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twice slightly rnarred hy Ilirrepressible " brethren, is too precious to
miss tor the mere appreliension of such a thing happening again. Bar-

nabas must corne as well as Peter, our "lsons of consolation " as well

as our "6sons of thuinder." AI] the more need of the former if the
latter are to be there, that their words may distil like oul on the troubled
waters of c9ntroversy, whiclî free thought and free speech are ever hiable
to stir up. Only let us carry the spirit of Christ up with us, and seek
new supplies of his gl-ace with every fresli engagement, and then we
shall realize the conception of the poct,-

"When, free f rom Pnvy, scorn, and pride,
Our wishies ail above,

Each cani a bruthcr's failings hide,
And show a brother's love

THE COMMUNION QUESTION.-CoxCLUsIO.

DEAR SIR,-Ini former communications 1 have shewn, that the prac-
tice of requiring believers' baptismn to precede church fellowship, is
establishied on Christ's command, and apostolie example. As you appear
to wish to close the discussion on this subjeet, I arn willing to do so,
unless you have "lany freshi li ght to thirow upon it. " 'We have both had
opportunity to shew our opinions, and the resuit mnust be lef t with the
Disposer of ail events.

You decline to prove "lthat baptismn, upori profession of faith, is to be
confined to Jewvs and heathen," unless I can "adduce from the New Tes-
tament an instance of a child born of Christian parentage being baptised
on his making such profession."

I always understood that Christians are to learn their duty from what
the New Testament does teach, not fromi what it dû*' teach. The
New Testament is sulent on the question 'whicli you propose. If, there-
fore, you feel yourself at liberty to confine believers' baptism to Jewish
and heathen converts, because the New Testament (loes iiot give an ex-
ample of the baptism of a believer horn of Christian parents, yoii may
do so. I require somethingt more substantial a.s a mile of conduet than
the silence of the New Testament.

T- y oicizir my "lretort " about holy water and irax candies, you Say,
baptismn having superseded circumcisien, iii the administration of

which chîldren hiad always been a.ssociated with their parents, there
wvas a moral cerbainty that it wvould be administered to them, as circum-
cision had l)een of old, unlcss it wvas expressly limited to adluits.*"

iNot quite SO fast, Mr. Editor. Yotu assume what, you require to,
prove. Whiere did you learin that baptism lias suiperseded circuracision ?
\Vhcn, and by w1iat authoritv wvas circumcision abolishied

You complain thiat I have not taken any notice of your thrice repeated
îeference to Rom. xiv. 3, 4. My reason for that wvas hecause I dîd not
Consider that thiese verses had any bearing on the subject under discus-
,Ion. You al-so made reference to the mode of baptism, the Abrahamaie
covenant, baptism of householils, ke. I have not. taken any notice of
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