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did flot censider It my duty te be bilent lu
priivate; but these who heard me, baptists
and others, knew wvell that in publie 1 said
aîotbing about either the mode or subject of
baptismn; and it is well known to ail the
baptists on whomn 1 eal, that I never intro-
duce ansy thitîg about baptisai, when speaklng
te thein ; and in justice to theni 1 aay say
that tbey do not trouble nie on that bead.
But though I had sinned in titis way, both
public and private, it la well known te many
that Mir. F. is not the muan who ought to
tait ihefirst 3tone et me. 1 do flot menuî te
charge him with knowingly writing lse-
hood. 1 believe hie wvouid not; but titis,
while it acquits hiii, necessariiy criniinates
some cther persan or persans. Tue people
in Osgood who heurd me, are wefl aware of
circumastances wbich will inake them rentem-
ber that on iny first jonrney I said xîothîng
inpreaching on spriîîling or dipping,. \Vhat,
tben, wiil tbey think of Mr. F ? IlWoe
unte the wvorld because of offences" (stum-
bling blocks). What pity that the professed
chiidreu of the God of trutlî should loase sight
of the importance of every mat speaking the
truth te his neighbour, and that in couse-
quence of beiug in such a feverish. liet about
an ordinance, which, boweýver important in
bts place, is se distinct froin reai religion,
that a Sorcerer may submit te it, as well ais a
Paul. I su>' net tii to depreciate baptismn;
for it is applicable to the ordinance of the
Supper -it applies to ever>' tliing connected
with religion, wvhich wicked anen nlay do or
submit to, and ought to, teacli us flot te glory
in tAc ftesli. Gal. iii. 3. vi. 12, 13., Phil.
iii. 3--6.

But wbile I admit that Mr. F. did net
Jcnowingly write of me what %vas false, 1 amn
far fronti tbinking that lie did rigbt in giiing
such information, even thougli it bad been
true. Wbat gond couid it do to bum, to bis
readers, or to me ? WVhat lie told wNas saine-
thitig wbich heconsidered foolîshi and simple;
that a missionnry went among a misxed people,
Scotch, English, and Irish, and, iii placre of

preachingChristand hirn crucbfied,he"I labour-
edto teacliinifant sprinklîng." AndIdid lienfot
wisb bis readers te view this conduet in the
sanie ligbt in whicli bue viewed it himself ? I
lately met a missionary wbo toltI me that
lie rend Mr. F.'S account of the missionnry
in Osgood, andI tliat lie formed a bad opinion
of hiru; bue wvondered wvhen lie learned wlîo
the person referred te wvas, aîîd that the
account was fulse. Titis slîews the teîîdency
of %vbut MNr. F. wrote. Is the tendency ut
varianct udt/t his desigu ? Wby could lie
flot tell ail the god about himself -which. lie
saw proper t<- tell, %witbout telling evil of bis
neighour? Reaily, Mr. Editor, eome of
your readers, in goitig ever titis part of bis

lutter, cannet help) remeînbvring the tvn men
who vrent te the Temple to pra>'. and tlîe olie
tliaked God tliat lie was alut like thme other,
thougli lie had then notlîiîg in do %withli hua,
unless te pity and pray for lin.

According te Mr. F.At acceunt of said
offeiiding misionary, bapiism, or rather the
mode, appears te be the burden of bis teacli.

ig..adlie ivas laborious ini this matter.
"le laboured to tencli, &c."' Ne, Sir, tiigli
I arn b> ne mearîs ashamed of, or dispoSed ta
den>' or conceal, my viuws on baptisai; yet
1 would really bie asliamed Ioe be guilty of
what my neighbour imputes te me. 1 cii
ver>' willingly leave stîcl ceuiduct te lîim anîd
ail others, îvhetlier baptiste or pedobbaptibtî,
whe lu>' sucli stres on baptiani, or rather on
their opinion about it (for the>' do not pre.
tend te bue itîfilible, and I hope tlîey wvîll not
say that Scripture aud tlîeir opinion cuncern.
ing Scripture, are oaise aîîd tue saine tîn)
thut the>' %îli net admit te, churcli fellowalîIip
an>' who differ from theui on this peinît.

To prevent mistakes, by applying to my
lat jeurney what 1 said nf my first, 1 îniy
say that once, after preaching, svbuîi mûti
of the baptiats Nwere preseut, 1 told thu people
tlîat I 'vas to sate My> viewvs of baptisni ta
any whe wislied te remaizi andI heur nme,
andI dîi se at thut tiine. Titis w*ai ot de
28th of February, on my lat journey: >br.
FA' letter is ded Februury 27, andI mibt
refer te what waai past.

I mu>' add tat I do net lîike te sue the
passage from Mr. flarnes sent you b>',%fr.
F. Tiiotîgi 1 see no argument on either
a4ide in it, yet ita nppez.ring in sucli a cene.
tien, the pruisu bestowed on the author, %vilh
the reînarks wluicli follow, wiil lead manv ta
tiîink tlîat Mr. IB. wau, of the saine epinia
with Mr. ý'. on dipping; as it is -Ar. E.s
munmer te lkstow lîberai praisu OU these wbos
nines bue brings forîvard ta coufirin luis own

view. It caiînet bu riglît thut mua>' of your
rentIers should be led imite the mistuke that
Mr. B. bclieved in immersion whlilu bie ilid
net practise it, anîd that lie iras, therefere, ta
bie blamud, like Dr. Campbell, wboû, seenîed
te giory in bis iiiconsistency, iii teaching nte
thimîg, anîd doing quite a differc-sit tbiog. 1
thiiik it is îlot right tlîat an authior naine,
andI a fuw words or sentences of bis, bu
brougbt forward, se as te malte people believu

thtle had opinions wliich lie had net. Tt
jis in sucli a case as titis 'bat tlîe whoie trutm,
or noue nt ail, mnust lie toltI. le is fuir t»
Mr. B. andI your rentIers that the %whole ni
bis note on Mal. iii. G, lac given iii yeur
Magazine, or as mucus as beioiîgs te tlîc sub.
ject referred te.

Mr. F., I leur, is ratiier fond of buman
authority. If lie tlik that the Bible is on1
his aide, is net that etieugli?, Re who bas


