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the following effect :~—* It was unanimously
agreed that the thanks of Synod be tendered
to Dur. McCulloch for his conduct in the
chair, and for the excellentand most appro-
priate sermon delivered last evening, and to
request its publication.” That request is
now complied with, and as the author pub-
lishes at his own expense, we trust that a
ready sale will prevent pecuniary loss.—
The discourse is full of thought, eminently
suggestive, and could proceed only from an
ardent lover of Zion. It is neatly and acen-
rately printed, the only exception wenoticed
being the word “purely” for ““purity” i
page 9, at the commencement of section 3-

S
SORIP:URE BAPTISM—ITS MODE ARD
SUBJEGT.

This is the title of a tractate of 113
pages, by the Rev. Isaac Marry, Caven-
dish, . I5. I. It was prepared, M. Mur-
ray inforins us, by request, in answer to a
pamphlet on Baptism published by a Bap-
tist Clergyman. It is, therefore, in defence
of fhe wruth that he has written. In
answering an oppouent, he could not alto-
gether avoid the controversial style which
appears hereand there throuzhout his work.
This way in the cstimation of some per-
sons, detract from the excellence of the
pamphlet; they dislike anything contro-
yersial.  But controversy is necessary some-
times, and it is right.  We must contend
for the trath, and controvert cxror. That
is what Mr. Murray has done; and with
the exception of a few words, there are in
his work, no indications of the bitter spirit,
that not unfrequently pervades controver
sial writings. Ie secks truth and not
vietory, and deals with his subject and not
merely with his opponent. No one can read
this pamphlet without feeling that it is the
production of a clear, vigorous and thonght-
ful mind; one who is master of his subject-
AMr. Murray acknowledges his indebtedness
to several authors, especially to Dr. Dale
on * Classic Baptisms,” whom he quotes
at some length; but his pamphlet is no
mere re production of other men's labours,
it evinces research, learning, and original
thought. From Mr. Murray’s previous

writings on this subject, we were quite pre-
pated as we opened this work, to expect
something worthy of careful perusal; but
we hardly expected to find so much excel-
lent matter, some of which was new to ns,
as we are surc much of it will be to the
bulk of the readers of the Record. We
have read a good deal on the subject of
Baptism, but we are fiee to say that we
have not often met with so much plain,
satisfactory argument in so brief a com-
pass.

In the first 50 pages, he discusses the
mode of Baptism. In mecting the argu-
ment for immenrsion that is jounded on the
classic use of 1he word baptizo, we think
his reasoning is most conclusive. He
shews clearly that the verb does not express
any specific action, but relates to a change
of condition in the object baptized.

After devoting a few pages to show that
leading Baptist writers, are not sgreed
amony themselves, as to the meaning of
this word, nay, that they contradict cach
other, and involve the question in confu-
sion, Mr. Murray enters upon the consider-
ation of the “washings” of the Old and
New Testament, and makes it clear that
sprinkling or poaring, was the customary
mode. We are particularly pleased with
his exposition of Romans 6: 4~6,—a pas-
sage that Baptists regard as onc of their
strongholds, and one which when super-
ficially read, seemns to favour their mode.
A correct understanding of it, however,
shews that the idea of immersion must
have been far enough from the Ajpostle’s
mind, when he penned the argument of
which these verses form a part.  No one
can pernse Mr. Murray’s exposition with-
out secing that if the passage teaches any-
thing at all about the mode of baptism, it
favours pouring ov sprinkling; but Dr.
Hodge, suys that “the reference is not to
the mode but to the clieets of bapiism.
Our baptis:n unites to the Churceh, so that
we died with him and rese with him.”

The sccond part of M#. Murray’s pam-
phlet treats of the subject of baptism; and
this we helieve is the important point. Who
have a right to this ordinance? Our Bap-
tist brethren say, believers only, believing



