not believe t ;Mm’s l‘nmily-‘!; and among |
Christians in the apostles’ days, the ri St'm:-s
claimied, and exercised, to deprive the slaves of
‘the blessings of moral and intellectual ¢ mt{ D |
and the privileges of domestic society’ A
in your third letter, when speaking of a slavehold-
er, you say, ‘he may cultivate their’ (the slaves’)
Yntellects, and improve their morals) It is con-
eeded, then, that slavery may exist wit
~ evils which i The right, the
to commit them is not necessary to ensure the
_exercise of the original right of the master, and
slavery does not confer it as you affirm. | |
If instead of right you bad used the word pow-
er, nud had asserted the great danger of cpufiding
such irresponsible power in the handsof apy man,
;phould at once have assented. Thereis quite
abuse enough of this authority to make me regret
its general existence. But the possession of pow-
er is, in itsell, nkither good nor evil. Wt;re 1 in-
vested with despotic power over the whole earth,
there could be manifestly no guilt in this. Good
and evil, right and wrong, would depend on my
use of such power. Mr. Birney, the abolition can-
didate for the Presidency, says, ‘ He wonld have
retained the authority of an emperor ; yet his op-
essions, his cruelties would have ceased: the

pressions, hi

- very temper that prompted them, would have been
suppressed ; his power would have been put forth
for good and not for evil” Now what is this but an
avowal that be could, conscientiously, have held a
vast population in the most abject slavery—hav-
ing power over labor, and property, and liberty,
and life ; and that, in itself, would be no crime ?
The power of the master I therefore admit. I
admit, too, its frequent and shameful abuse, and |I
unite with you in deploring and condemning this
as heinous sin. But to include in the idéa of sla-
very ‘the right’ to oppress and degrade, is to
confound two things entirely distinct, which
really have no sort of coanec tion. '

It is urged, however, that slavery is a sin, be-
cause it does violate those primary rights ‘which
belong to all human beings, and of ' which none

“can deprive them without doing aggrava!elf wrong.
This is your second proposition, in enforcing which i
you consider man,(1.) as an immortal being pre-|
paring for eternity ; (2.) as an intelligent being ca-
pable of knowledge; (3.) as a moral agent bound |
to serve his Creator ; (4.) as endowed with person- ]

al liberty ; (5.) as a fallen creature to whom the !
gospel is sent ; (6.) and, lastly, as sustaining mar-|
ital and parental relations ; and I understand you'
to affiirm, that, in all these respects, slavery is
necessarily an outrage on the rights of man, *To'
“put the matter in a simple light’ you suppose one
to ‘set fire’ to his neighbor’s®house ; to shbot him
as he comes out of it ; to seize his wife and chil-
dren, and keep them as slaves, and fOrbid;Lbem to!
read, and consign them and their offspring to men-
tal inubecility, and deny them the knmﬁedge of
God: and 1 understand you to affirm (fdr other-
wise the suppositon is wholly irrelevant) that slave-
holding necessarily involves all this crime, You |
then remark, that ‘the question before us simply
is, whether this would be criminal U and|add, ‘I
do not see how any intelligent creature can give
more than one answer to this question.” And ver-
ily, so say I; and my only surprise is, that the
yery enormity of your premises did not startle
you, and cause you to suspect error somewhere,
and admouoish you that what yeu supposed to be
sthe only question before us,’ never was, and never
could be; a: guestion at all with any irrlelligem
“creature.

You admit that the holiest men in the bld and
New Testaments were masters of slaves ;| but do
‘you believe they were the monsters of |wicked-
ness depicted in your portrait, or that they viola-
ted all the rights which you have speciﬁei! Sla-
wvery, then, may exist without inflicting tlTese ag-
gravated wrongs. Again, allow me to frefer to]
vour third letter, where the heart of my dear bro-
ther argues, (for the heart hath its reasonings, and
they are often truer than the slow deductions of
the head), and to cite the following languaze. . ‘I
have known Christian slavebolders who have de-
voted themselves throogh life to the weifare, tem-
poral and spiritual; of their slaves, with the spirit
of the most sell-denying missionaries ; anfl who, [
confidently believe, if they could do it with a rea-
sonable prospect of improving the 'condition of
their slaves, would gladly marumit them,{fnd sup-
port themselves by daily labor at the North.—
Such men and women do honor to human nature.

They are the true friends of their race.’lr Now,
fancy ;

here is slavery. Here is no painting o
no impracticable, utopian abstraction ; buf. slavery
as you have known it, and others know it to exist.
And, is this one of the greatest crimes wt‘ich can
Lbe conceived 1  Or isit not here conceded, that
cases may occur where there is, not onlyno guilt
an the act, but no moral'evil in the thing [}
agree with me ‘that if slavery be a sin, if is the
ninméailw duty of masters to abolish it, whatever
h!.heluupt 7 and I say, too, this is théir duty,
whatever be the law of the State. Suppase, now,
_the Jaws of South Carolina should forbidjan adul-
_terer to dissolve his criminal connection ; or re-
‘quire one f her citizens living by piracy] to con-
tinue his rately wicked career. ‘Lhese en-
_actments are felt by all to be impossible, nfhile no
.such emotiens are excited by laws protecting sha-
very ;8 tratl -of itsell showing that, in the instinet-
_ive conciox sness of mankind, slavery is o
_savily in the category of crimes.—Suppgse, how-
ever, such|a code ; and suppose the adulterer and
_pirate she 3ld persevere.in their courses, and plead
- these aws 3 could you—could even your kind
How w ound 10 hear m e

have known Christian adulterers who b
. J @S tbroughlife tnt'he “‘.“. o,

Yoa|.

{ | are one and the same thing.

ory i

— - el — - - ——— —

any case it be justifiable to buman life. Of
all the rights ennmerated by yan, slavebolding
necessarily interfcres only with personal freedom ;
for we have before seen, what is perfectly mani-
fest, that a man may be held in bondage, and yet
be treated in respect as an immortal, iotel-
ligent, moral, fallen, ransomed being, yea and a
Christian brother, and his conjugal and parental
relations be sacredly respected ; which I take to

be the exaet precept el. The
the sight of God,

al liberty which every man is 5
a state of nature !

- Most affectionately; dear brother,

Yours, R. Furier.

THE RECORDER.

'RALEIGH, SATURDAY, FEB, 22, 1845.

Tr.niu.—-'l‘wo dollars per annum payable in all cases
in advance.

0@~ Orders, payments, &c. &c., for the Recorder, by

persons visiting Raleigh, may be lefl at the Book Store

al Tumer and Hughes.

Bro. James M. Tuomas will please accept of ou:

thanks for his attention, and for his handsome list of
new names. The papers are all sent, as ordered, {rom
1st Januury.

Died, in Tarboro, Edgecombe county, on the 1ith
inst., at an advanced age, Hexry Austiy, Esq. a wor-
thy citizen, and a highly respectable member of (he Bap-
tist church. Brother Austin was the first Ticasurer ol
the N. C. Baptist State Convention. . ke was an excel-
lent officer, an enterjrising church member, and an in-
telligent and liberal disciple of Jesus Christ. lie has
leit bebind him a widow, several children, and a large
circle of friends and acquaintances to mourn their luss.

THE CHRISTIAN POLITICIAN.

There is something about this brether DBrisbane,
which, notwithstanding all lus laults, commends iisell
to our favor. When he takes occasion to remark on the
preduftions of his opponents, he has the magnaniuity
to ineert the articles remarked on—ihus giving his read-

| ers some chance to see and judge for themscives. The

dishonest trickery so commonly resoried 10 by reltgious
papers down East, of inserung garbled [ragmenis, or
suppressing the articles en tofo, while the =aid articles
are made a theme of remark, and often of misrepresen-
tation, seems not as yet to have been adopted by him.
This virtue is so rare in these days of fanalicism, abo-
litionism, and editorial mischief-making, that we con-
sider it entitled to ovr special notice aud commenda-
tion.

We should publish his entire article, but for the fact
that a'large proportion of -our paper is now occupied
with the letters of Dra Wayland and Fuller. 1t may
be observed, however, that most of his remarks relate
to the| man Torrey, the facts of whose case are well
knowfp, and in relation to which there is now noground
for desputation.

On {he union of religion and patriotism, he says he
concuss with us, provided that, by religion be meant
Chrisl‘anity.:and by patriotism be meant philanthropy !
We see no need for disputing aboat words.

The following -reply to our questions is entitled lo
consideration :

Sabbath breakers and gamblers were not in good
standipg in the apostolic churches. Aud consequently
no exhortations were addressed to them as such. Nor
were slaveholders (andrapodistes) in good standing in
churches; neither were they ever exhorled by the apos-
tles. | But in the exhortations to sinuers generaliy, 1o
repent, and do justice ana love mercy, &c., slaveloiders
were included as well as Sabbath hreakers and gamblers.
To this question | answer, Yes. The proofl s
found in that notable passaze, *The law ‘s made for
men stealers.”  And the word is andrapodistes, which
w ithotit question means dealers in men, or slavelioiders.
Why it was translated ** men-stealers” 1do not Know,
since il undoubtedly applies as much to those wlo buy
or sell/men, as o those who steal them.  And i this
be not|correct eriticis:n [ would thank brother Meredith
to set me Tight.  But this isnot the only passage that
condemns siavery— {[ thou mayest be male free use
it rather,” is as much a coindemnation of slavery as
though the apostle had directly said, Your master per-
petralés a wrong in perpetnating your slavery.  Asio
what is said a“out Christian masters being exhorted
how lg act lowards slaves ia that relation, it 1=all a beg-
ging of the question, for that is yet to be proved.—/
Christian masters are exhorted in regard 1o ** servants,” |
not * slaves.”

Herp, it will be observed, the argument is evaded by
the denial of the fact, that the persons addressed as
masters in the New Testament, were slaveliolders. In
Dr. Wayland's sixth letter, a document whicl has been
indorsed , we believe, by all abolitions, both great and
small, from Cape Cod to the Pacific Ocean, we read
the following:

“In the epistles the relation between mastersand slaves
is several times adverted to. T will quote, so far as ]
remember, all the passages which are considered to he
of importance in the settlement of thisquestion.” Here
follows the quotation of the passages alluded to, ainong
which are 1 Tim. 6. 1—5, and Col. 4. 1.

Here, it will be observed, our friend Brishane has got
to overturn the broad concession of Ds. Wayland, and
the thousand and one abolitionisis, who cry in his train.
When he has done that, if he will come to us, we will
band him over to the Christian Seeretary, who will
probably be able to show him on his fourth page, among

| his old advertisements, as much evidence of the fact de-

nied, |as they bath, with “the friend at cur elbow” ad-
ded tp them, will dispose of in some time. When all
this shall be gone through with, if our friend B. will
come back to us, we may perhaps have something to
say about his andrapodistes.

But we are told, in reply to our second query, that
the aposties did distinctly condemn slavebolding, and
that the proof is found in 1 Tim. 1. 10, “The law is
tnade for men-stealers.” This is all very well as far
as itizoes. But still there is one small maiter lacking,

ly, the proof that a slaveholder and a manstealer,

>

‘We wonder if brother Brisbane ever owned a horse, If

e '.heé , he must be, by his own showing, so far as we

, 8 hﬂ#l.fbﬂ‘ﬁr—in plain Eoglish, a horse-

~Ttis, to say the least, much to be regrelted that Dr.
ayland and others, who hamwmﬂ itlen on the anti-slav-
had not been favored with

‘when the only issuc is,

ry of bro'her Brisbane. [lad they |

;".ma_qnot_tﬁ;onof
:-_!-_':!_' .. |

i - - y

that single would have put an end to the dis-
cussion, saved a mdth-udhﬂt.uﬂjm
the poor discomfited .slaveholder withiout a nook or
corner in which (0 hide his thievish face. Unfortunate.
ly, however, for the whole tribe of abolitionists, bro
Brisbane’s discovery comes too Jate. The Dr. has tak-
en his position, and has irretrievably committed himsel(
to sort of L b

From the foregoing it would seem that abalitionists | st

" i

they shall come to be agreed among them
specting the ground on which the slaveholdes

monition. :

One word respeeting the arfument drawn from the
advantage of freedom. *If thou mayest be made free
use it rather.” The argoment is this: Freedom is good ;
therefore slaveholding i8 sinful ! The same apostle
said, 1 would that all men were even as [ myself.” 1
Cor. 7. 7. Sec also vera's 1 and 8. The argument is
this: Celebacy is good: therefore marriage is a sin !—
Severe logic this. Wonder if brother B. would'nt make
a good Roman priest. Wonder il he is a married
maan. .

~ VERBIAGE.

We find the following =erap in the last Christian Re-
flector.  We bave marely met with an article of the same

length, which conlained more words about nothing.—
The editor affects 10 misunderstand, and thereby tries to

misrepresent, the fragment referred to; but bad he pub-
lished the entire article, instead of the aioresaid garbled
extract, his readers would have comprehended the mat.
ter, his own verbosily to the contrary notwithstanding.
Havimg declined the condition, we wiil not say from
whal motive, on which we hal proposed to publish
the whole of Dr. Wayland's letters, he thereby let pass
the only opportumity he ever had, or perhaps ever will
have again, to secure the publication of the said lellers
ina Southern paper. This is quite incomprehensible,
hawever, to the sagacious and magnanimous editor of
the Christian Reflector. Troublous times these for ab-

oliton’sts.  And stul, it strikes us, they bave pet yet
seen the worst

“Tue ExTexT or ovR Eprromisn Responsrerimrr.—
We fiud in Zion’s Advocate the following paragraph
crvdiied to t.e Bicical Recorder, of North Carolina.

dtis obvious to all the world, that, if Dr. Wayland's
letters arc not published at the South, the editor of the
Retlector may thank his own courage and magnanimity
lor the falore,

We wonder that so high a compliment escaped
our particalar nolice in s ongmal cobnection. Latle
did we anticipate in Lhe culset of our editorial cascer,
that the Luue was coming when we should be res ponsi-
ble, not only for what we do or neglect1o doourselves,
but for what all the editors of the South decliue to do;
and that so mighty and extensive would our influence
and repalution become that facts like this would be ob-
vious ‘to all the world” Verily, the Christian Reflec-
tor is making wondrous advances. By how slight a
turn, do we utterly annihulate the independence of the
whole Southern press! A little artiul manwuvering on
our part, will suflice to prevent all the editornal chival-

ry of the South ftom the mainlenance of its ewn rights
and howors!”

NU RETORT.

Massacnvserts axp Scura caroriNa.—The editor
of the N. C. Bibpeul Recorder in copymng our article in
i relerence 1o 1E teatment of Mr. Hoar, saye: * One
would sappose fiom the uhove, that Massachusells Lad
never known any thing atout popular riots, and that
the accounts about Lvining c nients—making war by
night on a few delenceiess nuns, &c. &e,, were all a
fabrication. And one would be apt to cunclude oo,
from the same data, ithat the historical records in relaiion
to the buroing and hanging of witches, and the expelling
of Quakers and Baplisis, on account of their religious
opintons, were all a mere matter of romance linmacu-
late Mass chusetts, how much it is to be regretied that

history, and even the journals of the present day, have
so sadly dishonored thy fdir fame !

Now aithough we have very litlle “ state pride,” yel
we must conless that such a paragraph as the above
rather tends to arouse it.  Ogpe actof a lawless mob dur-
ing the present generalion, and lwo inslances of |~0pulm
delusion, one or two centuries ago, are charged on Mas-
sachuseuis.  Very well, we will noggetor:, for as we
made no invidious comparison hetween the two slates
then, so we shall make none now.

‘The Recorder goes on 1o say thal we * represented
the people of South Carolina as excited solely by fear;
—and what is stil]l more wondertul, fear of Mr Hoar,

who assured them that he would not fight, and that he
was loo old to run.”

Not so * wonderful” afterall. Nothing is more ob-
vious o the whole world than thal the state of South
Carolina was moved by fear— yes fear in their treat-
ment ol Mr. Hoar—that fear which resorts in Lot haste
to biustering and a disregard of law. We said that the
treatment of that gentleman was * a confession of weak-
ness and insecunity really humiliating,” and we added,
« thank Heaven, Massachusetls is not yet afraid to sul-
fer the laws of the country to be tested within her bor-
ders, anl may the day be distant when she will be

brought into the position now occupied by her sister
State.”

Nothing is more clear than that South Carolina did
fear to have the proofs of her oppressions brought to
light, and her deeds tested in the supreme judicial tribu-
nal of the Jund.  And because Mr. H. would neither
fight nor run away she leared him the more. It was
the noble principle of freedom, and regard for the rights
of all the citizens of his state asrepresented by him that
she fearel—anot kis physical power; and her lears
could not be allayed lilhe was expelled irom her bor-

ders.

The foregoing is from the last Christian Watchman.
From tlie first two paragraphs we are left to infer, that
the editor, alter a little reflection, has concluded that it
is best not 1o throw stones™ He says he will not retort
&c. Had he made thia statement before his late alle-
gation against South Carolina, and his present charge a-
bout fear, oppression, &c. we] should have known bet.
ter how to understand it. |

In the latter part of his article the editor institutes a
new issue, which is adroitly concraled from his readers
by enppressing a part of the paragraph from which he
quotes. lis larmer article, which called forth our re-
marks, was ortensibly, and in fact, predicated on Mr,
Hoar's official report; a part, or the whole of which,
was published at the time in the Waichman. In that
report Mr. Hoar had represented the citizens of Charles-
ton as having been excited by what they considered an
insull from Massachusetts. The Walchman, in his re-
marks on the same, represented them as having been
excited only by fear. This we said, and say still, and
the Watchman now virtually concedes it by changing
the question, wasa misrepresentationof the facts of the
case, .

e Watchman still insists, however, Mr. Hocr 1o
the contrary notwithstanding, that the South Carolinians
were exciled solely by fear, and in part by fear of
Mr. Hoar. As he lays clam to a apecies of perception,

or intuition, not claimed by Mr. Hoar, nor any one tlse

%0 far s we know, and certainly not by ourselves,
ki cigmn Rt o arion i, wih b ol
Ay we should think tolerably obvious

f Massachusetls, did not have
dear of that State, as a Siale, and
i avowed positions. This, we

convicted of wrong, we reckon it will be " :
for those of the South to give ear to their notes of ad- | p

1 .h‘f.@uﬂo letters to bro. .Hooper, contain some

good things, but there are several curls and crooks that
need straightening. ['should like that he would revise
and somehow amend or qualify, himsell. If nab, that
some of your correspondents who have time, talent, and
spiritual discernment, would undertake to rectifly knot-
ty places. I will refer some one who may undertake
i, 10 a few—Recorder no. 46. “There is not a single
instance of the preaching of the gospel to the thoughtless
and impenitent sinner accompanied with public prayer
recorded in the New Testament.” There is the fact.—
Letussecifitisa fact? Read Acts. 7. Did not Ste-
phen preach the gospel in detail as recorded there i—
Who constituted the audience? The council who con-
demned, and ihe multitude who stoned Stephen to death.
Did Stephen call them stiff-necked, and uncircumcised
in heart? And were they not thoughtiess and impeni-
tent sipners? Read ver. 60. Did not Stephen kneel
down and pray with a loud voice for them ? Is kneel-
ing down in a public assembly, and praying with a
loud voice, public or private prayer? Then how dors
the fact stand? Again, our brother writes, “we do not
read of public prayer being made by any one in con-
nexion with the preaching of the gospel.” What were
the disciples doing with one Accord, in one place, on the
morning of the Penticostal revival? Did they continue
in prayer jrom day to day, unconnected with the preach-
ing of the gospel 2 Why does bro. Johnson pray before
and alter, in connexion with his sermons? [ have not
lime 1o enlarge, and a word 1o the wise is cnough.
Further, | do not remember particulars, and have not
time to examine, but if | mistake not, bro. Johnson's
views on religious excilements, sound very much like
the language of certain men, when witnessing a reli-
gious excilement, who =aid, *these men are fu!l of new
wine.” Neither do | think Paulinus bas mended the
matter, but runs a bead of bro. Johnson ; and appears so
averse 1o a little noise in religion, that he ie even mn ad-
vance of those who said, * Master reluke thy disci-
ples;” for he assumes the autlorily to rebuke those
minisiers who weep between the porch and altar, and
poor sinners who cry alowd for mercy, and even to
charze them with wicked motives. Indeed the
ton of Paulinus’s numbers, one would suppose, thal if
he had been present, w! en Bartimius cried qut, “Jesgs
thou =an of David, have mercy upon me ;" that he (P.)

would kave calied out in the tone of the stafl-man, keep
silence.

Now, reader, do not suppose that [ would justily the
extravagances of the wild Baplists descrited by bro
Hooper, who so abuse protracted meelings, as fo stir
up a conlused noise, more like a corn-shucking fralick,
than the solemn and deep feiched sighe, and cries of
mourning sinners ; or the heart felt glorifications in the
grate ol God, expressed in countenance or by voice, of
delivered captives. Yel to borrow an idea of Jonathan
Edwards, who I think a good standard on religious ex-
citements, I do not know which is the greatest evil in
the abuses of the gospel. “All heat and no light; or
all Iight and no heat” A true gospel revival must
have to do with all the faculties of the soul, the pas-
sions as well as the understanding.

Now to wind up these off-hand hiats, it is not likely
that either bro. J. or P. is a Boanerges, a weeping Jere.
miah, or an awakeniog Buayan or Whitfield, and would
be out of their element in a revival; and if so, some
stammering exhorter might awaken more sinners in cne
hour, than either in a year. Therelore, they may be
as unfit to wiite about revivals, as to be fit instiuments
n a revival,

Yet il they were to preach about taptism,
close communien, electirn &c—might far excel John
Bunyan or Whitfield. [ have as little confidence ia the
opinions ol ministers opon the subjéct of revivale, whose
labors have never proven successful in the awakenings |
and solid conversions of xinners, os | would have intle
lectures of a furgeon, who bad attempted the practice
of surgery, and failed in nine cases out of ten; and as
little confidence in those ministers, whose converts have |
generally proven deceivers or deceived in therr religion.
They may see, and tell of many emors in revivals, bot
may not know bow to lead or to direct others in revi-
vals. I [ guess right, | hope that some sound, experi-
enced, spiritual revivahst, would take wup the subject
close]y, and set things right ; for it must be admitted on
all sides, there are abuses of gospel order, in modern 1e-
vivals of religion. * W hile the unworthy author of these
hints, must believe, that both Dr. Johnson and Pauli-
nus, have far missed the mark, in their attempts 10 cor-
rect the errors vpon this subject.

[ wish it understood, that my remarks are not design.
ed as an answer or a review of either of the publications
allunded 10, hut a mere hint, to shew the necessity of a
prayerful, scriptural, and detailed discussion upon the
subject. 8o that, if possible, a union of sentiment may
be brought abaut in our desomination.

OBSERVATOR.

For the Recorder.
TO THE REV. A. B. SMITH.

Rev, Sir: As you have more than once alluded to
me in your pamphlet on the mode of baptiem, and your
very unchristian-like eommunication publishied in (e
Southern Christian Advocate of the 17th Jan, 1845,—1
think justice to myself and the cause of truth, requires
that | should set you right on some points vpon which
you are evidently wrong. In the first place, the great
revival ol religion of 1843, commenced early in the
Spring wilh the Baptist church at Ceder Croek, and
spread in diflerent parts of the county,and in the course
of the year between one and two hundred persons were
added lo the churches by baptism, and among them a
goodly number of Methodists who had i
fied with the sprinkling of their church. The of
immersion had;o!mhahddinllunimhdlhpo-
ple of Anson and Richmend, that Mr. Durant of Anson,
and Mr. Bradl ey ofRich mond, were compelled 1o lead
several of their prople down into the water like Philip
did the eunuch, and as Mr. Weslcy says, baptise them

S— e

i e Boralicirs gl
ina L an ;l“:' . B .
face foremost. Well, [ suppose ;'_:;g had '
ter be bunied faca { stall,

&s it may, our friend was not pleased wig ty
ment; for he appeared o one of out ministers g™
tius did to his friend Achilles, and called fo
thapte me. Under these circumstacees it was .
dent, unless this devil of immersion, as the q.‘“'"’
say, could be whipped out of the consciences ol ey
ple, infant sprinklng must ﬂl'lotlum"
# the Methodist church. Hence the mighty gy
Mr. Bmith and bis co-adjutors 10 coneral from gy .
ple the evidence which the Bible furpiskes iuﬂ:
immersion. The first atiempt at any thing like , '
mon on baptism, that | recollect, was ddi"tmd'.‘
vetby the Rev. John Tarrant in the spring or Sty
I was not present on that oceasion, but SUCCoedeg
some difficu’ty in getting a few sweet morsely f‘:
discourse, from which 1 learned that he M'.”.
use of the Greek prepositions, my favourie
words, and pm-red fo a demonstration: that, 1o g
them as the Baptists do, Zacheus wen! up the iy
of the tree, like a rabbit.

This was a brilliant discovery, almost eqm}b&~
made by Mr. Smith from the same preposition, ge,
ly. that, 10 baptise in the river Jordan, means “&h
grounds of Jordan. The eflortof Mr. Tarrasf fuig,
give satisfaction. The Baptists still went on
and baplising : consequently Mr. Smith war calied iny
being the best qualified 10 masage a bad Caue.

Mr. Smith, you say | started mn front, but onp g,
action was enough for me, tending no douts g gy,
the impression that [ had other opportunies 10 e
you, and had backed oul.  Now, sir, for your i,
I have the plearure of sying, lam still on e f,
wilh my armour on,and while you and Mr. Pan,
have been engaged in the great battle, | have haj yuy
al skirmishes with ministers and laymen i wha |
flatter myself, | bave had the advantage, as Gy loy
neves showed any disposition 10 renew the fight |
neve: had one close acion with you on egual fromg
and butone on any groum! whatever. | uoexpecng
tieard your sermon on the subject of baptism at Qe
al the close of which you made an appoiniment o pmg
on the mode, and saud that any brother or £eiong
would bave an opportumity 1o seply. | acorpied &
propos tion, and met you. You dsd not make i o
venient o get there untl aflter 12 0%clock. Youfme
cupred abou! three hears, afler which an misgnass
was necessary.  Thes came my tesn.

[admil | was very much embacrassed ; aad pyen
sarrassment was increased by the very uanimd g
ment from a portion of youwr comgeegation, musy o
whom [ know professed io be young convens, bumg
the gracious revival of which youspeak in yours pems
Alas, bow litle they resembled the followess of &
meek and lowly Jesus, assembled for the pugeme ¢
iearning the truth relative to an ondinance of his bow
Your own conduct on that day was far from blanels
for after [ had patiently beard you through, s wha
time you read longly om Adam Clask and oibers, I
lempied to read a few short extracts from Dr. Wall
otlier pedo-baptist authors, you got wp by my side,s
the sacred stand, and declared in the lace of ik, md
that large assembly, that Dr. Woll weosa Doyt wd
that you could read all day frgm AMethades. cmiban b
prove your docuiine! Now sir, you elther did not kun
wuth. IF yu did not know, which mast haie b
the case, it may cause some people 1o think you s
quste so high up tbe hill of science as you suppos -
Il you did know, it proves you 10 be destitute of 2 jey
unportant qualification lor a minieter of the gospel
[ con assare you that | am tmily sony to be compé
led thus to wrile ; but it scems that youare determins
10 publish your misrepreseniations far and pear: e
lore seems 1o me that forbearance is no longer a vt
L shall reserve a farther consderation of you and you
pubiications for fulure mumbers of the Recorder.

DL INGRAM.
Lilesville, N. C,, Jan. 30th, 1845,

For the Recorder.
Dear Bro. Menrpiru:

a few words from one whose mind has been for s
lime engaged in an examination of this matter
real wilh mingled feelings of pleasure and diss pprobatis

llhe commnunications lalely published in the Record= §

Pleased, because of the imprevieg state of the pals
wind, with regard to what may justly be calld @
ebusz, of these “excilements,” that segms 1o be po

there appears 1o be a bittorness and coldness calpuiod

ture is capable; and because | think there is disor=
ble an exbibition of a principle abiding wih a pred &
Ny men, viz: & want of independence in boldly ™
clone expressing their sentiments wpon a subject, bt
ways ready 10 join in the “hue ani crv,” whes 8¢
bave a »D. D" or “Professar” 1o lead off. Ie B4
however, | may be, and trust | am, mistaken. Now?
Justification of the practice of calling up moumners ¥
prayed for, [ have not one word to say. It is allogh®
unscriptural, and consequeaily should be abundesed -
And though 1 have at times eogaged in it, it wasalva®
with some feclings of mingiving regarding ite propre's

asked tbem 10 come forw ard, not so moch with a ve¥
praying for them, as 10 bave an opporta ity of ksewisf
who amorg thew might be concerned about their 08
salvation, and (0 instruct them as far as  might bestit
and encourage them on their way to heaven. But ™
alive 10 “religious excitements,” we have accossls &
several in the New Testament, besilles abundant s
tations to promote them. “Strive lo enler in a! the £3
gate.” “Give cll diligence 1o make your calimg 4
election sure” “Work out your salvation wilt i
and trembling,” and many otber passages might be §°*
ted which plainly imply an mntense exertion or 0955
ment of the miod wpon religions subjects; not = P
10 be sure, but that our “zeal. pecrt
ing lo knowledge,” for without thil

as they bave ofien done, run into

“Prove all (hing=." says an Apostle, hold fas

o M

according 10 the practice of the first cburch by immer-

!;ﬂﬂ. q_u

what Dr. Wall was, or vou did not intend o tell te |

As there seems to be considerable interest exhibind §
i various quarters upon “religlous excitcments,” slis 8

1 b §

vailing; and grieved, because in some of these wide

1o chufe and wither the best feelings of which oo - 3

and generally with an explanation to the peopie, “!

«reesmbraceb ANl



