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CONBUCTED BY W. W. EATON,

‘

n;l'hou art the Christ, the Son of the Laving God.—Peter.  On this Rock ¥ will build

my Church, aud the gates of Hell shall not pres aul against it.—1%e Lord Messiak.
T~ e e —3
f(RESTORATION OF THE ANCIENT ORDER OF THINGS.
No. VHL .

ON THE BREAKING OF BREAD—No. 11I.

We have proposed to make still farther apparent that the primary in.
tention of the meeting of the disciples on the first day of the week, was
‘to break bread. We concluded our last essay on thistopic with a notice
-of Acts xx. 7. * And on the first day of the week when the disciples
‘gssembled to break bread.” The design of this meeting, it is evident,
"was to break bread. But that this was the design of all their mectings
for worship and edification, or that it was the primary object of the meet-
1ing of the disciples, is rendered very certain from Paul’s first letter to the
>Corinthinus, chapterxi. The Apnstle applauds and censures the church
“at Corinth with respect 1o their observance of the order he instituted
“among them. In the secend verse he praises them for retaining the or-
*Jdinances he delivered them, and in the conclusion of this chapter he cen-
sures thewm in strong terms for not keeping the ordinance of breaking
bread as he delivered itunto them. They retained in their meetings the
ordinance, but did abuse it. He specifies their abuses of it, and de-
nounces their practice as worthy of chastisement. But in doiag this, he
incidentally informs us that it was for the purpose of breaking bread they
-assembled in one place. And the manner in which he does this 1s equi-
valent to an express command to assemble for the purpose. Indeed
there is no form of speech more determinate in iis meaning or more
euergetic in its force than that which he uses, verse 20. It 1s preciselv
‘the same as the two following examples. A man assembles laborers iu
“his vineyarg to culiivate it. He gocs out and finds them either idle or
“destroying his vines. He reproves and commands them to business by
“dddressing them thus— Men, ye did not assemble to cultivaie my vine-
‘yard.” By the use of this negative he makes his command more impe-
rative and their guilt more apparent A teacher assembles his pupiis
4o learn—he comes in and finds them idle or quarreling. He addresses
‘them thus—*¢ Boys, you did not assemble to learn.” In this forcible
style, he declares the object of their meeting was to learn, and thus
; ‘con"lrmands and reproves them in tlhe same words. So Paul addresses the

or. 1V. Q '
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disciples in Corinth—" When ye assemble, it is not to eat the Lord'
supper ;" or (Macknight,) ** But your coming logether inlo one place,
is 9t to eat the Lord’s supper,” plainly and forcibly intimating that this
was the design of their meeting ur assembling in one place, ecommanding
them to order, and reproving them for disorder. Now it must be ad-
mitted that Paul’s stvle in this passage is exactly similar to the tgo
examples given, and that the examples given mean what we have said
of their import ; consequently, by the :ame rule, Paul reminds the
Corinthians, and informs all who! ever read the epistlc, that when the
disciples assembled, or came together into one place, it was primarily
for the purpose of breaking bread, and in effect most positively com-
mands the practice. To this it has been objected that the 26ih verse
allows the liberty of dispensing with this ordinance as often as we please,
In the improved translation of Macknight it reads thus: ¢ Wherefore,
as often as ye eat this bread and drink this cup, you openly publish the
death of the Lord till the time he come.” Eitherthese words, or those
in the preceding verse, (*“ This do, as often you drink it, in remembrance
of me,”) are said to give uc the liberty of determininz when we may
break bread. If so, then the Lord’s supper is an anomaly in revelation.

- ftisan ordinance which may be kept once in seven months, or seven years,
just as we please, for, reader, remember, “ where there is no law ther
1s no transgression.”” But this application of the words is absurd, and
perfectly similar to the papist’s inference from these words; for they in-
fer hence that ¢ the cup may sometimes be omitted, and under this pre-
tence have refused italtogether to the laity.” And certainly if the phrase,
‘“ as often as you drink it,”” means that it may be omitted when any one
pleases, it is as good logic for the papists to argue that it may be omitted
altogether by the laity, provided the priests please to drink it.

But neither the design of the apostle nor his words in this passage have
respect to the frequency, but to the manner of obscrving the institution.
If this is evident, that interpretation falls to the ground ; and that 1t is evi-
dent, requires only to ask the question, What was the apostle’s design
in these words > Most certainly it was to reprove the Corinthians, not
for the frequency nor unfrequency of their attending to it, but for the
manner in which they did it. Now as this was the design, and as every
writer’s or speaker’s words are to be interpreted according to his design,
we are constrained to admit that the apostle meant no mere than that
christians should always, in cbserving this institution, observe it in the
manner and for the reasons he assigns.

And last of all, on this passage, let it be remembered, that if the phrase,
“as oft as,” gives us liberty to obscrve it scldom, it also gives us liberty
to observe it every day if we please. And if it be a pnivilege, we are
not straitened in the Lord, but in ourselves.

But, say some, ¢ it will become too common and lose its solemnity.”
Well, then, the seldomer the better. If we chserve it only once intwenty
years, it will be the more uncommon and solemn. And, on the same
principle, the seldomer we pray the better. We shall pray with more
solemnity if we pray once in twenty years!

But “It is too0 expensive.” How? Wherein? Is not the “earth
the Lord’s and the fulness thereof >” Tt costs us nothing. It is the
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Lord’s property. He gives us goods that we may enjoy ourselves. Wa
never saw or read of a church so poor that could not, without a sacrifice,
furnish the Lord’s table. To make one sacrament,” requires more than
to furnish the Lord’s table three menths, [ hLate this objection most
cordially.—1It is antichristian—it is mean—u 1s base,

_ %1t is unfashionable.” So it is to speak truth, and fulfil contracts.
So it is to obey God rather than man. And .f you love the fashion, ba
consistent—dont assceiaie with the Nazarenes—hold up the skirts of
the high priest,and go to the temple. But all objections are as light as
straws and as volatile as a feather. .

T'o recapiwlate the iiems adduced in favor of the ancient order of
breaking bread, it was shewn, as we apprehend—

1. That there is a divinely 1ustituted order of christian worship, in
christian assemblies.

2. That this order of worship is uniformly the same.

3. That the nature and design ot the breaking of bread are such as to
make it an essential part of christian worship 1n christian assemblies.

4. That the firdt church set in order 1n Jerusalem, continued as stead-
fastly in hreaking of bread as in any other act of soctal worship or
edification.

5. That the disciples statedly met on the first day of the week, pri-
marily and emphaucally for this purpose.

6. That the apostle declaied it was the design or the primary object
of the church to assemble 1n one place for this purpose, and so com-
manded it to the churches he had set in order.

7. That there is no law, rule, reason, or authority for the present man.
ner of observing this iustitute quarterly, se.n-anpually, or at any other
time than weekly.

8. We have cunsidered some of the more prominent objections against
the ancicut practice, aud are ready to hear any new ones that can ba
offercd.  Uponthe whule, it may be said that we have express precedent
and an express cummand to asssinble in one place on the first day of
the week to break bread. We shall reserve other evidences and consi-
derations uutil sume oljections ate oflered by any correspondent who
complies with our conditions. A. C

LITERAL FULFILMENT OF PROPHECY.

Tyt patriarch Jacob liad left the consolatory assurance that the sceptre
should not depart from Judah, nor a lawgiver from between his feet,
untl Shiloh, came, (Gen. alix. 10.) and, accordingly, it was not till about
the time Christ publicly appeared in the temple, 1n the twelfth year of
his age, that the last king, was dethron.ed and banished.  The Redeemer
was not oaly to be of the tribe of Judah, but of the family of David ; ard
his geucalozy, both by natural and legal succession, have, in Scripture,
been preservedas evidence.  Matt, i, Luke in.  Isaiah predicted that a
Virgin should conceive and bear a Son ; and, in due time the fulfilment
of the glorious prophecy was atiested to Mary’s espoused husband by an
angel from heaven. Isa. vii. 14 Mat. i. 20. Prophecy had pointed
tn Bethlehem Ephrata, as the place of his nauvity; and two of the
Evangelists inform us Jesus was born there. Micsh v. 2. Matt, in. 1,
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Luke ii. 4, 6. The prophet predicted to Jerusalem the approach of her
lowly King riding upon an ass, and a colt the foul of an ass, aud ihe
Evangelist records its esact fulfilment, when Jesus so entered the cuy
amid the hosannas of the multitude. Zech. ix. 9. Mait. axi. 1. Pro-
phecy declared,  When we shall see hiin there is no beauty that we
should desire iiim ;" and we know that * he came uato lis uwn, and lus
own received him not” Isa. liil. 2. Johni. 11. It was said by the
prophet, ¢ We hid, asit were, our faces from him ;" and the Evange-
list informs us, *“ All his disciples forsook him and fled.” Isa. liii. 3.
Mait. xxvi. 56. The Saviour, in prophecy, complained of being langhed
to scorn ; and his Evangelists narrate the contempt with which he was
treated : ¢ Herod with his men of war set him at nought,” and the Ro-
man soldiers having arrayed him in the emblems of mock royalty, buwed
the knee before him inderision. Psal. xxil. 6.  Matt. xxvii. 29. Luke
xxiii. 11 If he said, “I hid not my fuce from shame and spiting,” the
pen of inspiration records that he was thus ignominiously treated. Isa.
L 6. Matt. xxvi. 67. Prophecy had fureiold, “ They shall smite the
Judge of Israel with a rod upon the cheek ;” aud its fulfilinent was wit-
nessed, when ¢ they spit upon him, and tuvk the reed and smote him on
the head.” Micah v. 1.  Matt. xxviii. 80. "The prophecy is, * He was
oppressed and afflicted, yet he opened not his mouth 3 the fulfilment is,
“ When he wa$ accuscd of thé chief priests and elders, he answered
nothing.” Isa. liii. 7. Maut. xxvii. 12. The prophet predicted he
should be ¢ despised and rejected of men ;" and when, by their law, a
prisoner must be released, the Jews clamorously preferred Barabbas, n
robber and murderer, to the holy Son of God. Isa. liii, 8.  Mark xv. 15.
Did prophecy portray him as *a man of sorrows and acquainted with
grief 2" He not merely “cndured the eontradiction of sinners,” but
suffered under the hidingof his father's fuce, and in our rvowm experienced
the bitterness of divine wrath, till in h s agony he sweat bloud, and ea-
claimed that his soul was * exceeding sorrowful even unto death.”  Isa.
lii. 3. Heb. xii, 3. Matt. xxvi. 38." If it was furetold that he who did
eat his bread should lift his heel against him ; * Jesus answered and said,
he that dippeth his hand with me in the dish the same shall betray me.”
Psal. xlix. 9, Matt. xxvi. 23. It was predictedthat he should be prized
at “ thirty pieces of silver;” and it is also narrated, that Judas cove-
nanted to betray his Master into the bands of his encmies for that sum.
Zech. xi. 12, Matt. xxvi. 14, 15.  And the Lord said unto the prophet,
“ Cast it unto the potter ;”* and when the traitor returned the reward of
his treachery to the chic f priests, “ thuy tock counsel and bought with
it the potler’s field to bury strangersin.” Zech. xi 13, Matt. xxvii. 7.
In prophecy the Saviour complained, ** They shake the head, saying,
He trusted in the Lord that he would deliver him; let him deliver him,
seeing he trusted in him ;”* and in the very words did not the chief
priests, with the scribes and elders, ¢ mocking him,” say, ¢ He trusted
in God ; let him deliver him now if he will have him?” PFsal. xxii. 7,
8. Matt. xxvii. 43. Inprophecy the Saviour complained, « They gave
me gall for my meat, and in my thirst they gave me vinegar to drink ;”
and it was verified when, at Golgotha,  they gave him vinegar to drink
wingled with gall.”  Psal. Ixix. 21.  Matt. xxvii. 34. The prophet fore-
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told that * threescore and two weeks” of years afler the edict for rebuild-
ing Jerusalem, the Messiah should be cut off (Dan. 1x. 26.) ; and history
testifies thisto have been the precise time that elapsed between the giving
of that decree by Artaxerxes and the death of Christ.  If it was promised
that he should pour out his soul unto death ; Jesus said, * It is finished,
and he bowed his head and gave up the ghost.”  Isa. ln. 12. John xix.
30.  Though 1o be put to a violent death, and ** cut off out of the land
of the living,” it wasadded by the prophets, * but not for himself ;" * for
the transgression of my peuple was he smitien;” and accordingly he
who was “lioly, harmless, undefiled, and separate frorm smners,” “ bare
our sins in Lisbady.” Dan.ix. 26. Isa. lm. 8. Heb. vu. 26. 1 Pet.
it. 24, Yetthe prophet declares, * He was numbered withjtransgressors ;”
an1 the Evangelist records, that * with lum they crucified two thieves,
the one on his right hand and the other on his left.” Isa. liii. 12, Mark
xv. 27, 'The prophecy is, *They pierced my hands and feet ;" and an
i redulous disciple was convinced of the reality of his Master’s resur-
rection by witnessing 1n his hands the print of the nails by which he had
been transfixed to the accursed tree. Psal. xxin 16. John xx. 27.
Again, it was predicted, “ Tley shall Jook on me whom they have
pierced ;* and it 1s also recorded, that * one of the soldiers witha spear
pierced his side, and forthwith there came out blood and water.” Zech.
i, 10, John xix. 34, ¥f it was farther foretold, ** They part my gar-
ments among them, and cast iots upon my vesture,” inspiration also
informs us, that in this very marner did the attendant soldiers divide the
Saviour’s raiment. Psal. xxii. 18. John xix. 23. The Passover had
typified, and the Psalmist predicted of the Righteous One, that © the
Lord keepeth all lus bones, not one of them shall be broken;” and the*
Leloved disciple saw and bears record, that while, at the request of the
Jews, the legs of the malefactors were broken, the Suviour being already
dead, they brake not his. Ps. xxxiv. 20; John xix. 83. It was pre-
dicted that he should be with the rich in the state of the dead (isa. liii.
9.); and it is also recorded by the various evangelsts, that Joseph of
Arimathea, an hunoralle counselluz, Laving begged from Pilate the body
of Jesus, he wrapped it iu fine linen, and laid 1t 1o his own new sepulchre,
wherein never man before was laid. It was again said, in prophecy,
“Thou shalt not leave my soul in bell, neither wilt thou suffer thine
Holy One to see corruption ;> and carly in the morning of the third day,
his resurrection was declared to lis disciples, by an angel whose counte-
nance was like lightning, and his raiment white as snow. Ps. xvi. 10,
Matt. xxviii. 3. And, lastly, it was prophetically declared, * ‘Thou hast
ascended on high, thou hast led captivity captive ;7 and so it is recorded,
that ¢ while his disciples beheld, he was taken up, and a cloud recewved
him out of their sight.”  Ps. laviii. 18, Acts 1. 9. Eph. iv. 8.—Begs
on the Prophecies.

REecipe For A HAPPY VARRIAGE.~Choose a wife who 1s religious,
has a sweet temper, « -efined mind, and a culuvated understanding,
and who is not rich ; then be to her a good husband. This receipt never
fails ; content and happiness are the resulis. Example of this kind of
marriage—~that of Boaz and Ruth. :

*
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LECTURES TOCHILDREN.
BY JOHN TODD. .

LECTURE 1L
REPENTANCE FOR SIN.
Ti..ry went out, and preached that men shou'd repent.—Makxg vi. 12.

Criupren, l am going to use a hard word, and [ must tell you what
it means. The word is conditious. [ wuuld not uoe it if I did bot think
I could make it easy. Suppose a litle clidd gues to sclivol, aud waus
a new book. ller mother says, - Well, Mar,, if you will be perfect n
your lessons and behaviour for two whole weeks, I'will buy the buuk for

ou.” ‘This is a condition. A little boy ashs lus father to Iet Lun nde.
Ie tells him he may ride with hiin to-moiiow, v the condiiion that he
governs his temper and is a guod Loy all day to-Jay.

So every good thing 1 this world lus sume such cundition, and for
every thing we have something to du. T will vuly uawe four tings
which have such conditious.

1. God has so ordered things, that any child shall grow up greatly
beloved and respected, ou condition that hic is kind aud oledient tu lus
pa:z-ts and teachers, and kindand atl.ctivnale o evary budy.

2. God has so ordered things, \ic* a nian tay Le lcarned, on condi-
tion nat he studies anc reads, and wastes no tune.

3. God has so ordered things, that medicine will fiequently cure the
sick man. But the condiuon is, that it must Le curefully taken.

4. God has so ordered things, that any budy wiay hnuw all about God
and heaven, on condition, that Le fuitkfully rcads the Bible, and obeys
God in every thing.

Iiis just so with every thing. Whu would nat laugh at the farmer
who expecied to raise corn excopt on the condiion that le plant, and
hoe, and plant the right seed, and at il right tune?  That httle boy
cannot see his top sp.n round, except vi a condiuuu—that he do some-
thing to make it go. Thatlittle girl, just beguiung o talk, cannot learn
a single letter, or take a single stitch with lier ueedle, except on condi-
tion that she try to learn. No. You canuut rear a single beauuful
flower so as to get one single blossom, wi'hout a condition.

Now, the greatest good that God cver gave tu us, is that eternal lLife
which Christ bought for us by bLis owu Lluod. Nu man ever Lecame
holy without a condition for Lim to fulfil. No maun ever went to heaven
without repentauce. Jobcould not.  David could nut.  Poter, and Paul,
and John could not. Not one of that great muliitude who are now in
heaven, went there without repentance. ChLrst preached this condition,
and sodid theapostles; so has every true preaclicr since.  Nut oue sin-
ner in this house, not vue in this place, not oue in this world, will ever
go to heaven without repeatance. If wc huew just how many, and who
would repent of sin, we should know just how many, and wlio would go
to heaven. All must repent. Christ says, * Ercept ye repont, ye shall
all Likewise perish.” So Paul says,  God now commandeth all men
tvery where to repent ®  You cannot duubt who must repent—all must,
every human being that has ever sinned.
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A ;ery great question rises up here ; and that is, What is it to re.
ent

g You all know there are two kinds of money—the good, and the coun-
terfeit. And a man might have a house full of the counterfeit, and yet
he ceuld not be said to have any money. It would do him no good. So
there are two kinds of repentance. One is good, ond the other good for
nothing. ‘They may notseem very different, just as two pieces of money
may ook alike, while ong is guod, and will buy thisgs, and the other 18
guod for notling ; just as two uees may sland togeiher, and look alike,
while one produces goud frait, and the oiher rothuing but leaves. But
you want to know what it is 1o repent.  Let me ry to tell you.

A man, who is nuw a minisier of the gospel, gave me the following
account. I tell it 10 you in urder to shuw you what repemiance is. [
had one of the kindest and best of fuihers; and when 1 was a little white
headed boy, about six ycars old, he used to carry me to school before
him on his horse, to liclp mein iny hule plans, and always tried to make
me happy ; and Le never scemed so happy lumself as when making me
happy. When I was six years old, he came home, one day, very sick.
My mother too, was sick ; and thus nubody but my two sisters could take
care of my father. Inafew days lie was worse, very sick, and all the
physicians in the region were calied in to see lim. The next Sabbath
morning, early, he was evidently much worse. As ] went into the room,
he stretched out his hand to me and said, < My litde boy, I am very
sick. I wish you {o tuhe that paper un the staud, and run down to Mr. C’s,
and get me the medicine wriiten vnr that paper.” I took the paper, and
went to the apothiccary’s shiup, as | hud often done before. It was about
half a mile off'; bul when I got there, I found 1t shut; and as Mr. C.
lived a quarter of a mile farther off, | concluded not to go to find him.
I then set out for howe. On my way bach I contrived what to say. 1
knew how wicked it was to icll « lie, but one sin always leads to another.
On goingin to iy futher, I saw that he was in great paio; and though
pale and weak, 1 cuuld sve great drops of sweat stauding on s forehead
forced out by the pain. O, then I wassorry [ had not gone and found
the apothecary. At length he said to me, ¢ My son has got the medi-
cine, 1 hope, for [ am in great pain. I huog my head, and muttered, for
my conscience smote me.  “ No,sir, Mr. Carter says be has got none ?*
*Has got none ! Is this possible?”  He tlien cast a keen eye upon me,
and seeing my head hang, and probably suspecung my falsehood, said,
in the ruldest, hindest toue, * My little boy will see his father suffer
great pain for the want of that medicine!” | went out of the room,
and alone, and cried. I wu$ scon calied back. My brothers had come,
and were standing,—all the clildren were standing round his bed, and he
was committing my poor mother to their cure, and giving them his last
advice. I wasthe youngest; and when he la:d luis hand on my head,
and tuld me ¢that in a few hours [ chould have no father ; that he would
in a day or two be buried up; that 1 must now make God my father,
love him, obey him, and always do right, and speak the truth, because
the eye of God is alpays upon me’—it seemed as if I should sink ; and
when he laid his hand op my head again, and prayed for the blessing of
God the Redeemer W rest upon me, ‘soon to be a fatherless orphan,’ I
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dared not look at him, I felt so guilty. Sobbing, Irushed from his hed
side, aad thought I wished I could die. ‘I'hey soon told me he could not
speak. Oh, how much would [ have given to go in and tell him that |
had told a Le, and ask him oace more to lay his hand on my head and
forgive me! 1 crept in once more, and heaid the mmster pray for * the
dying man.’  Oh, how my heart ached ! I snatched my hat, and ran
to the apothiecary’s bouse, aud got the medicine. ) ran home with all
my might, and ran i, and ran up to my father's bed-side to confess my
s, erying out, * O here, father’—but I was bushed ; and | then saw
that he was pale, and tLut all i the room were weepmng. My dear fa-
ther was dead !  And the last thung 1 ever spoke to him was fo tell kim
alie! 1 sobbed as if my heart wou'd break ; for s kindnesses, lns
tender looks, and my own sin, all rushed upon my miid,  And as 1 gazed
upon his cqld, pale face, and saw his eyes shut,and hus lips closed, cauld
I help thinking of his last words, * My litle boy will see his father suffer
great pain for the want of that medicine ** I could not know but he
died for the want of it.

¢ In a day ortwo, he was put into the ground, and buried up. There
were several ministers at the funcial, and cach spohe kindly 10 me, but
could not comfort me. Alas! they knew not what a load of sorcow lay
on my heart. ‘They could not comfort me. My father was buried, and
the children all scattered abroad ; fur my mother was too feeble to take
care of them.

« It was twelve years after this, while in college, that I went alone to
the grave of my father. [t took me a good wiule to find 1t ; but there
it was, with its humble tombstone ; and as I stood over it, I seemed 1o
be back at his bed-side, to see his pale face, and hear his voice. Oh,
the thought of that sin and wickedness cut me to the heart. It seemed
as worlds would not be too much to give, could Ithen only have called
loud enough to have him hear me ask lus forgiveness. But it was too
late. He had been in the grave twelve years; and I must hive and due,
weeping over that uncrateful falsehood.  May God forgive me.”

Now, I wish to say two or three things about tus little boy’s repent-
ance.

1. You see that a cluld may be wicked. Ile can sin against a father
and against God at the same tune. God commands us to obey our pa-
rents and to speak the truth. ‘'This clnld did neither.

2. You see that a child is not too young to repent of a sin against his
father. Some have anidea that a child 1s too young to repent; but this
is a great mistake. If this boy could repent of this one sin, he could of
more; and if he could repen. of a sin against an earthly father, could
he not of those against his heavenly Father ?

3. Yousee what true repentance towards God is. Itis to feel sorry
and grieved that you have sinned against God, just as this child did, be-
cause he had sinned against his dying father. He did not grieve so
because he was afraid of being pumished, but because his father was so
good ¢o him, and he was so wicked agamst his father. Now, had he felt
as sorry for each and all of his sins against God, as he did for this one
sin against a man, it woeuld have been true repentance.

4. You see thatif we loved Gad as much as we do an earthly parent,
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we should repent deeply ; because he has done us ten thousand kind-
nesses, aud is doing them every dny, and because we have committed
ten thousand sins more shumeful than this shameful sin of the litle boy.

There was a wicked boy once, who would leave his father's home and
go to sea.  His kind father wried to persuade him not togo; but he was
not to be kept away from the sea. The reuson was, he thought that he
might be wicked when he got away from his father, and there could be
nobody to reprove him.  His weeping futher gave him a Bible as he went
away, and begged him to read it. The boy went away, and became
very wicked, and very profune. But God saw him. There was a great
sterm uponthe ocean. “Che ship could not stand against it.  Shestruck
vpon the rocks in the dark night. It wasa time of greut distress ;—and
for a few moments, there was the noise of the captain giving Lis orders,
the howling of the storm, the cries of the poor sailors and passengers,
who expected every moment to be drowned. Then this wicked boy
wished himself at home. But he had but a few moments; for n great
wave came and lifted the ship up high, and then came down upon another
rock, and was shivered in a thousand pieces. Every soul on beard was.
drowned but this same wicked boy. By the mercy of God, he was washed
and carried by the waves upona great rock, so that he could creep up,
much bruised and almost cead. lnthe morning, he was seen sitting on the
rock with & bock in hishand. It was the Bible,~the only thing, except
his own life, which had been saved from the wreck. He opened it, and
there, ou the first leaf, was the hand-writing of his father! He thought
of the goodness of that father, and of his own ingratitude, and he wept.
Again he opened the book, and on every page was the hand-writing of
his heavenly Father; and again he wept a1 the remembrance of his
sins against God.  Hi« heart was broken. He was truly penitent; and
from that hour to this he has lived as a Christian. He is now the com.
mander of a large ship, and seems to make it his great business to honor
Jesus Christ. 'This was true repentance. ‘

But I must tell youin a few words, wny it is necessary for every one
to repent of sin.

L. Because all have sinned. I need nottry to tell how many times.
Imight as well try to count the hairs on that little boy's head, who stands
at the pew door and gives me all his looks while I am speakiug. We all
have sinned against our parenis, by not obeying them and being kind to
them 3 we have sinued against the Sabbath, by not remembering to keep
it holy ; against the Bible, by not loving it and not keeping its sayings ;.
against conscience, which stands close to our heart, and, like a sentinel
keeping watch, cries out when we sin; against the Holy Spirit, by not
doing as he says, when he makes us feel solemn and sinful ; and against
God himself, whose commandments we break. Oh! our sins are likea
cdoud. Did you ever see a cloud of dust or sand ina windy day?
And could you count the little particles of dust in it—all of theth ? No,.
no. Butour sins are quite as many. . .

2. None will forsake sin till they have repented. You might stop a -
man from stealing by killing him or shutting him up in prison. But this.
would not stop his wishing to steal ; and that wishing, it the sight of
God, is sin. Qe of these children might have his tongue ctt out so thaw
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he could not talk, and so that he could never again tefl a lie ; but if he
thought o lie in his heart, this would be sin ; and-cutting out his tongue
woull not stop his sinning. The Indians, some years ago, tried to stop
their peopic from sinning; and so they gave them sirong emelics, in
order to Lave grem throw up their sins; but they did no good. The
s'n was In the heart, and not 1n the stomach.  One of these indians, who
had thus taken emeties, went to Pittsbureh, and bought a barrel of rum
to seli to othc  Indians. On his way back, he called and heard the
Mora-.an missionaries preach the gospel.  * He was so convinced of
his siafuluess aad wmisery, that he resolved to alter his wanner of hife.
He accordingly returoed the barrel of rum to the trader at Putsburgh,
declaring that he would neither drink nor sell any more spiritous liquors,
for 1t was against his conscience. He, therefore, begged him to take
back, addng, that, if he refused, he would pour 1t into the Ohio. The
trader, as well as the white people who were present, was amazed, and
assured him, that this was the first barre!l of rum he had ever seen re-
turned by an Indian: but he, at the same time, took it back, without
further objection.”

Nothing but repentance would ever have led thigs Indian to do this,
And this, and nothing but this. will make any one leave off sin.

3. None will serve God unless they have first repented of sin.  Christ
says that no man cun serve two masters. Suppose a child has a large
apple in each hand, and, without laying down enther, she goes and tries
to take up two large oranges. Could she do n? No. Because her
hands are already full. Just so, when the heart is full of sin, you cag.
not have the love of Godnit. If you would stop sinning, my dear
children, you must repent of sin. If you would serve God, have him for
your Father and Friend, you must repent.  You all can doit. Youall
have been sorry when you have grieved your parents, and you can b
sorry when you have offended and grieved your blessed Redeemer.
On ! 1f you will not, you will grow up sinners, live sinners, die sinners,
and be s'uners, accursed by God for ever and ever. Amen.

TO THE BAPTLIST MINISTERS UF NEW BRUNSWICK AND
NOVA SCOI'TA—No. 6.

GexntLEMEN—In our lastit was, I think, made apparent that one grand
principie 1 your theology is destitute of divine authority, if not directly
opposed to the oracles of God! ** Justification by faith alone” is taught
neither by patriarchs, propuets, nor apostles. It is an oracle neither of
reason uor of reve.ation.  No state, conditton, or relation, political, mo-
rol or religious, is entered 16:0 or enjoyed by faith alone, or by any other
“ alone” principle. It true that by subscribing to justification by faith
alone, vou are honored »ith a name and a place in the * evangelical
alhance ;" you take your rank as one of the evangel.cat sects ; yet you
do so at the expense of the most oovious teaching of theapostles, and by
trampling beneath your feet the only really consistent arucle in your
confession of faith ; namely, ¢ We believe the Holy Scriptures of the
Old and New Testaments are the Word of God, in which he hath given
we one only rule of faith and practice !  Is 1t not most surprising, gen-
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flemen, that you will continue to prociaim that the sinner is justified by
faith alone, for which you have no proof save your own reasonings, while
at the same time you say, ** {t is the chief glory <f the Bapiist Denomi-
pation that they will not consent to any ¢actrive or ordinance or discip-
line but such as is strictly and explicitly scriptural, and the credir of the
_denomination stands staked upon tns matter, not only in this provinee,
pat wherever itis found. The Bible and the Bible only is the rule of
Fanh and Pracuce amongst us.”  Now, my dear sirs, if your name and
many of your **essential docirines” are not mest obvious viclations of
these professions—of these published protesiations then have my eyes
and my ears deceived me—ihen have I done vou manifest injustice !
Uotl § hear farther fiomn you in defence of justification by faith alene,
my previous remarks, on that point, must suffice. 1 come now to the
examination of another important doctrinal and practical point. Not-
withstanding the peculiar position which your views of baptism have
giver you 1o other denominations your theoretical and practical senti
ments I cot nexion with this subject are the rvot of the differences be-
ween you and the apostles as teachers of Christianity. In your con-
oversies with the Fevlo-bapiisis you have had but two chapters—the
“subjects and mode of baptism.”  Ever since the baptists have become
a popular denomination they have opposed theoretically—the doctrine of
baptism, in water, in order to the enjoyment of remission of sins. | say
since they became populor; for the time was when some of the greatest
and best advocaled the same views that we do in reference to the design
of baptism.  The “‘learned” and exccllent Dr. Gale—than whom few
bave done more for the cause of believer’s immersion— more than a cen-
wry since argued most conclusively against infant baptism, on the
ground that it never could have been designed for them, as it was com-
manded * for remission of sins,” But since you have obained a place
among the % orthodox denominations” of protestant christendom, you
lave Jost sight not only of the doctrine of the apostle Peter on this sub-
. ject, but also of some of your most emincnt teachers! Before I attempt
o demoostrate from the New Testament, the fact that the Apostles
rzaght and praetised imuersion in order to remission of sins, I will en-
deavor 1o put it out of your power 1o misapprehend my meaning, or for
any one else to misunderstand me. If [ should be tediously minute—
or, in your estimation, unnecessarily prolix, my only apology will be
he frequent misrepresentations of what are the real views which we
promulge. Whether these have been caused by our want of definiteness,
or the perierseness of others—or both—1 cannot now decide.  But while
lattempt toshow your aberrations from the apostles’ doctrine on the
desicn of immersion, | wish that every one who may condescend to read
these letters, may fully understand what they mean when they charge
us with teaching and practising biptismal regeneration—making baptism
conversion, &c. In future those who will read and cun think, shall be
without excuse when they sin against us and the cause of truth by such
cherges or insinuations, providing I can make myself understood !
1."And first I would express my conviction in reference to the state
and condition of a sinuer, in contrast with that of a disciple of Christ.
Oneis “ of the world” while of the others it is said, * they are not af-
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the world, even as I am not of the world ;” one is ** born cf the flesh,”
the other **is born again—Dborn of the spizit;” Moses terms the crea.
tion of the world, and especially man, the * generations of ail things.”
When men come under the government of the Lord Messiah, they are
re-created—-** created anew in Christ Jesus”—* regenerated ;" sinners
are in “darkness;” under the Messiah, they «re iluminated—they are
“ light in the Lord ;™ in one they are “ condemued,” but as servants of
the Lord they are * justfied ;* sinners are suid to be ** unclean,” * un.
holy ;" the great change effecied by the fanh and obedience of the gos-
pel is called *“ sanctification;” sinuers, are ** aliens”—the sauts are
¢ adopted ;”’ those are * far off,” these are ** brought mgh™ by the blood
of Christ; in one state they are ** enemies,” in the other, they are ** re.
conciled”? those are * the lost,” these are the saved ;” one party is * iy
sin,” the other has obtained “ remission of sins.”  1n short, the churchof
God is called—in contrast with Judaism, false philosophy, all human .
stitutions, and national establishments—*a holy natior,” *‘a royal
priesthood,” *a peculiar people,” *a spiitual bouse,” &e.

2, Now, I suppuse that you will all aduut that the contrasts represent
oppusiie states : in one the suner is lost and under condemnation, o the
other he isin the enjoyment of the redemption wlich 1s 1n Christ Jesus,
No one acquainted with the word of Ged, supposes that these varions
applications used in reference either to saint or sinner, represent various
conditions of sin or holiness ; but applied to either party express therr
relative condition. Thus the unpardoned are under condemnation—
enemies, unholy, unclean ; while the pardoned are justified, reconciled,
saints, sanctified. These then are relative terms, all expressive of two
states ; one out of Christ, and the other in him: or of a sinner in the king-
dom of Satan, and the opposite term of a disciple of Jesus—a citizen of
the kingdom of God’s beloved Son.

3. If these positions are admitted—and as a whole, | know not who
denies them—we have before us a clear field.* We can now narrow
the controversy to a single point ; for if it can be clearly shewn what s
necessary on the part of a sinner in order to remission of sins, we can
see at once the means of regeneration, justification, reconciliation, sanc-
tification, and the enjoyment of present salvation. And so 1n reference
to any other qualification. To set the question in relation to the above
positions entireiy at rest, we need only ask what is the cause of condem-
nation, of alienation, enmity, uaholiness? I am confidem that we shall
perfectly agree as to the answer : it 1s sin—the violation of God’s law;
the want of conformity to the Divine will is the cause. I say again,if
then we can ascertain Heaven’s plan of remission of sin, we shall have
learned how men are born again—regenerated—created anew in Christ
Jesus ; how they become disciples of Christ. 1f they are justified by
faith alone ; then by faith alone are they regenerated, reconciled, and
made the children of God. But if faith, repentance and immersion, are
necessary on the part of a sinner—as a medium through which the be-
nefits of Christ’s death flow into the soul—ithen is a change of heart,a
change of life, and a change of state all necessary 1n order to regeneration.

* 1f any of our readers question these positions, they wonld confer a favour by
swting their rézsons.
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4 Unfeigned faith, genuine repentance and reformation, effect a
shange of heart and a change of L.fe : the Raptists and uther sects have
ralled this change regeneration. In that they have greatly arred; for
if2 * change of heart¥ and vegeneration ale identical, then have we
myriads regenerated—horn again—and at ihe same tine in their sios ;
not partakers of the Holy Spirit!  To shew how unscriptural this posi-
tion1s, I need butto say : the thousands on the day of Pentecost when
they cried out ** what must we do?” evinced a * change of heart;” but
the Apostle’s answer to them disclosed thetr siate to be that of the un-
pardoned—as destitute of the Holy Spirit.  Saul of Tarsus was a peni-
rent believer from the hour that the Lord spoke to him; but Anaunias,
the devout disciple of Damascus, addressed him as uapardoned, as in his
sins, when he exhorted him not 1o delay, but to * Arise and to be bap-
nzed, and wash away hissins, calling oo the name of the Lord.” We
are, therefore compelled, gentlemen, to take the position, in opposition
w your views of justification by faith alone—that immersion in water of
a penitent believer, into the name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy -
Spirit, 18 necessary in order to the fuil eujoyment of the remission of sins.

5. We need, gentlemen, to consider but one other grand preliminary,
and then we shall fully understand each other. [ think in this we shall
fully agree. According to my faith, it is one thing to * merit,”
“purchase,” or procure blessings, and another and a very different thing
to enjoy them. The means of procurement are all of God. Inthe
means of enjoyinent it has pleased Heaven to make the sinner a co-ope-,
rant. The work of Christ for man’s salvation is a * finished work."”
Bv his life, death, resurrecticn and intercession, hie has provided the
gospel feast ; the acts which he requires the sinuer to perform, whether
ntellectual, moral or physical, are merely the absolutely necessary steps
mn order to the enjoyment of this feast. Believing in him that spread the
feast—belhieving that it is free for all—believing 1n its sufficiency—does
sot put the sinner in possession of it. Neither does the joy that takes
ipassession of his soul iy anticipation of the privilege, prove him a par-
‘uker.  His regrets op accouut of the manner in which he has formerly
treated the King, neither procures tie feast nor makes him a partaker,
though they may be necessary in order to its enjoyment. His coming
tothe table, and even eating the ¢ dainties of 1. board” do not procure
the feast, and vet it is essentinlly necessary that this last step be taken.
Though all these steps be 1equisite, the feast is a free unmesiled gift.
It was procured at great price—it is proffered freely  without maney
and without price.” But none cun enjoy it but those who come in the
exact way the King has prescribed.

Though my views have been cailed Arminian, Socinian, &c., I never
believed that men, whether saiats or swaers, evit mevited any thing by
dy of their actions. Il auy of my fellow-laborers have suemed to hold
dfferent views, a more careful, unprejudiced hearing would have s.is-
fied the most orthoddx. We o nit believe, then, that any one by
hearing the gospel, believing, repenting, beirg baptizud; Ly prayers,
dmsgiving, or by any of the ordin.nces of God—merit any thwg: alk
these are consistent duties—afier all we are but unprofitable seivauts.
Salvation is the free gift of God ; but he has made some of these steps
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necessary in order to the enjoyrent of pardan, and others in order to our
growth in grace und knowledge. On these points we certanly do not
differ. It is true your teaching on these poin.s has been awlully obscure,
None of you, previous to a partinl acquaintance with the Apostolic gos.
pel, bave I ever heard say a word as to what was necessary to procure
pardon, as separated from what God requires of us for our enjoymentof
the divine favor. Clear views on th's subject would long since have
settled all the differences between Calvinists and Armimans. But
return. We, [ teast, are agreed that uo human being ever did any thing
to procure the divine fuvor.  ‘I'he glorious nussion of the Lord Messii
has accomphished the work.  \What shall we do that we may enjoy this

* great salvation? You answer in the words of Paul to the Philippian
Jailer, ¢ Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be'saved,” and
there you make a dead halt, contending 1bat justification—that 1s a de-
hiverance from condemnation—is by fuaith alone. Pau!, however, con
tinued lus address to the jaler, preaching “the word of the Lord to
him, and to all that were wn his house.” The result proves that he had
something more than faith to annouuce, for the jaler and hus famiy
were immersed the same hour of the mght. Hence, by an induction
of all the places in the New Testament where conversions are recorded
we feel ourselves compelled by the authority of the apostles to say ta
the enquirer notonly, *Beheve on the Lord Jesus Christ,” but  Re
pent and be baptsed in his name for remission of sws.”

7. You teach that pardon 1s procured andenjoyed at the altar—thatis
by faith only in the sacrificial lamb; we contend that pardon is procured
atthe altar, but fully enjoyed only by him that comes to the laer. *He
saves us in the laver® or batht of regeneration by the renew.ng of the Ho'y
Spitit ;”* and thus our “hearts are sprinkled fior an evil conscience, ard
our bodies washed with pure water.” “This view of the subject makesbap
tisin the consummating act 1n the seres 11 order to the full enjoymentof
remission. By faith aud repeniauce the intellec tual and moral man is Ge-
voted to the Lord, and then by immersion the whole man—body,soul aud
spuit—are consecrated 1o the service of lum who died for our salvauen.
This is the full surrender, and hence the promise of remission of sins and
the Holy Spirit are made only to those who not only believe. bui ar
rumersed 1ato the name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirt. Le
any one who affirms to the contrary, furnish the testimony and it shal
dhave publicity !

8. My dear sirs, we agree theoretically in the posttion that the Bible,
and the Bible alone, 1s the final arbiter in religious controversy. The
question, then, is not what the Lord inay do with those who honestls
w.stake unmersion, and subsutute for 1t pouring, or sprinkling, or a cer
tain feeling called the baptism of the spirit.  Tue honest and sincer
whether Heathen, Mahomedan, Papist, or Protestant, are in the handsé!
one who knows all hearts—the * Judge of the earth will do right.” * k
is accepted according to what a man hath, and not nccording to what he
hathnot.” Itisnot then * what shall this man do ?” or what shall be
come of the other; neither under peculiar circumstances what the Lor
may do! His power is infinite. But the question before us is, wh!

¢ Wesles. t Mackmight.
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has the Lord promised to do ?  Who, since Jesus wuas crowned Lord of
all in the heavens, can claim the promise of pardon? Who, according
lo the testimony of Christ and his apostles, are his disciples? If any
man will be my disciple, said the Saviour, he must deny himself, take
up his cross and follow me. Since Jesus died and rose agan, who deny
themselves, take up thetr cross, and follow tim?  Siato the question us
we may,can we, 02 the authority of Gud's word, promise any one jardon
and salvation who does not obey Jesus Chnst?  And has he not com-
manded baptism > How, then, dure you, on your own authority, teach
the sinner that he is pardoned and regenerated. before he obevs the only
command to which these promises aie appended? Do you notassume a
fearful responsibility 7 Bul you do not believe that baptism was ordained
by heaven as the actin which the sinner s to expect the remission of his
sins. If you did you would announce it. And why not believe this
doctrine ? Is there an ariicle of the christian faith taught more de-
finitely, more explicily ? That faith and repentance are necessary in
order to the enjoyment of pardon 1s not more explicilly taught in the
gospel than that immersion was proclaimed and practised in order to
remission of sins! "These may be called inere assumptions. “'To the
law and (o the testimony.”

9. * We appeal then to the apostles and evangelists of Jesus Christ.
What, thew, do they propose asthe design of New Testament baptism ?
We say New Testament baptism, because we have in that book * tug
BAPTISM OF J08N,” and the baptism ordained by Jesus Christ.  Although
notone, or identical, they may materially unfold and illustrate each other.
They both came from heaven ; they both immersed believing and penitent
persons ; and were alike indicative of divine wisdom and benevolence.

“The Harbinger was sent- ¢ to prepare a people for the Lurd.” He
designed to enlighten and purify them. Hence he was both a preacher
of faith and reformation, and proclaimed * the bapiism of repentance for
remission of sins.” li would, then, appear that from the very annunci-
ation of John's baptism, that its design was of a uanscendantly impor-
tant and interesting character.

 The form of expression iy exceedingly familiar, and intelligible; and
were it not for an imaginary incongruity between the means and the end,
ar the thing doune, and the alleged purpose or result, no one could for a
mement doubt that the design of baptisnr was for the remission of sins.

“The prepositien (eis) for in this connexion of means and designs is
often so translated, and might have been bundreds of timies much better
50 translated in the common version of the New Testament, than by into,
or unio, or fo. Here are a few examples, selected out of mapy stch in
the common version:—Matt, v. 13, *lt is good for nothing.” ¢ Take
nothought for we-morrow.” vi. 3¢. ‘Do it for a testimony unto them.?
vili.4, ¢ For alestimony agsinstthem.’ x.18. ¢Shed for many for
remission of sins.”  xxvi. 21. ¢ Told for a memorial of him.” xxvi. 18.
‘ Gave them for the potter’s field, for to bury strangers in.’  xxvii. 7, 10.
Do not these indicate the design or the end for which a thing is given or
done? Did not the Messiah shed his blood for the remission of sins.
Was not the money given for the potter’s field? Wasg it not for the
burial of strangers?
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 As Luke writes ¢ the Gospel® and the ¢ Acts of Apostles,” we shail
give a few examples from him also :—* For the fall and rising of many
in lsrael.’ ¢ For o sign which shall be spoken against.’ Luke ii. 34,
¢ For therefore’ [for this purpose] I ant sent.” iv. 43. ¢ Take nothing
JSor your journey.” ix. 3. * Buy meat for all this people.” ix. 13. *He
is not fit_for the kingdom of God.” 1x. 62. ¢Goods laid up for man
years.' xii, 19. *ltis pot fit for the land or for the dunghill.’ xiv. 35,
¢ Be baptized for the remission of sins.’ Acts ii. 38. ¢ Gave it 10 him
Jor a possession.’ vil. 5. ¢ Nourished him for her own son.” vii 21,
¢ Came here for that intent.” ix. 21, ¢ Are come up for a memorial.
x.4. ¢ For the work I have appointed.” xiil. 2. ¢ That thou shouldest
be for salvation.” xiti.47. ¢ For the work which they fulfilled.” xvi. 26.
These are but a few examples from Luke : in every instance the ong.
nal preposition is ezs.  Its meuning cannot be misunderstood.  The form
of expiession is the most common in language, and espectally w the
simple and sacred style of the apostles and evangelists. From the few
examples given, any one may see with what litde reason and evidence
any one can intimate that the form of the expression does not indicat
the design of the action. Indeed if this preposition docs notintimate de-
sign, we might well ask, what other word in the language could suggest
such an idea ?

 Nor is it only casually intinated that the New Testament baptism
was ordained for this purpose. It is the only purpese for which 1t was
ordained ; whether in the hands of Joha or of the twelve aposties’
What could be more plaic or intelhgible than such forms of expression as
the following : ¢ Jobn did bapuise in the wilderness, and preach the bap-
tism of repeatance for the remission of sns.” Mark i 4. It was nota
haptism, but the baptism of repentance. It was not for remission of
sins, but for the remission of sine. The fixtures of language could not
more safely secure the inteution of an instwulion. [t was not because
your sins kave been remitted, but it is for or in order to the remission of
sins.

 Nor is this form of expression peculiar to one evangelist. Lukeas
well as Mark uses the same formula: ¢ And John came into all the
country about the Jordan, preaching the bapiism of repentance for the
remission of sins.” Luke iii. 8. John’s baplism was as certainly °for
the remission of sins,’ as it was * the baptism of repentance.” The death
-of the Messiah, or the blood of the New Covenant, was not more cer
toinly for remission of sins, so far as the expression goes, than was the
baptism of John for the remission of sins. Indeed they are not merely
sinilar, but are tdentical expressions in both cases. !t does not however
follow that they are in the same sense for the remission of sms.  Buot that
they are in some sense for the remission of sing, can be denied by no
man who either understands the language of the Bible or the language of
men. From the apostolic style one might as reasonably conclade that
Jasus died because man’s sins had been remitied, or because the sin of
the world had been taken away, as that men are to be baptized, or that
John baptized men, © because their sins had been remitted.” To take
such freedom with language, with the language of the bible, wouldbe to
make the word of God of no effect, or, what is the same thing, of ne

’
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certain interpretation ; in other words, of no meaning. If goods are
laid up for past years—if men buy food for those who never can use it—
if men provide money for the expenses of journies alrendy performed,
then may it be said that John baptized for sins already remitted ; or that
his baptism was for those who were already cleansed from their pollutions !

“ When the Lord said, ¢ {eis] To this end was I born, and [eis] for this
cause came | into the world,’ does he hot intimate that he had a design
mcoming into the world 2 When Stephen said that Pharaoh cast out
the children of the Israelites, [eis] to the end they might not live, does
he not mean that their destructton was designed by their exposure?
When Stephen, again, says ( Acts vii. 5), that God promised Canaanto
Abraham ©for a possession,’ that it was his desin to invest hita with that
mheritance > And when it is said by the people of Damascus (Asts ix.
21), that Saul of Tarsus came ¢ for the intent that he might’ persecute
the disciples ; and if eis, the word always used when baptism and remis.
sion of sins are connected, are the words in all these cases containing
the sense of * Fow,’ * in order to, *tothe intent that,” or * for the intent,’
shall we hesitate to allow that in connexion with remission of sins, it has
the same meaning; or that our translators so understood it?  Should
any one be so regardless of his reputation, he would be as unsafe, as un-
worthy to be reasoncd with, on any question of religion or morality, when-
ever he stands committed to its affirmative or negative. |

# 8o far then as the force of the preposition is of any consequence or
walue to shew a connexion between baptism and remission of sins, it is
mcontroveriibly indicative of that connexion. But were it translated in
every case by énfo or uato (versions of the word very common in all .
wiitings, sacred and profane), it is as certainly, though not so obviously
1o all minds, indicative of such a connexion. To haptise ¢nfo or ualo re-
mission, tatimates that the subject of that act is about passing into a new
state; as entering inlo partnership, or entering into marriage, indicates
that it is for such purposes the action, whatever it may be, is performed.
Unto what, then, were you baptized (Acts xix. 3), is equivalent to
the question, For what were you, then, baptized, or #ito what were you,
then baptized > In either case the relation of the person bapiized is
changed.”

In conclusion then of our first argument, we submit the following
testimonies of the Word of God :

1, < John did baptize-—and preach the baptism of repentance for the
Temission of sins.” Marki. 4.

“9, < The people of Judea and Jerusalem were baptized by him in
Jordan, confessing their sins.” Mark i. 5.

“ 8. ¢ And he came into all the country about Jordan, preaching the
laptism of repentance for the remission of sins.” Luke iii. 3.

“4, 4, Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus
Christ for the remission of sins.”  Acls ii. 38.

“ 5. ¢ Arise and be baptized, and wash away thy sius, calling on the
mame of the Lord.”  Acts xxii. 16,

“ These are oracles as express and explicit as any we can imagine.
Any one of them would establish the connexion for which we plead.
F(‘)r if once such a counexion is clearly es‘ablished, it depends not upon

o, 1V, R :
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the repetition of it, but upon the clearness and definiteness of the expres.
sion of it.

“ No one is commanded to be baptized for any thing else; and no one
is over said to be baptized for any thing else, than for the remission of
sins. This is an important fact, and worthy of much reflection.”

Other facts and arguments, on this point, must be reserved for another
moon,. With due respect, your's, faithfully,

W. W. Eatox,

GOD'S WORD—ITS INFLUENCE IN THE FORMATION OF
CHARACTER.

Treinfluence of the study of the sncred scriptures upon the intellectual
as well as the moral man is truly surprising. Indeed this fact, so appa-
rent to the observing mind, is no mean proof of their divine authenticity.
There is a freshness, a vigor, a nervousness of style, perfectly obvious
in the written and vize roce productions of those who have spent much
time in the study and the practice of the Living Oracles, not to be acquired
from any other source, Distinguished politicai men of Europe and Ame-
rica, have been more indebted to the word of God for their influence and
power than to any one source, The productions of John Quincy Adams,
of the United States, of Lord Brougham, of Britain, and of M. Lamartine,
of France, prove that in early life they were diligent students of God's
word. [t istrue they have not been free from the other influences which
have surrounded them, and in the midst of which they have been edu-
cated ; butthe good which they have done for their respective countries
and the world, has been directed by the word of God. Their faults and
errors have been apparent when they have lost sight of the glorious vo.
lume, which is perfect, as a political text book, as well as a code of mo-
ral principles and precepts.

The Revolations of 1789, and 1848, in France. differed in their san
guinary character in exact proportion 1o the amount of scriptural know.
ledge possessed by their leaders, during these eras. The latter wascom:
paratively bloodless. Lamartine, the master spirit of 1848, has a fine
poetical mind,deeply imbued by scriptural truth ; and, were it possibleto
dispossess that great nation of its military spirit, under the auspicesofa
few such minds as that of Lamartine, she might mark out for Europe as
glorious a career of peace, as she has heretofore. of chivalry and war.

Lamartine was born in October, 1791. ¢ llis inother, an accom-
plished and beautiful woman, was his first tutor. Having become ac-
quainted personally with J. J. Rousseau, she had adopted some of his less
fanciful notions respecting education, and applied them1o practice 1a the
care of her only son. He was allowed to ramble at wiil on the hiils o
among the woods, and to acquire vigor and hardihood of frame by the
exposure of his naked feet and arms to all varieties of weather. Bul
while puarsuing the maxims of Rousseau, regarding the physical trainiog
of youth, Madame de Lamartine’s sound sense and fervent christian piety
prevented an injurious and too close adherence to the rules of the same
writer respecting intellectual and mo12! tuition. She instilled into the
mind of Alphonse so warm a love of religion, that the sentiment tincture!
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all his future life and thoughts.” The mannern which this was effected
is best expressed in Lamartine’s own words, being the first paragraph of
lus maost interesting narrative of * Travels 1 the East,” during the years
1832 and 1833. .

“ My mother had received from her mother, on her death bed, a fine
Bible of Royaumont, in wiich she taught me to read when I was a litile
child. This bible had engravings of sacred subjects in all the pages.
There was Sarah; there was Tobit and his angel ; there was Joseph or
Samuel ; and above all, there were those fine patriarchal scenes, where
the solemn and primitive nianners of the east were mingled with every
ect of that simple and marvellous life which was led by the early men,
When I had correctly recited” my lesson, and had read nearly without
fauit a half page of sacred history, my mother uncovered the engraving,
and, holding the hook open on her krees, made me contemplate it, while
giving me its explanations as my reward. She was endowed by nature
with a soul equally pious and effectionate, and with an imagination of
the most sensitive and graphic order ; all her thoughts were sentiments,
all her sentiments were images ; her fine, noble, sweet countenance re-
flected in its beaming physiognomy all that was glowing in her heart,
all that was painted in her conceptions; and the silvery tene of her
voice, so affectionate, so solemn, and impressive, imparted to her every
word an emphasis of such force and interest, and love, as still at this me-
ment, to vibrate in my ear, alas! after six years of silence! The view
of these engravings, the explanations and poetical commentaries of my
mother, inspired me from my tenderest infancy withscriptural tastes and
inclinations ; and, from the love of these represeriations to the desire. of
seeing the places where the events represenied had taken place, there
was but one step. 1 burned, then, from the age of eight years, with an
eager wish of visiting those mountains where Gud descended ; those de-
serts whereangels came and pointed out to Hagar the hidden spring from
which to reammate her poor banished infant that was dying of thirst;
that heaven wheie the angels were seen to descend and to ascend on the
ladder of Jacob. This longing had never beea extinguished in me ; [
mused continually on journeying to the east, which formed the one great
act of my intellectual existence; I was elernally constructing in my
thoughts a vast, religious epic, of which their beauteous localities were
to form the principal scene ; it seemed to me also, as if my spiritual
doubts and religious perplexities were there to find their solution and
pacification. In & word, [ was from this source to find coloring for my
poem ; for life always presented itseif to my intellect as a great poem;
while to my heart it breathed of love. Gob, Love, and PoErRY—these
are the three only words I should wish engraved on my ‘monument,
should | ever deserve a mopument.”

. We are all more or less influenced by our associates. If we sre much
In the company of the wise, the good, and the great, it will become mani-
fest in our manners—our words our actions. None are so worthy of
these titles as the patriarchs, prophets and apostles of the scriptures. We
soon make a companion of a favorite author. The diligent student of God's
word soon becomes an associate of the great men of oldentimes. What-
ever may be his profession or employment, he will feel the beneficial in.

v
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fluence of such society. Ewven in the present life he will prove the value
of God's word ; but how much more when earth and life have lost their
happiness and joys, and we are about to enter the spirit world—a world,
to us entirely unknown, a world of doubt, of gloom, of pitchy darkness,
even though surrounded by all the light of literature and science ; but
with the lamp of heaven in our hands and a heartfelt consciousness of
acting in conformity with its sacred teachings—a glorious land of rest
where * sickness and sorrow, pain and death, are felt and feared no
more.” W. W. E

Bear tirnr. Extracr.—The Redeemer’s birth was mean on earth
helow ; but it was celebrated with hallelujahs by the heavenly hostin
the air above. He had a poor lodging; but a star lighted visitants to #
from distant countries. Never prince had such visitants conducted. He
had not the magnificent equipage that other kings have, but he was at.
tendad with multitudes of patients seeking and obtaining healing of soul
and body. That was more true greatness than if he had been attended
with crowds of princes. He made the dumb that attended him sing his
praises, and the lame to leap for joy——the deaf to hear his wonder, and
the blind to see his glory. He had no guard of soldiers, or maguificent
retinue of servants; but as the centurion, that hath both, ac knowledged,
health and sickness, life and death, and all earthly power obeyed him;
and death and the grave durst not refuse to deliver up their pray, when
he demanded it. He did not walk upon tapestry ; but when he walked
on the sea, the waters supported him. All parts of the creation, except
sinful man, honored him as their Creator. He kept no treasure ; but
when he had occasion for money, the sea sent it to him in the mouth of
a fish. He had no barns or cornfields; but when he was inclined to
make & feast, a few loaves covered a sufficien. table for many thousands.
None of all the monarchs of the world ever gave such enterlainment,

By these, and many such things, the Rede2mer’s glory shone through
his meanness (humiliation) in the several parts of life, Nor was it wholly
clouded at his death. e had not, indeed, that funtansic equipage of
sorrow that other great persons have on such occasions; but the frame
of nature solemnized the death of its Auther—heaven and earth were
mourners—the sun was clad in black ; and if the inhabitantsof the earth
wera unmoved, the earth itself trembled under the awful load. 'There
were few to render the Jewish compliment of rending their garments;
but the rocks were notso insensible—they rent their bowels. He had not
a grave of his own, but other men’s graves opened to him. Death and
the grave might be proud of such a tenant in their territories; but he
same not there as a subjent, but as an invader, a conqueror. It was
then the king of terrors lost his sting, and on the third day the Prince of
Life triumphed over him, spoiling death and the grave.— Chris. Cit.

Tue Sea.—To what a degree of calmness and repose that element
can descend, which bears the three-decker without feeling its weight,
which can gnaw away whole leagues, wear down hills, split rocks, and
-hatter mountains by the shock of its roaring billows! Nothing is so

" gentle as that which is powerful.— Lamartine.
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REVIEW

Of a * Dissertation on the Nature and Administration of Baptism.
Puct [ By the Rev. Wy, Sommervinne, A. M., ‘Horlon," Nova
Scotia.

$
A very rarticulur friend of ours in Nova Beotia, who, not without good
reason perhaps, estimates highly the learning and talents of Mr. Sommer-
ville, handed us, some time since, a pamphlet of 57 pages with the above
wle. Ho thought there were facis and arguments in favor of
sprinklipg and pouring, and against immersion, as the meaning of baptize
aad baptism, which the Baptists have not, to his knowledge, answered ; and
he thought they were worthy a careful examinauon. Were it not for
this opinion expressed, it is not probable that a review, by us, would ever
have been attempted—at least in this publication. Indeed 1t 1s doubtful
whether we should have ever read the pamphlet, were it not for the spe-
cial request of our fiiend : so many books and pamphlets 1n defence
of sprinkling, or as apologies for it as one of the * modes™ of baptism,
had come under our observation, we were of the opinion that the subject
had been exhausted ; and for this reason we thought tme lost n thew
reperusal.  But Mr. 8. strikes out 2 new path! He alike opposes the
wsual course of immersers and sprinklers 1 their reasomings on thig
question. That the action to be performed in obeying a positive 1nsti-
ntion should be ascertained by the meaning of the word by which it 1s
designated, is in his estimation most absurd!! As neuher the manner
of observing the Passover, nor the Lord’s Supper, can be deterrmned by
the meaning of these words, so neither can we learn what action 1s to
be performed in obedience to thegcommand, * be bapuzed every one of
you in the name of the Lord,” by the meaning of the word bapuize!
Hear his own words, “In regard to neither [Passover or Lord’s Supper]
shall we find reason to believe the distinctive name appropruated to 1t,
intended or adapted to »fford the information necessary to its due obser-
vance according to appointment.”™® This is the cream of the pamphlet.
He blames his brother sprinklers for agreeing with the unmersers that
baptism can be learned by the meaning of the word baptize. His wordsare
“According to the line of argument adopted by Anabapusts 1a general,
the determination of the mode must turn upon the ongnal, and (what 13
assumed, not very accurately, to be identical,) the proper sigmfication of the
term baptize or baptism. Tle advocates of the riteof pouring or sprink-
ling, which [the Anabaptists] deny to be baptismal, have, to a considerable
extent, acquiesced with them in this.”t He stands almost alone 111 lus posi-
tion, but instead of being fearful of his task, he engages in it like 2 man con-
scious of his strength and the goodness of his cause. His style, tone, and
manner, seem tosay ‘immersers you are wrong, you have never been
baptized-—though a small quantity of water, either poured or sprinkled
, Upon you, wauld have been baptism, yeta complete submetsion is emble-
‘matical of a curse rather than a blessing, and therefore you are unbap-
‘tized ; and you sprinklers, you have mistaken the best manner of handling
the question—you never should have admitted that the meaning of the
only word expressive of an ordinance should be sought 10 order to ascer-

" Page 6. t Page 3.
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tain the manner of atiending to t—the Anabapusts have gawed an ad.
vaniage by this adinwsion—the design of o pusiuve iusuluuun must de.
termine the manner in which it should be obeyed.™ If we correcty
understand Mr. 8%. positions aud arguinents, tius is the sum.  But the
two mambillars of hissystem, we will give in lus own words .

“In the New Teswa ncut,n which alone the word bapuze and bapusm
oceurs, it is snaccompunied by any explavatory delails bearing upon thio
mode in which baptisu. is to be admumstered. The speal.ers, whose
words are recorded by tue inspired wniters, evidently prucecd upon the
assumption, that those who heard them, so fully understood what 1deas
were iniended to be communicaied by the word in question, that any ex-
planation or parlicular description of the mode of admimstering the or
dinance indicated by the term baptism, would be superfluous. And the
inspired writers also obviously take for granted the intelligibility of theur
phruscology when speaking of the dispeusation of that urdinance. * And
were baptized of him in Jordan.! * Teach nll nauons, baptizing them.'
* Why baptizest thou them.’ In fact throuzghout the New Testament, for
vur hnowledge of what constitutes bapusm as a divinely instituted rite, if
we except in Wental allusions not primardy iniended to cast light upon the
present enc .iry, we are ta look to the word in its naked individuality.” #

We qu..e his language to the end of a paragrapl, that the reader may
have the sentiment which we intend examining, enure. His first pillar
then is that baptism * is unaccompanied by any erplanatory details bear-
ing upon the mode in which it is to be admnimstered™—* we aie to look
tu the word in its naked individuality,” provided we confine ourselves to
the New Testament in our examinauuns! The second pillar of hs
temple of the sprinkling and pouring modes of baptism leans for support
upon the first. Itis that * Bapusm is not an ordinance peculiar to the
New Testament times. It is o diwinely instituted rite of the former
dispensation” .

Though tliese positions could possibly be sustained, we think there
would yet be & great work to perfunn to prove that baplize means t
sprinkle , but as this 1s the assumed ground, and one to n some respects
differing frum all his brother Presbyterians, who declare that they believe
that baptisni is an ordinance of the New Testament, we will place thess
assertious in conirast with the word o God, andleave the reader to draw
his ewn conclusions.

1. Is it a fact then, that there is nothing accompanying the word baplo,
baptizo, &ec. to distinguish it from ruino (sprinkle), cheo (pour)? Are
these wuids used interchangeably in the Old or New Testament Scrip-
wres? ‘Tle general reader would come to this conclusivn by reading
Mr. 8%, pamphlet! Indeed, if we undersiand Ium, Lie mahes the pouring
and sprivkling of the law of Moses baptism, perpetunted under the chris-
tian dispensation. Iu reply to Mr. S's. assertion that baptista is unac-
companied by any tlung 10nake definite the action meant by the word,
wewould remark that the words dapto, baptize, &c. are elways * accom-
panied” by a different class of prepositions from those which invariably
accompany raino, cheo, &c. * We shali illusirate this by taking raino,
and its compeunds, peri, raino, and epi together, bapto and baptizo,

“Page 3 and 4.
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with en and eis, as they are found in common usage. [ assort, then,
that for some reason raino and epi agreo together, baptizo and en also
agree together.  But raino and en, or baptizo, and epi, so perfectly dis-
agree, as never to be found construed in amity in any Greek author, sa-
cred or profane. For exaiaple; sprinkle the blood upon him—peri-raino
cpi  Lev xiv. 7. Sprinkle upon the house—peri-ranei epiteen oikian.
Lev xiv. 51. He shall sprinkle it upon the mercy seat—ranei epi Nl
asterion. Lev. xvi. 14, | will sprinkle upon you clean water—raina
epi humas katharon hudoor. Eze. xxxvi. 25.  In construction, then,
with the person upon whom water is sprinkled, the verb raino is followed
by epi ; never by en or eis. A sprinkles water, blood, oil, dust, or ashes,
upor B.; but neversprinkles B. in blood, oil, dust &c. . whercas baptizo
insuch cases is followed by en or eis, never by epi. 1. immerses B.
oot upon, or wilk, but in water. This is a most convincing fact, that
baptize occuring eighty times in the New Testament, 1s never construed
¢pi nor raino with en or eis. Baptizo is frequently construed with en
or eis ; and raino with epi; but they never interchange their particles.
A shadow does not more naturally accompany an object standing in the
suashine, in this latitude, than does epi accompany raino and en daptizo,
in the cases described.

“ All this is equally true ir the case of cheo, to pour. The object on
which water or any thing is poured, is designated by eps, never by en.
Thething poured or sprinkled always fullows the verb tv pour or sprinkle .
the person is always preceded by upon. Neither of these facts ever oc-
cur in the case of Japtizo. Inthat case the person always follows the
verh; and the material in which the action is performed, is always pre-
ceded by en, expresscd or understood. Hence the uniform construction
is, ‘1 immerse B. in waler ; in the other case the construction js ¢ [
pour or sprinkle water upon B.” Not more clearly different are these
two constructions in English than they are in Greek. Indeed the object
immersed is nerer governed by a preposition, the object sprinkled is al-
tays governed by a preposition. The actions, then, in the original are
just as distinct asthe words baptizo, cheo, raino, and their respective con-
structions.  Now as daptizo has frequently both en or eis construed with
the liquid or material used in the ordinance, and raino and cheo never;
follows it not that these prepcsitions demonstrate a meaning in these
words wholly incompatible with each other, so far as action is con-
cerned ?

“It is as impossible either to pour or sprinkle a man irto or in a river,
88 it is to immerse him upon it, or to immerse water upon him. Itis,
therefore, offering the grossest violence to all the laws of congruous
construction to attempt to translate laptizo by sprinkle, pour, or ﬂmr‘ify,
or raino and cheo by immerse, plunge, or overwhelm. The best lexicu-
grap'}'y, both of the principal and their usual retinue of particles and
orermstances, peremptonily forbidssucli liberties.™  And yet with these
facts before him, proved and illustrated by Old and New Testament
authority, Mr S. most emphatically asseris that “it is unaccompanied
by any explanatory details bearing ‘upon the mode in which baptisin 18
'o he administered.”  We are lefl tv look upun the word in its naked
ndividuality.”
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2. Tha disciples of Christ were addressed as having been ¢ duried”
with Christ—* planted in the likeness of hisdeath.” These expressions
cannot possibly be used in reference to spnukling ar pouring, This pomnt
has been so often agitated that it cannot now be necessary 10 go over it
again! Dec not these expressions—'¢ accompanying” baptisro have a
‘“ bearing upan the made ?*’

Let any common sense English scholar read the various New Testa.
moent accounts of the Saviour’s baptism ** in Jordan"—lus ** going down
into the water,” and coming up therefrom—John’s baptizing where there
was ‘“ much water”—the people always repairing to the water instead of
bringing the water to themn—the detailed account wiich we have of the
Eunuch’s baptism : let him we say be familiar with these facts, and then
hear Mr. 8. say baptism * is unaccompanied by any explanatory details
bearing on the mode,” and would he rot be in doult whether a first rate
education and the study af theology were notinjurious rather than-bene-
ficial inthe study of God’s word ? Indeed we are not at all surprised
that the unlearned of those whom Mr. 8. pleases to call Anabaptists—
in his own graphic style— with a smile of consclous superiority, or the
scornful glance due to wilful ignorance or obstinate impiety, nse m
triumph over sanctified (1) talent and education, adorned with the fruits
of practical piety, when found in opposition, holding aloft in their pervous
grasp, & flag inscribed thus—* e WENT DoWN INTO 'THE WATER AND
€AME UP ouT of THE WATER.’” This one fact is a sufficient refutation
of his first position that baptism * is unaccompanied by any explanatory
details bearing upon the mode.”

3. Because the words Passover and Lord’s Supper do not, in his es-
timation, convey any definite tdea of the manner of attending to these
institutions—nh- therefore argues that we must laok to some other source
than the meaning of the word baptism for the * mode™ of observing 1t!
The cases are not exactly paraliel. The words Passover and Lord’s
Supper are translations—literal versions of their origipal. It is not so
with baptism. What is its English representative? Mr. S. will not
venture to render it by pour or sprinkle, we should judge, by his avoiding
entirely the discussion of the literal meaniog of the word under consi-
deration. By the way this is a curious feature of s pamphlei—the
production of a man of finished educasion, and so confident of his abi-
lities as Mr. S. [t is true his whole book is to oppose immersion as
christian baptism, but this he does by endeavoring to prove that as
sprinkling and pouring were to convey blessings, and as baptism is the
- washing of regeneration,” it certainly must be a pouring or a sprink-
ling ; and this appears to him fully confirmed when he considers thatall
Old Testament immersions were judgments rather than blessings! We
shall notice this argument in the sequel. To return.

Are notall the circumstances connected with the Saviour’s baptism and
also that of the Eundch as fully and minutely detailed as the observauce
of the Lord’s Supper. The parties came ¢ to Jordan”—to * much wa-
ter"—to a ** certain water”—* they went down into it;" they were bap-
tized ; they then came up * from>™—* out of * it—are facts as plainly,
as circumstantially related, as Paul’s account of the obsersance of ths.
Lord’s Supper.
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The assertion then of Mr. Sommerville that * it has been admitted that
the New Testament supplics not one sentence of direct information upon
the subject,””® is most astonishing! Who has udmitted this?> Who can
admit it! Surely not we with the facts before us already submitted !
The expreSsion is a most singular one. Who could admit that the New
Testament is destitute of ** direct information” of the meaning of the
word baptize! As soon would we turn our attention 1o the law of Mo-
ses for mformation in relation to the character, mission, death ond re-
surrection of the Messiah, as to the sprinklings of oil, blood, and water,
of the Mosaic dispensation for the meaning of christian baptism.

4. We have at present but one other exclamation to record in relation
1o this singular effort in support of aspersion and affusion. The author
admuts that the expression of the Saviour * except a man be born of water
and spint he cannot enter into the kingdom of God,” 1elates to bap-
tism.  He does more ; he introduces that passage among others 1o prove
that baptism was ‘* enjoined in every case” for * purification” * cleans-
ing,”" “sanctifiration,” &c. Now, it is admitted, that the expressions
“born of the spirit,” ¢ begotten of God”’— born of water,” and the like,
are figurative. Things known are used as similitudes to teach us the
doctrine of the Lord. What kind of symbol sprinkling a few drops
of water, or pouring a handful, upon the head or face of an infant or an
adult can be of a birth, is teyond our conception! If John iii. 5, refers
to baptismn—and we believe it does—it demonstrates to our mind that i
was immersion to which the Saviour referred when he said, except a
man be born of water, &c. Being buried with Christ in immersion—in
the likeness of his burial in the tomb: as Christ’s coming forth from the
tomb was called a birth—he was the first born from the dead—so the
sinner, by faith and repentance, cut off from his former sinful life, is dead
toit, and then buried in water into the name of the Father, the Son, and
the Holy Spirit—he comes forth to walk in newness of life—he is born
into the church of God—filled with the Spirit ; having before his immer-
sion been begotten by the Holy Spirit’s seed—the word of God. Of
him it may truly be said, he is born of incorruptible seed, the word of
God—~born of Water and Spirit!

However ingeniously, Mr. S. may manage the question of the figura-
tive benefits of sprinkling and pouring, and the symbolic and real judg-
ments of immersion ; if the admission that baptism is * for remission of
sis”—that it is the “washing of regeneration”—the * being born of
water’—and necessary 10 constitute infants and adults members of the
visible family of God, is not fatal to infant church membership, and the
spunkling and pouring modes of baptist, | know not what would be
fatal to a cause. Here we must pause for the present; but we are not
done with the pamphlet yet.

P.S. We have penned the above amidst numerous inturruptions,.
and only o few lices at 2 time. Our readers must pardonits desultory-
choracter and style. We did purpese completing our remarks, in one.
number, but we have not time. Qur remarks will be resumed, the Lord:
willing, in our next. W. We E.

* Pszo 8.
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«IVE UP THE BIBLE,
BY A. D. F. RANDOLPH.

Give up the Bible ' Shall we mrke a sacrifice like this ?

thall we forsake our eartily stay, our guide to heavenly bliss? ,
And plack from Life's buwildenng maze, where we bat wanderers ara,
The bght that on our pathway shines—a never fading star?

Give up the Bible ! Muast we yield 1o every.inan the right
To place hiinself between our gaze and heaven's eternal Light 1
‘To wrest from us the gift of God, our blessing and our guide,
For which the just i every age have nobly bled and died ?

Give up the Bible! Hark! There comes a voice from every age,

And thuoder tones are breaking now from peasant and from sage :

They bid as bind 1t to our hearts, and keep 1t as they kept,

F'en thoagh the storm be ficicer now than those which round them swept

Guve up the Bible! Can we yield our staff of pilgrimage—
‘Che truths that in God's living light beam on its every page—
‘The records of 2 Saviour's death—the lessons which he gave--
The only light that poins the way to hfe beyond the grave?

Give up the Bibie! Force from us whatever rights you may,
Bring desolation onn our hunes, and take the loved away—
Bring woe for joy--rend tender ties—and scatter death abroad,
But leave us m our wretchedness the sacred word of God!

Give up the Bible! God ferbid that we should recreant prove
‘T'o all the sterling deeds of thuse whose memeries we love;
‘They kept the Bible, and shall we be faithless to our trust,
And give our heritage away upon our iathers' dust!

Grve up the Bible! NO! And now we send abroad the cry;
‘The Bible! By its tr.ths we live, and for them we will die!

We hold it now, and we woald tread tle paths the just hase trod,
Nor sacrifice, to man on earth. the Oracles of God!

PREDESTINATION AND ProvIDENCE.—~The expressiou of this Turk (the
Bey of Negropont and Athens) had that character which I have recog-
nized inall the Mussulman countenances which I have had occasion to
see in Syria and Turkey—nobieness, mildness, and that calm and serene
resiznation which these men derive from the doctrine of predestination,
and which true christians acquire from faith in Providence. Thereis
here the same adoration of the divine will ; but the one is pushed to ab-
surdity and error, while the other is the sad and true avowal of that uni-
versal and merciful wisdom which presides over the destiny of all that
it has designed to create. If an opinion, held from conviction, could be
considered a virtue, fatalism, or rather providentism, would be mine!
1 believe in the ever-acling, and ever present energy, of the will of God
—it is the evil in us thatalone opposes this divine will in always producing
good! Whenever destiny is changed, or injured, or perverted, if we
consider well, we shall always recognize that it is through a will of our
ows, & human will, that it 1s 10 say, a corrupt and perverse one; if we
would allow the only ever good will to act, we should be always good
and always happy ourselves !—evil would not exist! Those dogmas of
the Koran are but the Christian doctrine modified, but that modification
has not been able to degenerate them. That worship of theirs is full of
virtues, and [ love this people, because they are a people of prayer!—
Lamartine.
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CAMPBELL AND OWEN’'S DEBATE.

Wz have frequent orders for this work. It is out of print. There
have been no copies on sale for ten years. If brother Campbell or soms
ote capable would collect all the facts (?) and arguments of Mr. Owen,
and the cream of brother Campbell’s replies, and his noble defence of
christianity, and publish them in a neat cheap volume, they would at the
present time do the world a real service. One of our atientive readers
lias suggested this thought to us, and it fully accords with my judgment
in the ¢ase. The work now is too large, and there is much chaff in it ;
but there is much real thought—some of the finest paragraphs for fact,
argument, illustration end style in the English language. Take the fol-
lowing from the Appendix, written by brother Cumpbell, in which he
sums up Mr. Owen’s system of sceplicism. - W. W. B.

ROBERT OWEN'S SOCIALISM.
BY A. CAMPBELL.

Froxt the whole scope of Mr. Owen’s discussion, and most unequivo-
cally from his appendix, it appears that his whole scheme of things 1s
predicated upon one fundamental position. ‘This position is: that MaN 1s
NOT 4 FREE AGENT. That 70 man forms his own character, but that every
man’s character is formed for him, is one of his consequences from this
position. Another is : That merit and demerit, praise and blame, re.
ward aud punishment, belong not to man, nor, in truth, to any being in
the universe. Such is .he so+l or life of his whole system.

.He declaimed much against metaphysics in his speeches and in his
writings—But I now make my appeal to the learned world, and ask:
Is there in the whole science of metaphysics more abstruse speculations
or questions than those constituting and proceeding from the above po-
sitions? If there be such a thing as the quintessence of metaphysics—
Lsay, it is the question about free agency in all its sublimated ramifi-
cations—But this only by the way.

Men of the most gigantic talents have fatigued themselves in writing
octavos, quartos, and folios, upon the doctrines of liberty and necessity

., —From the learned folio of Peter Sterry, down to the unanswerable
octavo of President Edwards, there has been written a waggon load ot
learned lumber on this very question. Before a popular assembly, and
to the great majority of readers, the plan of reductio ad absurdum ap-
pears to us the shortest way of settling these wordy disputes ; and, there-
fore, we generally preferred this argument while on the stage of dis-
cussion, whenever Mr. Owen presented these metaphysical dogmas..
That there is no moral differenceon Mr. Owen’s hypothesis between the
actions of a machine and those of King Solomon, Sir Isaac Newton,and
the Apostle Paul ; that a man, a fish, an oyster, a tree, a waich, are equally
voluntary agents, alike praiseworthy, alike blameworthy, virtuous, vici-
ous, good, or evil, was repeatedly shown during the discussion. The
tree that cools us with its shade, that refreshes us with its fruit, and that
kills us by its fall, is neither praiseworthy nor blamewoithy. So the
fatricide, the matricide, the homicide, and the philanthropic, the affec-
tionate, kind and benevolent son, dnughter, brother, neighbor, are alike
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praiseworthy, alike blameworthy—in truth, neither to be praised nor
blamed atall. Al the feeling which Mr. Owen professes to have for
such evil doers, is pity—he may pity the cluld that kills tus father, as
he pities the widow which the wickedness of a son has made. He p-
ties, too, the roligions man as a deluded being—and, indeed, I cannot
sce why he may not equally pity every thing that exists, and be as much
grieved for the virtues as the vices of men—I think his metaphysics
which place the idiot, the madman, the philusopher, and the sage, upon
the same fooling with each othier, and with all things animal, vegetable,
and mineral, excludes pity altogether, and divests man of all feelngs as
well asof all free agency.

Whenever the idea of merit and demerit is exiled from earth, the idea
of pity must follow it. No body pities a tree because the wind has tora
& branch from it. No body pities the lion who kills hiizself m pur.
suit of a lamb, nor the hawk that breaks iis bead in the pursuit of a
chicken. We pity suffering innocence—but take away the 1dea of -
nocence, aud we destroy all pity. Destroy merit and dement, and we
have no use for the word énnocence ; and then we can have no suffering
innocence, and so no pity.

But the idea of a philanthropist is just as madmissible upon Mr. Owen’s
principles as that of praise or blame. Now, Mr. Owen professes to he
a philanthropist, that is, a lover of men. But 1s love a reasonable or an
unreasonable thing ?  If reasonable, Mr. .Owen cannot, upon his own
principles, be wuly a philanthropist. For what reason con induce him
to spend his days in benefitticg men more than crows or squirrels, more
than in cultivating kellebore or hemlock 2 A lump of animated matter,
of vegetable matier, whetherin the form of a bibed, a quadruped, or a
tulip, is matter suil, and as necessary in its figure, properties, and powers
as it is in being material. There is nothing in man, upon his prineiples,
amiable more than in a goose. The goose which furpishes this quill, and
on whose coat I slept last night, and on whose carcase I feasted last
Christmas, was a benefactor of man, and a philanthropist, upon M.
Owen’s theory, as worthy of praise us himself, because as reasonable
and as unreasonable. If the size, figure, and animal qualtties of man,
prompt Mr. Owen to be a philanthropist, he ought for as good reasons,
to devote his life to the care of horses and elephants. If longevity, an erect
position, and a peculiar organization, make man worthy of so much love
from him, the goose whotves longer, the tree which grows taller, and
the crocodile which is as curiously organized as man, equally merit his
labors of love. To say that he isa philanthropist because he belongs to
the race of men, is to place philanthropy upon the same foundation with
those animal affections which pervade most species of quadrupeds and
bipeds for their own. This is an unreasonable philanthropy and un-
worthy of the name. There cannot be a philosophic phitanthropist upon
any principle which divests man of merit and demerit, of praise and
blame, of reward and punishment ; upon any principle which excludes
from the human miud the idea of a God aund a future state. Men who
deny thuse may call themselves phslanthropists, they may labor for the
good of men, but they are no more, philanthropists than the bee which
makys honey, nor the. sheep who yiolds its. feece. They do not bestow
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their labors nor their conts on man through a love for him. Other mo-
tives prompt their actions. So Mr. Owen may spend time, money, and
personal toils, on what appear to be his philanthropic objects; but these
may be demonstrated to proceed from vanity, by a much more con-
vincing logic than can be employed to show that they proceed from the
love of mau, properly so called,

For my part, if I were compelled to give up the doctiine of immor-
tality, or could he induced to think that man differs from other animals,
merely so far as he differs from them in the organization of one hundred
and fitty pounds of matter, I would think it just as reasonable and philo-
sophic that I should spend my lite in raising and teaching dogs and horses,
and improving their circumstancen.

The materialist, or philesophic necessarian, who says that the earth
is an immense prison, and the laws of neture so many jailors, and all
mankind prisoners bound in chaipg which eannot be dissolved; or, to
speak without a figure, who says that the actions of all men are as una-
voidable as the ebbing and flowing of the sea, or the waxing and waning
of the moon, can never rationally be a reformer. For what could he re.
form! He could not pretend to reform aature, nor any of its laws.
On Mr, Owen’s principles the present state of the world is perfectly na-
tral and unavoidable. Nature in the regular operation of cause and
effect has issued 1n his trinity of evils—Religion, matvimony and private
property. Now if nature has gone wrong, and man without free agency
has landed in religion, matrimoay, and private property, how unphilo-
sophic is the philosopher of eircumstarces, who would preach up the ne-
cessity of a change in society when he cannot change necessity ! !

Itisa climax in the eloquence of absurdity which Mr. Owen is aspir-
ing after. He preaches that all things are just as they must be. The
uncontrolable laws of nature have issued in the present system of things;
and yet ho would have us to make things what they ought not to be ; that
is,he would have us to abolish religion, matrimeny,and private property,
which his own eternat and unchnnging laws of nature, in their necessary
and uncontrolable operations have originated and established. On Mr.
Owen’s theory all things are natural and unavoidable. It is mother na-
ture working by her own laws, and yet he would make us all matri-
cides!!! If Mr. Owen is not stranded here, there is not a shoal in the
universe.

From all eternity, according to Mr. Owen’s scheme, the purticles of
matter huve been in incessant agitation, working themselves up into ten
thonsand times ten thousand forms. A few of them at one time produced
a Nimroed, a Pharaoh, a Moses, a Cyras, a Nebuchadnezzer, an Alex-
ander, a Julius Casar, a Bonaparte, a Paul, a Robert Owen, and a few
such manufacturers of human character. Not one of them could help
heing born, nor being such characters, nor producing such effects on so-
ciety.  Blind and Ommipotent Nature cast them forth as she doesso much
lava from the crater of a volcano.  She tied thom fast in adamantine
chains of inexorable fate, and gave them no more liberty to aet than the
Peak of Teneriffe has to emigrate 10 New Harmony. Yet strange, sur-
passing strangre, as it is, this singular pieee of animated matter called
Robert Owen, which required old Nature m her laboratory six thousand
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years 1o produce, would now teach us to rebel and become seditiows
ugainst the queen of fate ; and would have us claim and take the liberty
fiom nature of forming human beings to our own mind, and of changing
he powers of nature ; in fact, of binding her fust in her own cords, so
that we shall abolish religion, matrimony, and private property ; pul the
Old Queen Nature into jail at New Harmony, and never let her out upon
a parole of honor, aslong as grass grows and water runs.

Mr. Owen is, without knowing it, or intending it, the greatest advocate
of free agency 1 have ever known ; for he would have the present gene-
ration to udopt such arrangements and so to new modify the circumstan.
ces that surround them, as to preveat the goddess Nature from having it
in her power ever to make another religious animal, another wedding,
or to use the words mine or thine. And yetthe chorus of his new music
is, that we have no more liberty to act than Gibraltar has to perch itself
upon the cupola of the State House of Ohio. Such a philosopher is my
good natured friend Robert Owen.

CONFESSIONS OF AN INFIDEL.

Tug Confessions of Rousseau, as to his own character, are well
known. A more base and presumptuos profligate, on his own showixug,
perhaps never existed. The following is a confession of a very different
nature. In it he not only draws outa strong argument in behalf of the
Divine character and mission of Christ, but condemns and exposes his
brother infidels by eulogizing these Sacred Writings on whick they heap
avery term of contempt and reproach. He 1s at least as good a judge of
writers and wrilings as Paine. It may seem strangze how one who could
express himself in the following just and beautiful words, should still
have remained an infidel; until we remember that the true seat of infi-
delity is the keart, not the head ; and that Rousseau felt the power of
Rochester’s strongest objection to the Bible, ¢ a bad life.”

“ [ will confess to you,” says he, *“ that the majesty of the Scriptures
strikes me with admiration, as the purity of the gospel hath its influence
on my heart. Peruse the works of our philosophers, with all their pomp
of diction ; how mean, how contemptible are they, compared with the
Scriptures! Is it possible that a book, at once so simple and sublime,
should be merely the work of man? Is it possible that the Sacred Pe:-
sonage whose history it contains, should be himself a mere man? Do
we find that he assumed the tone of an enthusiast or ambitious sectary ?
What sweetness, what purity in his manner! What an affecting grace-
filoess ia his delivery ? What profound wisdom in his discourses!
What presence of mind in his replies! How great the command over
his passions! Where is the man, where the philosopher, who could so
live and so die, without weakness, and without ostentation? When
Plato described his imaginary good man, loaded with all the shame of
guilt, yet meriting the highest rewards of virtue, he describes exactly the
character of Jesus Christ : the resemblance was so striking, that all the
Christian fathers perceived it.

“ What prepossession, what blindness must it be, to compare Socrates,
the son of Sophroniscus, to Jesus, the son of Mary? What an infinite
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disproportion there is between them ?  Socrates dying without pain or
ignuminy, easily supported lus character to the last; and if his death,
however easy, had not crowned his hfe, it might have been doubted w he-
ther Socrates, with all his wisdom, was any thing more than a vain so-
phist. He invented, it1s said, the theory of morals, Others, however,
had before putithem in practice: he had only to say therefore what they
had done, ond to reduce their exampie to precepts. Aristides had heen
just, before Socrates defined jusuice: Leomdas had given up his hfe for
his country, before Socrates had declared patriouism to be a duty : the
Spartans were a sober people before Socrates recommended sobriety :
before he had ever defined virtue, Greece abounded in virtuous men.
But where could Jesus learn, among his compettors, that pure and sub-
lime morality, of which he only hath given us both precept and example.
The greatest wisdom was made known among the most bigoted fanati-
cism, and the simplicity of the most heroic virtues did honor to the vilest
people upon earth. The death of Socrates, peaceably pbilosophizing
with his friends, appears the most agreeable that could be wished for ;
that of Jesus, expiring in the midst of agonizing pains, abused, insulted,
and accused by a whole nation, is the most horrible that could be feared.
Socrawes, in receiving the cup of poison, blessed wndeed the weeping ex-
ecutioner who admimistered it; but Jesus, in the midst of excruciating
tortures, prayed for his merciless tormentors.  Yes, if the life and death
of Socrates were those of a sage, the life and death of Jesus are those of
a God, Shall we suppose the evangelic history a mere fiction? In.
deed, my friend, it bears not the mark of ficiion ; on the contrary, the
history of Socrates, which nobody presumes to doubt, is not so well at-
tested as that of Jesus Chirist. Such a supposition, in fact, only shifts
the difficuliy, witkout obviating it 5 it 1s more inconceivable thata num-
ber of persons should agree to write such a history, than that only one
should furnish the subject of it. The Jewish authors were incapable of
the diction, and strangers to the morality contained in the gospel, the
marks of whose truth are so striking and inimimble, that the inventor
would be a more astonishing character than the hero.”

RELIGIOUS MAXIMS.

XIX.

It isan excellent saying of the celebrated Fenelon, -* It is only im-
perfection that complains of what is imperfect.” It would be well
for those who aim at cliristian perfection to remember this.  Surrounded
by those who constantly exhibit defects of character and conduet, if we
yield to a complaining and impatieat spirit, we shall mar our own peace,
without having the sausfaction of benefitting others.  When the mind 18
in a right position, absorbzd in God and truly dead to the world, it will
not be troubled by these things. Or, if it be otherwise, and we are in
fact afflicted, it will Le for otliers, and not for ourselves,and we shall be
more disposed to pity than complain—Uphkam.

XX.

No man ever arives a¢ christian perfection, noman ever can arive at

thatennobling state  ho walks by sight rather than by faith, of whom 1t
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cannot be said, as of the father of the faithful, * he went out, not know.
ing whither ke went " Perhaps we may say, it is the highest attainment
of the soul, (cerrainly it is the foundation of the highest or perfect stato
m all other christinh attainments,) that of entire and unwavering confi-
dence in God. O God, we are thine; forever thine. We will not let
thee go, until thou bless ys. And when thou dost bless us, still we will
not let thee go. For without thee, even blessing would be turned into
cursing. Therefore will we ever trast in thee.—1Ibid.
XXI

Always make it a rule todo every lhing, which itis proper anda duty
to do, in the best manner and to the best of your alility. An imperfect
execution of a thing, wher: we might have doue better, ic not only un-
profitable, but it is a vicious execution ; or, in other words 1s morally
wrong  He who aims at perfection in great things, but is willing to be
imperfect in little things, will find himself essentially an imperfect man.
The perfection of the greater will be no compensation, no excuse, for the
imperfection of the less. Such a person wants the essential principle of
universal obedience. Consider well, therefore, what God in hus provi-
dence would have you perform ; and if you feel the spirit of those direc-
tions, which require us to do all things unto God rather than unto men,
you will not do them with a false heart or a feeble hand. And thusin
small things, as well as in great, in those which are unseen as well as
those which attract notice, it shall be said of you, * Well done good
and faithful servant I”—Ibid.

« Notaing 1x 4 Naue.”—We heard, not long since, quite an amusing
anecdote about names. Qur sectarian friends, who weur thenm, affirm
that there is “ nothing in a name.”” The case before us was a practical
illustration of the affirmation.

A few years since there was a #nion meeting some where up in the
State of Missouri. The different popular religious parties united toge-
ther, and had a great meeting. On the third day one of the ablest and
prominent preachers was put up to preach on the subject of Christian
Union.  He expatiated most eloquently upon the subject ; of the vty
and possibility of it ; said that Jesus had prayed for it, and it was prac-
ticable. He cited the case of his audience in proof of its practicability.
It was true, he said, that they were known by different names, as Me-
thodist, Baptist, Presbyteriar, &c., but he continned, * there’s nothing
in a name,” that they would not be asked, when they got home to hea-
ven, what they were here, &c. Upon this the audience raised a loud
shout, * Glary to God,” when an old sister, sitting fronting the stand,
cried out, ¢ Glory to King Beerzesue!!!” Upon this ono of the
preachers left the stand, and weat round to her, and said, ¢ Why, sister,
that is the Devil I “ Norming in names—Glory o King Beelzebub,”
was the reply. She continued shouting, and was finally carried off,
shouting, ¢ nothing in names —Glory to King Beelzebab,” It operated
as a complete damper on the audience, and had like to have broken up
the meeting! It was a practical illustration of the affirmation of the
preacher, add showed that there is * something in“v}‘name.”-—- Witness

. of Truth.



