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ipiied faith in a coming Christ, says St. Paul. Did

ley attain this knowledge before they were circum-

(sed, or was such knowledge essential, and where is

ich doctrine taught ? Nowhere. But as in Matt.

[xviii. 19, 20, baptism was to come first and teaching

terwards :
" Go ye and make disciples of all nations,

iptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the

\on, and of the Holy Ghost ; teaching them to observe

II thini's whatsoever I have commanded vou." And in

le case of the Jewish child, first came circunicision

nd then the teaching. See Deut. iv. 9 :
" But teach

lem to thy sons and to thy sons' sons." Thus you

lay .see this objection, as all the other objections to

ifant Imptism, insults God, as finding His adminis-

ration faulty, and is both frivolous and without

)undation in reason.

Objection Fifth.—"Infant baptism is a childish

jremony." Not any more childish than for an adult

walk up to his or her neck in water and then some

;rson bend over and dip the rest of them, and then

retend that is immersing them. Not any more than

[rcumcising a babe. Why do not our friends find

lult with God, and term such conduct cruel ? But
re not infants equally important with men and more
inocent, and their consecration to God as momentous
aftair as that of prince or sage ? What childish

^ork it was for God, as He did, to baptize by sprinkling

II the children of the Israelites in the cloud and in

le sea. Opponents of infant baptism are always


