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) For thé_ Chrisﬂm Visitor.
Our recent Baptismal Con-
. ference.

-Your readers, dear brother, have not yet
forgotten this controversy, nor is it too late
to comment _upon it.
open it.

be to ** speak the truth in love,” and not to
provoke rejoinder. 1 may be ecompelied in
these papers to say some severe things about
the editor of the Presbyterian. 1 would
carefully distinguish between him. and his
co-religionists ; not holding them responsible
for his fault, nor withholding from them my
Christian affection hecause of denominational
differences, nor because of the occasiohal
recurrence of controversy in regard to those
differences. And lastly, be it o rved, that
nothing but absolute necessity will induce me
to reply to any striciures on my present effu.
sions.
THE LATE CONTROVERSY NEEDLESS.

['do not see why we should have had any
controversy at all. Certainly the baptiasmal
question is not without its importance. It
goes far deeper, and more nearly ‘ouches the
vitals of religion than is generally supposed.
Yet why not suffer it to lie as a sort olP:)pen
question between the different evangelical
denominations—a question on which we agree
to differ, since we cannot all regard it in the
same light 2 Why stir up debate, whea it is
more likely to alienate than to do any thing
cise? Mr. Nutier (““ Appendix’ B") “'makes
an innocent starement. e ' ascribes
the success of the Baptists in these provinees,
first, to the blessing of heaven—next, to the
Scriptural truth and power of Baptist princi.
ples. What of all this? ° Our  brother only
said what he, as a Baptist, could nat help be-
lieving—wbhat eyery true Baptist must needs
say after him—what eyery Presbyterian is
bound to hold with ragard to his own body,
if he really believes in his Presbyterianism,
and thinks it has done¢ any good in the world.
Yet forthis he is to be attacked and ridiculed ;
and then his breihren at large are to be drag-
ged into debate ; and for weary months our
papers must be filled with replies and rejoin-
ders, uotil every one is asking, * When will
this wordy war be hushed?"

Am I to be reminded here of « Appeadix
C.” with its queer poetry! ‘That did not
appear uatil after the Presbyterian had made
its first onset upon Mr. Nuster. And what of
it? It was a collection. of curiosities. It
was never intended for argument. And may
we not tell our people, that their tathers some-
times indulged in sarcasm on the baptismal
| S

“But. was not your own « Sebastopol®
article rather a provoking one®” ' It 'was not
80 meant. It was intended 1o shorten’ éon-
troversy, notto' prolong 'it; by narrowing it
to.what is essential in the baptismal question,
‘and 8 hutting: ‘out - extrancous matier. . If it

was misunderstood I am sorry for it but can- |

not charge myself as being in any wise the

author or the helper of our late strifes. If|

‘brethren will not let us alone, why we must
defend ourselves. We must not be traitors
to.oux own convictions. - But surely in such
a case, the fault lies wit assailan's, and with

none others. . ,

/TDE LATE CONTROVERSY FAR 700 DIS.
T - CURSIVE, . . :

. Woefully_discursive, To illustrate filly
here would' be to become as discursive as
the controversy  itself. ‘I can only biot ata
few of the'topics ‘which _were imported into
1:.: 'am, from gn;s pén‘of ‘glln‘ Presbyterian
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explanation was, that here he agreed with Dr.
“arson, while elsewhere he differed from him.
This'is human nature ; and it is mine.

Still prejudice apart, as far as possible, it
does appear to me that the above charges
fairly he against the ¢ Presbyterian.” I have
already avowed my conviction, that our recent
controversy was entirely gratvitous. How,
then, were we led intoit? The ¢ Presby-
terian” was resolved to have a discussion,—
For this, purpose he fastened upon Mr. Nut-
ter’s harmlcss and good-natured recollections
and reasonings, and construed them into at-
tacks ou Pcedobaptism. Here ¢ the root of
bitterness sprang up,” and began to * trouble™
us. '

And the spirit in which the controversy
commenced,on the side of the *Presbyterian,”’
pervaded tie whole of his productions ; with
some occasional abatements, but with no radi-
cal improvement. [ shall give only one in-
stance, and that a conclusive one. .In the is-
sue of April 9, there occurs the following
language, in reference to the Pentecostal
baptisms :-~* We would like the Editor of
the ¢ Christian Visitor” would make it appear,
that it is no argument against immersion, that
so many were baptized in one day. Had
those who were baptized a change of dress
with them ? or [the italics and capitals are
mine,] did they go in NAXED, as some immer-
sonists  do now-a-days?” In the same issue
there is.a story of a Mormon baptism in Eng-
land, in. which this vile thing is reported to
have been done. But what! are Mormon
“baptisms, and Christian baptisms, by the re-
motest implication, to be placed in the same
category ? The inuendo is simply——but
I'refrain.  We have something of the same
kind from the pen of the good and candid
Matthew Henry, as quoted by Booth in his
Pcedobaptism Examined. “ To baptize naked,
ir next to naked, (which is supposed, and
generally practised in immersion,) is against
the law of -modesty ; and to do such a thing
in public. solemn assemblies, is so far from
being tolerable, that it is abominable to every
chaste soul and especinlly to baptize women
‘in this manner.” Henry perhaps had de-
rived his impressions from the saintly Richard
Buaxter, whe, as quoted also by Booth, abso-
lutely raves against the Baptists of his day.—
But these: were sinsof -ignorance. Baxter
and Henry knew no better. The Baptists of
their day might safely plead for them, * Fa
‘ther ] forgive them ! for they know not whais
they do.” Is the editor of the ‘ Presbyterian”
entitled to the benefit of the same plea ?—
Well, this at_a'l events will suit his case,—
“Lord ! lay not this sin to his charge !”

_ Andthen,as to arrogance : neither the dead
nor the living can compare with our edito-
in mental prowess. itness his' treatment
of men whose names none can dishonour
Without dishonouring their own. Carsén is
% the great and redoubtable Dr. Curson 3 a
referénce to whom 'is met with the expluna-
 tion;* Abraeadabra ! | the magic ofa name.”
- Neander is the. * redoubtable. Dr. Augustus

- Neander.” .. His arguments and conelusions
are constantly alluded to as merely * opi-
" nions.”’  Barnes fares very little better,  In-
decd our éditor scouts all references to unin-
spiresd, and especially 1o ¢ Peedo-baptist
authorit'es.” “ Why does the * Visnor® run
from the'Bib'e to Peedo baptis* authorities to
help his cause? The * Visitor’s' authorities
‘we putno faith in. Weé would just as soon
pin our faith to the sleeve of the * Visitor’ as
ito- that Jof Der. ight: or Neahder.” ' 1
say nothing of the insinuation here, I quote
At as an illustraion of the arrogance of which
l.complain. . Aod. as to the writers who, on
our part, have come forward in the present
controversy, they epring up according to the
 Presbyterian,” Tlike hydra-heads. Mr.
Nutter s the * witty, faugh‘er-producing
brother,” of whom we do not koow, but that”
‘he “is one of ‘the most learned men of his
‘time.™ " ‘Then there “is' Mr. Spurden, * full
rof “criticism and’ kermeneutics.” Nemo is
sendered into ¢ Mr. Nobody.” = Your present
. ofigures -as * J. D full . of
and championship, great in Greok.

bye$ comes forth ibe editor of the
Patroeius_elad in,the
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that we should remind him that ingenuous-
ness demanded, that, instead of charging his
failure 10 the * obtuse vision of the %ap-
tists,”” he should attribute it to its proper
source, the cntire absence of Scriptural tes-
timony in his favour. Again,'in the same
number, in father Nutter’s article cutitled
“ Falsehood and Detraction,” I find the fol-
lowing :—* He (Mr. Bennett) knows as well
as we do, that Christ set up the institution of
a ‘purely converted church,” and that the
principles of the Baptists are miore in accor-
dance with that model than his own beloved
Presbyterian church ; and that the latter will
not bear to be examined by the light of God’s
revelation.

Now all this is highly plausible, but on one
point quite fallacious. The sum of it is, that
the editor of the Presbyterian feels himself
routed, but has not the honesty to confess it.
Assumptions like this are common among us
Baptists. And no wonder. Our case is an
exceedingly plainone. Itisamply conceded,
onc point by one opponent, and another by
another, until their _case is abandoned, as
shewn at large by Booth, in his Peedobaptism
Examined. %t seems extraordinary, therefore,
to many Baptists, probably to most, that an
honest man should still take ground agaisst
us. Yet the prejudices of education are ex-
ceedingly strong. Fortified by learning, they
are so much the stronger. So too are the
prejudices of position, and present interest.
Now all these concur in the cases of Paedo-
baptist ministers, editors, &c., exerting upon
them a peculiarly blinding influence ; enlist-
ing their whole faculties on the side of Peedo-
baptist errors ; and preventing them from the
due appreciation of those arguments which
strike upon the Baptist mind like so many
sunbeams. How strangelv was the mind of
the apostles blinded, as to the real purpos:
of our. Locd’s mission, up to the very instant
of his asccusion !  Which of us is free from
errors, traceable to some or to all of the
sources indicated above ?

What is the inference 2 This,—that it is
hardly fiir for any man to assume, without
impregnab'e reasons, that those who contend
against his particular views know that he is
right, but will not own it; and are thus wick-
edly fighting against their own inner convic-
tions. Why, at this rate, what becomes, not
alone of the. common honesty, but of the
Christianity of our brethren of other denomi-
bations? . We are satisfied, that, on the
points in debate between us, they are in
error. But they have yet to be convinced of
this, and especially their leaders and pole.
mics. Itis, doubtless, a sin as well asa
misfortune, for them and for us, that we do
not always look at all truth in that angle of
vision which would make us conscious of its
claims, and compel our obedience. But we
have not attained to that yet. Hitherto just
here we all need charity from our brethren,
and forgivenness from our Father. Our ex-
ercise of the on¢ will be no mean evidence of
our interest in the other.

GAINS OF THE CONTROVERSY.

Unsatisfactory as it has been in some res-
pects, still it bas yielded good results; good
personally, and good in relation to our
cause.

It has been personally beneficial, both to
Baptists, and to those who differ from them.
To Baptists, because it has brought largely
before them the grounds on which their de-
nominational peculiarities repose. Men are
too apt to tuke their religious views on cre-
dit. Such and such sentiments are regarded
as “ Baptist” sentiments, and ‘therefore to be
received by Baptists without farther question.
I nead not show how unsatisfactory is this
sort of b'ind assent—how unfavourable it is
10 a wholesome sense of personal responsi-
bility in matters of religion—how closely it
is allied to Popery, But now, through the
columnns of the Visitor, 10 their own journal,
denominationil views have been so expound-
ed, sustained, wrought ou', sifted, that our
brethren, even such of ‘them as ‘read only
their Bibles aod their papers, have lLad an
opportunity of looking to the foundation of
those views, and julging for themselves of
their soundness. - Abiding by us, they will
henceforth do so more intelligently, and
therefore more firmly. Or, should any for-
sake lyi,of which we have but liitle appre-
‘enision, better so, than holding on by the

| fo’ée of fiabit rather than from the weight of

' “T'hen, as 1o our ‘Pesdobaptist brethren and
especially our Presbyterian, our views of
truth onthe baptismal question have been so
brought -home to them, boroe to them ia the
columns, of thein denominational organ, to
mmanyof them probably for the first timg, that
it would be strange wndeed if theic atigation
bad pot been arrcsted—if ':” had not been
roused to investigate—if th-y were not some
ultimately rescued from their erro-s,
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baptisma! question, as on all others, is to
Scripture and reason, and not to wild impres-
sions, and baseless imaginations—that we
know how to answer those that oppose them-
selves, as weli ashow to tella plausible tale
to consenting audiences. And moreover that,
though sorely provoked, we can argue our
cause without loosing our temper,—an ex-
cellent presumption in favor of any cause.—
We have been assaulted with great zeal, if
not with high ability. Our leading antagonist
had reading if pot learning,—iactics if not
logical skill-—persistence if not bravery—as-
sertion if not argument—the cunning of the
advocate {f not the force of the fair reasoner.
Another such champion on the side of Peedo-
baptism will not svon be found.  His experi-
ence will not be likely to seduce others into
an imitation of his example. We hail the
return of peace, and the prospect of its coun-
tinuance. We are again at liberty to culti-
vate its arts. 'The God of peace grant us
both its spirit and its fruits !

MISCELLANEOUS TOPICS.

With a reference to a few of these, dear
Brother, I will terminate this series of pa-
pers.

1. Much was said, in the openinz of our
late controversy about the ¢ interpretation
of 2 Cor. 12. 16. Now it is worth remark-
ing that Henry, Doddridge, Scott and Barnes
all interpret here with brethren Nutter and
Spurden, There is A. Clarke also, to whose
testimony Brother Nutter has already refer-
red. Scoti, after having interpreted as above
stated, proceeds to say, * In this indeed com-
mentatorsof every kind are almost unanimous.’
Surely the testimonies of such men are not
lightly te be setaside. 'They appear to me
to be ull but decisive.

I add here a curiosity from John Trapp,
a Puritan commaptator :

¢ [Verse 16.—Being crafty I caught.] A
blessed craft,a high point of heavenly = wis-
dom;Dan 12.3. It is written ot the fox,
that when he is very hungry afier prey, and
can find none, he lieth down and feigneth
himself to be a dead carcase; and so the
fowls fali upon him, and then he catcheth
them. Suint Paul, hungering after the socls-
health of his Corinthians, denies himself to.
gain them."

2. «'The distinction between precepts and
Juties as moral or positive,” was scarcely
noticed i the course of our recent contro-
versy. Itis however virtually important.—
L.et me ask a caretul attention to that distinc-
tion, and to itsconsequences.

Bishop Butler, in bis celebrated Analogv,
thus defines here. ¢ Moral precepts are pre-
cep's, the rzason of which we see ; positive
precepts are precepts, the reasons of which
we do not see. [doral dutics arise out of the
nature of the case itsclf, prior to external com-
mand. Positive duties do not arise out of the
nature of the case, bit from external com-
mard ; nor would they be duties at all were
it not for such command received from Him,
whose creatures and subjects we are.” This
surely is ** sound speech that cannot be con-
demned.” it is eminently applicable t, the
baptismal questioo. Baptism is a positive
duty, depending upon positive precept. It is
a Churistian rite, ai-d not a Mosaical one. lts
authority reposcs upoua the New Testament,
and not upon the old. It demands clear
cnactment, suited to its positive nalure. It
canuot be reasoned out. It cannot rest upon
an inferential basis. ¢ What saith the Scrip-
ture ?P’—the Scripture of the New Testa-
ment—-js the only inquiry which can here be
admitted. Onc clear New Testament enact-
ment were enough torstablishits authority ; in
e absence of which uo pinning of texts to-
gether, however ingenious, can be of the least
possible avail.

I apply this to the case of infant baptism.
Nowhere in scripture can we find infants and
baptism side by side—in juxta.position, Booth
thus illustrates here writing on 1 Cor. vii:
14. ¢ The cause of infant baptism seems
indced to be very unhappily circumstanced.
For if a passage produced in its favour men-
tion buptism, it says nothing of infants. If it
mentiou sced, or sons, or little children, or,
indefinitely, or individual, it says nothing of
baptism. If it mention chi'dren,in connection
with the’ term promise, the word baptized
being in the context, it very uniowardly falls
ou’, that the blessing promised is not baptism,
nor (loes the word children signify infants.—
If it mention  first-fruits and lump, root and
branches, the sacred writer neither speaks of
baptism, -nor seems. to have had any thought
about it. - So here, though children are men-
tioned, and though they are denominated
holy, yet there is a deep silence about bap.
tism. If, therefore, infant baptism be a di-
vine appointment, the predicament in which
it stands, as a positive rite, must be quite pe-
culiar—so peculiar, that we challenge olir op-

1o produce a similar instance, relating
to a ritual service, and allowed by Protes-
tants 10 bave a divine warrant.” woh

And'now, dear brotheér, what fullows? 1.
That you were perfectly right. in demanding
from the editor ot the Presbyterian “one pas-
sage from the Sacred Scriptures in which the
dogma of infant baptism is distinetly taught
by preeept ore ‘as an ordinance of the
christian chureh.” This was not ** sapience ;”
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decisive of the whole controversy, so far as
the subject of baptism was concerned. 3.
That if such a passage had beenin existence,
it could not have been ¢ ill-chosen,” since it
would have been the very thing for the Peedo-
baptist argument. 4. That no inference, no
witticism, no insinuation, no concatenation of
words and sentences, however skilful, can
stand as a substitute for that one passage.—
And, 5. That the editor ot the ¢ Presbyteri-
an,” by his failure to produce the required
Passage, as well as by the apology which he
atremptea for that failure, in one mainbranch
of his argument lost his cause.

3. The Presbyterian tried once, irrallud-
ing to the number of writers in your columns,
in support of Baptist theories, to be v ry wit.
ty about ¢ The Hydra,” hydra heads, and
the hydra headed Baptists. This taunt sug-
gested to my mind the idea of hydra headed
arguments. Baptists, through all their hosts,
pursue but one line of argument in dealing
with the baptismal question ; furnishing thus
no mean presumption in favour of the sound-
ness of their views. But how is it with
Pado-baptists 7 Take the following illustra-
tion from the Boston ¢ Watchman and Re-
flector,” ot Fel.. 12, in the present year. ¢ [s
it at all surprising” asks the editor of that
paper, ¢ that pious hearts should abandon in-
fant baptism, when its defences are so weak
and untenable ? They look anxiously through
the New Testament, and find no allusion,
however remote, 1o the ordinance as existing
in apostolic times, but personal faith uniform-
ly ingisted on as a pre-requisite to baptism.
They inquire of their pastors, why the ordi-
nance must be observed. One tells them,
that it bas taken the place of circumcision ;
but another at once replies, * circumcision
was abolished with the Jewish commonwealth,
and nothing was substituted in iis place.” A
third declares, that it washes away original
sin; but a fourth says, *“ No! all children,
by the unconditional benefits of the atone-
ment, are free from the taint of original sin.”
A fifth breaks in ¢ children are to be baptized
on the faith of their parents;” but a sixth
says, ¢ Hold! all children, by their own pu.
rity, are members of the kingdom of God ;"
a seventh adds, ¢ children are recenerated by

¢ waters of baptism 3" but an eighth iater-
rimts him, ¢ beware of this pestilent heresy !
it is“fatal to spirituality in the Christian
church.™>A%hinth affirms, ¢ baptized chil-
dren are righ#fully members of the church 3
but a tenth replies, ¢ they arc not really
members,but sustain a sort of quasi member-
ship;” while an eleventh declares boldly,
¢ they are not members at all, but need to be
born again by the Divino Spirit,even as those
who have not been baptized.” Here are
hydra heads with a witness. Your readers
will draw their own inferences.

Let this suffice for the present. More
hereafter, in other connections. The baptis-
inal question is not our only question, as some
choose to suggest. But it is too important to
be suffered to lie in abeyunce, save as forced
into notice by the recurrence of controversy.
And so, reserving some things which other-
wise might have found place here,1 once
more subscribe myself,

Yours for the truth’s sake,

St. George, July, 1857. J. D.

[For the Christian Visitor.

The Nova Scotia Eastern Bap-
tist Association.

Believing that a short account of the pro-
ceedings of this association held this year at
Onslow, might interest most of the readers of
the ¢ Visitor.” [ shall attempt to give them
a slight sketch.

After the choice of Moderator (Rev. E. B.
Demiil) and the other officers, the letters
were read—whilst in many of the churches
there had becn small additions, there was in
one only (that at Amherst) any very marked
increase, but on the contrary the leters of too
many cxhibited the appalling fact that they
werc on the decrease. This was so much
the case, that if the increase of the Amherst
church were not taken into account the full
statistics would probably shew, upon the
whole, a slight decrease. Of course there
were some which did not report, but it is
reasonable to believe that returns from these
would not vary the sesult to any great extent,
as, if there had been much enlargement,
those brethren would not only have been glad,
but anxious to have reported the gladtidings.
Neither my time nor your space will permit
me to comment upon this deplorable uiate of
thiogs, but I trust I have given to some one
more competeat, a text wﬁich he will not fail
to elucidate or improye.

On Sabbath morning Rev. A. B. Thompson
of New Brunswick preached in the Onslow
Metting House, which, though large was al-
most erowded to suffocation. In theafternoon
Rev, W. G. Parker occupied the sume pulpit,
R. D. McKeen and Rev. S. N. Bently preach-
ed respectively at North River and Truro at
3 P.'M.;'and Rev. W. Burton at Truro at 73
E»M. “'On Monday on' 10 o'clock A; M., the

troductory scrmon was preached Rev.
E. B. Pemill  from Rom. 1. 16, nﬁo?vhich
the association proceeded te business as usual,

the hgaring of the reports of the severel com-
mitiees occupied the greater part of the re-
maioing time. committee on the Bible

Cause made a réport pré-eminently non-com.
mittal and mﬂmymw tone, ea
; g'the i we of eiro the
word of Glod, and recommending 1o all a full
and hearty support of these severd! societies
for this t, with which each could gon-
scientiously unite, yet not presuming to dic-
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 tato to any. Although somo attempt was
made ‘o provoke a discussion of the merits
of these several societies, the report so cvi-
dently echogd ¢he mind of the association,
that no great encouragement wasgiven to
this disposition. Brethren should try to
avoid any thing which would tend to destroy
those feelings of kindness and forbearance
which should pervade the Christian heart
especially when disconnected from anything
in itself wrongor injurious to the cause of God.

A committee on Home Missions reported,
advising the discontinuance of the present
Home Mission Board, and union with the
general society, lately formed at Hantsport.
| This was accepted, allowing, however, the

present Board to remain in existence long
enough to settle up matters already on hand.
This Board (the old) could not of necessity
report any great amount of missionary labor
during the past year, hoth on account of low-
ness of funds, and scarcity of labourers. It
.18 hoped, however, that the new Board will
' be able to accomplish much more, as their
 plan of organization is more complete, and
! the sphere of their operations more enlarged.
' The Report on Education was well received,
*and brought out the best ‘speeches delivered.
There was exhibited much of the old feeling
~with regard to the college, which used to
~characterise our denominational meetings,
‘and from the substantial tokens of regard
: given, we venture to-predict for bro. Thomp-
' son, the agent, a successful mission. Inter-
jesting and able reports were made upon
| Foreign and the French mission, the obser-
'vance of the Sabbath, temperance, Sabbath
' schools, colportage and Christian messenger,
'and it was evident from the expresion of
| opinion upon these important subjects, that
lonr denomination is second to noane in the
 interest taken in everything which tends to
| the advancement of true piety and morality.
j "The session was brought to a close on Tues-
| dav evening, adjourning to meetat Portipique
' next year. Thus ended a pleasant and with
' very slight exceptions a harmonious meeting.
The roads were good, weather pleasant,
friends at Onslow and Truro kind, and every
thing gratifying to one who delights in the
service of (iod and the advancement of his
.cause.

In conclusion it might not be amiss for the
writer (a layman) to express his satisfaction
at the piety, and intelligence exhibited by our
ministering brethren, nor to express a hope
| that none may consider the time and labor
spent in enabling them to exhibit gospel truth
with greater power, and aceeptation as time
and labor lost. Go on, dear brethren, raisc
the standard of excellence still higher, the
causg you are engaged in demands the fullest
and most powerful exercise of the affections

and intellect, and may He who has
called you still continue to bless and prosper
you.

Nova Scoria, July, 1857. U.

For the Christian Visitor.

Dear Brorner :—According to appoint-
ment, the Quarterly Mesting, of St. John and
King’s, commenced on Friday, June 26, with
the second Upham churches, a goodly num-
ber were present, Bro.W. J.Blakeney preach-
ed to us on that occasion. The subject was,
“ The blessings accruing from sitting togeth-
er with Christ.” The meeting was of a
degply interesting nature. We met on Sa-
turday at half-past nine for prayer ; at half-
past ten, bro. D. Crandall preached, subject,
“"The necessity of constantly seeing Jesus.”
At three P. M, brother J. 8. Smith preach-
ed, subject, ¢ The perfect law of Ii-
berty.” This was followed by a social meet-
ing which was a time of rejoicing and of
honest coafession which is good for the
soul. Sabbath morning, at ten, Bro. D.
Crandall preached to an overflowing assem-
bly, subject, ¢ Christ’s kingdom not of this
world.” He preachea the truthin the love of it.
At three P. M., Bro. J. A. Smith preached a
forcible sermon, subject, * Salvation of the
Lord.” We ther had an intermission of ten
minutes, after which Bro. W. J. Blakeney
preached, subject, “ The broad snd narrow
roads.” ’

Oa Monday, at 9 o’clock, a ministerial
meeting was held at which quite a number
of the brethren and others assembled. The
meeting was opened by prayer, after which
Bro. D. Crandall was chosen Chairman, and
the writer Secretary. It was thea resolved,
that the next Quarterly Meeting be held with
the church at Si. Martin's on the first Friday
in October, commencing at two o’clock.—
Several doctrinal questions came up for dis-
cussion, after which several brethen addres-
scd the meeting interestingly upon Quarterly
Meetings, their management and benefits.—
We then relnctantly parted, feeling thankful
to God for his cheering favours bestowed
npon us, During the meetings the Church
scemed to be revived, and the con regations
deeply interested. We could but feel thank-
ful 10 God for the marked increase of union
in the Church, which was apparent through
the whole course of the meetings. All His
people, who were presenl, seemed to rejoice
in feeling that they weie the purchase of his
‘agonies on Calvary, and that they composed
one brabe’&rbood in Christ, and were bound
together with the'strong ties of brotherly love,
‘and hence could but say to hobyothr,
bail ! fellow traveller< hail! fellow pilgrim
10 the better land. O -the soul avimating

that we shall all-at-last meet un Ca-
naan’s happy saore ‘where parting shall oot

 be kaown, - ) .. Yours, &,
' J. W. Goucks, Secretary.
30, 1857.

. Uphaa Vale, June 30
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