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and h;id their exclusion been intentlvd, it would have Iveert
coniniaiuled. True, ihey are not oxpresbly included, but
the silence of the Saviour is an nrgumont for Infant Bnplism,
and not against it. For consider

;

1. Those to whom this commission was givo'rt, were iev^,
stronglv r.tliched fo Jfwi.-.fi pracdces. 'J'hey had been accus-
fomed to s«.t Genin<.s and I lu'ir households circunirised on
liien- cmbi Aflng Ju'd-.i^ni. thir had been jewi-li practice for
age>', j\ow they a,e rommanded to ^6 forth teaching, and
"Pl.'lj'i'ig a lothei- st-al ^inl;l.lr to Ihe formcl- one In nature a;d
oeMgn. Had the Saviour said to liis disciples, " Go, teach
all nntio 8, circumci'ingthem," &.•., how would Ibfiy haVe
\i !de. slood him, and » hat would they have done? The ter^ns
ot thcc.mimissiuh put baptism in tiic phice circumcision had
ti^Yme.ly occuiied, and as nations include young cliildieri, and
t hribt did not prohibit the extension of the rile to ihem, but
left the matter jun't as it stood before, they would hutlirally
understand that they were to do in baptizing just as had
pre\ioin-]y, and up to that lime, been done in circumcis-
ing.

^
When a parent embraced Cluistianity, they Would

b'iptrae him and his family.
2. A statute must be repealed as explicitly as it vvasfiisl

Jjubhshed. There must be a definite counierniand. But in
this case there is none.

3. The Apostles would not drop such a practice of their
own accord, in the absence of a command from Christ to
that effect.

4. Had children been excluded, it is impossible but that
some trace of dissalisfaetion would be vi,sible either in the
Acts or the Epiitles. We know how tenacious the early
Christians were of everything Jewisii. How thev cliing
to Ihe ceremonial law I Would there hot have befeu
commotio! ., and invidious con)i)arisons between the laW and-
the gospel, had children been shut out from baptism ? The
New Testament gives us no ncoouiil of any difficulty having
taken place, so that we may fairly conclude that 'children
were admitted to this ordinance.

6. The language of Peter on the day of Penticost, so far
(rum intim.nting.-irrponl of infant privilege, rather asacris
Jts permanence. Acts ii. 38, 3o ;

" Tlie piomisc is unto you,


