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we, members of that Church here; and the virtues 
dead and living worthies are commemorated 

a brief form, and in language for the most part 
and modest. But oe occurs at page 10 of 
phlet a misstatement which has been so often 

that it should not at gg be 
Speaking of the adoption of the doc- 

i and views of their sect, by several of the 
students at King's Coll Windsor, some forty 
years go, the reverend author says: 

“It is a singular fact that a large proportion of 
those who were converted at that time in King's 
College subsequently became Baptists, and several of 

winisters. ...... This fact seems all the 
more remarkable when we remember that King's 

Windsor, like King's College, Fredericton, 
was so guarded by Episcopalians in its original con- 
stitation as to debar Baptists from enjoying its ad- 

” 

§ It must, in charity, be presumed that the Rev. 
Mr. Bill, like some of our reforming legislators who 
used to denounce King's College, and who used, with 
more zeal than discretion, with more unintelligent 
vehemence than careful regard for truth, to demand 
alterations in its Charter, bas never read that Royal 
Charter, and is quite innocent of all knowledge that 
it contains such a provision as the following: 

* And we do further will, ordain and appoint, that 
no religious test or qualification shall be required of, 
or-appointed for any persons admitted or matriculated 
as scholars within the College, or of any persons ad- 

to any degree in any art or faculty therein: 
save only that all persons admitted within our said 
College to a degree in Divinity, shall make such and 
the same declarations, and take such and the same 
oaths as are required of persons admitted to any 

of Divinity in our University of Oxford.” 
“Bunt Mr. Bill ought to bave known what that 
Obarter really was before he ventured to say that 
any one was precluded from enjoying under ii the 
“benefits of an academical education. And he ought 
tv have known that no test was required of any one 
who ‘ever entered King’s College as a student. 
The revival of this gross misrepresentation can no 

longer serve even an unworthy political purpose; 
and can only tend to foster illiberal sectarian pre" 
Judices. A. B. 

From the Church Witness. 

Sir—A Baptist minister—the Rev. Mr. Bill—has 
recently published a pamphlet, containing two 
Sermons on the rise and progress of the British deno- 
mination in St. John, preached in the Germain and 
Brussels Street Baptist Churches, and published at 
their request. So long as Mr. Bill confines himself 
to his. immediate subject, his sketch is, I dare say, 
correct enough ; but when be goes beyond it, and 
speaks of the early inbabitants of this city, and more 
bra fd of those belonging to the Church of 
ngland, he makes such unfair and exaggerated state- 

ments as prove he has paid but little attention to 
their verification, and require, I think, an immediate 
answer. 
The following paragraphs I clip from the pamphlet 

entire: — , 
“The original inhabitants of St. John belonged 

mostly to the Episcopal National Church. Dissent 
was scarcely known ; and when it first made its ap- 
pearance, it was frowned upon by ministers and 

ple as a heresy of the most dangerous character. 
piscopacy was the dominant faith, and it labored 

hard in the early settlement of this country so to 
engrafl itself upon all the departments of social and 
civil society as to give it a sort of national pre-emi- 
nence—to make it, in fact, the religion as by law 
established. No persons were considered eligible to 
offices of military, legal, political, educational or 
religious distinction, unless members of the dominant 
Cburch. All marriages and funeral rites must be 
administered by clergymen of the true Apostolic 
succession. So far did this idea prevail that a godly 
Baptist minister, by the name of Innis, was incarce- 
rated in prison for some twelve months or more for 
yielding to the earnest solicitations of a loving young 
couple, who had been converted to God through his 
ministry, to make them one in holy wedlock. 

** All offices of. trust. of every sort, from the Chief 
Justice u the Bench down to the most insignifi- 
cant one in a country village, must be filled by those 
who recognized and abetted this Episcopal supremacy. 
As far down ss the founding of King’s Uollege, Fre- 
dericton, in 1829, it was deemed necessary to apply 
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Even by that Act the Church of Scotland and 
Quakers could marry among themselves, and magis- 
trates were to act where a clergyman was not gr 4 
And the Legislature of New Brunswick, not t 
* ministers and people” of St. John were responsible 
for the difficulties which afterwards occurred. 
To say that the performance of funeral rites in 

this Province was ever limited to the clergy of any 
one communion, is simply absurd. 

I have hitherto confined my remarks to the para- 
graphs cited above. I regret to say there are others 
quite as objectionable. 
Thus we are told (p. 8) that ** When Mr. Stenning 

came to this country from England, he was a member 
of the Episcopal Cuurch; but here he experienced a 
change of heart and became a Baptist.” Are change 
of heart and becoming a Baptist synonymous with 
Mr, Bill? So again: ** When Edward Manning first 
visited New Brunswick, ia the early part of the pre 
sent century, he was called before a magistrate to 
give an account of himself for daring to preach Jesus 
and the Resurrectior.” Inference—that ** ministers 
and people” had made it illegal to do so; or perhaps 
that none had done so in St. John before. Indeed 
the whole remarks on Mr. Manning's case are very 
curious. The simple truth is, that at the first ses- 
sion of our Assembly an Act was passed for estab- 
lishing the Church of England and securing liberty 
of conscience in matters of religion. By this Act 
free liberty of conscience was given to all dissenters 
from the Church of England, and all ministers chosen 
by such congregations were permitted to preach—it 
being, however, provided that no persons not so 
chosen should preach until licensed by the Governor. 
The object of the proviso was probably to check the 
spread of wild and infidel teachings. [ have no in- 
tention of defending it; but, right or wrong, it was 
the law of the Province when Mr. Manning entered 
itt. He had no congregation, and his course was 
simple—to have applied for a license. But having, 
as we are told, ** his credentials from above” — 
*‘licensed by the court of heaven” —*“ invested with 
such authority” (and forgetting St. Paal’s injunction 
to “ obey magistrates”)—he would not do this. Mr. 
Bill says ** he preferred to obey God rather than man.” 
My impression is that he obeyed neither. And, asa 
very natural result, he was summoned before a 
magistrate—in ordinary language, for aot having a 
license—in Mr. Bill's, for *‘daring to preith Jesus 
and the resurrection.” The fact, however, that the 
magistrate, on seeing Mr. Manning's real character, 
instead of committing him for trial, as he might have 
done, dismissed him in freedom, shows very forcibly 
how far the *‘ people” ** frowned upon” dissent. 

Let it not be imagined that the above remarks are 
actuated by any illiberal feeling in regard to the pro- 
gress of Baptist views in some sections of this Pro- 
vince. Believing that many excellent Christian men 
have been and are to be found in that body, we may 
I think, well rejoice that its ministrations have spread 
to many a retired nook and corner, where what we 
believe to be sounder and truer views could not. 
Suited as the Baptist discipline is to a sparsely peo- 
pled country, such as has been and still is ours, the 
Baptist teachers, so far from having really serious 
obstacles to surmount, have had an admirable field. 
Strange indeed would it have been if their teachings 
had not spread. But the historian of that increase 
should cling to truth, particularly in alluding to other 
communions, above all in speaking of the dead. The 
early clergy of the Church of England have, with 
their people, long passed to their reward. They can- 
not defend themselves. They are too often looked 
upon as fair prey by those who know little of their 
characters, and have taken little pains to test the 
truth of their attacks. It is time this was checked. 
Many now living remember how faithfully and zea- 
lously some of those clergy preached Christ crucitied 
—how consistent was their walk—how kind their 
hearts. And itis sad, very sad, to see their memories 
wrongfully reflected on when they themselves have 
passed away. JusTiTIA. 

(From the Colonial Presbyterian.) 

Sir—Will you allow me to enquire through you at 
what time and place the Rev. Samuel Robinson re- 
ceived any authority from the Synod of the Presby- 
terian Church, or any legally authorizad body of said 
church, epabling him to claim in early life the position 
of a Presbyterian minister, and that he is justified in 
proclaiming the same to those of his present flock, or 
allow others to do so on his behalf. This matter 

Were 1t not, however, for the pretty free use of hard 

nsmes by the Witness correspondent, we should 

allow the whole (0 pass without comment, Such, 
for example, 88 “ unfair and exaggerated statements,” 
“untrue,” ‘‘absurd,” * sneer.” If we should offer 
no defence Tt might be supposed that weé had none to 
make, and that we really had said very naughty 

things; and yet we know itis quite impossible to 

give the facts at hand in proof of the truthfulness of 
our remarks, without exciting in some minds very 

unpleasant feelings. - In giving a sketch of the rise 

and progress of the Baptists of this city, nothing was 

more natural than to recount some of the prominent 
obstacles that stood in their way: in fact, fidelity de- 
manded this. ‘We touched these obstacles as lightly, 
and condensed them into as small a compass as pos- 
sible. A whole volume might be written on the 
combinations formed at different points in this coun- 

try to check the progress of the Baptist element. 

But we wonder not at these efforts to supplant what 
was supposed by many to be a dangerous heresy. 

The parties thus opposed to us, for ought we know, 

the welfare of their country, and were unwilling that 
any doctrines or observances should gain favor that 
were not in their opinion thoroughly orthedox. The 
trouble was that the measyres adopted to secure the 
end sadly encroached upon the rights ofl conscience 
and apon the laws of civil and religious m, as 
understood by those who believe thoroughly in the 

right of every man to serve his God in such modes 
of worship as accord best with the dictates of his 
own conscience. All honor to the men who, in the 

very infancy of these Provinces, founded Seminaries of 
learning, and built churches, to promote the edaca- 
tional and religious progress of the people. We hold 
the memory of these departed worthies in profound 
respect, but for the enactments that sought to restrict 
the education or the religion of the Provinces to a 

class, we feel nothing but the most perfect con- 

tempt. The idea because a man is conscientipusly 
a Baptist, Methodist, Congregationalist, Presbyterian, 
or anything else, that he should be disfranchised (or his 

religion is perfectly monstrous, and a daring iesult 

to God and man. The Colleges of Windsor, and of 
Fredericton, were bullt and supported mainly by the 
public funds of the country, and therefore, as a mat- 

ter of common justice, should have been free from all 

invidious tests; but such, we regret to have to re- 

peat, was not the case. 
‘A. B.” of the News, and * Justitia,” of the Wit- 

ness, it is true, quote a passage from the original ¢char- 

ter of King's College, Fredericton, which, at first 

sight, has the semblance of making it open to all; 
but on examination it will be found that this very 

clause outrages the feelings of the very classes that it 
was probably designed to conciliate, by compelling 
all divinity students to accept the religious tests of the 

* University of Oxford,” or in other words, to sub- 

scribe to the thirty-nine articles of the United Church 

of England and Ireland. This paragraph of the 
clause in question, so distasteful to all other religious 
bodies was, of course, quite sufficient to render nu- 

gatory all its professed liberal tendencies. 

But in examining the original ‘charter of this Qol- 

lege, we are met with the wost stringent Episcopal 
tests from beginning to end. For exawple, for what 
purpose was this College founded ?'" The very first 
object mentioned in the charter was * the education 
of youth in the principles of the Christian religion.” 
Now, who were to be the guardians of and instructors 
in these ** Principles of the christian religion #” Let 
the charter answer, * The Right Rev. Father in God, 
Joun, Bishop of the Diocese of Nova Scotia, or the 

were very worthy citizens ; they doubtless desired’ 

‘legislative duties, he accepted an urgent invitation 

to his County to see that a man of like political 
faith was returned in his place. Justitia attempts 
to justify this insulting act of ejectment upon the 
principle that it was Mr. Orandall's “duty to attend 
to the care of his flock, and not to mix in the busy'tur- 
moil of political strife.” That however was a matter for 
Mr. Crandall and his flock to decide. Bat is Justitia 
aware that at the very period to which he refers the 
Right Reverend Father in God John, Bishop of the 
Diocese of Nova Scotia, was, by virtue of his office, 
a member of thie Legislative Council of Nova Scotia, 
and that even he did not wholly abstain from the 

“busy turmoil of political strife? Perhaps Mr. 
Crandall thought that if Episcopal Bishops took part 
in the management of political affairs it was neces- 
sary that Baptist Bishops should have a watchful care 
over them, to see that the balance of power should 
be righteously preserved. 

But Mr. Crandal was not the only man who fell a 
victim. to this law of ejectment. Mr. Wilmot, father 
of our popular Judge Wilmot, was the representative 

of the County of Sunbury in General Assembly ; 

and, although not an ordained preacher or pastor oi 
any church, while in Fredericton, attending to his 

from his friends, in the absence of a pastor, to preach 
or exhort in the Baptist pulpit. For so doing he 
was arraigned at the bar of the House, tried, con- 
demned and expelled. This, Mr. Justitia, is the 
“law of exclusion” with a vengeance. 

And then the old marriage law was ‘certainly suffi- 
ciently exclusive to satisfy the most rigid of the 

favored class. Methodists, Congregationalists, Bap- 

tists and all the ministers of different shades of the 
Presbyterian faith, except ministers of the national 
Church of Scotland, were positively prohibited by 
law from marrying their own people. Nor was this 
law a dead letter upon the statate-book of the Pro- 

vince, If in some unguarded moment ministers were 

overpersuaded to violate this unrighteous statute, 
they were fined, imprisoned or forced to leave the 

country. The case of the Baptist Minister Ennis is 
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Dear Broraer,—Your last contained a report of 
ce between the Strict Baptists of London 

ministers of New York. In the 
the latter the following ex- 
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13,000,000 to 20, 
remains about the same. The of the 
United States, which was then about the same as 
that of England, has fully doubled, but the numberof 
Baptists has much more than kept pace with this rapid 
increase, having risen from less than 400,000 to more 
than 1,000,000. Thus it a that in England, 
where mixed communities generally 
our numbers have diminished, compared with the 
population, at the ratio of thirty-three per cent; 
while in this country, where strict communion is the 
rule, our numbers have increased, relatively to the 

lation, in the ratio of about fifty per cent.” 
was a little startled by these statements, and de- 

termined to test them. By the help of the Baptist 
Magazine for April and May, 1881, and the 
Hand-book for the present year, I arrived at the fol- 
lowing results, which perhaps may be interesting to 
some of your readers, 

1. T assume that Dr. Arnold refers to England 
only, not including Wales. The lation of Eng- 
land in 1881 was 18,091,005. were at that 
time 1026 Baptist churches in The number 
of members is not stated; but in 1824, in which 
year the reports of the Baptist Union were first pub- 
lished, the average was 82 per church. In 1835, 
however, the average was 99. Adopting that average, 
the number of members of Baptist churches of 
England, in 1881, was 101,574. 

2. The population of England in 1861 was 18,- 
849,980: say that is now 20,000,000. If the Baptists 
bad increased in proportion to the population, 
number would now be upwards of 155,000, 
what are the facts? There are now 1627 Baptist 

of those reporti 
last year was 128 per church, This gives us 200, 
members of Baptist churches in England; which, 
instead of being *‘ about the same,” or a dimunition, 
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in point. He was shut up in prison, and compelled Damp. vy ope tion, + here by 
. . ree per cen nearly double number ‘ to remain there until he and his friends managed to { 8 If Wales be added, the result is striking. 

pay $200, or £50, the fine imposed for a breach of 

this shameful marriage law. An authorised Minister 
In 1881 there were 241 Baptist churches in Wales : 
add these to 1026 English churches, and we have 

of the Irish Presbyterian Church was tried before a | 1267 (aod Mey adore avs 1.) peters Al how 
ivil tri i ; mem ip in Eog an civil tribunal in the county of Charlotte for marrying 195,498. by ¢ wismber of Baptist tinsel 

a couple, and was fined £50, and as he was unable 

to pay the amount, he left the Province. We have 
this upon reliable testimony: if the truth of the 

statement be questioned, we will give the names of 
the parties concerned. After some years of discussion 

this law was amended, and ministers, generally, upon 
certain conditions, were allowed to marry, but some 

of us well remember the Auge oath that had to be 

taken before the Secretary of the Province, and the 

siz dollars cash that had to be paid in band before 

we could obtain a license to marry our own people 
even under this improved law. 

Bat this law of exclusion for which JustiTIa asks, 
from his own showing, extended to the preachers of 

the Gospel. Mr. Manning's case is a distinct illus- 
tration of its operations. He felt himself called by 
God to preach the Gospel to the people of New 
Brunswick, and in the fulfilment of his mission he 
was summoned before three magistrates of the 
County of Sunbury, to answer for his ministry. He 
was told that he. wust not preach without a license 
from the Governor of the Province. As a public 
vindicator of the rights of conscience, he, of course, 
refused submission to any such enactment, and all 
honor to his memory that he did so. He was threat- 

b, 
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in Wales is 424, giving us a total, for England and 
Wales, of 2051 churches. The mem taking 
last year's average (128), is 252,278, which is more 
than double the membership of 1881. The popula- 
tion of Wales, it may be was 806,182 in 1881; 
in 1861 it was 1,111,795. j 

4. Hence we see the incorrectness of Dr. Arnold's 
calculations. Instead of our numbers having * dim- 
inished compared with the population, in the ratio of 
thirty-three per cent,” they have ween Sheree in 

and more than doubled in England and 
Wales! 

Dr. Arnold seems to think that the supposed dim- 
ce of ** mixed communion ;" 

but the figures show that, notwithstanding ** mixed 
communion,” our denomination has increased mn a 
remarkable manner. 

6. This enquiry is instructive, One inference is, 
that statistics are very useful, if "~ are correct, 

Yours truly, “J. M. Crane. 
Acadia College, July 21, 1863, 

Donation Visit. 
While at Buiternutt Ridge, during our late visit, 

we had the pleasure of attending a festival got up by 
the church as a wark of respect to their retiring pas- 
tor, Rev. Henry Charlton. His friends visited his 
place of residence in large numbers on Wednesddy 

,000, but the number of Baptists | 

‘their | 
Bat | 

afternoon, bringing with them ample supplies to far- 

H pt the Roy : rues sas Baptist deno- says (with an ill judged attempt at a sneer) that - Vindication of our Historic Sketches. House, which compelled Mr. Orandall to leave the | been performed under the inflasnce of conscientious NA 

| ination in this City, snd are very good of their | Marriages must, Bo wim niierert () by COrEVineh OF | The strictures in the. preceding colusins upon our | Ministry or the Legislature, He, of course, preferred | motives: but while we cheerfully go a far as Justi- Home Missions. 
: ‘kind. Some excellent Christian men have been, and pos - historic sketches seem tb demand of us seme reply. | 4 leave the latter, but took good care on his return | tia does in the way of extenuation, the facts them-| As meeting of the N. B. B. H. Missionary Society, 

held at Sackville on the 10th inst., the Board were 
ordered to supply the Buctouche field so soon as the 

appropriated to Elder 0. 8 for nary Ia- 
bour at Buctouche. Two appropriations, of $10 
each, from Infirm Ministers’ fund, to two ministering 
brethren who had been ill for some time, viz, broth- 
ren L. H. Marshall, and W. Paleifer: 
On motion of Elder John Rowe, it was recommend ; 

ed that the Churches in the Eastern Association 
allow ther ministers to spend a 
year in collecting funds 

C. D. Everett, Esq; Auditor, Hon. A. McL. Seely 
Executive Board, F. A. Cosgrove, J. 8. May, E. 
Bartaux, Jonathan Titus, Alex. Sime, Geo. D. God- 
soe, A. W. Marsters, John Sufith, J. O. Beattie, Z 
G. Gabel, Reuben Lunt, john Harding, John Fisher, 
John J. Wright. bond 

ted by the Board at the meeting, be published in 
the Visitor. J. B. Mansrens, 

Secretary. 
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Death of Miss Sime. 
Our esteemed christian brother, Mr. Alexander 

Sime, of this city, with bis family, has’ been called 
to mourn the loss of his fourth daughter. After a pro- 
tracted and painful struggle, with wasting consump- 
tion, Mary Sime departed this life on the 35th instant, 
sged nearly 21 years. Her mental vigor and amiable 
disposition made ber a special favorite of the family, 
and gave her a place in the affections. of all who 
bad the pleasure of her acquaintance. As she had 
made no profession of experimental religion, when it 
was found that she must die the deepest anxiety was 
felt for her immediaje for a bettey world. 
Earnest united prayer hesrd in her behalf, and 
some time prior to her death she was enabled to 
speak to her ministers and friends of & perfect confi- 

friends, and in the centre of a lovely cluster of ever- 

rance of a glorious resurrection and eternal life, 
Appropriate remarks were made at the house by the 
Rev. I. E. Bill ; prayer followed by the Rev. H. 
pags: and ‘prayer atthe grave by the Rew F. 

We tender to the parents, brothers and sisters of 
the departed our deepest Christian sympathy. , God 
grant a happy re-union in the * better land.” | 

pose would pay for. If Churches that did not report 
themselves at Sackville, or did not pay anything 
there, will send money for the purpose to me within 

ened with imprisonment, but the public feeling was suggests itself to me by the perusal of two sermons nish a wost ‘delicious repast. The tables extended 

of a very di 

such tests as should thoroughly protect it from the 
poisonous influence of dissent, and secure ‘its educa- 
tional immunities for ail time to come, in fee simple, 
to the Episcopal Church. We refer to this state of 
things, not for the purpose of calling up any unplea- 
sant feelings, but simply as matters of history, to 
show the obstacles which our fathers had to surmount 
in proclaiming and extending what they conceived to 
be the Gospel of the blessed Lord Jesus.” 
Now much of this is untrue, and some of it very 

absurd. Surely the Church of England inhabitants 
of St. John would have been more than liberal had 
they raised to their posts of * religious distinction” 
men who rejected their Church's teachings. And I 
wonder it never occurred to Mr. Bill that the great 
numerical superiority of the members of the Church 
of England, which he acknowledges, furnishes the 
very reason why most (not all) the public offices 
were, as bie so bitterly complains, vested in Church- 
men. There were, indeed, very few others fitted to 
hold them. And, in point of fact, even before New 
Brunswick was a separate Province, several of the 
early settlers on the St. Jobn, who had brought their 

t principles with them from Puritan New 
were, nevertheless, in the Commission of 

the Peace. I should indeed be much obliged to Mr. 
Bill if be will prodace the law which ever excluded 
persons of any Protestant communion in this Pro- 
vince from ‘‘offices of trust”—from * military”. (I 
su he means the militia), legal or other posts of 
distinction. If there was one, it must be still in 
force, as certainly no such act was ever repealed by 
our Legislature. True itis that a Baptist minister, 

Crandall, was from the House of As- 
sembly (Mr. Bill, by the way, does not mention this), 
not, however, because a dissenter, but as a minister, 
and because the House wey phopecly deemed it his 

to attend to the care of his , and not to mix 
in the busy turmoil of political life. 
~The Rev 8 description of the difficulties 

the blame resting a; 
“the “ministers and people” of fe Church of Eng. 

vg cry and arguments views they belleved 
erroneous. Such expressions as * frowned upon,” 
-* heresy,” ** dominant faith,” insinuate an opposition 

recently delivered in this city by the Rev. I. E. Bill, 
and now issued in pamphlet form to the world. I 
find therein these statements (p. 18), * Rev. Samuel 
Robinson. . . .experienced religion in early life, and 
when quite a youth commenced preaching in his own 
country (Ireland) as a Presbyterian ;” (p. 14), * Ac- 
cordingly the baptism of the Presbyterian preacher, 
converted to the Baptist faith, was appointed to take 
place at St. David's, a most central position.” While 
{ am in sentiment a Baptist, I cannot appreciate such 
statements, however cheering the news of such change 
of opinions, while in the public mind there rests a 
doubt respecting their veracity. That Mr. Robinson 
way have been a Presbyterian, and enjoyed such 
parental teaching, but few will question, but that he 
was ever entitled to the name and position of a 
preacher, in connection with the Presbyterian body 
in this Province or elsewhere, very many doubt; 
neither is his miraculous conversion from the errors 
of the Presbyterian faith so much a matter of history 
as the Rev. Gentleman's sermon seems to imply. 

Yours respectfully, ENQUIRER. 
St. John, N. B,, 17th July, 1563. 

In reference to the enquiry of our correspondent 
we have been informed that it was in the Presby- 
terian fold that Mr. Robinson, early dedicatéd to God 
in baptism, was brought to the knowledge of Christ, 
and that his early training in the shorter catechism 
did much to fit him for his subsequent usefulness. 
But we understand that Mr. Robinson never was 
educated or set apart as a Presbyterian preacher, and 
we look upon the language quoted by our gorres- 
pondent as well fitted, though doubtless not intended, 
to leave a wrong impression upon the mind of the 
reader. The whole history of Mr. Robinson's con- 

most useful and influential minister, is pitched on a 
very high key in this sermon, particularly that 
Nyt Ary he" relates that after Mr. Ansley oy 
Robinson's house, he felt ** constrained by the Spiri 
of God to return and deliver a solemn charge to hi 
to embrace Baptist sentiments, aod take charge 
that vast district of country as a Baptist preacher. 
The sequel is thus given in Mr. Bill's sermon : — 

“ Having delivered his he again took his 
leave and left for home. All this'a strange 
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nexion with the Baptist Charch, of which he is a | 

Bishop for the time being of the Diocese in. which 
the town of Fredericton may be situate.” Who was 

appointed Chancellor? The charter replies, * The 
Lieatenant Governor of our Province for the time 

being, shall be the Chancellor of our College.” 
Who was chosen President? The charter answers : 

“And we do hereby declare, ordain, and grant, that 
there shall be at all times one President of our said 

College, who shall be a Clergyman in Holy Orders 
of the United Chureh.of England and Ireland.” ... 
‘* And we do hereby grant and ordain that the Rev. 

George Best, Master of Arts, Archdeacon of our said 
Province of New Brunswick, shall be the first Presi- 

dent of said College, and the Arehdeacon of said Pro- 
vince for the time being, shall, by virtae of 'su¢h his 
office, be the President of the said College.” 
Who were to constitute the Council and Professors? 

The charter furnishes the answer: “And we do 
hereby will and ordain that the said council shall 
consist of the Chancellor and the President for the 
time being, and of seven of the Prqfassors in Arts and 
Faculties of our said College, and that sich! seven 

Professors shall be: members of the United Church 
of England and Ireland, and shall previeusly to 
their admission into the said College Council sever- 
ally sign and subsoride to the thirty-nine articles of 
‘Religion, as declared and set forth in the Book of 
Common Prayer.” In this way this most extraor- 
dinary charter proceeds with its decrees and its tests, 
a8 if determined so to shut it up not only for the pre- 
sent, but for all time to come, to the: United Uhareh 
of England and Ireland, as wo forever prevent even 
the shadow of dissent from appearing upon its walls. 
Was it to be supposéd that after such decrees as 
these any beside Episcopalians ceuld feel st liberty 
to go there for the purpose of receiving instruction 
in ‘“the principles of the christian reli "gr insny. 

so thoroughly aroused in his favor that ‘it was found 
an attempt to execute the threat would be attended 
with serious consequences, and he was discharged. 

Mr. Ansley, another Baptist preacher, was treated 
in like manner in the county of Charlotte, where he 
was positively imprisoned for a short time for daring 
to preach the Gospel in the face of this oppressive 
law, 

The apology of Justitia for these outrages upon 
religious liberty are not a little curious. Mr. Man- 
ning did not ** obey magistrates.” Did Paul and 
Peter, and James aod John, and the rest of the Apos- 
tolic worthies, *‘ obey magistrates” when that obe- 
dience required a sacrifice of principle? Did the long 
line of martyrs “ obey magistrates” during the long 

through the whole house, and were sll surrounded 
by those prepared to enjoy the good things provided. 
After tea the people were called to order by Mr, Amos 
Keith. An excellent address was read to Bro. Charl- 

ton, expressive of attachment to him and his family 
aod of appreciation of his valuable pastoral labours. 
To this the retiring pastor made an appropriate re- 
ply. After which addresses wére made by Rev. 
Messrs. Wallace, Marshall, W. A. Corey, Burnham, 
Dr. Jonah, Smith, and I. E. Bill. A purse of money 
was presented to Bro. Charlton, and other useful ar. 
ticles, as a token of goed will and respect on the part 
of the church, and altogether it was a most pleasant 

centuries of cruel persecutions which assailed the 
Christian Church? All the different forms of per- 

be forgotten by those in attendance. Brother James 
Herritt was there a short time, but had to leave at an 
early hour. Rev. Messrs. Bancroft and W. T. Corey 

into the dungeons of Spain. The Protestant 

secution from the days of Nero to the present hour, 
have been carried forward under the sanction of law. 
The laws of Catholic Spain forbid the reading and 
circulation of the sacred Scriptures. Matamoras reads 
and circulates the Scriptures, or in other words, he 
does not “ obey themagistrate,” for this he is thrown 

is aroused from centre to ci pty x 
cause of the sufferer, but, like Mr. Manning, failing 
to “ obey magistrates,” ought he not, according to 
Justicia, suffer the penalty of violated law? 

rites” is prongunced by Justitia ss * simply absurd.” 
Is itso? Why so many refusals to. ting minis- 

y an 

sepulebre with a dissenting minister, if there was no 

ly Suu. shown on the part of some of | 

were present also, but excused themselves from mak- 
ing speeches. 
We were detained until nearly dark; after which 

a kind friend drove us over to the hospitable residence | 

of Deacon 1. /Steeves, where we were kindly enter. | 
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