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THE PRINCETON REVIEW AND 
POPISH BAPTISM. 

NO. I. 

The remarks which appeared in the Princeton 
Review, the July Number of the past year, upon 
the decision of the Assembly, in regard to the va- 
lidity of Romish baptism, deserve a more elaborate 
ireplythan they have yet received. The distin- 

guished reputation of the scholar to whom they 
are ascribed, and the evident ability with which 

they are written—for whatever may be said of the 
soundness of the argument, the ingenuity and 
skill, with which it is put, cannot bo decently de- 
nied—entitle them to special consideration. And 
as the presumption is, that they embody the strong- 
est objections, which can be proposed to the de- 
cision in question, a refutation of them is likely to 
be a complete and triumphant defence of the ac- 
tion of the Assembly. Under ordinary circum- 
stances it might be attributed to arrogance, in ordi- 
nary men, to enter the lists with Princeton; but 
truth always carries such fearful odds in its favor, 
that the advocate of a just cause need not dread, 
with far inferior ability, to encounter the patrons of 
error. 

There are men, however, whose mistakes, it is 
peculiarly painful to correct, because it is peculi >r- 
ly painful to find them in the wrong—men, distin- 
guished alike by the graces of the Spirit and the 
.elegant accomplishments of life—whose urbanity, 
candor, and moderation, are the real expressions 
of a charity which gushes warmly from the heart, 
chastened and refined by an habitual sense of the 
common infirmities of the species. When, to the 
possession of such qualities, is added the conside- 
.Tation of length of days, we have the most finish- 
ed object of earthly veneration—a Christian Pa- 
triarch. And lie that can contemplate any errors, 
however subordinate, of one whom God has long 
delighted to honor, and contemplate them without 
pain, can male-? no pretensions to refined sensibility 
of heart, nor even to that delicacy of taste, which 
is shocked at blemishes in admired specimens of 
art. The Fathers at Princeton are confessedly 
objects of universal love and veneration—and the 
younger sons in that School of the Prophets, have 
•caught, it is presumed, the mantle, and inherited the 
spirit of the sires who, in thecourseof nature,must 
soon be taken from them. It is,therefore,with no J'eel- 
ingsof personal asperity that I undertake the task 
of subjecting to a brief examination the Princeton 
strictures on the question of Romish Baptism— 
and I hope to manifest the sincerity of this profes- 
sion by refraining from enery expression that could 
cause the slight stpain. 1 may, indeed, adopt the 
beautiful language of reluctance, which the poet 
puts in the mouth of Vulcan, when he received 
the mandate to bind Prometheus to the rock: 

J-Ej/(J S’aroXpos ctfit cvy-ycvT] $eov 
Sijcat fiia <papayyi rpoi Svo^etpcpu. 
II av'rcos i ’avayitn Toiuic pot To\pav c^tScto. (1) 

Whatever may be the severity with which those 
Should be rebuked, who corrupt the fundamental 
doctrines of the Gospel, there are certain points 
-of subordinate importance, on which good men 
may differ, and differ without hazard to the faith, 
-and in regard to Which their contentions should 
uot be “like the bars of a castle.” To the Mi-,is- 
ters at Princeton, and in every other portion of the 
land—whether their stations be obscure or promi- 
nent—whether they be pastors of single flocks, or 
the trusted servants of the Church at large—I 
would concede the fullest liberty of thought and 
of speech, and not until they had begun to tamper with our covenanted articles—the charter of our 
visible organizat on—would I withdraw from them 
that brotherly love, which buries all inferior dis- 
crepancies in the communion of the saints The 
wrath of man is as littic conducive to the discove- 
ry oi truth, as it is to the promotion of the righte- 
ousness of God; and, therefore, what 1 shall have 
to offer in reply to Princeton, shall be so presented 
<tt3 not to offend, if it should fail to convince. 

As, in the General Assembly, it was maintained 
*>y those who denied the validity of Popish Bap- 
tism, that the ordinance itself was so corrupted in 
ns constituent elements—its matter and its form— 
that *1 could not be trea ed as the institution of 
Christ and that the Papal communion, as an or- 
ganized body, being destitute of some of the in- 
dispensable marks of a true Church, could not be 
recognized in that character—the strictures of the 
ihiJt?Wl3r !1fve been shaped with a reference to 

sembhfi:0ld ar=ument. In opposition to the As- 
bantiJri 8 as8erts> that the essential elements of 

the essential °|Und Jn tbe Romish ceremony, and 

commnni 
elements a Church in the Papal 

he in®; and’ w^iat is still more remarkable, 
Romivb 

at even uP°n the supposition that the 
Christ if if' 18 not a Chui'ch of the Lord Jesus 

noTSid ty'n ° “eanS foli°ws> that its baptism is 
for K,!.1 id^lC con?ent °f the Protestant world, 
he li-T® n 

Un federations past, tothe opinion which 
rate tnfTUSed’ mthout bainf adduced as a sepa- 
as an tfrt /QCtfrgUmCnt) 18 wpeatedlyintroduced 

of t a VV‘lamVer we,ght ̂ e overwhelming 
18 a senerfl Assemr t rc,'?ht carry with it. Such 

general new of the Princeton remarks 

*U'CV P/Tfe tosllowthat ̂ ir dis'inguished 
tions .das faded ,t0 Pro.ve any one of these post- 
are fo Tr that the essential elements of baptbr 
teinn 1 thf PoPlsh ordinance, or that, withor 
p Church, it .can have .the sacraments c 

Christ, or that the testimony of Protestant Chris- 
tendom, is more clearly in his favor than it is 

against him. These are the points upon which 
issue is j lined 
To the question, what constitutes the validity of 

baptism, the reply obviously is, the conformity of 
any rite with the definition of baptism, which may 
be collected from the Scriptures, and justified by 
them. Whatever ordinance pos-esses all the ele- 

ments which belong to Christian baptism, is 

Christian baptism, and should be recognized as 
valid by all who bear the Chri-tian name. The 

validity of a sacrament does not depend upon any 
effects which it produces,either mysterious or com- 
mon—but upon its nature—the question is not 

what it dues, but what it is. and whatever coincides 
with the appointment of Christ, so as to be essen- 
tially the suae ordinance which he instituted, 
must be received as bearing his sanction. When 

the Assemby, therefore, decided that Popish bap- 
tism is not valid, it intend d to ass rt, that, what in 
that corrupt communion is adminis'ered under 
the name of baptism, is really a different institu- 
tion from the ordinance of Christ. Rome’s cere- 

mony does not answer to a just definition of the 
Christian sacrament. 

In enumerating the elements of baptism, the 
Reviewer seems to have fallen into two mistakes— 
one wholly unimportant—tiie other, materially af- 
f cting the question in dispute. Intention is 

treated as something distinct from the form of 

baptism,—and matter, form, and intention, are re- 
presented as constituting the essence of the ordi- 

nance. Now, in the language of the schools, 
form and essence are equivalent exp'essions. The 

form of a thing is that which makes it what it is, 
which distinguishes it from all other beings, and 
limits and defines our conceptions of its proper- 
ties. ( >.) According to Aristotle, it is the forms 
impressed upon tne first matter, which enable us 
to discriminate betwixt tliff rent substances. As 

intention, according to the statement of the Re- 

viewer, is a part of the essence of baptism, it is 
consequently an error of arrangement to make it 
different from the form. The whole idea of bap- 
usuj may ue umuruceu uuuei iwu ucaua. x uc 

Reviewer, no doubt, had his eye upon the peripa- 
tetic division of causes; but the i/jienaonofwhich 
he speaks cannot be the final cause of Aristotle, 
because that was not an ingredient of the essence 
The use of a table, or tile purpose of a mechanic 
in making it, is no part of the nature of the table. 
But the intention in baptism, is indispensable to 
the existence of the ordinance—it is a necessary 
element of a just definition; and, therefore, be- 
1 mgs appropriately to the form. The true final 

cause exists in the mind of Gob In the case of 

baptism,, a definition which should set forth the 
matter and form fully and completely, would coin- 
cide exactly with the logical rule which resolves 
a definition into the nearest genus and the specific 
dilierence. The matter, water, is a generic, term, 
and suggests every oth> r kind of ablution be- 
sides that of baptism—while the form distinguishes 
this particular form of washing from every other 
mode of using this element. 
As this mistake in arrangement, however, is a 

mere question of words and names, L pass to a 
more important error, the omission of one of the 
elements, which, according to the great majority 
of Protestant Confessions, enters into the essence 
of Baptism. The form does not consist alone in 

washing with water, with solemn invocation of 

the name of the Trinity, and with the professed 
purpose of complying with the command of 

Christ. There must be some one to make the in- 

vocation, and to apply the water. These are acts 

which require an ; gent—services which demand a 
servant. Not any application of water, in the 

name of the Trinity, with the ostensible design of 
signing and sealing the blessings of the new and 
everlasting covenant, constitutes bapt’sm—-the wa- 
ter must be applied by one who is lawfully com 
mis.-ioned to dispense the mysteries of Christ.— 
There must be an instrumental as well as a mate- 
rial and formal cause. This fact the Reviewer 
seems neither prepared to deny nor assert—and 
though he takes no notice of it in his formal defi- 
nition of baptism, he is yet willing to concede it 
for the sake of argument. The question then is, 
do these f ur things enter into the baptisms admin- 
istered by the a uthority ol the Romish Church? 
Do her priests wash with water, in the natnc of 
the Trinity, with thiJ profess'd design of comply- 
ing with the, command of Christ, and are they 
the ms Ives to be regarded as lawful min'Sters of 
Ik'-word ? The Princeton Review h s undertaken, 
in all these instance , to prove the affirmative, and 
it is my purpose to show, that it has signally 
failed—that, according to their scriptural import, 
not one of these particulars is found in the Popish 
ordinance. 

1. i. he Reviewer expresses great surprise, (3) at 
the statement made cn the floor of the Ass mbljT, 
that Romanists were accustomed to corrupt the 
water, which they used in baptism, with a mixture 
of oil. I1 is rather a matt: r of astonishment, that 
he himself should not hav.- been aware of so no- 
torious a fact. It is true that their Church formu- 
laries make natural water the only thing- essential 
to the matter of the ordinance—hut it is equally 
indisputable that such, water is only used in cases 
of urgent and extreme necessity. Whenever the 

right is administered with solemn ceremonies — 
and these can never be omitted except upon a plea 
which is equally \ alid, to di-pense with the services 
of a priest—the water instead of being applied 
in its natural state, in conformity with the com- 
mand of Christ, is pr> viougly consecrated, or rather 
profaned by the infusion of Chrism—a holy com- 
pound of balsam and oil. Innovations upon tlje 
simplicity of the sacraments, began with the spirit 
of superstition in the Christian Church, and grew 
and strengthened until they reached their consum- 
mation in the magical liturgy of Rome. The 
precise period at which this specific mode of con- 
secr -ting the water w .g first introduced, I am una- 
ble to determi ie—but there is an evident reference 
to it in the Ecclesiastical Hierarchy, which goes 
under the name of Dionysius. “Immediately 
after the unction,” says Bingham, (4) “the minis- 
ter proceeded to consecrate the water; or, the 

Bishop, if he were present, consecrated it, while 
the Priests were finishing the unction: for so the 

author, under the name of Dionj'sius, represents 
it. “ While the priests,’’ says he, “ are finishing 
the unction, the Bishop comes to the Motlnrof 
adoption (so he calls the font) and by invocation 
sanctifies the water in it; thrice pouring in some 
o/ the holy Chrism, in a manner representing the 
sign of the cross.” 
The Catechism of the Council of Trent not 

only insists upon this mixture, whenever baptism 
is performed with solemn ceremoni' S, but states 
distinctly that it has always been observed in the 
Catholic Church, and traces its origin to apostoli- cal tradition. , 

“ Illud vero animadvertendum est, 
ouamvis aqua simplex, qusc nihil aliud admixtum 

habet, materia apta sit ad hoc sacramentum confi- 
ciendum, quoties scilicet baplismi ministrandi 
necessitas incidat, lamen ex Aposlolornm tradi- 
tione semper in Calholica Ecclesia observatum 

esse, ut cum solemnibus ceremoniis baptismus cnn- 
dcitur, sacrum elinm Chrisma addalnr, quo bap- 
tismi effectum magis declarari /lerspicuum est.” 

This same catechism divides the ceremonies oi 
baptism, as is usual among the Romish writers 

upon the subject, into three classes—the first em- 
bracing those which precede; the second, those 
which accompany, and the third, those which fol- 
low the administration of the ordinance. “In 

primis’’—it begins the explanation of the first 

head—“igitur aqua paranda est, qua ad baptis- 
mum uti oportet. Consecratur, enim, baplismi 
fons, addito mysticce unclionis nleo, neque id omni 
tempore fieri permissum est; sed more majorum, 
f sti quidam dies, qui omnium celeberimi et 

sanctissimi optimojure, habendi sunt, expectantur; 
in quornm vigiliis sacra: ablutionis aqua confici- 

tur,” &c “In the first place, the water to he used 
in baptism must be prepared: The font is conse- 
crated by adding the oil of the mystic unction.— 
Nor can this be done at any time—but, in con- 

formity with ancient usage, is delayed until the 
vigils of the most celebrated and hoiy festivals.’’ j 
Part ii. §. GO. Catechis. Cone. Trident. (5) 

Durand enumerates Jour kinds of blessed water, 
among which he includes the water of baptism, 
and gives a full and particular account of the 
mode of sanctifying it. “Postremo sit admixtio 
Chrismatis in aqua, sicut dictum est. Unde 
dicitur in Burcardo, lib. iii. “benedicimus fontes 

baptismaiis ol-o unetionis”; et August nus eisdem 
verbis utens subjecit quod hoc magis tacite sive 
sine scriptura hac mystica ratione introductum 
est quam per aliquant Seripturam. Per hujus- 
modi ergo adm xtionem unio Christi et ecclesite 

significatur. Nam Chrisma e.-t Christus, aqua 
populus dicitur. Sanctificetur fons iste—ex 

quibus verbis ad quid fiat admixtio satis datur 

intelligi.” (6) To the same purport is the testimo- 

ny oi Aicuin, me iamous preceptor oi uaiune- 

magne. 
“ Q.uibus finitis ante fontes tt facto si- 

lentio, stantesacerdote, sequitur beneJictio fontis. 
Omnipotent, sempiterne Dens, &c. “Sequitur 
consecratio fontis; in modum pratfationis decan- 
tanda: Aelerne Deus, qni ineisibili, polcnlia. 
sacrumcictonim tuorum. Ad invocationem vero 
Spiiitus sancti, quem sacerdos celsa voce procla- 
mat, id est, alto mentis affectu deponitur cereus 
benedictus in aquam stve illi, qui ab eo illumi- 
uati sunt, ad demonstrandam scilicet Spiritus 
Sancti presentiarn, sacerdote jam diccnte; De- 
scendal inhanc plenitud.inemjon.lis. Fonte bene- 

dicta, accipit Pontif ex chrisnia cum oleo mix to in 
vase ab Archidiacoao et aspergit per medium 
/onlis in modum crucis.” (7) 

These passages, from Durand and Alcuin, are 
extracted from their accounts of the solemnities of 
the great Sabbath—the Saturday preceding 
Easter. This festival and pentecost were the 
solemn seasons to which, in the times of Leo, the 
administration of baptism was confined, except in 
cases of necessity—and hence it is, in the descrip- 
tion of these festiv ils, that we are to look for a de- 
tailed exhibition of the ceremonies connected with 
its due celebration. In the first book of Alartene 
de Antiquis Ecclesiae Ritibus, may be seen the 

forms taken from \arious liturgies, of consecrating 
the font—and the infusion of the Chrism, is in- 
variably a part of the process. (8) Hurd, in his 
interesting work on religious rites and ceremonies, 
mentions among the solemnities of Easter-eve the 
consecration of the wat' rs of baptism. “Theuffi 

eiating Priest perfumes the font thrice with frank- 
incense, after which he takes some of the oil used 
in baptism, and pours it on the holy water cross- 
ways, mixed with Chrism, and this is reserved to 
baptize all the catechumens or children, who shall 
be brought to the Chinch/’ (9) 

These authorities, I trust, are sufficient to di- 
minish the Reviewer’s surprise at the stitement 
made on the floor of the Assembly,- and to put it 
beyond doubt, that the matter of Romish baptism 
is not simple, natural water, but water artificially 
corrupted. Whether this corruption vitiates the 
sacrament to such au extent, as seriously to affect 
its validity, is not so trivial a question as the Re- 
viewer supposes. As baptism is a species of ab- 
lution, whatever unfits the water for the purpose of 
cleansing, unfits it for the Christian ordinance.— 
Such mixtures as are found, in nature, in springs, 
pools, riv rs and seas, so long as they do not affect 
the liquidity of the fluid, do not affect its adapta- 
tion to any of the ordinary purposes of life. iVlen 

still wash with it. But a water which cannot be 
used in washing, is not suitable matter for bap- 
tism—and as od evidently impairs its cleansing 
properties, it destroys that very quality in water, 
in (onscquence of which it is capable of repre- 
sent ng the purifying influence of regeneration, 
and the renewing of the Holy Ghost. No more 

incongruous substances can be found than water 
and oil—and to wash in such a mixture, is not to 
cl-anse but defile. The significant}/ of tile rite is 
affected—it is not made to consist in simply wash- 
ing with water, but in washing with a water duly 
consecrated with oil. In the present case, atten- 
tion is called to the mixture—great importance is 
attached to it, and it is in consequence of the 
chrism that the mixed substance is used in prefe- 
rence to the pure, simple, natural element. It is 
not because it is water, but because it is sanctified 
by ml that tlm priests employ it in baptism. This 
is certainly not making the significancy of the 
rit" depend upon washing with water—it makes it 
equally depend upon the oil of the mystic unction. 
The ve'y purpose of the mixture is to increase the 

significancy of the rite; to declare more fully the 
nature and effect of the baptism The oil is con- 

sequently made a prominent clement in the com- 
pound; and it is precisely that which, in ordinary 
cases, fits the water for its use. In other cases, 
the foreign element is left entirely out of view, 
and the adulterated substance is used as water and 
nothing but water. Hut here it is not, notwith- 

standing the mixture, but because of the mixture, 
that the corrupted water is employed. It is not used 
as water and nothing but water, but as water invest- 
ed with new properties; in consequence of the oil. 
The presence of the foreign matter is an improve- 
ment, when canon cally introduced, upon the erigi- 
nal appointment of the Saviour, and so muchimpor- 
tance is attached to it, that Rome permits simple 
water to be used, only on the plea which may also 
dispense with the services of the Priestv-the plea 
of stern necessity. Water without the chrism 
may be employed in that class of cas s in which 
Jews, infidels and Turks are authorized to bap- 
tize. Through the pressure of necessity God may 
sanctify it without the oil; but in ordinary cases, 
the charm Ji< s in the mystic unction. 

These two circumstances seem to me to distin- 
guish ihe mixture in question, from all the combi- 
nations which are found in nature. 1. That the 
oil destroys the Jewess of water .for the purpose o! 
ablution, and so affects the significancy of the rite; 

and 2d, that the mixture is not used as water, but 
that peculiar stress is laid upon the foreign element. 
It enters into the baptism as a very important in- 
gredient. He who baptizes with rain or cistern 
water, or water impregnated with saline mixtures, 
oocrluoks the foreign matter, and attaches value 
only to the water. He uses the mixture simply 
as water. But Rome makes the corruption of the 
water a partol her solemn ceremonies—the chrism 
works wonders in the font, and imparts to it an effi- 
cacy which, only in rare cases, it would otherwise 
possess. The mixture of the chrism with the 
water is, according to Durand, a sign of the union 
between Christ and the Church—and as an evi- 
dence of the value attached to the chrism, he adds 
that it represents Chria, while the water repre- 
sents the people; and the C.itechism of the Coun- 
cil of Trent teaches that additional significancy is 
given to the water by the holy chrism. We may 
concede to the Reviewer, 

“ that water with oti • 

thrown on it is still water;” that is—it may be heated 
and used, notwithstanding the mixture, us water— 
that wine adulterated with water continues to I e 

wine, or may be used as such, provided the mixture 
isnot madea matter of prominent observation. But 
when the foreign elements are dignified into im- 
portance, and made to play a part in the offices 
performed—then the water is no longer simple 
water, but water and oil the wine is no longer 
simple wine, but vyine and water. If in the sa- 
crament of the Lord’s Supper we were professedly 
to adulterate the wine, in order to give superior 
efficacy to it, and to use the compound not simply 
as wine, but as wine invested with new properties, 
in conseque.uce of the mixture, the matter of the I 
sacrament would be evidently vitiated —and that 
not because it was a mixture, but because it was 
used as a mixture. If the same wine were used 
as wine, notwithstanding the mixturc3there would 
be no impropriety; but when it is used in const-1 
quence of the mixture, the case is manifestly dif- 
ferent. 

It is not a little remarkable, that the Romanists 
themselves condemn a practice which seems to be 
fully as justifiable as their own. “Sed neque 
probandi sunt illi,” says Martene, “de quinus 
Egbertus Eboracensis archiepiseopus in Excerptis. 
cap. 42. (Sunt quidam, inquit, qui miscent vinum 
cum aqua baptismatis, non recto; quia Cliristus 
non jussit baptizari vino, sed aqua.) (10) And 

yet, m me very next section, tins writer insists 

on the importance of using consecrated water, and 
not profane, whenever the ordinance is adminis- 
t red, and refers, among other authorities, to the 
passage from Dionysius, already quoted, which 
shows that the consecration embraced the infusion 
of chrism, in the form of a cross. It is difficult 
to see how a mixture with wine vitiates the sacra- 

ment, wiiiio a mixture with oil improves it. The 
command of Christ, which is very properly plead- 
ed against wine, applies as conclusively to chrism 
But whatever may be said of this sell-condemna- 
tion on the part of Rome, I think it cannot be de- 
nied that, in that idolatrous communion, the mutter 
of baptism is corrupted, and that the Reviewer 
has consequently failed in making out his first 
point, that papal baptism is a washing with water, 
and that this is the sole matter of the sacrament, 
But what, then, it may be asked, did baptism be- 
come extinct when this innovation was first intro- 
duced, among the churches that adopted it? My 
reply is, that I know of no sacredness in baptism, 
which should entitle it to be preserved in its integ- 
rity, w'hen the ordinance of the Lord’s Supper has 
been confessedly abolished iij the Latin Church. 
Why should baptism be perpetual1 d entire, and 
the Supper transmitted with grievous mutilations? 
Or will it be maintained that the essence of the 

Supper was still retained when the cup was denied 
to the laity? Is it more incredible that an outward 
ordinance should be invalidated, than that the pre- 
cious truths which it was designed to represent, 
should be lost? Is the shell more important tb,"" 
the substance? Anu snail we admit that the car- 

: u.-nat doctrines of the Gospel have been damna- 
bly corrupted in the Church yf Rom* ttVii yet lie 

; 
£draid tn declare in at the signs and seals of the 

: covenant have shared the same fate? If Rome is 
Corrupt in doctrine, 1 see not why she may not be 
equally corrupt in ordinances, and if she has lost 
one sacrament, i see not why she may not have 
lost the other—and, as the foundations of her apos 
tacy were laid in the ages immediately succeeding 
the time of the Apostb s, I cannot understand why 
the loss of the real sacrament of baptism may not 
have been an early symptom of degeneracy and 
decay. 
But our business is with truth and not with con- 

sequences. We should not be deterred from ad- 

mitting a scriptural conclusion, because it removes, 
with a desolating besom, the structures of anti- 

quity. We are not to say, a priori, that the 
Church in the fifth or sixth centuries, must have 
had the true sacrament of baptism, and then inler 
that such and such corruptions do not invalidate 
the ordinance. But we are first to ascertain irom 
the Scriptures what the true sacrament of baptism 
is, and then judge the practice of the Church in 
every age by this standard. II its customs have 

i at any time departed from the law and the testr- 

I mony, 
let them be condemned—if they have been 

something essentially different from what God had 
enjoined, let tnem be deuouncedasspurious. The 

i unbroken transmission of a visible Church in any 
J line of succession is a figment of papists and pre- 
latists. Confoimity with the Scriptures, and not 
ecclesiastical genealogy is the true touch-stone of 
a sound Church—State—and if our fathers were 
without the ordinances, and fed upon ashes for 

| bread, let us only be the more thankful for the 
j greater privileges vouchsafed to ourselves. 

HENLEY. 
NOTES. 

(1) /itschylus. rrometh. Vinct. -10. 

(2) ri S'(as ro uSos; toti ijv civai. A rist. Mel, L. 7. 
1 
c. 4. “Form is that,1’ says Stanly, quoting this 
passage, 

“ which the thing ilsell is said to he per 
se—the being of a thing what it was—the whole 
common nature and essence of a thing answerable 

; to the definition.” Philos Part 4th, chap. 3d. “Now 
that accident,” sa>s Hobbes. “ for which we give a 
certain name to any body, or the accident which 
denominates its subject is commonly called the 
essence thereof—and the same essence, inasmuch 
as it is generated, is called the fohm.” Philosophy. 
Eos a lorma habet,” says Wolfius, “ ut sit hujus 

generis vel speciei atque ab aliis distinguatur.— 
Hinc scholastici n'uml, formam (lore ess-a rei, dare 
dislingui. Ontologici, part 2, § 3. c. 2. 

(3) “ We were, therefore, greatly surprised to 
see, that it was stated on the floor of the Assembly 
that Romanists did not baptze with water, but with 
water mixed with oil.” Princeton Reyiew, July 
1345, p.449. 
(4) Origines Sacrae. Lib. xi. cap. x. § 1. 

(5) Pars II. Cap. 2 § 11. 

(6) De Diving Ofllciis, Lib. vi, p. 140. Lyons 
Edition. 151S. “In the last place, the water is 
mixed with chrism—as we have previously men- 
tioned. Whence it is said in Burcard, Jib, iii, /f’e 

bless the fonts of baptism with the oil of unction.— d 
!VniJ Augustin, using the same words, subjoins that t 
t is done more from a mystical reason than from c 

my authority of Scripture. By a mixture of this 
tort, the union of Christ with the Church is signi- 
ied—the chrism representing Christ, and the water 

r 

he people.” 
c 

(7) De Divinis Offlciis, cap. xix. De Sabbato v 

SancttE vigil. Paschse. “ These things having f 
teen completed before the fonts, and silence insii- s 

uted, the Priest standing, the benediction of the f 
'out follows: Omnipotent, Eternal God, ife. Then !: 

succeeds the consecration of the font., to be chanted, ^ 
as in the preface to the mass. Eternal God who, ? 

by the invisible power of thy sacraments. At the 
invocation of the Holy Spirit, whom the Priest pro- 

1 

claims with a lofty voice—that is, with deep afl'ec- 8 

lion of mind, the blessed candle is deposited in the 
“ 

water, or those which had been lighted, to show t 

the presence of the Spirit—the Priest now saying: t 

May he descend in this fulness of the font. The j 
font, being blessed, the Pontiff receives from the 
Arch-dcaccn, chrism with oil mixed in a vase, and 
sprinkles it in the midst of the font in the form of 

1 

a cross.” 
(8) The following specimens may bo taken:— t 

1. Ex Missali Gothico-Galicano.—After a prayer 1 

for blessing.the fonts and the exorcism of the water, < 

the rubric directs that the water shall he '.blown 

upon three times, and the chrism infused into it in 
the form of a cross. 
Delude insufflas aquam per tree vices, et mittis 

chrismu in modum crucis, et did—Infusio chrismtB 
salutaris Domini riostri Jesu Christi, ut fiat Ions 

aqute salientis cunctis descendentibus in eo, in 
vitam ffiternam. Amen. Lib. 1. Art. 18. ordo i. 

2. Ex veteri missali Gallicano. 
After the prayers for blessing the fonts, the ru- 

bric directs, that three crosses should be made 

upon the water with chrism. “ Postea fads Ires 
cruccs super aquam de ehrisma el dicis, &c. 

Ibid. Ordo ii. 
3. From art oh! Paris Ritual, the form of admin- 

istering baptism on the great Sabbath, the Satur- 
day preceding Easter, is extracted. Ibid. Ordo x. 

Among the ceremonies enumerated, the iniusion of 
the chrism is expressly mentioned. “Inde,” is the 
rubric lor that purpose,—11 inde accipiens vns 

aureum cum chrismate, furidit chrisnta in fonte in 

modum crucis, et expandit aquam cum manu sua 
tunc baplizantur infantes, printout masculi, deinde 
/emiiise.” 

(9) Hurd’s Plistory of the Rites, Ceremonies and 
Customs (Religious) of the whole world, p. 218. 

(10) De Anliquis Ecclesise Ritibus, Lib. 1. cap. 1 
art. 14. “ But neither are they to be approved, of 
whom Egbert, Archbishop of York, says, (Exoerp. 
cap. 42.) There are some who mix wine with the 
water of baptism. Not rightly, because Christ did 
not command to be baptized with wine, but with 
water. 

PROPOSED UNION FOR PRAYER. 

A correspondent proposes that the different de 
nominations of Christians should unit- in the ob- 

servance of a day and an hour for humiliation and 

prayer to God, for the outpouring- of his Spirit up- 
on the churches. It strikes us that there has rare- 

ly been a time in the lris'ory of our country when 
the influences of the Spirit, have been, in so great 
a measure, withdrawn as at the present. Only 
here and there a place gives any evidence of his 

special presence, while an apathy cold and chil- 

ling, rests upon the vast body of the professed peo- 
ple of Christ. Nor is this remark peculiar to one 
denomination. So far as we can learn it extends 
to them all, and in about an equal degree If then 

this be the condition of the churches, and if it be 

true, and who can doubt it? That God is more 

ready to give the Holy Spirit to them that ask 

him, than earthly pirents are to give good gifts 
to their children, why should we not all ask him, 
and humble ourselves that we may ask him with 

a sense of our necessities? And fix a tiijje in 

which tve may1 unite in asking him to revive his 
own work? These remarks are designed as art 

appropriate introduction to the following commu- 
nication. 

a rPROPOSITION. 

“Neither pray 1 for these alone, hut for them also, 
which shall believe oil me through their word,” (the 
Apostles word.) 
“That they shall be one, as thou Father art in me; and 

| I in thee that they aiso, may be one in us: thatlhe world 
| may believe that thou hast sent us.” 

Our Lord in the next sentence, but one, of this 
i memorable andsolemn prayer for the unity ofliis 
j followers, as if to make a di ep> r impression on 
j them; again repeats the reasons assigned in the 
latter clause of the passage above quoted, for the 
unity which He thought so essential to the efiica- 

cacy of his Gospel. “Thai the world may know, 
that thou hast sent me; and hast loved them, as 
thou hast loved me.” Thus foretelling as it were, 
the difficulties that would arise to the spread of 
His Gospel in the world, by the substitution of 
the doctrines of men for the true Gospel, and thus 
showing most conclusively, that unity and oneness 
of Spirit, was to be, if not the greatest, at least, 
one, of the principle levers, by which the world 
was to be converted from unbelief; to the service 
of the Triune God, One of the ablest and most 
learned commentaries extant, has this language in 
respect to these passages. “In behalf of all this 

company of believers, < .'ur Lo>-d especially prayed, 
: that they might be united together, in the closest 
! bonds of love, as one Body, under one Head, an> 
mated by one Soul, according to the incomprehen- 

I sible union, before mentioned; and in virtue of their 
union with Christ, and the Father in him, through 

; the Holy Spirit, dwelling in them. The more 
i closely Christians are united in judgment and af- 
| fection, and the more entirely they live in peace 
I and harmony professing the same doctrine, and 
worshipping God, as with one heart and wi h one 
mouth, the cleavet evidence do they afford, of the 
Divine Original and excellency of the Gospel, to 
the conviction of the world around them. On the 
other hand the more those who in so many res- 

pects are one, and who are agreed in the more im- 
portant matters, differ and dispute, about things of 
inferior moment, the more ambiguous and uncer- 
tain do the truth and excellency of Christianity ap- 
pear. Men are apt to say, it will be soon enough 
for us to embrace the Gospel, when its Professors 
are agreed among themselves, in what it consists. 
Ileal bel.erers. are far from being sufficiently cir- 
cumspect, in this particular: but mere nominal 

Christians, give the most extensive, occasion, to 
these objections. The union which prevailed 
among Christians when the Gospel was first pro? 
pagated as springing from the communion of the 
Holy Spirit; the sanctifier, evidenced to the world 
the divine original of Christianity, in a manner not 
much less convincing, than the miraculous powers 
of the same spirit, conferred on them through the 
Apostles, and as believers, are mentioned by our 
Lord, without limitation of age or country, the 
evidence to ihc truth of Christianity, by the mira- 
culous gifts, vouchsafed in the primitive church, 
cannot be particularly intended: this plainly in- 

icates that dissenters, avionj* CkriHi'ins, would 
e the means of bringing the truth and excellence 
f the Christian religion into question 

’ 

But we presume the passages above cited can- 

ot be misinterpreted, they at least, can bear but 
ne construction; namely, that Our Lord and Sa- 
iour prayed, not, as most of his followers in the 
resent day, with one thought on the subject which 
Demed to be the desire of his inmost soul, and two 
toughts about something in relation to this world’s 
oods, but he prayed, with a determined fixedness 
f purpose and unwavering faith, “that they, It’s 
dlowers might be one, one in purpose, one jn soul, 
tat they mighrte enabled to move, as one solid 
nd unbroken phalanx in the army of the Lord, 
that the world may believe that thou hast seat 

te,” and again, ‘ that the world may know that 
bou hast sent me, and hast loved them, as thou 
last lo ed me.” 
’1’is clear then, that our Saviour considered this 

inion of Spirit, union of action, as well as union of 
bought, as entirely essential to the conversion ot 
he world. His prayer, our Divine Lord’s prayer, 
o his Father, was, let them be one in us ns we are 
me,— if J sus Christ found it necessary thus to 

tray, does it not much more behoove his disciples 
>f whatsoever denomination that they (nay be, to 
re instant in such prayer? Does it not behoove 

til, who love the Lord Jesus Christ insincerity, 
:o prav daily, aye, to “pray without ceasing,” lor 
this, the principal end of church organization? 

So all then who believe, that salvation comes, 
only through Jesus Christ, who believe that all, 
will be saved who come unto God through Him. 
We would say, what matters it, if wo differ as to 
the form, or manner, of our expressing this belief 
to the world that, though I, a Baptist express this 
belief by the form of immersion, and another a 

Pedobaptist, through the form of sprinkling? 
Learned men differ, and will continue to differ on 
these minor points—“Who are we that we should 
underiake to judge another man’s servant; to his 
own master he standeth or falletli: yea, he shall be 
holden up, for God is able to make him stand.” 
And blessed be His Holy name, He does uphold 
(not regarding what man c?n do) all, among the 
various denominations of his followers “who neb 
ther live nor die to themselves; but toHimwho di d 
for them, and rose again and ever liveth to be the 
Lord both of the dead and of the living ” 

But howsoever much, loose who love the i_,orJ 
Jesus Christ and the establishment of His righte- 
ousness on earth, may disagree, as to those tilings 
which are essential and those which are non-es- 

sential, in view of the low state of religion, in view 
of the wickedness that stalks about in our land, 
and the utter worthlcssnessof ourmost holy things, 
and in view of our deep sense of depemlanee out 

God—-does it not become us, brethren, of every 
denomination, all to unite as one body, prompted 
and guided by one Almighty Head, not only to 
implore of God, the forgiveness of our own mani- 
fold transgressions and sins, but to pray that wa 
all may be one in Christ, as He was one in tho 

Father, that the world may believe that the Father 
sent him; and that the Father loves us, ns Ha 
loved Christ? Can it be that in this enlightened 
Christian Era, the influence of those, who long 
with an ardent desire for the suppression of vice 
and the establishment of Christ’s kingdom in the 
land, as well as in the hearts of His people? Can 
it be, that the voice of the Lord is not sufficiently 
strong in this land, to prevail so far, as that Chris- 
tians of every name may not in their capacity as 
churches, unite in setting apart one particular 
houronsome pariieular day and spend it in prayer 
to God, not that all Christians should be one, 
as to the forms observed in ttielr respective church- 
es; but for the spread of the Gospel of Christ, first 
that it may take, and keep hold yu ,’.;U h&Vls of 
all his foiloww„ Ijicn llfal it may be extended 
throughout the land of our own country: then 
through tbe length and breadth of the habitable 
world, If those appointed to fix on the day to be 
appropriated in this wayshould deemit a matt- r of 
sufficient importance, in our judgment, it would bo 
well, to devote one day to each branch oi the sub- 
jects during the year Should such a plan be adopt- 
ed .[brethren ofevery nameand sect,let usbreatheone 
faithful.fervent prayer, without an admixture of 
the .world in it-—“that more complete union of 

purpose may distinguish us from the world; that 
the conduct of the Christian may be such as that 
all men shall take knowledge oi him as having 
been with God, and that they may be led irresisti- 

bly to praise and glorify Go I. He is wanting in 
faith who believes that God will not hear and an- 
swer the sincere, and fervent prayei, of all his 

people m tlie bounds ol this state when sent up to 
the throne ol' His (..race at one and the same hour 
and all for one and the same purpose: Oil Brethren, 
1;let us prove the Lord herewith, if he will not 

open us the windows of Heaven, and pour us outa 

blessing, that there shall not be room enough to 
receive it,‘--the means now proposed to you, are 
his own appoint d means. His people are tho 

means through which the conversion of the sou! is 
to be made, and constant, fervent, faithful prayer, 
is the first means to be used by them. Brethren it 
is not Hod’s purpose to convert the world, or to 

give His glorious promises to those who ask not or 
cares not lor them, any more than it is His pur- 
pose to cause our fields to yield their fruits without 
cultivation. We sow them in faith, expecting to 
reap exactly in proportion to the care we havfl 
taken in cultivating and dressing them; So if, we 
meet on this ground now proposed, lei us sow our 
prayers, with the greatest ja l/i, and be careful^ , 
that they are sincere 1 ,T 

These are mere suggestions thrown out to ba., 
matured by disci etior. It would seem that a day 
or days for the purposes alluded to, as well as tho 

special objects to be attended to, on those days, 
might be fixed oh by a committee, formed out of 
the various sorts of Christians now living in Rich- 
mond. We believe that every denomination of , 

Christians known in Virginia may find a Repre- 
sentative to be placed on such a committee, resi* 
ding in Richmond; and although nut appointed in 
due form—we can scarcely believe that there are 
many in Virginia—and it is to Virginia we would 
now confine this scheme for many reasons---We t. 
cannot believe that there is a c/uisiian in the coun- 

try who will not sanction any step taken in the 

premises, by his brethren in the city, 'i hen let’ 
Brethren in the city act and recommend such 

days and subjects for those days as they think most 
worthy of special prayer—and we pledge our? . 

selves for our Christian brethren in the country. 
M. L. 0 

Feb. 19 lk, 1845. 
.or : 

* .1 •>: • 
' 

TOO EARLY. 
In Wakulla cou .ty last Thursday, we saw 

peach trees in full bloom, and we have since ofc? 
served many trees around town in the same con? 
dition. A heavy frost will seriously mar our pros? 
pects for peaches.— Talla/iassee Star \7(h. 
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THE RELIGIOUS DUTIES, 
And responsibilities of Christian Masters to their 

Slaves. The claims of the Slaves upon their 

Christian sympathies and interests. 
Mr. Editor,—It would be utterly useless and 

unprofitable, to consume your space, and my time, 
in dilating upen the importance of the subject se- 
lected for this communication.—You and I, and 
all feel it. The day has passed; when novelty in 
its announcement, would have arrested attention. 
Did I think that it was new to any one who may 
honor these thoughts with a perusal, l should be 
more dispirited than I already am, of accomplish- 
ing any thing in promoting, and exciting action. 
Action is what we now want. Our ecclesiastical 
bodies have resolved, and re-resolved, that some 
thing ought to be done. Synods and Presbyteries 
have passed resolution after resolution, declarative 
of their sense of the necessity of action. Still, 
serious and pressing as the necessity is, nothing,— 
comparatively nothing,—has been accomplished. 
The only thing that has been done,—’twere better 
done if it had not been done—is, that some Chris- 
tians lay the flattering unction to their souls, that 
they have done something, because it has been 

determined that something ought to be done.— 
They will now remain inactive, and leave it to 
to the next generation to declare the same thing. 

During all this period, their “duties and re- 

sponsibilities” have never abated one tittle, and 
the “ claims of their slaves upon their Christian 

sympathies and interests,” have not lost one iota 
of their force, V 

It is very proper that Christians should expend 
of their abundance, in carrying the Gospel to 

foreign lands, and in offering the bread of life to 
the dying millions, who have never heard of a 
Saviour’s love. This they ought to do, but not to 
leave other duties undone. I would not, inten- 

tionally, throw one pebble in the way to arrest the 
progress of the Foreign Missionary Society; but 
I must confess I am a little incredulous as to the 

sincerity of that zeal, which, whilst it is expend- 
ing its thousands in other fields, and providing 
“ bread” for those perishing in foreign lands, is 
utterly inconsideraie and careless ol supplying 
“ crumbs” to the heathen in our own midst. VV e 

cannot, we dare not disguise the fact, that there 
are thousands of our negroes, who are as entirely 
ignorant of the plan of salvation as revealed in 
the Bible, as are the Chinese or any other hea- 
then. If they have heard that there is a God, 
th»y know but to blaspheme, not to worship Him. 
Talk to them of the plan of Redemption ! What 
do they know? It makes the heart bleed, to hear 
even those who profess to be followers of Christ, 
explain their ideas of this blessed plan. For the 
most part, dark, confused, mysterious notions, 
with visions, and sights, and dreams,—-supersti- 
tions as soul-destroying as heathenish idolatry,— 
constitute their religious experience. And these 
poor creatures go down to death with these lies in 
their right hand! And there are none to break^to 
them the bread of life! And yet, these are they 
who have much to do in moulding the characters, 

luctouy iiJiiUGiiciug uio uooHiuua ui uui uc_ 

i loved children. For they are their nurses, their 

i daily companions; and in childhood, their “guides, 
philosophers, and friends ” Hjw fearfully retri- 
butive has that justice been, when God in his 
wrath has allowed the pernicious influence and 
example of our servants, to react upon the chil- 
dren of our love, in forming them for destruction. 
If no other considerations, than those which ap- 
peal to the low passion of self interest, can move 
us, these should. W e labor to protect our chil- 
dren from the example of wicked men, and yet 
allow them unrestrained license with the little 
heathen, their playmates. Who needs to be told 
that seeds are sown in childhood, to be matured 
tn manhood? 

; 
^ut I have digressed somewhat from my sub- 

jeet proper, though I trust the digression may itself be useful, as I write to be useful. The Chris- 
uan Master can no longer in his conscience evade 
-ns responsibility, or disregard his duty to the im- mortal souls, over whom God in His Providence 
has placed him. If there should fall upon these 
mes, the eye of one professing Christian, who can 
am 

*S corl?clenc® say, that he does not recognize 
redL?*~iar *laim upon him from his servants, in 
a pVm.'t? t0 their soul’s salvation,—let me say, in 
indeed vl! *Plrjc> 

“ 
beloved brother, if these are 

not indeed *1- ee lnSs an(i convictions—if you do 

bilities tn 
^noTV that your duties and responsi- 

and fearfu(^ifSerVan S are Sreat> infinitely great, 
| Mediate oh]Ll°Ud° n°‘ ted' that y°Ur fiTSt' 
own honli?ugat ons> are t0 thc heathen of your own household if you have no speclal and pe- v-nliar . 

11 you have no special and 

beseech youm'e relig.ious welfare—let 
faith. sLI !, nmine a?a!n the £round °f Y 

me 

/our again me grouna or you 
i mav Gnd; 

See if U be not a roPe of sant! i andmmr ° “ u ue n°l a ropeoi Sana 

i heart and mercy bakeoff the veil from you 
k firtd T ™ow you your true condition in Hi 

Such, and me 
t he' ^at *3rot^er‘ 

subject lan^/S,i^r* Editor, we have to meet th: 

now, or’at , 

°ok at h in all its beatings, eithe 
WoLj n 

Uat dav whp.n WA choll nricVt ..nl. 
7tow) or at tK , 

muja.iis oeavmgs, eitnei 
We had done 

1 
da7 wllen we shall wish, in vain 

^-void the r°’i cann°l evade it—we canno 
'and ye did i/not ” nt6nCe’ <:Y6 kncw your duty 

I am fully aware that, to our own unaided wis- 
dom, great and insurmountable obstacles present 
themselves, in effecting a feasible scheme for the 
consummation of this most desirable object. And 
I know also that it has engaged, and is still engag- 
ing the anxious interest and concern of the 
wisest and best of the Church. I know, too, that 
the combined wisdom of Synods, Presbyteries, 
Sessions, and individuals, have been unable, as 
yet, to devise any scheme of practical, general 
application and utility. Yet all things continue 
as they were. 

I have not the vanity to suppose, that I can ac- 
complish that which the wise and good have failed 
to effect. This very conclusion, at which I have 
arrived, I verily believe is one among the many 
causes, which have operated in impeding success- 
ful action. We all say, “What can / do?—and 

nobody does any thing. 
Over the parched and thirsty fields, where no 

moisture is, there hangs a cloud, prolific of the re- 
viving shower. Drop says to drop, “ What can 1 
do?”—and the cloud passes over. The earth re- 
mains not only as dry as before, but more so — 

The drought increases. So in God’s Church.— 
Yet after the space of three years and six months, 
the man of God prayed that it might rain, and so 
the windows of heaven were opened. Drop to 
drop—drop to drop, and there fi ll a bighty rain. 
What does this mean? God answered /.he prayers 
of his servant. Is His ear sealed nqv that He 
cannot hear. Mere, then, is the rerlidy. My 
Christian brethren, let us go to God &. anxious, 
fervent prayer for wisdom to guide, antigrace to 
direct us in our difficulties. Remember, “man’s 

extremity is God’s opportunity.” WharPe most 
want is a personal, continuous interest, tyt kind 
and degree of interest, in this matter, tlu will 

carry us to our closets. M n have planne, and 
devised, in vain, for sixty years. Vain is th help 
of man. Our only hope and resource is fltw in 
God. Let us so feel, let us so act; and as (3d is 

true, He will help us. Be not discouraged. \’he 
condition of our negroes, deplorable, lamentaie, 
discouraging as it is, is not more so than was\fe 
world, when the command was given, “ 

Goyj 
into all the world and preach the Gospel to every 
creature.”—Nor more so than is the condition o 
other heathen. Yet the Apostles did not despair 
and you do not despair of the heathen being giver 
to Christ for an inheritance. 

Let us no longer remain idle and unconcerned, 
about our heathen at home, and say, 

“ What c u 

/ do?” and do nothing. I fear and tremble wher 
I tnink oi this subject, Jest uoa in wraui come, 
and “remove our candlestick from out of its 

place,’1 and we be left as miserable as our sinful 

neglect has been culpable. 
Let us examine ourselves, and see how far the 

great dearth and death in our Church, at present 
prevailing may be attributable to our lukewarm- 
ness and indifference on this vitally important sub- 
ject. W. JB. F. 

[Our correspondent may be. informed that some- 

thing has been done upon this subject. In South 

Carolina and in*Georgia, and in some of the other 
Southern States, Christians have not only resolved. 
but have acted, and acted efficiently, at hast to 
some extent. A number of missionaries of differ- 

ent religious 'denominations, are devoted to the 

work of preaching to the blacks. A number of 

[ Christian planters, and ihat number is every year 
| increasing,—not only faior the object, but give it 
their personal attention.—A number of Sabbath 
Schools are formed for their oral religious instruc- 

tion, and receive the favor of the neighborhoods 
where they are established.—And at least some 

good has been done, with the prospect of greater, 
and with the encouragement to 

“ 
go forward.”— 

And wo hope that our correspondent will find an 

open field, where the heart that dictated the pre- 

ceding article may “do good and communicate,” 
for the advancement of this important work.— 

[Ed. W. & O.j 

For the Watchman & Observer. 

SHOULD THE SYNOD OF VIRGINIA 
BE DIVIDED? 

An argument of no little force in favor of divi- 
sion is derived from the meagre attendance of lay 
members on the last seven me tings of Synod. 
W ithout a special examination of the record I think 
it may be saf. ly slated that at no meeting ofSynod 
for seven years p>st has the number of Ruling 
Elders present be>n equal to one third, while the 
average number has been less than one fourth 
the number of churches It must also be admitted 
that a large portion of those who attend are from 
the nearest congregations; very few travel more 
thin two days to reach the place of meeting. If 
the Synod should be divided and meetings held at 
the same time at a reasonable distance from the 
division line, the number of lay members who 
would probably attend at each place would not be 
much less than the number, that would probably 
attend a meeting of the undivided Synod in either 
of the same places. There is reason to believe 
that the average number of lay members in at- 

tendance for seven years to come would be in- 
creased 50 per cent, or more by division. How 
can division, be opposed exrept by saying that it 
is not important that a large nnmber of lay mem- 
bers should attend? But we have partaken too 

largely of the Spirit of the Nineteenth Century to 
to! rate such language; even our opponents venture 
not to use sueh weapons. Nor is it to be overlooked 
that as many of our churches as are generally re- 
presented by Ruling-Elders have never yet had a 
member present at any meeting of Synod; that an 
equal number have never had a mec ting of Synod 
within 100 miles, and some never yvithin 150 or 
even 200 miles of them. The attendance of lay 
members beiag so infrequent, it is becoming every 
year more and more nominal; many church ses- 
sions do not even appoint one of their number to 
attend unless the meeting is to be within a short 
distance. It would have the appearance of a farce 
for Rock Spring or Sharon church to appoint 
members every year to attend the meetings ot Sy- 
nod as they are now held, it being almost certain 
that the appointment would not be fulfilled. Yet 

it is the duty of every session, prescribed by the 

constitution, to make these appoin'ments every 
year. But if the Synod should be divided, tlie 

meetings would not only be doubled, but they 
would be held in many places where no meeting 
has never yet been held, and where it is certain 

Synod cannot meet until it is reduced in size. 

Many churches would thus at least occasionally 
be able to secure the attendance of a representa- 
tive in Synod, that have never yet had that privil- 
ege. Nor can it be said that the churches and 

Elders do not need the benefits of this privilege. 

Are not the Elders greatly edified, and stimulated 
in the good work by attending Synodical meet 
ings? And are not the churches through the El 
ders, kept alive in a great measure by the influ 
ence of ecclesiastical meetings? Here then is suf 
fieient reason for securing as large an attendance 
of Ruling Elders, as can be done without toe 
great a sacrifice of weight and dignity. But the 
Synod itself needs the presence of these members. 
There is much good sense and unostentatious pie- 
ty in the body of our Elders. On many questions 
their counsels are of great value. Let us not then 
Ueep them at a distance, but let us arrange our 
Synodical meetings so as to bring the greatest pos- sible number to attend. In the excitement of 1836, 
an important question in a sister Synod was deci- 
ned by the vote of the Elders, ten of whom voted 
with, and only one against the Old School. And 
this vote was given after every effort had been 
made to draw the Elders aside from the good old 
ways to which they were accustomed; and a num- 
ber of them voted contrary to the wishes of their 
own Pastors. We see from this fact that the dig- 
nity stability and purity of Synod, may depend in 
particular cases upon the presence of lay members. 
VVe ought then not to fear, that the Synod will 
loose in dignity by division, if there be strong pro- 
bability that the attendance of lay members will 
thereby be even moderately increased. 

L. L. 

For the Watchman and Observer. \ 
THE RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION OF 

THE SLAVES. 

This subject is attracting more and more atten 
tion in the Southern States. The meetings rc 

cenlly held in South Carolina have been°trul 
gratifying to many Christians in different States 
and of different denominations. No doubt thesi 
meetings have done good, and yet their good re 
suits have not been fully developed. 

But ought not meetings for the same purposi 
be held in Richmond and Baltimore? The pub 
lie mind is now prepared for such a movement 
and the church is waiting for action of some kind 
But we are doing nothing; we are idle in this pro 
Rising field of labour. Could not a preparatory 

eeting be held in Richmond in March or April, 
ql a time appointed for a more general meeting 

to \p held six or eight months hence? Those who 
.ear the centre of action shnuld take the lead. 

1 \ LL 
are#: 

CAN N DE V^UD. 

Tlta intelligence froto the Carton De Vaud con- 
tinues to be of a very interesting kind. 
“From the Disruption 1Q the lanton de Vaud,” 

says a private letter, data 29th December, from a 
clergyman in a neigliH»ing Canton, “souls ap- 
pear to be hungering^ter tae word of God, 

wttn it was freely given, 
to house. Families 
:e, their expositions, 
esterday one of them 
: more than eighteen 
small, it is true, but 
he love of their Sa- 

fed 

which they despised 
Pasture arc busy from h 
are requesting their pre] 
consolations, and advices, 
delivered the Lord’s Supp' 
houses. Six congregation! 
really wishing to be found 
vioui; and one of these mee%t secret, and quite 
unknown to the spies—numb- m0re than forty 
communicants, which was inqk\ a ]arge number 
for a small village.” Thus the ery persecutions 
to which both ministers and pepie are exposed, 
are leading many persons, were formerly 
wholly indifferent, if not alto|- 
the gospel, to set a peculiar val 
God,andonthe instructions of 
affectionate pastors. A r> markab 
fact is, that family worship has be< 
menced iri many houses where 

' 

was rarely, ifever opened; and at thi 
cinos it is not uncommon to hear 

ing their acquaintances, whether n 
ship God in their families, and then 
swers in the affirmative. 

It is gratifying to find that the concfW 0f the 
Vaudois Government in persecuting ihtetirino- 
ministers and their flocks, has met with tl^trong- 
est condemnation from all quarters. Th»ant0n 
of Berne has, at its meeting of Council, cl 
ed their proceedings. The President 
cil of Zurich, the largest Canton after 

Berne, has also, with unsparing severity, 
ced the gross hypocrisy which, while ma’ 
vehement outcry for freedom, and professin 
the determined enemy of all oppression, 
prived religious men of their dearest rightdfej 
privileges, and acted towards them with the 
revolting tyranny. 

ter opposed to 

the word of 
faithful and 

interesing 
com- 

y the Bible 
:‘bs and cas- 
emen ask- 

'they wor- 
ving an1 

feran- 

lc- 

abl The Rev. M. B. Hope,for many years the 
Corresponding Secretary of the Pres. Board 
Education, having resigned, the Rev. Cortlan 
Van Rensselaer, D. D. has been appointed to fi 
the vacancy; but as he is absent at the West, it 
not yet known, we believe, whether he will acce 
the office. Mr. Hope was recently appointed Pr 
fessor of Belles Lettres in Princeton College. 

AFTERNOON IN FEBRUARY. 

BY II. W. LONGFELLOW. 

The day is ending, 
The night is descending; 
The marsh is frozen 

The river is dead. 

Through clouds like ashes, 
The red sun flashes 
On village windows 

That glimmer red. 
L *' Vi 

The snow recommences; 
The buried fences 
Mark no longer 

The road o'er the plain. 

While through the meadows 
Like fearful shadows, 
Slowly passes 

A funeral train. 

The bell is pealing, ^ « ». • 

And every feeling 
Wi hin me responds 

To the distant knell. 

Shadows are trailing, 
My heart is bewailing 
And tolling withip' 

Like a funeral bell. 

THE PENALTY OF DEATH. 
The fear of sudden and violent death conveys 

more terror than any which enters the human 
heart. 

“The weariest and most loathed worldly life 
That age, ache, penury and imprisonment 
Can lay on nature is a paradise 
To what we fear of death.” 

It startles and shocks the ̂ sovereign instinct of 
nature; imprisonment does not. It excludes earth- 
ly hope; in the solitary cell Hope sits by the prison- 
er, and makes his lota cheerful one. Pardon, 
revolution, a thousand incidents may open the 
door of the prison, but not of the grave. 
Nay, why is it that punishment is opposed by 

a puling; philnntlsn^py9 .&<.-».»«,.» it terrible 
For this very reason all who would not light the 
torch and whet the knife of the mid-night mur- 
derer—all who would not have the dark form of 
murder bending over the couch of innocence, and 
its fear mingling with ever}' moment of the life of 
weakness—desire to see it retained. It is beter 
that guilt should die than that innocence should 
bleed. God makes death the wages of sin; and 
the piety that would repeal that law is unwise, il 
it be not guilty.—N. American, 

r n me vv atcnmau & UDserver. 

SUNDAY SCHOOLS AT THE SOUTH. 
Mr. Editor,—Having read with pleasure in 

your Journal of the 12th of February, your just 
views in relation to Sunday schools, l take the 

liberty of adding my humble, but cordial concur- 
rence in those opinions. And having some little 
experience, as a Sabbath-school officer, I have 
thought you would allow me to offer some 

thoughts which have occurred to me, since I have 
been engaged in this delightful employment. 

1st. Presbyterians of the South do not take an 
interest in this cause at all commensurate with its 

importance. That the Sabbath-School, properly 
conducted, has been and continues to be a mosi 
valuable auxiliary in building up the Church ot 
Christ in our country, and in conferring countless 
blessings on society, is a proposition established by 
almost every page of their history. That Sunday 
schools bring with them great blessings cannot be 
denied. It is however true, that many professing 
Christians, either openly express their lukewarm- 
ness towards them (and some even go so far as to 
deny their benefit or expediency) and manifest no 
interest, whatever,in them. The few Sunday 
Schools,organized in the country,arecontinued but 
for the Summer months; and there are not a few 
Presbyterian parents, elders and Pastors who 
never once visit them. This is a fact which many 
superintendents in the South, it is believed, can 
testify to be true. No; is this all: the co-operation 
of parents and guardians at home, is often wanting. 
The father and mother not untrequently leave 
much, indeed almost all, of the most important in- 
terests of their children,—their religious culture, 
to the Sunday School teacher. Should the eyes of 
any Pastor, or elder, or parent, see these lines, let 
him ask himself these questions;—(and let him 
answer them, as if they were propounded at that 
bar where the manner of discharging the high 
responsibilities of these relations wdl be scrutini- 
zed.) How often have I visited the Sabbath 
School? What efforts have I made to advance 
and aid the interests of this great cause? How 

many prayers have I offered, that God would bless 
this instrumentality to build up his kingdom? To 
what extent have I aided at home the humble 
Sunday School teacher, in preparing my children 
to receive the full benefits of this labor of love? 
Have I enquired and seen, as I should, whether 
the children are instructed in the truths of life? 
Have I or have I not been content, indeed and in 
in truth, to leave on the teacher the high responsi- 
bility, which I have assumed, and which I can’t 
throw off, of bringing up my child in the way he 
should go? Have I, the PASTOR, visited the 

Sunday School? Have I prayed lor and with the 
teachers and scholars? Have I often or have I 
ONCE urged my people 10 manifest a practical 
interest in the Sunday Schogl? Have I, an El- 
dee, given tins cause raj' cormai ana active sup- 
port? Have I aided in any manner, in organizing 
and carrying on the school? Have I seen or en- 

quired whether there are any children growing 

up around me in the ways of ignorance and sin, 
who might, by a little effort of mine, have been 
brought into the Sunday School and perhaps been 
saved?—Fellow sinner, whoever you are, you will 
soon have to stand before God’s bar, and may have 
to answer for the neglect of your duty in this 

I cause as your excuses for not attending to it may 
I not serve you there. 

But it is not negligent Pastors, Elders, and 
parents alone who do not manifest a proper inter- 
est in this cause. There are many, and in those 
classes also who might render valuable service as 
Sunday School teachers, who never seem to think 

|Vot it is their duty thus to glorify God. How 
' 

suy of our schools languish and die for want of 

itlful, efficient, prompt, and punctual teachers? 
adhere are those who, led by the Grace of God 

to see their duty, do assume the great responsibili- 
ty of ecoming teachers, but who cannot, at the 
bar o God, but blush to own, that they have 
so carcessly and so negligently complied with 
their engagement. That teacher who irregularly 
attends i this duty, and who has not by prayer and 
searchin- the scriptures, prepared himself for his 
Sunday hhool duties,—who is content with half- 
work in td Sunday School, had better not attempt 
it. For bkhe way, it is not a light labor as some 
suppose. 

2nd. Th difficulty of organizing and continu- 
ing Sunday chools, in the country at the South, is 
alledged as ireason, why so little is doing in this 
cause amongis. These difficulties are often, it is 
believed great' exaggerated; while it is true that 
in some district they do entirely prevent an effi- cient system of Sunday school instruction. But 
there are regios, in the bounds of our Synods, 
where with som little sacrifice, schools might be 
organized when there are none now. This is 
true in neighborhods where a sufficient number 
of scholars for da.jschools can be obtained: and 
that parent who c.n make it very convenient to 
secure the attendant of his child at the day school 
on Mondajq and at m early hour, is without ex- 
cuse, on the score oj distance from, the Sunday 
school, for failing to lave his child at the Sunduy 
school. With a little industry on Sunday morn- 
ing and with a little less time spent in dressing, 
there are many children in the country who could 
attend the Sunday school. But, say the session, 
(who ought to give atteniion to this subject) “we 
can’t get teachers.” Ah, “there’s the rub.” To 

remedy this, let the members of the Session be 
teachers themselves. It is all a mistake that you 
cannot. Have you tried! If not ’tis time you 
had. And no man, with ordinary intellect, and 
with the right spirit and seeking Wisdom from 
God, can attempt a quarterly teaching without 

finding that it is all a mistake. And there is yourj 
daughter and your elder son; why cannot they 

' 

teach? And here let those who really desire to be ! 
useful in this portion of Gods vineyard be advised : 

to deny themselves some little luxury and send a! 
dollar or two to the Sunday School Union Depos-. 
itory and request their merchant going to buy 
goods, to buy some eight or ten volumes publish-1 

I ed by the Union, full of instruction to teachers 
and officers. They are admirably adapted to their 
professed purposes. Teachers will there find 
much, very much, to instruct and aid and encour- 
age them. Two dollars will buy nearly all of the 
boolis “for teachers.” Let a suggestion bo 
made by one whose doubts (and he had many) 
have been entirely removed, on the practicability, 
of organizing and continuing schools; the difficul- 
ty, in many regions, is not in the want of scholars I 
and their residence near enough to convenient 
school houses: there are children enough in many j 
neighborhoods in Virginia; and where there are 
children there are parents, often older brothers 
and sisters, and where there ai e par nts and broth- 
ers and sisters there are teachers. These remarks 
are intended to apply to those neighborhoods 
where there are organized churches and houses of’ 
worship. And Jet those wlio have doubted and I 
who have not made persevering efforts to organize 
Sunday schools make the following experiments: 
Try to get a small Library (the Sunday School Li- 
braries cost but little) and take a little lime and go 
around to see all the children and the parents of 
the neighborhood; and if the children can once 
1 arn the benefits of the Library and of the faithful 
teachers instruction, they will manifest sufficient 
interest to contrive ways of getting to the Sunday 
School. But let it not be forgotten by any elder, 
who makes the effort, that it is no small labor he 
has undertaken—that he must not be discouraged 
nor “despise the day of small things:”—and if the 
efforts of himself and his colleagues be made with 
prayer and dependance on that God who liberally I 
supplies all who ask, with Wisdom, his efforts will 
nut be likely to fail of success. 

• * * » 

Were it proper, Mr. Editor, many other thoughts 
might be suggested on this interesting and impor- 
tant subject. May I hope that the columns of the 
Watchman and Observer will not only be open 
but will be often occupied by those who can in- 
fluence public statement and wake up the church 
rightly to view this much neglected interest. “The 
Spring time of year is coming;” let one who has 
seen the evils of delay in commencing the Sunday 
School (for by a strange and erroneous idea our 

country churches seem to think there can be no Sun- 
day Schools in the country) urge on the friends oltlie 
children to get to work in Sunday School instruc- 
tion as early in. the spring as is practicable. If 

you dont, cold weather will freeze your zeal in 
this cause, by the time next Summer’s sun has 
thawed it. 

Entertaining the decided conviction that the inat- 
tention to this subject at the South and the failures 
of Sunday Schools are in a great measure, owing 
to inexcusable neglect on the part of Pastors and 
church Sessions, I beg to close these desultory 
thoughts, with the views of one of the first men of 
our age.—Says Dr. Alexander, “I scarcely know 
a Pastoral duty of higher responsibility, than to 
lend your utmost aid and influence to give efficien- 
cy and a right direction to Sunday Schools.” 

Speaking of this important help to a Pastor in giv- 
ing religious instruction to the young (once faith- 
fully attended to) he adds, “Providence has now 
provided you with a piece of moral machinery, 
which, if rightly directed, will be of as much 
avail to you, as the labor saving machines to the 
mechanic. It w.U not answer for you to leave it 
in the hands of others. They may direct well, or 
they may not; but as it is to operate on the youth 
of your charge, for whom you have an account to 
give, you ought yourself to attend its operation. 
You ought to be soliciatously attentive to, and be 
found in the midst of all Sabbath Schools within 

your charge,—watching from week to week, with 
that deep interest and anxiety which you cannot 
but feel, the course of instruction, the conduct and 
character of teachers and scholars—and the pro- 
gress and prospects of the school: admonishing in 
love and pastoral faithfulness the laborers who 
seem to be remiss,—^giving encouragement to the 
faithful, and a word of exhortation to all. * * * I 

confess, I do not see how any man having the eare 
of souls, can reconcile it to his conscience, or how 
he will answer to his master, if he continues to 
be indifferent to this important concern. But it 
is not sufficient that you approve the Sabbath 

School, much more than this is incumbent on you 
and expeclt d from you. It is a duty the obliga- 
tion of which you cannot evade, to give your per- 
sonal aid and counsel to carry on this work.” 

V. V. 
March 1 si. 1816. 

• 
* 
_ 

OLD AGE. 
Ps. Ixxi: 9. Cast me not ofl' in the time of old age, for- 

sake me not when my strength faileth. 

The Psalmist'hud, during a longtime, enjoyed 
many mercies from God, but there was one more 
which he desired, viz—That God would not cast 
him offin his old age. 
The Psalm is supposed to have been written 

about the time of Absalom’s conspiracy. God had 
cast offhis predecessor, Saul, and things looked as 
if he now meant to'cast him off His people also 
seemed disposed, by their joining with Absalom, 
to cast him off—hence the iorce of the petition. 

Old men do not always put up this petition. If 

the desires of many of them were put into words, 
their request would be, that they might save money 
retain power, and twenty other things—covet- 
ousness is particularly the sin of old age. The 

reason may be, in early life corruption has a num- 
ber o( channels in which it flows, but in age these 
are stopped up, or nearly so, by the decay of na- 
tural powers and passions; and from hence the 

whole flows in one or two channels. But these 

things will soon forsake us, or we must forsake 
them. The favor and pr* sence of God should 
be the object, the supreme object, of our desire. 
Now there are some peculiar circumstances of 

old age, which render this blessing necessary. 
1st. Old age is a time of but little natural enjoy- 

ment—as Barzillai acknowledged, the more need, 
therefore, for others. It is a soil on which that 

kind of pleasure will not grow, but the joys of re- 
ligion will, Ps. xcii. 14. “fruit in old age.” Isa. 
xl. 30, 31. Be this therefore your object. 

2nd. It is a time in which the troubles of life 
are often known to increase. Many are poor, and 
can struggle no longer, and so sink under their 

hardships. Poor old men 1 this prayer would fit 

your lips. 
Others have families, and live to see tin jr chil- 

dren's miseries, or what, if we fear God, will grieve 
us more, their evil courses. How fit this language 
from the lips of those whose grey hairs are going 
down with sorrow to the grave 

Others lose their friends by death. Youth is 
the time of forming connections, which is a source 
ofpleasure: and age of those connections being dis- 
solved, which is a source of pain. How many 
poor widows may read this address, who are left 
in a world of care and sorrow, to serve ahjne. Does 
not this prayer fit your lips? 

Finally, it is at this period that we often have 
.o reap the bitter fruits of the sins of earlier years, 
Disobedien. e to parents is often follow, d by diso- 
bedience in children; neglect of family govern- 
ment, by family ruin, as in Dli's case; and criminal 
indulgences in youth by similar practices among 
our children. David had his troubles in his youn- 
ger days, but they were light compared with those 
which toepected AmTOnn, Tamar, and Ahsalntn 
Here impurity and blood re-appeared, and wound- , 
ed his heart. 

<jd. Old age is a time in which the troubles of life 
not only increase, but become less tolerable. 
Young people will weather theirs, but it is not 

so with the aged. Pains of mind resemble pains 
of body; young people will work them off, but in 
old people they remain, and are carried to the 
grave. Jacob had hardships at Padanararn, the 
heat by day, and the frost by night; but he forgot 
them in a little time; not so after ha-ing lost his 
beloved Rachel, a garment was brought to him 
covered with blood! Is this, or any thing like it, 
the condition of our read r? So much the more 
necessary the petition. 

4th. Old age is a time that ought to command 
respect, and does so among dutiful children, and 
all serious Christians: but it is otten known to be 
accompanied with neglect. '1 his is the case, espe- 
cially where they are poor and dependent. It h.ia 
been the case where public characters have lost 
their youthful vivacity, and the brilliancy ot their 
talents. In these cases, how fit the petition 

5th. It is a period bordering on death and eter- 
nity. The enjoyments of life are more than half 
gone; and the remainder hangs by a thread more 
than half broken. 
But it may be worth while to enquire in what 

cases there are grounds to hope the blessing will be 
granted. 

Not all old men enjoy God’s favor and presence, 
There are men tottering on the grave, and yet 
wicked; yea, ripe in wickedness. Mercenary, de- 
ceitful, crafty and oppressive. Even those sins 
that can no longer act, through a failure in 
their powers, they will recall in their defiled ima- 
ginations, and repeat in conversation, to the cor- 

rupting of youth! Ah! wickedold man! God will 
cast you off Age itself entitles you to no respect 
from man; nor will you find mercy from God, 
Think particularly of two passages. “The sinner, 
an hundred years old, shall be accursed.” “He 
will wound the hairy scalp of him who goeth on 
still in his trespasses.” 
Who then will be found sharers in this blessing? 
1st. It is certain, if we have been God’s servants 

from our youth, he will not cast us off in old age. 
David pleaded this in the 5th and 17th verses. O 
how was this truth verified in the old age and death 
of Jacob, Moses, Daniel, Paul and others! 

2nd. Though we should not have been his ser- 
vants in youdi, yet if in old age, even from thence, 
we set k him with all our hearts, he will be fount! 
of us. He will not refuse even at the eleventh 
hour. 

3rd. Though you should never have been his 
servants to this day, but have grown grey under 
Satan’s yoke, and are now a poor miserable crea- 
ture, just ready to fall into hell —yet, if from hence, 
thou shah seek the Lord thy God, with all thy 
soul, he will be found of thee, for the Lord our God 
is a merciful God, and through the death of Christ 
can save thy soul to the uttermost. If with all your 
heart you only put up this prayer, Cast me not off 
in the time of old age; forsake me not when my 
strength faileth, he will not cast you off, but stand 
your friend when forsaken by the whole world.* 

London Evangelical Magazine, 

For the Watchman & Observer. 

RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION OF THE 

COLORED PEOPLE. 

I low can Masters be roused to action? How may 
efficiency be given to their efforts? 

In discussing the importance of the aid of the 

Laity, in the instruction of the colored people, 
nothing will be said particularly of the influence 
of Sunday Schools, or lay preaching. Not but 
that both these means may often be us- d with 
success. 

At present, however, we shall confine our at- 
tention to another, and we believe not less efficient 
instrumentality, in the performance of this work. 
It is one, moreover, to which public attention hug 
seldom been d awn, either through the medium of 
the papers, or through the discussions of our eccle- 
siastical judicatori s 

I refer to the family instraction of servants.—• 
The principle should be settled in the outset of 
these remarks. It is that every Master is re- 

sponsible Jor the religious training oj his servants. 
From this responsibility he can never be freed, 
while he remains a Master. Uthers may share it 
with him, but they can never lessen his obliga- 
tions. 

The Minister, and perhaps the o'her officers of- 
the congregation, of which his servants ought to 
be considered as an important part, may perhaps 
b<- involved in the guilt of his neglect, but they 
cannot diminish its weight. The master is per- 
sonally as clearly bound to secure religious in- 

struction to his servants, as he would be if there 
were not a Minister of the Gospel in ti.e world. 
But tha> every master is under obligations the 

most sacred and solemn, to see that his servants 

are instructed in the waj' of salvation, is the united 

estimony of reason and ot Scripture, Reason 
teaches that if religion be the chief good, he to 
whom the services of another are rendered, should 
strive to obtain for that other a part in the blessing, 
Such also is the testimony ol Scripture. Abra- 

ham was expressly commanded to circumcise his 

ervants, as well as his sons, and received especial 
:oken of the Divine favor,—“ Because God knew 
dim that he would command his children and hi? 
household after him, and they shall keep the way 
of the Lord, to do justice and judgment.” 
Thus also the slaves of the Hebrews were ad- 

mitted, with their masters, to the sacred feasts.— 
And what seems truly remarkable, the slave of 

;he Priest was permitted to eat of the holy things, 
while the Priest’s own daughter, if married to one 
of another family, was excluded. Lev. xxii. 11, 
[2.—So also in the New Testatament, we read of 

lousehold baptisms, and we find masters enjoined 
,o give to their servants things that are ‘-just and 

;qual.” 
' 

. 

Such being the teaching of Scripture, surely 

A 
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nothing1 but ah invincible obstacle, could excuse 

anv master for neglecting to secure to his servants 
the knowledge of the fundamental truths 

of reli- 

gion But can this excuse be pleaded, by one who 

is able to read the Bible, and is surrounded by 
his 

ignorant slaves? Some find no difficulty in reply 
jng in the affirmative. They assert that their 

slaves are so dull and so pr judiced, and that they 
are themselves so constantly occupied, so unused 

to the work of teaching, that it is impossible for 

them to impart to their servants the requisite 

knowledge. Sometimes they plead that they have 

made serious attempts to discharge this duty, but 

overcome by some, such obstacles 
as those above 

mentioned, have failed in accomplishing any thing 
good One snort answer may be returned to each 

and all of these objections. . A juster sense of the 

importance of this work, would have removed 

every difficulty. . 

Are the slaves of these persons more ignorant 
and besotted than the Sandwich Islander, or the 

Burrrian? Are their prejudices against the teach- 

ing of the white man, 
more obstinate than those 

of the Hindoo, orthe Glierokee? 

Yet, through the agency of the European, 
or 

Americans, have many of all these nations been 

brought to a knowledge of the Lord. 
If the master lack the patience so necessary in 

the instruction of the ignorant and slow-minued, 
it is his sin, and cannot be given as an excuse for 

neglect of duty. It is a sin, moreover, from which 

the master may be rescued by the grace of God, 
and to the Throne of Mercy should he resort lor 

deliverance from its power 
We must conclude, then, that every head of a 

family is responsible tor the religious training of 

his servants. 
The only enquiry -which renmius ia iuia. 

means for effecting this object may be used? 
I here refer only to those which may be em- 

ployed in the bosom of the family itself. 
The master should first look around, to see 

what aid he may obtain from his own household, 
in the prosecution of this important work. 

If a married man, he will probably find in his 
wile an able and Willing assistant—an assistant 

whose sex, and perhaps gentleness of manner, 
mi^ht prevent her being regarded with that pain- 

fuhnve, which is apt. ,to be inspired by the male 

head of the house. Frequently efficient co-adju- 
tors might be founi in other members of the la- 

inily. "indeed, the aid of mere children should 

not be despised or rejected. Cases are not wanting 
in which little ones, scarcely able to lisp the Cate- : 

chism, have delighted to impait to their colored 

play-lellows, the lessons, received from the lips of 
an affectionate mother. By such m- ans, in most 

families, several catechetical classes might be | 
formed, and the whole generation of an estate 

might grow up well instructed in the leading 
truths of morality and religion. 
The justice of the prejudice against teaching 

slaves to read, will not be discussed at present. 
But certainly it maybe sho a n that no restric- 

tions of this sort, could form an insuperable barrier 
to their reception of the Cospel. 

In the age in which Christi mity advanced with 
the greatest rapidity, copies of the Scriptures were 
so scarce, that few were able for themselves to ex- 
amine those sacred pages. Catechetical instruc- 

tion, supplied the place of private study; and yet 
the Christians of that age, have not been consi- 

dered inferior to others, in the correctness of their 

doctrines, and the purity of their manners. 
Nor diould it be suppos d that the dullness usu- 

ally attributed to this people, renders their instruc- 
tion a peculiarly difficult task. On the contrary, 
aft rsome experience in teaching them, I am al- 

most led to befieve, that their minds arc peculiarly 
adapted to the reception of oral instvuc'ion. As 
when one sense is injured or destroyed, the others 
become more acute,—so it may be, that when tic 
mind is shut out from one avenue to knowledge 
she presses more eagerly, and with greater success 
into those that remain. 
One remarkable case, however, would rathei 

lead to the conclusion, that irrespective of this con- 
clusion, colored people are naturally endowed 
with superior aptitude for the acquisition of know- 
ledge, through the medium of their ear. A young 
lady, well known to the writer, formed two classes, 
one of illiterate whites, and the other of slaves.— 
Not an individual of either class could read, and 
the members of both were nearly, or quite, of 
adult age. Now, one would suppose, that a fair 

oppportunity was here afforded, of testing the re- 
lative capabilities of the two races. But it was 
the opin on of the teacher, in this instance, that 
the colored class, learnt with decidedly the greater 
facility. 
We surely would not infer from this single case, 

the existence of any superiority of the colored 
over the white man. \ et it proves at least that 
the former is not so stupid as he is often repre 
sented. 

Several instances have come under the observa 
tion of the writer, which illustrate the remarkable 
strength of memory possessed by many of this 
people. One of these I will relate. About twelve 

years ago, another young lady formed a class of 
colored children, whom she instructed for a consi- 
derable time. At length certain circumstances 
made it necessary for the class to be broken up, 
and its members to be scattered. One of these, a 
young girl, was sent to a distant plantation, where 
she remained for five or six ye ws, under the man 

agement of an overseer, and with ho opportunity 
of hearing the lessons to which she had once lis- 
tened. At the end of this period, she was brought 
under the pastoral care of the writer, and became 
a member of a class which he had organized. In 
the course of this instruction, he had occasion to 
question her upon the commandments, when to his 
surprise she repeated every one verbatim, scarcely 
missing or misplacing a word. Being asked when 
she had learned them, she replied that Miss_ 
had taught her years before, and that she had 
never forgotten them. 

To be continued. 

gambling. 
The Watchman of the Valley says of an 

Anti-Gambling Law lately passed by the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio: 

6 

Though it does not go into effect till the first of 
March, its effects are already beginning to be felt 
we are informed, in anticipation. The keepers and frequenters of gambling establishments, are 

preparing for their exit. The provisions of the 
law, it is thought, are wisely framed to secure 
their end. To perfect such a law required the as- 
sistance of one practically acquainted with the arts 
and expedients of the caff it was de-igned to sup- 
press. Mr. Green, the Reformed Gambler, was 
on hand for the purpose, to whom influence and 
aid the State are doubtless indebted for the present 

salu’tary*1 
*** ^ 8 lutary influencei if it shall prove 

vanity of human happiness. 
A remarka! le instance of the unsatisfactory na- 

ture of all worldly prosperity, and a confirmation 
ot Solomon’s maxim, is afforded by the Emperor 
u { lm'\s Sn'ZUS: °mnia fui.et nihil expedit.” 
Jahs huT1} aU thlT’ and a11 is of little value,” 
an hm hV r,311011 t' havin^ been raised from 

th 

“ 1 -on t0 the Jmperial throne of Rome and the sovereignty of the world. 
’ 

Distressing CasuttUv.—Mrs Mucnn r 

iyi,,.,n <>f l,v>, Hiii 'k’ ,•• ;;ason> (wife of Bennet: 
M 

,L* C ,,y County,) three children a d Mi.-s drah Melson, weiedrowr.ed n< 'heir residence during; the late gale, the tide being so high a- tq effectu- ally interdict their egress -Norfolk Beacon, 

s 

COMMUNICATIONS. 

For the Watchman & Observer 

THE PRINCETON REVIEW AND 

POPISH BAPTISM. 

no. n. 

II. The form of baptism, or that which distin- 

guishes this species of ablution, from every 
other 

washing with water, consists in the relations 

which, according to the appointment of Christ, it 

sustains to the covenant of grace. The solemn 

invocation of the names of the Trinity (1) though 
a circumstance attending the actual application of 
the"element, and, perhaps, an indispensahle cir- 
cumstance, does not constitute the whole essence 

of 

the ordinance. A Socinian may undoubtedly em- 

ploy the same formulary as ou selves. And yet, 

according to repeated admissions of the Reviewer 
himself, (2) his want of faith in the personal 
distinctions of the Godhead, would be sufficient to 
render void the pretended sacrament. To baptize 
into the name of Father, Son, and Spirit, is not to 

pronounce these words as an idle form, or 
a mysti- 

cal charm, but to acknowledge that solemn com- 

pact in which these glorious agents ent'red, from 

eternity, for the redemption of the Church. It is 

the faith of the Trinity, much more than the 

names of its separate Pe’rsons, that belongs to the 

essence of Baptism; and wheie this faith existed, 
some of the ancient Fathers contended—how justly 
I shall not undertake to decide—that the ordinance 

"was validly administered, even though done with 
out the explicit mention of all the Persons of the 

I Godhead. 
“ Ho that is blessed in Christ, 

’ 
says 

! Ambrose, (3) “is blessed in the name of the Fa- 
ther, and Son, and Holy Ghost; because the name 
is one, and the power one. The Ethiopian Eu- 

nuch, who was baptized in Christ, had the sacra- 
ment complete. If a man names only a single 
person expressly in words, either Father, Son, or 

Holy Ghost, so long as he does not deny in his 
faith, either Father, Son, or Holy Ghost, the sa- 
crament of faith is complete; as, on the other 

hand, if a man in words express all the three 

Persons, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, but in his 
faith diminishes the power, either of the Father, 
or Son, or Holy Ghost, the sacrament of faith is 

void.” Whatever objection may lie against the 
first part of this statement—that the explicit men- 
tion of all the Persons of the Trinity is not indis- 

pensable; to the due administration of baptism,— 
none can decently deny, that to name them with- 

out believing in them, is not to celebrate but to 

profane the ordinance. 

As, therefore, the invocationof the trinity may 
take place in ablutions which it is impossible to re- 
cognize as the baptism instituted by Christ, it can- 
not constitute the whole form of the sacrament. In 

this there is no real cliff- rence between the Re- 
viewer and myself. He only uses the word form 
in a different sense from that in which I have been 
accustomed to employ it—but, by no means, con- 
fines the essence of the sacrament to what he de- 
nominates its form. On the contrary, he makes 
the design or intention (4) an essential part of the 
ordinance, and means by it precisely what I would 
be understood to convey, when l resolve the form 
of*a sacrament into the relations which its mate- 
rial elements, according to the appointment of 

Christ, sustain to the covenant of grace. To rat 
bread and to drink wine is not necessarily to cele- 
brate the. sacrament of the Lord s Supper—to be 
immersed or sprinkled^—a formal invocation of 
the names of the Trinity accompanying the deed,— 
is not necessarily to be baptized. There must be 
a reference to the economy of grace—a distinct 

recognition of that precious scheme of redemp 
tion, in its essential features and fundamental doc- 
trines, without which ordinances are worthless, 
and duties are bondage. That which determines 
a specific ablution to be Christian baptism, which 
impr>sscs upon the matter what may be styled 
the sacramental form, and which, consequently, 
constitutes its essence as a sacrament, is the relation 
which it bears to the covenant of God’s unchang- 

ing mercy. To deny that relation, though all the 
outward appearances may be retained.is to abolish 
the sacrament. To tamper with the^lssence of an 
ordinance, is to tamper with its life. As the con- 
stitution of this relationship, whatever it may be, 
depends exclusively upon the authority of Christ, 
it is competent to Him alone to define the circum- 
stances under which it may be justly conceived to 
exist—to specify the conditions upon which its ac- 
tual institution depends. For aught we know, He 
might have rendered every circumstance of per- 
sonal ablution, or of eating and drinking on the 
part of believers, a sacramental act. But He has 
chosen to restrain the sacramental relations within 
certain limits, and when his own prescriptions are 
not observed, no power of man, no intention of 
ministers can impress the sacramental form upon 
material elements. The purpose of a family to 
convert its ordinary meals into memorials of the 
Saviour’s passion, coupled with the fact that they 
are despatched with the usual solemn ties of the 
eucharislic feast, is not sufficient to make them, in 
truth, the supper of the Lord. The emblems of 
His broken body and shed blood, are not made 
thus common and profane. If, to be more specific, 
the authority to administer the sacraments is en- 
trusted exclusively to the ministers of the word, 
the same matter employed, in the same way 
by others, would be evidently destitute of the 
sacramental form. The relation to the co- 
venant of grace, which depends upon the institu- 
tion of Christ could not be justly apprehended as 
subsisting, and the promises attached to the due 
celebration of the ordinance could notbe legitimate- 
ly expected to take effect. 

He, therefore, that would undertake t» prove that the Romish ceremony possesses the Jorm or 
the essential ile'/nents of Christian Baptism must 
not content himself with showing that Rome bap- tizes in the name of the 1 rinity. He must prove, 
besides, that she inculcates just views concerning 
the nature of the relationship which the oui ward 
washing sustains to the covenant of grace; that her 
conceptions of the covenant its* If, that to which 
the ablution has reference, are substantially correct and that she employs the outward elements in con- 
formity with the conditions prescribed by the author of the sacrament. If she is fundamentally un- 
sound upon any of these points she abolishes the 
essence of the ordinance, she destroys its form. She 
may, for instance, be as orthodox as Princeton re- 
presents her to be, in regard to the personal and 
official relations of the Trinity, (5) she may teach the truth in regard to the scheme of redemption- and. yet if her baptism bears a different kind of re- 
lationship to the covenant of grace from that insti- 
tuted by the Redeemer, it is evident that it must 
be a different thing. 1 f, on the other hand, she is sound as to the nature of the relationship and yet 
corrupt as to the object to which the sacrament re- 
fers (6) her baptism is only analogous to Christian 
baptism and, therefore, cannot be the same. The 
relations are similar, but the things related are dif- 
ferent. If again, she holds to the truth, both as it 
respects the relationship itself and the things rela- ted, and yet does not administer her ordinance ac- 
cording to th» conditions on which the sacramen- 
tal form may be exp cted to take place, she wash- 
es indeed, but not sacramentally—the authority of Christ is wanting. She administers no baptism. 

o be unsound in any one of these points makes void a sacrament what shall be said when there is 
unsoundness in all? Such an ordinance is trebly 

T 
that this is the case with Romish bam 

tism, I think, will be made to appear when the ar- 
guments of the Reviewer, the strongest, perhaps. _hat can be presented, to show that it possesses the 
nt^iirttainVhe e/s?nce of the Christian insti- tute shall have been duly weighed. 

1. First, then, does Rome teach the truth in re- 

gard to the nature of the relationship 
involved in 

^ 

a sacrament? The answer to this question will 

depend upon the answer to the previous question, 
£ 

whet the nature of the relationship is. How 

much soever they have differed upon other points, ] 
Protestant divines have generally agreed that one 

1 

prime office assigned to the sacraments 
is to rejire- ( 

sent to the eye, as preaching unfolds to the 

ear, Christ as the substance of the new 
covenant. 

They are signs which teach by analogy. As water 

cleanses the body, so the blood of the Redeemer j 
purges the conscience, and the Spirit of the Re 

deemer purifies the heart. As bread and wine j 

constitute important articlesof food,and administer 

strength to our A-eble Irame, so the atonement of 

Christ is the food of the spiri ual man and the i 

sourceof all his activity and vigour! (7) 1 

analogy is what Augustin meant when he said. 
‘II < 

3 , cram ms had not a certain intends and re; rtS’nt i- 
i 

lion of the things whereof they be sacraments, then 
indeed they were no sacraments.” (8) The things 
themselves unquestionably are not similar. There 

is no likeness between the water and the Spirit, 
between bread and wine and the death of Jesus, but 

there is a resemblance in their relations. Water 

performs a similar office for the flesh which the blood 
of Christ performs for the soul. Bread and wine sus- 
tain a similar relation to our natural growth which 
faith in Christ bears to our spiritual health. It is 

obvious, that regarded simply as signs instituted 

by the authority of Christ, the sacraments are hap- 
pily adapted to confirm our faith in trie truth and 

reality ol the divine promise*. They place before 
us m a diffen nt form and under a different aspect, 
in a form and aspect adapt'd to our animal and 

corporeal nature, the same grounds and object of 
faith which tlie word presents to the understand- 

ing. They do not nnder the promisesof the cove- 
nant in themselves considered more sure or credi- 

ble, but they help us by images addressed to the 
senses, in apprehending what might otherwise be 
too refined for our gross perceptions. (9) 'I hey are 
a double preaching of the same Gospel; and con-' 

firm the word just as an additional witness estab- 
lishes a fact. They are in short visible promises 
which we cannot contemplate in their true char- 
acter without an increased conviction of the truth 
and faithfulness of God. But in addition to this, 
God may be regarded as declaring through them 
to worthy recipients that just as certainly as water 
purifies the body or as bread and wine sustain it. 

justso certainly shall their consciences be purgec 
Irom dead works and their spiritual strength re- 
newed through the blood of the Redeemer. 'Un- 

certainty of the material phenomina, which is a 
matter of daily experience, is made the pledge of 
an i quilcertainty in the analogous spiritual things 
It is,in this way I conceive that the sacraments are 
seals of the covenant. They not only represent 
its blessings, are not only an authorized proclama-j 
lion of itspromises addressed to the eye, but contain, 
at the same time, a solemn assurance that to those 
who rightly apprehend the signs, the spiritual good 
shall be as ceitain as the natural consequences by 

i which it is illustrated, that the connection between 
faith and salvation is as indissoluble as between 

washing and ex ertial purity, eating and_ physical 
sucu^in. 

Is this the doctrine of the church of Rome? 

Does she regard her sacraments as instituted signs 
ofspiritual things or as visible pledges of the faith- 
fulness of God in the new and everlasting cove- 

nant? If so, she has been most grievously slan- 
dered by the most distinguished Protestant Di- 

vines, and the Princeton Review is the only v<*brk, 
so far as I know, of any meti', which has ventur- 
ed to assert that her doctrine on this subject is pre- 
cisely the same with that of the Reformed church. 
It is, indeed, admitted that there is a difference be- 
tween Papists and Protestants as to the mode (10) 
in which the design of baptism is accomplished. 
But did it not occur to the Reviewer that there 
could be no difference upon this point if there were 
a perfect agreement as to the nature of that rela- 
tion which baptism sustains to the covenant of 

grace? If Rome looked upon the sacraments in 
the same light with ourselves, as only signs and 
seals and nothing more than signs and seals, 
though she might have disputed whether the bene- 
fits which they represent are, in every instance, in 
which no serious obstruction exists, actually con- 
veyed, the question as to their inherent ejjicatcy 
never could have been raised. She would have 

taught their recipients, as we do, to look beyond 
the visible symbols to the personal agency of the 
Holy Ghost to render them effectual. As well 

might she have expected her children to become 
men in understanding by reading books in an uri- 
k nown tongue as ha ve directed them to seek for grace 
in signs and seals without any reference to the things 
represented. As it is the ideas which words sug- 
gest that constitute knowledge,so it isChrist’s words 
and his benefits that constitute the value of the sa- 
craments; and they cannot be used with any just 
conception of their at nature without leading the 
soul directly to him. Any theory of their office 
which even proposes the temptation to stop at them- 
selves is utterly destructive of their true design. 
The questions which have been agitated with so 
much zeal among the Popish Theologians, whether 
the consecra ion of a Priest imparts a mystic pow- 
er to the external symbols, enabling them to pro- 
duce effects which, independently of his benedic- 
tion, they could not accomplish.—whether his in- 
tention to bestow this magical virtue is absolutely 
essential to its actual communication, wheiher 
uie appropriate results oi t;<e ordinances are secur 
ed ex opere operantis or ex opere operato, or bj 
both conjointly,—questions ofthis sort, which havt 
been the fruitlul themes of so much discussion 
among the sainted Doctors of Rome, are too ob vi 
ously absurd to be asked upon the Protestant hy 
pothesis. And yet Princeton tells us that Rome 
and ourselves are precisely agreed upon the nalun 
of the sacraments, (11) that she, as we do, males 
them signs and seals of the new covenant and Con- 
sequently fixes the hopes ot her children, not fpon. 
t/icm, but upon the glorious object whom they re- 
present. So thought not Calvin (12.) whennoin- 
veighs so eloquently against the “pestilentj and fatal nature oj the opinionwhich he attrihrttes to 
the Sophistical schools and declares, in hiswdebra- 
ted 1 ract concerning the necessity of Rearming 
the church, to have been universal be/ere the 
R' formation, (13) “that the sacraments otflie New 

U[ mose now used in the Uhristiatf Uiurcn, 
justify, and confer grace, provided we m not ob- 
struct their operation by any mortal/sin.” So 

thought not Turretin(14) who i videwJy treats it 
as the doctrine of the Papists, that the/sacraments 
are not signs and seals of the everlasting covenant, 
but true, proper, physical causes of the grace they 
are said to represent. This error, concerning die 
inherent efficacy of the sacraments Pictet (15) 
also declares to be contrary to their nature. * -’wen 

(lti) felt that there was a vital controversy betwixt 
us and Rome on this point when he renounced 
Popish baptism as a species of idolatry. It is im- 

possible to read the Reformed confessions and the 
apologies which the Reformers made for them with- 
out being impressed with the fact that their authors 
labored under a deep conviction, that the minds of 
the people were seduced, by the teachings of Rome, 
with dangerous and fatal error on the very essence 
of the sacraments, the natnre of their relation to 
the covenant of grace, the precise office they dis- 
charge under the dispensation of the Gospel. This 
was, in fact, a standing topic of controversy be- 
tween the two parties. Rome represented the new 
doctrines concerning gratuitous justification and 
the work of the spirit, as derogatory to the dignity 
ind value of the sacraments, and artfully turned 
the tide of prejudice, growing out of the old asso- 
ciations of mystery and awe with which the people 

ad been accustomed to look upon the consecra- 
sd symbols, against the restorers of the church 
.'ho cry everlastingly was, you have robbed the 
acraments of their glory. Vou have degraded 
hem into empty shows." You have introduced 
our new fangled doctrines of faith and the Spirit 
a their place. These and similar accusations were 

ontinually alleged against the Reformers by the 
‘apists, showing that there was a radical difference 
>etween them as to the design of the sacraments, 
dome felt that one of her strongest holds upon the 

leople was their attachment to these mysteries of 
rer faith, and hence she was anxious, as much as 
rossible, to make the sacraments the seat of the 

var. While the' Papists charged the Reformers 
vith prostituting these solemn and august ceremo- 
ries into worthless signs, the Protestants retorted 

lpon Rome that she had converted them into 

harms, and had invested creatures of dust and 

rarth, the beggarly elements of this world, with 
he high prerogatives of God. '1 he question was 
lot so much about the mode of operation, as Prince- 
on insinuate, but about the agent that operated, 
t was a question whether the sacraments them- 
relves conferred grace or whether God the Holy 
spirit conferred it. employing them simply as 

means which had no intrinsic power to do the 

work. It was a question whether the sacraments 
were r< ally signs or ejjicient agents', and if this be 
not a question concerning their nature, it would 
be hard to raise one that is. If the impression of 
the Reformers was right that Rome exalted the 

sacraments into true and proper causes of grace, 
there can be no doubt that whatever she may have 

professed in words, she did in fact deny them to 

be signs, and consequently changed their relations 
to the covenant of g. ace and made them essentially 
different things from what Christ had appointed. 
It is a matter of no sort of consequence that the 

Reformers themselves failed to deduce this infer- 
ence. The full application of a principle is not 
always perceived at once, and the. soundn ss of a 
conclusion depends upon the truth of the promises 
and the rigour of the reasoning and not upon 
human authority. If the essence of the sacraments 

is determined by their relation to the covenant 

of grace and that relation consists in their being 
signs and seals of its blessings, then whoever de- 
nies the reality of the signs or teaches doctrines 
inconsistent with it evidently destroys the very 

being of the sacraments, and what he presents un- 
der their names, whether charms or magic or phy- 
sical causes of grace, are an impious and blasphe- 
mous substitution. This is precisely what Rome 
does. While she retains the. ancient definitions 

and uses the expressions signs and seals she vacates 
their meaning by gi'ingsuch a view of the actual 
offices they discharge in the economy of redemp- 
tion as to make signs no more signs, seals no more 
seals. They cease to: be, in the ordinary sense of 
the phrase, means of grace and become laws of 

grace. She teaches a mechanical theory of salva- 
tion, calculated at once to exalt her Priests and to 

degrade (Jod, and fritters down the personality 
the ever glorious (Spirit into the meie nexus wh" 
connects a cause with its effect, a law with ita^e 

She teachis men accordingly to rely tfon suits. 
the sacraments anl 

external act, as if 

Saviouis, insteadi 
the truths ol the 

error which could 

not upon Christ, u stop a the 
ater, bread and vine wen our 
f looking to hhi in whdn all 
ospel centre *nd terminal?, an 
ot be comr'ded if she hefi the 

sacraments to be eal signs., These statements I 
li 

HENLEY. 
shall endeavor tojnake goof* 

NOTfS 

(1.) :‘lsitthenc reel a#.0 [^e formf Is it administer- 
ed in the name olthe ffinityl” Princeton Review. 

July 1845, p. 450. 
02) p. (448) p. (4 6.) I- , . . 

(3.) tJiugUum, u«gm(i:'cclesiastlca! Book xi: chap 
3. §,(. 

(4.) “There i«, hower> a third paiticular included 
in uns definition ot basmi it must be with the desi.n 

to “signify and seal .pmgrafling into Christ, and par- 
taking ot'the benefits llle covenant of gtace and our 

engagements to be tlf'ord’s.»” xx. r*o washing with 
water, even if in ih,atne ot the Trinity, is Cbiistian 
baptism, unless adi'islered with the ostensible design 
ot signifying, seali and aPP ymg the benefits of the 

covenant of grace. 
Princeton Review, July 1815. p. 

(448.) 
(5.) “There is r a church on earth, which teaches 
e doctrine ol thOririity more accurately, thoroughly the t 

or minutely, accdnglo the orthodoxy of tlie Lutheran 
and Reformed etches, than the church of Rome. The 

personal and oflal relations of the adorable Trinity are 
also preserved. Princeton Review July 1845, p. (450.) 

6th. “There*1 be no baptism where the essence ol 
Christianity i*ot preserved.” Burnet xxxix articles, 
artxix. 

. 

(7.) “The nthcaiion and substance is to show us 

how we are with the body otChrisi; that is, that like 
as material ad feede.h our body, so the body of Christ, 
nai.ed on tl-ross emuraced and eaten by iaith, feedeth 
thesuul. tike representation is also made in the 

sacrament1 baptism; that as our body is washed clean 
with waif*5 our soul is washed clean with Chiist’s 
blood.’’- well, Defence of the Apology. 

(8.) Qtedin the above mentioned treatise of Jewell. 
,j(p.) ,Pee Calvin very justly observes, “and as'we 

are correab always creeping on the ground, cleaving 
to tene‘T and carnal objects and incapable of uodei- 
standi or conceiving of any thing of a spiritual nature, 
our urciful Lord, in his infinite indulgence, accommo 
datesinsell to our capacity, condescending to lead us 
to Htself even by these earthly elements, and in the 

fleshselfio present to us a mirror of spititual blessings, 
“fed we were incorporeal,” as Clnysostom says, “he 
wot! have given us these things pure and ineoipureal, 
Nobecause we have soulsenelosed mbodies, he gives 
us ititual things under visiLle emblems; not because 
the are such qualities in the nature of the things pre- 
seed to us in the sacraments, but because they have 
hit designated by God to this signification.” Institutes 
FMr iv. chan. 14 53. 

I().) ‘-The great difference (between Protestants and 
Unionists relates not to the design ofthe ordinance, but 

: the mode and certainty with wuich that design is ac- 
jmpl'shed and the conditions attached to it. In other 
folds, the difference relates to the efficacy and not to 

he design of the oidtnance.” Princeton Review, July 
1815 p. (451.) 

11.) "Then as to the essential part of the ordinance, 
the design, in this also their (Romish) baptism agrees 
with that of Protestants. According to our standards, 
toe design ofthe sacrament is to signify, seal and apply 
to believers the benefits of the new covenant. This is 
the precise doctrine ofthe Romanists, so far as this.” 
Princeton Review, July 1845, p. 450. 
(12) Institutes, Book iv, chapter xiv. SI4. Vol.2. p. 

(4643.) Bd’s Edition 

(13.) “Besides, the consecration both of baptism and 
ofthe mass differs in no respect whatever from magical 
incantation. For by breathings ana whispeiing and 
unintelligible sounds, they think they work mysteries, 
xx. The first thing we complain of here is, that the 

people are entertained wilh snowy ceremonies, while 
not a word is said of their significaney and truth. For 
there is no use in the sacraments, uulessthe thing which 
the sign vis bly represents is explained in accordance 
with the wordofUod. Therefore when the peop.e are 
presented with nothing but empty figures, with-which to 
feed the eye, while they hear rio doctrine which might 
direct them to the proper end, they look no lari er than 
the external act. Hence that most pestilential super- 
siition under which, as if the sacraments alune were suf- 
ficient loi saivaiion, without leelingany solicitude abou 
faith, or repentance or even Christ him-elf, they lasien 

upon ihe sign instead of the thing signified by it. And, 
inueed, not only among the rude vulgar, but in the schools 
also, the impious dogma everywhere obtained, he sa- 
cramen.s were effectual themselves, is not obstructed in 
their operation by mortal sin; as if the sacraments had 
been given lor any other end or use than to lead us by 
ihe hand to Christ.” Calvin’s Tracts vol. 1. pp. (1389.) 
as published by Calvin Translation Society. See also 

p. (166.) and (194.) 
(14 ) Turretin, fnstut, Theo. “Vol 3. p. (404.) 
(15.) Pictet. Theol, Chret. Book (15.) chapter (4.)] 
(16.) Owen’s works. Vol. (16) p. (95.) 
(17) “You make Christ’s sacraments,” said Harding 

against Jewell, “to be oniy shows.” Richmond’s British 
Reformers vol. 7 p. (693.) 

DEPARTURE OF MISSION ARIES FROM 
INDIA. 

We regret to state, says the Calcutta Christian 
Advocate, that the following Christian laborers 
will be compelled to leave India during the ensu 
ing cold season: the Rev. W. Buyers, of the Lon- 
don Mission, Benares; the Rev. J. Macalluni, of 
the Episcopal Mission, Bhagulpore; the Rev. W. 
W. Evans, of the Baptist Mission, Orissa. 
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RICHMOND, MARCH 12,1846. 

A very fair specimen of the arguments upon which 
Prelatists rely in support of their exclusive claims to be 
the church of Christ, is found in the following article 
which we copy entire from a late humberof the “South- 

ern Churchman,” to which we shall append some re- 
marks. 

APOSTOLIC SUCCESSION. 

The Apostles, when they first founded the 

Church, conformed exactly to the laws which 
Christ had given for a rule to his Church in every 
age. One law was not given for the age of the 
Apostles, and another for after ages. If this was 

the case, let those different laws be distinctly point- 
ed out. The Apos les themselves were such offi- 
cers asth“ Gospel constitution prescribed. There- 

fore, so long as the Gospel Constitution continues, 
there must be such officers in the Church, as the 

Apostles were; or the Church has not such officers 
as the Gospel constitution points out for her. Nor 
has she such officers as she had at first. And un- 
less she has such officers she cannot be like the 
Church of Christ, when it was first founded. So 
far as any Church deviates from the order of the 
Church of Christ, when it was first founded, so 
far they have departed from the rule given to 

the Church from heaven. 
It must be allowed, that the Apostles acquainted 

the world what their commission was, and from 
whom they received it; und gave sufficient evi- 
dence that they had such a commiss on from 
Christ as they pretended to • xeeute: and that this 
commission was recorded in Scripture, that all the 
churches mi^ht know, what th-ir commission was, 
and how far it extended. 

There is nothing m the commission of the Apos- 
tles, that indie tes their office to be temporary; 
but much to the conti ary Tlmse, who hold that 
the Apostolic office ceas d with the Apostles, have 
nothing to offer in support of their assertion that 

has any manner of weight in it 
A proper distinction ought to be made between 

the teikiiice of the apostolic office, and the nffi.ee 
itself, f here has not been such care taken in this 

partictlar as might be wished. If there had, it 
might ‘ave prevented much altercation. There 

is a mflifest distinction between the office and the 
evil ice of the office. Y et the Presbyterians have 
not'rrHe the least distinction in the case. They 
sojuiim s take the evidence for the office itself; 
at oier times tney take it lor part 01 the office. 

Boat all times they take the evidence for the foun- 
dLon of the office. 

: or they say, 
“ the apostolic office has ceased, 

fyause the extraordinary powers have ceased, on 
yiich it was founded 

" 

The working of miracles was not the office of 
tie Apostles, nor the foundation of the office.—The 
commis ion given by Christ was the foundation 
of the office: andihe working of miracles the evi- 
dence that the religion they preached was true re- 
ligion:—and that they were the chief ministers of 
it, under Christ the head, who gave them the au- 
thority. 

If we inquire into the nature of the apostolic 
office, and distinguish that which belonged to the 
office, from that which was an evidence to the 
•world, that there was such an office in the Church; 
we shall readily discern that there is the very 
same reason why the apostolic office should con- 
tinue to the end of the world, as why it should be 
appointed at first'. 

if we recoil'ct in what the essence of the apos- 
tolic office consisted, and remember that the work- 
ing of miracles did not belong o the Aprstles as 
part of their office; it will appear that a man’s rea- 

sonings are very weak indeed, who a-serts that the 
apostolic office has ceased, because the working 
of miracles have ceased? Any man that reasons 
at this rate, confesses that he does «ot know how to 
answer his opponent’s argumeot. 
When our Saviour gave a charge to the Apos- 

tles. “ that one should not be above another,1'he 
meant that one Apostle-should not be above an- 
other Apostle; that one Presbyter should not be 
above another Presbyter; that one Deacon should 
not be above another Deacon in office. We have 
no reas n to think, that Christ had a design to 

forbid a subordination of officers in his Church; 
for if he had, it is certain the Apostles would not 
have assumed to themselves a character superior to 
the Presbyters; which they actually did. There 
certainly were three orders of ministers in the 
Church of Christ at first. St. Paul says, 

“ God 
hath set some in his Church, first Apostles, sec- 
ondly prophets, thirdly teachers;—after that mi- 
racles.” 

'1 hat is, after God had appoin ed three orders of 
officers in his Church, he gave to these officers 
the power of working miracles, to evidence among 
other things to the world, that he had appointed 
these three orders of officers in his Church. The 
words after that, were not accidentally inserted; 
but with design to distinguish between the offices, 
and the evidence of the office. Here St. Paul has 
told us, as plain as words can express it, that God 
hath appointed three orders of officers in his 
Church. Are we the Church of God? Then 
we must have the same order, that is, the Apos- 
tolic order, as well as the other two. Y et some 

say, the Apostolic order ceased with the Apostles. 
Have the Apostles told us that their office was to 
cease? They have not given the least hint of this, 
which they would not have failed to have done, 
had they been acquainted with such a design.— 
Therefore, unless it can be proved, that the Apos- 
tles, under inspiration, hive abolished the Apos- 
tolic office, there must be three orders of Gospel 
ministers in Gospel Churches still, by apostolical, 
or which is the same, divine institution. 

Whenever a rule * given from Heaven to the 
Church, that rule remains in full force, till such 
time as it is set aside by the same authority which 
gave it at first. No man has had authority since 
the time of the Apostles, to change the constitu- 
tion of the Church, formed by the Apostles. Or 

to say, the Church is not to be governed now, in 
the same manner that it was in the age of the 

Apostles; unless he jupduces an order from Hea- 
ven, sufficiently authenticated,to support his asser- 
tion. I conclude, therefore, that the law given to 
the Church in the age of the Apostles, must be 
first abrogated, before the Apostolic office can be 
supposed to have ceased. So long as the Church 
is under the same law, it must be under the same 
discipline, and consequently Presbyters must be 
subject to the successors of the Apostles. 
When we see the constitu ion of the Chusch in 

the days of the A postle*, is the very same with 
that of the Church of England; we must con- 
clude, that the Church of England, in her con- 

stitution, is regulated by the same laws which 
were given by Christ 10 the Church universal at 
first. And, consequently, that Church, in her 

constitution, can be supported from Scripture.— 
This must appear to be the case, in the judgment 
of every man who is not blinded with prejudice 
We have Scripture to support our sentiments upon 
this point; for Christ’s promise to the Apostles 
was thus, “ Lo I am with you alway, even to the 
end of the world, Amen.” How could He be 

with the Apostles to the end of the world, unless 
the office was to continue to that p riod? As to 

the pretence that He could be with their ordinary 
office, but their extraordinary office was to cease; 
that is all theinven ion of man. If they had any 
office that was to cease, when they were dead, 
they could have told us of it. The Scripture has 
not given us the least intimation of it—therefore 
it is a matter without foundation; and it is a great 
pity that any man should be led away with such a 

delusion. However, if any one has any evidence 
that the Apostodc office was to cease, let it be pro. 
duced.—Leaning. 
Wedo the writer credit for starting with ft trueprinci. 

pie; but a principle which he seems strangely to forget a 
the conclusion of the third sentence. His whole argu. 
ment then rests upon the assumption that because then 
were Apostles at the beginning of the gospel dispense 
tion, there must be a succession of Apostles to the end 
of time. But it may be asked, in reply, whether any 
such necessity crusts'? Whether the Apostles mayi)01 
have been appointed with extraordinary powers for the 
organization of the Church, and for her instruction in tht 
doctrines and duties ot the Christian dispensation; am) 
when this was done—when this organization and instruc. 
tion were completed, whether they could not resign their 
commission into the hands of him who gave it withot; 
appointing successors, just as an ambassador whenl. 
has finished the duties of the mission upon which hen 
sent, surrenders his trust to the government appointing 
him? When the Apostles were appointed to their offict 
there was, properly speaking, no gospel church state- 
no organized Christian communion distinct from the 
Jewish service; and it was committed to them in special 
trust to set all things “in order” as Christ had command, 
ed them. The true model of a Christian church is there- 
fore to be found in such societies as they organized. Bat 
these were complete for the purpose of instruction, and 
government, and discipline, under the officers whom 
they appointed. But whatofficers did they appoint? Ij 
all the models of the churches which were planted by 
the apostles are examined, not one will be found in 
which they have left a successor. The bishops, or over, 
spers. of which there were ofipn many in a single church 
were neither singly nor collectively successors to the 
Apostolic Office—nor were the Presbyters or Elders 
who were appointed to teach and to rule; nor were the 
deacons to whom were entrusted the distribution of the 
charities of the Church, and the management of its tem- 
poral concerns. Not one ot the original apostles had a 
successor except Judas; and the bishopric of this apos- 
tate was assigned to another by lot, before the proper 
organization of any Christian church. (Acts i: 15_2C( 
But when “Herod killed James the brother of John with 
the sword,” (Acts xii: 2.)—no one was appointed to sue. 
ceed him: And when the other Apostles fell one after 
another, till John was the only survivor, thete is not the 
slightest intimation that their place was supplied. It 
thus appears that when they had finished the work 
which God gave them to do, they resigned their trust 
into his hands with their lives, without leaving any to 

succeed them in their extraordinary cilice as apostles of 
the Lord Jesus Christ. 

And yet we are gravely told in this article that the 

apostles have their successors in the church. But as the 
historical aigurnent gives no countenance to the assump. 
tion, in order to make assurance doubly sure that it is 

utterly groundless, there are other tests which may be 
applied to the claim. It will be remembered that Paul 
when he declared (2 Cor. xii: 11.) that “in nothing was 
he behind the very chiefest Apostles,” immediately add. 
ed, “Truly the signs of an Apostle were wrought among 
you, in al. patience and signs and wonders and mighty 
deeds.” There seems then to have been some striking 
evidence of his aposileship—something that distinguish- 
ed the signs and wonders and mighty deeds which he had 
wrought in their presence, from those which were wrought 
oy others who were endowed with miraculous gifts 
otherwise a “Presbyter or a Deacon” might have pre- 
sented as strong a claim to the Aposileship as Paul. It 
is mamlesl theielore that miraculous gilts, and miracu- 
lous gills of an eminent kind were once an evidence of 
Apostleship—an evidence of ike "Office." Forit is pue- 
rile to pretend that'“Presbyterians have not made the 
least distinction” between the "Office and the evidence 
of the Uffiee. It is made in the production of the evi- 
dence. For if evidence is acduced,it is adduced to prove 
something. When Paul refers to “the signs of an Apos- 
tle,” he does it to prove that he holds the office of an 

Apostle—that he is not an intruder—that he has special 
l~.oweis conferred upon him by the Lord Jesus, which had | 
not been conlerred even upon those who had inlerior 
miraculous gifts. But what “signs of an Apostle” do 
ih-y exhibit who now claim to be their successors?— 
What evidence do they afford of their being called to this 
exalted office? It will avail them nothing to say that 
“because the workings of miracles have ceased,” there 
is no nece ssity now of producing those credentials which 
ihe natuie of he subject demands. There were those 
ot old “who said they were Apostles but did lie.”' And 
it is but the dictate oi common prudence to require proof 
in a mailer so grave and momentous. 

As the Apostles appointed no successors—as none 
were named among the officers of the churches which 

they organized—and as none but themselves exhibited 
the “signs of an Apostle” either in that, or in any sub- 
sequent ages, it seems to be a legitimate conclusion that 
the office itself ceased at their death. And this conclu- 
sion will be greatly strengthened by considering the 
other peculiar characteristics of the Apostolic office. And 

1. The Apostles had an immediate personal call from 
the Lord Jesus himse.f. This cannot be doubted with 
respect to the original twelve, nor with respect to Paul, 
who by special revelation was designated to this office. 
And irom the account given in the case of him who was 
chosen to succeed Judas, (Acts i.) it seems to have 
been made an essential qualification that he should have 
seen Christ and been able to bear witness of his resur- 
rection. But what evidence can they adduce who claim 
to be the successors of the Apostles, lhatihey have had 
an immediate and personal call to this office irom the 
Lord JesusChrist? Have they seen him with theireyes— 
conversed with him face to face, and been endowed by 
him with the gift of being infallibly preserved from al[ 
error in doctrine and error in practice? Or does the 

Holy Ghost bear witness that their teaching is in strict 
accordance with the Word and Spirit of. Chiist? 

2. Thi commission of the Apostles was equally ex- 
tensive to all nations and to all chuiches that might be 
gathered through their ministry. They had no particu- 
.ar dioceses assigned them. Their field was the world. 
And under their commission they felt free to go wher- 
ever chey pleased, and preach wherever they pleased— 
to Jews, Gentiles, Barbarians, Scythians, bond and free. 
And one Apostle never intimated to another that he was 
trenching upon his peculiar province. And 

a. r. neir antnority was co-extensive with their commis- 
sion. It was an authority that extended to all churches 
no matter by whom planted, or by whom watered. But 

none of the Prelates of our day except the Pope of Rome, 
lay any claim to so extensive a jurisdiction. And in 

his case it is a claim which cannot be sustained. But 
to be the successors of the Apostles it is necessary to 

have the same commission, and the same authority. He 
that holds the Apostolic Office in Virginia must have 
the unquestioned light of exercising it to the same ex- 
tent in any other State of the Union, or in any other 
part of the Globe; and all that hold it elsewhere must 

nave prerogatives equally great, and a jurisdiction equal- 
ly extensive. And wherever iheirlot happens to be cast, 
it must be known by some sure and infallible signs that 
they are the veritable successors of the Apostles. From | 
the nature of the Office, therefore, it is manifest that the 

• 

Apostles had no successors. 
But still it is insisted that there were three orders in 

the ministry originally, and that therefore there must be 
three orders still. And what is remarkable, the only 
passage adduced to support the Apostodc Succession is 
i Cor. xii: 28. “And God hath set some in the Church, 
first Apostles, secondarily prophets, thirdly teachers, 
after that miracles, then giiisol' healing, helps, govern- 
ments, diversities of tongues.” The argument, if 

understand it, seems to be this: that Apostles, prophets 
and teachers answer respectively to Bishops, Priests and 
Deacons. Bishop corresponds to Apostle—Priest to 

Prophet, and Deacon to Teacher. And the remainder 
of the passage including “helps, governments,” and the 

like, were not offices but evidences of the offices held by 

Apostles, Prophets, and Teachers, alias, Bishops, PriestSi 
and Deacons. W e will not now dispute about the inter- 

pretation of this passage. We will admit its correctness 

lor aigument’s sake, and at the same time thank this 
ad- 

vocate of Apostolic Succession for the suggestion he 

has made. Upon his own interpretation, the Office is on* 

thing and the evidence of the office another; and the 

word, “after that” marks the distinction, between 
then1'- 

But did it not occur to him that if they retain this off# 
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