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CONDUCTED BY W. W. EATON.

Thou art the Christ, the Son of the Living God.—Peter. On this Rock T will build
my Church, and the gates of Hades shali not prevail aga.nst it.— The Lord Me.siah.
e e gt ———————————_tl

REMARKS ON CONTROVERSY.

[FOR THE CHRISTIAN.]

. Janesrown, (Onio), 9th December, 1840,

Dear Brother Eaton—One of the leading objections made to us by the
religionists of the day is, that we are fond of controversy on religious
subjects. They say there is no necessity for such controversies among
Christians, who all believe in the same God, and who read the same
Scriptures. In short they say, “that no good is done by controversy.”
When reminded that the Apostles were great controversialists, disputing

.from day to day, and frown time to time for months, and even years,they

. admut thatit was then necessary, to break down Judaism and Heathenism,
but that all necessity is now removed in this land of Bibles, where all
wear the common name of Christians. They say it is an abomination
for men profussing the same religion to be disputing about doctrines and
practices.

These sayings of theirs drive us away as pestilent fullows, disturbing
the peace and harmony of religion, and disiracting the minds of men,
thereby unsetthing all the doctrines that have been cstablisked in Chris-
tendogn.

Will you permit me to put in a plea for this course of proceeding on
our part. We do not profess lo have learned any new plans of removing
error «nd establishing truth ; we acknowledge Jesus Christ as our pattern
in all things ; and do not aim at making improvements on his precepts
nor examples Letus then turn to the history of his life, and sce how he
combatted religious errors. The historians say there were divers sects,
professing the religiontaught by .4oses 3 in many things they agreed, and
were nominally all of the same religion; but on some points they dife
fered and disputed among themselves,  Jesus was born to this religion,

- being onc of the sous of Abraham, and he was a strict observer of the
religion taaght by Moses and the other Prophets acknowledged by that
Church or people, but his teachings and manners differed from all the
sects professing that religion, in consequence of which he was compelled
to defend his ductnines and practices. I shall nothave roomto give many
examples in this essay, but will turn to (he history, Matthew xxii 23, to
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the end of the chapter. 1st. The Sadducees attack him, having heard
gerhaps that he taught the resurrection of the dead, a doctrine not believed
y that sect, although they acknowledged Moses. Jesushad the affir.
mative andthe Sadducee the negative ; nevertheless the Sadducee opened
the debate, and endeavoured to show that according to the teaching of
Moses the resurrection of the dead was absurd . he used that kind of ar-
gument now known among logicians by the latin phrase of reductio ad
absurdum, which is considered one of the strongest pushes that can be
made at an opponent ; he argued that if Moses was right in allowing a
woman tohave a succession of husbands, that it would create great con-
fusion and difficulty if they were restored to life again—either Moses
was ignorant of the resurrection, or else his law was a bad one. This
closed the argument of the Sadducee. The Saviour then replied, or ra-
ther went about proving the doctrine he preached. He appeals to Moses,
and uses the same kind of argument used by the Sadducee, 1. €. he reduces
his position to an absurdity, ¢ Did you never read what God said to
Moses at the burning bush ? T am the God of Abraham, of Isaac,and of
Jacob.” Now all these men were dead at the time, God spake these
words to Moses, consequently your doctrine teaches, “that God is the
God of the dead.” Besides God made promises to these men, that he
would give them possession of things which they did not receive before
their death, therefore they must be raised from the dead, else God’s
promises must fail. Having silenced his opponent, the debate closed.
. 2dly. He wasattacked by a learned advocate of another sect (a law-
yer) of the Pharisees. The lawyer first proposed a question for discus-
sion, namely, * Which is the first or greatest commandment in the law
of Moses " When this question was answered, the lawyer acknowledged
its correctness. Then the Saviour proposed a question, * What do you
think of the Messiah, whose son should he be ?*>  This question led to a
debate. The Fharisee affirmed that he should be a son of David,and no
doubt thought he was warranted in doing so by the Scriptures. But the
Saviour appealed to David himself, and completely refuted the Pharisee.
Bo thisshort debate ended.

1 have now shown the example set before us by cur Lord combatting
errors, which his opé)onems honestly thought they could sustain &y the
Scriptures, but failed to do so. Their failure, however, did not stop the
propagation of their errors, and no doubt the same cry against religious
debates was then raised by these sects, saying, * these debates do no
good.” This has beenthe plea of error ever since it was introduded into
the world. Error has always shunned light lest it should be exposed,
and if there be any means of infusing light without expelling darkness, I
confess I have never learned how it is done. I hope then I may be ex-
cused when removing error, that truth 1 .ay take its place. One would
be led to suppose from the objections urged against us, that truth and
error had become homogeneous, and would dwell together in harmony.

Affeciionately yours, M. WINANS.

.. - JaxEsTowN, SO'mo), 12th December, 1840.
__ Dear Brother Eaton—Aftermuch disputation about the conversion of
sioners ; some contonding that they are converted by a direct operation
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of the Holy Spirit, others that the word of the Spurit is the only .means
of conversion, and others that the word and spirit operate aimultaneously;
while others contend that the operation is exclusively moral, and others.
that it is physical, and others that it is beth moral and physical. But
suffice it to say, that thisdispute about the how may be continued, ad in.
Seitum, without cffecting a single conversion. It resembles a set of
speculative farmers about the growing of grain: some attributing the
growth to the soil, others to the atmosphere, others to the sun’s rays, and
others to water, &c.; while the practical farmer says to them, * Gens
tlemen, you had better sow or plant the seed, and then culuvate the soil,
and ftrust nature for its growth.”

The great converter of sinners spake on this wise, * The word is the
seed, the world is the field.”” Man is the sower, understanding (or in.
tellect) is the soil, and the product mainly depends upon the good or bad
qualities of the soil. All this diversity of soil in the field must be sceded
however, else there will be no crop, either great or small; so that the
main business of manis to sow clean seed,and trust God for the increase.
All practical men work upon this theory, and expect the crop to be like
the seed. If the seed be the production of man’s wisdom, and is mani.
fested by the flesh—the crop will be corruption. Butif the seed be the
production of Divine wisdom, and is manifested by the Spirit—the crop
will be life everlasting,

From the foregoing theory it will be seen that the seed, the field, and
the soil, are things already furnished. The business of the sower is not
to make the seed, nor the field, nor the soil, but his business is to sow and
cultivate. When this is well done he may expect an increase, but if
this be neglected the field will become a wilderness, and the seed will be
required of the sower by him who furnished it.

Having ascertained the work of God and the work of man in the
eonversion of sinners, lot Us not waste time in speculating upon the ad-
ditions to be made on the part of Gud. He sends rain and refreshing
seasons when and where he pleases, but these rains and seasons make
10 crops where seed has not been sown. Let us then be diligent in
sowing the seed, which is the word or gospel of the Kingdom, and he will
give the increase as in the days of old. .

We have said the seed is the word or _gospel of the Kingdom—which
none will venture to deny, lest they should contradict the Saviour, This
gospel exhibits the love of God to man, in the incarnation, death, burial,
and resurrection of Jesus Christ, and requires of man a conformity tols
precepts and example ; they must believe and obey him, as he believed
2 .d obeyed his Father, or in other words, they must do the works pre-

:ated by Jesus Christ,

These works may be said to consist of two_parts,and are to be wrought
by two classes of men, namely, by sinners and by saints. The formet
are required to believe, repent, and be baptized ; the lauer are required
to do good works, namely, to preach the gospel, to feed the hungry,
clothe the naked, and in every possible way to do good among men, ‘a-
king Jesus for their pattern, who afier his baptism and anointing went
about doing good, enlightening the minds and aileviating the bodies of
men. .
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May the Lord of the harvest send more practicai iabourers into his
field. Affectionately yours, M. WINANS.

P. S. Inmy former essay I tried to show the lawful disputes, and in
this, the unlawful or useless ones. M w,

——

DIALOGUE BETWEEN FAITH AND FEELING.
Janestowx, (Omnie,) 18th January, 1841,

Dear Brother Eaton—It hos been said of us that we found our reli-
gion wholly upon one chapier of the New Teswament, namely, the se-
cond clapier of Acis. This accusation being in part true, Ipurpose, if
it.meet your approbation, 0 put inn a plea for so duing, in the i:orm ofa
dialugue between Feeling and Taith, which, Ihink, will set this matter
right in the minds of your readers.

Feeling. Why do you always refer to the 24 chapter of Acts as the
tule of becoming christians, ang of their practices aftewards?

Faith, Because *“we walk by faith and not by sight,™ nor by feeling.
We therefure go to the beginning place, where the Holy Spirit taught m
all languagcs how aliens were v be made subjects of the spiritual King.
dom, and huw the subjects should conduct theinselves afierwards, which
was fully done in Jerusalem. .

Feeling, Do you think all churches were to be constituted in the
same way, and to be governed by the same rules every where?

Faith., The Aposties were commanded to preach repentance and re-
missiun of sins among all nations, beginning in Jerusalem, and were not
permitted to go from thence unul they were endowed wath power from on
high. And Jerusalem is said to be the Mother of us all. Therefore I
conclude that the Jerusalem Church 1s the pattern of all churches in spiri-
tual affairs, but not in temporal things. .

Feeling. 'Why do you goto the Apostles, and not to Christ himself for
instructions concerning the kingdom of heaven and its requirements

Faith. Because Christ entrusied the affairs of the Kingdom to the
Apostles, to occupy till he come again, and commanded them to cond'u?t
all things in his name, (or by his authority,) saying. Fear not lit-
tle: flock for itis the Father’s good pleasure to give you the Kingdom™—
and again when addressing his heavenly Fatlier, he says, *“ The power
(or authority ) which thou gavest me, 1 have given to them, and the glory
(or power to work miracles,) which thou gavest me I have given to
them, and as thou hast sent me, even so have I'sent hem ; and again speak-
ing 10 the aposties, he says, * Whatsoever you shall bind on earth shall
be bound in heaven, and whatsoever you shail lovse on earth shall be loos-
ed in heaven, and whose soeversins you remit are remwitted, and whos_e $0-
ever sins you retain ate retained.” And besides the apostles claimed
to be ambassadors for Christ, and to act in his stead. These are some
of the reasons why we go to the apostles for instructions

Feeling. But why do-you say the kingdom of heaven wag set up on
Pentecost, mentioned in Acts,2d chapter ? .

. I think the Kingflom was in existence long before that time, and that
Lazarus, and Mary, and Martha, and the thief on the cross, and-all the
disciples, ware in i, ° : T



TRE OURISTIAN. 197

, Faith. You understand the Kingdom differentlyato what w¢ do, and
‘herefore seem to differ with us, but perhaps when I explain we shall
igree.

gQVc understand the Kingdom on the earth to mean the church, over
which Christ's laws extend. ¢ He is head over all things tothe church,
and this church was incorporated, (to use a law phrase) and received all
15 powers from on high and on the day of Pentecost—and not till
then, and-—

Feeling. 'What no church on the earth till Pentecost! !

Faith.  Keep cool, and I will explain this matter. There was indeed
schurch over which Moses presided—but it was not Christ’s body. You
know that Christ’s church was like Adam’s wife, taken out of his body,
auu that it is bone of his bong, and flesh of his flesh, and his Lody was
tot opened long before Pentecost. And you know that Christ's Church
¥as to be built on a certain foundation, namely—* Thou art Jesus tho
Christ, the Son of the living God.”

On this rock will I build my church—said Christ.

And you also know if you have read attentively, that this doctrine
was not preached before Penlecust, because Christ prohibibited his dis-
dples from making it known, consequently the church could not stand

| on this foundation before the foundation was laid. Read Matthew xvi.
‘%, “Then charged he his disciples that they should tell no man that
he was Jesus the Christ ;" and xvii. 9, « And as they came down from
the mountain, Jesus charged them, saying, tell the vision to no man until
the Son of Man be risen again from the dead.,” What Vision ? Why that
you saw me glorified, and saw Moses and Elias talking with me, and
heard God speak from heaven, saying, ¢ This is my beloved Son, hear
ye him®  But to cut the matter short, you know that the resurrection
of Christ could not be preached before it took place, and it is one of the
promineat items of the Gospel.

Feeling. 'Then according to your notion the gospel was not preached
before Pentecost. Christ did not preach his own gospel. This may do
You, but T cannot believeit. Ithink he preached his own gospel, and
spake as never man spake.

Faith. To preach the gospel of Christ with us, meansto preach
Christ himself in his official characters, and he could not be preached a
High Priest until he entered into the discharge of the official duties of a
priest, which he did not do while on earth. He made the offering in
Heaven, and not in the Jewist Temple.

And he did not go .about preaching himself to the people (as you sup-
pose) nor did he preach in his own name orauthority, but claimed authe-
rity from God his Father for all he did.

But when he commissioned his apostles he said to them.  Allautho-
tity in heaven and in earth is given to me, go ye therefore and teach all
nations,” &c. This changed the scene—all things were now to be dore
in the name_of Jesus Christ. The administration commenced in the
name ot the King—and even Devil’s had to bow to his authority, as well
&sangels and men. . -

Feeling. Thave some other objections, buthave net time to state them
BOW. .00 ©
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Faith. My chief delight consists in the investigation of the Kingdo
of God, and the wonderful things that have been done, and are still hejp
done, in the name of Jesus Christ.  When you get ime to state your b
jections call on me, and I shall take pleasure in answering them.

On behalf of Faith, - M. WINANS,
St amats

[For THE cHRISTIAN.]

M=. Epiror.~What does I{rother DorLE mean in his of August 28th, 1840, §
the 4th number, “ We are notin Apostolic order yet, * &c.2 Do let me-—yea le
all—know of this, if convenient. If not in it—then whatare * WE' n?

— W. B,
BROTHER DOYLE’S EXPLANATION.

Rawdon, December 5, 1840,
Dzear Broraer Earon--1 have just returned home. On the %0th o
last month 1 left for Prince Edward Island ; butin consequence of much
fatigue and a severe coldy I became for some days very sick, and
was obliged to give up the tour.  After the lapse of ten days, I arrived
at my cottage sick, but found all well. A wise Father knows how and
when to administer gentle chastisemems. O for & heart to praise our
God with every breath. Being yet confined to my room, I am ea
Jjoying myself with the pages of the sixth number of the Christian;in
which I find reference made by you to a remark in my letter, 1 thimkin
nymber 4. Many inquiries have been made for my meaning, and some
of my brethren have thought it not a fact thai any of us are the greatest
mongrels in the land. I had just said, *we are not in apostolic order
yet; we are in part, and in our own order i part, this makes us the

eatest mongrels, &c.” Now, give me, dear brother, access to the
g:ristian, that] may make ray brethren understand what I meant. The
force of the truth in the first position of the sentence I still feel-— We
are not inapostolic order yet, only inpart.” But let us prove all things
and hold fast the good. The apostolic orderis, that we should not only
believe truth, but also possess and cherish the spirit of that faith. That
we should not only fear the Lord, but also possess the spirit of the fear
of the Lord.  Not only pray, but have the spirit of prayer. Norisit
sufficient that we should have a knowledge.of the first principles of the
gospel, but also have the spirit of wisdom and of a sound mind.  The
spirit of adoption is as necessary as any of the above. The spirit of
meekness also and the spirit of life in Christ Jesus make the possessors
of the above divine influence free—free from the law of sin and death,
Ah freedom ! precious word, apostolic standard, God’s debght, and the
Christian’s glory !

Man, having the spirit of any business, pursues it with courage, sur-
mounts dfficulties,and generally accomphishes something ; so with faith,
the fear or service of the Lord, prayer, wisdom, adoption, meekness, and
life. This appears to be the apostolic order which produces nyuch debh:
cious fruit, such as perfect holiness, perfect love, and benevolence.

1t also looks like the seven spirits of God sroduced by the Holy Spm
through the word of truth in the church, and like the sevenlamps which
Zachariah saw on the top of the candlestick, all of gold.  Are all owr
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grethren enjoying victory over sin? *They that are Christ’s have eruci-
@i the flesh with the affections andlusts;” it was the glory of Primitive
fristians they had overcome the wickedone ; they had communion with
K(od, and fellowship one with the other. We have professed to count
gil things dross for the excellency of the Apostolic order ; many of us
gve made serious sacrifices to obtain this object—and have we gained
Bl prize? i1 so, God is ours and we are his; but if we have a profes-
fxn only, and Christ’s self-denying precepts be rejected, we are lambs
frihout and ferocious tigers within ; and not only the greatest mongrels
gathe land, but the greatest mongrels in heaven, earth, or hell, God
¥ows I have no disposition to rejvice at the fall or errors of any man;
Jir anguish is my portion while considering the severity of cur God on
jise who fall.  The 2d chapter of 2d Peter brings an’awful picture to
%z view : * even teachers bring upon themselves swift destruction; and
give forsaken the right way,” (they must have been once in it or they
mild not well have forsaken it) “and have gone astray, following the
ray of Balaam, son of Bosor, who loved the wages of unrighteousness ;"

in s not godliness, but godliness is great gain.  Ah! dear brother

ton, I fear the churches of the reformation have not approximated as
war to primitive purity as some of our brethren imagine. Now is the
ime for the Brethren engaged in this glorious enterprize to put on the
whole armour of light, and open the way for those who are yet unborn.
We have many dear brethren in different churches in Nova Scotia who
tount not their estates or any thing they have dear unto them. O
fat God may spare my life to see all our churches, male and female,
dd and young, imitating the brave example of the Macedonian churches,
suppert the weak, to spread the savor of God, our Maker’s love.

. JOHN DOYLE.

PR S

MR. SLEEP'S COMMUNICATIONS.

[ror THE cHRIsTIAN.]
Aylseford, 2d December, 1840,

Dear Sir—As you have been pleased to inform your readers, by an
uticle in the 6th Number of the ¢ Christian,” that Y have not redeemed
my pledge by sending you the MSS. that I read in Cornwallis, I take
the liberty of saying thatit is not too late to fulfil my promise.

I wish also to be permitted to take notice of a few particulars in the
thove mentioned article. Had the person who gave you your informa-
ton, said that I gave it as my decided opinion that Our Lord’s words in
the text referred to, had no reference whatever to Baptism, he would
bave told you the truth, {and Iassure you this is my opinion,) and more
than this, I stated that no man could prove that Baptism was intended in
thattext, But you think if I oppose your article, I shall oppose the ve-
terable Wesley and nearly all the Commentators of note who have writ.
ten on this subject. . .

But whether my opinion entirely agrees with Mr. Wesley's notes on
the text or not, ¥ think there is sufficient room to oppose your article
vithout opposing him. Recollect—I do not eppose Baptism, ¥ belitve

140 be-an ordinance institvted by-Christ to-be coatinued in *His church;
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and I ground my opinion on a plain command, Matthew xxvmi. 19, Dug
I say that Baptism is never spoken of in the New Testament as being;
born of water literally. My opinicn on the text, John mi. 5, agrees wil
Dr. Clarke’s : * Our Lord asserts that a man must be born of wated]
and of the spirit, i. e. of the Holy.Ghost, which represented under-the g
militude of water, cleanses, refreshes, and purifies the soul.”  The re
maining part of the note is worthy of being printed in letters of gold§
The learned Bishop Hopkins has a note on this verse similar to thed
sbove. He says, “ Born of water &c., except he be rencwed by thol
Holy Ghost working as water, leaving the same effect upon . the soul in§
cleansing and purifying it from sinful Jdefilement as water doth upontho§
body in washing off contracted filth, &ec. I suppose, Sir, you will allow}
that the above mentioned commentators who have written upon this sub§
ject were men of some note, and their niety and learning were not infe-§
rior to'most commentators.
In conclusion Imay observe, thatif you have mentioned in your articied
all that your informant stated to you, he did not relate all that he heard,§
for Ttold the persons who heard me read the article that you had given$
a false statement of Our Lord’s werds, in saying that He did not sayg
_ ¢any one” but “except a man” &e., for the word *“man” isnot ni
the original, and is only supplied by the translators to signify the human}
species, and therefore simply means * any one.”
In your article under the head of “Baptism, No. 6, you say, relo-§
tive to the administration of the ordinance, “Wesleyan Clergymen vse
the same Liturgy,” &c. (You refer here to the Romish, Greek and Epis-38
copal Churches.) In this I may take the liberty to.inform you, you areli§
not correct : I hope not intentionally so. The Liturgy of the Wesleyansis}
an abridgement of the * Book of Common Prayer of the Church of En-§8
gland,” and not “the same ;" and mey I not suggest that before you pub-§
Iish in “The Christian!” (I will not say what you know isnot correct, i
but,) what you do 10t know is correct, you had better call on some Wes-3
leyanclergyman, aud borrow a ¢ Sunday service,” and then you will know iy
that no one has heard the language which you say *is used m g
hearing of every one.” N
Mr. Wesley’s Notes on Acts xxii. 16, is generally believed by WesJ#
leyan Ministers, but it has nothing do with the present controversy. @
In reply to your inquiry, *where then shall we learn themr sent-j@
ments on the design of Baptism, 1 reply in works approved vy e Eng§
lish Conference. You will find in the 3d Volume Watson’s Institutes afig
sunimary of this doctrine as held by us. If you have time you wouldgs
derive riluch benefit from the careful perusal of Isaac’s « Baptism disJ8
cussed,” and Thoms® * Modern Immersion not Scripture Baptism,” whichgl
you can probably obtain from the Wesleyan Depository for books:n St.J8

John. I could mention other works, but those already noticed .will fu-i8
nish you all the information necessary. - =
1 remain, dear Sir, yours, &ec. . PETER SLEEY. =

, ’ D Aylesford, 21th July, 1840. B
Mr. Eaton—Dear Sir,—~On perusing the 1st No. of the 2dwval. o
the “ Christian,” and noticing an article-wrilten on-Johnu §; 4w
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’

led to read & with care and attention, that I might understand your view
of the subject.

Your first inquiry, as being solemn and importaut, is worthy of be-
ing proposcd to the reader, but I cannot agree with you respecting the
enteron by which pursons ouglt to judge of their spiritual state. L

I think the marks of the uew bitth arc so clearly reveald in the New
Testament, that ull persons who will read it wilh praycrfGl atteution may

_easily perceive whother they have wxpericuced it of not; and I think
further, that when we presume either tu speak or writc on this subject
for the benefit of vihers, our slatcments should not only be scriptural,
but also correctly applicd, as it is evident there is nothing more likely to
lead the unsuspecting inquircr astray than to bring forth scriptufe and
apply 1t to cases for which it was uever intended. Now Sir, it certainly
appears to me that you have done this in saying that the watcr and the,
blood are two of the witnesses whose testimony is necessary to inform the
believer that he is butn of God, or if you please, that he isa member,'6f
the Kingdom of God. Itis true the” Apostle John in his first Episile
v. 8., speaks of the water and the dlood, in connexion with the spirit, as
bearing witness to the personality and divinity of Jesus Christ.  But
when speaking, uf belig ers he says, ¢ HetGby know we that we dwell
1o him, and he in us because he hath given us of his spirit.”” And
again, * Whosoever believeth that Jesus is the Christ, is born of God,”
«In this the children of Gud are nanifest, and the children of the devil ;
whosoever doeth nut righteousness is not of God, neither he that foveth
not hus brother.”  Now, with these passages before us, let us read the
epsstle thivugh, and see if ever the apostle speaks of the irafer and the
blood as having any thing to Jdo with the believer'sev idencé’of his adop-
uon into the family of God ; and if he does not, why should any person
make use of his words, and apply thein to a subject for which they were
never intended ? .

- Let us now notice your remarks on “this mundane system.”  Your
argument appears very plausible at first, because of the analogy between
the creation of the world and the new Lirth ; Lut on examining the sub-
ject more closely, and at the same time noticing the conversation which
took place between Nicudemus and our Lord, I can find nothing in the
whole narrauve that will furnish us with the slightest ground for believ-
ng that our Lord had any reference whatever to the foundation of the
earth. It 1s also evident that Nicodemus did not understand our Lord
1n that sense—and thzrefore it must be improper for one, who takes-thé
hberty of explaining vur Lurd's w ords, to endeavour to do it by a subject
which was quite foreign to the text. :

Your mqu.ry onthesame page is worthy of remarlk: ¢ Would thié Sa-
viour, think you, use au axibiguous word when addressing dn inquiref on
a subject of so great importance ?” To this I reply, if the words * born of
water” mean Bap,ism. then they are ambiguos words ; inasmuch as there
is not unpther place in the New Testament in which the words are uséd
in that sense. Not only so, but in all the conversation there is not atio-
ther word that could have any tendesicy to persuade Nicodemus that the
*new birth spoken of by our Liord meant baptism. If the words “born
of swatex and the spirit” are to,be undegstood in a figurative sense; as ap-

94 A W& i B N
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plied to that divine change which an individual experiences when he is
adopted into the family of God, then our Lord has himself explained
these terms as far as they can be brought down to the capacity of man,
The reason why our Lord calls this change a “being born again,” is
because of the similifude that exists hetween this important change and
the natural birth; and when these words are received in this sense, they
can be undérstood by persons of limited intellectual capacity who have
experienced any thing of 2 work of grace in theirsouls. Yourassertion
that, ¢ When our Lord used the word water in any other than its litera
or actual acceptation, he always used a qualifying epithet,” is easier
made than proved. If your assertion would prove what you intended to
prove by it, then it must be understood that the qualifying epithet used by
our Lord, John iv. 10, wasa term that would be used in that part of the
world to signify water literally ; which would be to assume what is not
true—for learned persons tell us that the term living when applied to
waler means running, as opposed to still or stagnant water ; and that it
was in this sense the words wete understood in that pert of the world in
which the scripture was written.

From the above remarks it appears that the term living, when applied

“to water, is not sufficient to prove that it means grace, neither does the
absence of the term prove that the word water must be understood lite-
rally. The only way then to understand whether the words are to be
understood literally or figuratively is to view them in connexion with the
context. )

I have as much reason to believe that our Lord would use the word in
a figurative sense, without any qualifying epithet, as the Prophets who
wrote the Old Testament, and unless you can find some stronger proof
than any you have yet produced, your argument will be but the * baseless
fabric of a vision,” unless it be with persons who know but little of scrip-
ture or history, and with whom assertion is proof.

I you please you can read the following passages, where the term
woater is used without any qualifying epithet, and yet it must be acknow-
Iedged to refer to the grace of God:—Isaiah xii. 8, xxxv. 6,7, xliv.3,
Iv. 1; Joel iii, 18.

The meaning of our Lord seems to be this: The blessings which I
shall bestow on those who believe in me may not only be compared to
water, but water which flows spontancously. This is clear from the 14th
verse. Perhaps the reason why our Lord conversed in this figurative
manner with Nicodemus, and also with the woman, was, that his conver-
sation might produce a more lasting and powerful effect,

Let us now notice your sentence on the 10th page, ** Yet we cansece
no reason,” &ec. and first inquire, what do the words * born of water
clearly express > To find your answer, Iturn to the 9th page, where
I find it is “ emerging from the baptisnial font.” Now, to prove that
you have mistaken our Lord’s meaning, I think it will be necessary to
apply only to his own words : * That which is born of the flesh is flesh,
and that which is born of the spirit is spirit.” ]

Wejwill now consider your argument on the 12th page. “ltis
naw apparent™” &c., “ that only one birth i1s spoken of.”” I agree with
you, Sir that only one birthis spoken of, and therefore I ask 183t of the



THE CHRIST1AN. 203

body“or of the spirit? The Saviour says itis the spirit, and therefore the
body * emerging frem the font” has nc more to do with it than the birth
spoken of by Nicodemus. It appears from our Lord’s words that the
sense in which He uses the word ¢ born™ is not coming out of, as you
seem to suppose, but it is being placed in & new condition, and this condi-
tion in which the soul is placed when it is bornagain,enablesit to exert its
powers and enjoy the benefits connected withits new situation. The rea.
son why the grace of God is spoken of under the emblem of water, in con-
nexion with the spirit, is because of its purifying qualities ; and thus the soul
that is ** born again,” islike an infant, washed, in order that asits strength
increases it may enjoy the benefits connected with its new situation. Now,
Sir, if I am not mistaken this is the plain meaning of our Lord’s words,
and to give them any other meaning isin my opinion * to put them on
the rack to make them speak something besides what they plainly ex.
press.”  Your quotation from Matthew iii. 11, is also erroneous, as the
word “ en” cannot be translated * in” in this place. John was not sent
to baptize in but with water, and he says—He that cometh after me
shall baptize you witk (not immerse you in) the Holy Ghost and with
fire. Inthe 12th page you have anticipated an objection tc your expo-
sition, but this you seem to overcome with triumph. Buthere, Sir, you
have run too fast and too far in saying that our Lord does notsay “uny
one,” * but except aman,” &ec. I hope this was through ignorance if
50 it is the more excusable, but I must confess it appears too much like
trying to prove a favourite sentiment. The word * #is™ in Greekis pro-
perly translated ¢ any one,” &c.,and this is the word you have informed
your readers does not mean “any one.” The word man is not in the
original, but supplied by the translators to signify the human species, and
simply means any onc.

Your remarks on * modern expositors™ are of no importance, as we
arc not so much concerned to know what persons have said of the texts,
as we are to know what our Lord’s meaning was when he delivered the
words.

That you and I may enjoy all the blessings which are to be experien-
ced by those who are born of the Spirit, is the prayer of, dear Sir, your’s,
respectfully, PETER SLEEP.

EXAMINATION OF MR. SLEEP'S COMMUNICATIONS.

My Dear Sir—A very singular coincidence in dates has happened
between your communications and my article whieh celled them forth.
On New Year’s eve, 1839, I penned the remarks on being born of water
and spirit. My family wishing to attend a Methedist watch-night meet
mg, that they might all be accommodated, I remained at home—rocked
the cradle—and to improve usefully the midnight hours, 1 hastily wrote
the article under consideration. Jt was written more for the purpose of
throwing my views into order than for the public eye. The manuscript
was thrown by with other papers for nearly six months, when believing
that the public mind needed arousing on an important point, it was
published. But to the coincidence : just one year from the time at was
written, your criticist on that and other matiers came to hand !
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1.* Although that article was thus hastily written, yet on'a careful re.
perusal I sce no reasun fur changing iny mind on one argument ad-
duced. A few words may need a litile qualification, but 1 cannot ad.
mut that one arguineit is now shaken.  You may have bruised the ce.
ment of tlic ediice, but nut a stone 1s loosencd.  Without the addition of
a word, cheerfully would [ send the aniicle, in the first Number of the
current volume, on being ** burnagain,” wiih your criticisin appended to
it, out befure the world and risk the cunsequensces with all those who are
capable of discriminating between truth and error.  But you have iutro.
duced irrele.ant matter, which shall be carcfully cxamined together
with all your remarks on the subject under consideration.

2. The first question to be settled is this, viz ::—Does the expression
“lorn of water™ relcr to baptism ? I ake the affirmative. You say
these words have * no 1eference whatever to Buptism.™  Here then we
join issuc—this is the wrning puint.  If the affirmative can be established,
then the question relative todhe action meant by baptism is set at rest,
and alsu the indispensable necessity of immersion in urder to citizenship
in the hingdown of God! If you are right, L have only lost ore argumen
for the design and importance of immersion.

3. Why, Mr. Sleep, did you not try your strength at my principal
argmuent?  You have thrown a few arrows at the out-flanks, why nol
attack the main body. Had you becn as copfident of 2 good cause s
was David when he went out to e * Guliah, you would not have made
an effurt mercly to paralyze his aimour-bearer.  You could not have
read that article so carelessly usnot to perceive on which argument [ par-
ticularly relied for the establishment of the main point. Hear it again:
« When onc principal word in a sentence has an allegorical, figuratite
or literal meaning, so must the vther principal words.” Had you suc-
ceeded in overturuing this, then you might have dune something ; but
as 1L is, every rumark you have nade, and «very argument 3 ou hase
offered, have been as subversive of regencration by the spirit of God as
of the doctrine of immersion in urder w entering into lus hingdoin. If
eithier of us, Sir, were called upon to prove that the Lord Jesus taugh
the necessity of being born of the spirit, unhesitatingly we should refer
thewa to his cuonversauon with Nicodemus.  But suppose the snquira
should dispute the correctncss of vur interpretations, and Jay, © the pas
sage cannut mean hiterally the spin of God, orit is juined with the word
* walel,” and you say, that that is figurative, and if one is, so raust be
the uther ™ What would be your reply ¢ How cau you prove the Swi
our meant the Holy Spurit in the text under considerwuon?  Remem
ber, Sir, by the swne argwineat I shall prove that he ineant, Literally,
waier. Let it once be admitted that one member of a sentence has
litcral meaning aud the other a figurative, and away goes e ery doctrine of
the Bible befure the v hims and fancies of ciriug men.  Now, Sir, pro
duce if you can, a plain passage in the Oracles of God,or in any othet
book of common sense, where the writer in a short sentence couples two
principal words, where one must necessarily have a figurative and the
other a literal meaning. No, this cannot be done. One of the med

* That you may the more easily refer to my arguments, I shall number each p
ragraph, which you will plesse to imitate 1 your reply.
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obvious rules of interpretation must be vivlated to make *“ water™ in John
jii. 5, figurative! I repeat what I have already said, that if to be born
of the spirit, mean the Holy Spirit of God, then to be born of water means
literally emerging, not the body only, but body, soul and spirit,from the
*“ Luver of regeneration,” (Titus iii. 5) as Mr. Wesley most properly trans-
lates this passage. To say with you, Dr. Clarke, Bishup Hopkins, and
avery few otliers, that water is figurative of the spirit, would be accusing
the Saviour of the must unmeaning language ever uttered!  Hear it,
“Except a man be bora of the spirit and the spirit, he cannot enter into
the kingdom of God!” Yet, sir, your argument reduced toa point must
compel you to admit that this is the reading which you prefer to the
passage as it stands.

4. Uuiversalists, like yourselves, delude each other by violating the
common schse rule of interpretation.  With them, tlie creation of the
world, with its vegetables, aniinals, &c., the birth of Cainand Abel, and
the destruction of the world by a flood, are a plain narrative of facts—
literally trae ; but the Garden of Eden,the fruit trees, and man’s first dis-
sbedience and bunishment therefrom, alithough recordedin the midst of
other circumstances literally true, is a fine allegory !

In the Old Testament * bread and water™ are frequently spoken of,
and in the New, we readof © blood and water™ flowing from the Saviour’s
suds.  Suppose now thal soie person under the influence of hy drophobia
should say, * it is true that litcral bread and blood is spoken of,, but that
water can mean the literal element is out of the question!™ Ah! what
isthe rcason? “I do not like water, it is hateful to me, and I would there-
forc dash it from the book !”

5. The fiftl verse was uttered as explanatory of the fourth, but op
your hypothesis it is much more obscure! The Lord said to Nicode-
mus—** you must be born again,” (or from above.) ¢ How,” said he,
“can a grownuian bg born ?7 The Saviour explained the difficuity under
which he laboured. *You must be bornof water and the spirit.”
But on your view of the subject the Saviour gave him no explanation,
but siinply added another word, which according to your views has no
meaning at all!

6. With the vague, indefinite views which you have of being born
aguin,how can you blame a master in Isracl for not understanding them ?
But, ifto be born from above is to hear the words of the Spirit, belicve
them, and receive them into good and honest hearts—that is into a truly
penitent heart—and then to be immersed into the name of the holy three,
tlen arc all masters and servants in the world, to whom the guspel has
cuine, worthy of ceusure fur not understanding the language of the Lord
Jesus Christ. All the lauguage in the connexion is plain and unfigura-
tive, or with the use of sach figures asare clearly perceived—why, then,
should the first attempt of our Lord to mahe his subject plain, be
construed into a figure? Will you think of this, Sir, and gct clear of
the difficulty if youcan!

7. My argumcnt presented in favor of a literal consiruction of the
pussage, drawu from the fact that a qualifyingepithet is always connected
with water when used in the New Testament, to denote spiritual bles-
sings, remains still in full force, notwithstanding your effort to make
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Johu iv. 10, read springing or flowing water, instead of living water, ay
it plainly reads. But his speaking of living water, in contrast with that
in the well before him, is proof sufficicnt that he was using figurative
langnage. To your admission, howevez, I cheerfully comply, that the
connexion will always determine whether the language is literal or figu.
rative.  Make en application of this, your own admission, to all these
passages referred to in Isaiah, and you perceive that the connexion is ajl
figurative ! But to the plain unfigurative language of Jesusand his Apos-
tles I call your attention, to show me if you can, where the word water
is used figuratively, except in prophetic language, or when it is called
the * water of life,” *living water,” &c. «

8. But your own favorite Dr. Clarke admits that Titus iit. v. (* the
washing of regeneration,”) refers to baptism! And 1do nothow remem-
ber of a single author who does not consider John iii. 5, and Titus iii. 5,
parallel passages. It is true the Dr. eadeavours to give this an unneces-
sary gloss; but his admission is plain. Hear him—* Undoubtedly the
apostle here means baptism, ' the rite by which persons were admitted
into the church; and the visible sign of the cleansing and purifying in-
fluences of the Holy Spirit, which the Apostle immediately subjoins.
Baptism is only a sign, and therefore should never be separated from
the thing signified; but it is a rite commanded by God himself, and
therefore the thing signified should never be expected without it.”

Remember * a rite,” and the thing “signified” by it is regeneration,
which he tells us we should not expect without baptism! My argument
from this is, that whether the Dr. believed that to be * born of water”
referred to baptism or not, he, in the above passage, taught that it
was necessary in order to regeneration; which, if admitted, at once
settles the question in favor of the literal construction of John in. 5.

9. My next argument that to be born of water means 1o be baptized,
is drawn from the fact that none, under the gospel dispensation, were
considered born again until they were baptized.  Now, if the Lord and
his apostles taught the same doctrine, one would not proclaim regenera-
tion with, and the other without, baptism. Attend toa few facts on this
point. The passage to which you allude, and on which you * ground
your opinion that baptism is to be continued in his church,” viz. Matt.
xxviil. 19--“ Go ye and disciple® all nations, baptizing them,” &c.
plainly declares that no person can be discipled without baptism ?  for
the active participle, in connexion with an imperative, either declares
the manner in which the imperative shall bc obeyed, or explains the
meaning of the command.” To this I have not found an exception: for
evample, * cleanse the house, sweeping it,”—* cleanse the garment,
washing it,”"+ shows the manner in which the command is to be obeyed,
or explains the meaning ofit.  Thus the command  convert {or dis-
ciple) the nations, baptizing them,” &c. expresses the manner inwhich
the command is to be obeyed. What the nations bad to believe and
experience before they were baptized is not now the question, but that
according to the passage on which you, Sir,found your “ opinion” of

* Mr. Wesley’s Translation.

t For other examples of a similar kind of expression sce the following Scrig-
tures :—Hgb. xiii, 10; 1 Tim.ii 8,v 21, vi. 20; 2 Tim. ii. 15; Col. iv. 5; Eph.
+1. %: Gal. v, 28. -
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3 the perpetuity of baptism, no individual can become a disciple of Christ
1Y without it, is so clear}y maae out that 1 venture to assert that you will not
dare to dispute the a&thority adduced. The only point now necessary to
be established, to make the whole clear to the most common capacity, is,
—can a child of Adam become a disciple of Christ without being born
§ again ? [ have been acquainted with many Methodist clergymen, with
hom it was always a favourite theme, that to be born again was essen-
al toconstitutea disciple of Christ. Ishall then venture to conclude that
ou believe the same doctrine. Hear, then, my conclusion from these
remises. Chnst and his apostles taught the necessity of baptism in or-
er to being born again; Christ proclaimed to Nicodemus the necessity
4 of being born of water and spirit in order fo the new birth; therefore,
£ © be born of water and the spirit is equivalent to believing and being
laptized. Now, Sir, if you can detect an error either in the premises or
the conclusion of this argument, I hope you will do your best to expose it.
g 10. But you admit the premises in the above argument ; for you say
d hat ¢ Mr. Wesley's note on Acts xxii. 16, isgenerally believed by Wes-
§ryan Ministers.” Then Wesleyan Minisiers believe that ¢ baptism to
43 ral penitents is both the means and seal of pardon!” Why, then, do
tiey rantize babes that have no sins to pardon, and maintain almost per-
ptual silence on the subject of baptism when addressing penitents on
te great doctrines of pardon and justification! The fact is, Sir, in
:¥ jour opposition to the doctrine of baptism for remission of sins, advoca-
#d by myself, and a few others scattered over New Brunswick and
Yova, Scotia, not only do you oppose us, but Mr. Wesley and the Apos-
les of Jesus Christ { This may be construed into a grave charge, but it
snone the less true for that. None question the literal construction of
Iohn iii. 5, butthose who arc opposed to the dodtrine of baptism for the
rmission of sins, a doctrine taught by the apostles and the primitive
turch, and never questioned until within a very few centuries.

11. T am pleased to hear your admission in rélation 1o human autho-
ny, and with you I will readily say I am not so much concerned to
trow what others may think of being born of water and spirit, as the
reaning attached to it by the Lord. Yet, notwithstanding this, Dr.
larke and Bishop Hopkins are the only witnesses cited to prove that
e text is figurative. I have the Doctor’s remarks beside me, which,
tken altogether, show that he was not fully satisfied relative to his own
uposition ; but you need some aid, and I will, therefore, let you have the
i8shop and the Doctor, together with Dr. Scott and the Baptist Dr. Gill;
have any of them gone into a criticel examination of this text? If
4y have, the world has not been blessed with the result of their re-
rches! Have any of these men cited a passage where one word in
sentence has had a figurativeandthe other a literal meaning? Have
¥ given the rationale of associating literal and figurative language in
same sentence to explain a subject of such vast importance 1
}2. But if human authority has any weight with you, Sir, take the
owing :—

That Johu iii. 5, and Titus iii. 5, refor to immersion, is the judgment of all the
guned Catholics and Protestants of every name under Heaven,
Tho authors =nd finishers of the Westminster creed—ons hundred and twenty
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one divines, ten Lords, and twenty Commissioners of the Parliament of England,
under the question 163, # What is baptism 2" quote John iu. 5, Titus 11i 5, to prove
that bapuism 18 a washing with water, and a * sign of remission of sins ™

Michaclis, Horne, Lightfoot, Beveridge, Taylor, Jones of Nayland, Bp. Mant,
Whitby, Burkit, Bp. Hall, Dr. Wells, Hooker, Dr. G Ridley, Bp Ryder—but why
attempt a list of great names. There are a thousand more who assert it.

Bp. White says, that * regeneration, as detached from baptism, never entered
into any crced before the 17th century.”

Whitby, on John i, 5, says, * That our Lord here speaks of baptismal regene-
ration, the whole christian chuich from its earliest trmes has invariably taught ™

Our modern *great divines’” even in America, have taught the same. "Timothy
Dwight, the greatest Rabbi of Presbytenamsm the New World has produced, says,
vol. 1v. pp. 300, UL, ¢ to be born again, is precisely the same thing as to be hornof
water and the Spirit.”"—¢ To be born of water is to be baptized.” And how un-
charitable !—He adds, ¢ He who, understanding the nature and authority of this
institution, refuses to be baptized, will nerer cnter into the wvistble nor invisible
kingdom of God.”—Vol. iv. p. 302. So preached the President of Yale College.

George \Vhitfield, writing on John ni. 5, says, “Does not this verse urge the
absolute necessity of water baptism ? Yes, when it may be had- But how God will
deal with persons unbaptized, we cannot tell.”’—Vol iv. p. 355. 1 say with him,
toc cannot tell with certainty. Butl am of opinion, that when a negleet proceeds
from a simple mistake or sheer iguorance, and whenthert is no aversion, hut &
will to do every thing the Lord commands, the Lord will admit into the everlast-.
ing hingdom those who by reason of this mistake, never had the testimony of Ged:
assuring them of pardon or justification here, and consequently, never did fally|
enjoy the <alvation of God on earth. But I will say with the renowned President
of Yale, that ** he who, understanding the naturc and authority of this institvtio,
refuses to be baptized, will never enter the visible nor invisible lingdom of God. 'g
By the « visible and mvisible kingdom,”” he means the kingdom of grace and glor;
He adds on the same page, * He who persists in this act of rebellion against the
authority of Christ, will never belong to his kingdom.” Vol.iv. p 302,

John Wesley asserts, that by baptism we enter into covenant with God,a
averlasting covenant, are admitted into the church, made membérs of Christ, madels
the chuldren of God. By water as the means, the water of baptism, we are rege-j3
nerated or horn agam.”  [Preservative, pp. 146--150.] 2

13. Why is the conversion of Nicodemus read at the baptism o
adults,® if you do not believe that it has any * reference whatever t¢3
baptism ?””  That the originator of the book of * Common Prayer” ungs
derstood * born of water” as referring to baptism you do not questio
for it is too plain to admit of a doubt; and that these were also the sen
timents of your ¢ venerated Founder” you cannot dispute. Why cal
yourself a Wesleyan clergyman, and then oppose Mr. Wesley’s doctri
~a doctrine too which is approved by the ¢ English Conference!™ Arg
not Mr. Wesley’s noteson the New Testament, and his sermons, approved
by the Conference equally with the * Institutes” of Mr. Watson ?  * (i
distinguishing sentiments,” said a Wesleyan clergyman to me, * are foung
in Mr. Wesley’s notes on the New Testament, and in his sermons;”
Sleepsays, “ in the works approved by the English Conference.” As
thése contradict each other, whois to decide 7 Ah! the works approy
by a human conference sounds so much like the decrees of cou:nzils,syn
&e., that I cannot help thinking of the one hundred and thirty five by
volumes of the traditions o the Rom sh hierarcly in add ton tot
Apochryphal bocks of the U ¢ wnd New Lostwnens, all up; ended to!
Oracles of God, which wakhe them of 1o cffect by their trudi ivts! T
me, Sir, when youreferto books “ approved by the English Conferencegg

* Bee Sundsy Service, p. 163.
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what is there to prevent the Mcthodist church from augmenting their works
to tenfold the number of the church already alluded to, and then we must
wade through the whole of thembefore we dare to say what you do or do
not believe!!

14. Ah! these human decrees often lead many astray. Will Mr.
Sleep be so kind as to inform our readers how long it has been since the
“Sunday Service™ took the place of the book of * Common Prayer?”
Are there not Wesleyan Clergymen in this city now, who have rcpeated
the language which 1have attnbuted to them ? Will you say to our read-
ers that these clergymen have not within a short time stood befure the
tongregation, and said, * Dearly beloved, secing this child is born of
water,” &c.? Do not again accuse me of publishing incorrect ntelhi-
gence until you answer the above quesiions.  You admit that the  Wes-
leyan Liturgy is an abridgment of the book of Common Prayer;” will
you please to show us, then, in what it differs {rom it? When you say*®
“We yield thee hearty thanks, most merciful Father, that it hath pleased
thee to receive this infant for thy child by adoption, and to admit him
mnto thy holy church.”  Andagain:  Grant that¢kis child now baptized,
may receive the fulness of thy grace,” &c. And—* Seeing, dearly
beloved, that this child is admitted into the body of Christ’s church, let
us give thanks, &c.” Do you belicve that this child is **adopted” nto
the family ot God—that he receives the fulness of God’s  grace,” and
that then he is * admitted into the body of Christ’s church ?” If you do
telieve this, then can you show me the difference between these senti-
ments and those attributed to you in the article to which reference is
made ?+ You certainly cannot ! According, then, to your own exposition
of being * born of water and spirit,” and the Wesleyan “Sunday Ser-
vice,” you admit that unconscious babes arc born of water and spirit,
which is all that [ intended to express. So much, then, for my “igno-
rance” of the changes going on in Methodism !

15. But a graver charge than this is preferred, for asserting that the
Saviour did not say ““ary one,” but “except @ man.” Your allusion
to this in both articles naturally leads us to suppose that you were sen-
sble of a signal triumph: « Here Eaton is pinned to the wall 11 Weil,
Ihope that 1t is not (oo late to amend our ways! Nothing Le lcr calcu-
lated to humble the aspiring than to be compelled to confess their faults!
Hence the Lord requires his children to confess their faults one to ano-
ther; and promises pardon to the erring and disobedicnt, only on con-
fition that they confess their sins. But have I a confcssion to make ?
What is it? I will tell you, sir. I confess that when 1 wrote the article
which called vour's forth I had no Greek Testament before me; Not
tothing bat King James’ translation; and believing that it was a faithful
version of the originl of that passage, I wrote and commented as you
have seen !t This, sir, is my confession! You may now attribute it to
“ignorance,” or a design to “ prove a {avourite sentiment.” It does not
offend me to be accused of “igrorance;” of this [am sensible! But
tell me, sir, was Mr. Wesley ignorant of the Greek when he gave the
same version of the passage under consideration? If he thought that
“Hs” in the passage meant “any one” why did he rot so translate

¢ Sunday Service pp. 163-163. { Christian, vol. 2, p. 133.
25
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it, and thus have prevented an ignoramus like me from running into
such unpardonable blunders! Was Dr. Adam Clarke. and Dr. Georgo
Campbell, two of the most learned men of which the past and present
century can boast, ignorant of the original language in which the New
Testament was written, when they bad the temerity to retain the same
reading of our present version of the scriptures? Wiil Mr. Sleep say that
they bad any favourite doctrine 1o sustain when this great blunder (in
his estimation) was passed by without a remark ; not even so much as
to mark it as a supplied word! Rather let me refer you to the original,
and ask if “#is” is not an adjective pronoun, and inquire if you do not
remember an old rule in grammar, which is a standing rule in Greek as
well as English, viz. Every adjective pronoun belongs to some noun or
pronoun expressed or understood.  Will Mr. Sleep be so kind as to in.
form our readers to what noun * tis” belongs? It is true, as you assert,
that antiropos (man) is not in the fifth verse, but it is in the fourth, and
a grown man or person was_ the subject under consideration, and net as
you say the whole ¢ human'species.” ¢ Tis,” (any) therefore, belongs
to ¢ anthropos,” (man,) and the translation 1s correct! Had the trans-
lators sapplied a word not necessarily understood they would have given
it in dtafic as in other portions of the word of God. = One fact is suffi-
cient to show that the Saviour was not speaking of the whole human
species ; and thatis,infants cannot be born again ; for this very good reason
—all who are born, either into the kingdom of nature or grace, must
fizst be begotten! Now, the first Christians were * begotten through the
Gospel.”  * Of his own will begat he us by the word of truth,” saysan
Apostle. No person, then, can be begotten by the  gospel,” * the word
of truth,”” until they believed 1t; and it is an exhibition of the grossest
ignorance to talk about an individual being born again without being be-
gotten by the Gospel.  This being a fact which 1 know you cannot dis-
pute, you see the Saviour had no necessity of alluding to infants—you
must be sensible that the regeneration of infants finds no place in the Ora-
cles of God. They will enjoy the benefits of Christ’s death without any
of the ordinances of the gospel—* of such is the Kingdom of Heaven,”
I hope, now, Sir, youare satisfied with my confession, if not I shall
cheerfully make a longer one in my next.

16. Having given the principal burthen of your epistles a passing no-
tice, we will turn our attention to some other allusions. You think that
our Lord, in his conversation with the Jewish Rabbi, had * no reference
whatever to the formation of the earth.” Idid not say that he lad;
but simply that the creation of the earth was analogous to the new birth,
which ! think you will not venture to dispute. For Moses calls the crea-
tion of all things the * generation of the heavens and the earth,” and
when the Lord Jesus speaksof the establishment of his church, he calls
it the regeneration. The first creation of man was his generation, and
the last is properly termcd his recreation, regeneration, or, in the Savi-
our’s language, his being born again. As then the deranged particles of
matter came out of the water io cxist in a new creation, to bring forth
fruit for man and exmibit the creative energies of its Almighty Maker—
go man, from a state of darkness, condemnation and death, arises from
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the baptismal water to bring forth fruit to God, and extol the riches of
His grace in Christ Jesus.

17. You also think that the allusion to these earthly witnesses is cal-
culated to mislead the “ unsuspecting inquirer ;" and that I have applied
itto a subject  for which it was never intended.” 1 cheerfully admit
with you, sir, that the spirit, the water, and the blood, * bear witness to
the Persenality ard Divinity of Jesus Christ 3 but if you will read all
of the 5th chapter of Ist John, you will see that the evidences of chris-
tian character are previously and subsequently ¢o this verse under con-
sideration, and the doctrine of the first twelve verses of the chapteris the
Gospel facts to be believed, and the faith and obedience which overcume
the world.  As Jesus, or the truths to be believed, shown forth conspicu-
ausly by the spirit, the water, and the blood, so we know that we love
him, and have cdnfidence in him as our Saviour, when these three
earthly witnesses bear testimony. Both Dr. Clarke and Mr. Wesley
consider water in these verses asapplying to baptism. Why, Mr. Sleep,
in your opposition did you not show that this had no * reference what-
ever to baptism,” which you could have done more easily than in the
former case ?  If I am mistaken in the above exposition, 50 are some of
your authors who have furnished books for the ¢ English Conference.”
Read Mr. Wesley’s notes on the chapter, and hear Dr. Clarke’s comment
on the record : “To know, to feelhis sins forgiver, to have the testimony
of this in the heart from the holy spirit himself, is the privilege of every
true believer in Christ. [Verse 11. Thisds the record.] The great
truth to which the spirit, the water, and the blood, bear testimony.”
He had previously remarked on this subject that * baptism points out
regeneration and the renewing of the Holy Ghost, and is still maintained
a5 an initiatiory rite in the Christian Church,” &c. But want of room on
our pages prevents me from making as full extracts as I desire.—These
must suffice on this point.

18. But a subject of very great importance yet demands at least a
passing notice ; and that is, what you call ¢ the marks of the New Birth.”
If we are born again, and continue to walk in Christ Jesus as we re-
ceived him, we shall, notwithstanding many errors, live and die in the
enjoyment of salvation; but if we make a falsc step here we stumble at
the very threshold—we build upon the sand. The great day of the Al-
mighty will sweep away our sandy foundations, and great will be our
fall.  'Who then are building on the rack—the sure foundation-—tke tried
corner stone? The great teacher answers, * He that heareth these say-
ings of mine, und doeth them.” -His sayings are the truths revealed in
the Oracles of God; todo them is ic believe— This is the work of God
that you believe on him whom he hath sent;” to repent—* God com-
mandeth all men cvery where to repent;” to be baptized; the same
spirit that influenced the Apostles to command all men to repent, also
said, through an Aposjle. *be baptized every one of you in the name of
Jesus Christ for remission of sine,” &c. These three steps bring the
Individual into the house of God, where he must attend all the duties de-
volving upon the children of God, in order to enter into * the house not
made with hands, cternal -in the heavens.” To such the Spirit bears
witness that they are born of God,not only by a secret impulse, but, in
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plain language, like this, “ and hereby we do know that we know him,
if we keep his commandments.”  The water testifies the same, for the
baptized disciple says “I Lelieved with all my heart, and have been bap-
tized on a confession of that faith, and the Lord Jesus has promised me
salvation.” The Llood which flowed from the Saviour, which he shed
in his death, testifies of his love and mercy, and exhibits an all-sufficiem
sin-offering, in which I trust for present and {uture salvation ; this testifies
that Iam pardoned and accepted of Gud.  Surely, “if we can believe the
testimony of men, the testimony of Godis greater.”

19. But what, Sir, are your “marks of the new birth?” You quote
from the first Epistle of John, “ We know that we dwell in him, and he
in us, because he hath given us of his spirit.””  Very good, Sir. And
how do we know wkhether we have the spiritor not?  John says that even
in his day there were false spirits abroad. May it nopbe possible that
there are such now, and that many whoimagine that they bave the spirit
of God, are only under the influence of the spirit of a party, or the spirit
of a favorite teacher? A man may be laboring zealously and faithfully,
and daily receiving money, imagining that he is laying up treasure n
bank notes, for which he expects to receive the full value, when behold !
at the year’send he learns that they are all counterfeit! Isthere nodan.
ger, Sir, that mmany persons may be trusting in the promises of men in-
stead of the promisesof God? Now the Apostle John informs us how we
may distinguish between the true and the false Spirit; and I pray you,
Sir, to examine well his words: * He that knoweth God, heareth us;
[the Apostles,] he thatis not of God, heareth not us; Hereby know we
the spirit of truth and the Spirit of error.” John iv. 6. From this we
are authorized to conclude that those persons who hear not, or do not,
what the Apostles have declared and commanded, and yet profess to have
the Spirit, are deceiving themselves. Let it then be remembered that
the Spirit, since Jesus was glorified, has not been promised to any but
those who have heard, believed, repented, and have been baptized. “ We
are witnesses,” said the Apostles, ** and so is also the Holy Spirit whom
God hath given to them that obey him.” ¢ Repentand be baptized every
one of you for the remissian of sins, and you shall reccive the gift of the
Holy Spirit.” How many of your fellow-laborers, even in the ministry,
Sir, can plead any claim to such promises as theabove ? Even admitting
that aspersion is a proper * mode of baptism,” wereany of you baptized
for remission of sins? Were you not baptized before you had any sins?
You will notquestion but that baptism is a command of God! Youknow
that God never commanded infants to be baptized! The command was
never issued toany but belicving penitents. “ We are all the childrenof
God by faith in Christ Jesus,” says an Apostle. Iow? *For as many
of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ.” Gal, iil.
26,27. I'repealit: God never promised his Spirit to the unbaptized
since Jesus was glorified,but he has promised his spirit to those who do
sincerely obey him. Foryou, then, to take the language of the Apostle,
and apply it to the unbaptized, * isto apply it to cases for which it was
never intended !

20. Love to God and our brethren is properly brought as marks of
the new birth. Hearthe Apostle explain himself relative to these points:
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“¢ If ggman love me,’ saysJesus, *he willkeep my words.”” * By this
we know that we love the children of God, when we love God and keep his
commandments: for this is the love of God that we keep his command-
ments.”  If we say that we know God and keep not his commandments,
John says we are liars. | say, then, that no man, living or dead, since
the church of Christ was established, has had or can have any scriptu-
ral evidence that he is born again, until he believes the gospel, repents
of his sins, and is immersed into the pame of Father, Son, and Holy
Spirit.  If you, or any other man capable of examiming the subject,
question this, the pages of the Christian are open—speak out—you shall
have a hearing.

21. Faith is certainly an evidence of justification ; but not as your
“ Sunday Service” has it :— Wherefore, that we are justified by faith
only is a most wholesome doctrine, and very full of comfort!” Whole-
some, truly ! James says, that ¢ Faith alone is dead !’ And in chap-
ter 2d, verse 24, he declares, that *“ by works a man is justified and
uot by faith enly !! 1" 'Thisdiscrepancy between the Apostle and your
articles of faith I shall leave you to settle at a higher tribunal than the
readers of the Christian !

22. But what evidence have the great mass, whom you receive as
members, that they are born again? Remember, sir, 1 do not question
their honesty nor zeal. They are unquestionably sincere ; and so are
the Hindoo devotees who fall before the car of Juggernaut, and are in
a moment launched into eternity, and the Romamst who confesses his
sins to his Ghostly Father in this land of Bibles. Will you carefully
peruse an article from Nova Scotia un the virtue of sincerity ? This will
save me the labour of writing any thing more on this subject.  But to
the question. How do you know, Sir, that you are born again? The
question may be deemed invidious : but you are a public teacher, and
should, therefore, be ever ready to give a reason of your hope. 1havae
associated with Methodists ; and although never a theoretical, yet for
some time a practical Methodist; being a constant attendant of a * class
meeting” for nearly a year, and therefore know what constitutes the evi-
dence of regeneration, justification, &c. &c. And what are they ? “ A
desire to flee from the wrath to come™ gives the individual the privilege
of meeting in the class, where he is prayed for, and exborted to pray for
himself until he is relieved from his burden and anxiety, or until he is
converted. And how does he know this ? Why, he feels peace of mind!
Persons of warm and strong feelings will find peace in a short time, while
others of a more calm and even temper will be weeks, montbs, and
sometimes year seeking the Lord! 1 have always observed that the

~warmer the meeting, that is, the more exciting the prayers and exhorta.
tions, the sooner persons are said to be converted. This conversion is a
conversion to Methodism, and itis something that takes place wholly in
the individual’s own soul. He feels that he is a sinver, he feels that he
believes, and he feels that he is born again! He trusts wholly to his
feelings ; and as I asked the Baptists, permit me now to ask the Wes-
leyans, through you, from whence then originate our feelings? From our
hearts most assuredly. To say, then, we believe that we are born
again because we feel thus and so, is to say, our hearts bear testimony
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that this is the fact! Now, the wise man says, that he ¢ who trusts to his
own heart is a fool,” and the seriptures plainly declare that “ the heart
is deccitful above all things and desperately wicked.”  Hence those
evidences last to be lovhed for, are the beginning, middle, und cnd.
This, thun, is the eriterion of discipleship.  No wonder, then, that such
persous” happinessshould be as vascillatin g as their feclings! Fow dif-
ferent the primitive Christian! He heard of Jesus—he believed the tes-
timony—convinced of Lis sins he forscok tham—he wae forthwith Lap.
tized, aud went on his way rejoicing 5 1ot on’y «id his Licart testify, but
Fatlier, Son, and Holy Spiiit testificd \hat hic was born aguin—of water
and the spirit.

23. You obj ~t to translating “ en® by 7n, and say it should Le with.
You should kno., sir, if you do not alicady, that the Latin and Erglish
preposition (2 is dcrived from the Greck en, and you mist alse certainly
k1w that in exactly correspopds with en, and should neeer Le trarsla-
t d by any other English prcjesition than 4n, when the correaiou will
possibly make sense.  ‘Tlis subject is teo plain to require many words,
If e authors of the Bible, or the inspiring spiiit, had nicant watn water,
with fire, &c., the Greek larguage was Lot so Larrer that they were ua-
der the nececssity of using or.e wuid in so many diffcrent significations,
espccially when a positive institution of Leaven was to Le spoken of.
They had meta and pros, the first of which primarily means with, andis
so translated as invariably as en is by in.  Whcn the Apcstles say—
Grace, peace, &c. be with you—it is in all the places which I have just
glanced at meta, and never en. But if en is not alweys to be translated in,
when the connexion will possibly admit of it, thcu, sir, I challenge you, or
any other person, to prove, that the thice Hebrew children were
2 the fiery furnace—tl at Jonah was in the great fish—that the Sa.
vior was 4n the heart of the carth—that the swine were drowned in the
Sea—that the Logos was in the beginning with God, or that any person
ever was, or cver will be, in Heaven, Hades, or Hell. By more nu-
merous arguments, sir, will I prove that the oncient disciplcs‘of John
and Jesus werc baptized in water; that the Apostles on the day of Pen-
tecost, and Cornclius and hishouschold, werc Laptized 4n tl.c Holy Spirir,
and that the wicked Jews who would not obey the Lord Jesus were bap-
tized in fire at the destruction of Jerusalem, than you can bring to prove
that Jesus was in Joseph’s tomb, or that any person will ever be in hea-
ven or hell; the last 1 as firmly believe, however, as the former, buto
similar testimony, and by the same construciion of language. :

24. T am obliged to you for the books to which you have cited
my attention. ¢ Watson’s Institutes” I have partially examined,
the otheis ; I shall read when I can find leisure.  But how can youre-
commend Thorn’s* work when he says, “ Mocern Immersion is not
scripture baptism,” when your “Sunday Serviee” ssys, the Minister
 shall d.p b in the water, or pour water upon him, or shall sprinkle
him therewith.”  Will you perforin a cicemony which you do not be-
lieve is * seriptural?”  For one at least of your lcading Ministers in
Nova-Scotia has been known to immerse an individual whom he knew

* This namo was prinied, by nustake, Thoms' in Mr. Slecy's lctter of the 2ud
December, inserted in this number. The reader will please make the correction.
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had been sprinkled, lest he shouid lase onc of his flock ; but this in the
United Sta‘es s of {requent vccurrence, notwithstanding some of your
great men say it is open profanity.

25. But time andspace fail me.  [have written in such haste that I shall
oniy vouch for the seutuncats advanced, and not for the grammatical or
rhetorical correctness of the expressions used in them. [ Lave been able
only to keep onc page of manuseript ahead of the compositors,  Had I
taken move time, I should probably have written less.  The pages of the
Christian are at yourservice. If [ receive an arucle by the 26th inst.
it will be in time for the next number. The work 1s small - I shall be
able to affurd youi no more than siz pages per month, and my replies
shall be limited to that; bat we must not introduce too many subjects
into onc letier,  Make your selection of the subjects ntroduced into
this letter: Dues born of water mean baptism ?  Is immersion the one
baptism comnmanded by the Lord 2 Have the waummersed a promise of
rem'ssion of sins, the Ioly Spirit, or eternal salvauon? The dis-
cussion of any of these questions will bring before us truths comnected
with the happiness of our fellow creatures. .

I'most enrdially reciprocate the wish expressed at the conclusien of
your last letter, and would only add that I hope you will ere long know
what the Saviour meant by being ¢ born of water and the Spurit.”

Very respectfully, yours, W. \W. EATON.
—————
Queex’s Couxty, (Nova Scotia,) 1840,

To the Editor of the Christian, .

Sir—The query we handed you, and which appears in No. 7, 2d
volume, viz.: *Is the gooduess of men’s actions 1o be weighed by the
sincerity of their tntentions ¢ If the following remarks m reply are,
in the absence of any thing elsc, to your satisfaction, they arc at your
service.

If the answer were in the affirmative, might we not object the vile and
detestable nature of Persecution, though attended with sincerity in the
Persecutor & Orif in the negative, would it be argued as inconsistent
with the justice of God not to accept the sincerity of the persecutor, not-
withstanding the injustice, &c. of the persecution ? This supposes the
same moral quality cqually and reciprocally predicated of the action and
the agent : or in other words, that goodness or illness in arfy action im-
plies a propurtivuable degree of merit or demerit m the agent with res-
pect to that action.

An evil intention perverts the best actions. It makes them in reality
so many shining sins: it gives an evil action all possible Llackness and
‘horror, orin the emphatic language of sacred writ makes sin exceeding
sinful. A good intention joined to a good action gives it force *and
efficacy ; joined to an cvil action, extenuales its watignity only as fur
as human laws are concernced, but not as regacds Heaven’s immmntable
law of action.  If therefore Gou has laid down such law of action, per-
fect and complete, steady and mmmutable, 1t 1s 1n its nature altogether in-
dependent of the judgments, opinions, and infentions of men ; thercfore
actions agreeing with or deviating from this rule, so far as such are con-
sidered in themselves without regard to the intention of the agoent, may be
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sai! to be good orill.  Hence the quality of an action and the quality of
an agunt with respeet to that aciun arc very different things, and to be
weighed by a very different standard. It is possible a man may do an ac-
tion in itself good, while he imagines it o be ill; or an action in uself
i'l, while ke imagines it to be goud 5 but lis conecptivns, huwever grave,
solemn, and sincere, do notalter the nature of cither; they do not make
good evil nor evil good.

Suppose the Lords of the Inquisitivn acting all the cruclties of that
tribunal frumn sincere motives of conscienet, wnd a full persuasion that
they were doing Gud serviee, would theit iutentions alter the nature and
horror of actions so upposcd to rasun and to the norul govermment of
God? Orif in the smnc macu such opiuivns aud cuwyictions exist, yet
supposc for the sake of a bribe they acquit an accuscd crivunal, who
would nut pronounce them depraved villains, and the vilest cainffs ; yet
this character does not alter the nature of the acquitwl ; the act, inde-
pendent of their motives, 1s just, cquitable, and good.

Were not the four hundred and fifty prophicts of Baal, and the four
hundred proplicts of the groves, sincere in their sacrifices and prayers,
crying from mcruing uantil the time of the evening sacrifice, * O Baal,
hear us! yet did the prophet Eljal approve tir worshup, because of
their honest sincerity 5 ou did he treat with tendurness or profound res.
pect their cunscicutious zeal, as if an adlierence to the perfect and im-
mutable rule of action were alone the pecaliar fulicity and perfection of
angels? Quite the reverse.

Were not the chicf priests, the seribes, and rulers of the Jews, actua-
ted with sincerity, in prosecuting the Son of Gud unto dcath, on a clarge
of blasphemy, and for bearing witness to the tre*h - Can we doubt that
the disputers with Stephen, and the high pricst and council who cop-
demaed Lim to be stoned—or of Saul of Tarsas, while breathing blas-
phemy aad  destruction  against the diseiples of ithe Lord Jesus
Christ, were all actuated with zcalous sincerity tuwards God?
Though we may adinit their honesty, yet with all their sincerity of in-
tentioa, we pronounce their opinivas awl actions as most deplorable de-
pravity, and detest thewn as supcerlatively shiocking, and deaf as the ad-
der to the voice of humanity, or to the discord of hell.

The will of God as revealed in the Bible, is the inmutable criterion
of thought and actior, of fucling aud cunduet, the stundard of nght and
wrang ; therefore, how deep and pervading should be the convictior of
individual personal respousibility to Gud, fur the churacter and teaden-
cy of action, to the rctributions of eternity.  Apply these priuciples to
the wourship, order, and faith of churclics, anl jauch of the iutrusive and
imaginauve caprice and visivnary schees of man, ahhough having a
sharc of wisdom in will vorship, are averse to all the riclics of the full
assurance of understunding, and captivity of thought w the bedienec of
Christ, should crumble to the dust.  Whatever scmiincut or practice in
social worship is bascd en the caerished obscovance of the apostolic
churchcs, uader the approving supervision of an aposide, is equal
to a thus saith the Lord. “1le that heareth you hcareth me,”
&e.  Fiaally, let the honesty of maa be estimated by his sincenity, but the
goudacss of his actiuns by their conformity to the above immutable rule
of action. Sir, your's, KRITIKOS.



