of Chris-
tian benevoleuce, By a Southern Baptist”; it

seems proper that we shall speak once again. |

We have not published the ‘¢ Appeal,”
nor have we published any of the several
kindred essays that have lately crowded our
southern papers, partly because they are too
long, and especially the article in question—
filling as it does twelve pages—and partly be-
cause we have lately been too unwell to write

such a review of their very defective and una |

satisfactory arguments, as we thought was
necessary to accompany them to our readers.

It seems, however, that our Southern breth-
ren of ‘“‘the Baptist press” do not, so far ag
they have spoken, agree with us as to the lo~
gical character particularly of the *“Calm
Appeal.” ‘The Alabama Baptist of April
the 18th says:—*““We this day publish “‘A
Calm Appeal on this subject [separation] by
a brother in North Charolina. The argu~
‘ments for separation_are stated with great
simplicity, clearness, and force. We reluc-
tantly admit we do not well see how the
main points can be set aside.” ‘T'he Chris-
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tian Index, of April the 17th, in connection
| with its publication, remarks:—*I'o us this
essay appears calm, comprehensive, decided,
| and conclusive; but our readers can now
Judge of its merits for themselves.” The

‘ Biblical Recorder, of April the 18th, copies

. it, and observes:—‘‘We have not thought it
| necessary to go into an argument on this sube
!joct, because the reasons from which our
' convictions have been formed have been giv-
en on former occasions, both by ourselves
and our correspondents, and because they
will be found in detail in the article referred
to.”” After all this it would, probably, be
r wise in us to be silent. But how then could
we suitably apologize to our brethren, and
editorial contemporaries, for the course we
have thought it our duty to pursue? We are
| known by all our brethren to be @ Soutkhron
| born and bred, 1o have uo “affinity or con-

| sanguinity” with abolition in any form,
i and to bave shown it no quarter at any
| time, We are committed to no definite
| course with reference to the Bible and Publi-

cation Societies. We are, however, with all
our southernism, and warm attachments to
southern institutions, from conviction, ardent=
ly desirous that the union of our whole dee
nomination shall be preserved, if it can be
without manifest impropriety, in these two
great enterprises. We think it can result in
no injury; we can see no sacrifices of honor
or principle it will involve; and we believe it
} will result in much good. But we will refer
| briefly to this ““Calm Appeal.”

It is written in an excellent spirit. mani-
fests extensive intelligence, and is sufficient-
ly “clear,” and ‘‘decided”’; beyond this, hows
ever, we cannot extend our commendations.
It assumes, in the first place, that ““consisien-
¢y requires, and, in the second place, that
‘‘expediency” demands, ‘‘a separation from
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-U.!c North inall the works of Christian benev~ :

olence.” lu other words,as we bave separa-
ted from the Home and Foreign Mission
Societies, so we must, if we will be consist-
ent, and be guided by expediency, separate
also from the Bible and Publication Socie~
ties. '

We must do this, the writer tells us, in or-
der to be consistent. But what are his rea.
sons? Why, he nssures us—**I'he same rea-
sons which induced the separation in the
missionary enterprise exist here.”” DBut do
they? We are obliged to dispute it, and, in
his very first step, join issue with him. If
this proponsition asserts a fact, we have en«
tirely misunderstood the whole matter. We
separated from the Foreign and Home Mis-

sion Societies, as we had supposed, principal- 1‘

ly because their Boards had thrown them-

selves into the bands of the fanatical Aboli- |

tionistz, and, in violation of their constitu-
tions, and other rules precribed for their gov-

_ernment, had denounced the South, refusing |

to appoint a southern man, if he should hap-
pento be a sluvekolder, either as a missions

ary, or as an agent. Has the Bible Society, |
or ihe Publication Society, done any thing of |

this kind? "I'hey certainly bave not; but, on
*he cootrary, have in all their proceedings,
.- far as we know, invariably acted upon our
«wn principles, and conducted their affairs
“without reference to «lavery on antislavery.”

Our Lirother’s first postulate is, therefore, un- |

sustained, and falls to the ground.
His next reason is, that we cannot be sep-
arate from the I'riennial Couvention [Bap-
- tist Union] while we adhere to these Soci-

" eties. What, cannot adhere to the Publica~ |

tion and Bible Societies without producing

by that act connection with the Northern Fo- |

reign Mission Union! We might as well be
told that we cannot join an Agricultural So-
eiety which may happen to have some Free
Masons in it, without in that act becoming a
Free Mason.

Our brother’s last reason under this head |

is thus stated :—“ By connection with the Bi-
ble Society we shall be contributing to the

Boston Board.” DBut how is this te happen? |

It is presumed that the Bible Society will ap-

propriaté of its funds to print the translations

of the word of God in heathen languages,
madde Ly the missionaries of the Boston Board

~Judson, and others. And so they oughe, |
and no doubt will. The translatiois are, we |

are credibly essured, faithful, and they were
made by their miseionaries; that is all. But

T e e e e — T‘:""_'
how is this contributing to the Boston Board?
When we print and circulate in Hindostan,
 the translations of the Bible made by Carey,
| and Yates, and Pearce, and we trust we shal]
be able to do something in that field, as well
as others, are we in (hat act contributing to
the English Missionary Union? No more
| than we are contributing to the English gov-
ernment by printing and distributing King
- James’ version which was first made by or-
| dex of that government. Shall we refuse to
" aid in giving, for example, Judson’s version
| of the seriptures to the Burmans, for fear
that in so doing we shall, in some undefined
collateral way, be contributing to the Boston
' Board? ‘T'his appears to us to bhe neither
wise nor reasonable,

It follows, then, if we mistake not, for any
| thing said by ““A Southern Baptist,”” in his
“Calm Appeal,” we may, although we have
for good reasouns, separated. {rom the North-
ern Foreign and Home Mission Societies,
remain perfectly consistent and sull adhere
to the American and Foreign Bible, and the
. American Baptist Publication Societies.

T'he sécond position of the writer of this
pamphlet assumes:—* That expediency re-
quires that the Southern Baplists should sep-
arale from the North in all the works of
Christian benevolence.”

We will now glance at the reasons by
. which he supports himself upon this hypeth-
esis, The first three all stand on the same
foundation. It is exzpedien! to separate:—
“For the suke of peace’ ;—**For the spiritual
welfare of the people South, and North”;—
{ and “For the prosperity of the Societies
themselves.” Our brother supposes that
christians, *South and North,” cannot meet
together even to cousult and take measures
. for publishing the Bible, an:d other unexcep=
tionable hooks, without so much jarring and
, donflict about abolitionism, as to destroy
their peace, to destroy their spirituality, and
to destroy even the socielies themselves,
whose interests they assembled to promote.
. Can it be possible that this supposition eme
i bodies a fact? Are we like'lions in an Afri-
|

\

ean forest which cannot come together with-
out growling, and fighting, and tearing each
other to pieces? If g0, it is very certain that
. “Baptists South and North” have very liltle
 religion, and to {nlk-of promoting their peace
| and spirituality, is to talk of promoting what
they have never yet attained. We have got-
ten out of our proper places, and should go
back at once, repent of our sins, obtain the
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~ and to foster native talent.”
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grace of God lnd acquire "the mind that
was in Christ Jesus.”” ‘I'hen shall we be pre- |
pared, and not until then, to feel and act as |
true christians should, in every respect. But |
if these suppositions are fallacious, which
we must helieve, then they are no reasons at |
all, and ought not to influence our action in ;
the premises.

Another reason why our brother thinks |
it expedient to separate from the Bible
and  Publication Societies is:—'* For the
diminution of the anlimission spirit in the
South.” We cannot, of course, determine
whether the writer knows much of antimis-
sionaries; but if’ their character and motives |
of action are, in his region, any thing like
those by which they ure distinguished in
T'ennessee, whatever we may do as to the
societies in question, pro or con, will not

weigh with them a single feather, I'be truth -

is they cannot part with their money for any
such object as the support of the gospel, or
its more extensive dissemination. ‘I'o con-
tribute for this, they assure us, would in their
estimation, be to “buy and sell the Gospel”;

a deed of guilt to which they never can con-
sent to be a party. We think that if the
people had more Bibles, and more of the
books of the Publication Society, there would
be fewer antimissionaries.

Yet another reason why the separation
proposed is presumed to be expedient is:—
“For the efficient and harmonious coopera=
tion of Southern Missionary Baptists.” In
other words, as the writer explains himself, |
to prevent missionary Baptists from becom-
ing antimissionary! And will our southern |
brethren refuse any longer to engage in mis-
sionary work, il we continue to cooperate
with our northern brethren in publishing the
Bible, and other good hooks? To us this
appears very unréasonable, and not a little
improbable.

And yet another reason—\We must divide
—“To increase the intelligence of our people
Oar people, it
is imagined, will read more, and write more
books, if a Southern Board of Publication is |
organized. This possibly may be so, and we
would be the last to discourage any laudable
measure to produce such a result, provided |
the reading, and the books were of the prop-
er kind. Both, be it remembered, might be

very volummnous, and at the same time of! .

little value. But cannot a- Southern Board |
of Publication be organized upon the plan |
advocated by our energetic and respected’

| ered a secession.

" ern Bible Board,

' Mission Board.

" be consistent with trath.

brother of the lndex, whose duty it shall be-
| to examine and recommend works to be pub«
lished by ““private enterprize,” without any
act, real or implied, of separation from the
existing Publication Society? We cannot
perceive any necessity for the latter proceed-
ing in order to earry into effect the former.
New England, and New York, do not think
it Recessary to pass an act of secession from
the Publication Society in order to patrone
ize Gould, Kendal, & Lincoln, Colby, and
their other publishing houses. Nor, if it were
thought expedient by themn to appoint a
Northern Board to examine and recommend
works to these houses, would this be eun,idg
Why then should it be so
regarded in the South? So-also of a South-
who should receive the
funds collected in the South? and appropri-
ate them so far as needed, to the translations
of the missionaries of our Southern Foreign
Is it necessary or expedi«
ent, in order to do even all this, that we
should break off from our Bible Society? No

" southern christian wishes to destroy, or in

any way to cripple, or injure either of these
Societies. But an act of secession would

| have this effect, while it would be wholly use-

less as to the purposes even of our brother
of the “Calin Appeal.” Such an act of di-
vision cannot, therefore, in any sense, be ez-

. pedient.

““In the last place, for the welfare of the
political union of these States, it is expedi-
ent to dissolve all religious connection with

" the North.” We may be singularly obtuse, but

for the life of us we cannot see, the argu-
ments in the pamphlet before us to the contra-
ry notwithstanding, how this proposition ean
We fiad it impos«
sible to believe that religious division is ne«
cessary to- promote political union,

Here the ““Calin Appeal” closes. It may
be true thut expediency requires us to “dis-
solve all our religious connections with the
North”; but if it is-€o0, our brother has not

' mude it appear by any of his arguments.

‘I'he matter, therefore, rests where it was be-

fore. Neither consislency, nor expediency,

8o far ns we have yet seen, demands a separa-
tion of the South from the American and Fo- -
reign"Bible Society, or the Auurlun Bapuist
Publication Society.

We write freely, and yet we would not
have our brother suppose that, we are want-

ing in respect either for him personally, or
for his opinions. If he should arrive at
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such a conclusion he would do us’ great in-
Justice. We entertain the highest regard for
both. The confession is frankly made that
we think him, and others who concur with
him, mistaken. But the wisest and best men
are, as we all know, often mistaken,

err is human.” For our brethren too, of the

corps editorial, of whom we have spoken,
And if on

we cherish an exalted estimation.
the topic discussed we are obliged to differ
with them, it gives us the sincerest pleasure
to be assured that in another aspect of the
subject we entirely concur,
the Biblical Recorder, in his paper of the 18th
ultimo, expresses himself thus:—

““In view of all that may be said in favor

" of separation, however, it should not be over-

v

looked that a large majority of the South
and South-west are in favor of continued ad-~
hesion to the Bible and Publication Societies.
8. Carolina and Georgia are in favor of sepa-
ration. Tennessee, Kentucky, Virginia, N.
Carolina, Alabama,and we think Mississippi,

are in favor of adhesion. Now, in this state of |

the case, one of three things must be done.
Either the minority must yield to the major-

ity; or the majority must yield to the minori- |
. ty; or the South must divide.

to be asked is, which shall be done?
idea of division among ourselves is clears
ly preposterous, and, we presume, can
be entertained by no one. That the majori«
ty will yield to the minority, unless won over
by argument and conviction, is hardly to be
expected. \What, then, should be done by
the minority? ‘To speak for others might
perhaps be deemed indelicate. We ean,
however, speak for ourselves.

most cheerfully surrender our own convic-

tions to the decision of the majority.

““I'be beated and denunciatory tone in |
which some of our cotemporaries have urg- '
ed their views oa this subject, can have no |

sympathy from us, though on our own side
of the question of Separation. We all claim
to be free men ns well as bLrethren, and are
therefore not likely to be benefitted much by
threats or meastires of coercion. Neither do
we see any occasion here for vehemence, ex-.
citement or hard words.
the cuge demands is clear, calm, and candid
argumentation, conducted with a patient,
courteous, christian spirit. And we sincerely

trust that these may be the only instrumen- |

talities that may be employed on the occa-
sion.

whatever his private or personal sentiments
may be, to resolve and act with the majori-
ty. Tue Souvrn mustT Nor BE pivineED. Nei-
ther is there occasion, so far as we can see,
for the least alienation or exasperation of
feeling. What a burning shame—what an

everlasting reproach would it be, could it be

said, that the South divided, or even serious-
ly disagreed, on the question of policy teuch-
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“TO {

The editor of |

The question | %uch

The |

We shall |

We believe all that |

We hope, and we confidently expect, |
that every representative will go to Rich- |
mond in June, with a full determination, |

' -
ing northern institutions, and that too at their
- first meetng for business!”

Similar sentiments have lately been ex-
pressed by the Alabama Baptist, the Christian
| Index, and others. Here then we are all
agreed, and here let us take our stand. For
| ourself, we again say that we are committed
to no definite course in the premises. We
shall not blindly follow any policy. We are,
with our present light, in favor of adhesion.
If, however, it can be made satisfactorily to
appear that secession is necessary, import-
ant, and righteous, we are ready to embrace
it. Let us, disearding all pride, prejudice,
and sectional jealousies, seek, by every ape
‘propriate means, ““the greatest good, of the
greatest number.” May our Heavenly Fa«
ther conduct our deliberations and discussions
to such an issue as shall glorify him, and ad-
vance the cause of truth and salvation.

H.

QUERY.

“Should a committee of brethren be ap-
pointed l:equnuct_ business for ll_he ﬂﬁ;rc?.
aring grievances; settling difficuls
ties, ;'l.c\’ £ ’ L.GH. B.
If our brother means to ask whether it is
' competent for a committee to try cases, and
give a final decision, without reference to the
Church, we answer no. Committees may be
very useful to investigate “grievances,” and
“difficulties,” and they should always settle
| them, if possible. But whether they dovor
! not, they should always report to the Church
for its action,
H.
-
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From the Western Baptist Review.
i JUSTIFICATION.

By Elder J. M. PespLeTon, A. M., Bowling-
| green, Ky,

The doctrine of Justification occupies a
| prominent place in the system of Christiania
ty. It is therefore entitled 10 serious cone
sideration. ‘I'he question was agitated in
the days of Job—*"How should man be just
with God?” Various have been the answers
given to this question. Some have contend-
ed that justification is of grace—others have
argued that it is of works—while a third par-
ty have virtudlly attempted to commingle

and works in the sioner’s restoration to
the favor of God. The adoption of correct
gentiments on this subject is highly necessa-
ry, not only on accouut of the’ intrinsic im=




the relation it bears to the other doctrines of
the gospel. For it is indisputable that our
views of other theological topics will be ma-
terially influenced by the conclusions to which
we coma in reference to a sinner’s acceptance
with God.

But itistime to approach the question,
what is justification? ﬁet & Roman Catho-
lic answer, and, availing himself of the de-
cisions of the Council of I'rent, he will say,
“justification is not only the remission of sin,
but also sanctification and the renovation of
the ioward man.” ‘T'his definition of the
term is certainly inaccurate; for if it does
not identify justification with regeneration
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| its requisitions.

and sanctification it makes it comprehend |

both. ‘T'hese three acts though conneeted to-

gether, are clearly distinguishable, and there- |

fore should never be confounded. We might |

safely defy the production of a passage of
scripture which teaches that justification con-
sists either in whole or in part iu renewing
the heart and making it holy. So far as we
know, it never has this signification in the
Bible or out of it. It never means to reno-
vale—it never signifies to make holy. It
does not even mean to make just, though the
etymology of the word might suggest such
a definiion. We will illustrate. There
was a custom among the ancients, as Ovid
and others inform us, of this kind: VWhen
persons were charged with a violation of the
laws of the land, they were arraigned be-
fore the judges, who, after availing them-
selves of all the evidence that could be ada
duced, proceeded to pronounce judgment by
depositing stones in an urn. If, in their
opinion, the accused person were guilty of
the charge alleged against him, they put
bluck stones into the urn; but if they con-
sidered the charge false and unfounded, they
deposited white stones. ‘Thus the black
stones were symbols of condemnation, and
the white ones of justification or innocence.
Now, it is evident that the ceremony of put-
ting white pebbles into an urn did not make
the accused individual either just or inno-
cent, but it formally declared him just and
invocent. It was a judicial announcement
of acquittal. If, then, justification be, as is
admitted, a forensic term, we are authorized
to say that ip is the act of declaring or ac-
counling a person just or righteous. In the
evangelical application of the word, there-
fore, itis the act of God in which he declares
us just or righteous. T'his act involves a
change of state—not of heart. T'he justi-
fied stand in a new relation to the divine law.
Th.{ are treated as if they had not broken
it.  lts thungers, so far as lhq are concern-
ed are hushed in silence. This is evidently
the case; for the remission of their sing is &
release from the allegations of the law, and a
consequent absolution from liability to its
penalty. In the seriptures, both of the Old
and New Testaments, the terms justify and
con.lemn are used as o ite to each other,
- says,
wicked, and be that condemneth the just,
even they both are an abomination to the

}

| cannot be given.

that justifieth the |
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m;["}uniﬁcnlion. but on account of Lord.” Paul declares, with an air of tri-

/

wioph, it is God that justifieth: who is he
that condemneth?” With these portions of
Divine truth before us, we think we may re-
ly on the correctness of the definition we
have given of Justification.

Here the importnt question presents itself
—How is a sinner justified? Is it by works
or by grace? If it be conceded that “all
have sinned and come short of the glory of
God,” there can be no satisfactory or even
plausible argument constructed in favor of
Justification by works. The law of God de-
mands universal, perfect, and perpetual obs-
dience. There must be compliance with all
There must be noimperfec~
tion—no deficiency in the obedience render-
ed. There must be continuity of obedience
till the peried of probation closes. If any
man can be found to whose obedience the
epithets universal, perfect, and pe can
be applied, we cheerfully admit that be may
lay claim to justification by works. We go
further, and affirm that the divine law will al-
low the validity of the claim.” I'he law in-
terposes no obstacle to the justification of the
perfectly obedient wan. ls language is,
“T'his do”—obey perfectly—‘‘and thou shalt
live.” But where shall such a man be found?
What nation can furnish him? In what clime
does he exist? To these questions we need
not wait for affirmative answers, for they
When God looked down
from Heaven to see if there were any did
do good, he reported-the result of his world-
wide observation in these words: “There is
none that doeth good, no not one.” The
Gentiles were addicted 1o the most disgust-
ing superstition and the basest idolatry. The
Jews were trampling his authority under their
feet, and sinning in defiance of the thunders
of Sinni.  All bad gone out of the way—all
bad become unprofitable. ‘“Now we know,
says Paul, that whatsoever things the law
saith it saith to them that are under the law,
that every mouth may be stopped and all the
world may becowe guilty bc(grt God.” This
is the condition of the sons of men—these
are the . moral circumstances surrounding
them.  Need it be said that they are obnox-
ious to the penalty of the law? And if so,
bow can they be jusiified by the works of the
law?  Will it be said, that by future obedi-
encé,they may atone for past transgessions
and thus reinstate themselves in the forfeited
favor of Heaven? But there are two con~
siderations showing the untenableness of this
position. ?ﬂln. that no man can per-
forin works of supererogation, snd- that no
act can have a retrospective bearing. The
moral law requires man to love God with all
his strength. If, then, he should now begin
to love God with all his strength, and serve
bim to the utmost extent of his ability, be
would do no more than bis duty. Let the
love and the service continue till death, and
still they would come strictly within the lim~
its of duty. How manifest, then, is it that
there would be no superfluous obedience to

- make up for past failures. The performance

of present duty never atones for past delin-






