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POPULAKR BAPLIST  ARGUMENTS! wer ativres—a mode ot proot denied to une it expedient to g auwn o rivers and places

REVIEWED,
(Brougl! from puge 83.)

in Asius novery specious forgory. Now,
supp sing A sect to take this Fpistle uader
its special patronn;e-, and put it forth o the
worl! a3 equally cuinnieal, oras @orival to St
Paul’ ¢ cecond lett 1o to the Cortathizng how
would the Baptist vefute the claim ot the
newly  discovercd nwnunctipt 2 His enly
methnd would be the il awing :—he would,
no deubt, any, “itis very stiange that, if'(hia
Epistle b as it pretende, a genuine produc
tion, it never was heard of for sixteen centu-
cica?  Tow did it Gapp s abat noves tauad
ita way into the catalogue of Scripture haded
down to us? Surcly the eailiest ages of
Christianity, which il the best opportunity
for deeiding the question, would ive recog-
piged i, il genuine: and it it cver formed
part of Huly Sciipture, it conld not have
dropped aut of the Yok urmot'eed.  When
the canon of Scripture was zompiled, it could
aot Lave been ackaowledged 3 hecause, liad
it beo acknoxdcdpged, it never could have
trowr the sacred
Now, et

heen dlowed to
eoluiv, wishout .
the Baptirs apply this same valid reasoning
to the it peculicr wystem, antd iy must eame
to th  wame conchi ot vid : —tuat had adol
bapti- 1 beun th exclusive practice ot the
the Chttian warld

RSN

remctisteanee.”

earckic -2 el parest e,
conld poever have been s0 k:un:p!"l("y tevolu-
tioniz-d that iefant baptisin could have hesn
invrestuend, cither saerepto sty withont de- !
tectien, or opeuly without rebuke.  The
practice of inful.t baptism is proved Apostoli-
cal by the same reasoning which detects the
fmgr."‘y to be not .-\pm;'.oliv:\l.

If, then, Scipture eontaing ne precept
which cither expressly or by inferenee forbids
infant baptism ;i those texts which relnte
the baptian of the first converts are tn:-:lnraliy
mmc_,.;\‘.i?cuhlo to adults, but yei nceither
plainty : flinm nor imply that infants were
exelud d if, on the other band, sowme of the
vexts which eeem to be exclusively applicable
o 2l casily jeconciled with the
ancposition 0 infunt baptism lmving. been
practiced , it some oihier passages of S.cnptufc
give clear intimations of infant baptism, for
example, 1 Cor. 7, 14, which declares the
child:zen of a Leliever holy @ andaf capable of
holiness, why not of baptism 2 I0icin is
anrersonable to suppose that our Lord would
have failed to undeceive his Apostles when he
bade them haptize * all nations;™ if it is in-
eredible thut the wacred writers, when ad-
dreasing Jows to whom infunt bupticm was
familar, would not have frbade the eustom,
Had they disapproved of it: if we can deteet
no trace of the practice of infunt baptism
having supplanted adult, and if it is inpossi-
ble that such nuevent could have occurred
without being remarked and eriticized; if we
cannot believe that, had adult baptisin been
the cvelosive practice of the Apostolic age,
infant baptism could  have overspread the
whole Christian world, without exception, and
adult baptisin have died sway withour leaving
hehind it even a faint ccho o history 5 if cir-
comeision, under the Jewi b dispensation,
was applicd to infanty to bring them into
covenant with God, and the Apostles were
uever tuited by the Jows with setusing ad-
mission 16 fints wnder the Gosped covenant ;
W we never read of hapiisin having been dofer-
red on acc.nut ef vouth: if all these things be
teae, then is the Chureel of Bugland warraoted
i atfoming that *the baptiem of young
childsai is in any wise to be retained, as most
agreeuble with the institution of Christ”

We are not so much concerned in refuting
the Baptist theary of imuersion, beeanee our
Clisred proescenes i, nat, o sever, ft)l'bi&ill'll\g
pouriag awd sprinkling: the question being
important only <o far as this—whether pec-
sons whu have ‘been baptized by pouring of
water, can be said to be baptized at all?
Baptiats aflicm that pouring or sprivkling is not
baptisu:. Now, how ix this proved ? It would
be butaatoral to expect that wen who upbeaid
as for baprizing infac s without express cone-
maad, would produce some express command
for ininersion, particolarly as they go so far
as to «<ay that without it theee is no baptisi,
Yet they adduce o such command—tor nege
atch exista -thes are, therefore, contented to
astatli=h their Civaarize subjeet of dmm s
sion LY gathering infimations from the meaning
of words and from e prohobiiitics contained iu

.« *q-

I Nowis not thisva grievoas inconsisteacy 2 The

admisston of eminent Faoglish Churchmen that
the Scripturea contain no cxpress command
to baptize infants, is trivwphantly recorded
by Baptist.  Now, we are not wore positive
atout setaining infunt baptism than they are
in prescriving immersion.  We sre, therefore,

materally led to apply to thew their own

principles, and to ask for a plain, express
command for ininersion, ar against pouring or
rprinkling.  Aod really we might have ex-
pected wuch a command, if Cheist intended to
reatrict baptivin to immezaion.  ‘Fhe essential
cleiments ia a sacrament sould naturaily have
been rach as could be cverywhiore casily
procured, preseribed as they were by one
whare wotta was—* | will have merey, and
tot saciitice.””  Now, a lavge portion of the
world in 50 arid, that in many countries it
would hie a matter of scrious difficulty, if not
altogether  imposaible, procore  water
caough to immerse an adult,  Again, a large
portion ot the wotl:d i so cold, that fmmersion
would be dangerous. Rty though we might
veasanably have looked tor an express precept;
yet we donot require the Bapti-ts to praduce
one, We are wiliing to take their argumieats
on their megite, because we think thet thecay.
liag abont exnress comumands is untair, I
we can plaioly gather feom Scripture an aegu-
mient which praves that a practices was coun-
t-nanced by the lospired writers, it is sufli-
cient.  We hive no erpress commania to
warntin the Hole Ghost, to admit females to
the Lued's Sapper, to change th: origiual
Sabbhath, or furbidding polygamy.  AH these
are not the subj-cts of ponitive precepta; but
beeause they may be gathered by inference
from Scripture, are binding on Christians
No one will affinn that immersion is com-
manded so authoritatively, so particularly, u8
the rigid ubacevance of the Sabbath; yet, on
the occea-ion of our Lord's disciples infringing
the precepts relative to that day by pluckiog
the care of vorn, Christ not only said, in
rezard to that particular case, that his disci-
ples were justified, but he wade a geusral
rule for waiversal guiduce—* 1 will have
merey, awd not sace'tice.’””  So that even on
the supposion ol there being a plain direction
in the Bible to immerse, yet even then the
circumstance of the case should guide us,  To
imtuerse a sick man in the ¢olds of Siberin is
not iu accordance with the apirit, but the
letter of the Scripture; nor would it seem
wore rational, though perhaps less wicked,
than to ju-tify a slandcrovs attack on u
strapger, “ecause the ninth  eominandment
speaks of onew ncighbour.  That immersion
wans practised by the Aposties and earliest
ages, we willingly sdmit ;. but the question is,
did they practice it exclusively to the absolute
prohibitios of pouring or sprinkling ?  Most
certainly the earlieat ages did not; as we
know that in casea of clinical baptism, that is,
when the sick or dyving wished. to be baptized,
pouting was thought saflicient.
are analogies drawn in Scripture from the im-
mer-ion -of baptized persons, viz ;—butial
with Christ, &c., we teadily ackowledge ; but
there are also unulogies from sprinkling :-—
“blood sprivkling the unclean ssnctifieth.”
—Heb. 10, 225 alsa 1 Poter 1, 2. Letus,
then, examive the Scriptural inatancea of
baptism adduced by the Baptists, with a view
to ascertain whether there b grousd for
concluding from the narratives thut sprinkling
or pouring is prohibited ; and if we find that
there is no such ground, we must conviet the
Baptists of attaching as wuch importace to
mere ntualism as Rominists themselves,

As a general unswer to those instances, we
cannot feply better than in the words of
* Bishop Bagot's cantion ag:inst  Anabap-
tists == It is true that Chrise was vaptized
by Johu in the river, aad so was the Eunuch
by Philip: but the text doth not sax chat
either Christ or the Fuunch or any one
baptized either by Jobin or by Christ’s disci-
ples were plunged over head aind vars,  Bat
allowing that it were so, the bare example in
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such a cade could not binid without & precept. | the world.”
Provided the essentials of 8 sacrament are ! their
preserved, the mere mode of spplication, un- | promise.

less lmited by a positive restriction, niist be
free,  In matters of this kind, what may be
proper at one place and at one time, may in
others become highly improper, «nd even
impossible.

‘That thete '

At the beginuing, Christians | cannot be <aid to have been baptized, as they
had no Churches with fontsin them ; besides : who admistered the rite were unbaptize.
the multitudes of people to be baptized, made  themselees, being haptized in infancy) haviog

where were mitny w@rs, as St. John did at
Anen, at whieh place, by the account of
credible writorq, there are indeed many waters,
that is, a grenr nuwber of amall rivalets, but
so shallow us hardly to reach the ancles, and,
theretore, could not well answer the purpose
of dipping.”  *“[n Acts 2, 41, we read of
3000 baptized in one day, and that in the
city of Jerusulem, where water could nnt
have been casily pr: cured for the dipping of
&0 many ; be-ides which, it must huve taken
up a much Jarger time in the performance
than one day: bardly less thun & week
would have sufliced. Read, likewise, the
baptism of Paul by Ananias, where, from the
whole passage, it i+ next to certain that he
was baptized in his Jodging ; likewiae, in the
hovse of Cotneling, St. Peter's words ** can
any man forbid water,” imply, certainly, that
the water was to be brought for the bop-

tism of the new couverts, and not that they |
‘The situation § .
of St. Paul (Nets 16, 37) renders it extreme-

were to go ot (o the water,

ly improbable that he should carey the jailer
sad alf his fawily out a1 tSe dead of night to
w pond or tiver to b captized. Vhese
instances are suoffi icor to show that no con-
clusive arguteat can be drawn fromn the cases
recorded in Scripture that a total immersion
is ot absolute neces<ity to baptism.””

But even though the instances were alto-
gether precise and . finite on the subject of
immersion, so tha! it was quite clear that all
the eatlie t convens were immersed, vet still
we hold that-—provided that no alterations
were made ju the cvscatialy of the sscrament,
viz 1 by water aned in the name of the Holy
Urinity—the Chuteh would have been justi-
fied in changing b reion into pouring, al-
wavs provided the chiuge was not furbidden.

The Jewish Paswover, in many of its parti-
cular observances, was greatly sltered to suit
chavges in times aud manners, yet our
Saviour partouk of it, without objection : he
celebrated the festival an it was usually ob-
geeved by his countrymen, without finding
fault ; and by his example gave a decided
sanction to the claims of the Jewish and
‘Ciwristinn Churches to determine mere rites
and ceremonies ** according to the diversity
of the tim:ea and mens manners.””  The
Passover wis originally required to be observ-
ed with the lious girded, the shocs on the
feet, und staff in the hand, and io haste. In
process of time, to suit their aliered circum-
stances, it was celebrated in a reclining pos-
ture, not in haste, to mark the repose of the
Jewish mation.  ‘Fhe drinking of wine, and
the singing of Psalms, were inttoduced; and
yet all these innovations were sanctioned by
the countenance our Lord gave them, by re-
clining himself, by drinking wine, and by
singing & hymn or psaln. Now, had the
Jews interfered with the essentials of the
sacrament—had they made any alteration in
the slaying of the lamb, or the use of
urleavenes) bread —we cannot doubt that our
Lord wauld not only have withheld the sanc-
tion of his example, but would have pointed-
ly condesned the innovation; and so, even
though Lmersion were clearly established (as
it is not) by the Apostles, we should still, in
the absence of a precept, consider ourselves
not bound to that particular mode of baptism ;
for we hold that * the Church hath power to
decree rites and cerersonies, provided nothing
be decreed contrary to God's word written.”
In concluding thisreview of Baptiet arguments,
we may obscrve, that in the importance of
baptistn, we coincide with  them, though,
peshaps, for ditferent reasons.  We shall,
therefore, vt all considerativo of thie point,
and ouly deaw their attention to the conse-
quences which neeessarily, which from their
own admission, msst follow frow their teneta.
They, truly cnouvgh, say, * the permanent
duration of the ordinence is plainly implied in
the promise, ¢ Lo? 1 am with you always,
even unlo the end of the world.” This impor-
tant promise was given al Lthe time the ordin-
ance was instiluled, and it plainly supposes
the continuance of Baptism, cven to the end of
Now, if Baptiste are ezrrect in
Christ has not fultilled his
For a long period, for many
centuries, there was no Church of Christ’s on
varth, for the Church was composed of’ men
baptized in infancy.  The whole world, with
the exception of heathen converts, (and the,

vreed,

Cpracticed intant Lisptangs,

: Yet, wub this
| cobfequence before

| cone them, Bupiists do oot
!hemmc 1o ray that “thore who Auce deen
i bflp{i:ed tn infancy have not, in (Ae sense of
| Scripture, been baptized at all > they are yet
j unbaptized, and. without doubt, they ought to
s consider themsclves  as unbaplized.” = We
sand aghast that men sre: 1o be found who
thus strive to persuade the world that Christ
fa.isiﬁcd his promise: for falsify it he dvd,
with regard to the continvance of baptiem, i:
the true admission into his Church wae Josr
for many an age.  To mena commen vander-
standing we appeal, ae did 8t Panl—*]
spruk us to wise men : judge ye what | say."”
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DR. BOVELL,

John Streect,. near St. George’s Church.,

TORONTOQ.
Toronto. Jaunary Tth wsz,
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MR. 8. J. ST RATFORD,
SURGEON AND OCULINT,
Church Street, above Queen Stiect, Toronto.

The ‘Toronto  Dispensary, for Dincases of the
Eve. in rear of the same.

Toronte, January 13th, 1837,

4. P.CLARKE, Mu~. Buc. K. Q.

PROFESSOR OF THE PIANO-FORTE,
SINGING AND GUITAR,

Residence. Shuter Street.
Toronto, May 7. 185). 11-thy
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T. BILTON,
M!_!RGHANT TAXILOR,
No. 2, Wethmngton Buildings,

King street Toronto.
Toronto. Fehruary, 1882,

3¢t

JOEN CRAISG,
GLASS STAINER,
Flag. Banner, and Ormamental Painter,
HOUSE PAINTING, GRAINING, &ec., kc.

No. 7, Waterloo Buildinge,

Teronto.
September #th, 1851, -

st

WILLIAM HODGINS,
ARCHIITECT and CIVIL ENGENEKR.

LONDON, CANADA WEST.
February, 1852,

38-4¢

MiL. CIHHARLES MAGRATIL
Barvister, Attoruey, &c. &c.
FFICL: Corner of Churchand Colharne

" Streets, opposite the side eutrance to Brarp's
otel,

Toronto, Se

tember 17, 1+8%.

W. MORRISON,
Watch Maker and Manufacturing Jewcler.
SILVER SMITH, &c.

No. 9, KING STREET WEST, TURONTO.

NEAT and good assortment of Jewellery,
Watcbes, Clocks, &e, Spertacles, Jewellery
and Watehes of all Kinds made and repairedto nrder.
¥ Usmont value given for okl Gold and Silver.
Toronto, Jan. 28, 1847, 1]

DYEING AND SCOURIN:-.

62, Kinug Strecet West, '‘Yoronto.
DAVID SMITH,

FROM RCOTLAND.

— e

I E:VI',R.Y description of Ladies’ and Geu-
tlesnens® wearing apparel. Mareen and Damask,
ed and Winduw Hangings, Tadle ¢lotha of at) kinda,
cleaned and dyed. Hearth rugs acd Carpets cleaned Bilke
dyed and watered ; Velves and Satin dreckes restored to
their origmal beauty, Castwere and Plaid Shawis and
{;rv:’uo cleaned i a superior manier. Ktraw UDonnets
yed,
Hererencus --J. Shaw, J. McMurrich, snd Wantey Mae-
fariave, Hequiren.
Taronte, March 9th, 1853,
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NoTICH.
THE DEPOSITORY

oy
THE CHURCH SOCIETY

S Removed to the Store of HENRY ROW-

. SELL. Booksdller and Stationer, King-street
West, where the Clergy and others can be swp-
plied with Bibles, Prayer Books, Traets, and
Printed Raoks of alldescriptions, on the same
terms as bitherto from the Church Depasitory.
N. B—The Ofice of the Secretary of the
Charch Society is ulso removed to H. Rowesel's.
Torontn, May G, 1852.

ORGAN FOR SALE,
CUNSISTING of THREE STOPS, of Open
Diapason, Principal, and o set of Melodiam,
Heeds. To be seen at Mr. CHARLESWORTHR
No. 6.1, King Street East.

RS

Toronto, September 28th, 1852, 81t



