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he thinks that I caricature. Baptist people when I
refer to the origin of the Baptist denominations, he
is wrong again.-~ Mr. Smith, father of the English
Baptists, could not see any one authorized to bap-
tize him, so he baptized himself, and so started a
Church. But the father of American Baplists
adopted another plan. Twelve men in a place in
New England, about two hundred and fifty yvears
ago, arrived at the concln_sion that they had never
Leen baptized, and in their own cyes were of course
heathen mmen.  They did not as the father of the
English Baptists, each man immerse himsclf, they
adopted awrother plan. They empowered and au-
thorized one unbaptized to baptize another of their
number. These unbaptised men believed they had
power and authority to baptize, if not, they could
not impart to Ezekiel Holliman any power or au-
thority. A curious thing in this connection, is the
fact, that in the fulness of power, they authorized
Ezekiel Holliman to baptize only ont man, named
Roger Williams, then Roger Williams baptized
Ezekiel Holliman and the other men of ther com-
pany. And thus they started the Baptist Charches
in America,

Let us go back and look at the origin of baptism
as practiced in the Catholic Church for the space
of sixteen hundred years before Ezekiel Holliman
performed the first baptism.  Gep the Son said 1o
those Whom He had educated and trained under
His own eye for more than three years, “Go ye and
make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost.” Here Christ, Gon the Son, gives
the power to baptize ; whilst in the New England
States eleven heathen men say to another man, who
is also a heathen—not in covenant with Gob, not
recognized in any way as the servant of Gon,—Go
thou and Dbaptize, baptize one. This Bapust bap-
tism is merely a human institution in its ongin, and
is so at the present time.  “Rothesay” says I am
intolerant in thus denying the validity of the bap-
tism administered by Bapiist denominations. If ]
am so, how monstrous must the intolerance of Bap-
tist denominations be when they deny the validity
of a Sacrament ordained by Christ in person, and
practiced in the Catholic Church for sixteen hun-
dred years before Baptist baptism was imagined.
“Rothesay” says 1 will repenc of what [ said on
this head. What, repent of telling the truth!  Gob
forbid. The Jews rejected Chnst, and it is pro-
phesied they will repent.  Cur Baptist neighbours
rejected the Dbaptism institited by Christ, and
invented one of their own. I for one heartily hope
and pray they will repent.

Rothesay, moreover, says that the religious
bodies outside the Church are not treated with re-
spect and affection. I have not seen any want of
respect or affection.  The neighbouring religious
bodies in general . believe the Church has netther
Altar nor Priesthood. 'The ministers in  those
bodies do not claim to be priests in the Church of
Gob. T cannot sec that there is any lack of respect
in refraining from calling the gentlemen wio minis-
ter in those religious bodies by a name which they
repudiate. I am not conscious that any part of
charity is trenched on, if one says that some excel-
lent and estimable men are not in the Church of
Christ on carth. Qur Lord Himself, concerning
St. John the Baptist, says, “Of those that are born
of woman there hath not risen a greater than John
the Baptist ; vet he that is least in the Kingdum of
Heaven is greater than he.” Ifthe least, the young-
est infant in the Kingdom of Heaven, is greater
ithan Noah, Moses, Abraham, Samuel, Isaiah,
Daniel, etc., etc., are we not to infer that these ex-
cellent servants of Gop did not belong to the
Kingdom of Heaven, to the Church of Ch:ist on
carth? We are not to infer that for this reason
they will be lost ; nor will all that belong to the
Church of Christ on earth—the true Chiurch—be
saved. Christ says, “They shall come from the
cast and from the west, etc., and sit down with
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob {n the Kingdom of Gop,
and some of the children of the Kingdom shall be
thrust out, some born by spiritual regeneration into
the Kingdom shall be thrust out.”

“Rothesay’ afiirms that the Archbishop of Can-
terbury, and some other Bishops, commend men
who are not episcopally ordained on account of
the work these gentlemen have done, and seems to
think for this reason they shonld be recognized as
Priests in the Christian Church.  Suppose this idea
was adopted, it would carry us further than I am
persuaded “Rothesay'” would go. Charles Brad-
laugh, in a late speech, declared that a clergyman
of the' Church of England commenrded him on ac-
count of some work he did in London. Are we to
call Mr. Bradlaugh an exemplary Christian because
this clergyman commended him? He repudiates
the Christian name. = Are we to call these:- gentle:
men who wortk for Christ, whom some Bishbps
commend, Priests in the Church of Christ? They
repudiate the name of Priest. Of course I do not

intend to class Mr.. Bradlaugh with such gentlemen’

as the Archbishop of Canterbury speaks of. .
“Rothesay” - speaks very biterly of Episcopal
Churches ; _he speaks of the différent Eastern
Churches cursing each other. The Eastern Church
is either Greek or Armenian. Can “Rothesay”
name the time, the place, and the persons by whom

this mutual cursing was done? Can he tell of the’

time and place of the Greek and English . Churches
cursing each other, or of the English Chudrch -curs-.
ing the Reformed Episcopal? If he cannot' do
this, his remarks on this head seem to partake ‘of

the character. of a railing accisation, and are very.

inconsistent; with the ‘excessive tenderriéss that per-
P :

vades his remarks when speaking of modern denom-
inations, _"sncﬁ;’gs Mormons, Universalists, Unitari-
ans, Adventsts;*etc., elc.

Concerning_ that new body called the Reformed
Episcopal Church, it must be clear to all that Dr.
Cummins -was the author of a schism, and if the
Word of Gob ruled-in the hearts of men, he would
have had no followers, and that body would have
no. existence this day. The Word of Gon says,
“Mark them which cause divisions and offences
contrary to the doctrine ye have learned, and avoid
them. Tor they that are such serve nat our Lord
Jesus Christ, Dut their own belly, and by good
words and fair speeches deceive the hearts of the
simple.”  Such is the character Gop gives of such
men as the late Dr. Cummins; and if men had
obeyed Gob rather than Dr. Cummins, there would
have been one sin less to answer this day.

Quakro.

OAK POINT CHURCH.

(To the Editors of the Church Guanlbian,)

Sirs,—Who could the correspondent of the
Telegraph be who said “QOak Toint Church * *

* iz well arranged inside, with 16 single pews
in the centre, and § large square pews on, cach
side?” I remember such things Defore 1 fell
asleep.

Yours,
Riv Vax WiNkLE,

MR. DIKE'S STATISTICS.

(To the Editors of the Church Guardian),

Sirs,—The statistics of Mr. Dike, about which
your correspondent “R. 8. inquires in vour last
1ssue, were first made public in a lecture delivered
by that gentleman in January last, in the “Boston
Monday Lectureship” course, on the subject
“Facts as to Divorce in New England.”  The lec-
ture is published with nin2 others of the course, in
a volume, entitled *Christ and Modern Thought,”
Ly Roberts Bros, Boston, price $1.50; to the
Clergy, $1.00.

I mail to you herewith an authorized and vetba-
tim report of the lecture, which appeared in a Bos-
ton paper the day afier the delivery. 1 also enclose
the “Reportof the Committee on Divoree,” made to
the Convention of this Diocese last May. Perhaps
you may see fit to re-produce one or botb, in whole
or in part, In your columns. :

Yours sincercly,
Axprew Grav.

Chelsea, Mass., Sept. 12th, 1881.

DOMESTIC MISSIONS.

(To the Editors of the Church Guardian.}

Strs,—The appeal of the Nova Scotia Corres-
ponding Comnuttee of Domestic Missions of the
Ecclesiastical Province of Canada having now heen
published in your paper, I suppose I shall not be
stepping beyond the lines of propriety, if, (although
a member of the Board), as an individual, I try to
promote the object of the appeal by a letter over
my own name.

In the seccond column of the last issue of the
Cuuren GUARDIAN you quote from a letter of an
Oxford B. A, at Montreal. I would ask your
readers 10 look back to it—(it is the last item in the
column}:—*“A few pounds a year will secure a num-
ber of Clergymen to travei the length and breadth
of (our N. W. Territory) this ‘Greater Britain,’
and establish a Prayer Book Service-'within reach
of every Englishman’s home’ in the ‘3,000,000
square miles,’ and ‘every such clergyman will get
100 acres of Jand given him as a settler.”” ™

Is not this a most desirable object, and shall the
“few pounds be wanting?"

Hundreds of thousands of the new comers have
been brought up by our Mother Church of Eng-
land, and they love and delight in her Services ;
they would be pained to have their infants baptized
—their grown children married—their beloved dead
committed to the earth in any other way, and with
any other words than those in time-honoured and
sacred forms to which they and their ancestors have
ever been accustomed. Further—even if they can
maintain Prayer Book Services in their isolated
homes, still if no Clergyman of their own be near,
we know hy our expenience in Nova Scotia that the
next generation will inevitably deift away to tne
nearest place of worship, whatever denominaticn
may own it. Such would have been more entirely
the case in this Diocese had not the Mother Church
taken care of us at first, (and indecd to some cxtent
she does so still). It is not many years since the
Seven parishes now self-supporting were all receiv-
ing large aid from home, which they had had from
their birth, We of Nova Scotia have then “freely
received.”” Let us, therefore, “freely give,” now
that we are becoming a parent of new Dioceses.
We are the oldest Colonial Diocese in the British
Realms, ~
" Large subscriptions, while we are jus, alas, learn-
ing to go alone, may not be always attainable, but
cents soon become dollars, and this increase by
tens can_be effected without injury to any. Sup-
pose that every Clergyman institute a greal North-
West - Mite Society in his Parish or Mission ; one
collection even in each place, where he holds Ser-
.vice; would get a little, and “mary 2 mickle maks'
a muckle © Of course, the rich can _give more.
“There is a spécial blessing on the giver, larger
than on the receiver. :

!\ Your other paper;- CHurcH WoRK, gave us the

following in the number for Septemher. 1 will ask
you to et me finish with it, for indeed I believe
that “Missionary zeal” would reduce to a minimum
“dead parishes”™:—

_ “Missionary zeal is ever the characteristic of a
living Church. A Church absorbed in itself, heed-
less of Christ's conunission, and canpy swot for the
myriads in Jarkness, is dead.  And as there is no
better index to the real condition of a Church, so
there is no better means by which spititual and
congregational life can be strengthened and fuvigot-
ated, than the cultivation of a missionary sprit,
and of the selfsacrifice and liberality which are its
outcome. A true evangelical faith never setules
down into a dreary anunomianismy which inits in-
tended reverence for Goir's sovereignty attempls to
cover up its indolence, while it dishonours and mis-
represents the Divine character. Faith is no bar-
ren, inactive theory. It worketh by Jove. love
gives 1Cenergy and vitality, and causes it to find
expression and embodiment in works of goodness
Ly which it sceks to benefit others.  Nor can these
works be confined within an narrow sphere. 1nits
ardor and vehemence it reaches out into all the
world, secking to make other partakers of its own
blessedness bearing to men those  Glad-Tidings in
which alone life and peace can Pe found.  So it has
ever been in the listory of the Church, that its
times of abounding and exuberant life have ever
been times of carnest missionary 2cal.  ‘Then were
they constrained to go and tell uthers atl “the words
of this life,”

Yours, &c.,
D. C. Moory.

A DISCLATMER.

(T the Editors of the Churel Guapdian,)

Siks,— Allow me to direct the attention of the
readers and subiseribers of the Feangelical Chureh-
man 1o the following statement: On the 281th
July tast the Editor of the Frangelical Churchman
said, i a leading article referring o the Diocese of
Fredenicton and the Bishop Co-adintor, *thase who
urged the Canon on, in hope evidently of securing
an extreme sacerdotalist, are the only disappointed
ones, and they are grievously disappointed.” 1
immediately wrote over my own pame tothe editor,
and challenged him to produce proof that any onc
person “urged the Canon on in hope of sceuring an
extreme sacerdotalist,” or thatany one person “who
urged the Canon on has since then expressed the
slightest disappointment.” - This challenge was sent
August 11th. From that day to this not one par-
ticle of proof has the Iditor been able to offer in
support of these two statements, nor has he had
the honesty to admit that they are not true.  Hav-
ing been an advocate of the Canon, and a member
of the Synod when it was passed, 1 do not hesitate
to say blainly that beth these accusations are false,
and that the Editor of the Frangctical Churchman
cannot meet the challenge 1 have thrown down, 1
am sure that my fellow-Churchmen in this Diocese
who subsciibe to that paper will juin in condemn-
ing such an unfair and unmanly attempt to stir up
strife among those who should work together as
brethren.  Whatever differences we have with one
another in the Diocese of Fredericton, a spirit of
fairness has always been shown, to which the Yditor
of the Lrangelical Chierchiman is an utter stranger.
I believe this spirit still prevails ; and if the Fduor
of the Evangelical Churchman persists in misrepre-
senting us by statements which he cannot yprove,
and which he has not the manliness to withdraw,
he will find himself without a single subserilier here
ina very lule whilee He is mistaken if he sup-
poses that Churchmen of any school of thought m
the Maritime Provinces will support a paper that
shews such a want of Christian principle,

GEro. A, SCHOFLELD.

. St.John, N. 13, Sept. 14th, 1881.

THE INVISIBLE CHURCH.
(To the Iiditors of the Church Guardian.}

Sirs,—Your correspondent *Rothesay™ appears
to be firmly intrenched in his position  respecting
“The Invisible Church™ and Apostolic succession;
but T observe that while he pursues a policy of ne-
gation through the greater part of his reply, in the
end he, to a certain extent, admits the trush of my
assertions. He closes his epistle thus :  “Will not
‘Layman’ admit and lament, with the writer, that
there is sad lack of visible unity amongst us?” |
will admit that there is a sad lack of unity in 24e
Christian woortd, and, with him, [ lament over its
existence ; and the very fact that he and I have to
do so shows that we both consider thar diwisions
are both wrong and sinful ; and 1 furthermore ad-
mit that it is the duaty of all carnest men to labor
for the rcstoration ot that perfect unity for which
the Son of Gub prayed so {ervently, and which St.
Paul, in his epistle, so earnestly commends to the
followers of Christ.

“Rothesay’ suggests that neighbouring religious
bodies should be treated with respect and affection,
I presume, on account of the good that has been
accomplished by others ; but has it never occurred
to him that their existence has been a great hin-
drance to the spread of Gospel truth, and that they
bave done an incalculable amount of injury to the
cause of Christ, their conflicting doctrines having
driven many into scepticism? Could we only make
an estimate of the amount of injury done, I 2ssume
that we should find that it far outweighs -the ap-
parent good which is said to have been accomplished

by them. Have they been so kind towaid the
~

Church that it is incumbent upon us to reciprocate,
setting apart Scriptural reason? 1 know not. 1t
is patent 10 the world at large that they are never
waited unless when they are desirous of opposing
the Church,  “The Church,” with them, is looked
upon as a common foe, not by reason of her exclu-
SIveness or conservatism, but  simply because ler
disintegration might prove beneficial to them.

1t is possible, *Rothesay” declares, for any onc
of us to know the Apostle’s mind, and ke assumes
that he was 1 Jiberal Churchman. 1 preaching
ity and exhorting o azald Aeresy and schism is
Iberalisim, then St Panl deserves the character
ascribed to him, for not only throughout his cpis-
tes does he, T may say, empdasice wnity and con-
demn heresy and schism,” but he even wamns us 10
“mark these WRat canse divisions and aioid them.”
Lvenin the. 27th verse of the chapter to which your
correspondent refers ju his last letler we read the
Apostle’s words as follows : "1 may hear of vour
affairs, that ye stawd fast in ome spirit, with one
mind, striving together for the faith of the Gospel.”
*Rothesay” alludes 10 the denial of the authority
and inability of the acts and orders of now-Fpisco-
pal, irregular workers ; but he simpfy assumes that
their orders are valid, and that their acts are au-
thorized- e does not prave that they are valid.
e does not shaw that W is Scriptural thus 1o as-
stne ministerial authority, and exercise ministerial
functions ; but simply secks to prove that they who
do soare 19 be looked upon with a certain degree of
allowance.  You muss not say that they are wrang,
Rather fraternize with them, and gloss over their
miconsistensiwes.,

“Rothesay” state that “the great preponderance
of Protestamt Christendom is opposed to the tdex
of exclusive antherity residing in Episcopacy,” but
the great preponderance of Christendom is in fivor
of i, and ever has bLeen.  He further states that
scholars of wacqualled aility are against it,  The
word unequalled, I think, is too strong, for 1 am
canfident that scholars of the greatest ability are
very decided in their opinions in favar of it Dut it
is rarely & matter of opimion, for it has heen clearly
proved, times without number, that the  Episcopal
form of Church government i of Divine ongin and
Scriptural, - “Both Luther and Calvin lamented the
loss of Episcopacy, and professed their intention to
restore of when it should be practicable,”  Melane-
thon deplored its loss.  Doctor Coke and Mr.
Asbury, the Methodist propagandists eagerdy sought
after Episcopal ordination for their preachers, and
consecration of themselves to bishoprics ; but they
wanted it on their own terms, and failed  therefore
to obtain it.  If these men were not believers in
Apostolic Succession, why all this ansiety abont
Episcopal orders?  Why did they not creste a
bishop for themselves?  Simply because they con-
sidered themselves without authority, Al these
men have shown both by their expressed opinions.
and by acts that they considered Lpiscopacy o
Divive origin.  And new, what about the prepon-
derance of Protestant Christendom, when its origin-
ators not only believed in lpiscopacy, but also re-
gretted its loss, and sought after its re-establishment 2
It clearly shows that they stand as it were sclf-
condemned.

“Rothesay’ states that our own Church, in the
past, has admitted the validity of non-Ipiscopal
Orders. 11 she has, 1 am not awarc of it, and have
yet to hear of it authentically.  "This | know, that
if a clergyman come to us from the Chureh of
Rome, he will be received without re-ordination,
whereas one coming to us fram one of the secis
will have 1o be re-ordained, a fact which defines
clearly how such Orders are regarded by the Church.

Lastly, with regard #6 wnitp.  ‘That Church
whichi has Apostolic Succession and the Creeds,
and retains them as her rule of Faith, be it in Eng-
land, Rome, Greece, Africa or America, is & branch
of the true Church, that *Catholic and Apostolic
Church” in which we profess belief, a Divine insti-
tution. ‘The Church of England and the Greek
Church have had intercommunion on several ocea-
sions, and if I mistake not, the Jate Dean of West-
minster was an active agent in promoting it
“Rothesay” alludes to the deadly errors of the
Romish and Greek Churches, but” carefally passes
over the deadly errors existing among the sccts with
which he would have us sympathizc and patronizc.
Rome has not denied the Divinity of Christ ; Rome
has not deprived the infant world, two-thirds of the
human family, of the sacrament of baptism ; Rome
has not predestinated some to everlasting happiness,
and others to everlasting woc; but these acts, and
more too, equally as serious, are chargeable upon
the sects. 1t would be worse than mackery to join
hands with the creedless. sects ; and 1 again affirm
that the Apostolic Churches have unity in a limited
sense, but not to that extent that is desirable. .In
our Church Catholic there-is unily, that is, there {s
lassful authority and the same Faith,

“Rothesay” is anxious that reference shall be
made to the Reformed LEpiscopalians. Well, in
them we see an unmistakeable case of schism,
wwilful schism, without any redeeming feature about
it, and as long as they remain in that state, we shall
do well to follow the Apostle’s injunction regarding
such, namely, “to mark and avoid:them,” - .

. In conclusion, I must aver that it is.my opinion,
based upon Scripture and the authority- of the
Fathers, upon tke :opinions of many of the most
learned men of our own.branch of the Church, aiso
upon the acknowledgements of the. Reformers,—
that authority to minster in holy. things is needed,
and that authority must.come from those who have

"

the power to transmit it. I believe, also, that there



