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vugit preceding bis deîLth, on wvhich niglit be wentl1evince thueir acceptance ivith God sincereiy helieve
ilbrougb bis reguilar religions exercises-singring, that tlheir Pedobaptisin is not subversive of, but re-
readingof the Seriptures and prayer. During biis last qnr1. h iielw BcueM.Hli ui
iflnesswhicbidid notl«asttiventy-fotirhonrs,ble neverillying the qluestionabie practices, chooses the phrit-
spokce. In the course of tlîe fortnighit previous lie fre- ses, Ilnot iniconmpatible withi a state of saivation,>
<quently got ont of bied dnring tbe niglît, and wvished, iH. is î,leased te designato it a logical finesse; but
as lie expressed itto go home. The good mari bas now trnly it is bis own mode of reasoning tluat may, with
gone home: hie bas gone home te that God in wvbom the greatest propriety be se designnted. Ilr. iiall's
lie so long believed, and whom lie bad se long and qualifying clause is eleuirly synonymous withi the
so ardently lored. Frecd from the clogs and infirm- Apostle's IlGod biath received lîim."
hies of age, bo is now, tliere is every reason to be- luiit there is net only logrical finesse in tie Dr.'s
lieve, blooming in immortal youtlî before the ttîvone reasoning lîcre-there is sali incoherency. On page
of God, serving hua, day and iiiglut in luis temple. 86, lie asks, "ilas God reccived tlicm V" (viz.: Pedo-

Il Ilessed are the dead who clie in the Lord fronu baptists.) Il We trust lie lias,"1 be replies. "lAre
lieeforth ; yen, saiLli the Spirit, tluat they may rest Itbiey conscientious ?" Ile faîrdier asks, uund replies,
froni their labors, and their works do follow tien." IlWe are willing ti admit thuat they mav be." And

M. W. L. just a fewv lnes fuirtlier on, he says, IlTlieir receptioa

Continneil froin pge 193.

nlEVIE\V 0F IlTERNIS 0F CONINUNION AT TIIE
LOIW'S TABLE."

11V n. uB. C. ilOWET., n. 1).
fPhe Apostie 1>aul's 1>rinciplex of Toleratinn.

Dr. ilowvell, P. 811, speaking of Paui's îurinciffles of
toleramtion, as laid doivn in tic l4th of Romans, savs.
IlTuey are tliree-roid. This is addiiug to the word of
God, for tbe Apostie lavs dowva only ene principle,
-uiz.: IlGod biath received him." Dr. l.'s second
principle, Il ConscientioisnesR," is necessnrily implied
in tîxe flr3t. The tîuird, viz.: IlThat tie peculiarities
of the parties be not suhversive of any divine inn', is
neither expressed nor implied in the Aposti&s ]an-
«Unge. True, there must be reason to believe that

hy us would, on our part, amouint te a conspiracy
ivith tlîein in their design to overthrow the law of
God, and render aus not Christian communicants, but
pqrtners in tîxeir rehellion aigainst tie autiority of
the Supreme Legisîntor."*

Trnly these are very extraoriliiry cliarcctetistics
for persons recognized asl)iozis Pedobaptistsl What?
pions'! and yet Ildesigning to orertbrow tic ]aw of
God'1" Pious? Tbouglb in rehellion aganinst tbe
authority of God !"i Nor is this aIl. Pions Pedo-
baptists are bield to be Ilin design te overtbrowv the
law of God.*" Yet, te the question, "liBas God re-
ceived tlîem V' Dr. Il. replies, IlWe trust be bas!'
l>edobapti.,Ls are deciareâ te be in rebellion against

Divine autluority. Yet, to the question, "'Are tbey
conscientions ?" The Dr. ,.nswers, IlWc are williag
to adiiit tbnttbey may bel!" Ve need then be at ne

the parties are persuaded in their own minds th. . loss to accouint for Dr. IVs determincd opposition to
their peculiarities are nlot only not subversive of, but commnnion witb Pedobiptists, if bis adverse view of
in full accordance witb divine lav; the objecting tbeni bc bis actual or truc estimate of thcir character,
party will, of course, view the questionable practices and this is obviously the only Iigbt ix'. wbich lie
as tending to subvert some divine Iaw; for it may be vieCWS thcm wlien l "sacraaental"l communion is ini
sa.id every peculiarity, cither in doctrine or practice, question. Elscwliere we find him speaking of Pe-
vriewcd as objectionable, is lbeld to be so for the very dobaptists Ilpersevering in disrcgard of spiritual ob-
r'eason that it is believed te have sucli tendency. No ligations;" "Illubitually violating the revealed wilI
doubt the objecting party, whom the Apostie ex- of GodY Thuis is ban enougb ; but a designcd con-
hortcd to forbearance, surely believcd that the prac- spi«c.>j Io orert1urow thc Zaw of God-rellion a.qainsr
tices te whicu tbey objected tendcd to subvert a di- divine authorifyj-can bc vicwed only as the summit of
,vine kaw, and objected te them, solely for that reasen. w;ickcdne.ss. But how sball we account for te Dr2
The Jewish couverts wive in the belief that the law trust that God bas received them ? for bis willingness
of God given by Moses, rcspecting abstaining from to believe tint after ail tbey xnay be conscientious ?
certain meats was still in force, and the Apostie 'ivien Believing tbe character of Pedobaptists to bep~rh as
lue enjoined ferbearauce doubtless knew% it, and Yet here represeutcd, noe -wonder tbougb the Dr. scruple
<iid nlot persuade tbemn to fonbearance by informîng te commence witb them ; especialUy wben ho believes
themn that the law of God respeeting ments being ah- that receiring tbem would constitute him a partner
Trgated, the Gentiles by enting tbem couid nlot sub- 'in thpir guilt.
vert iL; which, if Dr. *lowell be right, lie would, Tins lie estimates the ebaracter of Pedohnptists
witlîont donbt, have donc. The Dr. adds thc third when .saer"rnntal communion is in view. But speak
principle without, any authority ivbatever. .AlI the Ionly of C'hrùiiaiz communion, and anon a happy
thrce principles, tbe Dr. says, were united in tic case transmutation takes place; lie Il henishes for them,
in question. And iL many be said tint in the case of as tlîe pueople of God, the sincèrest affection;" takes
m:Iny Pc!dobaptists they are united; for those who, pleasure ini beiug- nssociatedl with theai in every good
ratber Lban 1-nmt subversive of any divine law," Dr. 1word and work ;" ne danger is apprcbendcd of being
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