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they have encountered, and it is be Loped

" ous Norwegians the thanks of a patriotic

~Christ, and to their God; and therefore

— I X TR T I T T L7 R

Finally M. M. Rolier and Bezier em-
harked on Thursday on board the North
Star, dnd arrived in London the [ollowing
Sunday in good health.

After bavipg communicated with the)
French authorities they y\'ill lenve in an
tour from—this—for Toursvia_Saint=-Mulo,
and will go to give an.account of their ex-
traordinary voyaze to the heroie men who
Lave undertaken the dangerous and diffi-
cult direction of the affuirs of France.
AL M. Rolier and Bezier are two charm-
ing young men both under thirty
yeurs of age. They are full of patriotisin
and ready again to confront the dangers of
their country. Surely no one on the field
of battle hus encountered such perils as

for the houor of France that they ‘will be
rccnnqﬁ'nacd by eome public distinetion,
We cannot resist the desire to publish a
translation of some verses which was ad-
dressed to them by the best poet of Nor-
wey, M. James Lie, and we cannot close
without addeessing to the good and gener-

heart for the marks of sympathy they have
shown 8o hborally to the two Frenchwen
cast upon their #oil by the tempest.

The Prussinn atrocities can .exasperate
our heart ; but prools of aflection moisten
vur eyes, upd tears ave much more potent
than anger. Yes indeed ! such marks ol
sympathy as these nre sume consolation for
the selfish indifference of the governments
towards our country. And is it not
strango that France which hasulways been
g0 prodigal of her blood for the deliverance
of the oppressed and the ensluved, which
has unfurled her banner of liberty in both
the old and the new world; and which
agonizes to day without a single voice bhe-
ing raised to protest against her oppressors;
~is it not strange 1 say, that the only ery
of hope and of love, in her behalf should
come from a people for whom she has done
that the only hearts that beat
to-day with-generous impulses towards her
are those of them far.awny under the polar
sky!

nothing ?

A. Le Mavor,
London, Wednesday, Dece. 7, 1870,

The Sony sung at the Entertainment of
o0, Nov, 1870, at CnrISTIANIA,

At this.hour over the plains of Fiance
pr(?d in tears, soars the storm. The
flames devour her citics and her

Behind  ber

villages,
tricolored flag, symbol of
liberty, she Jies stretohed out in her griefl.
Overwhelmcd in her calamities she finds
her safety in her noble deeds !

Nothing now but Aope reamnins, 0
France, for thy sins! And Hors is the
most kovercign power on carth ! In her
promises 8" ¢ awakens all the energics of a
mighty power ! Lt is Aope that draws from
the remotest corners of their country the
warriers who delend it, '

These noble hearted youths who have
passed-over the. ocean in  mid-air, full of
burniog cournge and patriotic faith, and
lur whom the sorrowing tempost hus been
but the hand that guided tlem, prove that
Faith_ and Hope are the  salvation of
France,

Vive la France! Long may France live,
and long live her tricolored banner which
still hears aloft emblazoned on hee folds,
HOPE for her in her hour of wdversity!
Tlie banner of three eolours will yet ho tor

the nution of Franee, the rainbow of liber-

ty.
e — oo o
For the Christian Messenger,
REV, MRe CURRIE verens ¢ WENT.

WORTIL?”

No. 3.

Our reviewer is horrified at the eonclu-
sions to which we drive our readers, Rev,
Mr. Currie says: ** Are not those witnesses
according to Wentworth's showing, dishon-
est men?’ ¢ If Wentwaorth be trut!iful,
his witnesses nre fulse o thome: lves, 10
tieir ordination vows, to the Church of
they are not competent witnesses,” * In-
consistent, illogieal, and untruthful men
as Wentworth makes his friends appear,
cannot speak with sathority™ - If Pedo-
baptist winisters believed the Baptist be- |
lief to be wae, aud yet t'mght and prac-
Uced an antdgonistic systemi,” thiey would

he of all men the wost disrepu ml)lu. and
the most  migerable,”(! ). “ He" (Went-
worth) suceeeds tolerab'y we'l, in the Visi.
tury in making his witne-ses nppeir 10 s
Nithe wry inc mpistent and absard posi-
tons,” In his onslaughit on De. Cramp, Rey
Mr. Cur. e says: “IFDr, Cramp's wisstate.
ment be true, Wesley's whole life wus one
of dis onesty, and eraftiness, and deceit, —
If John Wosley, cguld have been guilty of
such gross duplic y, as is involved in Dr,

-

(qlmhltiun?) “ tlm
memory of Wesley ought to be allowed,
with all possible rapidity, to perish, and ev-
ery lover of Methodism should blush at the

(;lumps nccusation'’

\'vry mention of his name. . (Ohe! Jam sa-
%is.) ¢ Wentworth ought - to knew: that
the immersionist policy of trying to sus- |

tain his creed by the alleged admissions
and confessions of Pedolaptists is decidedly
mirchievous. When diseriminating per-
gons, not yet conseerated to the Hcr\'icu of
Christ, hcar from o Baptist pfulpit, or read
in a ] Japtist publication, the statement
that the most eminent and pious divines of
the, Presbyterian  Church, and of the
Church of England, and of other Pedobap-
tist churches; have again and again confes-
sed that thoy teach and practice what they
know to be antagonistic to the word of
God, what are those persons to think?"—
(Sure. enough) ¢ Such persons must, il
they are dlsinterested and thoughtlful hear-
ers or readers, certainly conceive that eith-
er the parties who prof #s to quote, or the
parties said to be quoted fromy; are, or
were, knaves or imbeciles,
case the cffect

and in cither
must be mischievous. The
above deliverances wll  pass among the
more ** diserimmating” of Rev. M.
rio’s readers as mere buncombe.

Cur-
Have our
authors made the concessions given in our

quotations? That is the question now,—.

We answer whether our authors are ¢ in-
competent,” ¢ self-condemning,” ¢ incon-
sistent,” ** antruthful,” * most disreputa-
ble,” **most miserable,
“ imbeciles

“ knaves,” ov
' or not, they have made the
concessions couched in our guotations. We
challenge Rev. My, Curric to disprove our
answer,  That is what he should have do e
if it had been pus\‘ihh', in his rejoinders,

But it were easier for him to manufacture
a string of appellatives to be applied to
our.authors om the supposition thut they
did make the concersions alleged, I\'(%th« r
Mr. Currie nor Wentworth is to be held re-
sponsible for the inconsistency of Pedobaptist
scho'ars; nor for any evil consequences re-
sulting therefrom. The main issue —the
issue between Mr, Currie and Wentworth
~—i8 this: Have they made the concessions
quoted by Wentworth? We maintain that
they have, Rev. Mr, C. has not proved
the contrary,. But we think it docs not
require u very keen vision to. differ-
enze betwoen and men
who are “illogical,” ¢ un-
trathful,” *¢ disreputable,” ¢ miserable,”
“ knaves,” and ¢ imbeeiles.”  But if Rev.
Me. Currie wishes to eatologue our authors
umler such designations,

gCO N0
inconsistent men

¢ dishonest,”

let him “proceed,
The gentleman will only refs> o laugh at
his wild extravagance,

What nuthors have wesummoncd to the
witnoss stand? It will hs well to give the

list, They are the following: Meyer, Ols.
hausen, DeWette, Newnder, Mosheim,

Schleiermacher, Hahn, Hagenbach, Lobe-

gott Lange, J. P, Lange, Tholuck, Drese-
ler, Bannigarten-Crucins, Corrodi, G, C.

Knapp, De Presscnse, Johin Henry Blunt,
(in his Dietionary of Doctrinal and Histo-
rical Theology), Dean Stifiley, Blomifield,
Archhishop Tillotson, Bishop Nicholson,
Dr. Whll, Doddridge, Whitcfield, John
Wesley, Adum Clark, Dr, George Camp-
hell, Bishop Taylor, Chalmers, Jocohi, Dr,
Fdward Boecelier, CProfessor Stuart, Dr
Anthon, Liddel and Scott, Dr. Edward
Robinson, Dr. Lyman Coleman, Dr, Seliaff,
Archbishop Hughes, Dr, Fairbairn, Dr, C.
Hodge, Dr. A, A, Hodge, Conybeare and
Howson, Dr. Lemard Woods, [low
many, and which of tlu-m, came under the

inexorable eross v\umnltl m of Rev, Mr,

Currie?

The following : J, P, Lange,
Beecher,  Jacobi, Neander, Hagenbach,

Knapp and Wesley. The latter is de-
fended, more cspecinlly agninst the wicked
misrepresentations of Dr, Cramp. But our
eritic does not oceupy much space in his
novel wmethod of cross-examination. He
devotes himself principally to the easier,
and, to him, the more congenial task of
ondgelling ¢ Anabaptists,”  Wentworth,
Dr. Cramyp, et cetera, Considerable spaec
is taken up by Rev. Mr. Currie, with a

y | discussion of the subject of Baptisa from

his own vast resourees of (f()lltl'“\'l‘lﬂl 'l w IN-
dom, and in this discussion he calls to his
aid Moses, Ezekiel, Isaiah, and Dr' Timb-
thy Dwight. Maoses and Izekiel do him
the best service on the question of Chris-
tinn Baptism. When he finds be is muk-
ing sorry work in discussion, he resorts to
hig voeabulury of appellatives, and rdlicves
his joded mind by alusing someindy or

rotiething. and, anon, he amuses himself |

with ‘protty little: episodés. on  Christian
charity, designed for the especial edifica-
tion of the ** Anubaptists.”

Tho first of our authors cross-examined
is J. P, Lange,  Well, and what does he
elicit from him? That he hught und proc-
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ticed infant ,’“l't‘“"" That has as mueh ' perngraphs from Jacobi’s article on Bap- ‘ Neander say that, and a sgreat deal more

to do with the matter in dispute as the so-
lutign of a problem in Geometry las to do
‘with the question whether “the: Rev. Mr.
Curric is compos mentis. e carcfully
concenls Lange's concessions, and concludes
his _cross-examination

with 0

species of |
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;,m-cnn.\dv, in which
signed to iosert Lange's
sions, but Mr, Currie hus already
more than he knows what to do with,
Parsing by his attempt to  throt-
tle Dr. Beecheff we poor Ja-
cobi, \We quote our critic entire on this
case, It is so instructice.

he excels,
here

come to

Mark how Ja-
cobi is examined by Mr. C , aud then how
he cross-examines the mun, to whone
¢ Theological Werks” our reviewer has ne-
ver had necess, OhL! well,

you can get ‘along without access to any

friend Currie,

 Theologieal Works.” You are so cle-
ver,
v Y JACOBI EXAMINED,”

“ Wentworth puts Rev. Mr. Juebi; a
German clergyman, on the stand.  Jacobi
taught the doetrine of infant taptism in his
pulpit, and baptized the infunt childven of
of his people.,”  (What. pulpit,
people?) - Wentworth,

snd  what
however, tries to

make Jucobi confess that he is a very dis--

honest man '’

~ (Shame on Went.
worth!) ¢ Jucobiaccording to Wentworth's
manipulationy appeirs to be a tolerably fuir
"»:ll»lim”

)'uu'

(bating his dishonesty) * and to
aduut that the Baptist beliel
though Jucobi's pulpit teaching, and his
practices in the house of God, Lave been
radically untagonistic thercto, 1If
true, s Wentworth indieates,

it be
that Chiris-
tinn winisters way- manifest such capri-
ciousness as Jacobi, in Wentworth's hands,
appears to do, it were no wonder il infi-

delity should more and more abound, and

that many should learn to look with con-

tempt upon the whole Christinn systom”
*$ JACOBI CROSS-EXAMINED,"

* Unhapply, we have not access to -Ja-
cobi's Theological works. The peculiar
way, however; in which Wentworth dis-
misses his witness is rather suggestive.’ —
(It is, indeed.) ¢ Wentworth, after at-
tempting to show, by Jacobi, that infant
haptism is an ¢ innovation,’ an * intrader."”
(Gentle veader, Mr. C. is simply giving
owur comments, not anything we quated, or
pretended to quote, from Jacobi) ** a * sub-
verter,” and “wegng,” and ‘wicked,’
the subject with these words: ¢ Jucobi, in
another briel paragraph, "attempts a plea
for anfant beptism, Those who wish to
read it ean consult Kitto's2works, We
have neither patience to copy it,
o publish it.! ;

** That  is  just Itke Wentworth,"—
(Shame on- you, Wentworth!) * Ile says
certain things caleulated” (the Yaunkee
says, I calculate to leave town to-morrow)
“to put Juoobi in a false position.  But,
on the other hand, Wentworth has not
‘ patience’ to copy one * brief paragraph’~in
Jacobi's defeve:.”  (Why did not Rev. Mr.
C, eopy -it? OL! he has not nceess, &)
“ Why Wentworth’s * patience’ could not

nor hl :\l;\‘

ohvious,”
“ The one ¢ britf paragraph’ would not  de-
mand mueh time or laboy in being copied;
but it would probably”
‘““expose  Wentworth's misrepresentation,
Then, again, the ¢ space to publish it" would
not le a very serious matter,” (no, not at
all) ¢ as it was only one ¢ brief paragraph;

and besides, if it were needful,” (but it was
not) ** the question of * space’ might have
been referred to the Publisher of the Visie-
or. We dwell” (we should think so)
“upon Wentworth's position in regard to
Joeobi,” (it is time you eross examined
Jucohi) ** beeause it reveals the artifice in
which Wentworth indulges, He gives in
this instance, as in others, a distorted view
of his Pedobaptist witness” (as Rev. Mr,
C. can testify, since he has not necess, &o.)
“ but will not permit his witness to spenk
one word in his own defence, except whon
it suits his peculinr purpose, and his pa-
tience, Wo would seggest” (now Mr. (.
i8 conting dowa from the grave to the gay)
“ that @ more excellen! way would le, to
let wn ahsent elorgyiman’s reputation en-
tirely alone, unless full

Justice can  be
awarded him.

A8 Jacobi  was virtuully

wrongfully accused he should have been ul--

[owed - least one bric) paragraph in his
own defenve.” Fiuis.

Well, be shall have it DBut where is

the cross-examination? Tha old story of

the trogedy of Hamlet. Rev. Mr, Currie
“unhappily” has not ** aceoss to Jucobi's
Theological Works.” Well, Horace hus
saidi Nonm cui vis homini contingit adire
Carinthum. But Rev. Mr Currie ean find,
we venture to say, Kitto's Cyelopedia in
the lilwary of his Sabbath school. We
quoted from that work the following two

]
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is true; als

drops

(Very.)—-

(how moderate') |

tlem.  And now, Mr. Currie; is this a fub.
riv:xtjun‘.’
Jacohi sffys: ¢ INTANT DAPTIEM WaS o8-
tahlished neither by Christ nor the- apos-
tles. In all placey whéfé we find the ne-

wnntl uf lmLth notified, cither m n dog-

e~ 3
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matic or historical point of view, it is evi-
dent that it was only meant for those who
were m]nhlo of comprehending the word
preached, and of being converted to Christ
by an act of their own will. A pretty sare
testimony of its non-existence in the aposto-
licage may be inferred from 1 Cor. vii. 14,
sinee Paul would certainly have reforred to*
the baptism of children for thei# holiness
(comp. Neander, Fist, of the Planting, &c.,
p. 206). We omitted the reference h('m
given. ‘¢ Dut even in later times, several
teachers of the Church, sueh as Tercwullian
(De Bapt. 18) and others, reject this cus-
tom; indeed, his chureh, (that of North
Africa) adhered longer than others to the
primitive regulations. Even when bap-
tism of children was already theoretically
derived from the apostles, its practice was
nevertheless for a long time confined to a
mature age,

In support of the contrary opinion, the
advoentes in former ages (now hardly any)

used to ul}l«-nl to Matt. xix 11!: but their

strongest argument in its favor i< the regu-

lntion of baptizing all the members of
house and family (1 Cor. xvi, 15, Acts xvi.
J3: xviti. 8).  In none of these instances
has it heen proved that there were little
children among them; but, even summsix;;';
that there were, there was no necessity for
excluding them in plain words, since such
exclusion was understood as n matter of
course.” - (Why, Jacobi, you are n tolery-
bly fair Baptist) ¢ Many circumstances
conspired carly to iniroduce the practice of
infant baptising.

Pke enifusion between

the cutward and inward conditions of "“l"
tismy, and the magical effect that was im-

puted to it; confusion of thought about the

visible and invisible Church, condemning
all those who did not belong to the former;
the dietrine of the natural corruption of
man #o closely connected with the preced-
ings and, finally, the desire of distinguish-
ing Christian children from the Jewish
and heathen, and of “commending thém
more cffectually to the earo of the Chris-
tian community—all theso mvirvum<tmuw.~x,
and mnny more, kuve contributed to the in-
troduction ol mhmt. baptism at a very early
puriod "
There is

W

Jucobi's eoncession,

distinet
No Baptist writer ever put

Where is Wentwort!'s ¢ man-'

and decisive,
it strongoer,

ipulation?'” ** the false position?’’ +* mjs e-
presentation?” *¢ distorted view?”" ¢ the ar-
tifice™  Where has Wentwerth ¢ virtual-
ly, wronglully accused” an
clergyman?

“ ahsent”
But now for the ene brief pa-
ragraph an his own defence.”

Says Jucohi:--

“ Bat on the other hand, the baptism of
children is not at all ot variance with the
privcipd- of Christian baptism in general (?)
after what we hay t{)lln wyved on the se paras
tion of regeneration and baptism.  Forsinee -
it cannot be determined wher the furmer
(regeneration) begins, the real tost of its
exi-tence lying only in the holiness coutin-
ued to the end of man's life, the fittest
point for baptisin is evidently the beginning
of life. Nevertheless, the profession of
faith is still needed to complete it, Con-
firmation, or some equivalent observance, is
therefore a very. important consummation,
The fides infantium is an absurd assamp-
tiom, of which the Scriptures know noth-
ing. On the other hund, the baptized
child is strongly recommended to the -coms
munity, and to the Spirit of God divelling
therein, hecoming the careful ohject of the
edacation and  holy influences of the
Church (comp. 1 Cor, vii. 14). Narure
and ExreRiENCE teach us, thervefore, to re-
tain the Laptism of childven now that t is
INTRODUCED.”
ours,

ltalics and capitals ure
Thove is Jacobi’s defence; his éntire
defence—the one brief parayraph. How
does the Drrence compare with the (Bx-

CESSIONS? Oh! Jueobi,

‘“ (’uln‘it'i«nls"
fut you ure not near so ** capricious” as
Rev, Mr, Currie is ceafty, Bat our eri-

te's crultiness has come to gricf by fore-

«ing us to bring Jacobi to the front again.

Now for Neander.
our reviewer's hands.
‘* NEANDER EXAMINED.

Neander is examined, and made to say:
‘¢ Nince buptism marked the entrance into
comwmupion with Christ, it resulted from
the nature of the rite that a conlession of
faith in Josus as the Redeemer would be
made by the person to be baptised . , . |
We cannot infer the existence of infant
baptism from the instances of the baptism
of whole families.” - Wentworth makes

w

Fece our author in

that Mr. Carrie does not reproduce.—
« Neander 18 examined, and made to rayl’
‘ut examine our quotations, or the original
source, and see to what a piteh of audacity
and ineolence our reviewer allows himself
to be earried.

b e

‘¢ NEANDER CROSS*EXAMINED.”

‘“ Neander thinks there is uo positive
proof that infant baptism came *imme-
diately from Christ himself.' Neander,
could not asecertain definitely the beginning
of this practice.,” (Prehaps Mr. Currie

| can.) ¢ Whether,” Le "says, ¢ this
institution  originnted  from an  in-

Junction given by the earlier apostles,” or
*“ minong the Jewish Christians,” or ¢ whe-
ther Paal introduced it first among heathcn
Clivistians.” were still “unsolved probléms.
Neander, says: ¢ The evidence ar.sing from
silence on  this topic has therefore, the
greater weight,”. Well ! that is not only
horrib'e garbling, but whalesale prevarica-
tion, Now for the evidence. llere is
the language of Neander (see his Plant-
ing and Traming, Ryland's edition, p 102;
or Dr. Robinson uvanslation, from _the
fourth German edition, page 161):
if we wish to ascertain from whom such an
institution was originated, we should say,
certainly not immedvately from Christ Him-
se/f- Was it [rom the primitive church in
Palestine, from an injunction given by the
earlier ulmstlcs?;,liut among the Jewish
Christians circumcision was held as the
seal of the covenant, and hence they had so
much less-occasion to make another dedica-
tion of their childven. Cowld it then have
been Paul, who first among heathen Chris-
tians introduced this alteration by the uso
of baptism?  But this would agree least of
all with the peculiar Christian characteris-
ties of this apostle, He who says of him-
self that Christ sent him not to baptize
bat to preach' the Gospel; he who always
kept_his eye fixed on one thing—justification
faith, and so carefully avoidéd everything
which could give a handle or support to
the notion of a justification by outward
things (the sarkika)—how could he have set
up infant baptism agaiost the circumeci-
sion that continued to be practised by the
Jewish Christians? In this case the dis-
pute carried on by the Judaizing party,

on the necessity of uuumuswni would cas-

ily bave given an oppor t\i’hity of ¥utroduc-
ing this subsitute‘into the confroversy, if at
had- veally existed.” Now mark—** The
evidence arising from silence on this topic
has therefore the greater weight.,” ¢ The
greater weight,” Mr.! Currie would make
Neander say, * in favor of infant bap-
tism,” &he cxact opposite*ef what Neander
suys. And compare the rest of Mr. Cur-
rie’s quotation with Neandei’'s language.—
Our eritic proceeds in his cross-ex -mina-
tion thus: ** In 1 Cor. vii. 14, * we have,’
says Neander, ¢ the fundamental idea’ from
which infunt baptism was * developed,’ and
by which it muy be ¢ justified.’”” Iere
is Neander's language: * We find, indeed,
m oue passage of Paul, 1 Cor, vii. 14, a
trace - thut.vm‘lwudy the children of Chris-
tiuns were distinguished from the children
of Lenthens, but thes is not to be deduced
Jrom having partaken of baplisim, and this
mode of connection with the  Church is ra-
ther EVIDENCE AGAINST THE
infant

baptisin, Neander proceeds to

prove the non-existence of infant baptism

from that very text. Then he says that

tism was attempted to be founded on that text,

llis words are **Bat in the point of view
here taken by Paul, we find (although it
testifies egainst the existence at that time
of infant baptism) the fundamental idea
from which the practice was afterwards
nocessarily developed, and by which it
must be justified to agree with Paul's senti-
ments.” Letit be noted, that Neander is
not founding infant baptismm on  that text.

He is spenkivg as a historian— declaring

tempted to justily infant baptism by the
| text in question, Neander says the text
testifies against it.  In his Chureh Hist,,
vol. 1 p. 311, He says * Ircnweus is the
first Church teacher in whom we find any
allusion to infant baptism.”
single passage in Irensus which is regard.
ed as un allusion to the practice in dispute,
There is not one word about baptism in
it. 16 is, nt most, supposed, to contain an
allusion to that rite,  * But,” says Ne-
ander, ** imwmediately after Irenmus, in the
last years of the second century, Tertullian
appears a8 a zealous- opponent of infant
baptism ; a proof that the practice had not
yet come to be regarded as an apestulic insti-
tution,””  Once more, ** We have all rea-
son for not deriving infent baptism l:;
apostolie institution,”

o
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in a subscquent nge the idea of infunt baps
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