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st tlhe Quart.orly meeting Of the Committee, lîeld at Leiceter lust mont)î,
wlien two supplementary resolutions wcre p.nsso§d, vis:

"I.1 That the memtoralists be rcspechiully informed that the commtittee have con-
sidered thcir mertorial, and deAare-that the resolutions adopted by them, to whichi

the emoialreîrsdo flot plcdge the breilîren who enter uipon mission work unmatr-
rie toconinu sobeyond the terni of two ycars, during which they ore prcparlngfor, or tire doing, a specifle mission work. That the méarriage of brethren wvho mnay

have entercd upo)n xwork unsuitable to, marricd missionarice <locs flot, and cannot,
disqualify sîich brethren for work in other departmients as missionaries of this society.

."'2. Tisat the resolutions adoptod by titlis committec originated in no 'vant of
confidence in otar naissionary brefhrcn ; and wec flot designcà to refct, ini the slight.
est dcgr-ce, on thecir clmricter and ivork. The devoted sel f-dcnying labours of niany
of them have ofte commandcd our warm admniration, and led us to magnify the
grace of GoI in tliem. Towards thcm aIl we desire ever to chcrish the hearty i;ym..
pathy to whiclî we cdeun thcmt îvll entitlcd, in the difficuit and trying positions in
which they are placod."

A perusal of thiese resolutions will suffice to convince vour read&ris that, Mr.
C. M. Grant has grossly miisrepresented the CommitteJ of the Baptist Mis-
uionar y Society. They have not ealled for men Ilwho are unmarried, and who
pledgre themselves, as long as they remain iii ectinection witlî the Baptist churcli
as mîsonaries, te roma;n unmarried." They hi4ve, not requircd their muission-
aries "lto enter into a corhtpetition with the native Fakirs." 1 mi-lit -go on, ïor
Mr. C. M. Grant's letter furnishies ample materials Ibe- animaâverlion and
rebuke. But 1 forbear. The: Commnittee's rosolutions speak for thieinselves.

Speaking of the Baptiet "lHome Committee," Mr. C. M. Girant says :-Il We
ail know hiow they'1 nngged'-(tliat word is niot in iny dictionary)-the 1 Seram-
pore three '-iow tlîoy grievod Ward's affectionate nature, ruffled the calas
ci-en of Carey's temtpor, and by foui inuendo and open calumny breke the heart
of Marslîman."

Mr. Ward <lied in 1823; Dr. Carey in 1834; Dr. Marshman in 1837. The
present Committee cannot be responsible for the aots of the "1Home Commit-
tee" who were in offlice front lhirty tojf/2g years ago. Whether th"t "lbroke
the heurt of Marshman," or of any one cIso, Mr. C.MI. Grant is totaUly unable
to prove. 

Yus C
J.,.M. CRAMP.

Woylfte, Nov. 25, '69.
[We insert the foregoing. as thec writer declares that jusice deinands it, but

we are inclinei! to think that Dr. Cranp would hiave done justice te himseîf
better had he written in less haste. We necci not quarrel ab;out Ilthe style"'
of the Rev. Charles X. Graîît7s letter, as thiat is a zîtatter of taste ; and the Rev.
Mr. Grant ought to be quite as good ajud«ge of what ils and whiat is net Ilyul-
garity" as the Rev. Dr. Craînp. The styl1e spoaks for itseîf; tlioîîgh we may
say, in passing, that it has reeîved the highoest comrnendation fr-oin quarters net
bas important than Volfville. Anti it matters littie whether thme word Ilnag-
ged " ie or is not in Dr. Cramp's dictionary. IL is a first-rate %word, ie used
b), the best writers of the day, and every body knows what it means. But the
charge of Il"ly misroprescnting the Commýittee" is a question of fact, and te
be determined by the facts. Wlîat, then, are the facts of the case ?

1. Mr. Grant writes froas Calcutta in August, giving a summam-y of a des-
patchi reeeived by the Baptist Missionaries front their London Committee, and
giving the opinion of the Calcutta Mifseonaries generally, on whiat they under-

tod te e ie meaning of the de-spateh. Did hoe give a Iàithful account of
wvhat was known and ffit in Calcutta ? If lie did, Dr. Cm-amp is the one who
"1groasly misrepiîcsentsY" We pledge ourselves that he did, for we have thre best
re-asons te, knowv. In tihe first place, the Calcutta Missionary Confirnce of al


