“And blessed are they who shall seek to bring forth my Zion at that day, for they
shall have the gift and power of the Holy Ghost.”—1 Nephi 3:187,
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A CALL TO PRATER

To the Churches of Christ Scattered Abroad: We the

Apostles of our Lord Jesus Christ, and your fellowservants,
called out of the world by his grace, as shepherds of the
flock, greet you in the most holy faith that has been deliv-
ered unto us by God the Eternal Father, in whom we de-

light and yield ourselves to serve.

Grace be unto you, and peace, from God our Father and
the Lord Jesus Christ, for we give thanks for you daily, and
ever pray for your progress and perfection in Him.

In the beginning of this new year One Thousand Nine
Hundred and Thirty since the coming of our Lord into the
flesh, our minds reflect back over the experiences of the past,
with it hopes, and achievements, and then contemplating the
future with its opportunities, there comes to us a desire to
make those hopes a living reality, and our achievments
While this is a New Year
for the world, we are reminded that to those of the Restora-

more outstanding for the Master.

tion, this year marks the beginning of a New Epoch, a New
Century since the Church of Christ was established by Jos-
eph Smith and others at the home of Peter Whitmer, in Fay-
ette, New York, the sixth of April, in the year of our Lord
One Thousand Eight Hundred and Thirty, agreeable to the
laws of our country and by the will and command of God.

This vear marks the beginning of a new epoch for the
reason that our heavenly Father has intrusted much to our
hands to be accomplished. The Temple of-the Lord must
be finished: Zion must be established; a people must be pre-
pared and gathered against the day when the Lord shall
be revealed from heaven, when he shall come to be glorified
in his saints, and to be admired by all those that believe,
in that day.

We beseech you, therefore as fellow citizens of the house-
hold of God, who look forward to the coming of our Lord
Jesus Christ, and alsc our gathering together unto him,
that you should not be shaken in mind, nor be troubled,
neither in spirit, nor by word, concerning those who go about
making ship-wreck of the faith. Let no man deceive you
concerning the schism of re-baptism that some would force
upon the body of Christ, to wound it, and to cause the right-
eous to be sad that the Lord himself has not made sad.
For those that have gone ouf from us, are gone out that they
might be manifest that they were not of us. But the rather,
brethren, let us pray for the welfare of their souls, that
they may see the error of their work and return to the
fold of God.

Before the church today lies a field of glorious opportu-
nity for consecrated service in the Lord, who has blessed
us with much in the way of spiritual blessings. For that

reason much is required of us in return. We can not there-
fore, afford to shirk our responsibilities, nor shink from
the trials and sorrow of accomplishment. The church is
likened to a woman travailing in birth, pained to be deliv-
ered. For that reason let us endure our travail with faith,
and run the race with patience. Let us add to our faith
those godly attributes enumerated by Peter of old, i. e,
virtue; knowledge; temperance; patience; godliness; broth-
erly kindness; charity. For if these gualities be in you and
have the pre-eminence, you shall not be unfruitful in the
Lord, nor lack knowledge and wisdom to carry on his work.

Wherefore, brethren, we would persuade you, through
Christ, to exemplify your faith in Him, in every avenue of
life, In your home; among your associales; in your tem-
poral affairs; your ministry. Be true to your calling, tell
the truth. Love your neighbor as yourself. Do good to all
men. Pray always, that the enemy of the souls of men
may not overthrow you. For in no other way can we expect

to be prepared as a people to meet the Lord when he comes.

That these high ideals might be attained; that we may
more perfectly serve the Lord, we, your brethren of the
Twelve, deem it wise that the whole church should set apart
a season of prayer and examination, that we might expe-
We there-
fore request all the Churches of Christ scattered abroad, to

rience an increased measure of the divine favor.

set aside the perlod beginning Sacrament Sunday, Mareh
the Second, this wear, and continue until Conference con-
venes, as a season of fasting, prayer, and consecration, that
we may purify and cleanse the sanctuary of our souls, and
go forth with clearer vision, singleness of purpose and great-
er spiritual strength and power after the April Conference,
in the service of God and humanity.

May grace and peace be increased for you through the
knowledge of God, and of the Lord Jesus Christ, in harmony
with his divine power which has given us all things thal
pertain to life and godliness, through the knowledge of him
who has called us out of the world to glorify his name, a8
For by these things
we are given marvelous and precious promises, that by doing

saints, through sacrifice and service.

the Lord’s will, we shall be partakers of his spiritual nature,
and being spared the corruption that is in the world through
lust, escape his wrath and indignation upon the ungodly.

Issued this first day of February, One Thousand Nine
Hundred and Thirty, from the place of the Temple of the
Lord, Independence, Missouri.

Your brethren and co-workers in Christ,

. L. WHEATON, Secretary of Twelve,
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Then again, the argument is made from the words found
in the Twelfth Messs e that come to the Church
of Christ be baptized,”——that this obligation is retroactive,
and implies all those who have itransferred to the Church as
well as it applies w all those who may yet come. But the
word, “COME,” is Lé’;e present and future tense, and by
no stretch of Emg skullduggery can it be tortured or
construed into the pas .bé iei}% and made to apply to those
who have already become members by transfer.

“Came” is the past tense of “Come)” and should hawve

Y et 11

been employed by the Messenger if he designed baplism to
apply to all who had previously transferred to the Church
of Christ; and because of the many inconsistencies of the
reputed Messenger, I am frank to say: 1 can nol swallow
all he is represented as having said.

In the Twelfth Message we are told that Baptism is to
be administered to those that come to the Church of Christ,
“That they may rid themselves of the traditions and sins of
men.” A new philosophy, surely! In no place in all the
revelations of God to His people can there be found anything

like it. It is a false philosophy, a bungling hodge-podge
from a bungling conspirator, It is neither human nor divine,

but is of Satanic origin as the following will show: First,
It is in point blank opposition to the instruction of the First
Message given to Brother Fetting in which the Messenger
said that Christ “would not hold us responsible for the mis-
takes of others, but would require us to be true to our call-
ing and tell the truth.” He said: “I will hold others respon-
sible fer their work in their day)” If this is true {and it
certainly is), then the statement in the Twelfth Message that
we should be baptized fo rid ourselves of the traditions and
sins of men, is as false as it is foolish and is therefore not
of God.

Baptism is for the remission of individual sins, and is the
“door” into the sheepfold or kingdom of God; and in no
instance is there even a hint in the word of God that any
one should be baptized to rid themselves of some other per-
sen's sins or traditions, or of the sins and fraditions we have
irnbibed by reason of our associations with them; but, “If
we sin—if WHE sin, “‘we, who have been baptized into Christ,
and who are walking in the light of the gospel as Christ is
in the light, if WE sin, then if WE CONFESS OUR BINS,
he is faithful and just to forgive US OUR SINS, and to
cleans US from all unrighteousness., (1 John 1:7-10; 2: 1-2.)
Does this mean what it says? If so, then this philosophy of
the Twelfth Message is wrong. Then again we read:

“He that doeth wrong shall receive for the wrong which
he hath done; and there is no respect of persons.” (Colos-
sians 3:25.) And, “The son shall not bear the iniguity of
the father, neither shall the father bear the iniguity of the
son: the righteousness of the righteous shall be upon him,
and the wickedness of the wicked shall be wupon him.”
{Ezekiel 18:20,) And, “Every one shall die for his own
iniguity: every man that eateth the sour grape, his ieeth
shall be set on edge.” (Jeremish 31:30.) No such thing in
any of these Scriptures, nor in any other part of the word
of God, where the iniquities or sins and traditions of others
are visited upon any one who is seeking earnestly to comply
with the will of God. The visitation of the iniquities of the
father upon the son unto the third and fourth generation, i8
to ““T'hose who bate Me.”

The above passages of Scripture is the word of the Lord
to all his people; and let it be remembered that “There is not
a just man upon earth, that doeth good, and sinneth not.”
{Hcclesiastes 7: 20.)  For “All have sinned, and come short
of the glory of God.” (Romans 3:23.) Hence, to place upon
one the sing and traditions of other men is akin to baptism
for the dead, or the purgatorial flames of Hades to purge
one from his sins. Praying the dead out of Hell, and baptis-
ing the living for the dead to get them out of hell, and bap-
tizing the living to rid him from the traditions and sins of
other men in order te keep him from going fo hell, is
all cut from the same moth-eaten webb, and should be rele-
gated to the infernal regions where it was given birth.

When the Special Conference was called last October to
consider this matter of RE-baptism, the great majority of
those present (among whom were nine of the Quorum of
Twelve), turned it down as a present duty, leaving it unde-
cided as & church issue until the convening of the Gensral
Conference 1o be held April 6, 1930; and the apostle most
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forward in uring this Twelfth Message baptism as a present
duty defiantly declared that if the Conference turned it down
as a present duty, and held it in abeyance until next spring,
“I will not ebey.” Well, the Conference passed its resolu-
tion, and this beligerant apostie very accomodatingly re-
ceives another visitation of the Messenger the next morning
after the Conference closed, declaring as follows:

“Grieve not over what man has done, this is not your
work, but God’s work. They have not rejected vou, but they
have rejected me, and the message I have brought from the
Lord. And as much as they have done this, the Lord has
rejected them, and their work.”

If anything would prove that Messenger to be a con-
sumate FAKE, it is this silly fabrication. The whole law
of God as given to the church, both in the Bible and the
record of the Nephites, most plainly declare that the church
shall make it their law to “de all their business by the voice
of the people”—by Common Consent. Axnd that the elders
should feed the flock of God, not as being Lords over God’s
heritage, etc., ete. This carrying out the law of Common Con-
sent was observed at this Special Conference, and the Propo-
sition to leave the whole matter inoperative until the next
General Conference was carried by a vote of 110 for, and 67
against, a majority of 43 votes; and yet this beligerant
apostle who defiantly declared, “I will not obey,” takes ref-
uge under the shade of the FIFTEENTH VISITATION, and
drinks deep drafts from its healing(?) waters, because, for-
sooth, the Message declares: “As much as they have done
this, the Lord has rejected them, and their work” What!!
The Lord reject a people for doing their business by the voice
of the people, as He fold them to do? Well, hardly. This
Messenger is plainly seen to be in point blank opposition to
the instruction which God has given, and therefore was not
sent of God, but was most probably sent—if sent at all—by
“The prince of the power of the air, the spirit that now work-
eth in the children of disobedience.”

One other point in this FIFTEENTH VISITATION which
proves that that Messenger who delivered the Fifteenth Mes-
sage was unmindful of his P's and Q's, is in the above guoted
statement: ‘“They have not rejected you, but they have re-
jected me”-—me, the Messenger! Now let us observe the
Biblical instruction: “And when they shall say unto vou,
Seek unto them that have familiar spirits, . . . To the law
and to the testimony: If they speak not ACCORDING TO
THIS WORD, IT IS BECAUSE THERE IS NO LIGHT IN
THEM.” (Isaiah 8:20.)

Now please turn to 1 Samuel, chapters 8 and 9, and read
them, and there you will find that when the Israelites de-
sired a king to reign over them, “And Samuel” {(one of the
greatest prophets of the Old Testament times) “prayed unto
the Lord, and the Lord said unto Samuel, Hearken unto the
voice of the people in ALL THEY SAY UNTO THEE, for
they have NOT REJECTED THEE, but they have RE-
JECTED ME.” Please notice that the Israelites in reject-
ing the Message which the Prophet Samuel delivered, in this
God declared: “THEY HAVE NOT REJECTED THER.”
Note this. But this Messenger who visited Brother Fetting
at the home of J. G, Pointer, October 13, 1929, declares:
“They have not rejected you' (Fetting), “but THEY HAVE
REJECTED ME” (The Messenger), “and the message 1
have brought from the Lord.” What a wonderful contrast
between these two, Samuel, and The Messenger? And what
a vastly different spirit is manifest in the disappointed
Samuel, and the disappointed Fetting? Samuel carried out
the will of the people; but Fetting stubbornly refuses to do
so; and by both words and deeds defiantly shouts: “I will
not obey,” I might call attention to other things, Mr. Editor,
but this Article is getting quite lengthy, and I must abbre-
viate, and ask your indulgence while I write one more
thought,

In the Vision of George D. Cole published some time ago in
the Advocate, the elders were represented as pruning the
old Tree which had been cut down, the stump of which still
stood on the Temple Lot; and in their work of pruning they
brought out the live branches of the Tree, not the dead
branches. And in the revelation given to Brother Vates in
May, 1927, the Lord is represented as saying He had rejected
the Reorganization; but that he would continue to feel affer
the honest in heart, etc., or words to that effect. And in the
Fifth Visitation, the Messenger is represented as saying to
Brother Fetting: “In 1899 the servant of the Lord laid his
hands on you and set you apart from among men Lo repre-
sent Christ, and gave you authority to preach the Gospel and
bring others into the kingdom. . . . Again in 1926, you, with
your brethren, were set apart as members of the Twelve, to
represent Christ and his church, with the same authority
as the apostles of old.” Now may I ask the following ques-
tions:

Were those who were baptized by Brother Fetting all
along down the line from 1899 until the 18th of July, 1929,
brought into the church or kingdom of God? If not, how
did he “bring others into the kingdom,” if at all, thus hon-
oring the authority given him in 18997 And if in 1828, he,
with his brethren of the Twelve were “set apart to represent
Christ and his church, with the same authority as the apos-
tles of old,” since when (in October, 1929), he has continued
to receive into the Church of Christ members from the Re-
organization by TRANSFER, are those men and women thus
received members in good standing in the Church of Christ?
Or did he act perfidiously (exceeding his authority) by thus
receiving them by transfer?

And if the Lord in May, 1927, determined to “Continue to
feel after the honest in heart” in the rejected Reorganized
Church, and the elders, while pruning the old Tree, the stump
of which stood on the Temple Lot), brought, as the result of
their pruning, only lve branches, must those people repre-
sented as the “live branches,” the “honest in heart)” of the
Reorganized Church, be RE-baptized in order to insure to
them membership in the Church of Christ, and a place in
the celestial kingdom of heaven? Or has this statement of
baptism given in the Twelfth Message been misinterpreted,
and twisted, to make it say something it does not say? Or
is that baptism statement simply a hocus-pocus affair, void
of truth common sense? WILLARD J. SMITH.

305 13th St., Port Huron, Mich.

ON RE-BAPTISM
By H. E. Moler

Is the Church of Christ in favor of the re-bap-
tism of all its members? This is the question to be
decided by the voice of all the members of the
church voting in each congregation, where all will
have the privilege of participating, and the report
of this action of all churches will form a basis upon
which the next April General Conference shall take
final action.

The term re-baptism itself signifies that one who
has formerly been baptized but becoming dissatisfied
therewith desires and receives baptism again. We
believe there are cases where re-baptism may be
Justified. In cases where individuals have not lived
true to their baptismal covenant, having made
serious mistakes in their lives, and desires to be
baptized again, we believe this privilege should not
be denied. Or, as in some cases, where it was after-
ward discovered that the minister officiating was,
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at the time of administration of baptism, in trans-
gression which caused *hrwe baptized by him to be-
come dissatisfied and desire re-baplism.
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There has not been an open declaration of the
belief of the advocates of t’h‘%g new doctrine, but in
a meeting of the Twelve, one brother in defense of
his position made the sia@m nt that “FThe Heor-
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Christ: that the Churceh of Christ on the Temple
Lot ¥
church organized April 6, 1838, was
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-

was never the Church of Christ, and that the
never the
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former baptism received was not legith
we are still unregenerate sinners, and
dinations received would be null and veid,
strange idea that would reject o church with its
baptisms, and then retain and hold as genuine and
valid all official ordinations-honors-received.

There is another phase fo this question, which
possibly some of our ‘mem ‘i;em have failed to con-
sider: We have heard much in the latter-da;
about sinning against the hm Ghost.
generally understood by all believers in the B
Gospel that sinning against the Holy (;hsg:c
nying the Holy Ghost alter having receiv
Many of our members testify of receiving m@ HJE}/
Ghost after their baptism in water. Now if -
are re-baptized, thus repudiating their former

bap-

tism, and as the Holy Spirit is given till after bap-

tism, it is particularly a cieﬁial of the ﬁeiy Chost
This is a very serious considerat
us to think praye f iy and sghwgiy

o

v
feel we can not afford to do anything of the kind.

This would be tha d ect kind of an apostasy. It i
a direct denial of the gennenener of all cur former
experiences in the latter-day work.

The greatest mistakes that some of our brethren

new doctrine, is their rebellious at-
s of the last General Conference of
Th@ General Conference is the highest
rity in the church on earth. Why should those
are right hesitate to comply with the

sraer of General Conference, which said that this

juestion sh fm!d be referred to all the churech for

el ind that the next Gene

April, L}*;‘%é) shall finally
e

ral Conference in
pass upon the matter.
> avor of a General Conference
Mts in accordance with cur views, but if it
not agree with our views the Conference is
wrong, and we will go ahead in our own way. This
is rebellion and anarchy. Those who feel they are
right have no fear of waiting until the voice of the
people shall act upon the question. General Con-
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ference has referred this guestion to all the churches
for their vote, to be finally acted upon or passed

upon by the next General Conference and that in
the mean time this doctrine be not taught as a pres-
ent duty, and that it be not practiced. But there are
those who will be laws to themselves.

Another sad phase of this question is that cer-

i ain church /ing themselves of a place in

168 are depri
“3‘} Conference by their rebellious atti-

e Church of Christ, by their counte-
bammﬂ in their congregations con-
ry to ié% action of the last C eneral Conference,
g cmmtwdmm& the ministrative services
of those placed under silence by the last General
Conference
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The last October conference could have easily re-
nounced this disturbing doctrine, but instead of do-
ing that they made a referendum of the matter, sub-

mitting it to all the churches where all may have the
privilege of casting their voice in the matter. Anc
vet after this toleration, and the utmost freedom
given to all the people to decide on this matter,

there are those who are howling themselves horse,
crying, “S. D, C.! We never saw such 8. D. C. in
the Re ,?z“;;a*z ization!” QOur only answer is, that if
this is 8. D. C,, it certainly is not in the hands of
any one man,

These dissenters are doing

that very thing, hsw-
axing the ipse dixit of

just one man as thei
Some are separating themselves from the church
and holding separate meetings. So the work of in-
Sz_z‘a}f}?ﬂdmutma and rebellion goes on. Brethren and
Sisters, consider well the course you are pursuing.
Turn before it is too late,

Sister William Anderson, two daughters and a
son arrived in Independence this week to make their
home here. We are glad to have them with us.

According to custom, a community dinner was
served at the church on the Temple Lot on Christ-
mas Day, about fifty spending the day together,
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ORIGINAL ARTICLES

PRIEST OR MINISTER

It is claimed by some who are believers in the
Restored Gospel that the term priest or priesthood
has no place in the Church of Christ only as it is
applied to the whole membership, and reference is
made to 1 Peter 2: 5 to support the claim. This we
will notice later.

Webster’s definition of priest is “A clergyman,
Priestly. Sacerdotal.”

Encyclopedia Britanica? article “Priest” (Ger,
Priester ¥Fr, ‘“Pretre”) the contracted form of
“Presbyter” Elder, (See art Presbyter) It is the
original form of “Priest.” The office of Presbyterry
is mentioned in 1 Timothy 4:14. In the English
Bible the word is translated elders, ‘“eipies sacer-
dos” originally designating the ministry of sacred
things, in Greek and Roman heathanism. And then
came to be used as translations into Greek and Latin
of the Hebrew “Koken.” Koken epeies sacerdotus
—each denotes a minister whose stated business was
to perform on behalf of the community, certain
public ritual acts, particularly sacrafices directed
godwards. Such ministers or priests existed in all
great religions of ancient civilization.

And we might add, in all cults both ancient and
modern, some form of sacred ministers are recog-
nized, though not always called priests.

Evidently these traditions of heathenism origi-
nated from a divine source; and that divine source
is found in the Bible and Book of Mormon.

That there were priests in the Old Testament
can not be denied, and long before the Law of Moses.
(See Genesis 14:8.) Here mention is made of Mel-
chisedec priesthood of the most high God. “And he
blessed Abraham.” In Hebrews 7:6, reference is
made to the blessing of Abraham by Melchisedec.
“The less being blessed of the better” (verse 7), in-
dicating the two lines of the priesthood. In verse 2
the two lines are clearly defined. The one the
ORDER of Melchisedec, the other the ORDER of
Aaron.

Book of Mormon, Alma 10: &, we read, “Now
there were MANY BEFORE him, and also there
were MANY AFTERWARDS, but none greater,
therefore of him they have more particularly made
mention.” ,

In Doctrine and Covenants 104: 1, we have this
explanation: “Why the first is called the Melchise-
dec priesthood is because Melchisedec was such a
great high priest; before his day it was called the
HOLY PRIESTHOOD after the ORDER of the Son
of God.

Some refuse to accept the Doctrine and Covenants
as evidence, but accept the Book of Mormon. We
therefore sight you to the book of Alma 9: 1, where

o

he speaks of the fall of Adam, and of the plan of
redemption. (Verses 18-25.) At the same time,
when God gave comamndments to his people . . .
that the Lord God ORDAINED PRIESTS, after his
holy order, which was after the ORDER of his Son,
etc. (Verse 30.) THIS WAS AT THE VERY
BEGINNING of God’'s plan of redemption. Long
BEFORE the days of Melchisedec. “Being called
and prepared FROM THE FOUNDATION OF THE
WORLD, according to the foreknowledge of God.
(Verse 31.) “And thus being called, by this holy
calli d lained unto the high priesthood of
the holy ORDER of God, to teach his command-
ments un children of men, . .. this high
‘ter the ORDER of His Son which

ut beginning of days or ending of years, . . .
FROM ETERNITY TO ALL ETERNITY.” (Verse
31.) Which calling and ordinance and high priest-
hood, is without beginning and end. Thus they be-
came high priests FOREVER after the order of
the Son.

Melchisedec was a high priest after this same
order. {See 10:3.) Melchisedee received the OF-
FICE of the high priesthood according to the holy
order of God. (Verse 8.)

In the light of the above, can we truthfully say
Jesus Christ was the ONLY HIGH PRIEST? Jos-
eph, jr., may have made mistakes, but we must
admit that Section 104, paragraph 1, agrees with
the Book of Mormon,

David Whitmer to the contrary notwithstanding.
Some seem to think because David Whitmer was a
witness to the Book of Mormon and is recognized
by all as a good and truthful man, that we should
accept his interpretation of the scriptures, without
question. But remember, he was a falable man, and
wrote his “Address” after many years—and from
memory, and makes no claim for ity inspiration,

In his argument against high priests (Address,
p. 78), he says: “An elder is after the order of
Christ-—priesthood means authority, and authority
is the word we should use. Melchisedec was a priest
after the same ORDER. (Book of Mormon, Alma
16:3). Then an elder is a priest after the order of
the Bon of God, and the Son was after the order of
, 3: {See Hebrews 5: 16.)
So we see this idea of priesthood did not originate in
the mind of Sidney Rigdon, as claimed by David
Whitmer.
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dained of me to ordain PRIESTS a:
declare my gospel,” ete. This was given
church was organized, before Joseph ever
ney Rigdon. On same page, David says:
the church was established in 1829, the
which were to be in the church were made k
its beginning.” Evidently David had ‘
PRIESTS were mentioned.

My understanding is that an
elder (1 Peter 5:), belongs to
ORDER. &So then an elder is high priest FOREVER.”
apostie is a high priest, or in ; : ; 1.) word “FOREVER” in this
priests after the or 6 or of Melehigsedec, who is afte ase i without beginni ending, from all eter-
the ORDER of Chris appi es to all who are or-

That there were O%hfw priests after Melchisedes faine 18 T hood, unless % %5 loge it through
and before the Law, we read of th 15 Nowhere in all the sacred writing
(Exodus 2:16; also chapter 01) we ﬁnd the priesthood conferr &{‘3 upon a woman.
law, Jethro. Whether he held ﬂ“@ 1 for 1 Peter 2: 5-9.
priestheod we are not informed.

same OFFICE.” Verses 5-7: ‘“Having then gifts
ing—whether prophecy  ministry, or teach-
er.” Thus it is clearly shown that priest .
not belong to ALL the people. It ot in the
beginning, nor under the Law, either in Bﬁso}g of
Mormon times, New Te%fame t times, or in the
new earth, or &t any other time. According to
>, .33, all those taking upon t’“e;;l the high
who is an p}”’f{:%f@&@ “become mo"h priests FOREVER.”
Ichi ] i high FOREVER.”
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tle is an elder, then an elder holds the
dus 18, we find that he offered = Melehisedee order, or Christ’s order, as we
and counseled Moses (verse 21), and have proven. In Old Testament times, they were
ened and did all that he said. (Verse 24.) Other called high priests. 1}1 New Testament times they
priests are mentioned in Exodus 19: 22-24. So evi- were calied apostles o priests, teachers, eic.
dently the two priesthoods existed before the Law. The apostles being ihe ; the church,
After Aaron was set in the priest’s office it was whose special duties is to z*egafiate set in order, all
called after him. “And under it the pf%{}@ie received the affairs of the church, with the voice and consent
the Law.” (Hebrewg 7:11 It did o ase at  of all the people.
the end of the law, but was changed. (’%7@1“,;43 120 So there is no provision in the New Covenant for
Now let us examine 1 Peter 5:9: ‘Ye also as >cial Quorum of High Priests, High Council,
lively stones are built up a spiritue ] ing High Council, or a Council of Three High
priesthood to offer up spiritusa : ts or Presidency of the High Priesthood,
royal priesthcod.” (Verse 9.) i‘g@ph et, Seer, and Revelator. All se are titles
that all the people are p conferred on men without scriptural authority. And
addressing the whole churcl should have no place in the Church of Christ. In
thought expressed, in &gm& th conclusion, in the language of the apostle, let us
Exodus 19: 86, concerning the S‘: dy to show ourselves “approved of God, rightly
And we know that not ALL the

viding the word of truth.”
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lation 1:6: “And ha th made
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Also 5:10. This certainly does not &
tire membership, for if all were kings, s
subjects? If all were priests, to whom
minister? Paul makes it plain in 1 L
“And there are differences of ads
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He compares the church to
the whole body were an eye, ,
ing 7’ ete. (Verse 17.) In verse 2.}, he
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THE VINEYARD

AND THE TWELFTH M
By Elder Willard J. Smith

“The law of the Lord is perfect.”—Psalms, 19:7

“To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not ac-
cording to this word, it is because there is no light in them.”
—Isaiah 8: 20.

“If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine,
receive him not into your house, neither bid him God speed:
for he that biddeth him God speed is partaker of his evil
deeds.”—2 John 10, 11,

“But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any
other gospel unto you . .. than that ye have received, let
him be accursed.”—Gal. 1: 8, 9.

“Now I beseech wyou, brethren, mark them which cause
divigions and offenses contrary to the doctrine which ye have
learned; and avold them. ¥For they that are such serve not
our Lord Jesus Christ, but their own belly; and by good
words and fair speeches deceive the hearts of the simple.”—
Romans 16: 17, 18.

It is reported that Cicero declared, “True laws are right
reagon conformable to nature-—universal, unchangeable,
eternal; whose commands urge us to duties, and whose pro-
hibitions restrain us from evil.”

The law commonly known as the laws of nature, and

. God’s Revelations to mankind are unmistakably true, and
are inflexible and inexorable, and include in the broadest
sense all the revealment God has ever given to man whether
doctrinal or perceptive; hence, in conventional modification
we refer to the “Law of Moses,” “The Ceremonial Law,”
“the Law of Christ,” “The Law and the Prophets,” “the
Moral Law,” etc., etc., each referring to its necessary part
of the whole. The infinite God is a law unto himself. It ig
said of Him: “Because he could swear by no greater, he
swear by himself.”-—Heb. 6: 13,—and on the whole face of
Creation is written the unmistakable evidences of order, sys-
term and law; and if a law governing such never changes,
then that law is eternal, and the facts of the Universe must
be coexistent with the universe itself. Hence:

“I know that, whatsoever God doeth, it shall be forever:
nothing can be put to it, nor anything taken from it: and
God doeth it, that men should fear before him.”—Eecl, 3: 14,

‘With these basic thoughts before us, and their soundness
being practically axiomatic, let us proceed to examine the
principle, or doctrine of baptism, together with the deduc-
tions arrived at from the Twelfth Message, and advocated
by some of the Elders belonging to the Church of Christ re-
garding this very important matter.

The Bible very plainly states that “As many of you as
have been baptized inte Christ have put on Christ.”—Gal, 3
27. And it also says: “Know ve not, that as many of us as
were baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into his
death? Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into
death: that like as Christ was raised up from the dead by
the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in new-
ness of life. . . . Knowing this that our old man “that which
was carnal and sinful” is crucified with him, that the hody
of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not
serve sin. For he that is dead is freed from sin. Now if we
be dead with Christ, we believe that we shall also live with
him: .- For in that he died, he died unto sin once: but in
that he liveth, he liveth unto God. Likewise reckon ye also
yourselves to be dead indeed unto sin, but alive unto God
through Jesus Christ our Lord. . Ye were the servants
of sin, but ye have obeyed from the heart that form of doe-
frine which was delivered you. Being then mada free from
sin, ye became the servants of rightegusness.’—Romans 8:
3-18,

BAPTISM, ESSAGE
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These Scripture passages most positively show that those
who had obeyed from the heart that form of doctrine which
was delivered unto them, were baptized into Christ, and
were made free from sin, and bsf: yants of righteous-
ness. . in baptism, this
baptismal act with proper prepar preceding it brought
them into such joint relationship with Christ, that, as Paul
expressed it:

“We are members of body, of his fﬁawh and of his
bones. Eph. 5:30. And, “For, if any one be in Christ, he is
a New Creation.” “For nethez is circumeision anything, nor
uncircumcision, but a New Creation.”—See 2 Cor. 5: 17: Gal.
6: 15.—Emphatic Diaglott,

If we then, by obedience fo the Perf
become New Creatures-—a New Creation
water and of the Spirit,—what law or simil
realm of moral, political, or religious jurispru
of one to be Created again?

If baptism is the method employed and ordainsd of God
as the direct process of a translation from the kingdom or
“Power of darkness into the kingdom of ¥is dear Son,” then
should one be baptized again, or Re-baptized, he must of
necessity, and in accordance with all right reason be trans-
ferred, translated, or baptized OUT of the kingdom of God
into something else which in the very nature of things can
not be of God. God's law is Derfsssw: and in

ect Law of Liberty,
sing “Born of
tude in all the
e demands

all His Creative
work we can not find in any instance where He ever did—
or caused to be done—a doing over, or again, any work of
His Creative power or appointment. RE-baptism is there-
fore not in harmony with any other creative work or ap-
pointment of God, and in no way ¢ t measure up with
the “Perfect law of Liberty,” and is therefore not of God.
Let us follow this line of reasoning a little farther.
“I am the true Vine, and rny Father iz the vine dresser.
. I am the vine, you are the branch He who abides in
me, and I in him, he beareth much fruit: because severed
from me you can do nothing. If any one abide not in me, he
is cut outl like the branch, and is withered: and such are
gathered, and cast into a fire, and are burned.” 8t John
15:1, 5, 6, Emphatic Diaglott.

Surely this saying of Jesus Christ can not be made plainer
by any comment of mine, The perfection of Law is so
plainly manifest in this saying of th\, Me -and may be
sustained every day by Ocular demonst n~~~t$m§: my only
effort here will be to direct special att to some of the
prominent thoughts inherent therein. It be observed by
the careful reader that the rela tween Christ and
his People is herein portrayed in the
wunion of the Branches with the Vi 313 cases the
Law of Nature-—which is the Law of God,—is employed in
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the creation of the Vine, and in 1

<

anches;

of this Divine Union of the Vine and in
no instance in all the realm of Nafty he found where
the Divine process of uniting the Branch h the Vine had

And in order to

to be, or ever was in any ¢
permit of its being repealed,
severance of the Branch from the V
Branch becomes “withered: and such ar
into a Fire, and are burned

e, repea
there n

The Law governing both the Vipe and its Branches pro-
vides for, and it is shown conclusively, thal so long as the
Branch remains in the Vine it is entitied to b’) e
fed from the ever-flow
of the Vine; and the
process of Creation
ployed. Butl if any branch &
worrm, or otherwise blasted,
erning the growth of the
Branches, it will,
necessity be cut oul; i
vally destroy the whole Vine,
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