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stringent Closetlaptist says, IlIt ivcre te ho wishied
that many cf our owa people (l3aptists) ivcre like

Mr. Duncan anticipates the question, IlDo yen
uaohurcli ail the l>cdobaptist MixîistersVI and hoe von-
turcs unhicsitatingly te answver in the affirmative.
The fitet, lie says, that Pedobaptists have subvcrtcd
tho commission, proves thiat they actnally are. un-
oburclied 1l 1 prctcnd net te quote hlmi verbatimi
but sure I ain 1 de net misreprosent him. 1 thiîk I
sec Mlr. Duncan cemplncently surveying bis ternis,
set in the syltogistical form, and adiuiring'the cegrency
cf bis conclusion, thus,-

Nono wvhîe reverse the order and change Uic sub-
jects and mode cf baptisi can have a place ia the
Churcbi cf Christ;i but ail Pcdobaptists reverse the
order and change the subjecis and mode cf baptism.

Thoerofore no Pedobaptists can be la tho Chiurch of'
Christ!1

But is.it possible that Mr. Duncan oan have arrîved
at the conclusion te ivhicli this syllegisma incvitably
Ioads ?

Whilc we have in viewv certaia Pedebaptists cf a
cold, suspicions charactor, îvhese pretensions te gea-
nine piety are rather unprenuinent, and are told those
are the mon wvlo have reversed the order, &c., and
bave thorofore ne place in the Churcli cf Christ, ive
may feel strongly inclined te question the prepriety
of commnning ivithi thoîn. But wlion ive have in
our oye, men, ivhose ardent picty and dovotcdness
place thein fuLr abeve suspicion-and many sncb thero
bave been, and are-and should any Baptist point to
tiiese aad say,-Behûld the in wvho,' baviag ro-
versed the erder-and changcd the subjects and mode
cf baptism, have thoreforo no place in tho Clhurch cf
Christ; ive should net besitate te spurn the assump-1
tien, and couldonly view it as bctraying the grossest
ignorance of the nature of the religion of Christ.
Did Mr. Duncan nover, la ail bis trav.2is through the
'«orld, ner ia lus intercourse '«ith Christian mon,
racet '«ith a Pedobaptist cf wvhom hi ould have
hardly dared te, say, hoe bas ne place la the Cliurch
of Christ? Conld hoe net at loast eal tebis recolîc-
tion the romains cf somo wlio were knowvn as Pedo-J
baptists-subverters cf tho authcrity (according te
him) cf a portion cf the wvord of God, te vihoin it
would 1 ok rather uaseemly te say, thou hast ne
place la the Church cf Christ? Could Mr. Duncan
address himself oven te Watts, one of the swooctest
singets cf the Christian Israel, and say) Isaac, thon art
a subverter, areectoradespisr &c.; thon cansttherefore
bhave noither part ner lot in our Zionai thon, enterest
net in by the door; thon art therefore a thief and a
robber? Watts wans only one of thousands that could
ho named %vho lived the life cf faith, and "Il ho bcing
dead yct speak."1

But arn I right in snpposing that Mr. D. rcally
means to deny that any Podobaptists eau have a
place la the Churcb cf Christ? Ceitainly bis reporter
aaakes hlm eak-8o. If this bo bis opinion# it rna.y

be granted, Mr. D. is at least a consistent closcc> -

mnionist; and ive solemnly assure him that lho bas
only to provo bis position to make us as close as ho
%votild wishi us to be ; but, la tic inoantlmo, we tell
hlmi that wliat lie viewvs as proof, faits far short in
our estimation.

The strotig conviction ve have, that mny Peo-
baptists are ia the Chnrchi of Christ, and in equally
close and onidenring- intimacy ivith hlm as evel Reg-
ular Baptists, makos us feel vcry confident in our
positixd. Though there iverc ne other argum~ent
that coutd bc bronghit to bear, the vcry supposition
tho.t God ivould forbid us te commune Nyith those
ivithi ivlom lio evidently communes himself, tippears
too abhorrent both te reason and revelatiou for us
toeontertain it a moment.

WTe vili net pretend to dofcnd cverything that Mr.
Bail may have advanced. Ilis refoence to tho 500,
'vhether they were baptized or notlmighit have iveil
been spared, for hoe liad no necd of sucli assistance.

Mr. Duncan calls it an inférence frorn a more sup-
position, and says*it is a .ipccimetz of opeit-conmm7unioli
logio.

Wc beg leave, bowever, to tell hlm, that we have
somethinig.lse than mere suppositions to draiv our
inférences J'rom. And first ive ask hlm, if it bc flot a
positive and glaring fact that the Saviour enjoined
on~ bis disciples the duties of love and forbearancol
and aIse, that hoe prayed earîrnstly that they might
ail bc one, that the world uiight bo constraincd to bc-
lieve? Hoe kn ois th at theose are nlot inore suppositions.
The inférences '«hichive« draw from theso are, Ist,
tixat thc union praycd for, and the love enjoinod,
must bcexhibited to -the viow of the world, otherwise
it could net bo sean, and unscon it could flot produce
the dcsired effect. 2nd. \Výe infor that the ivorld
will neyer bo constrained to believe by the exhibit ion
of ropulsive priaciplos and practice among the disci-
pies of Christ. But bore the question arises, are
Pedobaptists disciples ? If '«e ask Mr. Duncan, doos
lic undisciph' ail Pedobýiptists? lie will cf course
ansiver, Cithe affirmative is provcd by the fact, &c.1
If they arc flot in bis chnurch they are flot bis disci-
ples; if net disciples tbey have, cf course, no right
te tic privileges cf disciples, and '«c repent it, lot hum
prove bis position and the controversy is settled.

But soconly it is a glaring fact, and flot a Ilmere
supposition," that the duty cf forbearance 18 often in-
sisted on in the apostotic writings ; frein. which ive
infer that différences cf opinion among the disciples
existed eiron thon, but there is not one word ia ail these
epistles te countenance divisions among the disciples,
but the reverse. As te the nature of their differences
it mai, suffice te. know that it wvas snch as net te
affect their accoptance wltb God; and preistly sncb
is the nature cf the difference between us and Pedo-
baptists, as ive fAl1y believe, but cf course this wvili
bc qucstioncdl by Mr. Duncan: '«cli, vie say again,
let hi:m prove bis position,-let hlm show that the
errer of Pedobaptists affects their acceptance with
God, and his point is gainea; persuaded as wo ara


