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The practico of close communion has always appeared to, us to be the
least defensible of ail the peculiaiities of our immcrsionist brethren,-â
fict of which they show themnselvea not altogether unconscious, by their
exceeding seflsitivefless regarding it whenever it is called in question.

Wewere not aware until wc received bis communication that we had
made any "lcharges " against thern, b)ut since lie looks upon our remarks
in that light, ami aks for proof, mec are bounid, we suppose, te satisfy
lîim.

What we mean then is, that any denoinitiation that sets up its, judg-
ment against ail other churches, refusing fcllowsliip with them, irrespec-
tive of moral character or religious experienice,-refusing ail interchange
of letters of dismissal. and commendation, deîîying even the vaility of
immersion, whcn flot administered by a m3pitIinister, and reiluiring
clergymen of other denorui'atioris, who nmay join them, to subîuiit to re-
ordinaition, aiîd thus to declare ail their previous ministerial acts iinralid,-
virtually asserts its infallib)ility, aîîd says tlîat chiurches flot so constituted,
are flot churclies at all Aîid how far is thiat frorn the dlaimn of "la cer-
tain old gentlenman at Ronie V"

We cordially agree 'withi our brother iii the' statemenù that Ilour prin-
ciples an~d practices miust be tested hy God's Word ;" but "baptisni" is
a Greek terui Angliciseil, upon the meaning of which the question be-
twecii'! iargely hinges. And'hence the judgmnent of "leatrnedl men"
with regarîl to it is a ruatter of' vcry great imîportanice ; for if "bap)tizo"
neyer iiàCalS anythiiig cis buttim mirse, those whio lîwe(oîily been spruikled,
are flot baptized; and theli; if - bapti.ý,n oughit always to precede churclh
fellowisipl," as Oui corresp)onden'lt affirmis, the Baptists are righit and we
are wrong. Unt<îrtiînately for tlieir theory, huwever, D)r. Carson, one of
their ablest wvriters, wliilc aissertilng that --baptizo", always giics to
iiiimerse, is coipelied t.o admit that lit' las -ail the lexicograpliers aîîd
commentatoîs agraiîist ,him] in tliis opinion," More unfortunately stili,
tht' baptisnî of the lIoIy Glhost, which water baptismn represents, is ai-
way s described in the Nev Testament as desceiiding, -falling uipon,"

"oîing uon,"-the( disciples, (Acts *2, 2: 8, 16: 11, 15.> So tlîat our
Ba1)tist bretlirczî have thie usus loqueridi of the Bible against thern, ais
well as of the classics.

Aîid finaliy, even if tliey could absoiutely overthrow the testimony of
every lexicographer and commientator, as to die îîîeaning of the word,
St. Paul claiîîîs for every nian the righit to Christian fèllowslîip ivith
tliose who differ froma lîiî, provided lic give credible evidence that
"God bath received hîim," (Roui. 14, o.)

We slhal flot object, tlieîcfoîe, to furtiier communications froin Our
Warwick correspondent, if îe wîll keep wvitliin reasonable limits, andl
confine himseif to the diseussioni of the followiîig points:

1. Does the word Ilbaptizo," as used in the Bible, and the classics,
ever mean anything but imimerse, or dip

2. I)id the Apostles themnselves ever receive Christian baptism î If
so, by whom, since "lJesus himself baptized not V" (John 4, 2.)

3. Where is there any positive injutîction, such as we are asked to
prodîzee in support of infant haptiîm, requiring baptismn Ilalways to pre-
cede church feiiowship, V"
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