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either of these to1)ics, for the samel reason. 1 arn williiug t.o disetiss those
questions with you oneC ly onle, but 1 decidedly- object to dsu tlhem
ail1 at once. Siicb a coîîfitsed inethod of handling subjects baîs a teln-
dency to p)erplex ratiier %lîan edify.

1 will now endeavour to tell youi the nieaning of iUom. xiv. 3, 4,
lnot hecauso t1lese versus boar ou the cou''nquestion, but beCaus&'
you request in explanatioii ot thei.

From varionis parts of the epistle to tlic churchi in [Rome, we mnay
learn that it w'as composed l)aItly of iewil.,h and partly of Gentile ho-
lievers. In accordance withi their iisuial peculiarities, sornoe of the ,Jewishi
believers at lie were inclined to observe the thiings whcîMoses hiad
commanded. A considerable part ùf the Motsaie dlispensation had re-
ference to, Il eats and drinkls." If, then, a .Jewvisli believer had doubts
about thie lawfulness of' eating certain things, lie ivas to be treated witlî
forbearance. The stronger brother who believed that lie could Ilcat
ail tliings," ivas flot to despise the weaker brother wvho only feit at liberty
to "ceat herbs." The weak brother ivas to be receivcd notwithistanding
his scruples about iineats and drinks, anîd the strong brothier wvas îîot at
liberty to, despise or jugelir. If a convert froni Judaisii, or even
heatiienisîn, who haà scruples about eatimug certain kinds of food, were
to ask for admission into a Christianl church at the present day, it wo'îld
certaiuly be the duty of that church to receive suchi a onie, and not, pre-
sume to judge another mnan's servant.

1 amn, dear Sir,
Yours faithfülly,

G. M.
Warwick, May I ltii, 18M0.

It is impossible not to admire flue complacency witli wbichi our cor-
respondent insists that lie bias proven bis point, aîîd were his arguments
only equal to his confidence, our little passage-at-arms would undoubt-
edly be the Il ed of controversy " on the subjeet. We submit, buwever,
that lie bas produced neithier Divine cominand nor Apostolie example
for restricting baptism. to believers, or for excluding believers from.
church-fellowshiip, because tbey dlon't bappenl to agree withi you as to the
mode of its administration.

Our brother is in error iii supposing us to ]lave asserted that baptism.
in aduit age is to ho confined te "Jews and heatbeu." We only
said that fh l "mon and womien " of whose bapt.isr we read iii the New
Testament were .lews an(l heatlien, alid thereforo naturally and properly
received it on embracing tbe Chiristian religion. Now, however, when
so iiany Baptists ami othors, iieglect their duty, and forsake the good
<)ld Apostolic wvay of bouseliold baptism, the rite bias often to be admin-
istered to "'Christian" believers, as tbe next best thing in adult age.

But îroni the beginning it was not so," and ive rnay therefore carri
inuchi of Ilwhiat the New Testament does teacli, froin whiat it finfll teach,"
G. M. to the contrary notwitbistanding.

We always suspect a Baptist opponent of feeling hiniseif exceedingly
"4liard pressed "wlîen lie bias to dernand proof "that baptism bias super-
seded circumcisioni." We have usually lùound tîtat to bc their dernier
resairt. Our correspondent is in ertrerniis, and lue bethinks himself of the
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