
408 THE COMMUNION QUESTION AG&TN.

The aubject under discussion at present is not who are, and who are
not Christians, but what is the scriptural rule of Church-fellowsehip, or
in other words, the Communion q&-etion. Logical reasoners do not hop
from one question to another, in order to throw dust in peoples' eyes.
When they begin to a subject, they keep by it until it is fiiEd The
-question as to whether a Pedo-l3aptist may, or may not be a Chirist4an,
lias no more relation to our present question than the Newtonian theory
ef gravitation.

In reference to household baptism, you remark that when "lour corres-
pondent can show us where the Aposties have prohdiited the baptism of
children (intùints I suppose) %vith tlieir parents, we will confess to have
Inisrea(l their Acts, and abandon the practice."

I cannot, 31r. Editor, show whiere tlie Aposties bave prohibited the
baptisum of infants. Neither can 1 shown any part of God's Word which
prohibits the use of lioly water, and wax candies in places of worship.
Are we thien to use thiese articles in our places of worship, because they
are not prohibited in the Bible 1 Christ says, Il Ye are mny friends, if
ye do wlîatsoever 1 command you," Johin xv., 14. BuL Christ lias given
you no comnmand eithier to baptize or rhantize unconscious infants, con-
sequently, it woul(1 be better for you, Sir, t(, abide by your Master's
orders. Infant baptism. is a question on which the Scriptures are sulent,
and where the Seriptures are sulent we cannot have firm footing. IRe-
inember it is written, Il Behold, to obey is better than sacrifice, and to
hearken, than the fat of rams," 1 Samuel, xv., 22.

In alliuding to Apostolie baptism, you. say, "lThe fact that the Aposties
baptized men and women upon profession of thieir faith. proves nothing,
for thesù, converts were al] previously Jews or heathen, and not having
reccived the rite in infancy, were baptized of course in aduit age, just
as is common in modern missionary fields, &c."

Prove that the Apostolic practice of baptizing men and women uapon
profession of their faithi is to be confined to Jews and heathen. Do
the Scripturcs say so ?

lui sIeakin,- of the Baptists denying the validity of baptism, whien. not
ad. miniistered by a Bapt.ist minister, you ask, Ilwill our brother niow ad-
mit, -%vlat lie promised to admit, if the fact could be substanti'ited. V

Well, brother, this is a fair question, and I will endeavour to give it
a fair answer

I agree witlh you that Dr. ]Javidson is an authority among the Bap-
tists. But 1 ain not sure that bis opinion, in reference to the necessity
of baptisni being adnîinistered by a Baptist minister, is endorsed by the
B3aptist*denomination. I have conversed with a Baptist elder on the
subjeet, and lie says that Dr. Davidson's opinion is flot generally reccived.
Hence, 1 come Lo the conclusion, that the necessity of a B-aptist minister
to-perform the rite of baptism, iii oi:der to give it validity, is an open
(,uestion. However, if you or I can colleet facts to prove that even the
zrnajority of the Baptist denonuination hold Dr. Davidson's opinion, 1 wil
"iadmit what, I promised to admiit." I amn not pledged to defend a

arty. Truth is truth, and error is error, either among Baptists or Pedo-
.aptists. 1 amn, dear sir,

Yours faithfully,
WARWICK, April 11, 1870. G. M.
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