
THE ADVISER.

baving the saine doctrine, continued, and do still
continue, the customi of' comnmunicating infants.'
-Dr. WiiU-llistory of infant B13 isnt.

lie, then, w~ho ivili accept infaînt baptisai he'
enause it existed iii te third century must take
infant cummuniun along wvith it, and very muchl
more that every person present will rejeet. But,
gentlemen, could you prove it to have beeni
practised illae(iately after the death of the
Apostles, you would dc nothing. We, as
Prutestants, detnand Bible authority. I refuse
10 i&dmit the divine origin of an ordinance for
wvhich Bible sanction cannot be produced-and
ilow I caîl upon you wvho hiold infant baptism tu
give your strongr reason fromn the one un-erring
book." c

Mr. Maitland nssured thc meeting that lie
kneîv nothiag of tlie early wiriters they had been
discussing. Hie agreed witli M. Bell, "lthat the
question must be settled by the Bible and that if
infants arc baptized on accounit of wvhat the
fathers say they inust on the same autliority re-
ceive tîte Lord's Suipper." He considered that
the matter could be soon settled. "lLet those
w"ho say thnt the baptism of infants is wvrong
shew tlmt thc Bible forbids it. Let Mr. Bell do
this, or let him mind his owvn preaching and say
nothiag agrainst a baptism wîith which mnans
g-ood as ho are satisfied and agrainst whicli lic
cannet bringr a thus saitît the Lord."

"Our friend is not at all logical," rcsporidcd
M. Clearthouglit. "The burden of proof

does not rest witli Mr. Bell. Those whlo practice
infant baptism either viewv it as an uaauthorized
expedient or dlaim for it Bible authority. If
the former thon it must stand with penance, holy
wvater, the baptism of belîs and other vagaries
of the Scarlet Lady-but those who dlaim Bible
authority must produce that authoriry. To cal
tîpon the Baptists tu show that the Bible forbids
it is absurd. If a text cannot be found which
forbids dancing as a part of Christian worship
mnust v;c therefore conclude tliat leg-service of
tliat kind is of divine authority ?"

Mr. Maitland expressed luis surprise at Mr.
Cleartliought's speaking against bis own prac-
tice. "Let,"' said he, " isucli persoas go over tu
tie other side-ive dont waat the support uf
men who practice one thiag and speak in favor
of another."

"I do not, replied Mr. C. Ilspeak naast
wvlat I practice, nor arn I speaking agaiast infant
baptisai. I would not iowvever support it by
false reasoning. If we have divine authlority it
is our business to produce it, and if we cannot
then it behoves us to give it up or niantain it ns
a liaman tradition. Mr. Bell lias renlly nothing
to provo-wo have to produce bible autliority,
lie has merely to examine wliat we preseuit, shew
its insufficiency, or admit the reverse."

Mr. Vapid congratulated his "lBrother Clear-
thouglit" on lis straiglitf'orward puttingr of the
case. Hie insisted that thus "(to put lie matter
in its proper light is due to truth and wouid drive
infant baptism ont of the field."

ICI admit," interposed Mr. Atkins, that I arn

bound t;) find Bible authority for our practice,

to give it up, or to abandon Protestant ground.
IThe Comnîegationalists, witlî wvhomn I rainister,

often make too litt!k eof tie ordinance. I believe
it authorized by the Bible ancî therefore defend
it. I look upon it as a serieus omnission wheu
parents treat it witlî negrleet, and 1 wvould flot
receive tu fellowsliip an unibaptized person."

"Vcry cgood," replied Mr. Bell. "Oui-
f,iind Atkins can serve us b), puttiug that autho-
rity forivard at once. It inay, hiovever, save
tixne if we bear in mind that Bibile authoî'ity can
offly exist in the forrn of

il COMMAND,
2, ApiitovE ExA&iLEL, or
:3, NECESSARX- INFFRENCE.

Let mne then ask whether any of' you cati produce
a comnmand to bapt ize inf ants, given by Jesus or
bis Aposties?" <iint.~t

After some little converîation dnttdta
infant baptism is tiot directly coinmnaded inî the
Bible.

IlIs there one instance utf infant baptisnîi re-
corded in the Newv Testament ?" asked Mr.
Vapid. After a few words. pro and con, ail ad-
mitted that the Book dees not contain any eleair
and unmistalcable affirmation of the baptism of
an infant.

"Thon,"1 added Mr. Bell, IlYou are shut upl
to inferenice. Having neither command nor ex-
ample, your practice lias only an inferential
foundation."

"'You Baptists," retorted Mr. Atkins, "are
too mucli in the habit of decrying inferential
proof Whou tItis question is iii liand, tlioughi
yon take to it readily vnougli on other k'iatters,
and have no other by which tu support mucli
that you believe. You observe Sunday as a
Sabbath and admit veolent to the Lord's Table
murely upon inférence. There is no command
to change the Sabbath and it is nowhere said that
females partook of the sacrament. Why, then,
as inference is a good founidation in these mat-
ters do you decry it wlîea infant baptism is iii
view V"

IlYou quite inistake," resumed Mr. Bell.
"I do not decry inference. Did I not name

7iecessaiýy inference as one of the three methoda
by which Bible authority eau be established ? T
merely said that haviag admitted that the Bible
contains neither cQmmnand nor example you
have now reduced the enq!iiry to the region of
inférence. 1 arn preparedt tu accept any legîti-
mate, that is n ecessaqI, inference, and if even
une text can be found, ivhieh leaves, no other in-
férence possible, I will at once take to baptiz-
ing babi3s. But yuu aiso mietake iýg regard to
the Sabbath and female eoraxunion. 1 do net
observe Sunday as the Sabbatli, without a com-
mand, for I do not observe it. as a Sa bbath at
ail. I observe it as the Lord's-day-as the Firat
of the week, set apart for commemorating the
Lord's deatb, and for this there is elear and
apostolie example. I do flot observe the Jewi8h
Sabbath, because it vas oniy enforced upon
Jews, and Paul declares 4w WE RE NOT UNDER

TiSE, LÂW.' I therefore pay no regard for the


