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PREFATORY NOTE.

Tur. following pages are merely a repnint, with correction of typographi-
ral e.rors and the addition of a short note, of certain articles un Baptism,
which appeared i the Messenger,the Witness and the Wesle 'ar, of Halifax.
The desiza of the re-publication, in this connected form, of the aricles
referred 10, is 10 oiford a facility 12 Baptists or Pedobaptists, whicn they might
not vtherwise enjoy, tv learn what has been written on both sides in the present
arzument : an'l to introrluce a series of tracts, if God will, in vindication of the
claim~ of the Divine Word, Old Testnment as well as New, to be heard and
accepted, in respect 1o all things which pertain 10 life and zodliness, in the
ramilv. the church, or the world. 1 have the most unbounded confidence
i1 =vlmitling to the examination of Baptists my appeal to Scripture, of
old ur in the present case, in opposition to their professional tenets on Bap-
ti=m : and I am more than willing that Pedobapiist= should read and ponder
what the Messenger or his allies have to advance azainst my argument.

I have. ir the discussiun, studiously confined myself to the consideration
of the mode of Baptlism, while the repiics have mixed up the questions of
ilve mode and of infant baplism, which are so entirely independent that a
thorough Inmersionist might be an advocaie of infant baptism, and one
oppu~l 10 infar  baptism might be in favor of baptismal sprinkling. Tt
may e that the Messenger snd his fellow-labourers have the two things so
t zoded in their minds that they cannot eeparate them, and seem 'o think
thal immersion involves infant exclusion, and sprinkling. infant bapti-m: or
i1 may be that they cherish the vain hope of dragging me from my position :
or it may be that they desired, when their supcreilious assertions re~pecting
i:fant baptism are disregarded, the impression .nizht be made on the minds
¢i Buptist readers that their assertions were too formidable to be met.

The Messenger chuckles over the fact that | am left alone in this argu-
meit. and accepts it as an evidence that other Pedolaptists believe me to
tw 1:i error or that the arzun.cent is inconclusive. He was never more mis.
iakewn than in supposing | am Jdisappointed in that I had not the co-operation
and ~upport of others. | neither sought, nor expected. nor desired their co-
eperation or aid. My appeal is to the divine testimeny, and to that alone,
and | accepl its dogmatic slatements and any inference legitimately drawn
Liom 1ts statements as sufficient and decisive in All matters of which it reats.
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baptism included, and azaimst all merely human testimony, against all vn-
mspired history, againet all ecelesinstical practice not regulated by direet
inspiration. A thousand Pedo-buptist witnesses could add nothing to the
strength of the evidenee which it supplies, nor detract tiom its validuy.
The only infmlible imterpreter, withomt ignoring his use of human instru-
mentality in discovering his mind, is the Spirit who takes the things of Christ
and shews them 1o us, ad who gnides into all truth.

Still, [ confess 10 a disappointment—a painful disappointment—enisting
and felt before the present diseussion commenced, to find e aceepting,
confessing, and pledaed by their ordination vows to the accepranee of infan
baptism, and baptism by aspersion as of divine istimtion and divine way-
rant, silting silent when these ordinances, which they profess; preach and
observe in the name of the Lord, are ridiculed, denouneed and contempiu-
ously spurned.  Is it possible that Pedobaptiote are so completely prostrated
by the Union Epidemic that they are incapable of one vigorous etlort in sup-
port of a single article of seriptural truth whieh is impugned, satisfied with
that fraction of revelation which all parties, who repose nuder the =hade ol
Evangelicul liberalism, aceept?

There is no ditliculty in dealing with Baptist logicians. Bind them down
to what s written. Accept nothing but what the Word testilies. Gram
nothing but what the Word demands. Oune source of weakness in Pedo-
baptists is allowinyg thewmselves 1o be drawn into the indefinite region of unin-
apired history and human testimony, which cannot #peak with authority.,

For the sake¢ of many in the Baplist churches, who desire o know the
truth, and 1o work ont their salvation with fear and trembling in all sim-
plicity, I would be delizhted 1o use all *“ meekness, instructing those that
appose themselves, if God peradventure will give them repentance to the
acknowledging of the truth:™ but with respect 1o such as the Messenger,
whom [ hold responsible for the savings of his nameless and unknown as-
sistants, who is resolved to adhere 1o his porition at any sacrities of candour
and truthfulnes. | it remains only to “ rebuke them sharply, that they may be
sound in the faith.”

All Seripiaie is given by inspiration ot Gul and is profitable ; and | cheer-
fully go out. bearing what reproach [ may, without the camp of those who
refuse the Old Testament as a rule of faith and practice. and of those who
think they can cull out of the Seripture what is exsential, andl hand back 1o
the author the rest as well-meant and useless trifles, which may not inter-
fere with the confederation of the States of Christendom.
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ARGUMENTS PRO AND COWN.

[** MEswxsarR,"” July 28, IRTS.)

THE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BAIPTISM.

It ia curiims to nhserve how various and contradictory are many of the
arguments tnken up by the advocates of Infant Baptism.  The bold atirnma-
tions of some olseire Pedobaptists as to what history says on the subject,
fude away into thin air, when men who ought to know, and o know, apeak.
We have vne just nt hand, an accoupt of which comes to us in the last Mo, of
the X. Y. Ervownner § Chronicele. 1 o4, a8 follows, under the title

STUDYING MISTORY TO SOMFE PURPOSE,

The Professor of Chimreh History in the Bangor (Me.) Theological Seminary
(Congregntionalist§ must be a mau who is more thoroughly imbued with the
historie spint than mmny who tencl in theological seminnrie. 1le lins the
sense Lo #ev thut lus fanetion is to report, not make history, aml the candor
to report what hee finds,  And it appears that his finding ia o the effect that
“the apestle~ nnd all the chareh until four or five hunedred yoars no understoud
by baptism imersion, sl never sprinkled anybody exeept the sick.” Such,
At least, was the substanee of what wne recited by sindents a1t the last An-
maal Exnmivation, and was not ealled in gquestion by Professor Paine.  But
the Rev. A. L. Purk, of Gardiner, was stirred up to write as follows to the
Christien Mirror : -

At the anniversary of our Theological Seminary ai Bangor, a few days
since, the class uneder examination in Chureh History guve some answers
which strack me ns extremely remarkable. The questions of the Professor
and replies of the students were substantinlly as follows:

(2. What was the apostolic and primitive wode of baptism?

A=y ianersion.

(). Unider what ecirenmatances only wae eprinkling allowsd *

Ao Inense of sickness,

(2. When was the praetice of sprinkling or pouring generally introduced *

A Notantil the fourteenth century,

(). -For what reason was the chiange adopted ?

A.— A= Cliri=tianity advaneed and spread in colder latitudes, the severity of
the climate made it impracticable to immerse,

The Professor of Charch listory approved the anawers, which faithfully
represented his teachings, and none of the clergymen present seemed to call
these statements in guestion,  Yet if such are the facta, the Baptist« are his-
torically correct, aml we as a denomination are wrong, both in our literature
anl our practice. Our Publishing Society has issued & good denl of chaff
ahout the hrowl interpretation of baptizo, and the impossihility of immersing
thousands of people in a single day 1n Jerusalem, amg all other familiar argu-
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ments in favor of sprinkling or pouring as the primitive anl Seriptural
miethold of lwptism, it it be true that the Apostles and sl the chureh until
four or Hyve hundred venrs ago anderstood by baptism immeeaion, ml never
sprinkled anyhody exeept the sick.  Our usages el reforming, for nenrly
all our ministers have o decided perferenee for the unseriptaral and unhise
torieal method of affusion, even in the summer months, when immersion in
any river or pond is attended with no pains or perils. The vast Ortlendox
Chareh of the Eaxt, which has over siaty million commmnicants in the rigors
our clinmte of Russin, contrives to inmerse all ite nen, women and ehililren,
winl that thrice, amd no doult onr ministers can el weans 1o bestow the
rite praperly apon the few persons who are received fnto oar ehurehes dur-
ing the winter montha,

IF the Baptists are Aiwtorically right, and we wrong, let us diseontinue our
shispiites with them na to the meaning of Greek verbs, and give dae honor to
the original mode of baptism both by our presching and praetice,  Lat us
administer by immersion ns the rale, amd ase methods only o eases of neces-
sity. 1 pot, will somne one tell us why not *

If Professor 1'aine teaches that the Apostlea sprinkled sick persons ns a
mosle of baptizing thens, he has need 1o exnnune still more eritieally into the
evidlenco.  But apart from doubt on that peint, he most e reckoneld 1o hinve
done n valuable service to so meh of the rising Congregationndist ministry
na it falls to his lot to instruet during theiv novitinte, Al it ey he sufely
pasimed that others besides his ervivie in the Miceor will nsk further ques-
tions, anil draw inferences,

(" Wiraess" Aug 21, 15951
“THE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BADPTISM.?

nY REV. WILLIAM SOMMERVII LE.

It is storied that a gentleman, passiug slong the street, found a little boy
attempting to throw a load of eoals into a cellar with a lire shovel, and asked
him how he hoped to accomplish his task with tha tiny teel.  He replied,
¢ By keeping at it.”  Our Baptist brethren seem to have taken alesson from
the boy, and expect to kecure universal assent to the exclusive elaim ol im-
mersion 10 be called Baptism, by keeping ot 1. Fanaticistn was never posi-
tive with less evidenee thau is the Baptist that immersion, and smmersion
anly, is Baptism, Evwen alter they would have us believe that the question
has been conclusively settled, they still keep at .

My attention was invited by the writer to an article expected 10 appear in
the Messenger of July 28, the vne, 1 presume, which came out ander the
above caption, | mnderstood the invitation to be a sly challenge, and 1 ae-
cept it all the more cheerfully that the Chimpion appeared on the wroud
very destitute of armour.,

It appears that the Professor of Chureh History, (Paine) in the Theological
Seminary of Banzor, has been teaching his stuwdents, in eflect, that * the
Apostlex and all the Church, until fouror five handred years azo, vinlerstood
by baptism immersion, amd never sprinkled anybody except the sick.”” Tt
further appears that the ¢ Rev. A, L. Park, of Gardiner, was sticredd up to
wiite as follows to the Christian Mirror,”"—after giving some particulars of
the examination of the students, whose slatements, in answer 10 (uestions
put to them, fully aggeed to the docirine of their teacher,—“ that none of the
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clergvmen prosent secmed to eall these statements in question,—I1 the Bap-
tiste nre Aestorically rignt, wnd we wiong,—Let us administer by immersion
ax the vule, nnd use (other!) mothods in eases of necossity, 11 not, will
wornie one tell us why not " Prot. Paine, teaching such doetiiae inoa Con-
gregational Reminary, is not an honest man.. and his historieal report cannot

be necepled] without examination.  History furnishes proof of strange doings
in the Chureh,

The appenl 1o the testimony of Paine and Park, amd 10 the silenee of the
other clergvmen present wt the examination, i< pretuced by the following
stalement :=“The bold atlirmations of xome obsenre Pedobaplisis, as 1o
what history snys on the subject, fude away into thin air, when men who
vught to know, and do know, speak.”  We have here aspecimen of that
contemplible trickery which is not wnco.r mon with our immnersionist friende,
Thix cluses the ears of Baptists to all that may be said on the opposite sule,
no matter by whom. He is an obscure Pedubaptist. Al weak-kneed e
dobaptists will allow themselves to be frightened into silence, lest they
should be connted obsenre, 1w perfectly contented to be numbered with
obscure Pedobaphsts. andd, ns Luther snidd when he waw represented as possiss.
ed with the Devil, ** vome, heur the Devil's arguments agninst the mass,"" |
sny, ‘ corne, hear the obscure Pedobaplist's neguments azainst Baptismal im-
mersion,””  The writer of the article in question cannot have rend the replies
of P’rof. Wilson, late of the Roval College, Belfast, and of Dr. Halley, 10 Dr.
A. Carson, or he would not have made such an assertion. These were nunt
obscure Pedobaptists, I he read Wilson on the historical argument, he will
begin 1o suspect that Paine muy be more dogmatic thaun learned, that Park
is too easily cowed by the bold dieta of professorial greatness, und that the
other clergvmen were too timid to express an opinion iu the presence of
their superiors.

But. so fur as argument ix concerned, (no farther), I am willing to give the
Baptists the history. The mvstery of iniynity was at work in the Churches
belore the Apostles died,—has been developing in various forms till now, and
al the present Your a far greater number, comprehending men of superior
intellect and erudition, maintain the infallibility of the Pope—not obscrre
Papists at all—than all the immiemsionists in the world : they are a3 positive
they are rizht as Baptists are : are as much irritated as Baptists are, when
their pecaliar views are called in (uestion, and are as zealous to bring dis
eiples into their fold as Baptistsare, [t seems to be pretty well authenticate!
that there were persons in Galatia who were so zealous for the spiritual
interests of Christians in that region, o0 anxious 1o attach them more closely
to themselves, that they sought to exclude Paul and his fellow-laborers : that
others, in the sphere of John's labors, refused to receive him and his brethren,
and turned them out of the Church who were willing 10 own them. Must
it then appear impossible that there should arise, even under the eves of the
Apostles, men who, dissalisfied with Jewish sprinklings, thought this ad-
vanced dispensation demanded something more grand and imposing, and
insisted that the disciples should all be dipped !
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No man, who believos that all Seriptuars is given by inspiration of God,
will accept uninapired history as necessmry to the correct wferprelation of
Scripture.  We place the Bible with all confldene s in the hand= of men who
koow little or nuthing of history, as able to wmake wise unto salvaiion, —pro-
titable to the extent of making the wan of God perfect, thorone:hly Turnished
unto all good works: and are we to holil up Lisiory s a suppl- vont 1o the
Word without which it cannot be intelligently applicd > To believe Paine,
or Park. rven when they wpeak truth, i= not to bhelieve the Ward of Gal,
History way teach ug what men from age to aze have Do lievel, professed,
taught : but we musc come to the HWord to learn whether their doctrine i3
vorrect,  History may inform ua what Profes-ors Jdid ; but wo mnst come to
the IMord 1o lenrn whether what they did was rsaght. Il the Seriptare does
not shew .., Dot or'v that we are to be hoptized, but what laptisn is, and
how it is to be administered, we can know nothing assuvedlv bt it.  If we
are to be dicinely taught, the Word must rhow us the import of the ordi-
nance, whether we are to be immersed in watei or to have water sprinkled on
us, or whether either will do. Tt is8 A gross tmposition practizsed on nnsus-
pecting man o lead away their minds from the Ierd to history,  The faith
of God's ¢clect rests on divime testimeny.  History ean add nething to the
strength of their fith,

The whole of th.e Daptist systen rests on the denial of two foefa, of which
we have ample evidence in the Bible.

1. One fact is that - Baptism is an ordinance of the former dispensation,  Of
this we have the most direet and unequivocal evidenee. Daptiam wae
divinely nlministered and divinely enjoined hundreds of years before the
appesrance of John Baptist. The ! postle is writimg to a Christian church
whose members hined all been baptized, and of course knew wihet baprisin was
and Aow they had heen baptized ; apd he informs thens wo the Israelites,
having come forth from Egypt, were all bapdized in the clow! and jn the sea,
When he writes to the Hebrew christians, he vreminds them that the insti-
tuted ritea of the form.-r nge comprehended divers baptisins.  To ussert then
that bapiiem in peculinr to this dispensation is to deny the awpiration of
Paul, or to make (sod a liar because the record which He gives concerning
this waiter i not necepted.  With no lerity, with n solemn  ssent sense of
responsibility, do | bring against the leaders of a conliding people the heavy
charge of impmting to the IHoly Spirit a blusler or an error.  With no spirit
of bi*ternes. «'o [ briag tle charge, but to lewl to serious consideration in the
light, not of man’s testimony, but of the Divine word,  Onee brought to ac-
cept the testin. uy -the plain and decigive eatimony of the Spint, we are
pear an end of tiw ussertion of the baseless awl fanaiical ceremony of tme
mieraion,

2, The seconl fact is that,— We can necer learn the desigm or form of an or-
dinance from the name given to it, unless huptism is un exeeption to what is
otherwise universally true. There are Circineirion. Sacrillee, Sin-offering,
Trespass-offering, Passover, Meat and Drink offerings, Lord’s supper. Let
the Baptists s«lect the name which God hos attached to any one of these
ceremoninl insiitutions, Let him tax his ingenuity or his liternture, Let
him call into play the vivid imagination by wiiich he ean combine the waters
of the Red Sea and a pillar of cloud or fire to construct a baptistry, in which



ARGUMENTS PRO AND CON. 9

the flecing tribes may get, as Carson says, a dry dip. And let him demon-
atrate from the name. the nature or the material, or the form of the preseribed
rervice, The thing is impossible.  As little can he determine from the word
baptesm the design or mode of the ordinances so-called. Linguists are not
agrecd about the exact signification of baptize. It is true, Dr, Cramp tells na,
Nolearne! man will risk hia reputation by irming that its primary meaning
is not dip, punge, tmomerse, This is ¢uii  chareteristic, as noticed already,
of the Baptist style of argumentation. It is a fearful Fink, vet 1 will venture
to affirm that the sea-const is not dipped, or plunged, or immersed in the
ocenn a8 vften s« the tide flows in upon it, although Aristotle, as reported by
Conant, eavs it is bapeized.

According to the rule in respect to every other ovdinanee, we have to learn
from the Divine Word what constitutes baptism, and then, and oot till then,
we are able 10 discover why that particular name i appropriated to it.  And
we have a apecial right, we are under a special obligation to appeal to the
Old Testnment, a= it is an Ol Testnment ordinance.

We find the communication of all the blessings of the Covenunt n=socisted,
in the Seriptures, with aprinkliing, whether by a patural or preserilnal process,
When the Levites nre to be set apart to their oflice or the loper to be
cleanseid, the water of separation ix to be aprinkled upon them.  Speek of the
blessid eflicney of the divine word, “ My doctrine shall drop as the rain;
my speech shall distil as the dew.” What of the Medintor's work * * lle
shall come down like ram upon the mown grass ; as showers thnt water the
eartl,”  What of his hlood that cleanses from all 2in® It ix * the blood of
sprinking.”  The sainta are clect * unto obedience an-l sprinkling of the blood
of Jesus Christ.” What of the commmunieation of the Spirit* * He shall
aprinkle wany natiens,”  “ 1 will pour water upon him that is thirsty, and
Hoots upon the dry ground: [ will pour my spirit upon thy seed amd my
blessing upon thine offering.” 1 will sprinkie clean witer upon you, and ye
ahall ve clenn.”  Will gome learned man among the Baptista shew us where,
in the whole Bible, a blessing temporal or apiritual is represented ns commu-
nicate:d in the way of depping, plunging or tmmersion ?  God apriakles.  DBap-
uists dip. Lot the Word alone. Give us Ilistory. Never mind Moses or
Isainh, Pnul or Peter.  Give us Paine, 'ark, and their silent vompanions of
Bangor.

1 ME=4ENGER" Ang. 25, 18475, ]
“TIIE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BAI'TISM."

Rev., W, Sommerville, in the Preshyteriom Witness of last week, expresses
much dissatisfaction with the teachings of Professor Paine, of the Bangor
Theologieal Seminary, on the listory of Baptism. It will be remembered
by our readers that in the Christian Messenger, July 23, an article appeared
giving the examinktion of Dr. Paine’a class on Church History.

Mr. Summerville ventures to allirm that * I'rof. 'aine, t+aching such doc-
trine in a Congregational Seminary, is not an honsat man, amnd his historical
report cannot be acceptod without examination.” This is r short cut to the
end of controversy, aliwost us effectunl as the treatment gerveld upon Roger
Willinme and others who in earlier duys were sent adrift because lhe{ ven-
tured to say what they belleved on this subject. There must have heen a
Ereal many Eungzregntiaunlists, I’reshyterians, aud other Pedobaptists who, in
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Mr. Somnuwe rville's estimation, were not honest men, secing that they lhave
saitl the sume things,

One of the visitors at the examination of the class in Chureh istory, at
Bangor, where these foets were hronght forth, wrote, naking P'rof. Paine
“whether if that they were the trathful teaching of Chureh Hhstory, a ool
deal of the nargument against the Baptisty mnst not e given up "

Profvssor Puine in his reply says: -

It may be honestly asked by rome, Was immersion the primitive form of
bapti=m; and if so, what then ¥ Ar to the question of faet, the t stimony is
ample and deeisive.  No mntter if chureh history is clenrer. The evidence ig
all o way, amd all chureh historians of any repute agree i aceepting it,
We cannot claim even originality in teaching it i a Congregationnl Semi-
nary. Aml we really feel guilty of a kind of anachromi=m in writing an
article to insist upon it. It is a point on which Ancient, Meldieval and mo-
dern historinns alike, ('atholic and Protestant, Latheran and Calvinist, have
no controveray.  And the simple reason for thi= unanimity is that the state-
ments of the early Fathers are 8o elear, and the light shed upon these state-
ments from the early customs of the chureh is o conelusive, that no historian
who cares for hig reputation would dare to deny it, and no historinn who is
worthy of the name woulll wish to,  There are some historical questions
concerning the early c¢hurch on which the most learned writers disagree— for
example, the question of infant baptism : but on this one of the early prac-
tice of immersion the most distingnizhe | antiquarians, such an Bingham,
Augusti (Coleman), Smith ( Dictiwonary of the Bible), mud hi-torians, such as
Mosheia, (licseler, Hase, Neander, Milman, Sehaff, Alzog o+ atholic), hold a
common inangiage. The following extract from Coleman’s Antignities very
accurately cipreases what all agree to: * In the primitive chureh, immersion
was undeniably the common mode of baptism,  The utiost than ean be said
of aprinkiing in that early periodl is that it was, in case of necesgity, pernitted
A% AN exceplion to the general rule.  This Mnet is =0 well established that it
were needless to adiduce authorities in proof of it.” As one further illustra-
tion we quote from Schaff's * Apostolic Chureh :™ * Ar to the outward wuxle of
administering this ovlinance, immersion, aml not sprinkling, was unquestion-
ably the original, normal form.” But while immersion was the aniversal
custom, an abridgment of the right was frecly allowed and defended i cases
of urgent necessity, such as sickness und approaching death, and the peculiar
form of sprinkling thus came to be koown as * clinical ™ baptism, or the hap-
tism of the sick., It is somewhat sigoificant that no controversy of any
acconnt ever nrose in the Church on thie question of the form of baptism,
down to the Reformation. And henee it is difficult to determine with come
plete accurney just when immersion gave way to sprinkling a8 the commen
church practice.  The two forms were employed, one as the rale, the other
as the excoption, nntil, as Christiunity travelled northward into the coller
climate, the exeeption silently grew to he the rule,

As late s the thirteenth century immersion still held its ground, as is
shown in a passage in the Summa Theologica of St. Thomas Aquinns, whore
the argnments in favor of the two modes of baptism are compared, nnd the
contelusion is denwn that immersion is the safer because the more common
form (quin lioe habet communiorem usus),  Three centuries lnter, in the time
of the Reformers, sprinkling has become common, and even ¢uite universal ;
though Calvin F],H.'I‘I-Ls of thedifferent forms of baptisin in n way which seems
to imply that immersion was by no means obhsolete,  So that Dr. Selaff puts
the date quite early enough, we think, when he sayvs that * not until the end
of the thirteenth century did aprinkling become the rnle and immersion the
axception.” It is to he remarked, alao, that this change occurred only in the
Western or Lutin Chureh,  In the Greek Church immersion has remained the
rile to the present day.

Mr. Somanerville makes strange work by his attempt to formulate two
propositions which he regards ax focte, on the deninl of which he nflirma
*the whole Baptist systew rests.” They are 1ot — Baptisn ia an ordinance of
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the former dispensation, and 2nd— W e cam never learn the dexigm or form of e
ordinenee from the name given to f.  The first of theae is, of course, designed
to support the long exploded iden that Christian Baptism is a substitute for
Jewisl circumeision.  With regard to the second proposition, perhngs the
New Testament itzelf is the best expositor of what is the design or torm of
Baptism,  We have much respect for Mr. Svinmerville, and are sorry to sve
him place himsell in a dangerons ‘msitiull. Inthe warmth of his zenl 1o ddis-
prove thut inunersion is buptism, he says, “It is a fearful risk, yet 1 will ven-
ture to aflirm that the sea const is not r?ippwf or plunged, or immersed in the
ocenn na often as the tide Hows in upon it, although Aristotle, ns reported by
Conunt, says it is haptized.”  Mr, 8. must believe himself to be n very clever
manipulator of language, to think he coull muke other people helieve what
he thus atirms. I the sea coast is overwhelmed by llm rising tide, it is
surely immersed, submerged, or baptized. 4

Baptists are so often supplied with ammunition by those who ditfer from
themn that they are not required to do more than present it to public view in
the defence of their practices,  Other Pedobaptists should surely accept
such testimony in preference to that f.om Baptist authora,

Anothier author of no mean pogition in the Church of England, has recently
appeared @ Canon Lightfoot of St. Pauls andd Professor of Divinity at Cam-
hriddze, in his commentary on the epistle to the Colossions, writes a= distinetly
a8 il he were a Baptist in practice. e recognizes baptism as belonging ouly
to believers, and immersion us the only c¢hristian baptism

In the sumuary of his argument in ii, B—135, he writes:

This eircumeision (wrought hy the Spirit, &c.) ye have, beeause Yo were buried with Chrlst
to your ol selvis beoeath the baptismal waters, and were raised with Him from those same
wiaters to w noew and regenerate life through your fulth in the powerful wors g of God, who
ralscd Hit from the dead,

Onii. 12, he remarks:

Daptism is the geave of the old man, and the birth of the new.  As hie sicheth heneath the
baptismal waters, the believer haries there all his corrupt afections and past sins : ay he
emurges thence, hie vises regenerale, gaickened to new bopes and o sew Tile,  This it s, bes
cause bt is not only the crownlng aet of his own Faith, but also the seal of Gol's aelopl oo and
the carnest of Gosl's Splrit,  Thus sapti=m is an Imugge of his partleipation loth in the death
and resurrection of Clirist.

On ver. 3§ :—
The apostle’s argument 8 this :—When you mink under the baptismal waters you disip-
veared for ever to the world,  You rose wgniin, it s true, hut you roxe only to God. The world

ienceforth kuows nothing of your new Life and (us o consvuence) your new life mu-t know
nothing of the world,

Perhapa that will do for the present,  There ir one American Congregation-
alist Theologicnl Professor, Dr. Paine : and one Chureh of England Canon, Dr.
Lightfoot, vither one of which will be quite equal to Mr. Sommerville's
afirmations and appeals to the Old Testament in support of a New Testa-
ment ordinance.

[* MesseNuER," Sept. 15, 1875, ]

¢t ANSWER HIM NOT.”

[n the Preshyterian Witness of Aug. 21, there is an article on baptism by
“the Rev, William Sommerville,”” written in his accustomed ~tyle. Il Mr.
Sommerville were a fair disputant, it might be fit and proper to answer him.
But ho is not, He can charze us Baplists with “ contemptible trickery.”
He can erowd his paper with sly insinvations and sophistical rewsonings.
He can dogmatise. ﬁ: can slander. He can say ! God sprinkles, Baptiets
dip.’"  Bul he is not a man to be met on a fair tield of honorable controversy
on the subject of baptism, being under the power of uncontrollable prejudice.
‘C Answer him not,”

W¢ know that in apostolic limes believers were ¢ buried with Him in bap-
tism.”’ andl in that ordinance did ** put on Christ.”

We know nat infant baptism is inconsisten! with the spirit and design of
Chiristianity, and therefure is not mentioned in the New Testament,
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The great Neander said truly that ““ we have all reason for not deriving
Iufant baptism from Apostolic institution.” That is enongh.
Pisguh, Sept. 1875. Hezzxiau,

Sinee receiving the ahove we find the following in the Presbyterian Wit-
ness of the 11th:—

“THE YOICE OF GOD ON BAPTIBM.”

Ny nEV, J, BTROWXN, DAPTIST MINISTER,

Dear Editer,—Some yearsago Mr. 8purgeon was asaniled by an elderly lndy
ghortly after the serviee, as follows, * Mr. Spurgeon, I think vou were o little
too high in yonr doctrine thisa morning,” * What wus it,” Mr. 8 replied,
“that you didn’t like ¥ She tobl him.  “ Why,” said he, * that was a quo-
tation from Paul's |'lli.."l|\“ to the Rommns.” " Ah well,” she answered, “ Paul
was n little too high sometimes, too.”  Would it not he well for those who
find fanlt with Baptists to he sure first that they are not finding fuult with
Paul, or perlnps Panl’s Lord ¥ I think if Reyv. Mr. Sommerville (whom |
have not the plensure of kno ing) had enrefully read those pussages in the
New Testament that reter to Baptism, and the 17th ehapter nll' John, particu-
larly verses 21, 22, 23, he would have hesitated hefore comuitting what he
has to print, and such unbappy expres<ions as, “ contemptible trickery,”
“ haseless and fanatical ceremony of Baptism,” &e., would not have found
place among his remarks, [ fear Mr, Somunerville has taken upon himself o
greater reaponsibility than he is aware of.  If he i sere of his own ground,
and if Baptista are so very gy, contemptible and fanntical as he thinks,
should he not be a little more gentle aml forbearing and try to shew them the
more excellent way ¥

Now as Mr. Sommerville professes to tako the Bibie for his goide, and with
the motto of the Titness before him, viz. : * The Bible i our great church
directory and atatute hoak,” wonlil it not he well for him to shew his consig-
tency with himself by giving from the Bible, and not from history, proof or
proafa fur the doctrine and practice of Infant Baptism 7 If he will do this
e will histow a great favor on thousands who are anxious to fnd it there, as
well ns on Yours very respectfully,

Cow Bay, Aug. 31, 1875, J. Bnowx,

[Wirseas=, Bept, 25, 1475,
“THE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BAPTISM.”

Mn. Entron,—If 1 had nothing else ta do, the Editor of the Messenger
would have heand from me sooner in reply to hix remarks on my eomwmuni=-
cation of August 21st.  What a shame that the writer of the articles on which
I offered n fow strictures should leave the burden of his defence on the Ed.
M. ! He might have told us the nnmer of those ohscure pedobapdists 10 whom
he refers, - whether they denied that nmersion wins very carly and very gen-
erally practised in the Churches, - denied it the eandidutes for baptism
wera dipped three times,--denied that they were dipped in a state of perfect
nwlity, (one ebscure pedobapiist nt least, the lute Dr. Samuel Miller of Prince-
ton, has stated that * We have the very same evidence in favor of immersing
divested of all clothing, that we have of immersing atall.”) He might have
wlso informed us why, when Baptiats appeal to history, they do not enrry out
the evidence to its full issue, but give us & mere abrtdyement of the buptismal
ordinance of he ancients; for certainly n stngle Jdip is & meagre compend of
their buptism, The information would be curious, and, in many respects,
useful.  Yet no man, who believes that all Seripture 18 given by inspiration
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of (o, will accept uninapired history as awthority respecting any point of
Christinn «loetrine or Christian practice,

When, some years ago, [ published a amall work on Baptism, [ omitue] all
reference to the historical argument, and the Ed. M, generously insinunte !
that the omission was owing to & fear of meeting that nspect of the gne«-
tiom.  He el my reply, with which he may have heen more than satisfied ;
amd 1 will not row submit to be dragged from the irm ground of Apustles
and Prophets, where both DBaptists and Pedobaptists ean etand by me and
examine all my statements, and plunge into a labyrinth where compara-
tively few can follow me, and from which when | come out, having made my
veport, they must fake my word for what [ have learned. 1 am willing to go
to the Seriptures with the most talented and distinguished Baptists, - with
the Ed. M., if he chooses to accupy the humble otice of a sereen ** betwixt
the wind amd their nobility,” One with Gol is a majority. A child with God
is ahiigphty.

I wm thankful for the Eilitor's expression of respect ; doubly thankful that
he has warned me that 1 have placed myself in a damgerous position ; anid
wonhl be superlatively obliged had e told me in what the Janger consists.
If my article in the Iiness admits of no more direcet, ingenuous, and effec-
tive reply than he has supplied, the danger cannot be great,  Most people are
fwmilinr with the action of the tides ; a-ul to sxpect Baptists to believe that,
beennse Aristotle says that the sea const it baptized at tlood, it is not over-
fHowed but dipped, or plunged, or tmmeraed, is to expect them to sacriflce theis
connmon sens: on the altar of their profession. To :ay that the coast is dip-
ped, or plungyed, or inumersed, as often na the tide Hows in upon it, i
unaualifiedd nonsense ; aml the Filitor knows it, and when he would con-
tradict my ~tatement, quietly drope the words dip aud punge, and to the
more equivocal word fnnersed wdils submeryged nid buptized. 1F this is not
deliberate und dishonest mantpulation of language, I know not what dishon.
ety in, e dave not put the declaration that the land is dipped or plunged
into the ocean when the tide covers it, before his most credulous repders.
Dr. Cavson, whose theory is that bapfize nlways signitied dip and nothing but
dip, expresses mede vl nothing but mede, knew that the literal application
of Ariziotle’'s words would contradict his position, nmd elaborates a igure out
of & very unndorned narrative of a plain matter of fact. But =0 loug as Daj-
tiats ure content to be blindfoliled, eabletowed, and swear what they are told,
there i+ no liope. T am very unjustly represented as accusing P'rof. Paine of
not being an honest man * because he ventured to say what he thought on
this suhject™ of baptism. I never called Prof. Puine or any other man die-
honest becanse he saidd what he thought on Baptism or any other subjeet,
What 1 meant to say, and did i effect sy, was that Prof. Paine, in a Con-
pregationnl Seminary, ml gupported, as 1 supposs, by the money of Congre-
pationnhats, teaching the students--the probable future ministers of Conyregu-
tional Churches,  principles contrary to the doctrine and order of thuse Churche:.,
is not un hooest man.  All this is indiented by emplinsising the word congre-
gationalist in my statement,  For the same reason, 1 would call n Professor
in Acadin College a dighonest man who woulld take ndvantage of hia position
to inculente upon his students Pedobaptist principles.  Had Prof. Paine con-
Hned himsel{ to the exhibition of the practice of the ancient anl media:vul
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churches, he ia free of blame, but he is represented as teaching that *“ the
Apostles and ol the chureh until four or fve hundred yvears age un.lerstowl
by baptiem imimeraion, snd never sprinkled any body except the sick ™ We
don’t go to uninspired history to learn what was the practice of the \postles.
We go to their own writinga which are ag open to the mambers of the Chareh
as tu Prof. Peine,  We are willing to hear what he hos to eay as & tencher of
history, but it woulll be very unwise to accept his historieal report without
exnmination, esapecially if it has a hearing on Chrietiun faith or practice.
Even Dr. Carson who never, | am persuadml, nnvle an incorrect statement
intentionally, has go represented the views of Cyprinn ns to eall forth the fol-
owing from I’rof, Wilson :—* A statement more completely at varianee with
uncient recornl we have selidlom letected in the worka of any anthor of
charncter, aml wo are not, therefoce, surprized at the strong languuge of Dr,
Halley, when he says, * Either the writer of the.e assertions ia not n reader
of Cyprian, or he is not an honest man ™ Paul commended the DBerians
becuuse they woulld not take Aix word without examination,

To return to Aristotle’s baptism of the African coast, [ affirmed in a
jocular mood never supposing that any one would be riddiculons enoagh to
contraddict it, that the ses coast is covered hy the tide, not by beinz dipped,
or plunged, or {mmeraed into it.  How does the Ed. M. meet this?  [le op-
posea to me tue testimony of Paine that {mmersion was the practico of the
ancient Church! aml of Canon Lightfoot who expounds Paul’s wonl to the
Colossinns ( huried with him in haptism, Ke.) as {~plying immersion ! Had |
stated] that Saint John is not the Capital of N. Brunswick, there woull be
as much sense in opposing to me the testimony of Lord Dufferin and Gov.
Archibald that Halifax ie the Capital of Nova Seotia,

In my letter to the Witnezs, ! erpressly stated tlat as far as argument
goes tha Baptista are welcome to the history, yet as if history was the sheet
anchor, n great part of the reply consists of a historical statement of Paine,
It is this likely that has deceived poer 1. Brown of Cow Bay, who has fallen
into the mistake that I was leaving the Bible to fouml on hiatory, wien 1
am pleading against an appeal to history in favor of the Bible anl in op-
positicn to Baptists, Suppose all Paine states to be true, except that the
term primifive used hy himeself nnd Coleman, aml the terms originda nil normal
usedd by Schaff, might e understood to make the Apostles reapon=ible for the
aberrntions of the ancient Church, we are no nearer tn the solution of the
questions—What is baptism P—How is baptiam to be administeresd > Sup-
pese thet it is fully ascertained and admitted that Baptism by apoinkling was
ridiculed by the Devil's ministers, who transformed themselves into the
Apostles of Christ, anl opposed Paul at Corinth, or by Diotrephes, loving
pre-eminence, who rejected John, and thay throwgh their activity, compnae-
ing sen and land to make proselytes, it was universally shandonel and im-
meraion, with all its superstitions and shameless appendages, substituted in
it room, we must still come to the Scripture to 'sarn whether the practice
of the Church has the sanction of her divine lleal. The lsraelites had not
dwelt in Booths at the fenst of tabernacles from the time of Jo<hua till the
end of the Babylonish captivity, but the practice was revived unider Nehe-
mial and Ezra, because * they found written in the lme which the Lord had
commanded by Moses, that the children of lerael should dwdll in Looths in



ARGUMENTS PRO AND CON. 15

the feast >f thie seventh month.” DBut concerning this incessant appeal to
miern wnel to tradition I shall have romething to say in a future communication.
We ennnot allow the thief to eseape by the artful didgze of mingling with the
crowil anel shonting * stop thiel' londer than any bady else,

But what of my two facta® The firat is that Baptiem is an ordinance of the
former dispenvation. Does the Fd. M, deny thin? He does not. Ile knowns
that the terms of the sixth commandment are not more pluin than those in
which the Apostle atates that the divinely inatituted rites of the Old Teata-
raent di<pensation comprehended dirers baptisms, and that to deny it is to make
God « liee. What is hisreply ?  “ The firnt of these is, of course, designed to
aupport the long exploded idea that Christain baptisw is n substitate for Jew-
ish circumeision” “of rourse.” Then there cnn be no doubt of the correctness
of his statemnents. But how did he know my design? e could not. 1
never once thought of the relation which baptism haa to circumeision, 1f 1
had been speaking of infunt baptiem, I might have thought of that relation.
The Abrahamic covenant hath nothing more to do with the made of baptism
than the deed of a farm has to do with the mode of its cultivation, whether it
is to be n sheep-walk, a wheat field or an orchurd. ITe turns away the minds
of his renders from the queation by ns.erting what he conld not know to be
true, and which is in fact untrne, His concluding rentence might lead the
reader to disbelieve the fact which he dare not directly deny. " Mr. S. appeala
to the (). Testament, in support of a N, Tesiament ordinance.,” I do not. [
appeal to the (), Testament respecting an O. Teatnment ordinance which is
perpetuated nnder this dispensation. Nobody denies that Baptism ira N. T.
ordinance. The Baptist doctrine ia that it belongs cxefuaively to this dispen-
sation. ** T'he long exploded idea that Christian baptism is a substitute for Jewish
eircnmeixion.”” It may be very convenieat to have Baptiata think the idea
long exploded. Bat it is amazing that one occupying the place of a guide of
public sentiment should be ro iynoran! s not to know, thut the ides that
baptism occenpies the room of circumcision hax not yet been exploded. I
blame the writer's intelligence to rave his integrity.

The recond fact in that we can never learn the design or form of an ordinance
Sfrom the nume given to it. Does the Ed. M. attempt to meet thix by the demon-
stretion of the nature and form of any one ordinance from ita name? No.
ITe madestly atates that * Perhaps the New Testament ix the heat expositor of the
derign and form of Baptism.” The N. Testument does not expound either, but
furniches varions references to the ordinance which imply an antecedent
knowledge of both,

After warning me benevolently of dangers ahead, the Editor glides nway
into the study of Canon Lightfoot, Prof. of Divinity at Combridge—head
quarters of orthodoxy—to get a supply of ammunition, and finde—a parcel
of figs,

My time is limited and I would not tresspass unreasonably ou your columne.,
But you will permit me to add a grand idea borrowed from the C. Messenger
of Aug. 1, not altered, but differently applied. * The fear of offending those
who favour the practice” of immeraion, ** or any other not having the sanction
of the Ilible should oot be rllowed to binder u- from a faithful declaration of
Giod's truth. While we esteem it no part of our duty to offend our neighbours,
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we must be cureful net to offend God Ly keeping back his word tn please
ren.” W. SOMMERVILLE

“MESsENG R Otalwer Glh, 1=35,]

“ THE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BAPTISM.”

o letter in the Iitweae of the 250 ult, on this subjeet, from the Rev,
Mr. Sommerville, it appears that there js some Hetion in s mined nhout <ome
per=on having written in our pages i conneciion wi'th an articl: which we
q.nuh*ll roie e uge fromn ol of our exchonaes. 1L gave wn secount of
Professor Prine’'s teachiogs, and what he, o Pedo-baptist, nd learmel from
history, respecting promitive baptism. The examination of his students, it
will be remembered, develope] that the result of his extensive acpunintance
with history waa that baptistu s essentinlly an immersion of the believer.
We mnde a few introwluctory remarks, and wlidel 8 few more, Bt what
does Mr. S mean by raving, < What a shiame that the writer of the avicle on
which I offered a few <trictures shonld leave the burden of hia defene: on
the K. M.r" What writer® o Lis first letter in the Wi weae, Aug, 2iar,
uleo he sicke of *thie writer of ap article vxpectd to appear ‘B the Veasen-
ger of July 2= We ncither hasl norexpecte | any article from nny writer,
ﬁn- miest have got holil of some notion whivh requires explanation.  Will he
riee sl explain *

A yet, after all, that is perliaps of but little moment, compured with the
wain squeelion. by which Mr. S, is 0o deeply stirred. Weo might periaps take
our friend * Hezekinh =" advice, and “Answer him uot,” but whilst we may
not hope to suceeed in reteving hiz pre oneeived opinions, we may perhajs
e of seivice in preventing him from Jdoins inimy in “the fearful risk ™ into
which he apvears willing to plunge tinnnerse) himself.

Mr. Somuerville jmy« the i}u tists & compliment, yel not intenti-ually,
in his little aneedote.  Their task is 10 be gecomplisbesd by Keeping at it,”
We have “kept at it” for many centuries, and are as freal as ever, We
are nol in haste, while God tarries.  Dut so lony as we have the BFole. may
the God of the Bible help all christians ** to cry alowd aml spar not,” * to
LIt up their voices like trumpets,” acminst the s ul-lestroying Hgment—ne
fant baptism and ita appended dalusion —sprinkling.

Mr.Sommerville states that hie was informed by “ the writer.” ot the ap-
pearance of Dr. Pnines teachings.  The writer il not speak to Mr. S, on
the subject, consequently Mr. Sunmerville received no * sl challenge ™
from * the writer.”  DBut if this was tie only mistake that Me. 5. Lol fall-n
into, we might pass it over in silence ; bitt he proceeds to make some other
guesges, touching the ba mismal ||m-:-ti1'|ll. whliich Dy moat not he ]wrlllltlﬁl
to do with impunity. lle undertakes to guess how mmersion onginated !
*Men arose under the eves of the Apostles, who were dissatislied with
sprinklings, and demanded that the disciples shoulid be dipped,” The man
who complains of the E ptist= for following - that is what they actanlly <o
--peddo-baptists through the history of tue church, ta sscertain the facta re-
lating to baptism, sails rizht off, without any apology, upon the open sa of
conjecture ! Mr. Sommerville puesses that immmersion had its orig'n in the
mystery of iniguity that worked in Panls day. It is bad. for that guess,
that there was no disciple in that day who hiad been sprinklisl.  1F the guess
shonld be inverted, and allowed 8 century or two of time forits fiebl, then
the fact might be reached. Lot the puezs be, that the mystery of iniguity
wie dissatisied with immersion, because it was not convenient, in the case of
invalids, to sustain the lie of baptiamal regzeneration, and then the gess a'vl
sober history shake hands. Mr. S shoul ! not guess that people were dixeat-
isfed with s matter in the christian chureh, although (hey were * the devil's
ministers” wlen that matter was not in the christian church, This 12 an in-
justice, even to “the deril’s minister<.” There i® no necessily for conjecturs
here. God tells ue where christian baptism, by inmersion, originated, aml
by whom it originated. Jerus was inumersedl in the Jordan by Jubhn—im-
mereedd at his own reques and by his own conmnand.
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“The whole of the Baptist ,-fstmn reats on the Jenial of two facta,” Jugma-
tize~ Mr. Rommervitle,  His dicta here are o ke his guess wbove,  Baptism
i» an oplinance of the former dispensation.  Yes, Mr. S, we Jdo odeny it, and
it is for you who aflirm it to give the proof.  You have pot given one fact
or soumel infere=pee yeot in anl’uf yvour long ago explisles] fletion - figment,

There were divers baptisma in the old di<pensation ! Jus' 0. We * bring
apsinet the leoder of & confiding people the heavy charge of * teaching what
God'- word docs not teach. Let vs strip sway the flimey falluey from thia
a=+rtion, that “ Baptism was an ordinance of the former dispensntion."”
What do vou mean by Baptiemn, Mr. Sommerrville? You meun, or you would
bave the people to understand you that you mens, the Bapti<m of the New
Texament—{hristain Baptinm!  Was that an ordinance of the former dispen-
matitrn * There were divers baptiama no doubt ; but were they New Textament
Chrietian baptivm ?  Mr. 8. onght to know ther were not.  Was the other
ordipance-the Lord's Supper--an unlinance of the old dispen-ation? * Supper’’
wa+ an ordinance, the suppes of the paschal lamb, but wa. that the New
Tetawent, the Christian's Lor''s Supper? Mr. 8. knows it wis not. The
Lord tells us when he iostitutes it.  He ale the Supper him=elf, and thus it
had ite origin. John, his servant, began bapti*m, Jesus the Ma-~ter waa
taptized : thus he made it his own, and commands his followers to obey him.
After Mr. 5. has proved that the Lord's Supper was an ordinance of the old
di-pen-ation, because there were auppers in i, then he may try hix hand at
Baptisin. “ Once brought to accept the testimony—the plain and decisive
w~timony of the Spirit—we are near an end of the baseles and fanatical cere-
mouy '—papish ceremony of sprinkling #nd infant sprinkling.

The mecvnd fact—'the Ehplim affirm that the dexign or forma of an ordinance
an Y [-imed by the pame giver to it.' No Baptist ever sara that ! Mr. 8.
should pst construct these straw-nten for antagonists, when the solidl facts
and arzuwents from Gol's worl are before him.

W have the name of the Supper in the Wonl of God: we have the “ile-
sign” of the Lord's Supper: we have slso an account of the taking of the
Lot Supper by its Author, and those who first took it with him. We have
the umne —Baptism ;—we have also the design of Baptism-—we lave differ-
«ot sccoudls, even to particulars of its administration. The hible tella us
whi the subjects are, their qualifications; it also tells us what the Huid is in
which the person is baptized ; . tells us, moreover, how the act was performed
—the modur operandi. Why should Mr. 8. try to defend his Romish fig-
meat with 8 fHument of his own begetting? The Baptists do not say the
=designs or form” of an orlinance can be leamed from its name. Neither
&4 their views resl upon this assumption. The Spirit «does pat zive us, io the
teacainse reapactiog the ondinances of Christ, ridldles and enigmins. e
uas told us plainly all that it is necessary for ua t» know of these matters.

¥r. Bomwerville alfirins, at “a fearful risk,” *“that the sea coast was
Lot dippes] or plunged or immersed in the ocean as often a2 the tide tlowa
in ujon it.” Was it sprinkled * Heavy sprinkling!! Sprinkle babies
a: heavily and no Baptist w.ll complain about an unseriptural paucity of
walsr.

Ani here is the twin argument of the above. Sprinkling monopolizes
the “onour in Seripture of symbolizing “all the blestings.™ Does 117 Waa
iser= 1m0 blessing connercted with the dippinz of the il in blood aod
watsr - Wax no blessing eonnected with the dipping of Naaman in Jonlan
Alwe. one of the Hnmp?es that Mr. 8. gives to prove hLi- as-ertion is the
blow from his logical axe that cuta the branch off on which he stands, and
dswn be comes, arguments and all. Hereitis: “1 will pour water upon
bim that ie thirsty, and Aloods upon the dry ground.”™ 3Mr. & italicised
pour. we ilalicise floods. Povn PLoops. Heary sprinkling agein for Mr. 8,

Thie ie 8 bit of religious delusion which has taken posevcasion of * poor”
Mr. S.nmerville's brain, and he having used it for years, as an arghment,
A ahtless, he has come to think there is some weight in it. The counter-
part is, that imq;erainn is the universal aymbol of judgment. Was Asher's
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hlessing, ['ent. xxxiii. 24, & fudgment* hocause he was to “dip his foot in
oil.”  Was it a carse to Nuwman that he was eommandmd to dip himself
seven thimes in Junlan,  Seven ¢lrses, mecording Lo Mre S, heeniise thers were
peven dip=l! Reully itis une chy of the intelligenee amd learning of Mr.
K. to b denling in mueh unsube, s, God speinkles, Baptiste dip.”  Geul
il mprinkle, but now he iado, Wit God didd dip, and sUll dips, aned
wo do Baptiste, anel o oo Pedobugo ste, Preshy terians, Episeopalinns, Meth-
odista, Latherans, Congregationalists, aml the Greek and Roman  ehurehes
either pmetically  or ilieoretically are dippers,  Mr. Sommeryille is a
n{n-r’n.l-frr niel nothing bt a smpeeenkler.  Azninst him there in the Word of
God, the ¢iristinn world, of the pust anel the present, but still he holds out.
He will sprinkle the stray Baptist that asks admittance to his fold,  Let
every man have hisdue,  Hen: in mare dariag bat praiseworthy consistency,

“What i« Buptism = How ix Baptism 1o be administersd ** These are

inted Fuir questions, pmt by Mr. 8. Alas, he beging to goess again! Again

e would deal in hypothesis,  Pat asple the foolish t‘ﬂni]ﬂ'hm-. fancisl by
Mr. S, hut no one else, that the * Dovil's ministers ridicaled buptism by
gprinkling in Paal’s day ¥ There were Devil's ministera then, no doabt, but
alas for the gness, netther hible nor history tells us of any aprinkling for
baptism ax early as that.  After getting himself throngh this tangle of guess-
work, Mr. 8. naks, “Doea the elitor of the Christian Messenger deny that
Baptism i« an orndinance of the former dispensation ®* It was no more of
the old dixpensation than the Loml's Supper was the Loml's Supper in the O.
T. dispensation. Christian baptism was not in the Oll dispensation. There
were dippings, “divers washings " —but they were not divers Christian bap-
tisme - there wos & supper, but it was not the Lonl's Supper. There were
ments, Jdrinks, and divers dippings -yes, entings and sprinklings, but no
christian buptism, no Lord's Supper of the New Testament,

But to the question, * What is Baptism *”  Let God answer, 1 Peter iii.
21, “The like theure whereunto even Baptism doth also now save us (nnt
ihe puttiog away the filth of the flesh, bt the answer of a gooml conscisnce
toward (nul) by the resurrection of Jesns Christ.™  Now, for the other ques-
tivn, * How is haptism to be administena ¥ Lot God ansawer agein.  Rom,
vi. 3, 4. “Tiu-re}un.- we are buried with him by baptismn into death, thet
like as Christ was mised up from the dewd by the glory of the Father, even
10 we Also shonkl walk in newness of life” Col. ii. 12, * Buried with Him
in Baptisin,” Xe. What s done in baptism *  An additional  question!
“ For ns many of you as have been baptized into Jesus Christ have put on
Chris!.”  Another question! And let God answer that aleo. ow many
Baptisma nre there® Ephes. iv. 6, “One Lord, one faith, one baptism.”
And atill another question! Who are to receive baptism *  Mark xvi. 11,
** le that believeth and is baptized shall be savel.”

The Worl of Giod answers nll the questions on the subject that require re-
plies. Mere God tells us how the et is perforined ; what is meant by the
act ; that there is only one baptism, amd who are qualitied for it,

The subject is to be * bunel” And still another guestion! Buriel in
what *  Hater. Acts viii. 36, *See here is water.,”  No infants, no ~prink-
ling. Belwvers burted in wrater and raiseld np to walk-—infants Jdon’t walk in
any sense—*in newness of life,” God “dips” believers, Mr. Sommerville
sprinkles unbelievers,

(" WirTsRss"” Ot 9, 1875.)
“THE VOICE OF HISTORY ON BAPTISM.”

Mr, Emirenr  Alter the Chrigtian Messcnger has given a broad challenge
on the mode of baptism, finding it met by blows too harl not to be
painfully felt, his friends are coming forward to extrieate him, and, leaving
the ground of contention to dercend to slanderous personalities, recommend
him to guit the fickl, This is wise. To protract the controversy ,with refer-
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wnce b0 what appears in the Wiaess, might lewl Baptists v examine
what i snidd 1o your paper, sl perhaps lewl to @ convietion that it has more
Seripture to support it than woubil appear from the repliea,  But w/y should
the ¢, M retire  Hezekial pavs, “ Mr, 8, is not a fuir disputant.”  Let him
show wherein 1 am not. “ He can charge us Baptista with confenptible
trickery.” | Lave given two examples and can farnish more. = He can
crowil his paper with sly insinuations sl sophistical ressonings.” Lt him
point them ont, When the man, who is favoursd ns Moses 1o sl on Piss
gy, nssutnes the awme of Hezekial, apd adopts his worlds - Answer Lhim
not " it looks very like s Wy invinuation the Mr. 8, is as bl ws Rabshakeh,
Al when Mr. Brown says, * If Mr, 8, had carefully reaed those passages in
the N. T. that refer to baptism  he would have hesitutwd before committing
what hie has to print,” it siacks of an insinustion that 1 hsve not carelully
remed them,  Pevhaps it was not intended.  His letter is on Uie whole respect -
[ul uteel eontrasts favourably with Hezekiali's, and had 1 known who he was,
I ahowth! not hayve spoken of hime so lightly in & former article, Tor which 1
usk hi~ purdon. Hezekiah gueson, * He can dogmntize”  Last us hinyve ex-
amples. e can slander.”  Shew examples. “ Ho can say, God sinkles,
Baptists dlip”™  OF course I can.  Qold has of obl commanded aprivkling. It
is promised that Christ woald aprinkle many nations, and that to ciennge
hia people he would sprnkle clean water upon them, I defy HezeKinh to
shew that God has promised * v bestow o spiritun] blessing on any Luman he-
i in the way o dipgag, yot Baptists dip: woulll have all nations uned all
individlunls dipped.  * e is not & man te be met on the fair flebl of honora-
ble controversy on the subjoect of baptisin, being uder the power of uneon-
trolluble prejudice,”  How does Hezekiah know this*  But -~ sursue not this
sitbject further. 1 leave the vindieation, or reformation, r condemmnuation
of my personal character with the searcher of hearts, before whom hath
Hezekinh nned T must one day atand,

The €. V., Mr. Brown, and Hezekinh, all appear anxious to bring infent
haptiane to the front, 1wy offer some remarks un that by and by : but in
the mean time 1 am occupied ahout the mode of bapttam, aned from that [ am
not to he diverted by side jasues, The radical error of Baptists in their
rensonings on the subject of Baptism in general, and the mode of baptism in
particular ix that they found on human testimony.  There is o shivinking, it
may be unconscions, but & shrinking from a direet, an unequivoeal aml ex-
clusive appeal to the Divine word, It in man, wen, this great mnn and that
preat scholar,  When they think they have found some inconsistent Pedo-
baptist, whoe professes one thing and practices another, he is woith gold,
e is, of courae, n great and goad man,  The €, M, answers me hy an appeal
to 'rofs. Paine apl Lightfoot. No matter what evidence the obwcnre 'edo-
hapeist of King's Co. brings from Scripture, it is worthless, for Paine and
Lightfoot are ngainst me, lezekiah expects the readers of the M., o coms
paratively few of whont I am known, to believe, on A% naked word, all he
has =ai'l about me. DBringing his letter to a close, lic introduces these
wornls, - ** We have all reason for not deriving infant Baptism from Apostolic
institution.”  Are these Guds wornds? No, No. They are the frue woras
of the * Great Neander,” and then adids “ That is enough.” The Measengor of
Aug. 4, after introducing the Haptist of Memphis in evideuce that, in 1874,
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fifty-four nuinisters of other denominations had renouneed their “ errors amld
united with the Baptists,” exprewses lnsowneonviction that 10000 Iy members
from various sects wore baptizisl into the Baptist Charches last year.”  Hoere
are 1OUNK) witnessen that the Baptists nre right,. What shall we think of
thousaruls that leave Protestanisim for the Chnrel of Rome, talentisd, learned,
sincere, mnny of them ®  Are these to be necepted as so many prools that
Rome iw right ¥ It is not strunge that the twe processes shonhl be going
on simultanconsly,  There isa atrong bonl of sympathy, relinnee on human
teatimony.  With Rome honest and prononnesd relinnee on haman dictation.
With Baptista more covert aml indireet, Yt not loas real.- 1y the way, are
Pedobaptist denominations not Churchea? The various seefa nre contrasted
with Baptist Churchea? This in almost, some one would «ay altogether, na
illiberal ua o statement which 1 ooee made, not however without nesigning s
definite reason and that renson was nof thnt they dipped, - Their Churches,
(the Baptist), as corporate bidiea form no part of that Church which the Medi-
ator will recoynize us hin owm.”

The article to which 1 refer closes with the following two astounding
sentences.  * This (the thonsands ndded yearly to the Baptist ehwrchies from
other secfa) to the thoughtless is amazing, hut to the thoughtful it ia stranger
that every regenermted pwrson in those socidties o not leave msn and tradi-
tions and fellow Christ and his word, These results should encouragre us to
preach Christ and his word, These resulta should encourage us to preach and
writo still mere faithfully, that the nmmber may each yenr increass who
acknowlwdge no king but Jesus,”  Hear, ull yo Methodists and Preshy terinns,
all pedaobaptiats,  Yon sre following men and traditions, anid not Christ and
his worl. You have another king than Jesus. None follow Christ and his
worid, none have no king but Jesus, except Baptists, Rome goes, cun go
no further. Is it a henarty concession that there ure regenerated persons in
those sucietiea/ They ara a strange kind of new crentures,  Are they regen-
erated at all, they must have heard and learned of the Fathers and yet they
have another king than Jeaus, follow menand trditions.  What wlen can the
writer have of regeseration, when those who are bomn of the ineorraptible
reerl of the word den’t follow the word, when those who, tanght of God, come
to Christ and yet do not follow Christ ?

But we look particularly at the charge that Pedobaptista follow smam and
traditions. This looks very like the thicf erying, * stop thief,” for the aceus
sation, in respect to the mode of baptism in particular, lies demonstrably
against Baptists. We have seen the Messenger'a appeal to Paine and Light-
foot to silence me, nud Hezekial's appeal to the (freat Newnder., Thess are
not exceptional cases. What is the starting point with Baptists in treating
of the mode of baptism ¥ It is the memming of the word baptize. How can
the thousunds and tens of thoneands in their churches, who are not Greek
scholars, know anything about it? They must take the wonl of some Oreek
scholar or more frequently the report of it, by those who know as little as
themselves. There is no reference to Seripture to learn the application of the
word baptize. They are taught to repudiate the only portion of Seripture
that is adnpited to give light on the subject. Paul tells them (hat there were
divers baptisms commanded of God under the former dispensation, and the



ARGUMENTS PRO AND ON. 21

Bapitist lewders elosy the Ol Testament againet them. They must take the
wopl of Dr. Carson or Dr. Cramp or of some other great and learned nn,
Let them be ns great and learned and pious as you will, they are wen, unin-
apared men, aml their tertimony ls human not divine testimony. Here the
evidence hegins aml ends— baptize means dip and nothing but dip.  The New
Tentament is virtually elosed, and ns peremptorily, as the Old Testament : for
every reference in the N, T, must be interpreted on the assumption that
baptize means dip, expresses mode and nothing but mede.  No matter where
the water i to be found, no matter where the operators, the thres thousand
who were baptised on the day of Penticoat must have been immersed, for
baptize meana to dip or immerse. Those whu go down into the water to be
baptized must have been immeraed for baptiom ia ismersion.  Not only cupm,
pots, Rl hrazen vesaels, but toles or beds, which were haptized must have
been immersmd, for baptism (s immersion. When disciples are urisd with
Christ by baptism into death, the burial must be immersion, for baptize signi-
fiea immerae, S0 any the Doctors Carson and Cramp.  Now the superatructure
can be no more stable than the foundation, If the foundation is hmman
testimony, the whole building reata on human testimony. Baptists may just
at onve An well take Dr, Carson or Dr, Cramp for their Bible, on the subjoct
of Bapti=m, for approach the onlinance they cannot tn the faith of (iods elect
which rests exclusively on the witness of the Holy One.

I s now prepared to return with interest the compliment paid by the C,
M. to Pedobaptists, that they have snother king than Jesus.  As far ns bap-
tisme is concerned, Baptists have many kings,—Doctora Carson aml Cramp
awed their learned companions. O that I conld deliver the multitndes of
sincere, nnsuspecting, and confiding Daptista from the bonds that their rulers
lay wpon them, amd lead them to form an independent judgment in the white
light of the good worl of Guil. The Lord will break their fetters in due
MERSUN,

Sometime, if God give me leisure and strength, I may turn the attention of
Baptists unsl others to the proeessea, by which tmmersion is professedly ex-
tracted from the reluctant and recaleitrting N. Testament.

It secms to me highly probable that the . M. will take the advice of
Hezekinl, and ecline any farther notico of the Pedobaptist Rabshakeh.
When Baptists are left to oceupy sn uncontested feld, they can honst them-
selves nut a little.  The . M. may conclude to have done with me, bhut | beg
to tell him I have not done with him and his correaponilents.

When Mr. Brown, who wonld hiave me more gentle, has been a little longer
in Nova Scotia, he will be better able to appreciate the sharymess 1 uze, lle
will finid himeelf far removed from the Christian liberality which rnges
round Mr. Spurgeon and his school.  Spurgeon is u decided Haptigt, with the
large heart of the Chridim.

Somerset, Sept. 21, 1875, W. SOMMERVILLE,

[* MEssr¥GER," October 13, 1875.)

We promised the editor of the Wesleyan some further attention this week.
He seemned anxious to have * the question of Baplism seitled.”” Now here
we have what we think ought to settlu it in the miad of any reasonable person
so far as the meaning of the word is concerned, and as to the practiee of the
early christains. Here are the
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TETIMONIES oF TEXN CYCLOPREDLAY.

The Tollowhne extraets frome ten woell-known Hterary wied selentifte eycelopasllas npon the
stthipect will be bnteresting to those of onre =ecders who may not have met with them befope —

Vi K lnbiery Bavyeloparde suys c—* In the thae of the apodtles the foroe of b= was
viry slmnle,  The peereon 1o I impll-.r.n-rl wits dlppeed inn plver or vessel, with the words which
Chrlst Ll orduined, wind, to nxpress wore fully his change of character, generally as<amsd
O[O TH T

Hesnd'a Cueloguelor vays = Baptlam (Greck bepta, Tdip) was orlzinally admdnd=tersd by
e rslon, which wet is thought by samie neeessiaey Lo the saermment,”

€ tanliece’ Cypedopoetrrsay s — Wagt b, I thealogy, foruvesd from the Greek baptezo o frepte
[epe, e plunge,” = Sotme are of opludon (hat sprinklbog, Tn depdticn, wis becun in eold
couctiees, Dowos introdoesd Toto Foglaod abont the e fuobog of (he winth eent ooy

Noatvowerl Cyelepurdior : = The manner in which e elte wos performed appears ta hinve been
ab first by cotplete lupmersion.”  Tu regard o the cacly custoon of the Bogllsh Choareh 1t
A= = I was the praetbse of the Focli=h, feom U Tegboniog, to Dot s U w bl Lawly "

e Koegelspadea Rrctanmaes deseehbbos e prrove=s ol climnglng from the primitive costam.
sy =" Severul of vur Protestant desvioes, tlving into Goermany aod Swiceorloml doring
e Bliwaly reigo of (ueen Mury, amd retarning home when Queen Elzabeth v 1o e
crown, bronght bavk wite thenn o great zenl for e Protestgot choareles beyomd e seq,
whiere they hael beew shelterod wned eevedved  aned lay ing observed that at Cecneva, anel other
tlaces, Taipti=m was gdpinisterad by sprinkioe, they thought they eould not do the Clhiareh
ul I;III'._'Ii'I!It! o greaten service thao by ntroducing o prectice dictated by so great an anthority
as Calvin'

Tl £ fmlburyg anyn'--fmlm descrilisl the change still more In detail. 1t says:—[1 was not
il 1 vhan the Boeggbslutor, inon eomneil held we Bnven o, sleelaread imersion or sprink=
imae B Dae AneditB-rent, Do this connrey Seotland 3, however, sprinkling sas mever proct sl
in ordipnry cases before the Retormation,  From Seotloml 0 mwle its way into Euaboml, In
the relen of Ellzatoth, bt was not sutheerizod Ly the Establishod Charch, Toothe Assembly
of Divimies, hoeld ot Woestanl nster bn Dadd, it was Keeoly debnts] wlicthice bamersion or sprink-
o, shoanbd Toe pulbogstend ; twentystive votsl Gor sprink ling sl twenty <Gopre volal Tor fmnners
shonz andd oven that sind] majority was attain=d ot the virnest vt of D, LEzhifost, who
e avguired great © Cluenee in the Assembly.” Speaking of anelent aptisterivs, 18 vy —
= Haptistery, inovee, sinstical wrlters, oo place in '\I'h!rh thes ceremony of Laplibsa b= perform-
w7 B Haptisterles core aneiently very capacions ; bovause, as D, Cone sleeeves, e stated
ke of basptb=m vetaeming ot schlom, there wers asmally great mleitades B e Dapstized
at the < thue, anel then the mnnner of leaptising by immerslon, or dipplos nnder water,
pdiades i pecessary to have o liorge font Hkew fse

Boee™ s €0 o preg Lisr sy of Dgptisin i =* To primitive thoes (his ceremony was performad by
immersion.”

I oy Cyoleoee-for :—" The manoer in which It wis performed apgrears to hinve been at st
by inmie palon,”

Fueysiopardon Meteopditon := We remdily odmit that the iternd meaning of the wond
Voapti=nnn i Dvoersion, amd that the sdesbre of resorting wzaln o the most anelent preactles of
the Choreh, of Immerssdne the body, whileh bas been expressol by many divines, 1= well
warthiy of Iwing consideral.”

Fomgpeto puistiat Amerscraes ;= Rapti=m that 1 lppdog, omerding, feom the Greck baptiz )
wos sl with the Jews, even before Cheise" D thee Ginee of thee apostles, the form of
apetism was very =imiple, The person 1o be bagtized was dipgaal inoa river ur veseel with
the words which Chrlst had ondered, and to express moee fully his change of harweter, gen-
crudly sloptold w pew pame,”

We might moliply these testimonies to almost any exteat, but these are
standing authorities lor other words and sobjects, and we are not aware that
one of them has the slightest leaning lowards Baptists, but rather the everse,
Perhaps. however, our brother will still =ay, * We caniot see that the ques-
tion is settled as to the real meaning of baptism.”  We are guite content
with the New Testament history,  Tia teachiugs are for us quite sutlicient,
There we find the persous baptized were believers, Y men and women,”
diseiples, and these who had repented, but nowheie infants,  Not content
with the arcangements miude by our Lord himsell that believers should be
baptized, (immersed,) our brother, and these who azree with him. must
biing unconscions and unwilling infants, and fustead of baptizing them,
baptiz.: their own fingers, and sprinkle the Linde innocents,

A< our contemporary has taken up our friend Mr. Sommnerville's case, we
mayv perhaps be pecmitted to suppose that in dealing with him, we also meet
the eise of Mr, 5. He will pi-.-r]‘mp.-t have the Kindness to excuse our giving
mepitritte replics, [t appears to be a pieee of Bro, Nicholson's policy to come
in with hix captionsness amd try to prodduce confusion. We cannot write for
both the Witness and Wesleyan nmf must simply address our own readers,
and at the same time endeavour to tell both of these gentlemen, the views
our people take of their lucubrations.
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The editor of the Wesleyan says ‘‘ the Baptist Chureh ix & combination of
Congregatiomilisie, Presbyterianism, and Methodisn.””  That is to say, we
suppose, the Baptist Churches (not Church) have the best part of each of
these denominations—the New Testament part.  Brother N. returns to the
subject in his last, by quoting fromn our columns, but says nothing of any
consequenee ;. we may therelore await his return from the Upper Piovinees,
when hie wnay  reply if ill".'L'Ed-Hill]"}'.”

A ftew thoughts may still be of service 1o our brother on the madest (7)
sugaestion he ventures to make that * when baphizo is disposed of, the entire
ecclesinstical strugture (Baptist Churches) might as well resolve inte i~
origiual elements !

Rev. Mr. Sommerville has his third letter in the Witness of Saturday last.
Most of the points which he raises are met, by anticipation, in our article o
last week,  We do admire his great respeet for ¢ the white light of the guo!
word of God.” and could wish that it were possible for him 10 read over the
Acts of the Apostles for the first time, aud we do not think he would thex
find in that book much evidence for making baptiem a 31i»ﬁukiiuu‘ process,

He promises, * Bometime, il Gud give me leisure and strength, [ may
turn the attention of Baptisis and others to the processes, by which immersion
is professediy extracted from the reluctant murmcalcimtiug N. Testament.”™

vow suppase he, at the same time, should ‘tarn the atention of Pedolup-
tists il others 1o the processes by which sprinkling of infani= is professedly
extracted from the reluciant and recaleitrating New Testament,” especially
in such texis as Acts viii. 12, 13, 26-48; Romans vi. 3, 4; Col. ii. 12, We
fear it would be long before he would find sutficient time to do it effectually.

Mr. Sommerville says ‘“the idea that baptism occupies the room of eir-
cumcision has not yet been exploded,” and for our asserting that it hax. he
‘“ blames the writer's intelligence to save: nis integnty.”  Perhaps he will
tell ns how it eame to be that ciremneision wias observed, even by ll'li:" Apostle
Paul, long afier Christ had instituted the New Testament rite of baptism,
Acis xvi. 3,

Mr. 8. ought to know that Professor Stuart, Dr. Emmons, Dr. Bushuell.
and Dr. Halley, all representative Pedobaptists, all declare that fthe coveriun
of Circumeision furnishes no ground for Infaut Baptism,”

TWiTN RS, (et 30, 1871,1
“THE VOICE OF SCRIPTURE ON BAPTISM."

—

Mn. Evrromr,--T eannot entertien the thonght that the letter of Hezekinl
would he subseribed by the Editor of the Messeager, or that he did net in-
fert it with reluetanee.  But it comes from Plagal. 1L is the utterance ol a
grent king, who mry not be refused. The command must e obeyed, - “ An-
swer him not.”  Baptists ave well plensed to keep us always on the defvnsive,
il too often we aceept the situation. They would not consider it feor
to oblige fhene o nssume o delensive position. 1 God will, 1 whose Haud
my life o Twill give them something else to do than to fight one Pedolape-
tist agninst annther, while they stand and look on, especially a3 the means
employed to set them at varianee are often neither fair nor honowrable,

There is something very peealine in Hezekial’s letter,  While he would
exhibit my plhiotograph, he leaves it quite dowtful whether his own fertures
do not ~tanel ont more prominently than mine, It iz not the peoduetion of
nn anedueatod wnn, He ja probnbly nmibersd nnong these who are bi 0y
eduente ], There s o precision, an epigracimntic sontentions=nes s, and, wiglal



24 BAPTISMAL IMMERSION NOT OF GO,

n precaution, which is quile distinguishing. [e speaks like one who s
heard with deference, expects Lo be believed say what he will, would not be
contented to occupy A sitnation where he is not nceepted na master, and
woull aveid that where his real strength micht be tested, 1 have said hard
things, have hefrd and read them, but & more finished specimen of imperi-
ous assumption and cool condensed malignity T have pever met, I3 this my
dungerous position to which the Ed, M, refera, that, if T dare to contrevert
Bajitist statcments or Baptist logic, I shnll, by his assistance, e Wackgunrded
over the length and brewdth of Nova Scotin, by somebodygwho is ashumed
or afrnid to put his real name to his revilings., I am too obseere to he met
in open debate, but of rullicient importance to be Aonowrably slandered,
However, whatever is the danger, 1 will ventare to meet it in the name of
him who was called a deceiver, a demonine, n blasphemer, was erucitivd ps
& rehel but raised from the dead, who eaidl many harl and provoking things,
which, when hia enemice could not meet, they hud recourse to the Inst re-
sort of all who are silenced without being satistied,—* e has n devil and
is mal, why hear yo him *"—*"Answer Lim not,”

Doces ITezekiah hope to erush ?  [le ennnot.  Does he hope to silence me ?
It is vain, Does he hope that, if he can do neither, he shall seal up the ears
of all Baptista ¥ This is his unly safety und of the cause he advocates.  Yoa,
Mr. Editor, are not afraicdl to place hefore your I'resbyterian remders what
Mr. Brown has to say in reply to me, That is saying the Preshyterinns are
not afraid to look mn opponent in the face und hear what he has to say, [
thank you ; and will be well pleased to have you reproduce the letter of
Hezekinh, I reguest you to give it a place in the THitness.  The Ed. M. will
not imitate the example, not he,

There nre two sentences in H's letter introduced by an emphatic 7% Anow.
To the latter I may advert at my Ivisure, The former ia ae followa: - * Il
know that in Apostolic times believers were *buried with him in Baptism,’
and in that ordinaice did *put on Christ.'™  This is n wise sentence—a very
wise sentence, becanse nohody denies it. It is as wise as mine, that the
shore ia not dipped into the tide but is overflowed hy it, when it is baptized,
which nobody denies except a wag, or onte under “uncontrolluble prejdice,”
or one who has n purpose to sevve,  Hezekiah, of course. assumes that liere
we hnve fnmersion clearly expressed ; but have we not here w sly insinuotion
that we, haptismal sprinklers, deny this, or & contemptible trick to leave the
impresgion on the minds of Baptists that we do deny it.

The statement of the Apostle to which I alludes T intend to analyse, to
ascertain whether there is any immersion in it Meantime there isan im-
poriant matter to he gettled, that we may know what is the exlent of the
gromul we ocenpy in common, and on which we muay conteml.  All are
familinr with the allegation that Baptizm is exclusively a New Testament
ordinance, and that we eannot farrly appenl to the Ol Testament in treating
of it. But I want to know whether the Baptists of Nova Scotin own the
Ot Testament as o rule of fath and practice at oll. 1 have n strong opinion
that they do nof. T do not sny that all members of Baptist Churches refuse
to own it. I am fully satisflind that thousamis amd tens of thousands hold it
as precious as the New Testament.  Ispeak of the professional standing of
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Baptists as a denomination, It is not denied that the Okl Testament is in-
pived aml was a rale of lifs 1o eaints in the former age. It is not denied
that it contains very important and various an:l truthful information on the
subject of which I treat; bat that it is note a rule of faith anid practice, he-
ing superseded by the N, Testament. Notwithstanding IHezekinl's imperi-
nus conunand, twice repeated, “ Answer him not,” I demand of him or of
the Elitor of the Mesvenger who has assumed his responsibulities, wlether
he accepts the O. Testament as a rule of Fuith and Practice, or to wlhat ex-
tent. I demand this in the name of all Baptists, wno ought to know the
wrous ' occupied by their leaders, apil their ereed ;—in the name of all other
denvminations, who are entitled to know their relation to Baptists, cepe-
cially as the Canadian Haptist says, *Our country cannot do without Bap,
tist influence ;" and if, acconliug to the same witness, *“'Ve (Baptists) nre a
very retiring peaple,” it may be necessury to draw them out for the public
henefit. 1 hope, in replying to this demand, that there will be no evasion,
no cyuivoeation, no storming that euch a charge as denying that the Old
Testwment ix o rule of faith and practice to Christians slould be imputed to
honourable men, while a denial or afirmation is avoide'.

Lest vome Baptists or Pedolaptiste should reganl this chargo as the result
of “uncontrollable prejudice,” 1 shall give my authority. Wayland speaks
for all Baptists, The title of the book fram which [ quote is, * Nutes on
the Principles and Practices of Baptist churches.” llis words are (P, 92,
Note) “The New Testament ia referred to as our only guide in muatters of
religions faith and practice”™ - e “believes the New Testament to be the
stvndrrd by which the precepts and teachings of the former revelation are to
he judwed, and that, thus, it is our ouly rule of faith sand practice.” * Flus
it ix our only rule of faith and practice.” This pluces the Old Testament on
the same footing with the writings of Dr. Cramp or Dr. Guthrie. The doc-
trinal articles of the Baptist Churches of Nova Scotia speak what is in har-
mony with this, but with less dircetness. In my work on Baptism | ad-
vertedd to this, and 1 have no recollection of any notice of it in the Baptist
criticisms un that production.  Dr. Cramp (C. M. Sept. 28) reports an English
Asgociation o8 holding “The divige inspiration of the Seriptures of the Old
and New Testament amd theirabsolute sufficiency, us the only authorised
gntide in matters of religion.”  This is wltogethes satisfactory unless there be
spmnething equivocal in the word religion, which might be inteniaad to rule
ont the important Jduties arising out of the socinl relations of the life that
now is,  The Dactor states that * the plan differs in sgome reapects from our
own,” that is, of the Baptists of Nova Scotin ; and as he has not specitied
the particular differences, it is fairly sipporable that one difference is, that
the Baptists of Nova Scolia o not, as the English Daptists, definitely place
the Old Testament on & level with the New. When the comparative claims
of the Old Testament are settled, we shall be in an casier position for discus-
sing the various questions that may come up between Baptista awd Pedo-
baptista; for the topics of the mode and subjects of Baptism are wmerely the
salient points of systems of ductrine, one of whicl must he wntagoniatic to
the Scripture and subversive of true religion.

While I was closing the C. M. for Oct. 0, came into wmy hands, which honours

3
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me with nearly three columns, and to which [ hope te respond in due time.
The reply is 8o crsy that it shall be pleasant to furnish it, but not unmixed
with sadness,

Bomerset, Oct. 8, 1875, W. SOMMERVILLE,

THE VOICE OF GOD ON BAPTISM.

Desr Epiror.—I have been hesitating whether or net to reply to Rev.
Mr. Sommerville’s communication of Sept. 25. He is so abusive and dis-
dainful, and mixes so much zall with his remarks, that one feels somewhat
diffident about replving. Mr. 8. appears to be trouhied becanse having
written & work on Baptism he shoull be elassed amony * obscure pedoba
tists.”’ Now he should excuse the ignorance of the man who did so, or if
having read it, in not being acquainted with that work, he then classed Mr.
S. among the obscure he ought to be forziven his folly. Il Mr. 8. really
deserves to become prominent and il he has failed in his first effurt, then

“If st irsk you don't sucreed,
Try, try, {ry again.”

Will Mr. S. be zood enough to copy into his note-book the following words
of Cromwell :—¢- I beseech you in the bonds of Christ, think it possible you
may sometimes he misiaken,” and then those of Paal, * [ say through the
grace given unto me, to every man that is among you, not to think of him-
self more hizhly than he onght to think.” And would it not be well if he
would write as a Chiistian gentleman, and not speak of a large number of
Christians, among whom he may pussibly have some personal friends, as
“ content 10 be blindfolded, cabletowed and swearing to what they are told.*"
Such remarks do not become a Christian or a gentleman, for they are neither
true nor civil. If Mr. 8. knows anything of Baptists or Baptist history, he
must also know that they are among the last 10 be blindfoldedd, cabletowed
or take anything on trust, 1o say nothing of swearing o it

I shall leave M. Selden (if he thinks fit) to reply to what refers to him,
and as Mr. Sonunerville perceives that “ poor J. Brown of Cow Bay” is de-
ceived and mistaken in a certain part of Mr, §'s letter, in which, by the way,
Mr. 8. is deceived and mistaken, [ will try 1o put my question aguin in a
form that will not be mistaken. W1l Mr. Sommerville please sup.pl_v
Scripture proof from the Old or New Testament for the practice of Infant
Baplism? As a public teacher and having studied the gnestion and 1aking
the Bible for his guide he should be able 10 give an auswer that will require
but little time or space. Yours truly, J. Bhown.

[* WiTHEss" Nov, 11, 1875, |

THE VOICE OF SCRIPFTURE ON BAI'TISM.

Mn, Eviton,— | congratulate the Editor of the Messenger on his ydepen-
dence. 1 was mistaken in supposing he would take lHezekial's advice,
“ Answer him not.,” If I was s mueh given to gueszing as ho savs, [ night
quess that it is not independence but abject fear which impelled him to
answer ; guessing that both Baptista and Pedobaptiata might draw an
inference, from his silence, unfavourable to his power and his priociples,
But I will give him the credit for independence. aml that he will not he
commanded even by his friend, speaking from Pisgah's top.

Before entering on a reply to his edlitorial of Oct. 16th, 1 would premise,
that I will not allow him to prescribe to me the Amd of evildence to he aidl-
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Aucel to show how, anl to whom, haptism is to be sddminiatered, or the forn
in which my argument is to be presented. [If 1 didd, he might deny that
female members of the Church have a right to come to the Lord's table, that
the firat Jday of the week is the Christian Sabbath, and demand of me an ex-
press warrant in support of female rights and the change of day. It is
enough that | produce sufficient evidence in support of my position in my
case, and that | present my angument lucidly.

It seews that an explanation is required for imputing the article, to which
my Hrst letter was A reply, to another thar the Ed. M., and 1 am happy to
give it. In conversation with a Baptist minister, with whom [ am well ac-
yuRinted, he wished me to look inte 1o article on baptism which he vxpected
to appear in the next Messemger. From the conversatinn, the impression was
left upon my mind that he claimed to be the writer, and thal impression was
not removed, when, at the close of our interview, [ said, amiling, that I sup=
posed he was reading his recantation, and with an unswerin amile, he re-
plied, yes, n reply which I Jid pot misunderstand. However, the FEid. W,
claims to have leen the writer, and, in this purely personal matter, I cheer-
fully accept his word, and confess to a misapprehension, tor I am sure my
friend would not intentionally lead me into a mistake. Still the impression is
potl lesa decided that, io bringing the matter under my notice, he considered
1 wauld find & nut tov hard for me to crack. Now that we know the writer,
and hiz adiniration of the baptismal ceremonial of antiyquity, he will be pleased
to tell us by what procesa of epiritual chemistry Baptista have discovered
that vre dip is the eseential element in Baptisn, to the exclusion of blowing
the Devil out of the water, and toavoid vulgar Saxon, exorciam, unction, three
dips, aml the performance of the ceremony, the candidate being, whether
uale or female, entirely naked. Baptiets appeal to the fathers and will not
follow them.

I had glanced very hastily at the editorial now befors me, when | ex-
pressed oy antivipation of pleasure, mixed with saduess, in replying to it.
I have now read it carefully, and ind oothing but unmixed eorrow, notwith-
atanding the facility in apswering. [ am represented by the editor as say.
ing,- guessing he calls it,—* Men arose umler the eyes of the Apostles, who
were uissalisfied with sprinklings, and demanded that the disciples should be
dippued.”  Here we have, in inverted commas, what professes to e my worde.
I never used these words. 1 never used words intended or ealeulated 10 express
the ilea which these wonls convey. They are not even o correct exhibition
of a part of & sentence which 1 wrote,  They are an untruthful representation
of both my words and my tdeas. 1 will not encumber your columna with a
bald repetition of what has been already prinwed, The readers of the 7y-
ness can recur to them. The statement of the Messenger is intended for
Baptist eyes and Baptist ears,—for persons, not one in a hunidred, perhiaps not
one in n thousand of whom ever see the IFiness, After this 1 would not
accept the word of the Ed. M. concerning anything that a Pedobaptist has
said about the subject of Baptism. Io such a ense 1 hold him utterly uoreli-
able. I would not be surpriged to find him come out, (uote my words, amd
coolly ask, * Is there here anythiog different from what 1 said *” Let him
place my statements fully and fairly in the columns of the Messenger vide by
gitde with hie own. There are among his readers intelligent, honest, and



25 BAPTISMAL IMMERSION NOT OF G,

honourable men, able to compare them,and who will riae from the diacovery
of the injustice done to me, and the imporition pmeticed on his Baptist
reacers, with no less indignation than | feel, and do not affect to mprema or
to conceal, Presently we shall see that he ¢uotes the Bible with as little
honesty as he dild my wonle.

But if I have sadly blundered respecting the origin of smmerson, the Ed.
M. will tell ua all about it. Hia wonie are : —* There in no necessity for con-
jecture here. (iod tella where Christian haptism, hy iinmersion, originated,
and by whom it originate, Jesus was immersed in the Jordan by John—
immersed at his own requesf anil by his own roammand.”  llere you have the
whole in a nut-shell—aod from Gfod. [ have not read of the commad, but
the request of Jesus is as good as a command. [ have not remd that Jesus
came to be jmmersed, asked to be emimersed, or was immersed. 1 read that
he came to he bapfized, anked to be haptized, and was baptized, but in what
moile | do nof read in the history of the transactivn. This is the question to
be settled, and the Eid. M. assumes the thing to be proved,—aml makes Godl
reeponsible for his dogmatic assertion.—* (vod tells us” But the newest in-
formation—to me at least—ie that here * Chriatian baptism by immersion
origmaled.” Christian baptism originated years before the Christian dispen-
sation! Luke tells us that * Hhen all the people were baptized, it came to
pass that Jesus also being baptired and praying, the heaven was opened.” -
I have a strong opinion that Jeeus was the last person whom John haptized ;
but I would not dogmnatize, as there is room for donbt. But it is certain that
many, perhaps thousands, were baptized by John befure Christ's baptism, and
of course none of these were immerased, It were all baptized after tha Jewish
made, or rather Divine mnde, by sprinkling, for baptism hy immersion origi-
nated with the baptism of our Loml. 1 do not overlonk the magic word Chris-
tinn, which ia so earefully kept in the front. and which introduces a distine-
tion of which the inspired writers are perfectly innocent. Chridfian baptismm
could not poseibly exist, if it must be eonsidered distinguishing, before the
christian dispensation was introduced.  Jewvsh baptisin was baptism admin-
iatersd by a Jew. John's baptism was baptism administered by John. Chria-
tian baptiam is baptism administeredd by o Christien. Dut of this we have
more to ray anon.

We muet bring the . .M. to closer quarters. Hanl work. [ have stated
that baptiam isan ordinance of the former Jispensation and challenged him to
deny it ; and he nnawera: “ Yes, Mr. &, we do deny it.™ W po pexy 17!
He calls it a gueas, & fimay fallacy. let us see. Paul informs us that the
divinely instituted vites of the Momaic economy comprehendesd “ divers bap-
tisma.” These were, of couree, onlinances of the former dispensation. What
have I eaild ? * Baptism is an ordinance of the tormer dispensation.” lle
that denies this tdenies the wonl of the spirit an wakes (fod a har. But
aftern little he admits, in terms which indiente great reluctance, * There were
divera baptisma no doubt.,” To his ahave denial he adda, - [t is for you who
affirm it to give the proof. You have nut given one fact or cound inference
yet in proof of your long ago explodesd! figment.” Now this is all mere banter,
an insult to the intelligence of every Baptist,- to every ane of common sense
who reads what has passed hetween us.  1le peems desirous of insulating me
from every P'edobaptist in the universe. e talks as if I wus the only one



ARGUMENTS PR0O AND CON, 29

wbo liolilr and teaches that baptism was an ordinance of the olden time, as if
the «doctrine has been long ago exploded by all Pedobaptists, except the
huwble Reformed Pre. ovterian of King’s. Say | stand alone, do | nead any
additional proof to the uneguirocal testimony of an inapired writer, which the
Ed. M. is anxious to push asile ¥

I am pnot ignorant or unobservant of the door hy which he would escape
tho charge of impiety and infidelity, [ saw, when reading his former contri-
butions, the door ajar: and now it stands wiile open. Ille naks, “ Were they
(the divers bapti me) New Testament Christian baptism ¥ And again,—
“ Was that (the Paschal supper) the New Testament, the Christain’s Lord’s
suppwer* Mr. 8, knows it was not. The Lord tells us when he instituted it.
lle ate the eupper himeelf, and thus it had its origin. John, his servant began
baptism. Jesus, the Master was baptized ; thus he made it his own.” A
little below lie says,—** We have an account of the taking of the Lord's supper
by it~ Author, anid those who first took it with him.” The questions above
are 8o singular and betray such confasion of thought that it is painfully em-
barmasing to frame a grave answer. But he is profoundly serious, and I shall
answer him seriously. There is no difficulty in discovering what he would
Le ot. The statoements which fi llow the questions are still more extraordinary
hecaure inconsistent with the fact. With much christian benoavolenve and
courtesy, he wishes it possibile 1 coulll reasl the Acts of the Apostles the firsy
time., [ have been reading the gospels which come before the Acts, (I shall
read the Actsshortly for his benefit,) and I find that it is not frue that our
Lord “ate the Supper hiwsell.” We have no account of the * taking of the
Lord’s supper by its Autlior.” In that onlinance the Lord put into the hands
of his dirciples bread and wine, hut addressing their faith, and assuming his
death as an accomplished fact, he gives himsaelf, his broken body —* Take eat;
thir iz my body™—nand Ais Wowd shed- -* Drink ye all of it; this is my blood
of the New Testument,” but, no more in the worll, he does not partake with
thew- hedid not eat himself in symbol or in fact. It is their privilege to
cat the fdesh and drink the blood of the Son of man.

The idea ruus through the whole argument of the Ed, M. that a change
has been made, not only in the circumatances in which it is administered, but
in the ordinance of baptism iteelf. * God did sprinkle but now he is done
with it.” This implies & fair admission, if he has net spoken at mndowm.
that baptism of old was administered by sprinkling. * John began baptism,
Jesus was baptized ; thus he male it his own.” Of course baptism, according
to the Ed. M. is emmersion. What then became of the constant assertion
that baptize nlwaye signifies to dip and nothing but dip? What becomes of
all the rant about baptizing in Jordan, in Enon where was much water, going
down into the water and coming up out of the water * No immersion before
the baptism of Christ, accorling to the Ed. J.

The argument by which the Editor would prove the change from apriakling
to immersion seems to be this. At least I can make nothing else of lLis anal-
ogics. DBecause the Dusswrer- an ordinance which could not as a divine
institute, possibly outlive the (0. T. dispensation, as the paschal lamb repre-
sented Christ fo come and put away sin. - -has given place to the Lord's SBupper

~un ordinance which necersarily belongs to the N. T. dispensation, as both
its tnstitu/ton and observemce presuppose the death of Christ, who Aas comn
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anid put away sin, therefore a similer change has passed on bapliam, and
sprinkling has been supersaded by immersion. “Ciwd did sprinkle, but nine ha
done with it,” so says the Eil. N. Now, as | canuot see the connection hetween
his premises and couclusion, what 1 desuderate is an equally unequisocal
evidence of a change in the mode of baptisin as we have a travsition from
the Passover to the Lord’s Supper. le does say, “ We have different ac-
counts even to particulars of its a:dministration. —The Bible tells us how the
sct was perfor ned—the modus operandi.™ This i all news to e except he
refer to the Old Testament, and 1 will be thaukful if Lie will tell me where to
get the information, in the New Testament. | can find it in the Ol myself,
But the Oll Testament knows no immersion of persons.

The Fal. M. copsidersit * & bit of religious delusion™ that | have represented
immersion in Scripture as universally an emblem, not of mercy hut ju-lgment,
not a blessing but a calamity. [ never sid that * immersion is the unirersal
avmbol of judgmert.” He asks, * Was there no blessing connected with the
dipping of the binl in blood and water*” | answer, yes: there wasa hleas-
ing connected with the dipping of the bird but no blessing i the dipping of
it, more than there would be a blessing in the death of Chriat sepamted from
the application of his blood by the Spirit. The blessing was in the sprinkimg
of the mixture on himn who was to be cleansesl.  Thia was the bapfism. Agnir,
“ Was there no blessing connected with the dippiag of Naaman in Jomlan *7
I answer, | cannot tell whether he was trmnmersed or not. Il savs, “ Nnaman
was commanded to Jdip himself peven times in Jornlan.” This is * hanlling
the word of God deceitfully.” Naaman was nof commmnded to dip seven
times, or once in Jordan. We have scen that what Paul explicitly asserta, the
Ed. VM. as plainly denies ; and now he says that was comman.ded which was
not commanded. It is painfully manifest that the wonl of God or man may
be trampled under foot. but immersion must be upheld. The prophet ¢om-
manded Naaman to xnsh. When Naaman indignantly repels the ~laim of
Jordan over Abana and Pharpar, he thinks to was/ in them would (o 3 aell.
When his servants remonstrate with him., it is to pemuade him to wnsh, The
mode of washing is not preacribe:d, Ile is at perfect liberty to perform the
ablution a3 he pleasesl. He might have dipped himself under the stream.
He might have dippe«d the part affectei, for the disease appears to have heen
local. Me might have laved the water over the dizeased part. Ile might
have learned something of the Moasaic ritual andd aprinkled hims«lf seven
times, But to prove that he Jipped himself after Baptist fashion is nothing
to the purpose. He might have erred through ignorance or recklessness ; the
chamcter of the Gol of Isracl may not suffer becanse of hir sin. Mosers was
commainled to speak to the rock. Thmugh inconsideration or irritation he
smote it twice and for hie sin is excluded from the promised land. But
Israel had been promised water, and Moses® sin cannot bring the faithfulness
and power of Ismael’s God into suspicion.

Two or three fragments of the elitorial are yet to be throw  .uto the fire:
and then to the stronghold of Baptista. W. SOMMERVILLE.

P’ 8.—I have just read Mr. Brown’s second letter. He has mistaken the
subject. It is Baptism and not the character of Mr. Sommerville, He is
wmaking rapid progress in the school of ecandal. Whether Mr, §. is deserving
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of & curanet or & gibbet does not affect the qaestion of Baptismi. He has
mY ANFWeT,
[*Witegpm,™ Nov. Ti, 193]

“THE VOICE OF SCRIPTURE ON DAPTISM.”

Ma Evitton,--1 am not well storesl with anecdotes, but take another.
Two men, in copany and sitting on opposite sides of the table, got into &
keen Jiscumsion. One of them, feeling hard pressed, threw a glass of wine
in the other’s face. He took out his handkerchiel, wiped bis face, ani coolly
repsii=l, * That was a digreasion, now for the argument.® The Editor of the
Messenger anel liis frienids may he as personal, as disrespectful, a2 insulting as
they jilemns ; to their personalities, rudenese, and . ults, my reply ir,—* That
it u Jigression, now for the srgument.” Let him be as amiable, excellent.
and honoursble, personally a8 his fondest admirers could wish, [ have to ido
witl him s a logician aml an accepted exponeni of the apirit, the principles,
ani the urler of the Baptist Churches, and I will not spare him. llashall
bave no Loneyed words from me,as [ heartily adopt the sentiment of Dr. J. (.
L. Carson, whom I highly esteem and silmire, not leas that he is a Baptist :—
“ For my )art, 1 have no idea of passing s practical censure on the conrdluct
of Clirist, Iy attempting, or pretending to improve apon the infallible example
which He has set us. Jesus never said—* ye darling hypocrites; ye beloved
hare ; ye well-meanmg Pharisees ; ve gloriows serpeats ; ye dearly beloved gen-
erauon of vipern;” and neither will L.”

A few worls more respecting the JMessenger’s *“ bit of religious ce-
lusson ™ that as the paschal supper, which must cease with the former
Jispensation, is very wifferent from the Lord’s Suppe=r, a correspomling
change Lias passed on Uaptism. GoD DIL BFRINELE BUT NOW JIIE [N
poxy wiin T, In sttempting to establish a parallelism hetween im-
mrreom, -his form of Christion baptism as opposed 10 Fprinkling, the O. T,
wworie, ~ he has perpetrated two blunders. 1. lle teaches, in terms tvo plain
1o be micunderstond, that immersion originated with the baptisin of Christ,
whuh he does not believe, anil didl not inten] to teach: and 2. That Christ par-
vwk of his own supper, which is not a fact. There is po evidence of such a
chan_e as hie supposes, There is one Spirif, common to both dispensations.
“CLrist bath redeemed us from the curse of the law,—that the Heﬂinyqf
Abrakam might come on the gentiles through Jesus Cbrist ; that we might
tees1¥e the promise of the Spirit through faith.,” There is one hope The O. T,
miote decired & heavenly country, and their God bad prepared for them a city :
an- our citizenship is in heaven and we look for an inberitance incorruptible,
and undefiled, and that fadeth not away, There is awe Lord. The Church of
ol is addressed with reference to her Livine Saviour, the Christ of God,—
“He ir thy Lord, and worship thou him.” There is ome faith. The gospel
was preached to Abraham. Ile believed. and his faith is imputed unto him
for rizhteousness. The gospel was preached to the Israelites, and believing,
ngbtevusness was imputed to themn also. They which be of faith are blessed
wiih faithful Abraham. There is one God. The Goul of the Jews is the Gud
A the Gentiles. There is one buptism. If there is any consistency or cohie-
rence 10 the Apoatie’s language, the baptism here spoken of is common to
b1l dispensations. And are we tamely te connive at a groes perversion of
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the Word, anil to have this one baptism, bouml up with one Spirit, one hope,
one Lonl, one faith, one (lod and Father of all, frittered Jdown to immersion,
which confessedly didd not belong to the former age, as distinguisliesl from
uny other form of the application of water*  Of this baptism, baptism with
water ia a gign, and if nothing more than & sign it is nothing af wll. Bat o« the
thing signified is common to hoth Jdispensations, so is the sign.  All the Jdif-
ferences in the surroundings of Baptism, of ol'l anil now, are refemble to the
difference between Christ fo come and Chirist already come.

llas God done with aprinkling * Bo says the €. M. * le will sprinkle
many nations.” This points to the New Testament dispensation. 1 will
sprankle clean water upon you." This refers 1o these Jast days.  Does this
look like God having Jone with sprinkling ¥ Where does the Seripture indi-
cate that achange wasto take place in the mwde of baptism, or has tuken place®
Nowhere. When the Jews sent Pharirees to John, they have no question to
ask about a new rite introduced by him. With the baptism which he admin-
istered they must have been perfectly familiar. They ask, * Wha art thou ?
—why baptizest thou *” That is all. When Christ commat dedd the Apso-tles
to baptize all the nations, doer he give them any hiot that they were to
ndminister the onlinance differently from that with which, as Jews, they hail
been familiar ® Not the slighteat. When Paal spenks to the the Corinthians
or Hebrews about the baptisme of the former age, does he teach them that
these haptisms were different from that of which they hal buen the subjects ®

I reml with no little surprise in the (% M, * The Baptista do not say that
the «esign or form of an onlinance can be learned from its name”™ And
ngain, * No Baptist ever aaid that.” Here again he misquotes my wonls. My
second fact he puts thus:—‘The BaAptiets afirm that the design or form of
an ordinance can be learned from the name given to it Very likely, “ No
Baptist ever said that.,” But I necer said it. My second fact is that—+ We
can never learn the design or form of an ordinance from the pame given to
‘t.” 1 never said or supposed that Baptists, reckless as are many of their
atatements, would say that Lthe design orform of any ordinance whatever miay bhe
demonstrated from its name ; but it i® too notorious to he deniwl that their
main argument in support of immersion is derived from the meaning of the
word baptize, and that Dr. A, Carson has laboured, in the greater part of his
work on haptism, to prove that it has but one meaning,—to dip,—that it ex-
presaes mode and nothing but mode ; and having, as he supjuses, provel this,
he considers that he has fully and Hnally settled the mode of bap'ism.

The Ed. M. mskes very merry over the baptism of the coaat hy the tide
and aays, * War it sprinkled ¥ lleavy sprinkling!! Sprinkle bahies as
leavily and no Baptiat will complain about an unscriptural paucity of waier.”
Now after all, we have here the real distinction between dipping and badism.
To dip is to plunge the subject into, say water, and haptize is to apply the
water to the subject to be baptized. Cattle on the brink of a river may be
overflowed by a sudden freshet, and are dapfized. An inflated hladder on the
surface of the wuter does not sink, but the waves may dash over it, nnd it is
haptized. 1t may please him to say, anid I do most cheerfully say that, so far
as the word baptize is concerned, the object haptized may Le as completely
covered with water as if it were plunged fifty fathoms deep. The wonl ex-
preases covering, wholly cuvering, but etill covering, as oppv.ed to dipping,
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or mamersion. The B W, may now prepare himaelf for soms rare fup.
aw will Mr. <. redaee the overflowing tide to a few drope sprinkled on the
aljeet 1o b baptissd The process is perfectly simple.  Wien woter soaym»
Lodieally applied, u partial application, a jew dropa, the spray diahed frm « bunch
of hyrsop, will wn fully answer the conditiona of baptism, in its widest semse  ua all
the watsr of the Atlantée. The whele man in purilled or "aptized by the
sprinkling of n fow drops- a very partial application.  * e . Le priest) sliall
oprrinkle wpon him that is to b cleanmsd from the leprosy ~-ven times and
shall pronounes him ofemn. - The man that shall be unclenn, and s<hall not
pairify himself. that roul shall be cut off from among the congregation, becausa
lie hins «letilen] the sanctuary of the Leals the waler of separation hath not been
sprinklad wpent him” Whon our Lor] washed the disciplen’ toot, unil Peter
wirhiesl his hands and his head washed uniso, he @id in reply, “ He that is
washed meedieth not save to wash his feet, but is dlem ecery 10lid.”  The laugh
st now e turne : ngaivst the Quil of Israel and the Lol Jesus,  As for the
clenusing process which followed the sprinkling by the priest or hy any clean
person. such s shaving off all the hair, bathing the whole person, atnl washe
ing the clothes, with ilue respect to decency and shamefacedness, which fan-
ativism a'ways disregands, the person cleansed was left to perform the
H[H'I'l'-i"l'l on himself.

The El. M. must put in capitala  Porr Froops, 1 emplinsised pour, and
he rengs to think that 1 had some misgivings in omitting to wielerscore flowds.
Blessed T ignoranee ! It saves & mian often from a red face,  If he does not
unidlerstand Hebrew, some of his learned friends could tell him that the word
liers rendered foods would apply to showers of rain, deiws, streams of water,
or the flowring tide.  Let him ask any farmer whether parched ground is to be
rendered prosductive by showers and streams, or by a tidal inundation, His
learne | frivmis ¢can alro tell him whethier the word rendered floud or flowds in
our translation, is ever the same with the word in the verse hefore ug, except
in Ex. xv. 8anl I's. Ixx. 4. 1 do not know that it is. My recollection may
be in fault. Under correction of his learned friends, [ would trunslate the
verse thus: -1 will pour water upon him that is thirsty, and shewers upon
the fdry ground.

I hope to survey the Baptist stronghold in my next,

W. SoMMERVILLE,
Somerset, Nov. 19, 1875,

[“WiTsEss,” Dec. 4, 1875.]
BAPTISTS AND THE RULE OF FAITIL

Mr. Emitor,— In vour paper of the 30th ult., Rev. William Sommerville
rava, [ want to know whether the Baptists of Nova Scotia own the Old

Testament ax & rule of faith and practice atall, I have a strong opinivn tha!
rkeg do not.,
1

eare note the worda emphasized with italics,

From the Articles of I'aith and Practice of the Nova Scotin Baptist
Churchen. 1 now quote the 3rd Article, Here it ia:

*The Holy $criptures of the Old and New Testaments are the Wonl of God, In which he
bath given ud our only rule of falth and practice. 2 Timelhy, 1. 15—17 ; John, v. 39"

Further on in the same letter, Mr. S. refers to some statements of Dr. Way-
5
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land, in hin " Notes on the Principles and Practices of Baptist Churchies,” in
Justification of his remarkes,

Mr. Editor, with your permission, I will put the utterancen of that dis-
tingninhed scholar and writer before vour renders more fully, lest from the
partial statementa already given, rome of them may infer that the (Md Testa-
ment s placed by him “ on the same fooli g with the writings of Dr, Cramp
or Dr. Guthrie.”

On puge &4 and 86, Dr. Wayland says, “The fundamental principle on
which onr difference from other evangelical denominations depends, In this:
We profesa to take for our guide, in all mintters of religious belief and prae-
tice, the New Testament, the whole New Testament, and nothing but the New
Testament, Whatever we find there we esteem hinding upon the conscience.
What is not there commanded, i« not binding.” Then fullows sbout a page
of disavowal, on the ground of New Testament nuthority, of the unsanctivned
teachings of traditions,—Councils, Fathers, and Churchen.

At the elowe of Jhe chapter from which this extract is made, Dr, Wayland
inserta the following note, from which Mr, Sommerville makes hix quotation ;

“ 1o thi= amwd a Gellowing mummber, the Noew Testutsent b pofereod to as our ooly galde in
matters of rellglons falth aml practbe. It was Intends -0 by this g=serthon, us the context
will shiow, to vxelwle the smtbority of tradition snd of gll unipspired men claiming the

pwer 1o leglalate for the church of Chirist, Severs) wrltems, in commenting en these remarks,
ave thought it abhelr duty o state thet the suthor denles the divine Inspleation of the Old
Testament  To such an lputation lie deses not thiuk hbimself callest ou to reply,  He, howe
ever, Inlleves the New Testament to be the otandand by which the precepts and teschings of
the former revelation gee to e Judged., and that, thue, 3t is saronly rae of falth and practice.
It relution te the Ol Testament 1= very diff-rent from s o dation te the doetrines and ta-
lthons oof wen. To 0l oo oase B0 B the pebatbon of Uhe merkdinn sun to the precosbing 1wi-
Hght, In the other, the relation of the waerldian min o perfect darkpess. 18 ks my inteution
10 disciies this sulyect st length, so soon s previous cogagements will permit.”

On page 133, Dr. Wayland further remarks:

" We tthe Baptists) have always held to the perfect sutficiency of the Beriptur « to teach
we In all matiers pertalolug to rellglon. We, moreover, la-lleve that the Kew Testument, the
wonl spmben by the Seon of Gol fron eaven, ol by the Apostles whom he limlelf in-
splred, wus glven, not 1o one natbon bt 1o the whole homan raec for sl comdne Ve, And
thut by this wonl we are todeclde apon Ve oMegartocineas of eviery part of (e o -5 revelution,
I B therefore In this sense our only rde of fulth pad practice.  To every poeept of [t we
buw lmipllchly as Geal's laar, Inst, amd dual revelatlon of his will to mankind.”

OF the four words italicized, 1 am responsible for the firsl three, the author
himself emphasized the fourth,

Mr. Sommerville says, ** The doctrinal articles of the Baptist Churchen of
Nova Scotia speak what ix in harmony with this but with less directness.”

He also makes this strong statement,—** Thir places the Old Testament on
the sume footing with the writingn of Dr. Cramp or Dr. Guthrie."”

I may further add that in his *“ Seriptural Theology” Dr. Cramp raya : ** The
Inspiration of the Old Testament follewa from that of the New, since it is
always appealed to us divine authority by our Lord and his Apotles.”

Doctor Hovey, principal of Newton Theological Seminary, siates in his
printed “ Outlines of Theology,” that “ The Old Testament Scriptures were
declared by Christ and hia Apostles to be the Word of Gwl.”

After discussing the above declaration, Dr. I, concluden by saving * That
the »acred writern were moved and awsisted by the Holy Spirit to put on
record all which the Bible, apart from errors in the text, nuw contains, As
to the Old Testament, thia is taught by the Saviour and his Apostles, and as
to the New Testament, it is established by evidence previously given,”

Alolph Sapher, n converted Jew, ia reported to have naid ** That the New
Testament is the Holy Spirit’s Commentary on the Old Testament.” Dap-
tints, in common with other denominutions of evangelical Christians, profesa
to regard and use it for this purposce; and by it they are enubled, to use Dr.
Wayland's exact words, *' to decide upon the obligntorines of every part of
the olden revelation.”

Truly yours, E. M. SAUNDERs.
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Daaz Epiton,—It was ouly last evening that | saw my second letter in
the Witness of Oct. 30, and Mr, Sommerville's reference to it. [ am obliged
to vou for its insertion, as [ had thought it found its way to the waste basket,
and aereiny that Mr. S. has quite misunderstood it as an attack upon his ¢har-
acter, | should not have been sorry if it had, as [ do uot wish 10 hurt his
feclings. He says | am * making rapid progress in the school of scandal.”
I hope that it is not the case, If it be really so, | am very sorry, and 1 will
try 1o be a better boy in future. Mutual recrimination is scarce ever pro-
ductive of any gowd, and | cannot help saying, Mr. Editor, that it seems to
me one of the saddest things under the sun 10 see standard-bearers tighting
nmong themselves. The ' Church militant” is a term that is becoming
sacly true in a most undesirable sense, and no less strange and sad is it 1hat
arvind the two ordinances of Christ there has mged more religious discord
than wround any other two things. | was wounded in the house of my
friends' " bears a terrible signiticution in these days, and the very followers
of Christ himself are in {reat danger of “cruciFying the Lord afterh and

utting Him to an open shamo™’ through their bitterness towarnd cach other.
Pn any further communications on either side, “let ull bitterness aud wrath be
put away,’” and let the matter in hand be coneidered coolly and calinly with
& view to God's glory and not our own, | regret that my letier hurt Mr, 8.'s
feolings, there was perhaps tov much acerbity in it, and henceforth [ will
dip my pen in honey instead of gall if it be possible.

Yours faithfully,
Milion, Queen’s Co., Nuv. 4, 1878. J. Brown,

[* MyssuNukE," December Ath, 187%.)

Ever rinre it hecame #o publicly known that P'rofessor Psine, of the Con-
gregationaliat Seminary in Bangor, taught his Theological students that the
voice of History shewed that immersion was the original aud proper mole of
Christian baptism, our venerable frienil the Rev. Mr. Sommerville has, never-
theless, heen endeavouring to demonstrate that the voire of Seripture is o

gl to such teaching. If he nlone were concerned in this matier we might
et all he ha= gaid pars without a word of remark, but lest his loll affirma-
tions anid his confldent tone should lead any persor to suppose that his
teachings are as correct and consistent as he seems to suppose they are, we
mAay devote a little apace to examine what he has sail during the diseussion,
our reader may then judge for themselves as to what is the true value of his
views and arguments,

Mil. BOMMERVILLE'S CONSIRTESCY IN COURTESNY.

Here it is, “ Poor Joho Brown of Cow Bay ;" there it ie, * Had I known who
he was I should not have spoken of him so lightly.” “ I ask his panlon.”

Mr. Brown complaing of Mr, 8.'a style anid asks him to produce, from the
Ol Testament or the New, proof for infant baptism ; Mr. Sommerville re-
lies by telling him that “ he is making rapid progreas in the School of
Lcnurhﬂ.“ Referring to a Daptist Minister, but mistaken in his mnn, he
asperses him with the change of “ contemptible trickery :” and the e¢legant
gimile of * #top thief " is made, by the Rev. Mr. Sommerville, to do «duty in
characterizing us, yet the same Mr. Sommerrille complains that it is insipu-
ated that he is Rabshakeh, and that he has not yet read the Acts of the
Apoetles carefully ; yes, it is the same Mr. 8, who makes these complaints,
that charges Baptists with being * blin/lfolded], cabletowed, and swear what
they are told.”

WHAT MO, BOMMERVILLE DOESB BFE, AND WHAT HE DOES NOT BEE,

He sees that Jesus did not command John to baptize him, as we had said,
by the way, and not critically. When the Saviourapplied to John for baptiam,
“ Juhn forbad him,” and, on Jesus saying, * Suffer it to be so now "--a verb in
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the imperative --he baptized him. To sift all the imperative out of thia i
gharp, we will not say hypereritical exercise in exegesis ; and it ig al-o notably
supertluous ; as the matter of its being & command out and out, or n reguest

rltll-:ing of the nature of & command, does pot touch essentiolly the matter
in hand,

We haed inferred that the Lord took the Supper with his disciples, anl so
expressed ourselves ; not, howsver, grounding on the statement that the fart
we had undertalen to establish, and Jdid indesd establish. Ourinference that
our Lord participated by eating and drinking, in the Supper, was druwn from
the expression, * | will drink no more of the frait of the vine,” ete., an ex-
piression uresl by our Lonl at the close of the Supper. Mr. 8, “ finds that it is
not true.”  lere ngnin is evidenee of nice and labourel diserimination on a
matter that in ne way affects our argument.  Our statement was, by the way,
Mr. 8. declares his decision as the decision of o entie after eritical exminga-
tion. He is positive.  In fact, as Hezekinh says, * He can dogmatise.”  As a
mirror, in which 10 see the arrogance of his own :'funh'.n'!, we will hold up to
his exes the opinion of ne less & man than the distinguished and scholarly
Abbott —Pelobaptist -of Harvard University, who says on the peint, * lhs
{Christ’a) own purtaking of the Eucharist pave still further sanction of His
injunction that his disciples,” etle.  Av we cannot be trusted, we refer not to
our impartial and intelligent readers, but to Mr. Sommerville, who rays, “1
hold him ( Ed. of Mess.) utterly unrcliable,” we take the liberty of directling
the attention of the Rev. Mr. 8, that he may verify our extructs, to the article
on Baptism by Mr. Abbott in Smith's Bible Dictiouary.

We nmay also tnke the occasion to remark that we <o not feel certain
waich of the two learned gentlemen is correct in this matler.

Furthermore, on the anthority of God's word, 2 Kinga v, 10—* Go wash in
Jordan seven times,” and 14th verse, * Then went he down aned dipped himself
geven times in Jonian, acconling to the saying of the man of Gol,” we stated
that Naaman wae commanded to dip himself seven times in Jonlan, Mr,
Sommerville says, Naamnan was nof commanded to dip seven times, or once,
in Jordan.”  He surely did dip himself, und it wae done neconding to the say-
ing of the man of Gl —r. e. acconling to Gold's command., We [ully agree
with Mr. 8 that 0!l haman aasertions should be trial by the Word of God,
He shall have the full benefit of it in this case.

Accomling to the saying of the man of Gol, Naaman dipped : acconling to
the saying of Mr. &, lle is at perfect liberty to perform the ablution as he
pleased.”  According to the saying of the man of God he dipyed himaelf ;
according to the saving of Mr, 8., * Ha might have dipped the part affected,”
How does Mr. 5, know that the disense was local = According to the saying
of the man of God he dipped himaelf seven times in Jordan ; ceconding to the
sayving of Mr. 8, * He might have laved the water on the disewsel part.”
Aceording to the saying of the man of Ged, he l‘ﬁ;lpﬂf :oaceonling to the
saying of Mr. Somumerville, * Ha might have sprinkled himsell seven times,”
What he odidd o was * acconling to the saying of the man of Gol ;" acconling
to the rayving of Mr. 8, * e might have erred through ignorance or reck-
lessness.”

For saying that Naaman was commanded to dip in Jordan we are charged
by Mr. S. with * handling the Wonl of God deceitfully.,” Mr. S, will have
Scripture interpret Seripture.  He is shy of human literature, espeeially for
the anke of the III'T:IIE. We object not.  Here God commands Naawman to do
something. King James' scholarly xervauts dress the command, a2 given, in
the word * wash,” the command ns obeyed, in the word “dipped.”™  Mr. 8,
gets out on the * Froons " of these traosintors by going into the * showers,”
a rendering of his own., We might suggest * bathe ” for * wash ™ in the case
in hand an'l perhaps be more correct than Mr, 8, is in his attempt to get rid
of “ Fr.oops " hut wa shall leave thingy as they are, anel remind Mr, 8, that
he ignores God's definition of the conumamd given to Nuaman, for the obey-
ing of it is graphically described and endorsed by Guod, and eubrtitutes in
ita place n serivs of conjectures, having not even reason, but simply funcy as
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their author.  Mr, 8. does nut see that God commanded Naaman to dip him-
self.
DICTUM FIRRT PERISHES DY AN OPPONENT.

Nuaman dipped and was blessed ; the priests 4Ii“ped the birds anel blessings
came.  Ashers foot was dipped in oil and his house was hlessed, I'riests
dipped themselves, in the temple-service, and were blessed init. Alas, Mr. 3,
for a score or more of years, has, weare informed, been ringing out, in private
aml in publie, from the chimney corner and from the pulpit that immersion
is ot symbol of irremediable destriction ; hence these desperate efforts to livoree
dippungs from blessings, and voking them with judgments amd cursings, and,
under the Pedobaptist lash of * sprinkle forever,” to drive dipping into outer
darkness!

This dictum however old, however dear, is gone, let us hope to be heanl of
po more : and it wontld be far better for e, 5. to bid it adieu, than to try
to holil it by quibbling about the bleesing pot being “in " the dip, but con-
nected * wuth ” the dip.

WIIAT WE IMD TEACH AND WHAT WE DO TEACIH,

Mr. 8. sayswe teach “ that immersion originated with the baptism of Christ
which he (we) /loes not helieve, and did not intend to teach?’ Mr. S. states
what he cnnnot substantiate ®

Again we are compelled to confront Mr, 8, in hia huge efforts to escape the
pressure brought to bear upon him,  We cut all his ancient dippings, wash-
ings anl sprinklings from  the gospel-day church baptism, and we chullenge
him to bring from God's word a command, an example or authority of any
kind by which to link the baptiam of John and Christ with anything that
went before; aud he finds himself face to face with a hopeless, inpossible
task,  Woare not at n lose to understand the veiled mesning of those dex-
terous exploits in interpretation of such matters as to whether Christ nte the
Supper hunself, or whether he requested or commamled John to baptize him
—mautters that touch not the vitals of the guestion. The main (uestion must
not be trefled wath @ it muat not be evaded,

Again, we allirm that the Lord’s Supper of this dispensation did not exist
in cither of the old economies. Mr. S admits this. Agnin we allinn that
Chiristinn baptisin, tl = baptism of Christ's church of this dispensation had no
existence m the oal diepensations. Gol ordered, for the tubernnele and
temple-servics, sprinklings, dippings, anvintings and various perforinances
but the baptisin ui the Christinn chureh is not there.  We do not deny that
the Jews hud acdip unto Moses, that birds wern dipped, that priests were
dipped and sprinkled ; but what we say ia2 that, in the oll dispensation, there
is no baptisin recognized, of which John's baptism i8 a recognized uned ne-
ereddited extension ; of which the baptism of Christ by John, and the baptizm
of Christ's diseiples by Christ's disciples are declared repetitions.  lere we
are pleas=l to hold Mr. Sommerville to his own terma- -Keep in the Bible.
Will Mr. & give ua from Gol’s wonl baptism such as John's and Chrizt’s he-
fore the «duyz of Johin and Chriet > Mr. 8, must remeniber these haptisios
were away from ilie temple, ignored the temple-service, and were, in the vge
case, unto vepentance anld for the remission of sing, and, in the other, when

*Iean. As lu sublseguent letters it bs not partlculaely notleed, T now meet this assertion.
Uctobwr 6, 1875, war resul i— Gl Vells ux where Chielstlan baptls: v originated, and by whow
it orlglnutsd, Jesus wae mmersed in the Jundan by John"  Compar: with this .= He are
the sugper hibmselr, and thns T bl ies origin.” He is attempt ing to indleate an apalegy e
tween U oalgination of lmmerslon and the Lond's Supper, and thos saeafentendiy teaehes
that Immersbon hwd its beginning In Clirlst's baptism.  Without confissing his mistake by
trive to rectliy I on Deeemlaer 2, Haptism was institnted oy Chrlst—to prevent the apprr-
tnniry of guibibling—let us give the whole spaee, from the fiest dip of John to the tirst dip
un the doy of Pentecost as the thme In whieh Chelstian bapti=m origlnated.,” The wisdem
of the wise !
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fully developed, were in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost,

In his letter of November 19th, Mr. 8. attempts to prove by some sort of
analogy between *one hope,” “one Lord ™ amd “one faith,” which styetch
awny back over the ol dinpensation, that “one baptism ™ synehronizes with
them. But his baptism is sprinkhing here, and it is circumeision when he
deals with infants.  Here are two.  Which one does Mr. 8. give up on the
19th of November, 18753 ¥ Show ua that either of them has come to Christ's
chureh.

Iwes Mr. 8. know what he himself believes, whut he doea teach, and what he
doea not intend to teachy

From the Bible we try to hold him obligated to show where there was hap-
tisim in the Mosaic dispensation of which the haptism of John and the bap-
tism of the Christian church is an extension *

The Lord’s Supper was instituted by Chirist on the eve of his crucifixion,
Baptism was institute] by Clirist —to prevent the opportunity of quibbling —
let us give the whole space, from the first lip of John to the first dip on the
day of Pentecost, as the time in which Christian baptiem originated. Back
of that Mr. 8, may show us, if he can. from the Bible, a man preaching as
Jolin did, men preaching as the apostles did, and, apart from temple and tah-
ernacle-service, haptizing those who received their doetrines! ! Will Mr. 8,

lease digpose of that bit of lahor, before he goes into the scenes of blewling
seasta and sprinkling priests, (o tind the definition of a rite that did not liave
an existence in that Jay.

DICTUM BECOXND I'ERISIIEY 1Y THE HAXND OF ITS AUTHOR.

This is the one ruled ont by its anthor as useless, lere it is. *“ We can
pnever learn the design or form of an onlinance hy the name given to it." We
denounce it as unbaptist. Mr. 8 eays he does not state that Baptists, * reck-
less as are many of their statements,” ever held to such a doctrine, Wheo
does hold it? Do Pelo-baptiste® Mr. 8., taken as a representative, doea
not admit it. Why layg it down then* Why write a long paragraph of ¢hal-
lenges to Baptisia to prove immersion in this way ¥ Mr, S, seems unwilling
to reveal his design, The attempt was Lo leave the imprescion that Bajptists
obtain their views of baptism from the name of the orlinance ; for .{lr. S,
savs, * it is too notorious to be denied that their main argument in support
of immersion is derived from the meaning of the word baptize.” To ascertain
the meaning of bapfize in all its actual relations and uses, where it is used in
scores of places, many of which are detailed and graphic deseriptions, and
to get the meaning from the simple name of the ordinance, Mr, 8. himself
will not fail to see, are quite different things. We tlung back the insinua-
tion ; Mr. 8. pleads innocence, anl 80 pronounces by implication. the dictum
itself useless ; and so the insinuution and the thing that insinuates go out of

existence.
WIHAT MR. BOMMERVILLE DID SAY, AND WIAT WE DID SAY.

llere are the words of Mr. 8, in his first article, * Must it then appear im-
possible that there should arise, evenunder the eyes of the apostles, men who,
dizsatisfied with Jewish aprinklings, thought thir advanced dizpensation
demanded romething more grund aned imposing, anld invisted that the dis-
ciples should all be dipped 7 In another article Mr. 8. sayva, “ Suppore that
it is fully nacertained and admitted that baptiam by aprinkling was ritliculed
by the devil’s ministers * * ® ahandoned, and immermon * * substituted in
its room.”

In referring to this and giving the substance, not the exact wordes, we said,
“ e (Mr, 8.) undertakes 1o guess how immersion originated.” “ Men arnse
unsler the eyea of the apoatles who were diseatisfiedd with sprinklinga, and
demanded that the disciples should he dipped.”

There worils, says Mr. 8., ** Are an wntruthful representation of both my words
and my ideas.” But this Me. Sommerville, wh y,0n account of the above, makes
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sweeping charges, doea not fail to display rare cournge in an attempt to
mke the readers of the Preshyteriun Witness believe that Baptists do not
aecept the Oll Testament as divine anthority : and, to sustain this awlacious
and heavy charge, adduces a parbled extract, wrange from its connection,
feom Dr. Wayland's writings, and a bare reference to the articles of the Bnj-
tist~= of these provinees, hut Jdoes not give even & garbled gquotation from them.
The Hev. Mr. Saumlers, in the imeas of last week, gives some full extraets
from aceepted sourees, which rolls thi: unwarrantable and moustrous churge
back upon its author.

A HALF ADMISHION, HALF A LOAY BETTER THAN NO IIEAD,

“The wonl,” (baptize) savs Mr. &, “ expresges covering, wholly covering,
It ~1ill eovering as opposed to dipping or immersion.” Then he wlds, * The
EA. M. may now prepare hims=lf for rare fun.,” In the same connexion he
undertakes, having in mind the overllowing of the shores by the tilde, to ex-
press which Arvistotle uses the word baptize, to show how sprinkling can
cotwe 1t the phwe of the word that means * covering and wholly covering.”

He= thinks it ia easy amd gimple, Thia is the solution. “ N iﬂ! water ia
symbolically applied, a partial application, a few drops, the spray dashed from
the hranch of hyssop, will ﬂl_fulfu answer the conditions of hayphism, in its widest
senve, an all the waters of the Atlantic.” Mr. 8. did the italwising.

To justify this Mr. 8. refers to the ordinance of sprinkling by the priest to
cleanse the leprosy. Bul the word directing the priest meant sprinkle, the
worl that diveets Mr. S, accornding to his own delinition, means fo cover, to
wholly cover with water. Now we ahall ask Mr. 8. two questions and he will
deny neither their pertinence nor their importance. Would the priest have
obeyea Giodd. hiel he covered the Jeprons perron with the fluid instead of
sprinkling him *  If not, does the Rev, Mr. Sommerville obey God, when, in-
th-n-tl of covering the subject of baptism, he only applics to it a few drops of
the Huidd ¥

Neither the priest of the old dispensation, nor the preacher of this «dispen-
«ation has any authority for adding to or taking from Gol's word. Oul of
his own month, we conviet Mr. Sommerville of departing from the plein lit-
el instruetions, received from the highest souree in the universe, and re-
ceiveel in connexion with the greatest matter that engages the mind of God,
ungels amned men. I is Matile for Mr. 8, to further attempt to darken counsel
by anin reasonings ; amnd we hope, in the light of the following fact, he him-
=elf may be convineed @ -Rev, Mr. Boggs, one of our missioparies in India,
~tates that while on a tour to a Jdistant part of that Held, a younzs man was
found who had obtuined the Seriptures, and by them had been lod 1o Christ,
He usked for bapusm. Rev. Mr. McLaurin enguired how he wished to he
bajptized.  He was confosed and did not understand.  Mr. MelL. explained to
him that some Chri=tians baptized by aprinkling, ete. It had never entered
his miml,  He saw in Go'd's word that it was his duty to be baptized, and
that immersion was the mode.  He was baptized.

Hudd Mr. Sommerville been there he would have felt it his daty to lmve led
thiz converted heathen back to the old dispensation, through a dark forest of
nunsabatantial regsonings to show him that what he had plainly seen in Gml's
worl did not exist there, nmd that he must be sprinkled.

[* Witxess" Dhe, 10, 1875,

THE VOICE OF SCRIPTURE ON BAIPTISM,

Mn. EptTon,--It may have heen observed that in my last letter I have
taken a stamd in direet opposition to Dr. Cramp's pompous and dictatorinl ns-
sertion respecting the mode of baptism.  fle puts the question, * Wt do the
Levicons say about Bartizo! They all say that ita primary meaning is to
dip, plunge, immerse, No Jearned man will risk his reputation by afirming
the contrary.” A good Oriental scholar, well learned in llebrew and Greek,
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in a tract headed, BAPTISM rersus IMMERSION, saye, * | veally o not know
any heresy (which word T use in its proper original 2ensw. 1. e, opinion), in
the Christian chureh that has less to base it=elf upon than that of fmmer-
aton, yoeu its advoentes arve found using the most reckless statements, which
have gained ground among critiex and lexicographers  (who generally fol-
low each other like a Hock of sheep)—entirely by the bollness of the as-
aertion,”  To say that Dr. Cramp, as a linguist, is inferior 1o the author
fromn whom I quote, is not to disparyge his literary reputution,

There has been n great deal snidl respecting the coneessions which Pedo-
baptists have made to Baptiste on the subjects both of immersion aml in-
fant baptismn. This is u department of controversial literature to which 1
have paid very litue attention for severl remsons. (1) Pedo-baptists, as
well as othera, have said foolish thinge; ~ome from ignoranee : =ome from
inconsisdleration ; some beeause others have said the same things before
them. I have saill many foolish things mysell ! ! awl probably would have
saild many more, only that I have had the privilege of being carefully
watched. (2) 1 am not to he held responsible for wiat other Pedo-
hapticts have said.  (:3) There is still annther renson. My library hus not
heen =0 extensive ns to enable me o verify the quotations nade from
Pedo-baptist writers, awl inverted commas are not suflicient evidenee that
citations have heen fairly made. *“ We Liave no heaitation in sayinz that
such fatal concessions as our opponents pretend to adduce have never
been made by Pedo-baptists, amd that the authors referred to have been
unfuirly treatel.,” (Thorn.) | aceept this testimony mora rewdily hecause
the Ed. M. has ascribed to me worde, placing them under inverted com-
mas, which I never used. [Ile has ascribed to me sentiments which I
never uttered. lle has represented the Saviour as commanding John to
saumerse him, when he did not command him even to baptize him. His mind
wae so preoccupied with the eonevit of an analogy between the origination of
the Lords supper and fmmersion, that he completely forzot himself, and
tought that Jesus was the first person immersed, aud that, then and there,
God ceased to sprinkle and rubstituted immersion. e has misgquoted the
Bible by representing Naanian es commanded to dip himsell when he was
only commanded to wash. 1 can easily excuse the addition of Aimaelf, as
in 2 Kinge, v. 14, the word is supplied by the trapalators without being
printed in italice, He ha- stated twice that our Lond partook, with his dis-
ciples, his own enpper, of which there is not a particle of evidence in Mat-
thew, Mark, Luke, or Paul, or anywhere vlewe, except in the Christion Mes-
senger.

Will the Eil. M, come out and fuirly, fully, and honombly confess that he
has done me injustice by misquoting iy words, and misrepresenting my sen-
timents ; that he has sinned agninst God by a false translation of his word,
and ascribing to the Lord Jesus actione which he never did *  We shall see.
A frapk and tull confession, such us the case dematds, he dare not make. It
would shake the confldence of his Baptist remlers too much to be soon re-
covered, if ever. Hezekiah eaye I am an unfair disputant. Is it becanse 1
cannot accept Baptist assumptions as facfs ; because 1 point out the fallacy
of their reasonings, detect blunders and call things by their proper nawmes ¥
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Af not, let 11 point out in what [ am unfair. I have challenged him, but he
makes no sign,

Before entering on the N. T. referencea to baptism, [ presume (1) that I de
not expect to il a direct statement of the mode of baptism. A e Ed,
M. hins been for.-ed to admit, it i an ordinnoce of the 0. T,, und to that we
must come to learn its nature, desipn, and form.  Still, if the N. T. furnieh
conclusise evidence, direct or inferential, in favor of immersion, 1 hope to be
ongblel 10 necept it unhesitatiogly.  (2). Symbolical ordinancesare addressed
to the underdiniling, not to the imagination. Theancient church must havea
pictorinl represcntation of spiritual things, and therefore immersion was in
favor : anil cancliclatea for baptisr must be divested of all clothing, be dipped,
and put on new garients. to represent the putting off the old man and putting
on the new. Awml Rome, destitute of apiritual sepses, must have her images,
crucifixes, picturcs of the mother and child, and of the smats, Chambers of
imagery are always acceptable to those who are steangers to the simplicity of
the goapel, ane! fuve rensational and exciting scencs. The present prevailing
love of excitement and parade will explain the modern mge for dipping.

Noah and his fnnily were saved by water. Their enlvation was a figure,
not of a_figure, but of the baptism whici. saves us by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ. They were saved by escapii.: immersion. The worlidl was immersed
and perighed. To this fact we may have to refer in connection with infant
baptismi. We know that the Israclities, after leaving Egypt, were baptized in
the clow! amd in the sea, and we Anore that there was not one of them im-
meraed. —Dr. Cramp saya, “ Neither did they enfer the cloud, nor were they
acetted by the watera of the sea ; but the, ssed under both.” P'aul says the
Israelites were all in the eloud, when they were baptized. -llow they could
Yoo in the clowl without enfering into it is above my comprehension.
The Apostle says also, they were in the sea when they were baptized. 1 can-
not understund how they could be immersed in the sen and not wetted by its
waters. Then John might have immersed in Jordm, and yet none of the peo-
ple boen wefted with its maters. Thisis a notable and very pleasant discovery,
if it couldt only tw reduced to practice. Tuul says, all passed through the sea.
Dr. C. says they were under the sea. This is new. The waters must have
been tunnelled.  DBut the plain proeaic language of the Apostle is all a fiure,—
an allegory ; Imt * the allegory ie obviously not t be pressed mioutely.” This
is the sword by which the Baptist controversalist cuts every govlian koot
which he cannot loose. *“The Israelites were not literally baptized,” says Dr,
C. Then, it follows, they did not literally eat manne., Jdid not liternlly drink
the water from the rock. | prefer the testimony of the Apostle to Dr. C's.
Their baytism was liteml. Their food was literal. Their drink was literal.
And all these have spiritual import, It isa fact, as well authenticated as that
the Israeliter passed through the sea, that, when that event took place, “the
clouds poured out water” * (God did sprinkle” the Israelitea—he baptized
them. If Dr. C. hat recollected this he would have been spared much ems-
barrassment, but he would have lost his dip.

John haptized in Jordan ; and in Enon because there was much water there.
Not to dwell on the prepossesgion in the Jewish mind arieing out of their

familiarity with the ceremwonial law in favour of living water,—water from
G
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the river or the apring,--if water was neede! for ne othe  ..pose than hap-
tism, the selection of Jordan or Enon might furnish a plausible, though not
decisive, evidence for immersion.  We must give John, or rather the Spirit by
whom he was directed, eredit for & measure of common sense,  When thou-
sands were attending his ministry it woulil have been worse than madness to
choose a place where the people could not il water Lo «!rink. or for purposes
of personal khlntions, John, however, waa not the only bapticer. During
our Lord's ministry be, (or his disciples,) s repoited to the Prarisecs, made
and baptized more disciplea than Johin.  But where they baplized we are not
toll in Seripture.  The Daptists will tell na.  After Pentecnst we have refer-
ence o haptism in Jeruaalem, in Somaria, in w prisen, in A& private house,
Whenever persons are brought to a knowlelge of the truth they are lnptized,
There are uo difliculties, no prepurations 1o be made, no want of water, even
insinunted. Al are ready. The baptism is imnusliate,  How do Baptists
reconcile all this with immersion By adding to the word of God. 11 that
word is not sullicient for its own interpretation, it is not a lamp to the feet
anid a light 10 the path, Nothing ¢an be more absurl, improbuble, and
arrozant, th.an the sappositions that Baptist mdvecates introduce to explain
the recurae of baptisms conristently with their practice ; nothing wore pre-
sumptuous than their additions to the Divine narmtive, Assuming the per-
manpence of the mstituted mode of baptism, everything is plain, simple, and
the seripture narrative is sufficiently full and i+ cllectual.  If Baptist renson-
ers are justified in introducing uninspired recorls amd bholid aml bascless
asfertions tomake the Seriptures teach their dos trine, why should Roine be
depie her apocrypha amd traditions *  “ Deceiving and being deceived,”
they proclaim the perfection of the Divine worl, and are not satizf«l 10 he
limiterl by its facts.  They begin by a~suming that tmmersion is the mode of
baptism —is bhaptism, and God must accept the assumption.

A very popular, but not very conclusive, vidence in favor of immersion, is
derived from going down into the water aml coming up out of the water. [
give the Baptists the full benefit of the unthorized translation info antl ot of.
It is manifest that going into the water isnot the baptimu, That is something
which takes place befween the going into the water and the coming out of it.
* They went down both into the water, both I'hilip and the Fuuuch, and he
baptized him. Amd when they were come up out of the water--" The
argument is this: if baptism is aidministered by sprinkling there was no need
of going into the water, or even to it, and therefore baptiam must be immer-
sion. A hasty inference, certainly.

Most people think that to drink means to swallow some liguid ; but this is
a great mistoke. The word may nican that sowetimes, but sometimes it
ueans to be immersed. A horse goes into the water, he drinks, and then comes
out of the water. But as a sufficient quantity of water, to gueach his thirst,
might have been given him in a pail, therefore, when be poes into the water
it must be to he immersed, and drinkiog means in that cuse immersion. Q. E.
D.—Some way say, O, Mr, 8,, this is all nonsense. [ know it is —nonsense--
unequalled nonsense; but this is the nonsense that Baptists are expected to
accept as scriptural teaching and sound logic. This may be called ungentle-
manly, has been go called. It seems a gentleman niay talk nonsense and be a
gentleman still, but to hint that he has talked nonsense is ungentlemanly. A
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wonsenaical gentleman! There are lying gentlemen—-dishonest gentlemen--
swearing gentlemen —drunken gentlemen— impure gentlemen -accepted as
gentlemen by professing Christinns and ina Christian laml.  Pugh! If Jesus
were tu appear in Nova Scotia a8 he appeared in Palestine lie wouldl not be
acceptend in the rauks of gemtlemen. Yo might Hol him dining at the tahle
of a rich Pharisee, but he woull not get a second invitation. Ilis impulence
an:l rwleness weuld! exelude him,

Baptismal buriad in my pext, anl unless something new coie up that will
elose wiy argument on the mode of baptisin for the presant.

Somwerset, Dec. 3, 1875, W. SOMMERVILLE.

i WiTxRes,” Thee, 13, 1874.)
“THE VOICE OF SCRIPTURE ON BAPTISM.”

Ma. Epitor.—Not having seen three or four of the lastIV itnesses, 1 do not
kuow whea Mr. Summerville changed the title of his letters on the above
subject lromn ** History™ 1o ** Seripture.” and [or the same reason do not kuow
what Sciipiure he advances in lavor of infant baptism. With vonr permis-
ston | will say a litle on his letter of Nov. 20th; and as 1 am wld Mr.
S, is along in vears considerable,” and as Paul says. © Rebuke not an
elder, but entreat him as a father.” | will be as gentle as possible and follow
Paul's advice, for while iu some thangs =it is more blessed to zive than to
receive,  in uthers it is more blessed 1o receive than to give such appellations
as are sadly abundant in Mr. 8.s letters, 1o wit, when falsely applicd, The
Suviour has a word on that subjectin Matt, v. 11, 12, But this is a digression,
now fur an arsument ;

1. » Oue Baptisin,” Eph. iv. 8. The connexion in which these words
stand show that mode is not at all referred 1o, but the thang izelf. Paul is
for wnion, and uses this among others as an argument, *“ baptized into Christ, ™
Gal. iii. 27, 28.  If this be correct all that Mr. ®. has built on the meaning
he sives it comes to uothing.

2. Mr. 3. quotes Isa. lit. 15, * He shall sprinkle many nations,” adding,
“ This points to the New Testument uiialpeu.f-utiuu." Does he mean by this
that we are therelore to sprinkle children! Wh~'ever he mayv mean, that
verse, aceonding 1o the LXX, has nothiag about = rinkling,  The word trans-
lated sprinkle is —— thaumasontai, so that it might read thus, * So
shall mauy nations wonder at him, and kings shall shut their mouths,” ete.
In Coverdale’s Bible. (1535). it reads, ©“ Even so shall the muliitude of the
Gentiles loke unto him.”  Parkhurst puts it, * So shall he eause many nations
to leap ( . . . . . for admiratien and holy astoni-hment)."”

3. Mr. S. quotes Fzek. xxxvi. 25, *“ I will sprinkle clean water upon you,”
adding, ** 'This refers to theee last davs.” The word here is — — rano
not baptizo. a:d does not refer to these last davs. Reading that
chapter and forzetting baptism. it will be eaily seen that the ** House of
[srael ¥ i meant.  Verse 33 reads, ¢ luthe daysthat [ shall have cleansed
you from all your iniquities. | will also cause you to dwell in the cities, and
the wastes shall be buililed.”  Read from verse 25 1o the end, and [ think it
will be pretty clear whether Mr. 8.’s eonclusion is right or not.

4. Mr, 8. says again, “ Their main argument in support of immersion {s
derived from the meaniug of the word baptize.,” For my part the meaning of
the word itself is encugh. but whatever strength there 1s in that, my main
arzument is founded on the adaptation of immersion o what it is intended to
represent, ax shown in Rom. vi. 3-11: Col. vi. 12, 1.

§. The quotation from Isa. Ixiv. 3, “1 will pour water upon him that is
thirsty, and showers upon the dry ground; I will pour my spirit upon thy
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seed,” elc., according 1o LXX. reads, “ [ will give water in (their) thirst to
those travelling in desen laud, I will pour,” ete, ‘

I do not p:ut%m 1o be among Mr. Selden’s learned friends, nor do [ write ins
his defence, that he is himself well able to do if he please, fat |1 presume he
is acting on Hezekiah'sadvice. | have a wish. however, 10 be amonz Mr.
8.'s friends, especially in the light of the first paragraph of the letter referred
to, particulatly the end of said paragraph.

Yours traly, J. Browm.

= WiITNEAs,” Iwe. 25, 1875, )

Dzan Enitor. —Before you finally decide to stop the discussion on baptism
will you do me the favor of preseming for the benelit ot all whem it may
cuncern, a few passager bearing on the subject. [ should then be oblized 1
Mr. Sommerville will present those bearing on Infant Baptism, and let voor
readers judgze for themselves who shoupld be baptized and how ~ We profess
to take the Bible for our guide, and [ do not thirk there is anvthing nnfair in
my proposition. Here thev are withont note or comment, Matt. iii. ~17.
Mark xvi. 15, 16. John ii. 2. 23: iv. 1, 2. Acts ii. 37—42; viii. 12-)6.
35-36; ix. 14; x. H—48: xvi. 13=15. 40 xvi. 32-34: xviii. B. 1 Cor. 1.
16, 17; xvi. 15. Romans vi. 3-8. Gal. iii. 27. Col. ii. 15.

I have omitted some for the sake of vour space ; your renders can find them
by their reference bibles.

Yours, faithfolly,
Milton, Queen's Co., Dec. 14, INT5. 1. Browx.

“We-LEYAY," Jun, 1, 1976.}

Dran Bin,-- 1 thank the editor of the P. Wifness for the insertion of my
previous letters. But as he thinks the argnmenta not likely to do any gool
and wishes to close his colonmns against the discuseion at the emd ui the year,
you will oblige me by giving a place in your columns to the following in-
tended for the DPresbyteriom 1'itness.

BAPTISTS AND THE RULE OF FAITH,

Mn. EpiToR,—As the Rev. E. M. Ssunders, in his letter of Dec. 4th hegin=
with a repetition of my wonls, ailorned with all their itafic flowers, so do I.
“I want to know whether the Bapti=is of Nova Scotia own the Old Te<tament
a3 & Rule of Faith and Practice at all. 1 have a strong opinion that they do
not.” If 1 had a #romg opinion before having read his letter, I liave a sromger
opinion now,--one amounting to full conviction——that THEY Do x0T, Ag-
customend to look upon my old friemd, Mr. 8., as possessed of a large measure
of “simplicity and godly sincerity,” | am inexpressibly pained to fAnd that he
is breathing an atmosphere unfavorable to the miaturation of either, anil that
he is capable of sulecribing a communication so evasive, so unscrupulous, and
8o deceptive. Ilis letter is a specimen of evasiveness aa perfect, as if he had
been educated in the best equipped achool of Ultramontaniam.

The editor of the Messenger has blundered so excessively, and committed
himself so fully, that an effective vindication of hi8 position is impoasible, and
to confess hie errors would ruin his reputation and influence. The probability
however, is that he will, some of these days, attempt the impossibility, and
make brass do duty in the absence of arpument. For the meantime, Mr. 8. vo-
lunteers, or ir stiruulated, to make s diversion in his favor,and give him leisare
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to recover Lis composure, or call in his distant auxiliaries. Let bim «do what
Le can ; let him wecure what assistance he way : he shall not escape. The
unsc-riptumsl, unl semi-infldel Baptist system is before me ; obstacles thrown
in my wuy | tling aside : to calls on the right han and on the left, I reply by
an an»wering call : my eye is fixed on my object. | owe this 10 thousan:is of
canli] Clirietiun Baptists who never are taught to look leyond the guestions
of immer=ion and infant baptism as distinguishing. The present tactics are
tev vhvious to be disguised. This angunient must bLe confinedl, as far as jroe-
whle, o the 1% Iitness, to which Baptists selidom bhave sceess, and if they had
accer-. they would not careto read it. They must Dot see any thing but the
tres hoant 1eplivs of the Messenger. To kpow the clarges preferred against
thew. unl the evidence by which they are sustained, might excic a spirit of
iogqury. The manocuver will not do.

Mr. 5. would lenve the impression upon the minds of his readers, that 1
Lave given a false statement of the doctrine of Baptisis, respecting the place
aseiyrned 1o the Ol Teslament ; yet I have sought in vain, in his leiter, for a
definite dezlaration that the Baptista of Nova Scotia do wen the Old Testa-
ment as a Kule of Faith and Practice. Such a declaration is the least that we
woul) exjwect, in the circumsiances; but that little we do not lind, We
murt be ratisAed with a reference 1o the third of their Doctrinal Articles,
*“ dlere 1t 1s.”  “ The holy Scriptures of the Oll anl New Testaments are the
w rd of Gol, in which be has given us our only rule of Faith and Practice.”
I never thought that the Baptists deny the inapiration of the Old Testament
althouzh frow the place they assigm to it, w hether it is ivspired or not is of
httle moment. Let the word “I1N,” with whiclh the second clause of the
Art cle besing, be left out, and mark how Jdifer-ntly it reals: * The holy
Benytures of the Old and New Testaruents are the Word of Goil, which lle has
giv-n us  our only rule of Faith and Practice.” Iere the Ol Testament, as
& rule of faith and practice, occupiea as high a place az the New, an‘! every
Freshyterian, Methodist, or Congregutionalist. will cheerfully accept the
whole: but let the word “ INT be retaina~], an.1 the way i= open to «deny that
the O1d Testament is a rule ; and every Rativnalist in Germany or elsewhere
will accept it. The Ratiopalist denies that the Zeriptures are the wora of
God, but admits that the word of God is & the Seripfures, and his reason will
ecjarate the gold from the ore. Baptista, while owning all Scripture to he
mepired, do not say that all Scripture is the rule of faith and practice, hut the
rale ir ¢n the Scripiure. lere, then, by the introeduction of the little wond
“1x,” which not one in a thousand would notice, we have an example of the
= deceivableness of unrightcousness.”—Jezaitis, Jesuiti-m. The compilery
of the Baptist Articles did not want their own peopde or others to know the
degraded place to which they relegate the Okl Testament. Mr, R's letter ie
completely deceptive. The third Article, which he bas hrought in to cuntra-
dict my assertion, is perfectly consistent with this,--1hat NOTHING BUT the
Nexw Teatanent is a rude of Faith and Practice to the Japtists of Nova Scolia,

Mr. 8. Is very unacruplous, when he represcats me a< giving “partial state-
meots,” by which readers would be led to form incorrect ideas of Dr. Way-
laad's views. I deny that I have kept back a single word necessary to rhow
this docvtrine of the claims of the Old Testament., His words are theee: * We
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profesa to take for our guids, in all matters of religioua belief a:d pracice,
the New Testament, the whole New Tentament, and nothing but the New Tenta-
ment.” These words neeidd 1 0 comment. They are too plain to be misunder-
stood, They exclude * Councils, Fathera, Churchen ;" but they exclude the
Oll Testament an decidedly 1a they do the Tridentine and Vatican decrees.
Mr. 8. favors us with a large- extivet from Dr. Wayland, and »o far from
convicting us of error or injustice, he has only made the Doctor's case worse.
We read : “ We believe that the New Testament, the wonl spoken by the Son
of God from Heaven, and by ‘he Apostles whoin he himselfl in-pire], was
given not to one nation, but to the whole human race for all coming time."”
There in here a rad amonnt of dirkness that may be felt, and confusion. Can
we learn any word apoken by the “ Son of God from Heaven,” exvept by the
report of the writers of the New Textament? Our Lord never write anything.
Did Dr. W. reaily think that the words apoken by the “ Son of (i from
Heaven' were more divine than the worde of any inspired writer? Did the
Son of God * himself" impart a higher inapiration to the Apo=tles than vthers
enjoved who apake by the Spirit? Did he inspire any one by himslf and not
by the Holy (hoat ? Did the Dr. not know that the ()ld Testament prophets
apake by the Spirit of Christ ! Did he not know that all Seriptire, (). T. as
well a= N, T, in protitable now, that the man of Giwl may be thoroughly fur-
nizhed unto all goed works ?

To both pacts of the above sentence I put in a decided negative. 1 deny
that the Olid Teatament was given to ene nation, lo the exclurion of the inter-
est of the whole human race. It was not giren at all to Jews, in the current
wenne of give. It was a trust committed to them for all-coming time anil for al]
pations, From the first days of their national exirtence, Inraelites lind heen
instructed that in Abrahem and his seed all nativns would be blessl. To
the Prophets it was  revealed that not unto themrelves, but unto us, they did
minister the things which are now reported unto vou by them that have
preached the Goapel unte you.” The Old Textament waa no more given to
the nation of [srael of old, than it ir given to the * Comwonwealth of [<rael ”
which now ie, [ deay that the New Teatament wus given to the whaole huroan
race. It is pot yet given to the whole ruce, It is a truet committed 10 the
church as the Old Testament waa and i for the nations for all coming time.
With the exception of Matthew, Mark and John the whole New Testament is
erpresdly addressed to perwons in covenant with God, whether churches or in-
dividuals,

Dr. Wayland has placed the Olil Testament * on the aame footing with the
writinga of Dr. Cramp or Dr. Guthrie” Mr. 8. does not wish Baptists or
Pedobaptiats to think this, but if he i capable of understanding Dr. W.'s very
precise language he knows this; and as he has expressed nuthing but a hearty
approval of the Doctor’s doctrines he reemn to huve no higher opinion of the
Old Testament than the Doctor has. Dr. W, “believes the New Tes.ament
tv be the standard by which the precepts and teachings of the furmer revela-
tion are to be judged.” And again,—' By this word (N. T.) we are to decide
upon the obligatoriness of every part of the olden revelation”” The writings of
Drs. Cramp and Guthrie are put into my hands. 1 read, examine, it may be
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with intereat, pleasure anid profit, but do not acecpt them an authoritative. 1
Judye of their viligatoriness by the Bible, and accept or reject their teachings
as | consider thew in unison with the Word or ngainst it. This is preciscly
the place uesigned to the Oll Testament, Its “ precepts and teachings” are
to be brought to the atandard befure we decide.

Ax aecording to Dr. W, all * the precepts and teachings of the Old Tenta-
ment are to be judged by the New Testament, befure we can declde 1 hether
they are ubligatory on us, or how fur, the quotations, which Mr. 8. has made
from Dr«. Cramp and Hovey, go to show that Baptista do not accept the in-
apirativn of the Old Testament withou an antecedent knowledge of the inspir-
ation of the New Testument. It is true that if the inspiration of the New
Tertument be ommed, u clear and cogent proof of the inspiration of the ()id
Textument can be derived from it; but the inspiration of the Old Testament
wur ¢rtoblished, proclaimed, and accepted before the Apostlen wrote or Jerun
Christ appeared. [ defy any 2. D, in all the Baptist Churches 1o produce
from the New Tesiament one passuge where our Lord or his Apostler refer
w the Old Testament for the purpose of teaching or confirming its inapiration,
and not :ita inspiration assumed) for confirming the truth of the doctrines whieh
they tunght by an appeal to the testimony of an accepted inrpiration.

Baptiste difler from all who are acconnted evangelical in the very easential
article uf the Rule of Faith and Practice, The rule of Methodists, Congrega-
tivnalists, and Presbyterivos in—'The Scripture of the Old and New Testa-
ments j—of Baptists, " NoTmixa ser Tne New Lestument,”

Sumerset, Dec. 17, 1875, W. BoOMMERVILLE.

P. &.—1 had finished a rough draft of this letter before the Messenger of
Dec. 5th came to my hand, | cunnot say | have vet rewd the editor's crii-
cirme, but, if God will, he »shall have a reply.  In the micautime there is an
important point to be dincuwed. 1 have yuessed right this time, Mr. 8. han
steppedd in to give the editor tme to recover himmelf, He is what Dr. Jas. C.
I, Carson would call a * slippery customer.”

The Rev. W, Sommerville, a veteran minister of the Presbyterian (e
formedd) body. and a skilled controversialist, has sought our columus for the
completion of a svries of letters begun some time ago in the Pres. Witucss.
We ure quite sure the termination of this discussion will be pursued in a
right ~pirit.  The great object of all such argumentation is a fair apprehen-
sion of the truth as it atlects the Church of the Lord Jesus Christ.  Auy one
versed in history can see the effects of spirited discus-ions in which our fore-
fathers touk part. The Churches are more tenacious of sound duetrine to-day
because of land-marks erected generations ago. Our pivneers sleep, but
their successom are awake and vigila 1. Our confidence in the judement ot
tho~e now waging this paper war, as well as orr own youth and experience,
both restrain us from adding a single word of either advice or caution.

1" MEssEXGER" Jan. 3, 1976 )

Mr. EviTor,—As the editor of 1ne Witness wishes the controversy on Bap-
tism 1o close in his columna with the cloring vear, ont of deference thereto |
will a<k vou to insert whai [ should ctherwise have sent to the Witness, viz:
a few remarks on Mr. Sommeiville's i=tter in the Witness of Dec. IR,

In his reference to the concessions made by Pedobaptists, in quoting from
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Thom, he says virtually that such concessions as have been quoted by Bap-
hsts from Pedobaptisia, they mude themselves, the words of Them are,
“ We have no hesitition in saying that such futul coneessions s our oppo-
nents pretend 1o adduce have never been mude by Pedobaptists, (italiex mine,)
and it the authors referred to hitve been unfinrly wrented.””  Mr, S, bnows
thi~ i= not true, {ur he is mueh more ignorant of his gide of the question than
he ~veins to be) although he adopis the sentiment, and even il what he says
of the El. Messenyer is 1rue.

On the same subject he says, [ have said many foolish things myself ;"
that s true, very fuolish things ; and very nanghty things ; and very uvokind
things ; and very ungentlemanly things ; boast of his gentlemauliness as he
mav ; and he adds, *“aund pruhuhli' would have said many mowe, ouly that |
had the privilege of being enrefully watched.” 1 hope he is duly thankful
to those who have protected him from himself.  That by necds watching,
H;[I-t.'{!ill“}' in his trentiment of Seriplure (ns | may show by and by) is very
obvious.

He has told us tha the modern rage for dipping is to be accounted for by
“the present prevailing love of excitement and parade.””  Why does he not
shout ** Kureka, Fureka!' And ws he has made this valuable discovery,
will he next discover to us the reason for the modern mge for sprinkling in-
fauts ¢ 1 know he eannot, still I should like to see his attempt.

Mr. 8. generously informe us that Noah pnd his family were saved by
escaping immersion. (O tor Priscilla and Acquilla). The world was im-
mersed nud perished.  Does Mr. 8. really mean that Nouh and his tamily
were saved Lrauu they escaped immersion, and the world perished because
they were immersed ! No, he does not, for he knows or ought to know his
Bible Letter: and [ may remind him that according 10 bis orm showing in a
recent letter, in which he sought to prove that the shore wix nol immersed
when the tide rose over it, no more were the people of the old world immer-
ped. becuuse the waler rose over them. But any one can see the grave
insinuation contained in Mr. 8.'s remarks; still if he persist in such soft
arzuments and hard words, he will find in Gen. xix. an account of a man
and his family who were saved by escaping spnukling ; but the thing i too
ohildizh to wasle time over, and the dark ungenervus *'sly inrinuation”’
could have emanated frem noe pen but Mr. Summervilles, We are not
going 10 believe that God destroyed the world and saved a few in order to
show the mode of baptisin.

Hezekiah says, ‘“lle can dogmatize.” Yes, Hezekinh, he can.  For in-
stance, he says, “ I1isa factas well authenticaled as that the Isiaelities pasced
through the sea, that when that event touk place the clouds poured out
waters.”  “Gud did sprinkle the Isravlites, He baptized them.” He uotes
from Ps. Ixxvii. 17. The word is plural clowds. it was a * eloud " 1hat ac-
companied Israel. Moreover, is Mr. 8. very sure that the passage relers to
the crossing of the Red Sea, and not the crossing of the Jordan 7 If he will
real Josh. iii. 14=16 and Psaln exiv. he will zet a hule light, and for his
further help I may tell him thatin the original it is ¢ The waters overflowed.””
The crossing of Jordan took place at the overflowing of the river (Jush 3. 15).
The LXX render it “1he great sound of waters,”

Referring to the same subjeet, in quoting Dr. Cramp (who secms to be
much in his way) ‘ the allegory is obviously not to be pressed minutely,”
Mr. 8. says, T;us is the sword by which the Baptirt controversialist cuts
every wordian knot which he canuot lovse.” Would Mr. 8, believe me if [
told him that Dean Alford, one of the most eminent ol modem eritics and
scholars, and a Pedobaptist, used that same sword 1o cut the same knot on 1
Cor. x. 2. and were all baptized unto Moses, he savs, ““'T'he allegory is ob-
viously not to be pressed minutely.” I think Mr. S, will now find the sword
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turned ngainst him. 1 have not the Dr.'s work on Baptism so [ cannot tell
whether he ha= been fairly treated in that reference.

Burnes (a Pedobaptist) very propesly says it is to be tuken in “ the sense of
dedicating, conseerating, initating iuto, or bringing under obligation to, and
it is evidently in this (latter) sense the word is used here, as denoting that
they were doevoted to Moses as a leader, ete,”

There i3 no more evidence that the cloud that accompanied the lsraelite
ever let down wator than that itshowered frogw, and any one who argues e 1)
Ps. laxvii. 17, or 1 Cor. x, 3 for infant sprinkling must be very hard up
grgument.

M. 8. charzes us with adding to the word of God (his are the italics). He
should then have quoted Rov. xxii. 18, Alas, Mr. 8. iaterribly guilty of this
very thing ; he declares that 10 be scriptural which is unecriptural and that
un~eriptural which is seriptural, 1 commend v his careful study the words
of Isane Pennington,  *¢ He that giveth any other meaning of any Scripture
thau the true, proper meaning thereof, he both addeth and dimiuizheth; he
taketh away the true sense, he addeth & sense that is not irue.” And those
of Bunyan in * Gruee Alwunding :"—** Now also I should lalwur to take the
worl ns God had Juid down, without restraining the natural force of vae ryl-
lable thereof,” tnd the almost Inst words of !nspiration in the passaze just
refeired o, And as [ hope to mest Mr, 3. in *“ the holy city,” notwithstand-
ing his infant opinions, I recommend Lim to amend lis ways; 1o seek for-

iveness tur whit he has done; give up adding 10 and taking from the word
gy giving up unscriptural infant irn'nklmgnml taking upseriptural believers'
baptism, and doubtless, as he Is doing it in iznorance he will be forgiven,

1I‘u save Mr. 5. any further lnbour in this matter | may tell him what he
cannot do. He cannot pro: « that the sun does not shine, nor that believer’
immersion is not in the Bible, toil at both as long as he please. He cannot
stop the course of the Mississipps, nor the progress of the truth of believers' ba
tism. He cannot see children in the moon, nor anything in the whole Bible
to justify cither sprinkling or baptizing such, eeuruﬁ as lung as he like.

outs, J. Brown,

P. S.—I had promised to dip my pen in honey, if possible, but Mr. &, up-

sel my jar.

[*WesLEYAN,” Jan. 22, 1474, ]
TIIE VOICE OF SCRIPFTURE ON BAPTISM.

Mn. Epitor,—It seems to be impossible to hind (down the Measenger to the
Divine Word, in the exposition of the Doctrine of DBaptisms, and to the sc-
ceptance of that Word as its own interpreter. The old Testament affords no
countenance to the baleful superstition of which the Baptist leaders are the
aivocates, and the people ara the victimie ; and, therefore, as « rule of faith
and praciice it is wholly repudiated. A perspicuous declamtion to that effect
is evaled, for it would be dangerous to place hefore the great holy of Baptists
that they are professionally pledged to reject the Old Testament, as a rule,
while they adinit its inspiration.

Testimony in favour of tmmersion extraneous to Revelation is greedily
seizel  When our Lord was on earth, he appealed to his works as his
Father's tostimony, and to the Old Testament, in vindication of his claims
and of his doctrine. He would not accept the testimony of devils even when
they spake the truth; and Paul fullowed the example in dealing with the
girl possessed by a spirit of divination. They commanded them to besilent.

To have accepted their witness might have excited a suspicion that there was
i
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some Masonic or Oddfellows’ communion hetween them. DBut the aditor of
the Messenger ir willing to accept concurring testimony, come from what
quarter it may. In the Messenger of Dec. 15, the testimony of CanpiNaL
MaxxinGg in favour of fmmersion, and that sprinkling was introduced by
ecclesinstical anthority, is very ostentatiously paraded before us. Now who
is Cardinal Marning? 1le is the sworn slave of that *man of sin,—whose
coming ia after the working of Satan, with all power and signs and lying won-
ders, and with all deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish.”
The Cardinal’s testimony is the decil’s testimony, which Christ or an Apostle
would have peremptorily refuseld, The editor of the Meraenger earnestly begs
the attention oy lits DPecdobaptiat brethren to the Cardinals words, and he will
now ree that I have not turned 4 deaf ear to his earnest petition,

Among Christiana the complete sufficiency of the Divine word shoul! be
tenaciourly held, We have no more right to add to it than to substract from
it. That man should l.e ashamed to cull himself a Christian, who will not
give a8 high a place to the Jd Testament as to the Neuw, in the determina~
tion of all questions of a religious belief and life, knowing thot in expound-
ing to disciples the things concerning himself, the Lord leads thein to Moses,
the prophets .ind the psalms; and that Par!, in demonstrating the character,
the offices, an:i the work of Christ, and the way of salvation Ly him, constantly
appeals 1o the Old Testament. Pedubaptists should press on Baptists the ne-
cessity of an explicit declaration that they own the Old Testament Scriptures
to be & rule of faith and practice to Christima. The testimony of Mr, Saun-
ders is not enough. That is & personal testimony. Let us demand a plain.
full, unequivocal and uncontradicted statement to that effect in the Mesaenger,
More still is wanted —a change in the third doctrinal article of the Baptists of
Nova Scotin, to make it speak an uneguivocal language. Pedobaptists are
profoundly ignorart of the mases of error and infilelity involved in the Baptist
system. I firmly believe the great body of Baptists themselves are ignorant
of it. The current idea is that the only difference between the parties is in
respect to the sufjects and mwode of DBaptism, This idea I once entertainel
and often expressed, till 1 hud examined the matter more clusely.

The Uld Testament, in being shut out of doors, when it apeaks with authority,
is treated with more respect than the New, which is invited, with a smiling
countenance, (o come in, only to be placed in the rack and tortured to com-
pel it to speak like & Baptist, and cry out fmmersion, immersion! Come in
bere, Mr. Editor. The Messenger has been pufting the question, and we will
read the minutes of the examination. * The subject is to be buried, Buried
in what? Jhater. Acts 8. 38. ' See here is water.” No infants, no sprink-
ling. Delievers buried in water and raised up to walk —infants don't walk in
any sense-—in newness of life.” (Oct. 6, 187)..) Buried ia not used in con-
nection with baptism, in the gospel or in the Acta, Huried in water is not
once found in the whole New Testament. * Buried i bapfiam ™ is found in
Coloss.,ms, and * See, here is water” ia found in Adots. The editor of the Mes-
senger drops the word * in baptirm ” and subetitutes *“ in water,” and reporta
the New Testament as saying * believers buried in water,” lle is a smart man,
and affects Lo say smart things. Believers are raised up in baptiem to "walk
in newness of life,” aud he says, * infants don’t walk in apy sense.” In any
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sense ! 4 The chililren of lsrael walked upon dry ground in the midst of the
sen,”  Either there were no infants among them or they walked in the midat
ul the sea in some sense. The man who wrote the sentence 1 have (uoted
above from the Messenger ought to be ashamed to walk the streets of lalifax,
or to lift his face among honest men. A viler attempt to impose upon the
credulity of readers I have never met. I woulil not have stooped to criticise
it were it not that I fear there are mmany of his readers, as Henry Alliene ia apid
to huve described one of his converts, who would awallow boote with spurs on
them if he preached them.

There is burial in baptiam or by baptism. Every Christian sprinkler admits
it with reverence antl gratitnde, with joy and praise. Not one of them wouldl
wish to have one word altered in the God-given phrase, * buried with him in
baptism.” The editor Measenger considers it decisive in support of immersion;
wo nnich 8o that he does not juildge it necessary to add a word of comment,
Let the Word be ita own interpreter,—not Dr. Chalmers, not Canon Lightfoot.

There is baptiem with water, andd there is baptism with the Holy Spirit per-
fectly distinet, but sustaining a precise relation to each other. To which of
those dloes Paul allude, in the Epistles to the Romans aud Colossians* We
need not oceupy much time on Col. 2: 10, 12, The Apostle spoke of a “ cir-
cumeision made without hands” This ie not the cirenmeision executed by
Abraham or Moses, but that which God performa; it is * the cireumeision of
Christ.” To thisa we find an allugion in Rom, 2: 28,20, “llo is not u Jew,
which ig one outwardly ; neither is that eirenmeision which is outwanl in the
lesh : hut he is a Jew that ia one inwardly ; and cirenmeision is that of the
lieart, in the apirit and not in the letter,” Nextwe are told that “Lhe circum-
cineil ure buried with him (Christ) in baptism, in which also (they) are risen
with him through the faith of the operation of God, who hath raiged him
from the deal.™ There is here eet hefore us the gracious truth that the
Apostle in another place more directly teaches us, that the same exceeding
groat power by which Christ was raised from the dead is put forth in the
resurrection of every saint who has hﬂ.‘.lll_ buriedd with him in baptism. But if
our friends are still determined to find here an allusion to the mode of bap-
tism, a demonstration of the scriptural character of fmmersion, I pray them
not to overlook the last clause of the 12th verse. The resurrection ie not by
the physical power of the adminpistrator, nor of the person immeraed, hut by
simple fuith. Tt is no difficult matter to conceive of & crow of curious or
interested persons on the bank of a river ora pond, to witness the ubscene
cervmony of smmersion, which familiarity and the avoidance of the nudity
demanded by autique wisdom render only a little less disgusting. The oper-
ator addresses the candidates: “ My dear friends, [ am here to bury you with
Christ in this watery grmve, but with this my province ends. Expect no
assistance from mo iv raising you out of your grave. The word bapfize re-
quires me to put you under the water, and to this the command limits me.
Baptism is a positive ordinance, and I must do precisely what I am com-
wanded, no less, no more. You must rise and come forth by fauth.” The can-
dlidates look at one another. One says, He shall not immersv me unless he
promise to take ine out of the water. A second, We might get Jdrowned. A
third, Lut us go home—the man is mad. They move away. The idle and
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profane disperse with shouts of derisive langhter ; and sincers souls, wio are
mingle! with them, return with shame and sadness,

The statement in Rom, 6: 3, 4, is more extended, hut I guote it in full :—
“ Know ye not that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ were hap-
tizerl into his death ? Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into
death ; that like ax Christ was raised from the dead by the glory of the Father,
even so we nleo ahiould walk in the newness of life.” Let us now consider,
not what this or that man has said about it, but what the Apostle has said.
Observe (1) he dues not epeak of erery member of the Church. AN members
of the Clinrch are bap ized with water, They are thus, accorling to the ¢om-
munil of Christ, adieil to the Church, But this does not necessarily imply
that they are real Christians. Simon was baptized with water, yet still is in
the bond of iniquity. Ile had never been baptized dnfo Clrist. Therfore
the Apostle says, ** As many of us a8 were baptized into Christ,” This shows
lie ie not speaking of baptdam with water. Some may say, this is pressing the
worls of the Apostle too clusely. [ recognize no lovse phrascology under the
directlon of the Spirit. I would not wish to overlook ono jot or one tittle
of what Godl has given. The same form of words is used in Gul. 3: 27, and
with reference to the snme subject, with a difference which not ouly shows
that the Anostle spenks of the baptism of the Spirit, but that there is no re-
ference to the mode of baptism. * As many of you as have been lbaptized
into Christ have put on Christ.”™ No two things can be iuore unlike than
death, burial an! resurrection are to putting on o garment, yet death, burial
and resurrection with Christ occnpy, in the mind of the Apostle, precisely the
xame relation to the baptism here spoken of ns the putting on of Christ. In
the mind of a Baptist, the former are involve! in the ordinance, the luiter is
a remote result. The exigeancies of the smunersion doctrine demand this,

Observe (2) into what we are baptized. 1t is info Jesus Christ. We have hero
set forth, by the graphic pen of inspiration,that incorporativn with Chriat which
makes him and his people one, in consequence of which he Lears our responai-
hilities, and we enjoy all the blessings flowing from his fulfilnient of all right-
eousness, This baptism, which no scenic representation eould portray, no man
was ever comiuniided to administer, no man eould admimster, no man, ninler
the guidance of the Spirit, ever professed to administer. The frequency, the
Aippancy, and the blasphemous arrogance, with which Baptist ministera re-
port that they lave buried with Christ such and so many, make the flesh
creep.  When haptism into a person is spoken of, our attention is directed to
n work of Gud. The Israelites were baptized info Moses, God addministered
the Baptism. By one Spirit we are all buptized fafo one body. 8o here and
in Galatians. Tlow different the lanzuage when Baptism with water, ndinin-
istered by man, is spoken of. Then we see nothing but the assumption of a
name,—a professud acceptance of the Lord Jesus and subjection to him
The Apostlos are commanded to baptize the nations * in‘e the name of the
Father, ond of the Son, and of the Iloly Ghost,” (Mat, 28: 16,) Of the be-
linving Samuritans it is said, “They wore baptized inte the name of the Lord
Josus,” (Acts8: 16). Of the disciples of John, whom Panl met at Ephesus,
we read, *They were baptizod into the name of the Lorl Jesus.,” (Acts 19:
65). DPaul asks the Corinthians, * Were yo baptized into the name of Paul P”
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anil expresses lis thankfulness that he had baptized =0 few, lest any alioald
say he hal haptized info Mis own name, The Divine word never represents
an Aportle or Evangelist or any other as baptizing info Christ.

Obeerve (5) the change of state which originates in our union to Christ. by
the baptism of the Holy Spirit. e who was dead in sin is deail fo sin. e
who was of the world is now separaterl from it, as the dead are buried out of
our sight. Ile who walked according to the course of this world now walks in
newness of life. llow is all this to be theatrically representerl, according to
the Baptist theory,—so luciidly and fully represented, that all who are not
stone-blind must see it? By plunging a person into the water and pulling him
out agnin! To look at this imaginary picture wore particularly, The bap-
tized into Christ are baptized (according to the Baptist vocabulary, inmmersed,
buried,) into his death. Then the hurial goes before and death is the effect.
To make the picture perfect, the immersed must be buried in the watery
grave till they are dead. DBut the Apostle teaches that the baptized are buried
because they are dead. They have been already immersed into death ; there
must he another plunge to represent the burial, To picture the burial of the
dead and their resurrection, we have @ living body put uuder the water and
the same living body taken out of the water, not at all improved in apjpwear-
ance. Christ was raised from the dead hy the glory of the Father, and the
buried witii Christ rise by the faith of the divine operation; hut in the Bap-
L st ceremoninl, we must see, if we can, the glory of God and the faith in the
strong urn: of the DHinmerser.

What our friendas call baptiem is an impious caricature of the work of the
Spirit set Iwfore us in Kom, 8, 3, 4.

But is there here no allugion to baptism with water? Yes! The language
is borrowsl from that ordinance. The Apostle’'s propesition is that r=al
Christians hinve been baptized infe Chri. What follows respecting denth,
burial, apd resurrection, is all inferential, By baptism, by the institution of
Clirist, we nre introdueed to the church and the fellowship of its privileues,
and therelore we are said to be baptized into Christ when the spiritual bless-
ing of which baptism with water ia the sign, is introduced. Sometimes, not
here, the Spirvits work is spoken of in terme borrowed from the mode in
which the water is applied, and accordingly we read of the Spirit being shed
Jorth, poured vut, or falling on. We look in vain for immersion in scripture,
as descriptive of the baptism with water or with the Spirit. Is it * cool ar-
rogance ” in Cardinal Manning to nssume Papal infallibility, as the bnsis of
his reasoning in favor of Ronme; and is it not “eool arrogance” in the Daptist
to assume, the very thing to be proved, that baptism is fmmersion wel no-
thinjs else is baptiem® The Eil. Al, was not prepared for the “cool arrozance”
of the Cardinal, Imt [ was fully prepared for Aisand his fellows! 1Hear. ae
reph-ted in o paper which lately came to my hands, the words of Dr. Brizht,
at & . nyvention in Saratoga: —** There can be nothing permanently salutary
in the existence of any other denomination than the Baptist. 1 utterly deny
that it iz ool for the world that there should be any other Church than the
Daptist in existonce,” There's thunder for you.

' W, BSOMMERVILLE.
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[* MESsENGER,” Jan. 26, 1878.|

The Rav. Mr. Sommerville has withdrawn trom the Preshiterian 11'itness.
The editor of that paper expressed himwelf dissatisiedd with the prospect.
Thir severe reflection induced Mr. 8. to move into the columns of the JFes-
leyan. Aas ever, his contributions are libernl in the extent of xpuce they cover.

We trust our venerable frienil will not conchiude, from our lonws silenee, that
we are neglecting him. We like for him to set up nearly sll his nine-pins
before we roll the ball of truth at them; for trath well directed will tuke
down half a dozen just as easily a8 it will take down one.  Alws for Mr. S,
the Bible is against him in this matter, Nearly all Pedobaptist= of reputation
are more or less on our side. All that it ia really necessary for us to do is to
take a lzuad Pedobaptist extinguisher snd put it over Mr. Sommerville’s can-
(le and out it goes, We do not always avail vurselves of Lhis easy method
of meeting our Pedobaptist friends; but we leadl him to the plain Word of
(od, trusting that God will enlighten his eyes, 8o that he mny +  enabled to
abandon Infant Baptism—the worthy offapring of the Man o. “in, brought
forth in the dark ages to curse the churches ; and, mirabile dictu, to v fonelled
in the beaoms of thoee who have an open Bible. Truth is eternal. Truth is
omnipotent. Before it, Infant Baptism shows signa of incrensing weakneass,
The begioning of the end can be discerned! May the time soon come when
this delusion shall cease to blind immmortal souls ; when it ahall no more lead
those whom it has blindfolded into the ways of durkness; when it will be no
longer available to the adversary for peopling the world of darkoess,

[* PRESDYTERIAN WilNEas"|

The Mcasenger says:-—“ The Rev, Mr. Sominerville has withdrawn from the
Preabyterien Wituess. 'The editor of that paper expressed Limself dissatisfied
with the prospect. The severe reflection induced Mr. 8. to move into the
columns of the I'esleyam. As ever, his contributions are liberal in the extent
of space they cover.”

It is due to the Rev. Mr. Sommerville and to the Messenger that we should
explain. We have a strong repugnance to long controversies, and we ex-
pressed a hope that the Baptist controversy in our columns would end with
the year. We did not intend to interfere with the series of very able articles
in course of publication by Mr. Sommerville, and we hope our readers may
vet often have the pleasure and profit of reading the productions of the vet-
erun Reforined I’resbyterian minister, Rev. William Sorimerville.

(“, WesLeyanr," Jan. 29, 1876.)

LETTER FROM REV. E. M. SAUNDERS.

Mg. EDiToR,—About twenty years ago, over the signature ‘" Roger Wil-
liams,” a series of articles appeared in the *Examipner,”"—a New York paper
—which were ufterwards presented to the public in book-form, entitled—
;“{?LH on the Principles end Practices of Baptist Churches, by Francis Way-

Some newspaper-writers charged Dr. Wayland with denying the “ inspira-
tion™ of the Old Testament. DParticular statements in theso articles wers
pointed out as affording the ground of this charge. This was the I'r.s an-
gwer: “ To sueh an imputation he dves not think himself called on to reply.”
The absurd charge dropped into its unhonoured grave, and has remained
there, 8o far as | know, for about a score of years. And perhape it mighbt
have rested undisturbed forever, had it not experienced a resurrection at the
hande of the Rev, Mr. Sommaerville.

As is usual, this frivolous charge has come forth in a new form ; and is now
not brought against a single individunl alone, as at first, but against the
whole Baptist denomination.

Mr. EBommerville, although a man somewhat advanced in life, will, most
probably, outlive this charge he has brought ayainst the Baptist body. When
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first made against Dr. Wavland, it was dead, under the contempt of his dig-
nifiedl #ilence, almost as soon a8 the ink was dey that was used to make it.

The charge, as re-shaped in the hands of Mr. Sommerville, and sent out un
the puges of two religious newspapers againat the Daptists; is not that they
tleny the inapiration of the Old Testnment, but that they deny it to Iwa rule
of faith and practice.

It iz not probable that any Baptist will reganl it necessary to refute this
charge for the intelligent public who have had, as well 08 Mr. Sommerville,
the opportunity of knowing the truth in this matter.

I aee, Mr. Editor, that Mr. Sommerville has occupied not a little of your
space in giving vour readers his views of Col. 2. 11, 12, and Rom. 6. 3, +.

In Lange’s Com. on Rom. page 202, in & note, Dr. Schafl states, referring
to Rom. 6. 3, 4, “All commentators of note (except Stewart and Hodge) ex-

ressly & Imit or take it for granted that in thie verse, (ver. 4) especially in

%un’uf with and raised up, the ancient prevailing mode of baptism by immer-
gion and cnimersion is implied, as giving additional force to the idea of the
poing down of the old man and the rising of the new man.”

As augrested by your currEaTomlent, it may be botter to set aside the
opinions of Mr. Sommerville and all other commentators, and let the Divine
Worid interpret iteelf.

Truly yours,
Halifux, 62 -en St E. M. BAUNDERS.

[* MessexuER,” Fub, 2, 1876.)

Mr. Eviton, - Allow me to give expression, through the Messenger, to the
surpriee and grief with which I have read an article in the last Wealeymn,
written as an attack on the Baptists, hy a man whom s memory of the re-
gard I onee cherished for him forbids wme to name. The epirit of it is such
as never could have hieen expected by me from the writer  As faras 1 can
underatanid his belief, he huftla that in the Apoatolic times Baptism never was
performed by immersion, Now, il this is his view, why should he single out
the Baptists and dire-t the violence of his arguments against them alone,
while he must know that if they are in error 1 this matter, they hold the
errora in comnion with nineteen twentieths of the chriatian wuriti! I« it
becauss lie loves us so much more than all the other benighted victims of
superstition that he is so vehement in his exhibition of what he conceivea to
be our absurdities ?

This prophet who comes to reclaim the Baptiets, attewpts to interpret ‘he
first verses of the sixth of Romans in harmony with his peculiar view, an! to
show that in the passage there is no reference to any mode of bLaptism. In
this he i opposing the interpretation of many of the ablest men of his nwn
denomination, and the general opinion expressed hy writers of other denom-
inations. We may take patiently all the buffotings of this eager controver-
sialiat who, in stnking at us, first hits the leaders of liis own chureh. But it
is sail to think of thie man, who has been a power fur good in his day, pass-
ing into o gleomy old age, compelled, as he observes the growth of the Bap-
tist [lenomination iu hia section of the province, to feel that a cloud of “bale-
ful superatition™ is gathering and settling over the people —sad indeed,
Nevertheless, wisdom is justifled of her children.

The want of candor on the part of the editor of the Wesleym in admitting
the article is aAbout as conspicuous as the disingenuousness of the writer; for
he must know that the dctrine of his correspondent, presentsl in his paper
ag if to brand with nhsurtlit?' and indecency the bLelief of the Baptists, is
opposed to the accepted teaching and common practice of his own church,
Wesley distinetly aaye that the form of expressicn used in the first part of
the eixth of Romans hes reference to the ancient mode of baptiPm by im-
mersion. Our brother of the Healeyem has been writing some severe amd
unrensonable things about the Baptists ; and, now, as if he felt the need of
some axsistance, when this ally comes in from a different denomination
ready to fight a good fight, he leads him out into the ecrowd to strike riz'nt
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antl left, and in his desire to see the fray go ox, Joes not mind being koocked
dlown by his own champion, if only some Baplist can get a gool rap.
And so the millenium of love and peace is coming,—is almost here ? 1&-!1.

[“ WesLEYAN,"Feb. 5, 1470.]

We do not }launll ' motice anonymous writers, whatever may be their spirit;
but vne in this week's Messenger nuust have o moment's attention. Allaling
to Mr. Soimerville's letter he says:—

“thir brother of the WeaLeyaX has heen writlog some severe and unrcasnable things
about the Naptists; and now, as If he felt the need of some assistanes, when this slly comes
I froon a Jdiferent denominatlon ready to fight a gowd Aghr, e Tewds Ll oot bute the crowd

to strike rlght apd left,and In hls deslre to see the fray go on, does not wind belng kuocked
down by bis own champlon, If vnly some Baptlst can get a good rap.”

Tliis ia neither elegant nor truthful. The fact 1s—and we hesitate even
now to nvow it, and do suo only because compellwd in self<lefence —we had
reason for suspecting that Mr. Sommerville was right in respect to at least a
portion of our Baptist friends, That they—as a Budy—reject the Uld Testa-
ment a8 a rule of faith and practice, we cannot velieve: and yet a represen-
tative Baptist minister, in a celebrated discussion within a few years past, to
om knowlerlge, refused absolutely to receive passages from the Old Testament
bearing upon Baptiem, as guoted by his opponent. And if there be a limit
thus to the authority of the Bible in one thing, who knows where the line ia
drawn by our Brethren? We bave not yet seen a direct denial of the charge.

[* MzysENGER,” Feb. 9, 1876.]
BAPTISTS INSULTED,.

M, EpiToR,—1 was told the other day that the.: was a paper on baptism
in the Provincial Wesleyam, eigned “ W. Sommerville,” in which baptism by
inmersion, a8 nddminietered in the Baptist denomination, is termed an *ob-
scene ceremony.” 1 was not disposed to helieve it. 1 saiil, ** No gentlernan
would use such an expression—aud Mr, Sommerville bas the reputation of
being a gentlenmian; besides, a Christian minister is bound to e courteoua
and charitable, and he would not employ words which woulid convey offen-
sive illeas to Lrethren of another denomination.” | feit disposed, therefore,
to conclude that some one who knew Mr. Sommerville to be & monomaniac
on this subject, had got hold of the paper and inserted the passage in which
the ahove-citerd words are found, feelinﬁ assured that the forgery would pass
tanster, becnuse the style closely resembles that of other articles, bearing Mr,
Sommerville's rigpature.

If my suspicion be well founded, Mr. Sommerville will disavow the para-
graph. Should be not do o, let him not be surprised if Baptists ht-uca?::rth
trent him o8 the author of an insult to their denomination.

Dut what shall we say of the Editor of the IWesleyam? [ understand that
lie is A minister of the Weslevan denomination. Ile has permitted the inser-
tion of & paper in the organ of that denomination in which baptizin as prac-
tise:d by the Baptista—commanded in the Church of Englund —anl observed
in the Greek, the Armenian, anid other churclies, in stigimatisel as an “obsacene
ceremony.” Should this pass unrebuked, or should then: be no apology for
it? Can the Wesleyana expect’the Daptista to unite with them in prayer-
weetings and other exercises® No, Sir! It cannot be! But be it remem-
herel, we were not the aggressors !

LIeb, 3, 1B7G. A CoUNTRY BaArrtisrt,
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[“ Wesreyax,” Foeb, 12, 1474,)

THE VOICE OF SCRIIMTURE.

Mn. Kot n,—The situstion becomes nlarming, ud dark clondas are gath-
ering on the horizon, which will burst in thunder some of these days. .Jour-
neying uii Monday, preaching on Tuesday, and having to-day rend more
carefully the Messenger's editorial of Dec. 8th, | had sat down to reply; when
lo! the Messenner of 26th Jun. cowes in, uttering in loud tones a warning of
danger ahead, fureboding not only utter ruin to me, but extermination to all
the Pedohaptists in the universe.

Ile talks mysteriously of my wetting up rome nine-pins, and of his rolling
the ball of truth to take down half & dozea of them, (why not the ®lole nine)
at once, [ have not nine pina in the world. There are some clothes-pina in
the house; but what the ball of truth has to do with them [ cannot tell. I
suppese he alludes to some game or other which idleness playa to kill time.
ITe ix nore intelligible when, ** in great swelling words of vanity,” such as
all readers of the controversial literature of Baptist« muat be familiar with,
he threatens to put over my candle a guod Pedobaptist extinguisher, *‘and
out it goex.” lHe pays, “ Nearly all Pedobaptista of reputation nre more or
leas on our side,” but I do not pretend to know what all Pedobaptiats of repu-
tation have said, and that he knows, [ do pot believe. A told B, I told C,
and — Y twld Z, anid from Z he may have learned a great deal. lle trades
largely in gownip, as he has been informed of what [ have * been ringing out,
in private and in public, from the chimney corner and from the pulpit,” for
more thun twenty years!! Dut the concluding sentence of this wlitorial note
should be inthe Lands of every Pedcbaptist of Nova Scotia. It ia in the
form of a preyer. ‘ May the time ~oon come when the delusion (infant bap-
tism ) shnil cease to blind immortal sonln; when it shall no more lead those
whom it has blindfolded into the ways of darkaess; when it will be no longer
available to the adversary for peopling the world of darkoness.”” This is plain
speaking. All Pedobaptists are led blindfolded into the wava of darkness.
Pedobaptist miniaters are instruments of the Devil in peopling the regions
of eternal woe. Hitherto I have not suffered myself to be bantered or brow-
beaten into mixing up infant baptism with the discussion of the mode of bap-
tism. I have not written oue sentence in defence of infant baptism. And if
the Presbyterian Witness, the Pedobaptist Rev'ds and D. D.’s of Nova Scotia
sit silent under this grave imputution on their principles and standing and
labors, if they prefer their ease, and popnlarity, and character for liberality, to
the vindication of the truth of the Gospel, the Messenger cannot be much
blamed for insinuating or saying they do not believe what they profeas and
preach and practice. Then is the infidelity that in bound up in the Daptist
syatem creeping into the Pedobaptist churches. But I turn to the Messenger
of Dec. Bth,

T will not contend with the editor on the subject of courtesy. Ifto nsk par-
don of a man of whom you have spoken disrespectfully be uncourteons, unleas
you take off your hat to every dog who barks at you as you pass nlong the
road, then I hope to be aver found unecourteous. According to his own rule,

the Messenger is & most courteous gentleman. He has nscribed words to me,
8
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placing them beticeen inverted commna, which [ never used. Doea he ask pardon?
No. When he represents me as prufemiog to determine the time, the manner
and the person by whon immersion was introduced he gives an unfruthful
representation of both my wonls aml my ideas. Does he ask pandon? No.
That would be uncourfrous. lHe gave the substance. And when he gives my
words, they are 8o sepamated] from the connection that my views are not fairly
exhibited. At the cost of repetition, 1shall state what 1 did say. Urging
the exclosive authority of the divine testimony, a8 against the antiquity of
tmmerson, and the general practice of the ancient church, I stated that, if it
could be shown heyomd the possibility of contrauliction, that baptismal sm-
merson was practised in the days qf the Aponties vl before their eies, we are
no nearer to the determination of the mode of bapfism, unless it is proved
that the Apostles themselves preached or practiced immersion. That there
were in the days of Paul “ False Apostles, deceitful workers, transforming
themselves into the Apostles of Christ,” we knwwo. That there were in John's
days an ambitious spint who refused to recogznize him, and forbadle such ns
would, we Anow. | have no strunger conviction that none but a minister of
satan was capable of changing the simple, expreasive, universally applicable,
and divinely instituted ordinance of parification by aprinkling, into personal
tmunersion, for which there is no evidence in all the Bible. The phraseology
of my former letter proceedel upon this knowledge and this conviction.

The Messenger in sorely troubled by my appeal to the fact that immersion
in water is uniformly introduced in the Word, as an emblem or means of des-
truction ; and he labors hiar, recurring to it again and again, to finl cases
to neutralize the appeal. I tovk no notice of Asher dipping his foot in oil,
(an example of persomal intmersiom !) as 1 pever supposed he was silly enoogh
to recur to it. But he has again brought it up. Asher is finmersed in oil for
his foot has been dipped in it. Will the Nessenger accept a person as really
baptized, when he has dipped one foot in the water? If he voll his ball
against this pin, 1l stop it

The Measenger does not deny that “ birde were dipped,” but he is careful to
suppress the fact that this dipping was not for its own sake,—the binls were
not the baptized, the blessed,—but that the fluid into which they werv dipped
may be sprinkled for the purificalion of the unclean person Hwe was baptized.

He does not deny that “priests were dipped.” What is the cvidence? He
says it. That is all. We know they were washed.

We turn to the case of Nasman, the vaoly other case he adduces to prove
that immersion is not alicays expressive of ruin beyond remedy ; and here we
discover a reckless trifling,—a deceitful dealing—with the divine word,
which it is painful to contemplate. We are tempted to ask, Is he a Christian
at all ? does he fear God ? does he tremble at His word ? I had advised him
that, in the narrative of the transaction, the word Aimself is supplied by the
tranelators. Nasman is ot commanded to wash Aimaelf ; is not entreated by
hie servants to wash Ainself ; is not represented as dipping Aimself. We have
simple wash, wash, and dip. Yet bas the Messenger twice emphasized Aimnself.
He seems to have hal some glimmering that this word Aimself hal a bearing
on the makiny goosl his case ; omit it, aml the command and the act extend
no farther than the disensedd part. We bave similar language in Jno. 9, 7.
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Our Lord says to the blind man whose eyes he hal smeared with clay, Go to
the pool of Riloam and wash, unil he went and wasked. Will the essenger
say Lie imnieraed himpeelf ¥ or that he washiad his eyes only = He will not say
be iwmersed, hut he might ask, * llow does Mr. & kpow he did pot imnerse
Limuself *  lp such terma he asks, “How does Mr. 8. koow that the iscase
{of Nuawan) was local F” By the clearest evidlence Naanian was disappointed
buwcwn~e the prophet dild not * cowe ont,-eall oo the name of the Lord his
God. sl dtrike lis hand over the place, anil recover the leper.” Thete is ans
otber evideoce., I the disease And not been local b is clean.

W= Luve a few words more respectiog Nsaman's cure.  The Vessenger must
bave s fling at the translators of our English vemiun of the Scriptures.
“ Kiny James' scholarly servants dreas the command, as given in the word
‘wasb.'" Here there is an insinuation agminst both their scholarship and
their infegrity. llere is a denial that the original word rignifics to wash ;
and be has the ignorance or the impudence broadlly 1o insinuate that if the
translators had heen honest men, the prophet would have lwen made to say,
“Gu aul dip in Jurdan seven timed.” His rule fur fiaing the signiticance of
a wund few sclivlars will adopt--to make the signification of & general term
depend on a purticular application of it. A man is murdered. Ile was
stablasd through the heart. To munler signifies to oab fatally. Or, he is
puisoned. To murnler sigoifies to poison. Or, he is strangled. To murder
signitica tu efrangle.  Such is the procesa by which the schalarly servant of the
Bapists proves that he was right insaying that Naaman was commanided to
dip kisnself seven times in Jordan, and discovers his gross ignorance of le-
Urew and the laws of languages, or —that he is Jetermined to uphold the doc=
trine of immereion at the sacrifice of Scripture, literature, character, and com-
mon seuse, | challenge any person who has any claims to be calle] a Hebrew
scholar in Nova Scotia or elsewhere, to state over his own name« that the
arigenal word used by the prophet does not properly and invariably signify to
wash. | challeoge such person to say that the origmal word implies any one
mode by which the purification may be effected. W asking may be performed
by dipping, scouring, rinsing or sprinkling, but wash does not siynify either
dip, sovur, rinse, or sprinkle; and when the process is pot preacribed, the per-
som commanded to wash is at liberty to use what means he pleases adapted
10 the end, and is still acting according to tAe sayng of him who laid his com-
mand upon bim. I have jus. as good a right, upon the Wessenger's rule of
exposition, to say wash signifies to sprinkie as be has to say it signifies to dip ;
sad the word of inspimation does not necessarily lead to the conclusion that
Xaanan did anything more than dip the part affected, or even lift the water
with his band and apply it to the part.

We may now look st that half loaf over which the Wessemger chuckles. He
is very ungrateful. I gave him a whole loaf, in statinz that so far as the
werd is concerned, baptism will cover the whole person as completely as if
be was plunged fifty fathoms deep. JInm erery case baptism contemplates the
purification of the whole person. The baptism of the leper, of any other un-
clean person, is the purification of the whole man. The prescribed mode is
sprinkiing. This is the symbol of enfsre cleansing. The editor asks me two
questions which he considers both perfinens and imporfent, but which I con-
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sider an indication of great confusion of idens. * Wonld the priest hare
obeged God hud he covered the leprous person <ith the fluid instesl of
sprinkling him *™  Certainly not ; for he had heen orwise instructed ; bat
the leprous person was wholly cleansed, or he we . have been spwinkled
without being baptized. * Does Mr, 8. obey Godd, wien instemd of covering
the subject of baptiem, he only applies to it a few (drope of the Huid &7 Cer-
tainly I do. My object ia the waahing —-the baptism of the whole pereon, and
God has onlaine sprinkling as an adequate symbol of all this.

The Messenger challenges me * to bring from (iol’s Wond a commnnd —hy
which to link the baptism of Jolin and Christ with any thing that went be-
fere.” TuERE v NoxE; %0 he is right, it ia émpossillde to bring it. My su-
thority for linking the baptisms of the former age with baptism now i» the
total absence of eny such commemd. When something new, as the Lonl's Sup-
per, is to e introdducad, we have minute instructions: but where shall we
find a command or other authority, such ns we have in that case. for introdne-
ing tmmersion? Baptism war adniinistered in the olden time; John baiz-
ed ; the disciples baplized iluring our Lonl's personal ministry ; and the Lond
after his resurrection, sent the apostles to dapfize. Nobody is taken by sur-
prise by a novelty. They have no information to ask and none is given. If
baptiam is unto repentamce, we are told. 1f it is for the rengyton of sin, we
are told. If it is with pure wafer as distinguished from blood and water, =alt
water, or water mingled with ashes, we are told. If info the pame of Chrid,
we are toll. But where is a hint given of a change in the ondinance of which
sprinkling is the symbolic rite* No wlere. Absulutely no where. “ We,
affirm,” rays the Messenger, “that Christian baptisma, the baptism of Christ’s
church of this dispensation, hal no existence in the old dispensation.” This
is bold; but all reting on & false assumption. It is moat true that what /e
calls ** Christian baptiem, the baptism of Christ's church of this dispensation,”
the Old Testament is perfectly innocent of. Bo aleo ie the New Testament.
It is not from above.

By thewr rite, Baptists cast in their lot with the old world who were im-
mersed and perished, while Noah and his house were baptized amvl maved, with
the Egyptians who * ere rmmersed in the Red Sea and died, while the lerael-
ites were buptized, and saved. Whenever, wherever, by whomsoever intro-
duced, the doctrine of daptiamal immersion had its origin, as it has its per-
petuation, in a rabid fanaticism, which is well described in the wornls of
Robert Hall, speaking «f a kindred evil—I -uote from memory—* A thick=-
skinned mooster of the ovze aml the mire, which no argument can convince
and no discipline can tame.”

Mr. Editor, I shall trouble you with another paper, not, however, to close
the argunient. W. BouMMERVILLE.

[“ WrsLEYAN,” February 26, 1876,

A correspondent in this week’s Messenger calle altention 1o a severe ex-
pression employed by Mr. Sommerville 1 one of his letters, regarding the
cusiom of immersion, and asks whether Baptists can now unite in public
meetings with Churches which hold their modes up to ridicule. It is ve
easy al any time to raise a cry of persecution. We could have done this
long ago had we been dirposed 10 treat with anything but pitifal silence the
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allusions which have often been mado by our neighbours to * baby nr:ink-
ling,”" ete. There is nothing gained by ha, h words st any time: but it
they are to be noticed at all, perhaps it would be as well to 1ake the account
to the Mercy-Seat, and, in the setlement between the Methadist and Bap-
tist communions, if the balance which is found to the credit of the furmer be
freely forgiven, the latter may meet them in public worship with abounding
gratitude.  We advise an eatire Methodist furgivencss,

1" MissExNGER,"” Felo 146, 167G,
THE BADPTISMAL CONTROVERSY.

Mg. Enitor,~I find the Editor of the Weslryan refuses to insert my reply
to Mr. Sommerville's last letier, which of course he has perfect right 1o do it
he so please. His reason is that the matter lies between Mr. 8. and Mr,
Saunders, which is not the caxe ; so fur ns | have observed all that Mr.
Saunders took part in was the question whether the Baptists hold the Old
Testament as a rule of faith and practice. Ina former letter Mr. Sommer-
ville spoke of me as his opponent.  Mr. Saunders has shown more sense
than [ have by a good way in not replving to Mr. Sommerville, for I have
already perceived that that would have been my wisest course. | presume it
is the silence of Mr, Saunders nml vthers who Mr, §, sought to drag inte the
controversy that has mised the ire of the latter gentleman to suoh a white
heat. However as | followed him thus far 1 will try to follow him out, it Mr,
Editor, | may obtiain your permisson to put my replies in the Messenger.
Th;lfu}l'luwiug is, in substance, the letter which Mr. Nicolson declined to

ublish,
P Milton, (Queen’s, N, S., Feb. 7, 1876, J. Browx.

To the Editor of the Wesleyan,—

I thought by the slowness of Mr. Sommerville's long threatened at'nck on
the * Baptist stronghold,” that he was either unwell, or that in his survey ol
the sail stronghold he had discovered it 15 be impregnable, and so altered
his mind. [ seo however that it is neither one nor the other. [ for one am
obliged 10 you for giving room to his communications, and hope you will have
the gooduers to give him all the ﬂ&lﬂct\ he requires.

You ask, Mr. Editr, for some Baptist 1o speak ez cathedra in reply to Mr,
S.’s question—W heiher Baptists hold the Old T estament as of equal authority
with the New, First, we have no cathedra (that institution is found at Rome)
consequenily we have no one to speak ez cathedra. We have no man who
considers himself a mouthpiece for the Bapiists, nor do we consider any one
as representing the belief of the denomination. The yuestion proposcd is
entirely new to me ; and you, sir, virtually answer it for us by saviug that
you are ‘‘ inclined to think that the Baplists generally would revolt ai the
charge of throwing the Old Testament overboard.” Surely, sir, you do rot
mean to ark us the guestion afier that. However, speaking personally, and

'ou canuot ge. anything but a personal testimony, 1 refer you to 2 Tim. iii.
8, 17, for my answer. ‘ All ScriBiura is given by inspiration of God, and is
profitable,” ete. Or in words of Dr. Cramp (nomen memorabile et proecla-
rum) in his Catechism on Christian Baptism, the very lnst senteuce, ‘* The
Bible, the Bible only, the religion of Baptiets.”” Had we a cathedra, no one
would be more fit 1o speak therefrom than the worthy Doctor.

Mr. Sommerville says, ‘‘As a rule of faith and practice it is wholly repudi-
ated,”’ and then asks the Messenger 1o say whether it is 20 or not.  Now isn't
that cool ! He, like yourself, Mr. Fditor, has answered the question alieady,
though differently.
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May [ here be allowed 1o ask whether Pedobaptists acknowledge the New
Testament as w rule of fuith and practice ! 11 Following the previous ex-
a iples | will answer iy own guestion :—In protession they do, in pructice
they donot.  And here s another question which 1 leave themselves to
noswer 1o Hium who tiest i still putsat, ¢ Why call ye me Lond, Lord, and
do not the things which [say " (Luke vi. 186).

Mr. S, informs us that both Baptists and Pedobaptists are profonndly ignor
ant of *“ the mass of error and anfidelity involved in the h:lpll-i'l syt
W ll, 1 ean only hope ad expeet that he will set gbout enlizhtieuiog buth as
sooit a8 possible.  [ry to believe Me, S, s sineere in what he siaye and be-
lieves, but L tind it hard to eredit thint ho roally widerstunds certiin passiges
of Seripture as he interprots them, 1 have aleeady shown both in the Mes-
senger minl the Witness severnl coses ot s pocversion of the Word of God. Tt
wis done in ignorance no donbt, but that is no exonse, and M. 8. s silenee is
an sdmission of the fact. 11 T misiutorpret any seriptine and the sime be
winted out [ will at tne ealiest moment ackoowledge it wnd thanktally, 1
wpe Mr, S, will heneeforih try W shew what the seriptures ho relers to do
menn, or lat it quite alone,

1. His explanation of Bariod with Him in Baptism, &e., 1« entirely his
vwn, and [ iun sure will be endorsed by no ons.  We are nsked not w over-
look the lust clause of verse 12, (Cor. ii. 19). He says: ** The resurrection
15 not by the physical power ol the administrator, nor of the person immensad,
but by simnple faith ;" and then draws o picture which does very little crodit
10 his power of painting.  The Bible does not teach common sense, but tnkes
for grunted that men have that necessary commodity, and use it; il Mr. 8,
has it, he has certainly not used it here,  hnmersion or dipping all the world
over means pultinyg into, and taking out of,

2. The explunation of Rom. vi, 3, 4, is as false as the other. Hu saya the
upostle * dons nut speak of every member of the chureh.”  Yes, Mr. 5. he
does. We can see with half an eye what you aim at but you miss the miuk.
Paul, I presume, undersiood as a matter of course that all who believed were
baptized. [If Mr. 8. means that there were some unbaptized in the church
1o which Paul wrote, I want him tu see that it was those who had been bap-
tized into Christ, had put on Chnist, the allusion being to the changing of

arments, [ take Paul's meaning thus :—** We have believed in Christ and
ﬁmru[urc died 1o sin, and have been baptized o< a representation of the ~ume,
how shall we that are dead to sin live any longer therein? Know ye not
that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into the
likeness of his death, (v. 5.) Let us not live as those who have not believed
and been baptized into Jesus Christ.”” The Bible is clear enough on the
ﬁubjﬂ?t of haptism 1o those who really utsh to know either the mode or mean-
ing of it.

E:i. In referring to Gal. iii. 27, Mr. S. remarks :—* There is no reference
here to the morde of baptism.”” This is true, nor in any other place dues Iaul
refer to the made, by way of distinction, but to baptism itsell; he knew but
one mode, neither is there now, nor will there ever be any uther recognized
by the Bible. Itis well for Mr. Sommerville that Paul is living in Heaven
wnd not in Somerset,

4. Mr. 3. proceeds :—** The frequency, the flippancy, and the blasphem-
ous arrogance with which Bapiist ministera report that they have duned with
Christ such and so many, make the flesh creep.” :

Does the frequeney of such reports trouble Mr. 8.1 [Is he really sorry that
sn many are obedient to Christ's commands ! Fiercer opponents of the truth
than he have been ro reported of ere now, and I am not without hope that some
day somebody else’s flesh will creep in reading of his baptism. When Paul
was going to * bombard the stronghold*’ of the christians at Damascus the
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Lord met him; who knows but Mr. 8. may be near seeinz a * light Liom
Heaven ' on the subject of haptism.

' Blu~phemous arrogance’ reminds one of nsimilar charge bronght against
our Jord, *This man blasphemoth,”’ Mutt, ix. 3. “ He hath spoken
blasphemy.” Matt xxvi. 85.  And the master has seid: * The diseaple 1
not aRhove his Muster, nor the servant above his Lord, if they have persecuted
me thoy will also persecute you,” [t is not the lirst time that some of the
professed friends ol Christ have wounded Him in His own house, und fullilled
some sad prophecies.  * Bul the Scoripture must be fulfilled.”

Just here ullow mo to say a word to the ministerial reiders of the Messenger.
Dear brethren, it you have uay regurd for Mr. Summerville do not send any
maore roporia of buplisms, why make the good man’s llesh creep ! Aul you,
Mr. Ed M. if *hey will send, then please don't print them, lest .er. 8. should
sev it, or if yo - must, then just leave a bla.k on Mr. S.'s copy ol the Mes-
senger, or il yo. will print them on every copy, theu the only other remedy
or rather preventive for thal peculiar sensation is for Mr. Sommerville not
to read them.

6. Mr. S. enlls baptism an * obscene ceremony.” The nppenrance ol the
eeromony will very much depend on siate of the mind of the him who wit-
nessesit. lu six places in the Bible we read of * an evil eye,” nud ** To the
pure all things are pure.” And we read, not in the Bible, +* Honi soit qui
mal y pense.”

8. Mr. S, speaks of a person ‘ being taken out of the water not at all
improved in appearance.” Thix may be so, but they have ‘“1he answer of
a good conseience toward God.”  Mr. Sommerville ** lovked at the ontward
appearance but the Lord lovketh on the heart.” Were the priests of old im-
proved iu appearance when preparing the sacrifices !

7. We are next iufurmutrthnl:——” What our friends (‘ Friend, [ thaak
thee for that woril') call baptism is an impious carricature of the work ot
the Spirit set before us in Romans vi. 3, 4" When will Mr. 5.’s immense
fund of hard and bilter words be exhausted ! However, when he geis more
light, and becomes a Baptist, he will think aml speak very ditferently ot
baptism, and possivly enll it a Divinely appointed, and therefore fitting, re-
presceatation of that work,

I hope Mr. 8. in his bombarding will send some solid shot into vur camp
instead of mero smoke and sound, and, by the way, [ wish he would hurry
up with those few passages on Infant Baptism which 1 have asked for so
often. Or, ﬁerhnjh, as he has his hands full, some good brother will render
him a little help in that direction, | commend to Mr. 5. and all vthers un-
baptized the first article in the Messenger of Jan, Q6th.

Yours, very truly, J. Browx.

[“ MesseNaER,” March 1, 1874,

Mn. Eniton : -] sincerely hope that nothing that Mr, Sommerville hns said,
or may say, will cause any tlirunion between brethren of the Baptist and
other denominativns. Surely no one supposes that one in ten thon<and wn-
dorses what Mr. Sommerville describee as the ** obacene ceremony of immer-
sion.” And although the offensive term appears in the Iealeymn, 1 o not
ruppore the Editor himself approves of it, however he may seek to excuae
it, which appears to be on the principle of an *“eye for an eye.” By no
means lot difference of opinion make difference of feeling, however harshly
sonis mny express those opinions. If our heads Jdiffer, our hearts must not.
The letter in the Messenger from * A Country Baptist,” will show Mr. 8, the
tendency of his bitter words, If e will rend Prov. vi, 16, 19, Lie will see
what ig said of him that soweth discoril among brethren.  He may thus read
tiwice over, Matt. 18, 7, —* It muat needs be that ofences come, but woe to that
man by whom the offence cometh,” - and then his first letter on this contro-
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versy. lle must be aware that he himself has stirred up all this strife and
bitterness,  Grace he with him notwithstanding, and a8 he is advaneed in
life, it would perhaps be hetter to lay down the weapons of war amd be pre-
paring for home, thun to be firing poisoned arrows right and left, A< un old
soldier of the eross, amd one who 1t appenrs bas done some good serviee, he
should e esteemed very highly in love, and should therefore e dealt with
all the more fuithliully.

In hin letter in the Weadeyem of Fob., 12th, he guotes from the Messenger,
“ 3iny the time soon come when the delugion cinfant ptism) shall ceouse 1o
Llindd immortal couls ; when it ahinll no more lead those whom it has hlind-
folided into the ways of darkness” To this I wbl a solemn npd hearty
*Amen! But Mr. 8 gives this nodexterons twist and says=: *“all Pedobaptists
are led blindfolded into the ways of darkness,” and then utters u lowl ery for
help to the IWitneas, the Pedobaptist Rev'ds and D, D3 of Nova Scotin, 11 it
not A delusiony Does it not blind immortal souls > Does not the enemy of
souls avail himeelf of its help to people the worll of darkness

Look abroad and see how widely the doctring of * baptismal regeneration”™

i2 taaght, believed, and trusted in,  But Mr. 8, muost not make us <ay that all
who practice infant baptisin * are led blindfolded into the ways of durknesa.”
When from the Bible we can be shown it i8 of God, and therefore nof a delu-
sivnt ; when that quatation can be proved to be untrue, 1ot least, will caneel
my endorsement of it and tench and practice Infant Baptism. HBut there is
not & man living, let his pretensiona to learning be what they may, that ean
wint to a single passage between the two covers of the Bible that tench.s
infant baptism unless it be that in Matt. 15, 9, * teaching for doetrities the
commandmenie of men.”  But why doea Mr. 8, cry g0 lowd to the Preshyfe-
rian Witness, the Pedobaptist Rev'ds and D. 1)'s of Nova Scotin for help,
when the arrow struck him, and almost threatens to bombard thew if they
don’t ¥ Hoa b not by Aimeelf undertaken to bring the * stronghold of the
Baptista” to the ground *  Go on, Bro. 8., all the greener will be the liurels
that will encirele your brow when you wlll have won the victory, and then
when standing on the ruin of * the stronghold™ that sume think is founded on
the Hock of Eiernal Truth,

You may wave your hanner high,
And like bold Cwnar ery:
iShouting trlumphantly)
“Venl, vtli, vich™

Perhape Bro. S. forgets that his hrethren are so anxioua that lie should
have all the hovore of victory that they hold back, or perhaps they can see
he is chasing A comet.

Nearly a column is occupied in discussing Naaman the leper, 2 Kings, b,
and ns usunl, s wsued, he handles scripture very recklessly., 1l mnys:—
“ Naaman is not communded to wash Aimaself : is not representerd an dipping
himaelf,” amd further on, * the word of inspiration does not necessarily lead
tu the conclusion that Naaman did anything more than dip the part affected,
or even Lift the water with his haud sid apply it to the part,” and then issues
o challenge ;- -* I challenge any person who has any claims to be culled & Hes
brew scholar in Nova Scotia or elsewhere to state over his own nawe that the
original word usedd by the prophet does not properly and invarially signifly to
waxh.” 1 take Mr. 8. to mean icash in the sense of applying water to any vbject,
If mistaken I am open to correction. | will now try to shew:

1. That Naaman was comnanded to wash himaelf.

2. That he is reproesented as dipping himself and not the part affected.

I take my arguments :rincipuily from the Septuagint and the llebrew
scholarship of the LXX, Mr. 8, will hardly question.

l. That Nasnmnn was commanided to wash Aimsalf. The ovriginal word is
*verechetseth (wash thyself ) from the root rechets, * To wash, cleanre the

“*Mr. Rrown gives the word in Hebrew characters, but as we have no lebrew (ype, we
hiave bewn obillged 10 owil thew.  § Mre. B also writes the Greek charmclers, which we are
ubliged 1o omit.—Ep. ¢, M.)
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aurface with water.” When used aa a noun feminine, an instance of which ia
found in Sol, Song 4. 2, it means, “a bath, bathing, or washing.” The LXX
have tranelated it by the word *lowaad, from lowo, which means, “ To wash,
especially to wash the bly.” When used in a middle sense “ to wash oneself,
bathe.” (Bee Liddell and Scott.) Our word lave is probably derived from
this. The (German is * waschen dich,” wrash thyself.

2. That he is represented as dipping Aimaelf and not simply the part affected,

2, Kings, 5. 14, “Then went ﬂl! down and dipped himself seven times io
the Jondan." The word translated dipped is ebaptisato, from baptizo, to dip.

L.and 8.) The word is in the midille voice, and therefore means, he dipped

imaelf. Of course if this he proved it disproves that hs only dippal,ur
washed the parts affected. Mr, 8. says that we have similar language (wash)
in John0.7. * Go wash in the pool of Siloam.”

The langiage is similar in English lut nof in (freek. In John the wor| is
Dipsai, from niso, ** To wash especially the hands and feet. Niao ia properly
used of washing part of the body lonomai of bathmmg. (The italics are Lil-
dell and Sentt’s, which see.) The latter, as shown, is the word used in 2 Kings,
5, 10, andl the former (nizo) in John 0.7. Thir distinction is observesd in other
places ; Exodus 2. 5. “And the danghter of Pharoah came down to wash at
the river,” lousesthai, to bathe. 2 Sam., 11.8. David said, *“ Go down and
wazh thy feet ;™ nipsai, to wash a part of the body. Many other cases could
be produced if required.

miuch for Mr. 8.'s challenge, and 1 hope he will be a little more cautious
henceforth in hie dealing with Beripture and not manifest (to quote himself)
such * reckless trilling and deceitful Jdealing with the divine word as ia pain-
ful to contemplate,” and show a little more brain and a little less hoast, more
sense and lexs sound. We are again told that * The Lord after His resurrec-
tion rent the apestles to bupfize.” Mark ways, Ch. 16. 15: “And he said unto
to thom, Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel to ever creature,” and
Paul the apostle says, | Cor. 1. 17: * For Christ sent me not to baptize but to
preach the gospel.” las Mr. 8. no cunscience that he can make such state-
menta * (ir hag he no friends to counsel aml advise, it should not be left to
a stranger to warn him of the evil of perverting the truth.

He in dotermined that all Baptiats shall go tn the bad place, * with the old
world who were immersed,” By Mr, B/s own teaching in a former letter they
were not immersed, by the teaching of Gen, 7, 4, “it rained upon the earth
forty days and forty nights.,” 1 answer Mr. 8. according to lus folly. We
are further tohl that “ Noah aml hi® house were baplized and aaved.” The
Bible teaches us they were maved and Mr. Sommerville they were baptized,
1 have been told that the large rocks in the neighborhood of Milton and Liv-
erpool are the hallast that was used for Noah's ark and the one is na capable
of proof aa the other. When will he havedone with his ‘sly insinuations” and
perverse torturing of the Bible ® Haahe no friends * Doesn- one care for him?

Never have | seen such & nummber anid sch glaring perversions of Beripture
a8 have appearsd in the course of letters from Mr. Sommerville, and he grows
wor-e a2 he procesds,

One more quotation: “ Whoever (says Mr. 8.) wherever, by whomsovver
intraduesl, the doctrine of baptizmal tmmersion (whatever that may mean),
hadl its origin, as it haa its 'Erwtultiun. in & mahid fanaticiem.” Christ
who gave the commeand to baptize, (Mark 18, 18.) it was said (Jno. 10, 20,)
“Ile hath a devil and i2 mal.,” Mr. Somimerville and the Jews are of the
same mind,

We are promised another paper, but  ‘nut to olose the argument.”  Weoll, it
is sume relief to hear that, but why not finish what he has begun, hia work ia
not half d¢one yet, and after haviog made such successful attacks on the Bap=
tist stronghold and lavellmd so many furtresses, it dovs "'H-"‘)' seell A pily 10
stop now when victory seems so oear.  But unfortunately for him and his
cause e hina been at n great disadvantage, for the Baptiat stronghold is fnenle
the Stronghold uf the Rock of Eternal Truth, and when he succeeds i ovvr-
turning the latter he may then perhaps suceewd with the former.

Yours, J. Browx.
']
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[“WesLEvan" Mar, §, 1876.]

THE VOICE OF SCRIFTURE ON BAPTISM.

M lraton:--Many thanks premised for the promptitude and generosity
with wnich you opened your columns for three, or at most four letters. (I
asketl and now ask no more); I thank the Editor of the Messenger also for
the first article of Feb. 2, copsied from the Watchman. [t has the true ring;
and I am much mistaken, if the author i3 not the talented. wilneated, and
nohle Baptist wife of a Baptist minister in Boaston ; one wh nlil searn to
drive an opponent fromw the flelds by eneers, lics aud slunder, or « vle an
argument by the “let alone, things-are-well-enough ™ allegntion.  Things are
not well enough. Our deominational christianity is not ot Ginl. Different
churches, oceupying different localities, are but different churches holding
their several peculiarities in doctrine aml discipline, are nof recognized in
Scripture. For this we should strive, to this we must come, that we all speak
the same thing, that there be po divisions among us ; but that we be perfectly
juiued together in the same mind, and in the same judgment. Profeesors in
(Galsatia had turned aside to another gospel, and are addressed simply as the
Church of Galatia.

Mr. Saunders has taken up hia pen again, but, strange to say, hna nut even
attempted to set aside the evidence hy which I urged the charge against Way-
lan:! and the Baptists of Nova Scotia —that they deny the Old Testament
Scriptures to be a rule of Faith and Practive under this dispensation. This
is not the old charge raised from the dead, and reshaped ; but a perfectly
distinct charge. Dr. W, after declining to potice the imputstion of denying
the inspiration of the Old Testament, goes on to state precisely what he does
helieve ; and in terms a8 definite, as lucild as the English language can sup-
ply, has stated that nothing but the New Testament is & rule to Christinns in
this age. And Mr. Saunders Aas accepted his doctrine. llow does he propose
to meet the charge ¥ The charge against Dr. W, it senms, fell dead *“under
the contempt of his dignified silence,” and Mr. Saunders would copy the ex-
ample of dignified silence, as he thinks. * It is not probable that any Baptist
will regard it necersary to refute the charge.”™ This is (uite & convenient way
of evading a precisc statement on the subject. The churge is not, as he says
it is, frivolous, and it is founded ; and a declaration of Baptist views must be
eluded if possible. lle seems to think, old as I am, “ He (1), will most prob-
ably outlive thie charge he has brought against the Bapiisi body,” If I do
live, | fervently hope to outlive it. Let us have a publie, explicit, and au-
thoritative declaration that the Baptists of Nova Scotia do own anid acknow-
ledge the Scriptures of the Old, as well as of the New Testament, to he their
rule of religious faith and practice ; and, although my jwlgment of Dr. W.'s
views in that matter shall remain unaitered, I assure Mr. Saunders anil aill
whom it may concern, that | will have piore plessure in witldrawing the
charge than I had in bringing it. The withdm shall be prompt, hearty,
and joyful ; but if such declaration is proudly sad contemptuonsly withheld,
I shall still consider the charge as just, not however, because the declaration
is kept back, but on the evidence on which it is grounded. [low I am to out-
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live the charge, if the Baptists refuse to speak out, isa secre’. [ am per-
susdled they are afraid to place their views of their allegiance to the Goul of
the Oll Testament before their own people or us.

The Messenger deals more wisely with the subject than Mr. Saunders, and
with wore of Jesuitical cunning ; and he rikes & new question, slily intro-
duced. Many readers would suppose it the same. [le calla my charge ngainst
the Baptists “aundacious and heavy.” But what isit¥ Acconling to him it
is “ that Baptists do not accept the Old Testament as d’vine authorsty. Oh-
serve divine authority. This is not the charge at all. | never charged them
with not accepting the Old Testament s divine authority. | treat of the ea-
tent to which that authority is binding. If the Old Testament is inapired, of
course it speaks with authority. The historical and biographical records
contaived in it are «/ivmely authenticated. With divine authority it settles
the civil and ecclesinstical polity of Israel: the comstitution of the Church
of old, its laws, ordinances, officers and discipline. In one word, it wax with
divine authorily, the rule of faith and practice to lsracl: but iait, in connec-
tion with the New Testament, the rule of faith and practice to the faithful un-
der this dispensation¥ This is what | say the Baptists o not acknowledge ;
upon this point we have nnthing but shuffling and evasion.

Mr. Saunders is not satisfled with my expreition of Rom. 6, anit Col. 2:
lle thinks * it may be better to set asidle the opinions of Mr. . and all other
commentators, and let the divine wonl interpret itself.” This is a gonod
flourish with which to close. This is precisely the rule I bave adopted. lias
he applied his own rule? No. Against my exposition, he doves not appeal
to (fud's world, ut to Dr, Schaff's. How does “ N." meet my argument *
By a relerence to mineteen-tioentieths of the CAriatian world, - the ablest men
of his vien devomination, and the general vpinion expressed Iy wri. raof other
devominations,” Does the Messenger dip his pitcher in the waters of the
sanctuary to put out my candle ¥ No. He proposes to use » I'sdobap¥in ex-
tinguisher. Tho same song all round. Nov the testimony of Goil, mt unin-
spired record ; not the judgment of God, but uninepired opinions. Accorling
to the same rule of judgwgent, when I stated that our Lord did not partake of
his own supper, the Messenger (Dec. 8) does not found his reply on an Evan-
gelist or an Apostle, hut on * the opinion of no leas a man than the distin-
guighed and scholarly Abbot, 'edobaptist, of Harvard University.” 1 guess
he has found out that I am right and Abbot and himself are wrong; for now
the *atter in no way affects our argument,” and * we o not feel certain
which of the two learned gentlemen is correct in the matter,” very (hfferent
is the language he holds when the snbject in introducesd. 1le asserta fuvee
that our Lord partook of the supper, and by that action made it his owrn, ns
he i supposed 1o have made immersion his own by being imnmersed. The
reader who wishea to kaow the facta will learn all that the moat learne! can
teach him, by comparing Luke 22: i5-2, with 1 Cor. xi: 23-30)., The gvent-
vat mien often talk loosel; and without thinking, even the Measenysr, who
sometimes provokes hia readers to think he knowa leas of the Hible than of
learned, clevated, and honored 'mofeasors, Doctors, and Historians,

But there ir atill Aope that even | may be convinced *in the light ol the
following fact.” What isit* Some fact frem inapired Aistory which 1 had
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overlooked, and in the light of which any “ further attemnpt to darken coun-
sel by vain reasonings " must end. [a it from Luke, or Paul, or—* Nothing
of the kind. It is an Indian story with which the Rev. Mr. Boggs, associated
with the Rev. Mr, McLaurin, is credited. There is not a thought in mny heart
which would lead me to question the veracity of either Mr. Bogus or Mr.
McLaurin. But I cannot accept the report of what they have said from the
Messenger. 1 have so much wvidence of hie capability in that line, that I can
suppose the story very carefully manipulated to suit his purpose. The story
is this: “A young man in India had by the Seriptures heen brought to Christ,
and wished to be baptized, * It had never enterad his mind " that there was
any other mode of baptizm than immersion. * lle saw in God's worl that it
wns his duty to be baptized, and that immersion was the mode,” 1 shall take
for granted that the story ie true ; and that this report of it is accnmte. [
have frankly and prumptly answered two questiona put to me by the Mes-
senger, and now I have two to ask him. Had that young man received no
previous insteuction from a Baptist minister, or member of a Baptist church
or other person holding Baptist principles, which might have created a pre-
possession in favor of immersion; or was he dependent on the Beriptures
alone for his knowledge of Christ and of Christianity P What version of the
Scriptures did he use,—thie Berampore or Bengales version, in which, hy ren-
dering the word baptize by one equivalent to smmerse, GGoil is made a Baptist
whether he will or no; or a version in which the word is transferred, and the
reader is left, by comparing passages where the word occurs, to learn the ap-
plication of the term P
Passing o+ . * many things evidently said for effect, there is only one mat-
ter on which I would animadvert. The Messenger has an insiouation to fling
back. What iait? * That Baptists obtain their views of Baptism froin the
.name of ordinance,”"—baptism, as he explains it - few lines below, “ in all its
actual relations and uses.” This I never sail or insinuated. He seoms utterly
destitute of discrimination; or his prejudices have so blinded him that he can-
not do justice to the plainest statement of an opponent ; or he is a conscious
sophist. My statement is limited to the mode of paptiam. My worids were
before his eyes. lHe has quoted them in this immediate connection. They
are, * It is too notorious to be denied that their main argument in support of
simnmersion is derived from the meaning of the word baptize.” This is true,
Carson, p. 111. * He may call upon me to find a place sufficient to immersen
couch. But I will go on no such errand. If I have proved the meaning of
the word, I will believe the Bpirit of God, who tells me that the I'harisees
baptize their beds,”, P.272. * I care not where the water is to be found ; if
they wure bapticed they werv immersed.” ['. 274. “The Jailor and his
household were baptized, therefore they were immersed.” Crawley, p. 126,
“If this (the word baptize) be found to possess a single spocific meaning,
everyone of course perceives that this must set the question forever ot rest.”
Will the Messenger refuse the doctrine of Carson and Crawley ¥
Thiough this is my last letter to the Fl'esleyam, let not the Messenger sup-
pose the argument is closed. He Lias been itching to get at baby-sprinkling,
and if not happily anticipated, 1 shall help him to a remedy.
| am sorry you have been exposed to reproach on my account. There is an
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influence creeping abroad, not originating in any love to Baptists, or their
prinviples, which from its character, is exercised * by the walls and in the
doora of the houses,” and which will, if poesible, make Baptists the uncon-
scious instrumants of a revenge premeditated for years,

I woulll say to my Baptist [riends,—and they are many, warmly attached
to me, and to whom [ am warmly attached,—* if you read only what the
Messenger says in this controversy, you will never know what my views or
sayioge are.”

W, SoMMERVILLE,

I’ 8. -“A CounTRY BAPTIST,” the aili?h opponent with whom | have to do,
has crawledd behind the fence and raised a yell so fearful that folks are resly
to start to their fest and ask, “ Is any one being murdered * DapTisTy 18-
sULTED! Baby sprinkliog is ridiculed. Nobody insulted? Infant baptisiu
ia Aateful, a delusion leading to darkness. Nobody tnsulled? 1P’clobaptist
ministers, a8 such are helping Satan to people hell. Noupopy ixsULTED ¥
The P. Advocate of Saint John (Feh. 12) is responsible for the following :—
“ By an overwhelmiog vote of the Baptist ministers of New York and Brook-
lyn, one must not only be iminersed to be a Christian ; he must also be a mem-
ber of a regular Baptist church.” If this be true, then according to Baptist
votes, there is not 8 Christian in all the Pedobaptist churches. But xupobpy
18 INSULTED! When I represent baptismal immersion as a disgusting. inde-
cent ceremiony, the character of the right is tmnsferred to the subject, and
BaPTIsTS ARE INsULTED. [ am confident that there ia not in Nova Scotia a
Baptist lady of cultivated mind and refined sepsibilities,—and there are hun-
dreds such, pure in heart, pt 1 in speech, pure in life,—who would have sub-
mitted to immersion, had it not been thundered into ber ears, loud and long,
that it is necessary if she would follow Christ fully. It is a cross, felt to be a
cross,—--covifessed to be a cross. To my Daptist mothers and sisters, I would
say wi.h all affection: *“ This is not a cross which Christ has lsid upen you.
That Lerd, who requires his female members not to appear in Chrisfiom as-
semblica unreiled, who enjoins modesty and shamefacedness a8 woman's orna-
ment, dues not stultify himself by requiring you, out of doors, in an undrees,
to put yourself in s stranger’s hands to be plunged over head and ears, befors
a gaping crowd, Custems and fashion will reconcile us to anything. The
person who woull come into his friend’s house and proceed to treat his wile
or daughter with the freedom that, as I learn, is used in the waltz, would be
turned oot of doors, W.8

|“ MEssENoRR,” Mar. 15, 1874.)

THE RULE OF FAITH AND PRACTICE.

MR. Eprtor :—I have read with no little interest the articles that have ap-
peared in your columns and in those of the Wesl respecling the ques-
tion wh-ther the Uld Testament is held as a rule of faith and practice. And
I have wondered that sume one of your correspondents has not given a plain
answer, and a decided answer in the negative, so far at lenst as the latter
part of the qmimilion is concerned. Duoes not every one know that what-
ever bie said in the heat of controversy, neither Baptists, nor Presbyterians,
nor Methodisis, nor Congregationelists, nor Episcopalians—to stop there—
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coasider the Old Testament a rule of ** practice ™ for the Christian Church!
Aad though all these denominations were 1o do so, the 15th chapter of Acts,
amd the episile 1o the Galaiians, to say nothing of Hebrews, would conviet
them of deadly heresy,

The buovks of Genesis, Exodus and Leviticus, are essential and funda-
nental porlions of the Old Testament. Let us see a few of the practical
wjunctions these commanded @ Tell me, ye that desire 10 be under the
law, do ye not hear the law? 77 Read Leviticus chesters 1, 2, 3, and 4,
Do the :feuumiunliuua referred to offer all thuse sacrifices t  Read also Lev.
23. Aro all these festivals enjoined upon all the Christinn church? Do the
Baptist keepthum! Do the f‘ruab_ﬂurimm! Do the Methwdists! Do the
Episcopalians! Read from verse 10, “And the Lord spake unto Moses,
saying. Also in the teuth day of the second month there chall be a day of
atonement : it shall be a holy coinvocation unto you, and ye shall arllict your
souls, and offer an offering made by fire unto the Lond. And ye shall dono
work in that same day, for it is a day of atonement, to make an atonement
for you before the Lord your God.  For whatsoever soul it be that shall not be
atflicted in that same day he shall be cut off fiom among his people.  And
whatsoever soul it be that doeth any work in that same day, the same soul
will [ destruy from among his people. Ye shall do no muuner of work : it
shall be a statute forever throughout your generations in all your dwellings.”’
See also chap. 186, fur the =acrifices thumt were to be offered on that solemn
day of atonement. Now would it uot be idle 1o ask if the Presbyterians,
Baplists, Congregationalists, Methodiste, &c., keep that feast, and at the ex-
act ime, and in the exact way in which the Old Testament Code of Laws
enjoins it ?

Again, take the rite of circumcision. No law, commandment, precept,
ritee or ceremony, is enjoined in the Old Tesiament, with more 1igid sevent
than this rite. Here 18 the law oa that subject: See Gen. 17, 9—I14.
Now read in Aets 15, what the decision of the Holy Ghost and the Apostles
wud elders of the Chriatian church, at Jerusalem, was, when this subject was
then and there agitated and settled as also the whole question whether the
Old Testameut is to be a rule of practice, that is, whether the Gentiles
should be circumcized and keep the Law of Moses, See also Acis 21, 25,
' As teaching the Gentiles that Emliew, we hive written aud concluded that
they oBsgRVE MO sUCH THING ' [as circumcision and the ceremonial law of
Old Tesiament, see verses 21, 22, 23 and 24,] “save onLy that they ll'.l'l."l,l
themselves from things offered 10 ulole, and from blood and from formieation,™

Now unother word {rom Galatians 5, 1-4, © Siand fast therefore in the lib-
erty wherewith Christ hath made you tree, und be not entaugled again with
the vokk or wonvace. Behold [, aul; say unto you TuAT 1¥ \E BE CIRCL %
cisEp CHRIST sI0ALL PROFIT YouU NoTiING,  For 1 testify again o every man
that is cirewmneised, that he is a deblor to do the whole law v ARE raLLEN
FROM GHACE,"

Now [ put the question in all eandor tv any man, or every mau who claims
that the Old Testament 13 “ o rule of faith and practice ™ tor the Christian
Chiurch, sinee the death of Christ in whom all the types and shadvws had
therr fulfilment, and who is © the end of the law for righteonsiness to eve
one believeth,” Rom. 9, 4—and Lusk him What can you mean by these terms !
and epecially [ would ask, In what sense can the Old Testamnent be consider-
ed a rule of practice? 1 the right of circumcision has been sctiside, and the
sacrifices and festival days are no longer to be practised : and if even the
law of the Sabbath is in n measure abolished, so that the sEvENTH DAY is 1o
lunger to be kepl, nor the death penalty to be inflicted for its vielation, as
Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterinns, lm?[ may say all others hold, and prae-
tice, and believe, and teach—1 say again, since thess things are so, in trhat
sense—1 am tempted to say, with what fuce, can any man ol sense and know-
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ledge of Seripture, and the practices and creeds of the aforesaid denomina-
tions, say that the Old Testament either is or should be held as a rule of
t praciice *' for the ehristian charch ! [sthere then no dillerence between
the ** miuistration of death " and the ** ministration of the Spirit "—ihat is
between the law and the gospel ! See @ Corinthians iii. 7, 8. Was Paul
wrong there ! Are the Jewish and Christian dispensations identical ! and
8o Paul wrong again in Heb. x. 1. Nay verily * Let God be true, but every
man a liar.” .

Certainly there is no quesiion as to the suspiration of the Old Testament,
What is hure denied may be summed up thus: 1. The Old Testament
taken as u whole is not the Christian's Rule of Practice, for many of its pre-
cepts and doctrines have been abrogated by the same authority that enjoined
thein.  2.-Neither Baptists, nor Preshyterians, nor Congregationalists, nor
Methodists, nor Episcopalians, believe the Old Uestament to be for them as
professed Churches of Jesus Christ. a rule of practice in any sense that re-
yuires them to adhere to the letter of all the Jewish rites and ceremonies.
And my question is this: Since you manifestly et all these aside, in what
sense do vou consider the Old Testament A Rule of Practice?

A CuRristiay.

[“ Mmpoexorr,” March 22, 1874.)

FROM REV. JOHN BRO\WN,

Mr. Edstor,—After waiting three weeks for Mr. Sommerville's last eifort,
it has at length appeared, and is like the wine in feasts in olden time, with
this ditference. that Mr. 8.°s wine was bad and sovr at the beginning, and
his worst anl sonrest he has kept till the last. [ expected a liufe work with
this his tinal etfurt, and primed myself accordingly, but lind that there is in
fact no arguwineut 1o reply to, inasmuch aa there is not a single parsage
brought to refuie Believers' Baptism or confinn Intant Sprinkling notwith-
uumfing the caption, * The voice of Seripture on Baptismn.”  He has taken
my hint and is - letting Scripture alone.” He talks of Mr. Saunders, Mr.
Messenger, Dr. Wavland, Dr. Crawley, wnd some others, but we look in
vain for Old or New Testament names. As ‘‘experience ought to teach,”
itis gratifyinz to find that Mr, 5. is leaming, inasmuch as he kuows or

ight know, that the wiiters of the ‘ Book of the l.aw' are opposed to him
as directly as the E:si is to the Wesl.

He is still Jetermined that the Baptists of Nova Scotia shall answer at his
bar as to their belief in the Old as well as the New Testament as their rule
of faith and practice. Thisisasila sweet were saucily o ask a gentleman
if he believed in svap and water.  When Mr. S, pulls the beam out of his
own eye, it will be time envugh for hin toseek to take the mote out of vurs.
His reasons for bringing the charge are about as distinot and sensible as Tom
Smith's were of jilting Mary Jones. * Why somebody told me as how
somebody said, how somebody else had somewhere read, in some newspa-
per as how you was dead.” If Mr. 8. should ve tempted to refer to thie
chargze awain, [ recommend him first to read a clause of three words towards
the end of the tenth verse of the sixth chapter of Amos. And as a reason
for the same, [ will quote from his own letter :—* The greatest men often
talk loosely and withont thinking.”

He says, | would say to my Baptist friends, and lhu{ are many, warmly
attached to me, and to whom [ am warmly attached, if you read only what
the Messenger savs iz this eontrovensy, vou will never know what my views
and sayings are.”  We should not have known that Mr. S. loved any Ba
tists il he haul not told us, 1 sup that will account for the great trouble
he his 2 v to o show them their orror, as well as the gentleness of his lan-
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guage towards them. And as regards the views and sayings of Mr. 8. the
readers of the Messenger know uite as much of * his views and sayings ' as
they care for; eapecially the latier, and | hn!u he will give me some credit
for informing them. Baptists are * fanalical’ enough to be content with the
plain teachings of [nspiration on the subject of Baptism. [ may here say to
my Pedobaptist friends, *If you read ouly what the Wesleyan saye in this
controversy, you will never know the weakness of Mr. S.’s arguments, nor
his ability 10 twist the Scriptures 1o mean what its author never intended
them to mean."”

He nays the Messenger ‘' has been itching to get at baby-sprinkling, and if
not happily nnt.iuig:.lad | shall help him 10 a remedy."” | presume the rem-
edy is silence. That is wise, very wise of Mr. S, [ have beon itching for it
too, inasmuch as he promised twice 10 enleriain us with his views thereon.
If he is wise he will keep as silent as the Bible does on that subject ; but he
should keep his promise. Q.. rood brother seems to bid for sympathy in his
reply to “A Country Maptist " when he informs his readers that this is the
sizth opponent with h I har had 1o do. With of these he has had
something to do, and =8 .istake | am myself the favored one which
he has spared. 1am, . - pe, L~+"ful that he has let me say what | pleased
without calling me into question. . here is a seventh opponent which Mr. S.
appears to have overlooked, from whom nothing has appeared in the reli-
gious papers of Halifax. ‘‘To my Baptist mothers aud sisters,” says Mr, S,
“[ would say with all affection—This is not a cross which Christ has fuid
upe:n you.”  Truth is sometimes told without intending it. It is nof a cross
viich Christ has laid upon them. His commandments are nol grievovs,
My yoke is casy and my burden is light. It is disobedient ehoullers that

feel the yoke.
“ Love will arake our willing feet

In swift obedience move.”

And now if [ could only gain the ear of Mr. Sommerville I would give
him this advice :

1. Never again write or speak on Baptism as you now view it, unless you
wish the Baptist Cause and Scriptural ism succese,

2. Nevenm fight a Baptist. Sure 10 get . The Chairman of the Con-
grag-aliunnl Uninn of England last year said ‘‘he would never fight a Bap-
ust.” Wise man. Bro. S. be as wise as he.

8. If you do take this matter up in, don’t spread it over six months.
Let your letters be a little more regular. Controversy should be short, sharp
and decisive.

4. Don’t suppoee that hard words will serve for hard arguments.

3. Don’t [ail to let me know when you bring on the subject of lufant
Sprinkling.

6. Read Acts 5, 38, 39. Be sure.

In closing [ beg to thank the Editor of the Witness for finding space for all
my communications so long as the dizcuasion conlinued in that ]Pnp-er. and
to congratulate him on his wisdom in discontinuing it when he did and on
escaping the letters of Mr. S. that have appeared elsewhere. Thanks too to
the Editor of the Wesleyan for giving Mr. S. the epace he needed, while I
cannot help thinking that if he had known anything of the letters beforehand
he would not have granted Mr. 8. the favor of inserting them, and feel sure
that it was with considerable reluctance he sent them lorth to his readers,

[ have only quoted, in the Messenger, a small part of Mr. Sommerville’s
rﬂvilinﬁl and scornful remarks. Woree things he could not say than he has
snid. 1 leave him in the hands of Him who judgeth riﬁhll}'. The cause of
the truth of Believer's Baptism will not suffer by anything he may say, and
in his attempts to overthrow the truth he has injured his own cause and
helped ours.
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It is 10 be hoped that whenever he or any other Pelobaptist minister
sprinkles & child, he will plainly and distinetly tell the people by what
satbority he does it ; and if this i= not done, that they will ask at the proper
time andd place tor their authority and not be put off by such an snswer an
@ cerfam minider, ulice gave whem asked @ @ learmed man what thie word
beptize really means in the original, replied, = If 1 tell you you will only have
suy word furit.,” When | see Mr. Bomoenville | may perliaps ark him if he
koows that gentleman, i, e. if he is in 8 good meos].

I am sorry if 1 hiave heen thought to La' - any band feeling towanl Pedo-
tegtists. [ lemave those who know me to judge. But sgainst the doctrine
and practice of Infant Baptism, or more correctly Infant Ranti=m, | am very
decisied. It is absolutely unknown in the Seriptures of Truth and this is
sdmitted I suppose by & very large lpmpnrtiun of Pedohapitista. There are
thoumnils who believe it is Beriptural no doubt, the responsibility of their
belief must rest niainly on their Inatructors, but there are, | pr sume, tens of
thousands who dv nut believe it, lut mlmjt that only believers should I ap-
tised. Bome will ray * 1t is not essential W -als ation, an<d an does not matier |~
which is another way of saying, ** | will bt obey ('hnst any more than | can
hltdn I can got to Heaven.,” * Baplists in prin -iple.” tiey are somelimes
called, which in other words would be “ Thore who Anoer therr duty but o not
de it.” *~ Blessed are they that do his commandments.” = if bsre mie, KERP
my commandments. He that Aath my commandments, an f:. *k them, he
it is that Joveth Me.”

“To cbey is better than sacrifice, and to hearken than the fat of ra:. "

Yours, J. Baowx,

[“Mrsagwoes,”™ May 3, 1-74
FROM REV. JOIHN BRoOWN,

Drar EviToR,— [t is interesting to observe the reporteof . _tismn, ro called
inm Pedobaptist churches. We frequently resd of s0o nany odulfs heing bap.
Ceed. 1t thua appears that they are becoming Scnptural a8 w0 the avfjocts
and in the use of the word baptized they recognize that adult baptiam is night.
TLe wisforiune, however, is, that the wonl is altogether wisapplicd inasmuch
@2 it ie use] when the persuns have only been rantized or u]prink . Every
munisler of the guspel who has the slightest know ledge of the o I might
e sy | 1o know that in the Greek language the word dip is baptizo, for
powr. chey ; {or wash or bathe, lowo : fora partial washing,— mipto ; fur aprink-
:r.-- remfizo.  Now for any one to say & man has been bopfized when he has

v been ramfized, is exactly the same as sa)ing be war dipped when Le was

: . which ir certainly not the truth, whatever else it may be, and if |
were 10 say that the moon shines by day and the sun by night, ] rhiculd be as
mear the truth as those who ray sprinkling is baptiem. It 1= surprising that
men who are public teachers, and therefore ought to kbow the meaning of
words, especially such as that under notice, can make such statement- as they
do. Baptize means sprinkle, or it does nat ; if it does, why dues not =sone one
plunly say s0 aml give the proof * and if it dows watf, then why in the name
of eemmon kense do they say it iloes. We say it means to dip, or immerse.
end are prepared to prove it ; will any Pedlobaptist state the oppmsite, and
my bapfize wicans to aprinkle, and that he can bring proofs *  If pot, then let
them uee & word Lhat means nfrﬁukh, viz, ronfo, or 1o make usable, rinfize,
and not betray such disregand for truth in calling darkners light avd light
darkpess, when they have been immersed with evidence from men of their
vwnp runks that to haptize nieans to inimerse, anl that this was the |rimitive
m wde.

One of the most recent cases of obliquity in this matter is as follows :—* |
bave laptized five adults, none of whom derired 1o be *buried under the
wares of the Jordan,’ but chote the moet excellent anl more Beriptural way
of beung Laptized with water,” (Bee 1 aslewwn, April 8.)

Now, all christians will rejoice that theee believed in Chiriet. If devils are

10
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vast out none of us should fin! the slightest fault with those who are the
menns of Jdoing it, but rather peey that they may have greater success atill.

Next, that these five Jid aot desire to be ** buried under the waves of the
Jonlan® shows great wisdlom oun their part, considering the hanl tiwes, as the
journey would be a costly one. [t has leen sugyusted that the Liverpool
river would have answersl the purpose s well.

Andd next, 1t would be interesting to know whether the choice of lei
buptized with water was their own, or nnother’s for them * But it is the
staleinent | want tercall attention to.  First : there is no such thing aa bap-
tisin reith water in the sense of aprinkling. 111t in baptism at all it 13 baptism
IN water.  And secvnd, to say that sprinkling 1 * more excellent and more
Seriptural 7 than immersion is simply monstrous, and when those wonls wers
wone=l | cannot conceive how the writer satistled his conscience.  If he knew
etter, of if ba ilid not know better tells equally against him. 1t is very easy
to mnke such statements, but we never find the proofs fortheoning. The
* more excellent and more Seriptural * way is aa the Scripture teaches, which
all may know who wish, and the writer of that pamgraph, if he lovk into the
niatter will find the Jdoctrines of Purgatory, Mariolatry, Prayers for the Deal,
Worship of Reliea, &c., an * oxcellent and seriptural ™ as the sprinkling of
either infants or adults, and if he or any other will i one case of infant or
adult sprinkling in the New Testument, or one of both, 1 will undertake to
wove that lwlore it took place, the chilil was treated to a little of “ Mres.
Vinslow's Soothing Symp " to keep it quiet, and in the other case that the
canddidate was treated to a box of * Brown’s Bronchial Trvachea.” That theso
articles are of modern date, does not matter, 1 will undertake proof for proof,
the one ir as easy as the other.

I huve understiod that my late remmarks on this subject have given some
offence to thuse who halid to Infunt Sprinkling. To such, with all respect, 1
have only to say, ** Repent (of this error) and be baptized, every one ol you,”
aml then our remarks will not apply to you ; for although in my last I inti-
mated my intention of stopping | have altered my mind since.

1 have thought it well, Mr. Editor, o send you a list of passages on Baptism
and would suggest that yvour resders copy them out on the fiy-leafl f their
Bible, or insert a leal for the purpose. They can then be used for easy refer-
ence when needed.  Let the resder see that they are correct before copying
them. It would be a good plan if some one would send a list of passages on
thie other side of the question to the representative papers for the same pur-

wﬁnﬂ:’nm by John the Baptia. Muit. iii. 6-12. Mark 1. 4-8. Luke iii. 3-13,
John i. 258,

Hapt o of the Savieur by Joln, Matt. Qii. 13-17. Mark i. 8-11. Luke iii.
2123, Jdohn i, M.

(X her pansages referring to Juhw'a Baptiam. John iii. 23-2. Luke vii. 29,
30. Johnx. 40. Matt. xxi. 25, Mark xi. 30, Luke xx. 4. Actsi. 22 «x,
7. xi. 6. xiii. 240 xviii 2, xix. 1-T.

Fiuptism by disciples of Christ in His lifetime.  John ifi. 22. iv. 1, 2,

The Comminsion. Matt, xxviii. 18-20. Mark xvi. 15, 18,

Timpaiarn om the day of Pentecvat,  Actsii 37-42.

Loy inmn of Samaridans.  Acta viii. 12-10,

Jiaptism of the Eunuch. Acta viii. 3530,

Of Paul of Daemascus.  Acts ix. 16, IR, 22,

Cornelius md howsehold. Acte x. 44-4R,

Lyedia ind honsehold,  Acts xvi. 13-15, 40,

Jailor and household. Acts xvi. 32-31.

Crispus and hmoehold.  Acta xviii. 8. 1 Cor. i. 13-15,

Stephanns end household. 1 Cor, i, 16, 17, xvi. 15,

Baptiem of Corinth.  Acts xviii. A,

Design of Baptism. Rom. vi. 3-6. Gal. iii. 27. Fph.iv. 1,3,5. Col. ik
12. 1 Pet. iii. 21,

Figuratice end other references to Baptism. Matt. xx. 22, 23, Mark x. 38,
39, Luke xii. &, 1 Cor.x.),2 xii.l3 xv.20. lleb. vi. 2.
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The following may be of service :- Matt, iii. 15, Lukevl.46. Johln xiv. 2l.
Rev. xxii. I8,
AN OFFER,

To the one who Ands the greatest nuniber of passages in the. New Testa-
ment, in proof of Infant Baptism, or Rantism, or Adult Rantism, with water
ar now practired, 1 will forward a complete set of 4 vols. of Alfond's Grwk
Testament,advertisadd in the States at 30, To the pext, two vols. of Trench
on the 'arable and Mimcles, value £1 4a. sterling, To the thind, * Holge's
Theology ™ 1 vol. and to the Tourth, ** Barnes on the Acte.” Others, il any, will
be rewanled acconlingly. As a temptation to our DPedolmptist (1 mean
Pedorantist) brethren I miay say that .‘llfnnl wnd Holdge are suldime on Infant
Bprinkliog, Barnes is not far behind them. Now, brothers, you inve a ool
chance of getting eome goul books clieap.  They shall he forwarled frvee of
cost. In forwarling your * proofs " send also name and address to

Yours, J. Buows,

I’. 8.--1 use the word * Rantisrc " in no offensive way, it means aprinkliig
as Baptism means rwonersion, and to call Inlant Sprinkling, Baptism, i~ a
comprowise | cannot make.

[“WesLeyan," May 20, 1878, ]
REV. JOIIN BROWN IN THE “CHRISTIAN MESSENGER"

——

John Brown is on the war-path, and, to judge from his letter in the Chrie-
fian Messemger of the Inl insl,, he unticipates an easy and spewily externing-
tion of the heresy of baptism with water.  That Jir, Brown has fallen int the
mistakes ol muny of his profession, who have preceded him from the Old
Country, ar 10 the chamcter and intelligenee of the people out here, is vy ilent
from his manifesto, which shows him to be yet in s A, B, U, as & contro-
versialiet on the baptism question.  When Mr. B, makes himeself fuiniliar with
the literature of this controversy in these Provinees, ho will, no douln, feel
ashamed of having written such twiddidle as e has put forth, His argument, if
there is argument in his letter, is, I, Johin Brown, say baptize means to dip,
and baptism cannot be administersd without dipping, \Ii',lil'll I wm preparsd
to prove ;: and all who dare dispute what [ ray, and teach contrary thereto, are
untruthful are calling darkness light and light darkness, anid have departed
from moml rectitude.  The style savours greatly of hraggardism ; and as to
the proof, wen vastly Mr. B superiors, in their acguaintance with the ancient
languages, and in their mastery of those brunches of education sl study,
which it for controversy as to the e of laptiem, have laboured
years to establish belief in the dogma of dipping, and they have bLeen
about us succersful as the Pope of Ron-e in establishing belicf in his
infallibility ; and it is just ridiculous that this new adventurer, in this wide
Helil, poorly equipped ax he is, should expect 1o receive serious attention from
masters in this bmnch of theological literature. He will be more successful
in advertising himsel! in some other way,

Without departing from my design in writing, which was not to attemjpt
diacussion with Mr. Brown, | may safely remark on the following expression
in his letter: * First. There is no such thing as baptize wcith water in lLr Melae
of sprinkling. If it is baptism at all, it ix baptism in water.” Now | iead in
Mark 1, 8, “ 1 indeed have baptized you with water, but he shall baptize you
wuh the Holy Ghost ;™ sleo in Jolin 1. 26, 31, * Johin answered, saying, | lap-
tize wth water;” and again. Acts 11, 16, * Then remembered | the wonl of the
Lord, how that he saiil, Juhin indeed baptized with water, but you shall be
baptized with the Holy Ghost.”  While 1 fail 1o lind the expreasion haptized
w water in the New Testament, and consequently I conclude that whatever
may be the meaning of the original wonl rendered baptize in our translation,
yet Mr. Brown's theory of baptism is unscriptural, and condemned by the p» r-
tions of Beripture to which he calls the attention of Pedobaptists ; anil insteadl
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of thers being “ morsl obliguity” in the administration of the fiva baptisms
with water W which he refers, the moral obliguity is all in himself. 1o view
of this part | would urge upon Mr. . the consideration ol lis uwn quotation,
“reprint,” anil if he thinks another dipping is necesaary to puritication let him
take it hy all means. The shullow wittici=sm attempted on the worss ** burisl
under the waves of the Jonlan ™ has point only for those who advertiss their
baptirmis in the CAriatian Measenyer, aiel no doubt they will remomber the
unkindness.  As to Mr. Bs novel mode of adyvertiving his exten supply of
books, 1 would suggest the possibility of a *“ miny Jday.” He mav live to
want hia hooks, or his money, guite s« minch as those to whom he offers them.
May Oth, 1876, I'EponarrisT,

[ MesENoRr,” May (11, 1874, )
FROM REY. JOHN BROWN,

Mn. Enitor, Inthe ealeymi of the A0k inst., somie one who signa hiniself
“ Pedobaptist ™ attempts to reply to my letter that appearcd in the Wease
of the 3rd inat., although he says he does not denire Jimuuiuu. Why does he
foar* aml why does he not put his name to hia letter ¥

I beg to sy in reply and aa briely as poasible: -

Firat. 1 maule no such mistake na 1'. asserts as 1o the character and intelli-
gence of the people of Nova Scotia. My estimate was high before T came,
and it hna risen considerably since, and T give an honest opinion when [ say
that after two years' residence among said people, | consider they will not
come one whit behind any people 1 know hoth for character and intelligence,
but 1 must add that my estimate of the intelligenes of some writer un Infant
Hprinkling is very shaky, and many of the arguments used to establish that
dogma have heen the weakest | have ever xeen or hearnl of, still | suppose
they are as strong as the writers could finl.  What estimate of the intelli-
Fenru of the pmrle of Nova Scotia have they who arlvance such aniuments
or Infant 8prinkling as I have pointed out in the course of this discussion ?

Second. P. does not like my dogmatism. That | cannot hielp, but 1 can as-
sure him that baptize means to dip, only to dip, and nothing but to dip, and
can never be made to mean anythiog else ; that inumersion in the mllr mode
the Bible knows anything of ; that of sprinkling it knows nothing, being a
human invention anid will thereforn come to an end some day with all other
false doctrinea; awl | repeat, that when any one who might know hetter, says
that Sprinkling is mwore excellent and Scriptural than immersion, it is a clear
care of moral obligquity,

Third. P. arguee that laptize canoot mean dipping because learned men
have failea to eatablish general belief in that doctrine.  Would not this argu-
ment tell eqqually against Sprinkling ¥  Aned if P, will open his exes he will
see that it will tell with equal force against almost any New Featament doe-
trine that might be named, P"'s argunient seems to be thia: Unless 8 doc-
trine he believed by everybody, it is false.

We are told, however, that Baptista have been about as miccrsaful as the
Pope in extablishing belief in his infallibilits. Thanks to P. for the news, for
we |l not know we were no suceessful,

Fourth, V', quotes thres veraes to disprove the following statement, * There
is nu such thing as baptism with water in the sense of arrinktin-_:: if it is
baptisrm at all it is baptism 15 water.” The thres refer to John'sa haptisry, to

nute one will be sufcient. “ I indeed have baptized you with water,” ete,

o this we need only reply, Juha's baptizing 1N water and Wit was one aoid
the same thing, and if he had sprinkled, or poured, he would not have baptized
witi water. The worl * with ™ haa confusad 1. Purhaps an illustration of
ite use may help him. In a certain church a real baptism waa to take place
on A coriain eveninz, it was found, however that the water-pipes were frozen
the hapti<m therefore did pot take place, hecause they had no water to bap-
tize with,

Fifth. P.suggesta that | keep my books incase of a “ rainy day.” 1am
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kotiig to keep them, and still let the offer stamd open for his advantage if P,
like to try for them, | did not offer money as a priss, but if | bad a thous-
atl pontida 10 dispose of aml hal oflerwl it, 1 sheuld have as little fear of
having tohaned it over ws [ have of parting with my books.

Now, Mr. Editor, | have done, at least for l.l-‘mﬁrnunt,thuh for your kind-
Ness in giving me so much room, aml commen the sabject of to
the careful study of our friends wha sprinkle ; truating the discussion has
tencdwil 1o ereate intereat therein, and that the time may speed slong when
the truth which ls mighty shall prevail.

“Then Iet us pray that ceme L may
Arcowre I will fur o' that.”

1 am, yours, J. Brown,



