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sometinies,) and that circumstances have chaiged so far as to reîîdci
the ancient order obsolete or unîsuitable ; for there is now neo shanie
iii professing, iio danger of ail those evils and terrors wvhic1î you. very
p)roperly enurnerate-how shall we prove oui- ivay, to be saler than
the good old iva!y? Thoy neyer told thieir experience iii order to
baptism; but it is- supposed that this neiv lvay is nlot liable to the
same objections as the old way. But will you please consider tlîat
ail the shanie and terror which you have very properly detached front
saying Il I believe ivit/ ail mny. heart that Jesus is the Son of God,»
is also, detachied fromi a narrative of our feelings, and our -"jouritey
froni nature to grace." Now if the shame of terrors prevented lîy-
poerisy then, they mnight, if they stili existed prevent it stili. But
they do not exist, either in relation to the confession of faith or the
narrative of experience and consequently can have lio effect in onêc
ease more thiai in tire other. If from the love of honor and absence
of human terrors, rnenrwill soleninfly declare a lie in- professing their
faith, they -will solemnly teli a lie iii narrating an experience whiclà
they ncverfelt, and wvhich, if they did feel, is to us not so sure an
evidence of a change of hieart as a declaration of the -precious faith.
IFor ive are assured that ail ivho believewihat they confess, are born of
God; but wve are nlot sure -that ail who have feit as that candidate
feels, are born of God. 1 amn, therefore, dear brother, fully convi n-
ced that the good old Nvay affords us tire strongest evidence that tire
nature of the case admits.

A change of circunistances cannot be plcad against the aucient,
iior iii favor of the new way-for circumstances equally affect both.
Nor Nvould 1 carry the argument from a change of circumstances se
far iii relation to the topie -%vhich-3you mention against Pny instituted
itemi of religions worship. A brother in Maryland wvrote nue a longr
letter in favor of the hioly kiss, wvhich wvas received after ny depar-
ture from honme last Pali. 1l had intended it for publication, but it
lias been josiled ont. Re lays great stress upon the five times coin-
mnanded, and inveighs againist my reasoning on a change of circumi-
stances or customis. Rlad 1 published bis letter, 1 should have
iliustrated one point not stated in niy rernarks upon Il l/w holy kiiss,"
and whichi would have show', that a change of cirunistances
and customs wvas urot the reasonings wvhich- sets aside a ho1y
kiss iii our country. Advocates for this usage deceive threnselves
by inserting a definite article and by rejecting the indefinite which
always precedes the ternis ho/y kiss. Itis not the holy kiss, but a
hioly kiss. A Il inistituted acts of religion are characterized by the
definite article, as, t/w Lord's table, thte Lord's day, &z. It is one
-thing te commiand a holy kiss, and another to commnand t/te hioly
kiss. The former style is decisive evidence that it Nwas no stated
institution, while the latter woulid most ccrtainly have shown it to bc
cstablshied-agaiust wvhich no change of circunistances could be
1ilead ;but as it is, a, change of circitmstances can hc plead witlr
good effect. T1his, il) YCassilu, us a. caveat against a hicentious prin-


