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In The London Baptist of Nov. Tth, we 

gud a letter from Rev. Dr. Cramp, which 

will interest many of our readers, as it re- 

fers to watters relating to vur churches and 

people :— ® 

T1iE BAPTISTS OF NOVA SCOTIA, 

‘To the Editor of The Baptiste— 

Dear Sir,—1 observe that my esteemed 
brother, the Rev. Dr. Day, of Yarmouth, 

has written to you requeeting that twenty 
or thirty ministers may be seat out to Nova 

Scotia. g 
It is true that we are greatly in need of 

rood ministers, i. e., of ministers of the 

right sort. But it ie equally true that we 
do not want mere surplus men, who remain 
over und above alter the regular dewnnd is 
supplied. The country is full of schools, 
and the people are everywhere demanding 

an educated winistry. | The Rev. Timothy 
Harley, of the Metropolitan College, who 
Inboured reveral years at St. John, New 
Brunswick, and is now at Savanah, Georgia, 

wrote a letter some months ago which plac. 
es this matter in a just point of view, He 
says that these three qualifications are 

necessary for ministers who desire to emi. 

grate to the United States : 1, earnestness ; 

2, education, *‘ It is notorious. he con- 

t.nues, ‘many men in Eogland, almost 

immediately upon their conversion, abandon 

their secular pursuite, aud with little or no 
preparatory edueation, enter a college, and 
in ome year, or.at most two years, imagine 

thcmeelves fitted, without any further 
training, for a life-long ministry, Well, 
these may be of great service in nome agri- 
cultural districts, but they had better not 
think of emigration, fur their going abroad 
would only be an expensive fuilure,”” Mr, 
Harley advises ** students” who oon. 

templnte emigration to sperd at least four 
years in the best college to which they can 
obtain accese in the British Isles, 3, ex 
perience. He advises that five years be 
spent In ** a pastorate at home,”’ He fur. 
ther advises emig ating ministers to be ‘in 

sympathy with the Baptist body of this 
continent on the communion question.” 

I have no doubt that Dr. Day. will en 
“dorse Brother Harley's views and recom. 
mendations. Send us earnest, educated, 

experienced men, who will pot be fright- 
ened at work. 

: Yours truly, 
J. M. Oranr. 

Wolfville, N. S., Oct. 20; 1873. 

. _-—— - prep 
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RITUALISM, 

DR, LANDELS' ADDRESS AT NOTTINGIAM, 

Perhaps there has nothing appeared so 

mueh to the point on the subject of Ritual. 
ism os the address recently delivered by 
Dr. Landels before the Autumn Session 

of the Baptist Union at Nottingham. We 
gave a liberal extract therefrom a week or 

two since, A correrpondénce has arisen 
upon the statements of Dr, Landels, which 
will be read wiih interest, 
The following ie a copy of a letter ad- 

dressed to Dr. Landels by the Rev. Eustace 
R. Conder, M A, chuirmnn of the Congre- 
gational Union, as it appedred in the 

Nonconformist : — 

* Revekexn ann Dear Big, ~ Yoor po- 
vition and abilities give such deserved 
weight to your publie utterances that any- 
thing in them urjost or ungenerous, and 
caleulated needlessly to imbitter eontrover. 
% in vat! to do extens've wischiel, On 
this ground | take the freedow, as a brother 
Christian and fellow Free Churchiwean and 
Independent, to address to you a Iriendly 
but earnest remonstrance on the reference 
to infant baptism contained in your elo 
quent speech at Nottingham, as reported in 
the public prints, You are reported to 
have said that * il infant sprinkliog is nut 
Ritualism, it is nothing’ ; and to have sup. 
ported this sweeping assertion by two argu- | 
ments, to the effet, fires, that people will 

- persist in thinking that the ceremony must 
do some good to the ehild ; and secondly, 
that the administration oan infsnt, woeon- 
scious of the meaning of a rite of whieh is 
_retaine no permanent werk, bas no 
dent in the Old or New Testament, 

** As 10 the sceund argument, besides 
that it assumes the whole question in de- 
hate, ean you have furgotien that the Holy 
Child Jesus, when shout a month old, was 
brought by His parents int) the Temple, 
“10 t Him wo the Lond, and * to do 
for Him aller the custom of the law’? Was 
this a useless or namesning ceremony, be- 
cause the Infant tok no cunscives part in 
4 + madman and mark nor memory 

of It 
“* An to the first argrimens, what 

say is a very pour eviterion of whet » w 
4, ht twemy You must have met 
with 
wih your vw bd bu wuch lena extensive 
than | suppose) who think and us 
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*‘ Bat suppose we say that certainly, it 
the child ,is taught as well as baptized 
(baptism being, us we both bold, insepa. 
bly conoected with teaching), baptixm will 
do him some good ; and chat the good will 
CODSIst in the impression produced on his 
mind io after years by the knowledge that 
he was thus enrly dedicated to God, and en- 
rolled among tue disciples of Him who 
said, ‘ Suffer little children to come unto 
Me,’ —what trace is there in ‘this of Ritu- 
alism? | presume that adult baptism is 
supposed w do some good to the person 
baptized ; and that this good lies not in the 
moment.ry con:ciousness of the act, and 
certainly not In any perwanent-mark, Lut 
in the influence on the mind of havin 
gone through this act of faith and obedi- 
ence. The difference ie, that what the 
adult learns from his own memory, the 
child learns from the memory of Others. 
The general spiritual significance of the 
rite is the same in both case~ ; for infants 
ueed regeneration a8 much as adults, 
‘The essence of Ritvalism is the claim 

of & priestly character for the Christian 
ministry ; and of a power, such as no Old 
lestament priests possessed, of so cel sbrat- 
ng the sacrument a8 to make them the 
means of imparting regeneration and for- 
giveness of sins. Inseparable from these 
claims is the aseumption that practically 
the clergy, not the people, are the Church. 
Aud the head and trons of the whole of- 
lence. and backbone of *the apostasy,’ 
whether you call it Puperv, the Greek 
Church, Anglicanism, or by any other 
name, is just this—the putting the Church 
in the place of Christ. 

““ Is not this 80? And if so, what link 
of connection is there between these claims 
and the doctrine (ahether true or errone- 
ous) that Christ has commanded us to give 
our children the outward sign of diseiple- 
ship, as well as to bring them up in the 
vurtare and adwonition of the Lord ? 
“ Surely, my brother, these are not 

times lop Prowstant Englishmen to be 
bringing railing accusations against each 
other, char ing one another ‘with complici- 
ty in errors whieh they reject with abhor- 
renee and cuntempt, and putting weapons 
in*y. the hands of Ritvalists wuich they 
will nut be slow to use, 
“If we cannot see alike on a question 

in whieh there are weighty arguments on 
both Wles, let us ut least Le just to one 

aud refrain from claiming infall- 
ity. 
*1 remain, with much respect, 

“ Faithfully yours, 
+ Eustace R, CoNDER. 

+t Leeds, Oct. 27, 1873.” 

The following is Dr. Landels’ reply, as 
published in the London Baptist :— 

ReverENDp AND Dear Siw,— Your letter, 
which has never reached me, bat of 
whieh | presume the 'Nonconformist con 
taind & ocurrect copy, demands from me’ a 
lew words of reply, which 1 yroceed res- 
pedtfully so uffer through the sawe medium. 
The courteous and brotherly tone of your 

letter | very gratefull acknowledge, and 
shall endenvour to reciprocate, feeling as | 
do that differences of opinion, even on im- 
portant matters, need not and ought not to 
excite bitterness of leeling among brethren. 

Like others, you have eviveutly read 
only a very imper(cet ropurt of my speech, 
and ns the cuncequence have partially mis- 
undersiged what | said My utterance on 
the question of Infant Baptism was as ful 
luwe ; — 

Kitualism, we must not lovk lor much help 
frum any external power, With the ex- 
ception uf the Sogiety of Friends, the hands 
of other denomioutions wre ngs clean, vor 
18 their testimony elear in ‘this matter. 
They wust pardon my saying that their 
poeition iis eum promised and their testimony 
wenkened By their practice of infant sprink- 
ling. They are so far Rituntistio in practice 
that their argaments against Ritunlism may 
fairly be wet hy the retors, * Physician, 
eure thyeell.' If the sprinkling of » child 
be not a Ritualistic act, it is nothing, 
Hence the difficulty they have in explaining 
it, while denying its degenerating efficacy. 
* There are 
.gationalist, * very few subjects on which 
the common thought of intelligent Con- 
gregationaliste is so vague, indefinite, and 
incoherent.’ This is attributed to the 
fact thet *they have plres much more 
thought to the doenoe of the praciive than 
to the illustragion of ite meaning.” But we 
wre greaily mistaken if the cause dues not 
lie feeper than that—if it be not the im: 

ty of cxplaining a ceremony which 
no € y in iteell, when it is sdmin 

istered to an unintelligent and ungonscious 
subject, whose senses can never discern that 
the thing has been dune. We venture to 
sy that, in the whole history of religious 
ceremonial, whether in +e New Testament 
or the Old, they ean find lor thet neither 
parallel nor precedents Being applied Ao 
the unconscious ehild, if it be put eficacions 
as & mere mechanival act—that is, apart 
from the faith and feeling of the recipient 
~it ogeupies the anumaslous and unex 
wmpled position of » crdiuance 
which is to be of no benells to him 
w whom is » administered. No wonder 
that cervmunial y their 
ak Ly Sedo are * vague, | ite, 

w watinfinctory » prac ee 

«i 

« In contending against the principle of | P 

probably," says the Congre- 

with the spirituality of religion, and would 
unite with us in testifying, by practice as 
well as speech, ‘that every refyious act 
should be personally, voluntarily] and io- 
telligently performed ; and that 1b religion, 
if not in intention yet in result, ‘ whatever 
is nut of faith 18 sin’ Such a testimony 
consistently borne by all the Congregacion- 
alists of Eogland, would sent a more 
effectual barrier to the encruachments ol 
Ritvalism than all the arguments aod 
efforts they can use, 50 long as by their 
practice they place the key of their position 
in the hand ot the foe.” 

Whatever you ny think of the senti- 
ments here expr , 1 venture to hope 
that you will not charge me with showing 
any want of respect for the Congregational 
boay. While I fclt it incumbent on me to 
state my convictions, | certainly desired to 
do #0 in the least offensive manner. 
The first argument you attributed to me 

1 did not use, and nced not therefore jus- 
tity. Nevertheless, [| may now, in all bon 
etty, state my onvistion that the adwin- 
isiration of an ordinance to an unconscious 
recipient is fitted to produce on the public 
wind an impression favourable to Ritualiem. 
It teaches nothing to the child, and wen 
are apt, therefore, to conclude that if it were 
vot deemed ceremonially eflicacious ic would 
not be administered, ‘L'his, let me say in 
reply to the retort you and others have ad- 
dressed tu me, is not trae of believers’ bap- 
tism, for tle simple reasvn that that 
ordinance is fraught with significance to 
him who raceives it. 

ln reply to the argument .which 1 did 
use, and which you call my recond, you 
tell me that | assume the whole question in 
debate. Will you pardon we it I say that 
you agnin misapprebend wy position 7 Lhe 
question I am considering there, is not 
whether Taft vapor aw Ur is not~of 
Divine authority, but whether as ** applied 
to un ‘unintelligent and unevosgious sub- 
jeot, whose senge- oan never discern that the 
thing has been done, it ha® any parallel or 
precedent in the whole history ot religious 
ceremonial in the Olid Testament or the 
New.” This, without saying anything 
about its being Scriptural or unseriptural, 
[ uffirm that iv has not—implying thas 1 
it be reriptural it stands alone. You will 
not, | presume, expect me to prove a 
negative, and 1 must be content, therefore 
to abide by my affirmation unul evidence 
to the contrary has been produced. 

The one case you adduce as evidence, I 
confess surprises me. You are, of course, 
sufficiently familiar with the law ia question 
to know that no ordinance was administered 
either on or fo the ohild —that there was no 
reference whatever to the child's religious 
feeling or spiritual condition or {uture con- 
duet ‘that it only, as a wemorial of the 

ver, Sovteet the Divine claim to the 
rstlings of all the people , and 
arg them, if clean, to offered in 
rifice, it unclean, to be redeemed. by the 

olring of a clean animal a8 a substisute— 
that iv applied to the ‘born of an 

ass” as much as to the first-born of a 
woman, How then you can find a parallel 
in this to, or a precedent for, what 1s done 
in wiant sprinkling, | am at a loss to 
imagine, If this is all the evidence whieh 
is forthcoming, | wast abide by my affir- 
mwation—that in the whole history of Divine- 
ly appuinted religious ceremonial, the 
application of an oidinance, not cere- 
monially effiencious, to ove whuse senses 
ean never discern that the thing has 
been dome, is without either parailel or 
recedent. 
I must add frankly, that I think the 

reference an excedingly unhappy one fur 
you ; for not only does jt fail to serve the 
purpose for which it ie adduced, but what- 
ever bearing itmay have upon it, is deciaed- 
ly hostile to, your practice. If, as I wnder- 
stand from the drift of your letter, you 
regard the custom a8 meaning the dedia- 
tion of the child, and as forming a prece- 
dent fur the practice which you so desig- 
nate, you occupy the exceediogly wolortu- 
pate position of applying tw all your 
children a custom which hy Divine appoint 
ment, was to be confined so she ** male that 
opened the matrix,” 11, ou the other hand, 
you say it is not an ex imple ol -the dediea- 
tion which you observe, then | usk what 
bearing it can possibly have upon, or how 
it ean form a precedent for the baptism of 
infants ? In either case, it is an unhappy 
reference ; for it necessarily leaves on one’s 
wind the impression of the straits to which 
you ave driven in your attempts to find even 
the semblance of » warrant lor your prae- 
tice, We may, | présume, fairly regard 
this as r strongest example, for the 
purpose or which is is addaced ; how then 
can we avoid being confirmed in the con- 
viotion, that the practice of infant sprink. 
ling, as & whole, and not simply mn the 
point mentioned, is without precedent or 
parallel in the*whole hiswiy of Divincly 
appointed religious ceremonial ? 

am bound tw say that 1 do not think 
you any more suceesslul in your attempted 

rullel between infant and adult baptiew, 
Fonte the paragraph in eatenso (— 

* Bus su we say that certainly, if 
the ehild taught ws well us baptised 
(baptism beipg, us we both hold, ingepgra- 
bl with smehing), biprisin well 

THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 
The difference is, that what the adultlearos 

from hs own memory, the chil 1learoe from 

the memory of others. The general spirit- 

unl significance of the rite is the same In 

both cases ; for infants peed regeneration 

as much as adults.” 

This elaborate explanation scems to me 
to prove as covclusively as words can, the 
truth of my statement which has given $9 

much offence—that * if infant sprinkling 

he not a ritualistic act it is nothing.” The 

symbolic nature of baptism as regards its 

recipient is entirely ignored , for a symbol 
which cannot te discerned by the senses 18 

a solecisor in language as well as an absur- 

dity in thought. Apparently feeling this, 
when you attempt to find some reasons for 

gour practice as regards your child, you 

rush, unwittingly, I'admis, at least to-the 
verge of what | eal] the grossest Ritualisw. 

The good is does the child, you say, ** con- 
sists in the impression produced on bis 

mind in after years by the knowledge that 

hie ‘was thus early dedicated to God.”— 
Here [ must ask what you mean by ** dedi- 

cated to God”? If you refer only to the 
intention and desire and prayers of the par- 
ents that he be the Lord's, how is it 

possibe that his baptism can increase the 
good he derives from the knowledge that he 
was 80 dedicated? 1f the dedication refers 
to his baptism, 1 have to ask, does the 
bapgism affot his relation to God ? If iv 
does not, where is the good of telling him 
about it in alter years? His being told 
that that act was pertormed on him cannot 
in any way increase his obligation or capa- 
bily tw serve Gud, and, as in his case, it 
hago symbolical significance, it is simply 

o@pr words it ie nothing. The truths 
whitch it is supposed to represent have to 
be wade known to bim afterwards, and ean 
be wade known as well, whether he is baj 

it does the child my mental analysis is, ke’ 
keen enough or searching enough to detect, 
My judgment tells me that in such a case, 
ne regards the child, it is nothing Your 
ohild who receives it is in no better roe 
than mine, from whom it is wicl held. 11, 
on the other hand, this baptism does affoct 
his relation to God, so that he may get 
good trom his knowledge of it in alter 
years, then it follows that his baptism is 
rivunlistie, The Church puts itself through 
its winisters in God's place. It performs 

to God, and that, according to r own 
showing in the next paragraph of your let- 
ter, is Ritualism. Vote words ere—and I 
willingly endorse them—** And. the head 
and front of the whole offence; and back- 
bone of the a sy, whether you eall it 
Popery, the Greek Church, Anglicanism 
pews venture to add infant sap or 
y any other name, is just this, t 
vot Church in the Jee bs rg ly 

n the raph quoted; you proceed to 
say that he god of adult ® tism ** lies in 
the influence on the wind of having gone 
through shis aes of faith and “obedience ” ; 
and you add that the difference between the 
adult and the child i», ** that what the 
adult learns from his own memory, the 

lv ie gratifying tw fiod you and others try- 
ig to make out that iofant and adult bap- 
tisin are very much the same, as we take iv 
to be a tacit admiseion that our pragtice is 
right, Ncuversheless | must ask you, with 
all respect, whether you really shink that 
the difference stated abovesis the only differ- 
ence between the two things 7 Aud whether 
you are not trying to wake tw thiogs ap- 

r very much aiike wn sound, whico are 
entirely diferent in sense? You will nos 
wonder at my questions, perhaps, when | 
say that to; me they seem wo differ in the 
fullowing particulars ;— 

1. The believer is conscious that the act 
his taken placa, the child hus 10 take i on 
trust when informed of ut by others, 

2. The ehild does not go through the 
act in the sense in which the heliover does, 
It is in no sense his aor, Le ls put through 
It hy vthers, ae Mis 

3 In his case therefore, there ia nut, as 
there is in the case of the believer, either 
twith or obedience. : 

significance " of the act you seem 0 me 
to confound things thas differ. * The 
child needs neration,” I udmit, but in 
the case of the believer, baptism is adminis- 
fered in the belief that Ne his already re. 
geoerated, 2 

| huve now tauehed, 1 think, on all the 
points in yourdetter which require to be 
notived, apd | hope without violating the 
courtesy which it was my desire 10 main. 
tain. | have had no wish, either in writ 

acousation "agains a body of Christians 
whom | very highly esteem, and among 
whom | have the honour WW nawbor some 
of my most intimate friends.  Jufallibiln 
brotier; is no wore claimed on our side 
than on yours, when you and the Union 
over which you preside, diller lrom ue, or 
pass resolutions expressing or implying 

Evangelical Churchmen wh) seek your uid, 
And | venjure w su that it might he 
well to retrmin rom hinting at vlpis to 
infallinilicy on either side boonuse the 
other levls shat it must be ithial 10 ite 
‘ovnviothone. The charge of laying clans tw 
indablibadiiy has olen bees made, and 
geverslly means Iittiv, exorpt consch ue 

pars of thee who uyter ui, 
vauh at wen of clever 

aningless or mwapplied ceremony, in 

: depl Teo. 

tigeu ur wuueay tized, Thos the good wh x 

on the child an act which affects his relation 

oputMnR 

chili learns from the wewory of others, ™ 

Even in what you say of the ** ypiritual 

ing oF in speaking, to ** bring » 1ailing ” 

disapproval of the position urpraciice of 

397 
most of the arguments used in favour of 
infant baptism have been refuted by Psedo- 
baptist writers. Even the current sum- 
ber of the Congregationalist sweeps away 
entirely the views advanced 1» your letter. 
Is it surprising that, in view of sueh con- 
flictiog utterances, we receive the impres- 
sion that there is amoog you no very 
generally recognised definite principle on 
which your procedure is based? Our 
firmness of conviction as compared with 
your uncertainty, is an element of strength 
from which we hope to derive advantage 
in the coming conflict between Popish 
superstition and New Testament Chris- 
tianity~— between a sabstitutionary and 
materialistic religion on the one hand, and 
a personal and spiritual religion on the 
other. But, he this as it may, whether we 
are said to think ourselves infalliable or 
not, we cannot and dare not keep silence 
in reference to a practice which we solemn- 
ly believe to be at variance with the spirit- 
uality of religion, conducive to the 
ritualistic tendencies of the age, and sub- 
versive of an ordinance of Christ. And if 
our friendship can only be maintained as 
the expense of our silence, we must, how 
ever sadly, consent to its dissolution. Iam 
unwilling, however, to believe in this 
necessity. 1 am persuaded that you would 
not value our friendship, bad you reason to 
question our fidelity. And although is 
must be regretted that our difference may 
‘ put weapons into the hands of Ritualists 
which they will not be slow to use,” we 
caounot let the fear of consequences deter us 
from the performance of recognised duty, 
the more especially when we cannot blind 
our eyes to the fact that infant baptism hae 
heen productive of this evil conséquence 
already, and has strengthened the hands of 
Ritualists to an extent which we deeply 
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Yours faithfully, 
Wx. LanpeLs. 

Regents’ Park, Nov: 3, 1873, 
A _-————— mm rene 

THE RELIGIOUS CONDITION OF 
MADAGASCAR. 

From a deeply interesting letter sent by 
the Rev. Jamas Sibree, jun. , to the English 
Independent, we regret to learn that there 
is much at prerent to cause anxiety in the 
religious condition of Madagascar. ¢ For 
a coneiderable time past,” says Mr. Sibree, 
** there has been a decided retrogression. in 

pecially those in the country, have dimin- 
ished, Classes are less numerously attead- 
ed ; contributions for the support of 
~wanmalintoend bee boo 

Ln 

difficulty, and interest in learning and in 

declined. There are doubtless bright ex- 
ceptions to these statements in many placee, 
but the general state of things is undoubt- 
edly as above given.” We concur with 
‘Mr. Sibree in he opinion that this need 
occasion little, if any, surprise. The great 
excitowent of three or four years ago, 
caused by the profession of Christianity, by 
the Queen ai d Government had in it very 

could nes last, for it had no root of con- 
viction on the pars of the great majority 
of thore who suddenly called themselves 

tised and become church members, In 

addition to this, the brethren from England 
have been unable to cope with the mass of 

work suddenly thrown upon them, distriots 
emnprising eighty, niuety, and one hundred 
congregitions being placed under the 
superintendence of one Huropean mission: 
ary. is remaine to be noted ihwi soete has 
been a rising ageinst the Central Govern- 
ment by the BSakalavas, tribes of the 
Western and Southern divisions of the 
island, and to quell this 5,000 woops weve 
dispatched from the capital, these incl 
many of the native deacons 

disturbing influence on the churches. Bas 
it also brought Into relief the pri | 
fut that the merciful spirit of the Gospe 
is exerting power, and doing away with 

of the cruel customs formerly prac- 
toed in Madagascar, Officers - had 

t with suffered defeat in iw minor 
the B.k aves, instead of heing burns alive, 
whieh use) to be the penaliy for running 
away from the enemy, have Spy bees 
deprived of their wilitary honours and 
status ; and when the army set out en 
masse they were reminded by the Prime 
Munister that this war was not to be 
carvied on according to the castom of for- 
wer times, that they must remember that 

these was tu "- SUR AE, nor 
even fighting, u t wae really necessary. 
In tie cnmp, each worming, The soldiers 
way 8 hymn and engaged in prayer before 
starting on their day's march ; and in the 
evening a similiar service was held, The 
rebels mad wi 00 ditiunal submission with- 
vut any seboal fighting. The mission in 

rin wow one of stro gost in 

more pr b Christiane 
Nebadt f thi hootheo tu thet ba 

F.r the hatter My. 

many respects. Our congregations, es-/ 

Nu abtainoad with 

school ipstruciion has in many instances 

wach that was ooly superficial, and thas . 
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Chri-tians, and pressed forward to be bap- 

students. This event naturally exercised a 

‘they hud become Oliristinos now, and thas 

connective with the London 
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