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led to read & with care and attention, that I might understand your view
of the subject.

Your first inquiry, as being solemn and importaut, is worthy of be-
ing proposcd to the reader, but I cannot agree with you respecting the
enteron by which pursons ouglt to judge of their spiritual state. L

I think the marks of the uew bitth arc so clearly reveald in the New
Testament, that ull persons who will read it wilh praycrfGl atteution may

_easily perceive whother they have wxpericuced it of not; and I think
further, that when we presume either tu speak or writc on this subject
for the benefit of vihers, our slatcments should not only be scriptural,
but also correctly applicd, as it is evident there is nothing more likely to
lead the unsuspecting inquircr astray than to bring forth scriptufe and
apply 1t to cases for which it was uever intended. Now Sir, it certainly
appears to me that you have done this in saying that the watcr and the,
blood are two of the witnesses whose testimony is necessary to inform the
believer that he is butn of God, or if you please, that he isa member,'6f
the Kingdom of God. Itis true the” Apostle John in his first Episile
v. 8., speaks of the water and the dlood, in connexion with the spirit, as
bearing witness to the personality and divinity of Jesus Christ.  But
when speaking, uf belig ers he says, ¢ HetGby know we that we dwell
1o him, and he in us because he hath given us of his spirit.”” And
again, * Whosoever believeth that Jesus is the Christ, is born of God,”
«In this the children of Gud are nanifest, and the children of the devil ;
whosoever doeth nut righteousness is not of God, neither he that foveth
not hus brother.”  Now, with these passages before us, let us read the
epsstle thivugh, and see if ever the apostle speaks of the irafer and the
blood as having any thing to Jdo with the believer'sev idencé’of his adop-
uon into the family of God ; and if he does not, why should any person
make use of his words, and apply thein to a subject for which they were
never intended ? .

- Let us now notice your remarks on “this mundane system.”  Your
argument appears very plausible at first, because of the analogy between
the creation of the world and the new Lirth ; Lut on examining the sub-
ject more closely, and at the same time noticing the conversation which
took place between Nicudemus and our Lord, I can find nothing in the
whole narrauve that will furnish us with the slightest ground for believ-
ng that our Lord had any reference whatever to the foundation of the
earth. It 1s also evident that Nicodemus did not understand our Lord
1n that sense—and thzrefore it must be improper for one, who takes-thé
hberty of explaining vur Lurd's w ords, to endeavour to do it by a subject
which was quite foreign to the text. :

Your mqu.ry onthesame page is worthy of remarlk: ¢ Would thié Sa-
viour, think you, use au axibiguous word when addressing dn inquiref on
a subject of so great importance ?” To this I reply, if the words * born of
water” mean Bap,ism. then they are ambiguos words ; inasmuch as there
is not unpther place in the New Testament in which the words are uséd
in that sense. Not only so, but in all the conversation there is not atio-
ther word that could have any tendesicy to persuade Nicodemus that the
*new birth spoken of by our Liord meant baptism. If the words “born
of swatex and the spirit” are to,be undegstood in a figurative sense; as ap-
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