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I'lot. Paine, teachin:,' t^nch (loctii:ie in a ('on-

f^retjratintml Seminary, i.-* not an hono!«l man,, anil his historieal lopoit «-ainiot

be ai'cepted without examinatiim. History furnishes proof of slranj,'i) doings

in tho Church.

Tho ap|)eal to the tesiinmny of P.iine and Park, and to llie ^ilellee of the

other cler;i;yinen prohont at the examination, is prelaced by llie fellowinii'

staternonl :—"Tho bold allirniations of some obseine Peilobaptists, as in

what history says on tlie ssubjeet, faile away into thin air, wiien men wiio

onglit to know, and do know, speak." We liave here aspe<-imen of that

eonten»i)tible triekijry wliieh is not inico.rrnon with our imjiiersidiiist fiiiMids.

This closes the ears of Baptists to all that may be said on tin; opposite side,

no matter by whom. He is an obscure Pcilubnptist. And weak-knetnl iV-

dobapti>ts will allow themselves to be frightened into silenee, lest they

should be eoimted nhsctirc. [ am perfectly contented to be nnmbered with

ohsriirc Pcdobuptisff. and, as Luther said when he wa* represented as possess-

ed with the Devil, ••eome, hear the Devil's ariruraents against the mass," I

say, "come, hear the obscure Pedobaplist's arguments against IJajjlismal im-

mersion.'' The writer of the article in ipiestion cainiot have read the re|)lies

of Prof. Wilson, late of the Royal College. Belfast, and of Dr. Halley, to Dr.

A. Carson, or he would not have made such an a-ssertion. The.se were not

obscure Pedobaptisfs. If he read Wilson on the liisforical arfrument, he will

beirin to suspect that Paine may be more doirmatie than learned, that Park

is too easily coweil by the bold dicta of professorial irreatness. and that the

other clergymen were too timid to express an opinion in the presence of

their superiors.

\\u\, sofar as argument is concerned, (no farther), I am willing to give the

Ba|)tists the history. The mystery of inicpiity was at work in the Churches

before the Apostles dieil,—has been developini: in various forms till now. and

at the present hour a far greater number, compreliending men of superior

intellect and erudition, maintain the infallibility of the Pope—not obscure

Papists at all—than all the immersionists in the world : they are ;is positive

thev are rii,dit as Baptists are : are as much irritated as Baptists are, when

their peculiar views are called in ipiestion, and are as zealous to brinir dis-

ciples into their fold as Baptists are. It seems to be pretty well authenticated

that there were persons in Galatia who were so zealous tor the spiritual

interests of Christians in that region, so anxious to attach them more closely

to themselves, that they sought to exclude Paul and his fellow-laborers : dial

others, in the sphere of John's labors, refused to receive liivi and his brctkren,

and turned them out of the Church who were willing to own them. Must

it then appear impossible that there should arise, even under the eyes of tlie

Apostles, men who, dissalisfied with Jewish sprinklings, thought lliis ad-

vanced dispen.sation demanded something more grand and imposing, and

insisted that the disciples shouUl all be dipped ?


