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Ghe Canadian Evangelist

Is devotal to the furtherance of the Gospel of
Chrlat, and pleads for the unfon of all Le.
lievers In the Lord Jesus in harmony with His
own prayer tecorded in  the seventeenth
chapter of John, and on the tatit set foith by
the Apostle Pacl in the following tesma: 1
therefore, the prisoner In the Lord, bewech
you to walk worthily of the calling whetewlth
ye were called, with all Jowliness and mecek.
ness, with loog suffaing, forlearing one
snother o love ;) giving diligence to keep the
unity cf the Spirit In the bond of pesce.
There ls one body and one Spiilt, even 332l
ye were called In one hope of your calling:
ooe Lord, one filth, one baptism, one God
and Father of alt, who ls ovet &ll, and
through all, and In all,¥—=Eph, iv, 1 6,

This papet, while not clalmirg to Le what
Is styled an **organ,” may be 1aken as fairly
sepreseniing the people kaown as Disclples of
Christ In this coartry.

“The Commission vs. Denomina-

tionalism.

XV,

Te B KHOWLES

The testimony we have adduced
from pedobaptist scholars against the
practice of infant baptism, is the wit.
ness of thelr scholarship, rather than
of their lheology But, as the party
is always larger than the man who be-
longs to it, 30 denomfnatioml:sm car-
Tiey zlong mth g tide of mﬂuence nd

M- ‘Iu:cps within its Imcq. even men who

ace of too much honor to falufy unim.
peachable facts fur merely party
practices, ‘The jargon of creedism too
often drowns the voice of truth, and
men oft fail to see that their practice is
not consistent with their words. On
the question of infant baptrsin, 1. The
cteeds boldly astert that “the baptism
of children is in any wise to beretained
in the church as most agreeable with
the instructions of Christ.” See ook of
Common Peayer.  And the Discipline
simply re-echoes, “The baptism of
young children is to be retained in the
church,” The Shorter Catechism says,
“but the infants of such asare members
of the visible church are to be baptized.”
And in the “catechism for young
children,” and beating the motto “Feed
my Lambs,” we find the following:
“\Who ate 10 be baptized?” *Be-
lievers and their children”  “Why
shauld infants “be baptized?” * Be.
cause they have a sinful nature and
need a Saviour” (ital mine). These
atsertions could not be mere bold and
confident, of course, if infant baptism
had been positively commanded by
Jesus Christ, and had been clearly es-
tablished by apostolic precept and ex.
amplc; instead of being wtterly ignored
by the New Testament.  We will hear
next what the * Catechismof the M. K.
Church No. 3,7 and under “explana.
tory and practical questions,” teaches :
It asks the question, *\Vhat authority
have we for baptizing infint children ?”
‘I'o which the most truthful answer
would be, “ Theauthority of the church
of Rome” But, stzange to say, an
appeal is made to (1), *'The practice
of the apostlest™  Well, the practice
of the apostles with respect to infant
baptism, settles it forever as not apo-
stolict  For, they pass it by in perfect
silence, and neither by precept nor ex-
ample do they give the practice any
suthority whatever, They treatitas a

thing unknown to them and to the
chutch) (2) “And the command of
Chzist wherein he says, *Suffer the
little children to come unto me, and
forbid them not, for of such 1s the
Kingdom of God.! Here, again, there
is petfect silence with regard to bap
tism. There is neither precept nor ex.
anmple for the baptizing of any onc in
the language quoted, not the stightest
reference to the ordinance) If this
had been taken as the *authority ” for
infant baptism, it would never have had
an existence!  Indeed, the catechism
might have asked with cqual propricty,
* What authority have we for <Jothing
infant children® (a more human ques-
tion), and then quoted this language of
Jesus, and the one would have been
no more ictelevant, or irreverent, than
the other.

But the truth declared by our Lod,
that "of suchis the Kingdom of God,”
most surely expnses the folly of the
question asked in the catechism, as
well as that of the practice of infant
baptism. ‘These precious words assure
us of the purity and safety of all infant
children.  But the practice of infant
baptism is a senseless effort to force
upon them an institution (or rathera
human substitute for it), appointed of
God for believing, pemtent mmers
only, “ for the remission of sins.” But
there is no charge.nof-tungremon nor
warning of punishment hangmg over
the innocent babes ! “ For'sin is not
imputed where there {s no law,” and
where no law i, there Is no trangres-
sion (Rom, v. t3 and iv. 15). It were
well it men would leamn to keep the
hands of Romish tradition off the Ark
of God.

1. ‘The teaching of the creeds fills
the Kingdom of God with infant
sinners, and afterwards has them re.
generated  through infant baptism !
Let the following utterances suffice to
show this: Joum Carvin; 1 ask,
again, whence has it nappened, that
the 21l of Adain has involved so many
nation? together with their infant child-
ren in cternal death without remedy,
unless that it has so pleased God?” In
this, Calvin simply followed S,
AUcusTINE, who says: “We affitm
that they (infants) will not be saved
and have eternal life, except they be
baptized in Christ.” And in his theo-
logical tracts, where he attempts to re-
fute the position taken by SERVRTUS :
“That certain salvation is said to
await all at the final judgment, cxcept
those who have brought upon them-
selves the punishment cternal death by
their personal sins”  Calvin, speaking
of this says : * From which it iz also in-
fetred that all who are taken from life
while infants and young children are
exempt from eternal death, although
they arc clsewhere called accursed.”
And the Shorter Catéchism follows
Calvin in its teaching, thus: " All
mankind by theis fall lost communion
with God, arc under his wrath and
curse, and so made liable to al} the
miseries in this life, to death itself and
to the pains of hell forever,” Infants
are included of course! Again, the
answer given to “ Q. 16" says: “ The
covenant being made with Adam, not
only for himaelf, but for his posterity,
all mankind descending from him by
ordinaty generation sinned in him, and

fell with him in his tansgression”
And here s what is taught by the
“ catechism’ for young children, being
an introduction to the Shorter Cate.
chism:” Q. Did Adam act for him.
self alone in the covenant of works ?"
*“A. No, he represented all his pos-
terity.”  * Q. What effect had the sin
of Adam on all mankind?” ¢ A, Al
manking are born in a state of sin and
misery,”  “Q. What is that sinful
nature which we inherit from Adam

called?” A, Otginal sin” “Q.
What does every sin deserve?” A,
The wrath and curse of God.” Such

is the teaching of the. creeds, notwith.
standing the Saviour’s declaration, ** Of
such is the Kingdom.of Godl” But
we must hear a few'more of these very
wise and reverential utterances of the
creeds.

In tne ““analysis” given under * Q.
and A. 17" of the Shoiter Catechism,
we tead ¢ '* Who sioned in Adam and
fell with him in his first transgression 2
“All mankind.” * ‘That all buat Jesus
Chzrist are guilty and sinful in the
sight of God.” Infants included!|
And this is wlat the Discipline has to
say under Art. VIIL “*of original or bitth
sin.” It says, #Original sin standeth
notin followingof Adain . . . but
it is the-cormpzion of the nature of
every man that -\‘\‘utally is engendered
atitroff springhde Adam.”  The same
as is taught in Art, ix,, *Common
Book of Prayer”  Again, in the
“Cafechismm of the M. L. church
No. 3,”" we find the following : *\Vhat
does the Bible teach us respecting the
fall and sinful state of man?” . .
“The’r sin not only injured themsclves,
but all their posterity, who were individ-
ually born in theimage of fallen Adam,
destitute of original rignhteousness, and
under the weath of God.” Infantstoo!
And yet, Yof the kingdom of God.”
Andthe ¢ Baptist Church Manual” Art.
ivi., speaks “of the fall of man” as
follows : * In consequence of which all
mankind are now sinners.” It is easy
to sce that all these bold statements
that 5o openly contradict the words of
Jesus Christ, are but the natural fruits
of a false theory, that of original sin,
advanced by St, Augustine. Denom.
inationalism simply re.echoes his ideas
when it speaks of infants being *under
the wrath of God,” and exposed to
*the pains of hell forever 1" Augustine,
having adopted the theory of infant sin
and condemnation, sought for 2 remedy
in another false theory, namely, that of
baptismal regeneration ; and affirmed,
that they (infants) will not be saved and
have eternal life, except they be baptized
in Christ.” EHe called an assembly, it
is stated, *“to enforce his theory of
infant salvation by water.” And also,
that, “through his influence, an edict
was issued against all who opposed
infant baptism.” *“This led those per
secuted to flec the cities and seek an
asylum in the wvalley of Piedmont.
I'he advocates of infant baptism, by 2
misapplication of Christ's wotds to
Nicodemus, ** except a man be horn of
water and of the spint, he cannot enter
into the kingdom of God,” {ound sup-
posed authority for their practice.  On
this, Dr. Wall quotes Pelagius, whose
theory still obtains among pedobaptiste.
"Who,” asks Pelagius, “is there so
ignorant, who can be so impious as to

.

hinder infants from.being baptized and
born in Christ, and to make them miss
the kingdom of heaven, since our
Saviour has said that none can enter
into the kingdom of heaven that is not
botn again of waterand the Holy Splm?"
‘I'nus, the false theory of original sin
begat another, equally so, baptismal
regeneration; and from these two
sprung the practice of infant baptism,
the offspring of crror, and tenderly
cherished, alike, by the church of Rome
and denominationalism.

3. ‘The advocates of pedobaptism
have fled for refuge to the patristic
writings, and tely upon thie so.called
historical argument for support of their
practice. Hence, persistent efforts have
been made to find in the language of
Justin Martyr, A, D. 163, allusions to
infant baptism, and force him to teach
what he doss not teach. B, let it be
mentioned, that in the writings of Justin
Mattyr is found, as O+, Pendleton says,
“The earliest passage in any patristic
writer which is claimed by the advocates
of infant baptism to make a‘lusion 10
this practice.” It will be wellto give a
little attention, then, to the words of
this early writer, so confidently appealed
to as supporting infant baptism.  Justin
Martyr says : *There were among
Christians in his time many persons of
both sexes, 4 some sixty and some seventy,
Years old, whio had béen made dicciples
of Christ from Infancy (et Baidoon)
and continued throughout' their lives
incarrupt” (1) We notice in the first
place, the fact stated, that they were
“made disciples,” which shows that

.Jthey wete old cnough to reccive in-

struction, at the age designated by the
phrase, * from infancy.” Thts is what
is required in the commission: “ o

yc therefore und teach all nations,
teaching them to observe all things”
cte.  While the phrase, ** made disci
ples,” may include baptism, it must
include teaching first.  (2) The phrase,
*from infancy,” that ‘has been jnter.
preted 10 mean irresponsible babes, and
then boldly advanced as proof, that
infants were baptized as early as A. D,
100 (splendid conclusionl), cannot be
shown to have any such meaning what.
ever, as will be demonsteated shortly,
But (rst, let it be remembered, that,
even if it could be proved that isfant
baptism was practiced as early 49 100
A. D, it would siill be of nn divine
authority unless it can be unmistakeably
shown to have apostolic authority, It
must be shown that they authorized it,
cither by precept or example, before it
can be accepted asadivinely authorized
institution. It cannot be poved, how.
evet, that Justin Martyr, by the phrase
¢k paidoon, meant specchless babes.
‘I'he word pass is applied in the New
Testament to persons of twelve, fifteen,
or more, yeats of age.  Thus, in Luke
ii. 43, Christ himscif is called *the
child Jesus” (pass). And the same is
applied to the daughter of Jairus in the
viii, chap., who was “about twelve.”
In Acts iv. 29, 30, the word pais is
applied to Jesus when over 33 years of
age. Aad in \Acts xx, 12, Eutychus,
“the young man ” whom Paul cestored,
is called paida. It iscertain, therefore,
that this word cannot be restricted to
mean itresponsible babes only ; nor do
the words of Justin Martyr furnish any
support for the practice of pedobaptivm,

whatever, Tentullian, A. I, zo00, is
the first wiiter who makes mention of
Infant baptism; and he speaks of it
with disapproval! He says, “Lat
them come, thercfore, when they are
grown up; let them come when they
can learn; when they can be tavght
whither it is they come. Let them be
made Christians when they can know
Christ.  What need their inrocent age
make such haste 10 the fo-giveness of
sin?” ‘Therc is no comfort for the
advocates of pedobaptism in his writ.
ings, nor in the writings of any other
upto A. D. 200. And we have seen
that, ""nearly all the errors of popery
were hatched before ” that date. In
what light, then, can the practice of
infant baptism be judged by the teach.
ing of God's word, except, that of want
of faith in the words of Jesus Christ ?
And how close 10 taking **the
name of the Lord thy God in vain,”
does a preacher come, when he sprinkles

a little water upon an irresponsible

infant; an act nowhere authorized in
the New Testament, and purely an
institution of the church of Rome~
"in the name of the Yather, atnd of the
Son, and of the Holy Spirit.” 2

St. Thomas, Ont.

What {s our Duty on the Ques-

tion of Christian Union?
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JAMES LBD!ARD .

As Disciples of Christ our interest
in the question of Christian union is,
as it ought to be, a constantly growing
one; and cvery true Disciple will re.
joice and count it amongst his blessings
that he lives in a time when the impor,
tant matter of a closer, if not a perfect,
union is likely 1o be realized, and the
question with which this paper is to
deal is perhaps the most weighty which
the Disciples of lo-day have 10 consider,
next to that of saving souls.  What
then is our duty—our present day
duty—-in connection with this move-
ment ?

Allow me a simple illustration: A
party of travellcrs bound for a distant
city had unfortunately lost their read;
they had in their possession a carefully
prepared chart of the journey, but had
grown negligent of its ditections ; they
often referred to it, but generally to
learn of the blessings that would be
theirs at the journey's end, and some-
times to learn their duty in this or that
particular case, and occasionally, just
occasionally, to prove cach othcrwrong
in some matter of mlerpretauon, or to
sustain some position they held, or to
give a reason why they shoutd not watk
together ; the result was, of course, the
travcllers were divided, the company
sadly weakencd, and worse than all,
the King's highway lost. So through
the low lying marshes they travelled,
impeded by many an obstruction;
wandering here and there, eaposing
themselves to dangers and difficulties
which might have Leen avoided had
they kept their course as shown on
their charn.

There were, however, those who said,
“Let us st down right here, consult
the chart, and whatever may be the
cost, lct us walk by this and thisalone;
taking 1o step till we can trace it there.
So step by step, not without mistakes,
not without numbling, not without
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