communications
i , 10 sective
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fiaiu,shall be at our sk, ' _
patible with the cbjects of
on the usadl terms.

Advertisements ct ine
the Recorder. will be inser

THE DEITY OF CHRIST.

“Beware, lestany man spoil jou through phi-
losophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of
fiien, after the rudiments of the warld, and not
after Christ ; forin him
of the Godbead bodily.”—CoL. 11. 8, 9. ;

The Gospel of Christ is the principal bless-
ing which God has granted to mankind ; and all
the dispensations of Providence 1a former ages
were preparatory to its introdaction in the fulness

welleth all the fullness

Within a short period, many churches were
established in various parts of the world, which
boldly professed the despised Gospel, and “glori-
ed in the cross of Christ”

Of that number
were the Colossians,

Christ had been preach-
ed 1o them as the glorious and wouderful per-
son, in whom it pleased|{the Father that nll full-
ness should dwell, &c. But the apostle perceived
sbverted in their minds,.
them in the language of
‘the text, in which he represents the glory of the
Gospel, and the rich treasure of Christianity, as |
consisting principally in{the true Drity of the Sa-
viour, &c. '

1. The Deity of Chri
nity and authority on tiie revélation of the Gos-
pel ; whereas, the deniaj of it divests it of its chief

them in danger of being
and, therefore, addresse

stamps a peculiar dig-

2. The Deity of Christ represents the love of
God, in the redemption of mankind;as worthy of
the highest admiration and praise ; whereas, the
denial of it must obscuse' its glory.

3. The Deity of Chlirist-lays a foundation for
an adequate atonemeant for sin; bat if'it be denied,
that importaat article, the principal support of an
twakened sinner’s hope, maust also batpliﬂg‘_e‘:i:"- Ap

. b - g Sl | 1 . ..; .“'.'..-{"_: - w1 v
4. The Deity of Christ justifies the high
strains ofadmiration and praise mn which hislove
Testament ; but the de-
ose strains unjustifiable,

is celebrated in the Ne
nial of it must render

if not absurd and enthdsiastic.
_ 5. The Deity of Ghrist puts a dignity and
glory on his characterias our advocate with the
Father, snd assures us
soccess of his meditation ; whereas, the denial of
it must necessarily weaken our cunfidence and
hope in approaching the throne of grace.

of Christ renders our union
and fellowship with him a privilege unspeakably
valoable and honorable ; but the denial of it robs
os of our most peculiar treasure.

The pature of the Geospel itself, and of
that religion which it teaches mnd inculcates, as
from the liighest improvements of what has beea
d religion of natare, will
ted by the belief or rejec-
article of the Deity of

of the prevalency and

6. The Deity

denominated the law
be most materially affe
tion of the 'important

he Gospel is a holy reli-

gion, “a docirine according to godliness,”—Ne-
e law of God so clearly
manifested, as by’ the perfect obedience and death
of Christ, the Divine Sarety.

InFeRENCE.—AIl

8. The religion o

ver was the honor of

_ ast admit it. to be a ques-
tion of the highest impotance, what seniiments

of Jesas Christ ; wheth-
im as “God manifest in
him as a mere man like
ourselves. If he i1s no more than “a man,” in
hich is due only to the
be vindicated from. the

we entertain of the per
er we ou%ht to honor

the fiesh,” or to

him the horor
eternal God, we cann
charge of idolatry.
Bat if he is indeed
divinity, as the Son of

d of true and real
the denial of it must

be an andacious insultito his dignity, and a bold
attempt to rob Christ

1anity of 1ts richest trea-

Christ never wounld have left his (hrone for a
cross, without a “sure| word of promise™ from
t he should “see of the
Iravail of his sonl be satisfied.” He never
; sinners, with His own
blood, without a sure jvarrant from the court of
¢ the Father had given
Him, he should lose nonme ; but that they should
be kept by the power of God, through fasth wnio

ing salvation. With ‘more

~the Eternal Father,
wodld have r

- Heaven, that of all

i ‘ is

He never would have .
He never would havepure

nd upn I 24 .‘-" & b

tion for countless| millions ¢ rebels
‘ after they

his own gover PR |
they '“‘ldiuﬁ-., ol |
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e Sa ? Oh T could the though
ter their milt;da. that possibly, afier millions and
millions of ages, they might again become the
enemies of God I"—it would send a thrill of bor-
ror throagh all their ranks ! it would silence for-
ever theirsong of victory ! it would throw dark-
ness impetetrable ovéf all that Eternity which is
before them ! it wonld eclipse all the splendors
| of the Bun of Rightecusuess! But fear not, ve
redeemed.. Your Saviour is Omnipotent. The
promise and oaith of Jehovah are pledged for
yoursecurity. The Covenant of mﬂ-mp&non. by
which ye were given to Christ, before the founda-
tion of the world, as well as the Covenant of
Grace, by the acceplance of which ye have bound
vourselvesto his throne, is an “Everlasting Cov-
enant."—Rev. Austin Dickinson.

QUIETNESS OF SPIRIT.

Quietness is the evenness, the composure,
and the rest of the soul, which speaks both the
nature and the excelledty of the grace of meek-
neps. The greatest comfort and happiness of
man is sometimes set forth by quiectness, That
‘patice-of conscience which Christ bas left fut a
legacy to his Cisciples, that present sabbatism ol
the soul, which is an earnest of the rest that re-
mains forthe people of Goy, is called “goietness
and assurance for ever,” and is promised as the
effect of righteousness. So graciously bas God
been pleased to entwine interests with-us, as to
enjoin the same thingas a dety, which he propo-
ses and promises asa privilege, Justly may we
say that we serve a good Master, whose “yoke is
easy.” il is notonly easy butsweet and gracions,
so the word signifies; not only tolerable, -but
amiable and acceptable. Wisdom’s ways are
not only pleasant, but pleasantness itself, and all
her paths are peace. It is the character of the
Lord’s people, both in respect to holiness and
h ever they be branded as

prince, Rev. 1. 6, hnzing a dignity above otbars,
and a dominion over himwelf, surely he s hike
Seraiah, !'a quiet pnoce’ It isa reign with
Christ, the transcendent Solomon, uader the
in fluence of whose goiden sceptre there is “abun-
dance of peace as long as the moon endures,”
yen, and longer, for *“of the increase of his gov.
erpment and peace there shall be no ehd.” Quiet-
ness is recommended to usinthe Bériptures asa
grace which we should be endued with, and a
dTy which we should practice. In the midst of
all theaffronts and 1njuries that are or can be
offered us, we must keep our spirits sedate and
undisturbed, and eviden=e, by a calm, and even,
and regular behaviour, that they are so. This
1s quietness. Our Saviour has pronounced the
blessing of adoption upon the peacg-makers, Matt.
v.9; those that are for peace, as David pro-
fesses himself to be, Psalm cxx, 7, in opposition
to those that delight in war. Now, if charity
be for peace-making, surely this “charnty begins
at home,” and is for making peace there in the
first place. Peace in our own ‘souls is some
conformity to the example of the God of peace,
who, though he does not always give peace on
this earth, ‘yet erermore “makes ieace in his
own high-places.” This some thivk is the pri-
mary intention of that peacemaking on which
Christ commands the blessing: it is to bave
strong and hearty affections to peace, to be pea-
ceably-minded. In a word; quietness of spirit
is the soul's stillness ard silence from intending
provocation to any,or resenting provoeation from
any with whom we have to do.

THE FAMILY ALTAR.

'Whe does not feel, on visiting a family where
na altar of devotien has been erected, that there
is a void, a desolation, a spiritnal famine in such
a bousehold ?—that a priacipal pillar 1s wantiog
to support the fabric of domestic happiness, and
togive 10 it :hat symmetry of proportion so indis-

ble to moral beauty? Who does not pity

the pa
in_ﬁume of neglecied duty, on the future charae-
ter of their offspring 7 'T'hrice upor each day,
ﬁ:ﬁqus therr ordinary avocations, to res-
re exhapsted natare td wonted vigor, by partak-
ing of the bounties of Providence; but the hand
that is so kindly, and repeatedly extended to sup-
e et o
said ri thanks goes up, no demon-
these things,” isa lesson which
and enforced, in such a fanuly,

-a®

gutten me

no censer, in which to offer

round which
I He,

!
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rod Wi aggr LR oduplbaghe- % ¢
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ts of such a family, and deprecate the|
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where did she (the Baptist choreb

| s{ to minister 10 hogl_hin sl
10 should have been the High Priest of |
.13 any thing but a spiritoal guide. It
| o ‘he swe l&-unﬂricailMGol;lh‘:
: ‘W hat a contradiction in terimns ! A
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question,
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the interests of the Redeemer’s k

will testify 1o the influence of famnily devotipn,
to reclaim them fiom the paths of vice, in hold-
ingthem back frem practices which must have
been fatal to their virtue and their happiness. —
They look back o the days of their. childhood,
with plous gratitate to God, that He gave them
parents who praglically inculcated the duty of
prayer. Does it sot then become a fearfal thing
to neglect thisdaty ? W hat parents will answer
in the negative ?-—Zion's Advocale.

¥or the Iieeorder and Watchmauw.
“ANTIQUITY OF THE BAPTIST CB.URCH."

No V.

By the time Laurentious gets ioto his third
number, he seems to have forgotten that he had
any positions a{ all to defend. He says any
and every thing that comes to mind, so itis
against the Baptists—epices over as usual with
some spiteful reflections at his opponent—finds
an imagmnary centradiction between Broaddus
and Beoedict, and seems to think he has accoms
plished wonders when he has said a great deal
though it has oply confused the subject. This
and all his other articles may be appropnately
described in one short sentence—"8atis loguen-

tiee, sapienti@ pgrum’’ —they huve adundanceof

words, bit little'of reason. Now any one can
see that were 1o follow him in all s wander-
ings, transeribe from him largely, and reply to
bis words minulely, that there would be no end
to the contraversy. However much then | may
feel Juclined to yetort upon him, and to point out
the fallacy of his reasoning on many particulars,
I must, in merey to the patience ol’our readers,
and for the sake of bringing the controvérsy 1o a
termination, adbere to my original purpose—ia
show wherein ke has failed in supporiing certain
positions, und held him to their defence, . -

here and 1n other places, has been disposed .
a former numbeér; and that the charge of injos-

tice which he Here tries to fix upon me has as |it-|

tle foundation as many other things be has rudely
said against me. He complains of injustice be-
cause | did not transeribe more of his articles—
“as the readers of the Recorder have not seen the
numbers alladed t0o” —forgetting it seems that m

articles were written for the Conference_]ournu{
the very paper ia which his attack was made to
which they were offered as a reply! Had Lau-
rentious exefcised a little more justice himself,
what he has sa hastly charged upon me would

‘have been set down to the account of bis brother

at the head of the Journal: for it is Aus injustice
that caused my articles to appear before readers
who had not seen thoseto which they replied.
As he does mot deny that Aonabaptist was ap-
plied in former times tothe people now called
Baptisis by their enemies, and as il is not “the
history of a name but the(rrevalence of-& princi-
ple’’ that I wish to defend, I shall say nothing
further on thisjpoint at present. :
Laurentious‘has, in truth, but one mairn tangi-
ble position, and that has been disposed of in my
first number. In his first series he stated what

he thought to be Baptist premises, and then pro-
ceeded 10 state what e thought to be the particu-

lars of their hislory, to show that they have no
church according to their premises. Every point
then in the whole discussion rests upbnthe first
position, and has to be tested by Baptist premises ;
and 1n trying the success or failure of any state-

ment two things are to be considered: first, wheth-
er the statement be true; secondly, if true, wheth-

er it comes in collision with Baptist premises so
as to show that lhe{ have no church and act
without aathority. It

sable for the salety of their hypothesis. .1 he
have only contended that their peculiat p
plesand practice are of apostolic origin. Aw,
of this Laurentious ia carrying out the premises
which he bad laid down, refers to principles and

practices to sapport his assertions—‘hat there

a Baptist charch for many cen-

was no vestige 0
e les’ &ec.

turies afler the a

his authorities, the practice of the church, &e.

‘I'he point now to be considered is—has be suc-
ceeded or failed in publishing to the world thut

there was no vestige of a Baptist church in the

world for many centuries after the days of the

Savior—in. b
priginaters—German

place—and the llmn{h century the peri-
od that witnessed it? This is what he has pub.
lished tothe world—"Do any of mg renders say

ding up the Munster [action as

urise ? [ re-

y, she made ber appearance in Germany about
r:{’.)"" 1524 &e. His chief nuthoritiesto prove
thisare Robertson and Guodrich. The extracts
he gave from these furnished an account of the
ﬂlg ar—ofthe fanaticism of Munzer and his
adberents, anducquainted us with the marvellous

‘that they we plists

b .
8 and

found
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and as such that ¢ were l.ll'c‘! uEull-
dence ; dnd this, !k’uill venture 10 say, would be
the case “before

Bat, before proceeding, it is proper o rematk

Jrsenivd

has never been contended
by the Baptists, that their name as a sect hadany .
divine authorily about it, nor have they laid that
stress upon a regular succession that lgfnnmiwu
aitributesto them, and seems to think 80 indispen.

I

'iny' di

A-G'Ik_ te

1 have already, |
think, refuted muny of bis statements respecliog

as their certain]

nabaptists. When all this
MJMI more like it, he exulis)

{ can assure him that we enjoy it much,

- in the first ages is u good denl covered with

et e
ey .

cas : tu.biudiuuuin the land™ I
prejudice against the Baptists does not lessen the
value of evidence offered upon the subjeet of their
history, then prejudice sn their favor does not
If so, Baptist historians are as good authority in
thiscoutroversy as any others, und ifthis be gran-
ted; 1 will soon settle the matter in debate between
Laurentious and mysell.  In what [ said respec-
ting the digerepance in the suatements of his ag-
thors, | am flatly contradicted. 'This is not
strange though after | had been represented as
deficient in “probity, honesty,” and alnost ever
thing repututle. Now let us look at zhe facts.
As | have lost the second Ne.-of Laorenuous’
first series, 1 shall have to tely upon the bvok of
Robertson’s for Ais dates; and | am fortunate
enough to haze the very gsethat Laarentious us-

ed himsell In his Emperor Chasles V. p. 245,

he dates the extravagances of Muncer “one thou-
sand five hundred dnd twenty five” =thst is,
1525." Goodrigh has it 1524. Tomlin sd$s—=
“the Anabaptists of Germany took their rise in
the beginning of the fifieenth century”, that isgin
the beginning of 1500. = Now, I ask, is thete nbt
a discrepancy here, and that too between Tomlin
and Goodricn respecling the same thing—ibe
rise ot the Anabaptisis io Germany? Bat says
Laurentious “Bishop Tomlin was not introduced
by mie 1o prove the origin of thé Anabaptists of
Germany, but their settlement in England.”—
What he wished him to say, and what be actoal-
Iy says may be different. The question now is
—has Tomlin stated what [ auributed to him ¢
The reader can judge by seeing the whole ex-
truct from bim: “The Anabaptists of German
took their rise in the beginning of the fiteenth
century ; but it does not appear thatthere wasany
congregation of  Anabaptists in England aill
the year 1640.” Here the rise of the Anabap-
tists of Germany is distinetly stated, jost as [ rep-
e ed, and then the author gives his_opinion

land.

"Now 1 attached no importance o the two pro-
ceding considerations as arguments ; bot I tho't
they were facts that ought 10 be borne in mind
by the reader in estimating the aathorities addu-
ced by Laurentious. The chief argument was
found in the fact that (hey contradicted other and

better testimony. And, bearing in mind that he
had said that there wits no vestige of a Baptist

church for manv centuries alter the ascension of

Christ, 1 referred 10 the 3rd chapter of Maut,
which I thought probably might be as good an-
thority with Laurentious asany he had adduced.

“In this chapter is an account of an individaal

called John the Baptist, who baptized many

ple; but asthey worshipped Christ and not John,

they were called disciples, and aflerwards chris-
tians, Before they could be baptiged they were
required to “bring forth fruit meet for repentance.”
When baptized it was performed “un Jordan.""—
All this Ithought would do for a “vestige” of a
Baptist chorch—parucularly when compared
with Acts 2: 41. Rom. 6: 4. Col. 2: 12, This
being a intle unpalitable to Laurentious, he re-
sorts to the usual but exploded quibble about in,
and proposes to yield the point if L will show from
the New Testament that “infants were possitive-
ly forbidden the rit of baptism,” ar that “the
primitive christians were called Baptists,” or that
immersed belieders only were admitted to the
Lord’s supper. Now suppose I wereto set 1o
work to €omply with his requests, whatsort of a
controversy should we have? Asthe above pro-
posals are irrelgvant I pass them by at present;
but I promise to comply so suen@as he shall show
L. That infants swere offe
baptism: 2. That the primitive christians were

n by the titles belonging to any of the lead-
t denominations of the present day. 3. That
d, in the days of Christ and his apostles,

ive the Lord’'s supper defore they were im-
ersed:—and this, if he is willing; shall be the

‘subject of our next controversy. But to retarn:

Moshiem, who cannot be suspected of much at-

tachment to the Baptisie, 18 contradicied by the'

statements of Laurentious. He (Laurentious)
had dated :heir origin 1524, But Moshiem says

‘it *is hidden in the remote depths of antiquity,
and is of consequeance extremely difficult to be

ascertained” Now Lhese statements can never

be made to harmonize. Whattook place in 1524

~=cannot be said to be “hidden in the rewote

depths of antiquity.” Seeing thls, heturos away

like the fox which could not reach the grapes, to
express his surprise at those who boast of an ori-
gin so hidden as to be extremel difficalt to be
ascertained ; and he would no

hidden antiguity, L fully belivve that he would |+
feel no hitle picasure conld he find such a pas- |
sage io Moshiem respecling, the arigin of his

own charch. His key and bis paraphrase only
nscribe the confusiun of his mind, aad lea y .
origin of the Ba

3

obvious reason that the bistory of th

— et s

Y |reformation enter

in Eag-. Hher_apd others had auem

1o receive the rite of

. bt have us be- |
lievethat he had rather find hisoriginin 1729,than | ;
covered up in the darkness of antiquity. Bat al-
thaugzh he scees so little to console one in such a | b

_ ists, alias the Anabaptists, |} :
‘#till in the depths of antiquity.  And as hittle as | |,
‘Laurentious sees in this to console

forﬁ
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is it i
claim of she
Aa.hauu.lhllhy were the "o .
of the Waldeuses—this he wished 1o 74
higown church; and on 1he othet hand it
ly clear that he did aot believe that thes
‘ded Trom the turbuolent faction of Gerfps
detl to. But although be.did not allow th
be the “purest wng” of the Waldénses, he
has admiuted them 1o havé desteuded from these

respectable suflerers,”” as is evident from the foli
Y |lowing pategraph: “li miiy be observed then that™

the Mennonites are not entirely in an error w
they boast of their descent from the Walde
Petrobrusiats sbd other anbicnt sebts, who ap
generally considered as witnesses of the trath i
times of general darkness and supersiition, Be-
fore the rise of Luther and Calvin, there lay con-
cealed in almost all the countries in Ex par-
ticuldrly 1n Bohemia, Moravia; Bwitgerland and’
Germany, many persons who wdbered tenacious-
ly 1o the following doctrine which the Walden-
ses &c. muintiined : That the kingdotu of Chiist;
or the vistble churéh which he mtlisbﬂ'on
earth, was an assembly of ffue a ul saints,
and ought therefore !c’:{e inaccessible to the un.
righteous, and also exempt from those institn-
tions which human prudence soggests to oppose
the progress of iniqaity &e. This dbclrike isthe
true sousce of all the pe>uliarities that are to be”
Jfound in the religious doctrine and discipline of
the Mennoniles. And it is most certain that the
greatest part of these peculiarities were approved
by many of those, who, before the dawn of rihe
menlioned. . NIk 7 i1¢ty

The drooping spirits of thesé people whts had
been dispersed throogh many countries,and per-
secuted every where with the gre severity,
were revived when they were ' e

d with success the

laine vol. 2. p. 1R7-8.; Now. it I8 cenain from
the above that Moshiem belieted the Mennonites
to have descended from the Waldei,:éei i—the
leading doctrine of the latter he says is the true
source of all the peculiaritiesin the doctrine &e,
of the former | éind says they were dispérsed in
many countries before the dawn of the reforina-
tion, Now if the Mennonites are not entirely
in an error when they boast of their descent from
the Waldenses and other ancielit sects, then it is
ceriain that they did not originate with the fanatics
of Muoster in the sixteenth century.” And- 1his
confession of Moshiem Laurentioys has very wisc-
ly passed over in s&nce in his rejoinder, a8 will
be seen when 1 come to notice more particularly
what be says about our descent fiom the! Waldea.
‘es. . s N ‘ ..:_ 1 1
Again: To show that Moshieta did not believe
the Mennonites or Anabaptists originated with the
fanatics. of Muonster, 1 quoted the following pas-
sage :_“It is difficult to determine with epftainiy thg’
particular spot that gave birth to that seditious &
pestilential sect of Anabaptists, whode tamultuous
and desperate attempls were equally pefnicions 10
the eause of religion and the civil interests of man<
kind.” Mos. c. 3 Seet. 4th, of Part IL." Upon-this
I remarked that 1t comes in after Moshiem bad giv-
en his opinion about the antiquity of 'the regular
Baptists. This throws Laurentious agdin in that
unpleasant siteation from which hé eannct escape
without calling my veracuy. in question; ' Pretend=
ing not 1o know that by regular Baptisis Was meant
the regular body of Anabaptists whose history Mo~
sheim commenced at the begitiniog of chapter 3rd:

' usi l-y"rk e > ‘d’a
great difference between his Moshie o,
Now however that may l_!!,_,l must inlofr
I have Mc:l-h_iemby :l:;huqm two vols; and th:
understanding the ¢ Baptists” (0
mean as im:Ed_:ed, the regular bod§y of Anabapiist
whose history was begun at the beginning of the
3rd ebap. Whis f@ets in the his fore me aré.
precisely as [ stated. The account of 1he otigin
Anabaptists begins at chapter 3rd and their
is | in the depths of un;tiqmt&_.&-;lu the $th
section of the same chap’er the authof begms hig
aczount of the seditious sect whose hn.m given
atious. Again?
ely the same

so mtinutely in the extracts of Laure
Teo show that he did not mean

e of whose origin he had apon“e.¥&.._ egin
ning of chapter 3rd. it was remarked hl‘hm
wmﬂ And ifu:c ;ntler vill only examr-

! m‘ m G_- A ea 4 r.‘“‘ w
futile is the reasoning of La : ouf sgninst it. —
Mosbhicm designates them &s a pestilential sect of
the ;—Iin this he ¢ '

Socien d'tzh:l:.' m'm . ‘
orderly fraction he declares &

“W hether this sect arose in S
still a poiut of debate.” Here 3g8
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