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rite. In factif the children of Christian parents
may pot be baptized they are worse off than
were the Jewish children, who could enter into
covenant with God from tibeir very infancy,
‘When our Lord was upon earth He was 2 mem-
ber of this Jewish Church, from which was to
spring the Christian Church as the flower
springs from the root. He found children hav-
ing a recognized place in this Church; in form-
ing His own Church, he never said that children
were to be excluded from it; on the contrary
He often implies that tho state of unconscious
childbood ig neaver to his Father’s kingdom than
any other (St. Matt, xviii: 3, 4; xxi: 16; St.
Mark x: 14). Would not His Apostles have
gathered from this that infants might at least
claim as much share in the new covenant as
they had in the old ? It is for those who object
to infant baptism to show that it is forbidden,
rather than for us to point to any particular
text where it is commanded.

The real question is whether unconscious in-
fants are capable of rcceiving the Grace of God
and of entering into covenant with Him. We
must remember that they inherit evil uncoon-
sciously ; they are born in sin without any fault
of theirs; it is simply the result of the fallen
state of human nature, If we belicve this, is it
any harder to believe that they can receive the
new birth unconsciously ? We are not con-
gcious of our first birth, why should not God—
Who gives freely through the merits -of Jesus
Christ—also give immediately on our new birth
a spiritual gift to make up, in some measure,
for that which we lost by the full? He gave
Adam the gift of original righteousness, when
He first created him irom tho dust of the earth,
He filled St. Jobn the Baptist with the Holy
Ghost from the day of his bhirth (St. Luke i:
15); why then should we find it bard to believe
that by the simple act of Baptism Jesus unites
a new born infant to Himself, and makes him
a partaker of His Holy Spirit? The account
of our Lord bleesing little children is worth
considering in connecetion with this question.
These children did not come to be instructed,
but to receive a blessing by Ilis touch. * He
laid his hands on them and blessed them.”
They recoived this blessing unconsciously; it
was sacramential in its nature; there was the
outward sign, the touch, and the inward grace,
the blessing. IIe did not require any conscious
faith from them, as he always did from adalts
when they sought 1lis blessing; He accepted
the faith of those who brought them to Him.
Is it not that we are getting so slow to believe
in his power and love, that so many may think
that there can be no blessing for children in His
touch in Holy Baplism ? Surely He will be as
ready to accept the faith of Christian parents
a3 He was to accept these Jowish mothers, and
our children are not less dear to Him than were
those whom He would not allow his disciples
to thrust away.

There are one or two difficulties which many
good people feel about the baptism of infants
which we must not pass by. The first is thata
person ought not to be haptized without faith,
and that infants cannot have faith, It is quite
true that in the case of grown up people taith
must come first; but the instance just referred
to shows that Christ was willing to accept little
children and to bless them when brought to
Him by the faith of their parents. So when in-
fants are brought to Holy Beptism there are
sponsors to answer for them that they will have
ihe required faith when they are old enough,
and it is the duly of these sponsors to s.e that
they are taught the blessings which were be-
Stowed upon it in Baptism and to encourage it
to fulfill the required promices, Unfortunately
the system of sponsors has become with many
people a mere form, and nothing has done more
barm to the Church’s doctrine of Baptism than
this. Still it must always be remembered that
becanse some people wee a thing wrongly this
does not take away its right use. * ¥ %

Another strong objection brought against in-

/

fant baptism is that there cannot possibly be
any good in it, because so many in it who are
baptized as infants never shows any signs of
grace at all. To this it may be answered that
Baptism does not profess to convey a change of
heart or an alteration of human will, but it is
the implanting of the seed of a new life which
requires nourishing and tending if it isto bring
forth fruit. Out of every hundred children who
are born alive, numbers die before they are
many days old. This does not show that they
rever had life, but that from some cause, neglect
or disense, the life given soon faded away. So
if a baptized child fails to show any sign of
grace, 1t is not that the Baptism was not effi-
cient ; but that those whose duty it was to
nourish that spiritual seed that had been sown,
10 teach and train the child in the use of its
baptismal privileges have neglected to do so,
and hence the result.

Some people have thonght that tho phrasein
St. John iii : 3—Except a man be born aguin ”
—must imply a full grown man, and cannot be
applied to an infant, But the real meaning of
the word is “a person,” *“any ome.” In St.
John xvi: 21, we read that when a woman is
delivered of a child she has joy ‘“ that a man is
born into the world.” Does it mean a full
grown man in this text?

All Christian parents, therefore, aro advised
by the Church to bring their infants to Holy
Baptism, but not to thiak that their duty onds
there; for the Baptism will have done them no
good unless they are taught to recognize their
baptismal privileges and to undertake for them-
selves the promises that have been made for
them. We must not separate the two texts:
“ Suffer little children to come unto Me,” and
‘“ Train up & child in the way he should go.”

Prayers for Anniversary of Baptism.

Glory be to Thee, O my Saviour, for Thy
love to me in making me (as outhisday)inmy
Baptism a Child of God, and an inheritor of the
kingdom of heaven.

I do gratefully commemorale that huppy day,
and renew that sacred vow which was thus
made in my name to forsake this wicked world,
and to live in obedience to Thy command. May
the Holy Spirit always dwell in my heart, to
help me to love Thee and keep the promires
made in my Buptista, that I may grow botter
and bhetter until I come to dwell with Thee in
Heaven. Amen.—Selected.

THE BISHOP OF LONDON ON SUN-
DAY SCHOOL TEACHING.

The Bishop of London, speaking at a meet.
ing of the Church of England 8.8, Institute,
said :—He would, however, tuke the opporte.-
pity of speaking to them about the work in
which they were engaged. because it was a
work whick was of the highest importance in
itself, and becoming of still greater importance
because of the place which education was
taking in the general work of the world. The
education of the people was steadiiy growing,
and they were placing greater stress upon and
taking greater care to provide everywheroc that
the children within their reach should be the
means of obtaining cultivation of the faculties
which God had given them in their station of
life. But from the circumstances of the case it
had not been possible that there should have the
same sort of provision for what was in itself of
far greater importance, the caltivation of those
faculties which ought to be directed to the work
of their Heavenly Father, and which ought to
be cultivated with a view to His service. And,
of course, if that was left on ono gide it became
more than ever the duty of those who believed
in the Lord Jesus Christ to see that what had
been lett aside, as it were, by the autborities of
the State should, nevertheless, be provided by
the true followers of the Lord, They coald
wish, of course, for a different state of things.
They could not help feeling that there was some-
thing not quite right in tho presant arrange-

ment, They could not help feeling that there
was this thing which must always stand in the
foreground of all work of that kind, and which,
in a certain degreo, condemned the present sys-
tem, namely, that their Lord had told them in
the most emphatic language, that they had to
seek first the kingdom of G«d and His right-
eousness and thon all other things should follow:
wheroeas if they had a system of education in
which religious iustruction was eithor thrust
aside altogether, or was relegated to a secondary
pluce, they were departing from that greas
tundamental rule. They could not heip that it
arose out of the circumstances of the present
day, but all the more were they bound to show
in teaching, a8 much as in anything else, nay,
more than in anything else, that the first thing
to be sought was the Kingdom of God and lis
righieousness, and that this, atany rate, should
not he neglected. Now, Sunday School teachers
wero filling that position. They were socuring
as fur as they could do, that the Kingdom of
God and His righteousness should stand first in
the educuntion of Christ's little ones. That wus
tho purpose that all of them should have con-
stuntly bofore their minds, They wished to
mako religious instruction the primary feature
in their cducation of the young, and if there
were provision made for secular educntion else-
where all tho more muat they exert themselves
to give tho religious instruction which they under-
took to give. Ilow important the tuask of edu-
cating, how blessed the undertaking, because it
was fulfilling one of thoe fundamental precepts
which their Lord had given them, becauso they
were there doing what they lknew would pleuso
God. The Lord created His Church for the pur-
pose of communicating His truth te man, and
they wore tultilling one of the spacial functions
of the Church in thus teaching tho little chil-
dren in their clasges. It was a most important
work that they had undertaken. He wished to
say o fow words to thom about the necessary
conditionson which that work could be woll done,
and first ho would say this, that if they were to
be reully cfficient as teachers, they must bo ani-
mated by love. Now, he wished to impress upon
them the ascending scale in this requisition, for
in tho first piace, would they lot him urge upon
them that tho rezlly good teacher was always
murked by a love of the subject he was teaching?
He loved the truth for its own sake—ho wus
not speaking of religious instruction only, but
of all instruction-—a man counld not feach a sub-
ject well unless he loved the subject ho was
teaching. He should study it and having made
himself master of it, he would be in a fit condi-
tion to impart instruction to others, He should
not simply learn as much a8 he thought was
necessary to teach others, but he should be s
learner as long as he lived. et him assure
them on the evidence of one who had had great
experioncoe in tesching, that the man who did
not care enough about his subject to be cone
stantly learning, would make but a poor teach-
er. A man could not teach either arithmetic,
goometry, or Latin, or Greek woell, if he were
not fond of his subjcct. It was the necessury
qualification of teaching. And so when thoy
came to the highest of all subjects, a man could
not teach the Word of God unless he loved the
Word of God. He must be perpetually seeking
for more light; he must love the Word of God
in such a gense that he was at all times delight-
od to get to tho ctudy of it. It was the man
who, though be had read his Bible a thousand
times, always found something fresh in it, who
was fit to inculcate in others who were placed
under his teaching the same love of God which
he felt himself. Ho begged cach and all of them
to make the study of God's Holy Word their
perpetual dolight. In the next place, there
must not only be a love of the subject but a lovo
of the learners. - They must love the children;
they must delight to be in the company or
children ; they must take pleasure in their litile
innocent ways, even in their naughtioess,
(Laughter). The good teacher way always
marked by that characteristic, and it was it



