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.* Although that article was thus hastily written, yet on'a careful re.
peru-al I see no reasn fur changing m> mind on one argume'nt ad.
duced. A few words may need a little quahfication, but I cannot ad.
mit that oune arguntla ib now shaken. You nay have bruised the ce.
nent of lie editee, but not a stone is loosencd. Without the addition of
a word, eheerfuilly would ! sent the aricle, in the first Number of the
currurt %olume, on being - burn again," w ith y our criticisn appendedto
it, out before the vurld and risk the consequences with ail those who are
capable of discriminating between truth and error. But you have intro.
duced irreleant matter, which shall be carefilly c.xamined together
with ail your remarks on the subject under consideration.

2. The first question to be settled is this, 'viz :-Does the expression
"lorn of wattr" refer te baptismn ? I take ite affirmative. You say
these wurds have " no reftrence whatever to Baptism." Hcre then we
join issue-this is the Lurning point. If the. affirmative can be established,
theu th, ques:ion relative to<the action meant by baptism is set at rest,
and also the indibpensable ntctssity of immersion in order to citizenship
in the ktigdomu of God! If you are right, I have only lost one argument
for the design and importance of immersion.

3. Why, Mr. Sleep, did you not try your strength at my principal
argumient ? You haie throwin a few arrows at the out-flanks, wihy not
attack the main body. Had you 1een as confidenit of a good cause as
was David %ilien he ivent out to met * Goliah, you would not have made
an etTort merely to paralyze his airmour-bearer. You could not have
read ihat article so carelsslv as not to perceii e on w hiîh argument I par-
ticularly relied for the establishment of the main point. Hear it again:
SWhct onc priicipal word in a sentence has an allegorical, figuratiue
or literal naniig, so nust the uther liprincipal words." H ad you sue-
ceeded in ocrturinmg this, then you night hae- done something ; but
as it is, evcry rcimark you have made, and uevry argument yuu hat
offered, haie been as subvcrsii e of regeneration by the spirit ofGod ab
of the doctrine of immersion in order to citring into lbs kingdutm. If
eithcr of us, Sir, were calied upon to prove tiat the Lord Jesus taugh.
the necessity of being born of the spirit, unhesitatingly we should refer
thmt, tu lis couversauon with Nicodenus. But suppose thte inquirtr
should dispute the, torrectness of our interpretations, and .ay, " the. pas.
sage cannot mean literally the spra of God, -or i. is jumeid N ith the word
Ilwa.t and y ou say, that that is figuratiNc, and if one is, so must be
the other !" Vhat iiould be y our reply ? Iow cat y ou pros , the Sai-
our meant the Hoiy Spirit In the tcxt under consideratun ? Remnem
ber, Sir, by the saime argument I shall proie that he itteant, literalb,
vater. Let it once bc admitted that one memiber of a semence has a

literal meaning and the othera figurative, and an ay goes e, ery doctrine f
the Bible before the %. hims and fancies of ci ring mcn. Now, Sir, pro-
duce If you can, a plain passage in tht Oracles of God, or in any oîht
book of common sense, where the writer in a short sentence couples two
prncipal wvords, wvhere one rust necessarily have a figurauie andi the
other a literal meaning. No, this cannot be done. Orie of the moW

* That you may the more easily refer to my arguments, I shall number cach pi
ragraph, which you wil please tg iaitato in your reply.


