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Now, it would doubtless seem to most poreona,'l'ﬁcrt without fear of con_trn'l_licti.on that the, any other more particulnrly ccclceliaa_uenl shape
tunt the intention here is to lead the reader to, Provost, so far fromn * toying” with suc}x doc- Tho.rclercl‘lcas to theologians are indeed but
beliovo that tho student was recommended to do  trines, has frequently denounced them in tho, sparingly introduced: generally merely as a
thia by sotng one in authority, whereas, so far from plainest terms. L. | matter of convenience when aony of them put any
this Leing tho caze, the Provost neither directly . Tho same may bo enid with cqual confidenco ag; puint 10 discussion 1n a8 unusually apt and strik-
nor indirectly countenanced such n proceeding, 2’(0 the charge of cov;erlly f_n\'ourmg and seeking to, ing way; and those that are cited arc such as
hio was ir fact catircly ignurant that such a futroduce tho practice of mmkmg tho pmyers.ofl w:l} not be gainsaid by most of thoso Mr. Sadler
courso was pursucd, aud he bag more than oncc“dcpartcd $uints Sycll a doctrino and practico, desires to convince. )
cautioned men against relying upon such sccond | nover received the slightest countennnco from any |, Tha uature of Mr, Sadler's genceral view of
hand information. Wil respect to the false, who wero fnstruated by the Provest, fur less from, his subject will bo readidy 1nferred fxzom the
doctrines which tho Bishop of Huren would have tho Provost ln[nsc!f. Wo havo ever been wont, , extract givea abovo from s prefaco. !lhg con-
tho publio believe are taught by the Provost, we and our conviction is unaltered, to look upon the, ception of tho book 13, we thiok, as applied at
can speak in positivo terms.  We care not to" Provost as one of the ablest anl most learned op- . least to the subjeet of Baptism, both original and
dwell upon tho casy transitions unworthy of the; poneuts of popish crror in the Province, \.\'o, !Inppy; aud the mode in which it is carried out
namoe of deductions, upon which his Lordship ' congratulate our venerablo l}ishop on the chioico i3 scarcely leas so.  The true doetrine of b:\phgm
lays 60 much stress, ns thoy will bo dealt with  he has, through Divige I'rovidence, been cnabled 18 first of all dc‘duccd 1 o regular and consccutive
by the proper hands, but when we hiave observed ) to make. We con;:rntplnlo the Churc!l in Upper, manuer frqm Scripturo ; 1618 then shown to.bo
that the letters which tho Bishop considers of Cmm.ln,. that the Chair of Theology in her Ume., contained in every pogsible form, by expression
such grent importance contain avowals liko the , versity is filled by oue so well qualitied to occupy . aud 1uphcation, both in the Old and tho Now
following: * [ can only givo the impression left ]it. \\'o'congrntulnlo ourselves that wo have had Testoment; it is traced through the E_plstlcs
on my mind at tho time, and refornng to the, the privilege of being lustructed by one so worthy . serraiim, especinlly those of St. Paul, and is most
Provost’s alleged declaration that we bnd sus- ' of imitation ns n christian clergyman, so dessrving  Convincingly shown to underhe throughout tho
tained some losses at the Reformation, I have a , of regard as a kind and considerato friend. « hortatory passages in which this portion of the
vory strong impression on my mind that it was J “S’ D; Vaxrovauser, M.A., & B.C.L. } sacred volume abounds. Tho'objcctions ususlly
when spenking of prayer for tho dead,” we can- ¢ W. E. Coorrr, M.A. ; brought ogainst it from various quarters are
not but express our opinion that the Bishop ouglu.] 4 Tros. . Putrtars, M.A, stated—with remnrkab19 candour and fairness, as
to have some thing more than vague impressions, * Huson W. M. Murgay, M.A. ' it sccms to us—often in the very words of the
loft upon the mind of a youth to proceed upon in, “ Hexry Werury, B.A. chief objectors themselves, and are then, with a
o matter of such importance. Wo think he might | s Jasps Hesxpensoy, B.A. |- Kind of judicial calmness and clearness, disposcd
havo attached equalweight to tho strong declara- “ @G, T. Cavruturns, B.A. of. Aund lastly, m.thc two or three concluding
tion made by one of his own clergy, an alwmnnus’, t+ Cuas. W, Patensox, B.A, schapters, the practical consequences of the true
of tho college, who, ns his Lordship must allow, «Brventy JoNes. +doctrine of baptism aro caruestly and forcibly
assurcd him thatiu his cxperience at least no s« Jonx Doverass. |;dmwu'out. S_»uch is & geaneral description of Mr.
Romanizing doctrines were taught. " ¢ C. MERCER JONES. . Sudlc.rs treatiso on baptism. Considering the

With reference to the Provost’s teaching on tho «J. L. Bravsuny. W glocmnc of'tho sacrament, as he docs, not only in
two Sacraments which our Church declares to be . Toronto, Oct. 4, 1860, - itself n.:sl luu{ dowa in Sc{liptutr)c, but in itslbcar-
the ouly two ¢ gonerally necessary to salvation,” ings and rclations to such subjects as the Incar-
wo bcl?c\'o it %o be sfrictly in riccordnnco with |, " nation, Original Sin, Regeneration, Conversion,
both the Biiblo aud spinit of tho church formu- . Sancutication, Justification, Predestination, &o.,

Jorics, going meither beyond them nor falling . — ; 1t iy plaiuly impossible for us to go more into
short! goiug Y i KEVIEW. t detail, and to givo a fuller sketch of tho nature

JForcign FScclesinstical Xntelligence,

Wo would remark, with vespect to the explana-’ ‘ of his arguments.  Lest, howerver, the unloprucd
tion of tho word ¢ generally,” a3 meaning ** uni- ¢ reader shoald be alarmed at the above formidable
versally,” that thiv is a nnstake of the young
gentleman who furnished the Bishop with Ins in-
formation. The Provost's explavntion of this
term was taken from the service for the baptism |
of adults, where in the exhpriation 1t is s,
‘*whereby ye may perceive the great necessity of
this sacrament where it may be had.”

Wo also unhesitatingly declare that tho Provost
in the cleavest possible manucr drow tho widest
distinetion between these and *the five (woquote
the langungo of Articlo 25) comnonly called Sac-
raments.”  We will only say that if the Bishop

The Second Adam, and the New Dirth ; or, the Doc-

t1ine of Baptism as contawned i Ioly Seripture | looking list of words, we must adil that the author

By the Rev. M. F.
Bridgewater  Second Edition, cnlarged. Bell
and Daldy.

Tho design of this bovk—nt least the nature
and nmount of the changes and additions made
in this revised nud greatly enlarged edition of 1t
—would seem purtly, aticast, to be suggested
by the demand for arevision of the Prayer-book
Mr Sadler observes in his preface—

“Woare asked forarevision of the Pragyer Book,

SavLer, M A, Viear of i cavefully abstains as much ns possible from the

l uso of techmical termns; aad indeed introduces
them only when they aro 5o familiar nsto occasion
yno difficulty even to the non-professional reader.
Morcover, though the questions handled are
sowmetiies  both extensivo and profound, Mr.
Sadler is nover confused in his method or obscure
in his style. Clearness of ideas, compactuess and
i conclusivenessof argument, and plainness of speecl:

churacterise the buok throughout. 1t i3 oue of

,with tho view of moadifying or omitting these: the few which, for power of analytical re. soning

of IHuron, and thoso gentlemen on whose infor- " statements in the Baptismal Service and Cate- ! nud singular simplicity of language, is fit either
mation and judgment ho so implicitly relies, have jchism which assert that the present kingdom of §; for the student in theology or for the layman who
ovor-looked or forgotten thoso important portiona !l Gad's grace is designed by its Divine Founder 18 simply inquiring after the truth. lustead of
of the Provost’s teacking which refer to the ne-: fur ull infants, and that at Baptism they ave inj sttempting 1 our own words au outline of the
cessity of a fit preparation of heart on the part of * very deed l_)orn into it, and made partakers of its, arguient on any of the great points which Mr.
tho recipients of the ancraments of the gospel, if 'distinguishing grace. = The writer basabundantiy |, Sudler Urings Uefure us, we prefer to extract a
ho would derive any beoefit whatever from them, " shown, in the following pages, that this lauguage, specimen or two, and to leave them to speak for
wo atleast cou never forget it flad his Lord- ! of tho Prayer Book, taken in itsinost literal sense, |, themselves,  Let us take, in the first place, part
ship listened as often ns we have done to the Pro- " is the mere echo of the language of God's Word., of an interesting chapter, in whick the teactung
vast's instruction as ta the need of repentance aud ' The expressions which include the whele Churchi,, of vur Lord, in His conversation with Nicodenius
faith in thoso who would be ‘*meck partakors in the net of Divine graco are more absoluto in ;by night, is drawn out. Haviog observed that

of those holy wysteries,” we feel suro his Lord !
sliip would havoheen the tast ta put such confidence *
in youthful inpreasions, however strong

the New Testament than in the Prayer Book.™
The wmost striking pecaliarity of tlis useful

, our Lord 8 second apswer ¢ that o man must be
buru of water and of the Spint,” must needs be

little work i+, that its author argues almost cx-, taken as explaining His first—** Except a mau be

To us it scems simply absurd to impute to the " clusively from the Bible. Most truly does he, burn agnin he cannot see tho kngdom of God,”
Rov. the Provost any thing liko tenets Lordering 'remark that the aptismal question needs to be , Mr. Sadler procecus as follows :—
on Mariolatry or the legitimacy of prayers for tho! treuted *“as a Biblo ruther than a Church ques-;, * Tlatour Lord speaks here of a change o some
dead.  From what we have heard from tho Pro-!fition.” And he aims accordingly to make bis | Sort that must pass on a human being, if be is to
vost himself, nnt enly in lecture and from the "book *¢a haudbook of Scripture reference ou the ]bc received mto Christ s kingdom, 18 allowed on
pulpit, but also in private conversation, we cun ':subjcct of Baptismal doctrine.” We bope that [ aM bands. Therc never was n controversy res-
most emnpbatically deny that there is a badow of ' this characteristic of the volume—which is rigidly (| pccting the natare of tlus change, or the time
foundation for any such imputation  We eaonat, ladbered to throughout —will recommend it to the |y at which 1t takes place, til three bundred years
of course, we do not pretend to account for the [{attention of some who would be hopelessly pre- || ago.
impression let on minds which are avowedly I'judiced agaiunst teaching such as Mr. Sadler's if ** At that tume the question was raised, whether
hostile to true Cburch teaching, and thereforo Iit come before them with arguments derived | tho change spuken of wag that grafung iato
prejudiced against all who uphold it, but we as-lifrom the fathers aud Church authorities, or, in " Christ’s body which takes place at baptisie, or



