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the memnbers of un entire provncial association would join un alliance
not approved by ihe rest; that they would pubhcly advocute justihcaton
by faith alone unless it received tie genelit sanction of the body ? 1
uk again, was it not perfectly natural for me tu draw the conclusion that
I did, viz, : that the Baptist minmsters of Ne w BruiswicK and Nova Sco.
tia were favorable to the Alliance, and (v lt vas my alone purpose n
referrng to your position Io that association) that you heartily responded
to t he doctrine of justifitation by faith alone.

Now, although i have called your atteniuon to my reasons for the con.
clusions to which i came, yet I lear tlat ibis objectiun to my letters is ait
for effect! A conscious want of scriptuiratl pruof to sustain the doctnne
of justification by faîuhi alune, may tempt yuu to repudiate any affection
for the Alliance ; but will it change your position to that doctrine, or vill
a charge of a want of truth in any stateient of your membership in the
Evangelical Union-in the must remote degree-iimvalidate the truth of
my arguments aganst this radical point in your system r

i have said that your tcachings were contrary to the word of God. I
uttered my sincere convieions. I was not wlhing to fix on a point that
might be enveloped in the clouds and mists of metaphysics ; neither was
I willing to introduce a subject that might involve tile discussion of great
mysterious doctrines ; much less mere opnions and specuinuons. I
wished to introduce an important point ; une that would be encircled by
the grand proninent facts in the full range of Apostolie teachtng. In a
word, I wished to reduce the controversy to its narrowest lrnits. I amn
often asked in what we differ fron you. I wished to answer the in-
quiry. From ail that I had heard and read of Baptists, whiether of the
school of Gill or Fuller, [ suppoqcd that they ail agreed in one point,
and that was justification by ftiuth alone. Tis is noi clearly expressed
n your creed, and it is in the creed of the Alliance. Believing on the tes.

tmony above given, that these views met yur hearty approbation, I
fixed upon then unhcsitatingly as the exponeut of your faith ! And now
what do you say ? " We did not give oui uiiquahticd adhesion to the Al-
liance!" Though you may not have dune so in form, yet the Baptists of
Britain and Arnerica have doune so nforn and infact, as much as any
other denomninaton on the two continents, So ar 1 rom discountenancng
it, some of the most pbominent members of your body have given lu it
their most unquahified support. But even admit that mv statement is
entirely destitute of the truth, in reference to your connexion with that
body-does not the main position examined in my letter meet your ap-
probation : have you not-ALL OF You-laught lthat so soon as an idî·
ridual believes wilth all his heart, thal he is JUsTIFIED before God ! If
you have any thing to say for your cause, ail your arguments should
have this point in view ; and not whether I was riglht or wrong relative Io
your format union with the Alliance. If you say you are not members
of that body, and prove that yuu do not beheve that article of their faill,
I stand publicly corrected !

But is it a fact that any of you have ever announced any other act ut
thp mind or the body, urdained by heaven as the consummating act, iim

order to justification ? Du you add to this, prayer, praise, penitence,
alinsgiving- baptismn, confession ? No, not ono or any of these. What


