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of tlio covenant, jippoirs from tlin fncX Ihni it is the rife of
initiation into tlit- Clnistian Churcli, just as circumcision «•&*»

int<» the Jewish Chinch, t-'iin this position be qncstionfrl f

if then, the ancient scil was apj)iiL'(i noi only to converts
liut to tliL'ir ciiikl.en, what valid reason e.an hourtred acrainst
Infant Maptism? .

" ° '

(3.) Tlicre wero under the ancient economy two stnndinff
opiinance.s, the Passover and C*r(.umcisi(in. Tt is ijener-illv,
if not universally admitted, that the Lord's Supper "is

Buh.^iUited for the Passover, and yet some deny that the
same is true of B.iptism and Circuti.cision, though both are
confessedly alike, at least so fir as this,—that tliey are in-
itiatory ordinances. A little reflection will convince any
one that the ordinance of bapti.Mn agrees as well with cir-
cunici.-ion in its nature and design, as the Lord's Supper
does With the Passover, if not better. Would it not bo
singular indeed for them to resemble each other closely in
every r articular except one, and in that one, viz.: their ap-
plication to children, be perfect oppo.sites ? Circumcision
introdu -ed into the Jewish church, and was administered to
c'lildrcn; baptism introduces into the Christian church, but
must bo denied to children? Wherefore?

(4.) i'lie following pasnage settles the point ii, question.
(Col. ii. 11, 12.) " In whom also ye are circumcised with
i\)9 circumjision -made without hands, in putting off the body
pf the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Christ ; buried
wilu him in baptism," &c. Now, whctl-.er from the scope
of the passage, we conclude that the ApostleMs speakintr of
the external ordinance, or of the inward work of purification
to wliich the ordinance points, the argument from these
verses is equally conclusive, showing that baptism is the
Christian ciicumcision.

We concludfe, therefore, that infants may now be bap,
tized with as much propriei;y as thcy were anciently circum-
cised.

ferhaps it may be well here to advert to the most im-
portant objections commonly urged against the vi'iw of bap-
tism which has just been presented.

1. It is said, «' circumcision was a sign of carnal de.^cont.
a mark of .aitional distinction, and a token of interest in those


