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( Contindad. )

Q. What is their usual v:‘y af putting the case?

A A man is aot ealled presumptusus, because, when
God tells um the world was drowned by a flood, he be-
lieves it and yet If & man, e 2he smme testimony (1), bLes
lievas that he has the pardon of his sing, and acknow ledges
it, he is called premumptuocus.” But surely God has nowhere
{n the world told A 1. that his sins are forgiven, as he re.
vealod the fact of the flood. 1 can shiow chapter and verse
t:r (11;0 flood. Show e chapter and verse for the pandon of

{]

Dut docs ot Jobn say ** He that belleveth on the Son
hath everlasting life »**

A Yes; every helieverhath everlasting hife ; but the pass.
age doesnot tell me that you ave a behiever. 1 have oniy your
testimony upon that pomnt. 1 have no divine testimony up-
on it Your own statement - **Tam 8 Leliever ™ -is not
equivalent to & divine statement to that effect,

Q. But ifa man owes a debt in london, and a ftiend
luys 1t for ham, he can have nu peace nil he knows that it

s Ruid?

But surely if the debt is really paid, he is sfe, though
he still may be wanting in comfont.  1If you tell s roomful
of people t¥m ther debst 1s paid or their sin put away, you
can tell them that lhe}' are saved—that is, they aro saved
before they believe  1f you preach this to all men, you are
a Universalist ot once. and teach that all men without ex-
ception will be finally save.  \Whose debt 10 the last far-
thing did Christ pay upon Calvary 2 Was it that of his clect,
as of all sinners as such?  You sy the debt of a// sinners.
Then, ! ask, how auy sinner can by any possibility be
damned?  1f the sinner’s debt was paid before he was born,
it is surely a fact, whether he behieves it or not, or hears of
it or not. The Brethren make no distinction between a
weak faith and a strong faith.  They confound the certainty
of the things to be believed with the assurance we have of
them. The one is always the same; the other is propor-
tioned to the strength of our faith.

Q. But unbelief s the damning sin?

A. Well, but the debt that Christ paid for every sinner
includes unbelief in it, or it does not. I it does, the debt
cannot be paid and remain due at the same time,

. But doubting 1s condemned. 1f 1 don't bebeve in
God's Word, 1 make him a liat ?

A The doubting which Seripture condemns is not doubt-
ing our own safety, but doubling whether what God hes
said be true. To doubt whether Tam a Chustian or not
does not make God a liar, for he has nowhere said | am so,

Q. But does not faith consist 1 helieving that Christ died
for me?

A. Notatall. That is assurance, which all saints should
stzive to attain, as Paul did—(2 Tim, 1. 12)—but &Il have
not this assumnce.

Q. But my assvrance does not depend upon self-examin-
ation. That mars my peace I look to Christ, and 1don’t
pore into the muddy depths of my soul?

A. You are quite right to ook to Christ for comfort as
well as pardon, but if you neglect self-cxamination you op-
pose the tenor of Scripture command. (g John 2, 3 2
Cor. xiii. §3 2 Cor. iti. 1.} Paul su s the possibility of
self-deception in Gal vi. 3. The Brethren say that holy
works arc not neoessary tu evidence faith to an individual ;
but Paul siys—(i{eb. vi. 9-t1)—*'that ye do show the
same diligence wrse the full assuranceof hope unto the end.™
They say, too, that holy dutles or holy affections are no evi.
dence, for they may deceive us and bie in hypocrites. But
so may faith decetve us  Are thete not false faiths as well
as false loves? Paul commands usto work our salvation
with fear and trembling—advice quite w.aecessary on Ply.
mouth princsples.  Our doctrine then s, wssuns of debens—
belicvers cant and ought to have this arsurance, but it is
different from faith, and is not of the esses ce of faith

BELIEVRR BAPTISM,

Q. What is the position of the Brethren upon this ques-
tion ?

A. They re-baptize all their converts, forthey atc usually
Baptistsin doctrine  They are therefore,op, to the bap-
tism of infants, though tha* has been the practice of the
Church for eighteen centuries.

Q. But do they not imitate the apostics, who immediately
baptized their converts ?

A. Remember that their converts were those who had
been Jews and heathens il their conversion.  We act simi-
larly in our foreign mission field, Your reference to the
aposties doss not meet the question, ** What iz to be done
with believers® children? Show us an instance in the Bible
of the child of Christian parents being allowed to grow up
1o manhoor without heing haptized  The Jews wlien they
made proselytes to their religion, always baptized them sk
um:fwm. and then circumeised them. So that houschold
baptism is what we would expect to read of in the New
Testamen®

Q Why. then, was Christ not baptized in childhood 2

A. For a very good reason : because baptism had not been
instituted.  You cauld as castly argue against the cicum.
cision of inlants, because Abraham wax not circumcised
till he was a hund-ed years old ; or azk, \Why did not Noah
cat the Passover? or ﬁ)hn the Baptist keep the Lord's Su{p-
per? But John's baptism was not Christian baptism ; for
those bapuized b{} Juhn were baptized over . (Acts
sive 1 §.) 1fuhe Baptists quote ke hapticm of Christ, they
must hold that no telicver should be baptised til] he is thirty
years of age.

Q. But an infant cannot understand baptism?

A. i does not uaderstand the nature »f i's mother's mitk,
and yet that milk nourishes it. The children that Jesus

bleased—(Mark 2. 13-10)~did not understand his act, yet
his blessing must have dopé them orxood But the circum-
cised Jowish infant of eight days ald knew nothing of the
natute of circumeiston, though 1t was = a seal of the right-
consnas of faith,” (Rom. fv. 11.)

Q. There Iv po command ot example in the Sciiptures for
infant baptism?

A. There Is no comv .nd oc example for adinlting females
to the Lotd's Supper?
b'tlg. l!’ut falth {3 necessaty to baptism, aud infants eannot

1eve

A. Faith, too, is necessary to saivation.  Therelore, they
cannot be saved? If the waut of faith shuts an Infant out
of the Church, the want of faith shuts an infant out of
heaven. Where the Scripture speaksof the neceasity of fxith
in order to baptiun, it relers to adults only, for they only are
capable of faith. You require to prove that God demawls
n(.’e lume qualification from an infant as he does from an
adalt.

3. But you baptize children, avd profess aith for them,
and they grow up unbelievers. You act a i,

A. You baptize adults, who profess faith themselves, and
yet tutti out #2 be unbelievers.  You and they acted & lie to.

ethet.  And of they should aflerwanls come to repentance,
v you baplise them mer agun 1 Ought Sunon Magus to
have been baptized over again?

Q. But why, then, do you not atlow children to pattake of
the Lord’s Supper?

A. They are members of the Chureh without it. Besides,
infant communion has no sanction fiom the Word of God.
A child is a citizen of the state, Lut as & child, he cannat
vote or cxercise the night of citizenstup,

€. But 1s there any cevidence for infant taptism2 1 can
see nothing but believer-baptisin in the Scripture?

\We sce in the very constitution of our nature that the
rent represents the child while the child 13 unable to act
or stself,  Ihe children were always aincluded o the Old
Testament covenants. (Deut. xxix. 9-13.) They were
within the covenmant and in visible membership with the
Chutch of God nearly two thousand years before Christ. All
the nle infants were circumcned, ¢ hnstianity did not put
them out of ¢ avenant.

Q. But circuincisivn was not a religious ordingnee, but &
mere mark of camnal descent. It was a pledge of the pus-
session of Canaan and of eatthly blessings

A. 1. It introduced the subject of it to religions privi
leges, and 15 called by P'aul a **scal of the nghteousness of
faith." (Rom, iv. 11.) It was a sign of regenccation, or, as
Paul says, ** the putting ofl the y of the sins of the flesh.”
(Col. 1, 11.) 2. The Ishmaclites, Edomites, and Mudian.
ites came from Aoraham by canal descent, and wese also
cireumased ; yet they wer¢ to possess no part of Canaan.
Cireumcision thus had prunary and specaal reference to the
spintual covepant. 3. It was the seal of a covenant, in
which ** all the familics of the earth were to be biessed.”

Q- But ciccuniision of the flesh in the Old Testament
conrs?pondcd to circnmcision of heart in the New Testa.
ment

A. The argument fails, for citcumcision of heast was en.
jained upon the Jew as well.  (Deut. x. 16; xxx. 6.)

. But an nchgious Jew, 1f he had been circumcised,
could partake of the Passover?

A. lle must have preparation of the heart. (Isaiahi.)
That was demanded. **Circumcise the foreskin of your
heatt.™ ($eut. x. 15, 16; ‘Ict. tv. 4.) The distinction be.
tween ** Isracl after the flesh™ and ** 1stacl afier the Spinit ©
existed in OJd Testament times, as much as it does now.

Q. But why do you baptize females at all, sceing they
were not circumcised ?

A. Females were included with males in the covenants of
the Old Testament. Besides, the Chrnstan economy 1s
larger and wides.  Thereis ** neither miale nor female ™ 1n
Chnist Jesus.

Q. Dut shuw us evidence in the New Testament 2

A. We answer—The Church membership of infants has
never been set asde, and we are not bound to produce from
the New Testament any cxpress statute re-afhirmung thew
membership,  The bchevi:& parcats were taken in, but the
children were not excluded. Paul says- \Vhere cven one
parent is a believer, * the chuldren an: holy ™ (3 Cor. vii. 14),
and John wntes to hittle chil tren as members of the Chiaistian
Church, {2 John . 13.) lLet the Baptut show us a single
passage n which the nght of anfants to Church member-
ship has been abrogated in the New Testament.  That he
never can.

Q. Your argument 1s nulhificd by the apostolic commis.
sion—** Go yc, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing
them 1n the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost.” 1lerc ** teach™ or **make disciples of ” all
nations comes before baptizing ; thesefore, infants are noces-
sarily exoluded?

A. We answer—=1. The commussion does not read,
‘¢ Make duisciples of all nations, and hajpu'u: them,” but
‘“make discipﬁcs. bapuzing and teaching.” The teachingis
to follow the baptism. Infants cannot thus be excluded. 2,
The nations include **infante.”  If he had said, **Circum-
cisc all nations,” would the Jews have understood him to
exclude infants?

% But 1s not faith actually necessary in order to bapusm
1n the New Testament.

A. A profession of faith was all that was necessary ; for
the baptized were in many instances strangers 1o those who
‘*baplized “ them. Yet the aposties bapuzed them, though
they had been Jews up to that momeanl, without inguuing
into theit past history ar inta the sinecerity of their profession
In nocasc was it said there was inquiry or delay for the pur-
pose of inquiry.

Q. But the apostles had no need to inquire : they were tn.
spired, and couid discern spirits ?

A \Vhy, then, did Phili b?{;tiu Simon Magus, who was
not a true believer 7 On the Baptist principle that there is |
no baptism without faith, the bapuzer can never be sure that
the ordinance 18 vahd, for he cannot be certain of Jhe pro-

fessar's faith, I there be no baptism without faith, then
large numbers of Raptists are unbantized, for thay were dip.
while they were still unconverted. Remember aboveal? |

things, that the daptiom ¢/ 3 i3 the only belicver’s bape
magza;mu te St lum :’W 4 bt
L | cannot sea that t Cor. vil. 14 gives any help?

A, Thete 1s no distinction here klwm’:’l‘x‘e :{thli:n of
allevers and the children of unlelievers, on the ground of
one of the parunts beivg & Leliever. * The unbellertog hus
bend is sanctified by the wife, Else ware your childien un.
clean, but now they are holy.” It pioves the church-men.
bewship of tnfants, for it assumes the pﬁncl‘\k fhat, when
both patenls &fe 1eputed believers, their ebildren bq‘ong to
the Chuteh, &s & matter of courié. But if he had taught
that no childs~cven of believersm=coukl be & Church mem.
bc‘r. 'lh«m could have been no difticulty in the Corinthisn
nitnd,

Q. ?lm the word holy moans that the childron were logiti.
mate

A. The word occurs sbout 700 times in the Septuspint
A|mr'\ha. and New Testament, and never mmmp“kgg(l(:
tiate " in any Instance whalevor, 3t means “'holy® in the
sense of being in covenant with CGod.  Baptists forget that
the heathenlsm even of both parents nevar nwde theie chil
dren {llegitimate,

Q. Have you any additional evidence ?

A Christ himsell asserts the Church-membership of in-
fants—** Suffer little children to cowne unto nic, and forbid
them not, for ¢/ swch ts the Lingdom of heaven.™ (Matt,
xix. 14.) 1f the hingdom of heaven means the state of glory,
our avﬁumenl ir steengthened, for if they are fit to enter the
Church above are they not fit to enter the Church below. 17
the kingdont means the Gospel Chutch, then he positively
asacrts thelr Church membership,

Q. Butthe Jmmge moans by **of such ™ those adults who
resemble children ? -

A. Noj; for, then, it speaks nonsense. Imapine Chuist
iving as & toason for b nqing childsen to him that men,
umble and teachable as cliliren, belong to his Chureh.

Q. But if Christ meant that the childien belonged to the

kingdom, why did ke not baptize them ?

A. Because Christian bnrusm was not yet instituted, The
fassage Jnom the Church membenhip of infants for the
cominﬁ ay of baptism.

Q. But we never hear of the apostlea baptizinginfanta ?

A, They baptized houscholds. They baptized the thmily
of Lydia, though there is no evidence that any of her house.
hold but hetsell believed. If thete were infants in the
house, there was no orcasion lo mextion them if they retsin-
el their old unchanged position in the covenant.” Of the
cleven distinct cases of baptism recorded in Scripture, three
are (amily baptisms, proving that such were common in
apostolic times. Is it credible that there was not a
single infant in those three houscholds? that every member
of them was capableof faith, and actually believed at the
very sawme time astheir patents 2 Kemember, too, that the
apostles, in writing to the Churches, addressed themselves
to children, who must, thetefore, have been included in the
membership  (Eph. vi. 13 Col. it 10.) Again, wdy dp toe
never Aear of the dapticis o{ Aowscholds among the f:"u 1sts
now ! 1f we never read % Scripture of the baptism of chil
dren, we never read of the conversion of childien, and yet
there must have been children converted as well as adults.

Q. But the historical argument is against you?

A. Nosuch thing. Itisforus. Tertullian was an op-
ponent of infant baptisin, for he held that baplisin washes
away sin ; and thatsin affer baptism is specially dangerous ;
and that, therefore, young people shoulﬁnit till they were
marricd before they were baptized. e never calls iCan in.
novation. Pelagius held that infants were born free of de.
filement. Then argued Augustine, * Why arc infants bap-
tized for the remission of sin, if they have no sin?” This im-
plies that infant baptlism was no innovation, For several
centutics after Christ it was practised, and Tertullian was the
first known to object to i1, on the grounds stated. e lived
in the 1econd century.

BAPTUSM-—1TS MODK,

Q. Tut I cannot recognise your sprinkling as baptism at
all. ll:q}\’lism means the immersion of the whole y in
water. Every instance of baptistn in the New Testament
was by immersion 2

A. We know —(Acts. ii. 41)—that were baptized at
Jerusalem on the day of Pentecost. We ask, where was
water to be found to Jdip such a multitude?—There is no
tiver passing the city, and always a scarcity of water. How
could the twelve apostles dip 3200 persons ia four or five
hours? It now exhausts a streng Baptist minister to dip
twenty-four grown persons ; but cach apostle must have dip.
ped 250 persons within a portion of a single day §

Q. hut all Jerusalem, and altldjudea, and aﬁ the region
round about Jordan, were baptiz byljohn in Jordan?

A. Ifhe dipped themn all, how could he do it during his
short ministry of six months! Suppose there were 000
dipped-—and this is a low estimate~—he must have fived in
the water more than half his time, He must have dipped
about 1,645 persons every dayt! How did he doit?

Q. But the word * blplizo" (translated  ** baptize")
means always dip, and nothing but dip ?

A. Suppose that £ the literal meaning, carry out your
principle fairly. At the Lord's Supper you consume a small
quanuty of bread and wine, yet su})pct iterally means a full
meel. If the literal ohservance of the word is not to regu.
late the observance of the Supper, why should it regulate
our observance of baptism? If you ask, then, how much
water 18 necessary (0 a scriptural baptism, 1 ask, how much
2m:d a;\d wine one must consume to partake of the Lord's

upper

6. But in the 175 classical instances, the word means
dipping, and nothing else,

A. And in all instances known to us, the Greek word
deipnon (supper) means & full meal, and nothing else.  Hap.
#iz0 has two meanings in Greck classics—to dip, and to put
& liquid upon or over an object.  The question s, which of
1bese two meoanings does it retain in the Greek Testament 2
Now, at Pentecost, the disciples are said tc have been bap.
tized with the Holy Ghost, 'but were not dipped into Him,
The Holy Spifit was poured out upon them. Christ says
~*' Ye ahall recetve powes after the Holy Ghost is come np.




