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PREFACE.

Tae author of this little work, first published
it at the request of the Synod of North Carolina.
It has found great favor among those who desire
to be wise according to what is written in the
Scriptures. It-has also been a favorite theme for
xjeview' and attack by others. The author has
received reviews of it from the North, East,
South and West. The old editions, numerous as
they have been, are all exhausted, and the loud
and numerous calls for a fresh supply, occasion
this new edition. It is given to the public with
the-sincere desire that all who read it may be
baptized into the Lord Jesus, by that Holy
8pirit by which we are baptized .into one body. '
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Sprinkler. I understand that the communion of
the Lord’s Supper is to be administered in your
church, and that you have invited the members of
sister churches to unite with you, on that occasion.
I wish to enjoy that privilege.

Immerser. To what church do you belong ?

S. As Christ only died for me, I would, in re.
membering him, forget all other names; and re-
joice with all who.love him, to show forth his
death. But you may call that “branch of the
true Vine” on which I bring forth my fruit, the
thorough-going BisLE Baptist church.

Im. Then you believe in Baptism ?

S. I believe in the Lord Jesus Christ. And I
regard baptism as of divine command, binding on
all who are fit subjects of the kingdom of heaven,

Im. You have then obeyed it ?

8. Yes; on a profession of faith, after I was

thirty years old.
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Im. Brother, I am glad to meet with you,and do
most cordially invite you to the table of your Lord.
For we immersers are opposed to “close com-
munion.” But will you permit me to see your
letters ?

8. Certainly. Here is my certificate.

Im. (After reading.) I am sorry that I cannot
recognize you as belonging to the Church of Christ.

S. Is not my certificate a good one? Isnotthe
Presbyterian church, a church of Christ?

Im. Presbyterians do not hold with believers’
baptism.

S. Indeed they do. They believe, that the
promise is to helievers and to their seed, and
that none but believers can claim the privileges
and use of this seal of the covenant. They re-
quire that believers and their household should be.
baptized, according to the practice of the Apostles
in obedience to the command of Jesus. As Lydia
and her household, Acts xvi. 15. The jailer and
all his, Acts xvi. 33. The household of Stephanos,
1 Cor. i. 16. - You do not require half as much
baptism as we do. Therefore I said you might
call mine the thorough-going BisLE BapTist
CHURCH,

Im. Youknow that there is but one door into the
sheepfold. And he that enters not in at the door,
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but climbeth up some other way,is a thief and a
robber. Baptism is the door into the church.

S. Christ is the door. And he who enters in
by him shall be saved, and none other. Do you
not believe that some presbyterians have thus en-
tered and will be saved ? o

Im. Certainly.

S. Then they cannot be thieves and robbers;
for none such can enter heaven. They must have
entered in by the right way ; which is not by a mode
of baptism, but by repentance for sin, faith in the
Lord Jesus, and newness of life.

Im. I sincerely believe that there is but one dap-

<

tism. Presbyterians do not believe this. There-

fore T am compelled to reject them.

S. Indeed Presbyterians do hold, that there is
but one baptism. They never rebaptize.

Im. Ibelieve that the mode is essential to bap-
tism, or that the mode and baptism is the same
thing. And can prove that there is but one
mode, Eph. iv. 5, one Faith, one Lord, one Bap-
tism.

S. The Bible does not say, one mode of bap-
tism, but, one baptism. I believe in but one bap-
tism; the Christian baptism with water, in the
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. What
more would you require of me?
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Im. If there is but one baptism, I suppose that
there can be but one mode.

S. It is not worth while to talk about suppo-
sitions. If the Bible is silent about it, have we
the right to say that a man is disobedient who be.
lieves in baptism, because he cannot agree with us
about that which neither he nor we can find in the
Bible ?

Im. Our church has determined that there is
but one mode, and that none shall commune with
us, nor we with them, unless they believe as we do
on this subject. But we are not close communists,
we throw the door wide open. You shut it against
yourself. Believe as we do, and come in and wel-
come. Besides you treat others in the same way,
and will not let them join your church unless they
adopt your creed.

S. True, we do not receive into church member-
ship, such as reject our doctrines. But we do ad-
mit to church fellowship all who believe in the
Lord Jesus and follow him, although they may not
desire to become members of our church. Iam
not seeking to become a member of your church,
but only demanding access to the table of our
Lord. IfI am his, he is mine, and I bave a right
to his covenant gifts wherever I find them.

Im. I have often felt that it would be pleasant
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and profitable to me, to commune with others
But as I am bound not to wound the feelings of
my brethren, I have always refused to join in
communion with other denominations.

S. ‘Are not all our brethren for whom Christ
died? TIs there no danger of wounding the feel-
ings of a large number of them, by unchurching
them ; denying the validity of their ministry and
ordinances ; refusing them Christian communion ;
and, in this respect, treating them as publicans
and sinners, while you cannot show the least au-
thority for it from the word of God? But you
said, that you sometimes felt like communing
with us. Who shut the door against you? Did
we not open it wide, and invite you in, not as a
member of our church, but as, what is far better,
a member of Christ? Did you not shut it your-
self, against yohrself, a8 you do against us ?

Im. Brother, you are too hard upon us. We do
not deny that Presbyterians are ministers of
Christ. We are happy to labor -with them as
such, and do it. )

S. Yes; just in the same way that you would
labor with any private Christian, but in no other.
Do you acknowledge their right to administer the
ordinances of Christ? Will you receive them at
their hands? Do you not rebaptize those that
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they have baptized? Will you administer the
ordinance of the Eucharist to them? None but
ministers have a right to administer these ordi-
nances. Will you permit us, invite us, either to
administer or to partake of them? Certainly not.
And yet, denying us our rights, and forbidding
when you can do it, even our wives and children
to commune with us as ministers or Christians,
you say, we are too bard in charging this upon
you. What more could you do to deny the va-
lidity of our ministry, and our title to the covenant
of Christ's salvation? Do you not believe that
God blesses the ministry of Presbyterians, and
trains up in that church many shining lights, with
whom you hope to commune in heaven ?

Im. Yes; but we must wait until we get to
heaven, before we can distinguish between the ig-
norance and disobedience which God may forgive,
and that which seems, to us, to be an open viola-
tion of his law.

S. We are taught to pray: Thy will be done on
earth as it is in heaven. If God will commune
with us in heaven, and does it now on earth, how
can you refuse to do it now, while you know you
will have to do it in heaven? Modes make no
difference with God, neither on earth nor in
heaven. Why should they with men? We must
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not call nor treat that as common, or unclean,
which God the Father has cleansed, Acts x. 5.

Im. I would like to change the subject. I am
bound to contend for the faith. I can prove bap-
tism must always be performed by immersion, and
that nothing but immersion is baptism. And,
that unless a person is immersed, he is not bap-
tized.

S. How will you do it ?

Im. First from the meaning of the word in the
Hebrew, Greek, Latin, Dutch, and other diction-
aries. :

S. I am not acquainted with all these lan-
guages. Can you tell me who made these die-
tionaries. Were they holy men, inspired by God,
full of the Holy Spirit. Or were they heathens,
ignorant of even the first principles of Revelation ?

Im. Some of them may have been good men.
None of them were inspired. And many of them
were unacquainted with the truths of Revelation,
and were infidels, heathens, and pagans.

S. I have heard good and learned men, on both
sides, contend that the dictionaries were in their
favor. God, however, has not commanded me to
search the dictionaries, but the Scriptures, for a
knowledge of his will. They were recorded by -
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boly men, God speaking unto them by the Holy
Spirit. But how are dictionaries made ?

Im. Learned men read and study a language.
They find out what meaning those who use a lan-
guage, give to its words. They then write down
the word, and give the meaning of it as .used by
the natives, giving the most learned:of their au-
thors as authority.

S. You mean that a good dictionary-make
always refers to the works of a man for authorit)
that he used a word with a certain meaning.

Im. Yes; that is what constitutes a valuable
dictionary.

S. The men then who make a dlctwnary from
the Bible must always be able to show that the
inspired penmen used the word in a certain way,
and can refer to different passages in their works
and in proof of the definition ?

Im. Most certainly.

S. It would not be & good dictionary which at-
tempted to prove what meaning Paul attached to
a word, by proving from the works of Homer, that
Homer used the word with that meaning ?

Im. Certainly not. He must prove from Paul’s
own words, Paul’s meaning. '

S. Well then, can you furnish me with a die-
tionary that gives me chapter and verse from the
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Bible, so that I may know with what meaning or
usage the inspired writers employed the word bap-
tism ? i

Im. Yes; they always used it in reference to
immersion, plunging ; as when a person holding a
heavy weight lets it fall into the water, and it
sinks entirely under.

S. I know that is what Cox and Carson say it
means. But they have, with much truth, said:
Mere speculation here is of no value—that the-
ories and conjectures with respect to a subject that
concerns the faith and the obedience of God’s people,
is of no authority. We must have plain proof by
positive declaration, or fair inference, that thus
saith and thus doeth the Lord, before we can ad-
mit it as God’s word. If he has written it, it is in
the Bible, and we can find it.

Im. I perfectly agree with you; and will prove
from the Bible usage of the words Baptize and Bap-
tism, that they always refer to some act or thing
plunged, immersed, until entirely covered over,
and never to anything that is sprinkled or poured
upon. And consequently, that cannot be baptism
which is not plunging, nor baptized which is not
plunged. I will give you a few cases that will set-
tle the question at once.

_ 8. A few cases will not do. You must prove it
2
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in all and in every case. I acknowledge that the
heathen employ the word baptize, sometimes, to
mean immersion by plunging. But I deny what
you assert, and are bound to prove, either that the
heatl'xen never used it with any other meaning—
and that such is its unvarying or even general
meaning or usage among the sacred writers. IfI
can prove that the sacred writers used the word,
in reference to acts performed by pouring and
sprinkling, you will be defeated ?

Im. Certainly.

S. I do not believe that God attaches any value
lo modes or forms. It is the obedience of the
heart in the thing done, and not the mode of doing
it, that is acceptable to him. Water applied in
any way, in the name of the Trinity, by a proper
person to a fit subject, is, valid baptism. I have
therefore no wish to deny that you have been bap-
tized : nor to withhold from you Christian fellow-
ship and privileges, as though you were disobedi-
ent. This is the charge you bring against me.
And as it induces you to banish me from my
Saviour’s table, I owe it to myself, before I silent-
ly consent to be treated as an alien and unbeliever,
to make my defence.

Im. 1 have often wondered how so many learn-
ed and pious men, as I know to be among
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Presbyterians, can have any doubt as to the duty
of being plunged in water. And it does really
pain me to debar them from our communion. I
am anxious to hear your defence—especially as you
do not attack the validity of our church.

8. If I understand you, one of your strongest
reasons for believing that plunging is necessary to
baptism, is, that the words baptize and baptism in
the original Greek, mean, fo plunge, to immerse the
whole thing entirely under water. And that
Jesus and his disciples did thus plunge, and we
are bound to follow their practice.

Im. Certainly this is our strong defence.

S. Suppose I admit that Jesus was plunged,
oould you prove from that, that no other mode is
valid? We know exactly how another ordinance,
equally important and divine, was administered by
Jesus and the Apostles. Do you pretend to say,
that unless all partake of the supper after the
manner set by the Saviour, it is invalid ?

Im. By no means. And none of us pretend to
administer the Lord’s Snpper after the mode that
Jesus did it.

S. How do you then prove that the pattern in
one case is to be followed, and not in the other %

Im. Because the word baptism means plunging.

S. If I understand you, you mean that as the
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Saviour used a word in instituting the ordinance
of baptism that means to plunge, he intended that
that should be the only mode.

Iim. Such is my meaning.

S. If it had been the intention of Jesus to .
confine the ordinance to one mode, and there was
one word in the language he used, that always,
both figuratively and primarily, signified or pointed
out that mode, you think that he would have used
that word ?

Im. Certainly. And as baptism does signify to
plunge, and he has used that word, I think we are
bound to follow that meaning.

S. There is a word that was in common use
‘among the Jews, and occurring very frequently in
the Greek of the Old Testament, which never sig-
nifies anything else but immersion, either figa-
ratively or literally. (Kataduno.) You will find
it in Exodus xv. 5. Pharaoh’s chariots and his
hosts hath he cast into the sea.—The depths have
covered them; they sank into the bottom as a
stone. They were plunged. Also Jeremiah li
63,64. Thou shalt bind a stone to the book, and
cast it into the midst of Euphrates; and thou
shalt say, thus shall Babylon sink (be plunged).
The word for sink in the original is never used to
mean anything else but total immersion, as a heavy
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weight falling into the water is entirely covered.
If total immersion had been the binding rule, the
Saviour would have used that word. But he
. never used it, nor does it, I think, ever occur in
the New Testament. Now tell me, if you can,
why this definite, unvarying word for plunging is
avoided, and another of various meanings em-
ployed, if the Saviour intended to make the mode
essential ?

Im. I contend that baptize has only one mean-
ing in the Bible usage of the term.

S. I know you do. And I am willing to be
judged by the Bible usage of the term. I can
prove to you that things are said to be baptized,
which were not (catadunized) plunged, but were
rantized, sprinkled, or poured, that is, not by im-
mersion, but by affusion. Acts i. 5. Jesus says,
John truly baptized with water, but ye shall be
baptized with the Holy Ghost not many days
hence. John before had said, Matt. iii. 11, that
Jesus should baptize with the Holy Ghost. What
language does prophecy use in relation to the bap-
tism of the Holy Ghost? Does it ever speak of
plunging, immersing, in the Holy Ghost? It
speaks plainly, and never intimates anything of
the kind. Let us hear Is. xliv. 3. I will pour
out my Spirit upon thy seed. Joel ii. 28. I will

2’
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pour out my Spirit on all flesh. Is. xxxii. 29;
until the Spirit be poured out. Ezek. xxxix. 29.
For I have poured out my Spirit. Does the New
Testament ever say, that they were ever plunged,
immersed, in the Holy Spirit? Not the darkest
hint is ever given that this was ever done. Matt.
iii. 16. When Jesus was baptized, the Spirit de
scended, (Luke iii. 22) in bodily shape, like a
dove upon him. John xx. 22. Jesus breathed
upon them, and said, Receive ye the Holy Ghost.
From these prophecies and their fulfilment, we
would not expect a case of plunging, immersing,
in this promised baptism of the Spirit. By whom
was it performed ?

Im. By the Father. John xiv. 16, 17. He
was to send the Spirit. : -
" 8. When was it performed ?

Im. On the day of Pentecost: Actsii 3, and
11,16. But we are talking about water baptism.

S. No; we are attempting to ascertain the
scripture usage of the term Baptize. You say
that it is used invariably with reference to one act,
which is immersion, plunging ; and therefore you
believe that Jesus intended, by using this word,
to make plunging the only mode of baptism. I
say that the Saviour did not use the only word
which, figuratively and literally, means nothing
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else but plunging; and that he used baptize, '
which does not always refer to things plunged, im-
mersed. And I.am showing you that things are
said to be baptized, which were not immersed.
How did God perform the Baptism of the Holy
Spirit on the day of Pentecost? Acts ii. 3.
There appeared unto them cloven tongues, like as
fire, and sat upon them, and they were filled with
the Holy Spirit.

Im. But it first filled the room. .

S. No. Acts ii. 2. Suddenly there came a
sound from heaven, as of a rushing mighty wind,
and # filled the room. Peter says, Acts xi. 16,
It fell upon them, as on us at the beginning.
Then remembered I the words of the Lord, how
that he said, John indeed baptized with water, but
ye shall be baptized with the Holy Spirit. This
baptism was not by letting the body fall, as a
heavy weight, into the water. The mode that God
used was, according to the prophecy, “ A pouring
out.” Jesus, John the Baptist, Peter, all call it
baptize. You say there is but one usage of the
.term. Here is a thing baptized, but not by im-
mersion. You must therefore give up your usage,
or admit that the word has two meanings, in
which case Jesus would not have selected it, if he
could have employed one that had but one mean-
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ing, if ho intended immersion should be the way,
and the only way. Here the proof is clear that
persons were baptized by pouring out. This is
Bible authority. And I had rather have it than
all the men-made dictionaries in the world. Peter
himself declared that this baptism was done by
pouring out, according to the prophet Joel. Acts
ii. 16, 17. John baptized with water. God bap-
tized with the Holy Ghost. We have no reason
to believe that they did it differently. But if they
did, then there were two usages, one by John, and
- one by the Father. Which must we follow ?

Im. The Father, of course. .

S. His was by pouring. You know that there
is but one Baptism. John said, John iii. 30, I
must decrease, but (Jesus) must increase. J ohn’s
baptism not only decreased, but ceased long ago.
Acts xix. 5. Certain disciples who had been bap-
tized unto John's baptism, had not even heard of
Christian baptism in the name of the Trinity, and
were rebaptized in the name of Jesus. John's
has given place to Christian baptism. It is the
one baptism: and includes that of the Holy Spirit.
1 Cor. xii. 13. By one Spirit are we all baptized~
into one body. It is in the name of the Three,
the Father, the Son, and the Spirit. It embraces
the mode of the Three; for they agree in one
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The Spirit's mode is, pouring out. The Father's
mode is the same. John iii. 20. The Son was to
baptize with fire. As the mode of the Father and
of the Spirit is clear, and you say that there is but
one mode to one baptism, the Son could not re-
‘quire a different mode. We see that this mode is
affusion, not immersion.

Im. Why are you so unwilling to come to water
baptism ?

S. There is but one baptism. And we are
searching to find out whether God ever calls a
thing baptized that is not done so by immersion.
I intend to continue the investigation. And the
next case shall be one of water baptism. 1 Cor.
x. 24. The Apostle says that the Israelites were .
baptized unto Moses, in the cloud and in the sea.

Im. Thanks to you for this case. It fairly
proves immersion. The sea was on either hand,
the cloud was stretched before, over and behind
them, so that they were completely surrounded by
water.

S. But they did not fall into it. They were
- not plunged into it. The account given, however,
in Exodus xiv. is different from yours. The cloud
was neither before nor over them. The Israelites
became alarmed, and the évening or night before
they entered into the sea, the cloud passed from
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before. them, and settled down behind them, be-
tween them and the Egyptians, and remained be-
hind, not over sand before them. So they were
not surrounded by water, even if that were immer-
sion. Would you call wetting a side at a time
total immersion ? .

Im. By no means. The whole body must be
sunk entirely under.

S. There were upwards of 620,000 Israelites, in
this company. How did those in the middle get
under the water? Remember, our object is to see
whether God in the Bible calls anything bap-
tized, that is not plunged in water.

Im. I do.

S. You say, That unless the whole body is sunk
entirely under water, it is not baptism. How did
the Israelites get under? Can you immerse a
man on dry ground ? :

Im. No; the thing is impossible.

8. Then, in this baptism there was no immer-
sion. For it is said expressly, Exodus xiv. 16,
"The children of Isracl shall go on dry ground; 21,
The sea was made dry land ; 29, The children of
Israel walked upon dry land in the midst of the
sea. In several other places in the Old Testa-
ment and in the New, the same is affirmed. How
do you get out of this difficulty ? It is none with



BIBLE BAPTIST. 28

the Presbyterisns. They can baptize on dry
ground ; and do it. ~ They say it rained while the
Israelites were in the sea.

Im. Stick to the Bible, Guess-work and asser-
tion will not do. I see no account of rain in
Exodus xiv.

S. Yonly give what the Bible states. Ps. lxxvii,
17. David, while speaking of this very event,
says, The clouds poured out water. The only kind
of rain that does not wet the ground is a sprinkle,
and this too is the mode of clouds pouring out
water. If then there is any water baptism here, -
it was by sprinkling. It certainly was in no case
a baptism by plunging. You said, there was but
one mode. It really seems so; for whether God
baptizes by the Holy Spirit, or with water, pour-
ng, not plunging, is the mode.*

Im. I do not think that Old Testament cases
have anything to do with Christian baptism.

S. Yet you thanked me for this case a little
while ago. But it is the New Testament that calls
this case of sprinkling on the dry ground, bap-
Vism. Paul was directed by the same Spirit, that
directed Moses and David, to record the trans-
action he calls baptism. There is no plunging in
it. There is pouring. So here are two cases in

* See note A at the end.

v
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which persons are baptized, but not immersed,
plunged. ;

Im. Why do you not come to plain New Testa-
ment times and usages? There you will find that
nothing is called baptism unless it is total immer-
sion.

S. I have been both to the New and the Old
Testament. From both I have showed that the
word baptized is applied to things not plunged, im-
mersed, but to things affused, poired out upon,
sprinkled. All Scripture is given by inspiration,
and is profitable for doctrine and instruction.
And as it has decided that the word is not always
used in reference to things only plunged, you ought
to give up the point.

Im. I confess that there is a greater appearance
of truth on your side than I had supposed. Ihave
heard so often that Presbyterians knew that they
did not tell the truth, when they preached on bap-
tism, and had seen so many quotations from learn-
ed Presbyterians, in which baptism was admitted
to mean plunging, that really I was not prepared
to expect this appeal to the Word and Testimony
of God in your favor. But still the allusion to
our being buried with Christ in baptism, is so
pointed ; the example of Christ is so powerful ;
and the case of the eunuch so plain; that I can-
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not give up that immersion is not the only mode.
of baptism.

S. Even if these cases proved plunging to be
one of the usages of the word, they do not prove
that no other usage is made of this word. We
have proved from the Bible that there are other
usages, and that it is applied to things not plunged.
You do not commune as Jesus and the eunuch
did. By what right do you call for a facsimile in
the one ordinance, and not in the other? You
believe that the mode in which you commune con-
stitutes celebrating the Hucharist to divine ac-
ceptance. But the disciples followed another
mode. Yet they did the same thing that you do:
obeyed their Lord as you, by communing. Thus.
you admit that there may be different modes of
doing the same thing. Why is this not true and
allowable in baptism? Though the mode be dif-
ferent, the thing may be the same. I am willing
to continue to examine the Bible. And while I
would not contend for modes, nor unchurch others
and forbid them, because they followed not me, I
am satisfied that the more we search the Secrip-
tures, the stronger will be the proof, that the
words baptize, and baptism, are used in reference
to persons and things not plunged, but affused,
sprinkled. Do you know of any prophecy, that

3
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immersion under water should be a usage in Gos-
el times?

Im. No; I remember none.

S. But there certainly are prophecies of the use
of water in the Redeemer’s kingdom. You say
correctly, that there are none in reference to its
use by immersion. Indeed the word immersion,
and nothing like it, ever occurs fn the prophets, in
reference to Gospel ordinances. But the words
sprinkle and pour are frequently used in types and
prophecies referring to the dispensation of -grace.
Direct prophecies dre made of the use of water.
Is. xliv. 3, I will pour out water upon him that
is thirsty; lii. 15, So shall he (Jesus) sprinkle
many nations; KEzek. xxxvi. 25, Then will I
sprinkle clcan water upon you. All these pas-
sages refer to Gospel times, and to what would be
done in the church. That there should have been
some allusion to so important an ordinance as that
of baptism, was reasonable to expect. The only
way in which water is used in Christian ordi-
nances, is, in baptism. The prophecy of its use is
by pouring, sprinkling, not by immersion. They
lead us to expect that the usage which God had
affixed to the term bdaptism would be continued,
and that would still be called baptized, which was
sprinkled with water, and that God called baptized.
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Im. But the prophecies are to be taken figu-
ratively, not literally.

S. How do you prove that? Does the Bible
say so? If the prophecy had said, Then will I
plunge you in clean water ; would you have allow-
ed me to say, it is fizurative? But if it is taken
figuratively, it puts immersion still farther out of
the question. For figurative language is used,
because it is stronger than the literal. Now im-
mersion requires more water than sprinkling, and
is the stronger term. Why was it not used ?

Im. Let us go to facts.

S. I have been to them, and produced plain un-
answerable facts that God calls persons’and things
baptized which were not plunged, but sprinkled,
And that the only word that always means to
plunge, is never used by the Saviour. You denied
that a thing could be baptized unless it was im-
mersed. Now even if other facts were to prove
that things immersed are also baptized, it would,
a8 I have before observed, only prove that you are
wrong, and that either way is baptism, and the
Saviour has not ordered which way we shall fol-
low. I have no objection ‘that you should prove
that things immersed are said to be baptized, if
you can prove it. I know that you cannot prove
that nothing but immersion is called baptism.
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Besides, the prophecies are as much facts, truths,
a8 any other part of the Bible.

Im. The Apostle says, Rom. vi. 4, We are
buried with him, by baptism. Col. ii. {2, Buried
with him in baptism. I cannot see how any per-
son can avoid the pointed allusion to immersion
in these passages. We are buried in our bap-
tism. There is nothing like a burial in sprinkling.
But the whole figure of our being buried and
rising again is solemnly set forth in immersion, in
conformity to the death and resurrection of our
Saviour. :

S. How do you prove that there js any refer-
ence here to water baptism?

Im. 1 never heard it doubted.

S. I not only doubt it, but deny it. And
will give you my reasons for so doing. The
Apostle says, Rom. vi. 3 : Know ye not as so many
of us as were baptized info Jesus were baptized
into his death? Therefore we are buried with
him by baptism into death. Can a man be bap-
- tized by water into Jesus? Whatever kind of
baptism the Apostle is speaking of in the 3d
- verse, he evidently continues to speak of in the

4th, &e. Will you baptize a man who is out of
Jesus, if you know it? And if you did, would it
make him ¢ in Jesus ?”
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Im. 1 answer no, to both questions. A man
must be converted, he must be in Jesus, a new
creature, before I would baptize him.

S. So I thought. You admit, then, that water
baptism does not and cannot baptize info Jesus.
How are we made one with Christ ?

Im. We are by one Spirit baptized into one
body. 1 Cor. xii. 13.

S. True indeed. Now the Spirit's mode of
baptizing is by pouring out, shedding, falling,
descending, not immersing, plunging. If then we
are baptized into Jesus, it must be by the Spirit
and not by water, or if both, they agree in one, 1
John v. 8, and consequently it is not done by
plunging ; for we know the Spirit’s mode, and the
Seriptures call it baptism. But admitting that the
Apostle is speaking of water baptism ; he does not
say that our baptism must resemble the burial, but
the death of Christ. We are not buried with
Christ in the likeness, or mode of baptism as a
burial, but we are, by baptism, buried into the like--
ness of his death, not his burial. The Apostle
uses the words planted and crucified, as well as.
buried, in the same likeness to his death. He
shows plainly that he refers to his death, and not
to sepulture : knowing that our old man is cruci~
fied with him, that our body of sin may be destroy-

3%
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ed. The death of Christ was the accursed death
of the cross. There certainly is no resemblance
between crucifixion and immersion. Yet if bap-
tism is to represent the death of Christ, it should
resemble crucifixion, not entering under . the
ground. But really, if baptism is intended to
represent the mode of Christ’s burial, it is more in
favor of sprinkling than of plunging. Will you
describe the usual mode of burying?

Im. A grave is dug, by displacing the earth.
The body is deposited in it, and then covered up
by pouring the earth back upon it.

- 8. Then we pour when we bury. So when the
Presbyterians baptize, the body is presented,
and the element poured upon it.

Im. But is not being entirely covered up, some-
thing like being immersed ?

S. Yes, somewhat; but it is not done by the
same mode. You say, that baptism means
nothing but the plunging of the whole body
through the water, as a heavy weight falls into it,
and sinks entirely under it. Now this is not the
way that Christ was buried. His body was not
forced through the element of the sepulchre in
‘which he was buried. Nor is it the usual mode
«f burying; of which mode you cannot speak or
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think without reference to pouring the dirt back
on the body.

Im. Why did the Apostle say then, We are
buried with him in baptism, if baptism has no ref-
erence to a mode of interring?

S. The Apostle said we are buried, planted,
crucified into the likeness of Christ’s death, cruci-
fixion, by baptism. Those who made a profession
in his name, looked to his death for atonement,
and to his resurrection for justification. Rom. iv.
25. If we believe on him that raised up Jesus
our Lord from the dead; who was delivered for
our offences, and was raised for our justification.
.Their hopes were confirmed by his resurrection. 1
Cor. xv.: If Christ be not risen, your faith is
vain—ye are yet in your sins. They professed
also, 2 Cor. v. 14, to live unto him, who died for
them, and rose again. See also Rom. xiv. 8, 9.
The Jew, and in many cases the Gentile, who were
baptized by the Holy Spirit into Jesus, not only
felt and considered themselves as dead and
buried to the world, but were often treated by their
friends not only as dead, but as those who had
died an accursed death. All the odium of the
death of the Saviour was upon them. To the
world they were crucified, and the world was cruci-
fied unto them. Our Saviour calls the hatred and
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the persecutions of the world against his dis-
ciples, a baptism. Luke xii. 50. He confirms
this by his remarks to the two sons of Zebedee,
Mark x. 39-45.

Im. Were the sons of Zebedee baptxzed with
his baptism according to his prediction ?

S. They were. James was beheadéed by Herod.
John was much persecuted. And all who live
godly shall suffer persecution. The odium of
Christ’s death, his cross, is upon them all. The
Apostle says, Gal. vi. 14, God forbid that I
‘should glory save in the cross of Christ (his death,
not his burial) by whom the world is crucified
unto me, and I unto the world. 1 Cor. xv. 31, T
die daily. 2 Cor. iv. 10, Always bearing about
in the body the dying (not the burying) of the
Lord Jesus. Rom.vi. 3, 6, Know ye not that as
many of us as were baptized unto Jesus Christ,
were baptized into his death (not his burial) cruci-
fied with him, that the body of sin might be
destroyed? Gal. iii. 20, I am ecrucified with
Christ. This language is true of every one that is
made one with Christ by the baptism of the Holy
Spirit, and of none others. And thus it is, that
they are baptized into the likeness of his death.
They take upon themselves all the sorrows, trials,
persecutions and afflictions, as well as all the hopes
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and glories of the death of Christ. They counted
all things but loss for Jesus, for whom they suffer-
ed the loss of all things. That they might know
him, and the power of his resurrection, and the
fellowship of his sufferings, being made conforma-
ble to his death, (not his burial) Philip. iii. 10, ete.
They filled up, in their sufferings, that which is
behind of the afflictions of Christ in their flesh, for
his body’s sake, the church. Col. i 24. They
also suffered for his sake. Phil. i 29. How
forcibly is all this set forth in the figure of our
being buried into the likeness of Christ’s suffer-
ings, death! Bearing the ecross, wearing the
crown | - This oneness with Christ, and union with
him in life and death, is the result of the Spirit's
baptism: not of water baptism.

Im. Do you not believe, however, that there is
a reference to a particular kind of burial in the
text under consideration ?

S. No. The Bible is intended to be understood .
alike by all nations. All do not bury alike. Some
burn, some embalm, some inter ; some deposit in
vaults; some elevate the body on trees; but not
one of them represents the death of Christ. It
was a death lifted up, on a mount, on a cross. A
death for and unto sin. And our baptism dis unto
the likeness of his death.
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Im. Your views would be more satisfactory,
were it not for the fact, that Jesus himself was im-
mersed. He was baptized in Jordan, and has
commanded us to follow him.

S. Has Jesus commanded what part of the
body, or how much of it, shall be baptized? Has
he ordered how it shall be done? I will cheer-
fully obey the precise command, when you show it
to me in the Bible. What is his command ?

Im. Go, teach all nations, baptizing them, &e.
Matt. xxviii. 19.

S. How then can you call me disobedient to his
command? What words of it have I disobeyed ?
I have obeyed according to the mode prophesied,
and practised by my heavenly Father, and the
Holy Spirit, both with the Spirit and with water :
—the mode that Paul and Peter called Baptism.
I have studied the usage of the word, not in the
words which man’s wisdom teaches, but which the
Holy Ghost teaches. 1 Cor. ii. 13. And I have
obeyed as shown of God. Has Christ given a new:
usage to the word? Has he commanded us to be
immersed under water ?

Im. I believe that he was thus immersed.

S. T have no doubt that you are sincere in that
belief; and I as sincerely believe that he was not
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But our belief is not authority. Does the Bible
say that Jesus was plunged ?

Im. It says, when he was baptized, he went up
straightway out of the water.

S. Can we not correctly say, a thing eame up
out of the water, that has not been entirely under
it? Was not this true of the Israelites in the
- sea; and also of them when they passed on dry
ground through Jordan, and the Priests stood on
dry ground in the midst of Jordan? Josh. iii. 17.
How do you know that this was not the case
here? Does the Bible say how deep he had been
in?

Im. No; but I suppose—

8. Unless we can prove our suppositions, we
had better not give them. The law of liberty will
not permit us to condemn a brother for an act
against which we can bring no “thus saith the
Lord.” Does the Bible say that Jesus went en-
tirely under ?

Im. I cannot see why he went in at all, if he did
not go under.

S. Our not being able to tell why he did not go
under, is no proof that he did so.

Im. 1 think that any common reader of the
Bible would think so. I do. '
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S. What would you call a common reader of
the Bible.

Im. One, who, unacquainted with the original
language, takes our common English version, com-
pares Scripture with Scripture ; and thus, by dili-
gent search is able and ready, from the Bible it-
self, to give an answer of the reason of the hope
that isin him. 1 Peter iii. 15. :

S. Would such a reader conclude from the
prophecies, that Jesus was immersed? There is
no such prophecy. Would he not expect that
water would be used in the Redeemer’s kingdom
by pouring, sprinkling? There are prophecies of

- such use of it in the church. He would discover
from the mode in which the Father baptizes, that
Jesus was immersed—that mode is, pouring out.
He would not find from the usage of the word, as
it is written by Paul and Peter, and explained by
Moses and David, that immersion was the mode.
He could not tell from the words: “ Go, baptize,”
what part of the body, (nor in what way) was to
be baptized. You have owned that this cannot be
shown. How then would he conclude that Jesus
was immersed, and that nothing but plunging is
baptism ?

Im. Because he would read, that John bap-

\
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tized in Jordan, and at Enon, because there was
much water there. John iii. 23.

S. He would also read that he baptized at other
places, in the wilderness, and at Bethabara, whero
there is no mention made of much water. It is
reasonable to conclude that much water would be
required both for drinking and for sprinkling,
when we think of the immense multitudes that at-
tended John’s ministry. It does not follow that
he immersed them, because there was water
enough to do it.

Im. But he would read that John baptized in
Jordan.

S. True; but the dzpth of his baptismn is what
the common reader would have to discover. All
that is said about his baptism may be true, even
if he baptized on dry ground; as God did the
Israelites, and the Presbyterians did me.

Im. How can that be possible?

S. It was no unusual thing for those who ad-
dressed large audiences, to select the most favora-
ble places for speaking, so that the people might
the better hear, and the speaker be the less incom-
moded. Thus Luke v. 3: Jesus entered into
Simon's vessel, and prayed him to thrust out a
little from the land. And he sat down and taught
the people out of the ship. Matt. xiii. 2. Great

4
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multitudes were gathered together to hear Jesus.
And he went into a ship, and sat, and spake to the
people. The water near the shore was not deep.
Luke v. 4: Launch out now (after he had finish-
ed his discourse) into the deep, This might have
been, and probably was, the position of John.

For it is incredible that John should stand all day
~ in the water. The people might have waded up to
the boat, there be sprinkled, and return out of the
water. We can believe all this, without doing vio-
lence to the text, custom, prophecies, and usages
of the Bible; and no man can prove that it is not
so. Does the Bible give any reason why Jesus
should be plunged rather than sprinkled ?

Im. I cannot show any particular reason. ,
S. A common reader would not think that to be
in the Bible for which he could show no particular -

reason. I believe that he would conclude that
Jesus was sprinkled.

Im. That is strange! I would like to hear your
reasons for it.

S. They are taken from the Bible. Why was
Jesus baptized ?
. Im. To set us an example.

S. He did not say so: but, thus it becometh us
to fulfil all rlghteousness Matt. iii. 13. What -
does that mean ? :
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Im. To do whatever the law required. .

S. What law required Jesus to be baptized?
Not the moral law; for it says not a word about
it. Not Jobn's law; for John forbade him,
(Matt. iii. 14,) which he would not have done, if
his baptism unto repentance and remission of the
sins of individuals, each one for himself alone, (and
Jesus had no sin,) had required it. The term law
is used in the Bible in reference to the moral and
the Levitical law. Jesus was about to commence
the great work of atonement. This he was to do
in the character of a Priest, Heb. v. The law re-
quired that every priest should be washed, puri-
fied with water. Jesus must fulfil this law.
None was so proper to wash, purify him, as John,
his forerunner—a Prophet—the greatest of those
born of woman, of the tribe of Levi, himself a
priest, according to the law. In Exzod. xxix. 4,
we have a general direction about ceremonial, or
Levitical washing ; Thou shalt wash their bodies.
But it is not said what part of the body is to be
washed, nor how it is to be done. Exod. xxx. 19,
20. A laver is provided for this washing, and in
it the Zands and the feet were to be washed. But
still there is no specific mode appointed as to the
manner of washing. In Numbers viii. 7, there is
a specific mode of ceremonial, or Levitical wash.
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.ing, purifying. Thou shalt sprinkle water of puri-
fication upon them. As no other mode is divinely
appointed, sprinkliog is the only mode ascertain-
ed beyond controversy; and as no other law re-
quired Jesus to be baptized, and he was fulfilling

"it, he certainly was sprinkled, and not plunged.
Jesus has commanded me to search the Seriptures,
(not heathen authors and dictionaries,) for they tes-
tify of him, John v. 39. I have done so. And
the only testimony that they give, is, that he was
sprinkled. If I am wrong, it is because the Scrip-
tures give me no other answer of the reason of the
hope that is in me. With that I am satisfied.
The only prescribed mode of the law for cere-
monial washing, is sprinkling. Jesus fulfilled the
law; and thus the law and prophets, and God’s
mode of baptizing, both with water and with the
Spirit, all agree; it is sprinkling, pouring out—
never plunging, immersing.

In. Really you have made it out better than I
expected. But if the Apostles baptized as Jesus
was baptized, he certainly was immersed. Philip
immersed the eunuch; and if so, Jesus was also
immersed.

S. Does the Bible say that Philip immersed the
cunuch ?

Im. No; but it says, Acts viii. 38, 39, And
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they went down into the water and baptized ; and.
when they were come up out of the water, &e.

S. You agree that Philip did not go under, yet
he went down in, and came up out of the water.
The same may be true about the eunuch. Does
the Bible say how deep they went in ?-

Im. No. ’

S. Is it right for us positively to assert that Jesus
and the eunuch went under the water, merely be-
cause they wentintoit? We know that it is not
true of Philip who did the same thing ; went inand
came out, but did not go under. You could not
convict a man for plupging (catadunating) your
child, on the testimony that he was seen to take it
into the water, and come out of the water, and that
the child had been washed while in it. Conclusive
evidence might show that he did not sink the
child, but washed him by using water in the usual -
way. This is all the evidence you have in favor
of Philip's. sinking, plunging the eunuch. I have
evidence from the Bible that he sprinkled him.

Im. If you can prove that, I must give up that
sprinkling is valid.

S.. When Philip joined himself to the eunuch,
he was reading Is. liii. 7. Philip asked him if he
understood what he was reading? He told him
that he did not; and inquired, of whom. the

4*
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prophet was speaking. If I were reading a letter
in which the words, He, Him, His, were frequently
used, and, when you inquired of me who was
meant, I handed you the letter to find out for
yourself, what would you do? -

Im. I would begin at the beginning of the letter.

S. This is the very thing that Philip did, Acts
viii. 35. Then Philip opened his mouth, and de-
gan at the same scripture, and preached unto him
Jesus. From the eunuch’s remark about bap-
tism, it is evident that Philip had made some
allusion to that subject. If there be anything in
that scripture which leads to the subject of bap-
tism, we can find it, by beginning at it, as Philip
did. The prophecy begins at Is. lii. 13, Behold
my servant shall deal prudently, &c. In the 15th
verse it reads, So shall he sprinkle many nations.
Now would Philip have attempted to immerse
him, after they both had read that sprinkling was
the way in which Jesus would use water, or bap-
tize? This prophecy is not fulfilled, if sprinkling
is not a mode of baptism. All things written in
the Scriptures concerning Jesus will be fulfilled.
But if there is to be no sprinkling in his church,
this will not be fulfilled. Be this as it may; I
have given you a reason from the Bible why I be-
lieve that Jesus and the eunuch were baptized
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by sprinkling. You can give no reason from the
Bible to the contrary.

Im. It is evident that baptwm is a washing of
the body. Acts xxii. 16, Arise, and be baptized,
and wash away thy sins. Heb. x. 22, Having our
bodies washed with pure water. I do not see how
sprinkling can make anything clean.

S. A washing in a shower-bath will cleanse.
But I have proved from the case of the Priests
and Levites, Exod. xxix. and Numbers viii. that
sprinkling the body is cleansing it. "The Apostle
Paul points out this way of cleansing. Heb. ix.
13, For if. the blood and ashes in sprinkling the
unclean, sanctifieth to the purifying of the flesh.
Heb. x. 22, Having our hearts sprinkled from an
evil conscience, &c. Here sprinkling purifies
by cleansing flesh and heart; and we know that
even houses are cleansed by sprinkling, Levit-
icus xiv. 51, 52, and is the washing required.
For baptism does not save us, by the putting away
of the filth of the body, but the answer of a good,
a sprinkled conscience towards God. Sprinkling
does purify the flesh. We are saved by the wash-
ing of regeneration, and the renewing of the Holy
Ghost, which he sked upon us abundantly. Titus
iii. 6. Indeed it is in vain to search the Serip-
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tures about baptism, unless we are willing to see
the word sPRINKLE in connection with it.

Im. But still the original word—

S. Is the very word we have been examining,
and is more in favor of sprinkling than of plung-
ing, according to its Bible usage. Let us examine
a few other places, in which the original has been
translated, instead of being retained, as it is in
the places already reviewed. -

Im. 1 see now, that we really have been trans-
lating the original word for ourselves; in other
words, we have been using the Bible as a diction-
ary of itself I thank you for thus showing me
how I ought to study it, and am glad that you pro-
pose to examine other places in the same way.

S. Paul says, Heb. ix. 10, there were divers bap-
tisms (translated, in our Bible divers washings)
" in the first covenant, or Levitical law. Will you
point out some of the divers baptisms, required to
be performed by sinking, plungmg, immersing un-
der water?

Im. I know of no definite law, making such req-
uisitions. A general washing is sometimes or-
dered. But when any specific mode is prescribed,
I admit it is frequently sprinkling.

S. Yes; Paul himself in Heb. ix. describes
their very baptisms (washings) as being performed
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by sprinkling. Verse 13: The blood of bulls and
of goats, and the ashes of an heifer, sprinkling the
unclean sanctifieth to the purifying (washing)
of the flesh. Verses 19, 21: Moses took the
blood of calves and of goats, with water, and scar-
let wool and hyssop, and sprinkled both the book
and all the people. Moreover he sprinkled like-
wise with blood both the tabernacle and all the
vessels of the ministry. The Apostle, continuing
his argument to show the superiority of Christ's
dispensation, introduces; Heb. x. 16, the very
covenant that God made, Ezekiel xxxvi. 25, in
which water was to be used. by sprinkling in the
church of Christ. Here then, Paul by inspiration
proves that a thing is baptized by sprinkling,
and that is called baptism, which is done by -
sprinkling and not by plunging (catadunating).

Im. I cannot deny the truth of this. For it is
in the New Testament.

S. In Mark vii. 4-8, it is said in the original,
that the Pharisees hold to the daptism of cups and
pots, and brazen vessels, and of tables. In our
translation baptism is washing, the washing of
oups, &e. Now see where the (washing) daptism
of these things are required in the law. Leviticus
vi. 28, brazen vessels were to be scourcd, and
rinsed in water. Lev. xv. 12, Every vessel
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of wood shall be rinsed in water. “Vessels are
rinsed by dashing water upon them, or by a slight
rubbing.” (Webster.) Here then we have two
more baptisms, not made by plunging, catadunat-
ing, but by dashing, rubbing, pouring of water.
Moreover, the Pharisees held also to the washing
of hands, Mark vii. 2-4. In the original, it is
baptism, baptizing of hands. How did the law re-
quire this to be done? Lev. xv. 11, rinsed his
hands in water. The usual way of this washing the
hands, or as it is in the original, with the fist, (shut
hand)) up to the elbow, was, to take the handful
of water, then to close it, and elevating it, let the
water run down to the elbow. Sometimes it was
done by simply having water poured on the hands,
as 2 Kings iii. 11, This is that Elisha who poured
water on the hands of Elijah, and Deut. xxi. 6,
All the elders shall wash their hands over the
heifer, &c. Here then is another case, the bap-
tism (washing) of hands done, not by immersion,
but by pouring, sprinkling.

Im. The word translated dip in Matt. xxvi. 23,
and John xiii. 26, is baptism in the original.
There it certainly means immersion.

S. There it certainly does not mean immersion,
but rather what we would call daubing, or smear-
ing, which is done by pressing against a solid sub-
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stance, not plunging into it. Jesus said, He that
dippeth (baptizes) with me in the dish. After I
bave dipped (baptized) the sop or morsel. Now
into what dish did he dip the sop ?

Im. I suppose that it was a dish of gravy made
from the Paschal lamb.

S. This shows the danger of suffering any other
interpretation of God’s word than the word itself.
The lamb had no gravy. It was roasted in the
fire, and without being sodden at all with water,
Exodus xii. 9. And it was to be eaten with bitter
herbs, which were not liquid, but solid, Exodus
xii. 9; Numbersix. 11.  'The lamb, and unleaven-
ed bread, and bitter herbs, were the only dishes
used at the Passover. The bread was smeared (as
is to this day) upon the herbg, so as to give it a bit-
ter taste. The word baptize is often thus used,
and is so used here, and is not a case of baptism
by immersion. So we have another case in which
. things are said to be baptized which are not
plunged.

Im. Here is another place in which baptize is
translated dip. Luke xvi. 24, That he may dip
(baptize) the tip of his finger in water, and cool
my tongue. Here I see that it was the smallest
portion of water that could be procured by merely
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touching it with the finger, and is not a case of
plunging. -

S. It is even so. And here is another place.
2 Kings v. 10. The prophet tells the Syrian to
wash in Jordan. He went, (verse 14,) and dipped
himself seven times in Jordan (baptized himself
seven times, in the original) The prophet was a
Jew, and gave the direction for the leprosy, no
doubt, actording to the law. The Syrian baptized
himself seven times according to the saying, (com-
mand) of the man of God, (one speaking in God’s
name.) How did God command his servants to
do this washing, baplizing? Lev. xiv. 7. He
shall sprinkle upon him that is to be cleansed (of
the leprosy) seven times. This sprinkling is one
of the divers baptisms spoken of, Heb. ix. 10. So
if the man of God directed the washing according
to the word of God, we have another case in which
one is baptized seven times by sprinkling or wash-
ing according to the law.

Im. Inthe case of Nebuchadnezzar, Dan. iv. 33,
where it is said he was wef with the dews of
heaven, the original is, was daptized with the dew.
I cannot deny that the dew wets by descending,
falling upon persons or things ; and it matters not
how great the quantity falling, its mode is that of
sprinkling, not plunging. -So I must give,up, that
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acoording to the original, here is another person
said to be baptized, but not by immersion.

S. I thank you for the frankness with which
you enter into this investigation. Christians
would love one another better, if, instead of ap-
pealing to human authority, and philosophy, and
worldly wisdom, they would sit down in truth and
sincerity, and let the word of God be the settler of
strife and controversy. Let us examine just one
more place, not because we have not had sufficient
proof, but for the sake of instruction. In Rev. xix,
13, we read: And /e was clothed with a vesture
dipped in blood. In the original it is “ baptized
in blood.” Now how does /e say this was done?
How was his vesture baptized in blood? Let him
speak, for it is Jesus, it is the Logos, the Word .
that was made flesh, and yet was God. It is the
one Lord of the one baptism. He says, Is. Ixiii.
2-3, in answer to the question, Wherefore art
thou red (baptized) in thine apparel? I have
trodden the wine-press alone;—and their blood
shall be sprinkled upon my garments, and I will
stain (baptize) all my raiment. Hére Jesus, who
commanded baptism, unites with John, and Paul,
and Peter, and Moses, and David, with the law,
and with the prophets, with the usage and mode of
the Fathersand the Holy Spirit, and tells that that

: 5
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1s‘baptized which is sprinkled. Shall I obey Jesus,
and believe him, that baptism is performed by
sprinkling ; or shall I say, there is mo baptism
without immersion, and baptism is immersion, and
immersion and nothing else is baptism? Surely
he who will not admit that Jesus is better au-
thority for the meaning of the word than all
human dictionaries, ought not to boast of follow-
ing him.

Im. I am astonished that I have never taken
this view of the subject before. I see clearly, that
in all the divers baptisms of the first covenant,
plunging, dipping, is never used, unless prepara-
. tory to sprinkling, which constitutes the cleansing.
That sprinkling was the prescribed form. That
the word baptize is often used in the Bible in refer-
ence to persons and things sprinkled, and in which
plunging is out of the question. I must rely more
hereafter upon searching the Bible than I have
ever done.

S. While I set a proper value upon human
learning and attainments, I always prefer that
God’s word should be its own interpreter. In
matters of faith, I desire no one to believe me un-
less I can give him reasons from the Bible. I will
believe no one unless he can do the same. We
have now searched the Bible. We find that the
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word baptize is used in reference to pouring and
sprinkling, and things thus operated upon are said
to be baptized. That there is but one baptism,
the Christian baptism, in the name of the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Ghost. That these three
agree in one—that what is done in the name of
the Three, must be, and is, in the mode of the
Three. 1 Johnv. 8: There are three that bear
witness on earth: the Spirit, the water, and the
blood, and these agree in one. The Spirit is
poured out upon those baptized by it. The blood
and water are sprinkled upon those who are bap-
tized by them. The propheoy is, I will sprinkle
water upon him. The blood is sprinkled. 1 Peter
i. 2: Through sanctification of the Spirit, unto
obedience aund sprinkling of the blood of Jesus
Christ. Heb. xii. 26: The blood of sprinkling that
speaketh better things than the blood of Abel.
Truly they agree in one mode, as well as in one
object. In every case in which we search the
Seriptures for its usage of the word baptize, it
brings us to sprinkling and pouring as the mode.
You give me no prophecy, no thus saith the Lord,
nor thus doeth the Lord, no answer from the
Bible, why I should believe that nothing but
plunging is baptism.

Im. Brother, forgive me. I have had hard
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thoughts of your sincerity. I have spoken lightly
about your baby sprinkling, and have treated you
cruelly in acting towards you as an alien from the
commonwealth of Israel. Hereafter I will try to
do the will of God on earth as it is done in heaven.
And I will own that Presbyterians believe and
obey, one Lord, one faith, one baptism, like our-
selves. That their ordinances are valid, and own-
ed and accepted of God, and ought not to be re-
jected of men. I may be persecuted and cast out
a8 evil for so doing. But it is better to obey God
than man. And in following the truth that em-
braces the charity of the Gospel, I know that I am
following Christ.



NOTE A.

8. I do not believe, however, that any baptism,
by any mode, took place here. The word refers
to the fact, that the children of Israel here became
entirely separated and freed from their former
state of bondage, and entered into a new relation
and condition under Moses. Dedicated, conse-
crated unto Moses, or the new condition, is the
idea. And is the same referred to by the
Apostle, Romans vi. 3, 4, in which believers are
represented as being dedicated, consecrated, by
passing from the old condition of bondage of sin,
into Jesus Christ, a new condition of holiness, un-
der Jesus. If the usage of the word baptize is not
confined to the idea of plunging, but refers to con-
secration, dedication, change of condition, of ap-
pearance, &c. Aund your plea of its havmg only
one meaning must be erroneous.
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PREFACE.

THE author of this little work, first published
it at the request of the Synod of North Carolina.
It has found great favor among those who desire
to be wise according to what is written in the
Scriptures. It has also been a favorite theme for
review and attack by others. The author has
received reviews of it from the North, East,
South and West. The old editions, numerous as
they have been, are all exhausted, and the loud
and numerous calls for a fresh supply, occasion
this new edition. It is given to the public with
the sincere desire that all who read it may be
baptized into the Lord J esus, by that Holy
Spirit by which we are baptized into one body.
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S —

Sprinkler. 1 understand that the communion of
the Lord’s Supper is to be administered in your
church, and that you have invited the members of
sister churches to unite with you, on that occasion.
I wish to enjoy fhat privilege.

Immerser. To what church do you belong?

S. As Christ only died for me, I would, in re.
‘membering him, forget all other names; and re-
joice with all who love him, to show forth his
death. But you may call that “branch of the
true Vine” on which I bring forth my fruit, the
thorough-going BisLE BapTist church.

Im. Then you believe in Baptism ?

S. I believe in the Lord Jesus Christ. And I
regard baptism as of divine command, binding on
all who are fit subjects of the kingdom of heaven,

Im. You have then obeyed it ?

S. Yes; on a profession of faith, after I waa

thirty years old.
1
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Im. Brother, [ am glad to meet with you,and do
most cordially invite you to the table of your Lord.
For we immersers are opposed to “close com-
munion.” But will you permit me to see your
letters ?

S. Certainly. Here is my certificate.

Im. (After reading.) I am sorry that I cannot
recognize you as belonging to the Church of Christ.

S. Is not my certificate a good one? Isnot the
Presbyterian church, a church of Christ ?

Im. Presbyterians do not hold with believers’®
baptism.

S. Indeed they do. They believe, that the
promise is to believers and to their seed, and
that none but believers can claim the privileges
and use of this seal of the covenant. They re-
quire that believers and their household should be
baptized, according to the practice of the Apostles
in obedience to the command of Jesus. As Lydia
and her household, Acts xvi. 15. The jailer and
all his, Actsxvi. 33, The household of Stephanos;
1 Cor. i. 16. You do not require half as much
baptism as we do. Therefore I said you might
call mine the thorough-going BiBLE Baprisr
CuurcH.

Im. You know that there is but one door into the
sheepfold. And he that enters not in at the door,
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but climbeth up some other way, is a thief and a
robber. Baptism is the door into the church.

S. Christ is the door. And he who enters in
by him shall be saved, and none other. Do you
not believe that some presbyterians have t.hus en-
tered and will be saved ?

Im. Certainly.

S. Then they cannot be thieves and robbers;
for none such can enter heaven. They must have
entered in by the right way ; which is not by a mode
of baptigm, but by repentance for sin, faith in the
Lord Jesus, and newness of life.

Im. 1 sincerely believe that there is but one bap-
tism. Presbyterians do not believe this. There-
fore I am compelled to reject them.

S. Indeed Presbyterians do hold, that there is
but one baptism. They never rebaptize.

Im. Ibelieve that the mode is essential to bap-
tism, or that the mode and baptism is the same
thing. And can prove that there is but one
mode, Eph. iv. 5, one Faith, one Lord, one Bap-
tism.

S. The Bible does not say, one mode of bap-
tism, but, one baptism. I believe in but one bap-
tism ; the Christian baptism with water, in the
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. What
more would you require of me?
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Im. If there is but one baptism, I suppose that
there can be but one mode.

'S. It is not worth while to talk about suppo-
sitions. If the Bible is silent about it, have we
the right to say that a man is disobedient who be-
lieves in baptism, because he cannot agree with us
about that which neither he nor we can find in the
Bible ?

Im. Our church has determined that there is
but one mode, and that none shall commune with
us, nor we with them, unless they believe as we do
on this subject. But we are not close communists,
we throw the door wide open. You shut it against
yourself. Believe as we do, and come in and wel-
come. Besides you treat others in the same way,
and will not let them join your church unless they
adopt your creed.

S. True, we do not receive into church member-
ship, such as reject our doctrines. But we do ad-
mit to church fellowship all who believe in the
Lord Jesus and follow him, although they may not
desire to become members of our church. Iam
not seeking to become a member of your church,
but only demanding access to the table of our
Lord. IfI am his, he is mine, and I have a right
to his covenant gifts wherever I find them.

Im. I have often felt that it would be pleasant
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and profitable to me, to commune with others
But as I am bound not to wound the feelings of
my brethren, I have always refused to join in
communion with other denominations.

S. Are not all our brethren for whom Christ
died? Is there no danger of wounding the feel-
ings of a large number of them, by unchurching
them; denying the validity of their ministry and
ordinances ; refusing them Christian communion ;
and, in this respect, treating them as publicans
and sinners, while you cannot show the least au-
thority for it from the word of God? But you
said, that you sometimes felt like communing
with us. Who shut the door against you? Did
we not open it wide, and invite you in, not as a
member of our church, but as, what is far better,
a member of Christ? Did you not shut it your-
self, against yourself, as you do against us ?

Im. Brother, you are too hard upon us. We do
not deny that Presbyterians are ministers of
Christ. We are happy to labor with them as
such, and do it.

S. Yes; just in the same way that you would
labor with any private Christian, but in no other.
Do you acknowledge their right to administer the
ordinances of Christ? Will you receive them at
their hands? Do you not rebaptize those that
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they have baptized? WIll you administer the
ordinance of the Eucharist to them? None but
ministers have a right to administer these ordi-
nances. Will you permit us, invite us, either to
administer or to partake of them? Certainly not.
And yet, denying us our rights, and forbidding
when you can do it, even our wives an¥ children
to commune with us as ministers or Christians,
you say, we are too hard in chargiog this upon
you. What more could you do to deny the va-
lidity of our ministry, and our title to the covenant
of Christ's salvation? Do you not believe that
God blesses the ministry of Presbyterians, and
trains up in that church many shining lights, with
whom you hope to commune in heaven ?

Im. Yes; but we must wait until we get to
heaven, before we can distinguish between the ig-
norance and disobedience whigh God may forgive,
and that which seems, to us, fo be an open viola-
tion of his law.

S. We are taught to pray: Thy will be done on
earth as it is in heaven. If God will commune
with us in heaven, and does it now on earth, how
can you refuse to do it now, while you know you
will have to do it in heaven? Modes make no
difference with God, neither on earth nor in
heaven. Why should they with men? We must
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not call nor treat that as common, or unclean,
which God the Father has cleansed, Acts x. 5. A

Im. 1 would like to change the subject. I am
bound to contend for the faith. I can prove bap-
tism must always be performed by immersion, and
that nothing but immersion is baptism. And,
that unless a person is immersed, he is not bap-
tized.

S. How will you do it ?

Im. First from the meaning of the word in the
Hebrew, Greek, Latin, Dutch, and other diction-
aries.

S. I am not acquainted with all these lan-
guages. Can you tell me who made these die-
tionaries. Were they holy men, inspired by God,
full of the Holy Spirit. Or were they heathens,
ignorant of even the first principles of Revelation ?

Im. Some of them may have been good men.
None of them were inspired. And many of them
were unacquainted with the truths of Revelation,
and were infidels, heathens, and pagans.

S. I have heard good and learned men, on both
sides, contend that the dictionaries were in their
favor. God, however, has not commanded me to
search the dictionaries, but the Scriptures, for a
knowledge of his will. They were recorded by
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holy men, God speaking unto them by the Holy
8pirit. But how are dictionaries made ?

Im. Learned men read and study a language.
They find out what meaning those who use a lan-
guage, give to its words. They then write down
the word, and give the meaning of it as used by
the natives, giving the most learned of their au-
thors as authority.

S. You mean that a good dictionary-make
always refers to the works of a man for authority
that he used a word with a certain meaning.

Im. Yes; that is what constitutes a valuable
dictionary.

S. The men then who make a dlctlouary from
the Bible must always be able to show that the
inspired penmen used the word in a certain way,
and can refer to different passages in their works
and in proof of the definition ?

Im. Most certainly.

S. It would not be a good dictionary which at-
tempted to prove what meaning Paul attached to
a word, by proving from the works of Homer, that
Homer used the word with that meaning ? '

Im. Certainly not. He must prove from Paul’s
own words, Paul’s meaning.

S. Well then, can you furnish me with a dio-
tionary that gives me chapter and verse from the
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the beginning. In the first instance he selected
Abraham, then the Jewish nation, and kept them
by covenant as his peculiar people, requiring
them to affix the seal of the kingdom on all who
were to be taught in that kingdom. That is
those upon whom the responsibility of teaching
devolved, were required to enter into a sealed
engagement, the seal being placed on the pupil,
in reference to every individual committed to their
authority, children, servants, and even strangers
who desired to become subjects of God’s king-
dom, that they would teach them the ways of
God; and God sealed his faithfulness to be their
God while they continued thus to keep his cove-
nant.. How often, how urgently, the duty of
teaching their sons, and their son’s son’s genera-
tions yet unborn, is pressed upon Gods, people
under the old dispensation, need not here be re-
peated. The Scriptures are full of it. "At the
coming of Christ, the wall of partition between
Jew and Gentile was broken down. (Ephes. 2:
14.) That is, no new church was established, but
the Jews were no longer to be the alone people of
God, and only members of his kingdom. Not
one nation, but many, all, were to be sprinkled.
(Is. 52: 15.) Christ sent out his disciples to do
this, saying: Go teach all nations. Gather the
2
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kingdoms of this world into the kingdom of God
and of His Christ. The time to sprinkle many
pations has come. Affix the seal of your faith-
fulness to teach, and mine to bless; baptize
them ; sprinkle them with clean water, (Ezek.
36: 25;) ¢ teach them to observe whatever I have
commanded you. Lo, I will be with you’
They shall be unto me a people, and I will be
their God. The apostles went forth, teaching
everywhere the things pertaining to the king-
dom, urging upon all to take upon themselves
this seal. And the reason they gave for it (Acts
2:39)is “For the promise is unto you, and to
your children, and to all who are afar off, even
as many as the Lord your God shall call” The
promise is not withdrawn from you nor your seed,
although you crucified the Lord ; nor is it now
confined to you; you are no longer the only peo-
ple of God. The time for the sprinkling, the pu-
rifying of the nations, the lifting up of the stand-
ard to the people, is here : and all may enter into
thé kingdom, and labor in the service of God, and
seal their engagement to be his, to learn of him,
and teach his ways to others. And the great
duty of teaching was the constant work of the
disciples, as numerous passages in the Scriptures
prove. :
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Pres. Yes. The object of the Church, the
kingdom of God, is the same in every age and
nation. The work of turning the people from
darkness to light, of training up a peoplo for
God, has ever been the great work of those in
God’s kingdom of salvation. The difficulty of
the work is as great now as it ever was. And so
also is the responsibility. God calls to no duty
without providing grace for its performance. He
gave the fathers a sealed engagement to be with
them. And in providing some better thing for
us, (Heb. 11 : 40,) surely he has not withdrawn
his covenant and his seal, but has established it -
forever.

Par. You have my thanks for this view of the
subject. I see that baptism, being a seal of the
new dispensation, is intended for the benefit of
those who have to teach. I had been led astray,
by supposing that it had no such bearing, and
was intended only for the benefit of those who
were to be baptized. As I could not see how in-
fants were benefited by it, and had often heard
infant baptism ridiculed and reviled by good men
who certainly were sincere in their opposition to
“ baby sprinkling,” as they called it, and could
not readily answer the question, What good does it
do? I now see that the sympathy and compassion
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and mercy of God may, in the ordinance, be ex-
tended to the helpless, needy, responsible parent.
I know that it is my duty to teach my children,
to train them up in the nurture and admonition of
Lord. In looking at their condition, sinful by
nature, at enmity with God, in friendship with the
world, the flesh, and the devil, the enemies of
God and of their souls—at my own proneness
to neglect my duty, as well as at my weakness
and ignorance—the sense of the awful obligation
resting upon me is overwhelming, and I feel that
I need all that a covenant-making and a cove-
nant-keeping God can do for me, to enable me to
be found faithful, so that at the last I may appear
before him clear of the blood of my children, and
say with joy, Here, Lord, am I, and the children
thou didst give me. If God do not help me,
both I and my children are lost, so far as my ef-
forts are concerned.

Pres. It is evident that in order to secure the
blessings of the Gospel, and to preserve the
knowledge of God among men, early, constant,
and great attention must be given to children.
The Christian Church must scout the infidel no-
tion of neglecting the early religious training of
children. Scoffers of God cunningly speak of
leaving the infant mind unbiased, and of suffering
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it to grow up in ignorance of God, and in negleot
of his truth, until it is old enough to judge for it-
self, well knowing that the man is but the trained
child, and that those not taught from their youth
the oracles of God, and raised in his kingdom,
will not be most likely to enter into it in after-life,
or if they do, that they will not be thoroughly
armed with the truth, and able to resist every
wind of doctrine. God has ordered it otherwise.
In his works, and in his providence, as well as in
the principles of his kingdom, he has intimately
woven together the destmies of parent and child,
and calls aloud continually on the responsible
party, the parent, by every joy and every woe,
both for time and eternity, to be found faithful to
his trust. That there may be no failure charge-
able on him, he gives the parent an unbounded
influence, which nothing but that parent’s folly
can destroy, over the unformed mind of his child.
To this he adds an authority almost unlimited,
nay, entirely unlimited in all matters touching
subjects in which the parent and the child are
alone concerned. To this he has added the
completo obedience of the child in its simple re-
lation as a child toa parent. In all classes where
God has not constituted other powers to determine
between the parent and the child, the child is
.2
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bound to submit to the parent, who is in such
oases answerable, not to the child, but to God,
for his decision. There is no man who can diec-
tate to me what I shall do with my child. Iam
to select its amusements, its pursuits, its instraec-
tion. I can raise it up with a passion for vice,
and a hatred for virtue. I can teach it to ab-
hor and despise, or what is almost as fearful and
awful, to neglect the great salvation, and all the
interests of God's kingdom. I can take it and
raise it among heathens abroad, or like a heathen
at home, in entire ignorance of God. I can im-
press upon it a full belief in the dark cruelties of
heathenism and idolatry. I can make it a bigot
and a fanatic either in religion or in infidelity.
Who can prevent it but God alone! In a word,
God has so constituted the parental relation as to
put it within my power to exercise untold evil-
influences over my child. I do not need di-
vine aid to neglect or mistake my duty, and to
ruin my child. I am strong enough for this in
my infirmity, and if left to myself, I will certainly
do it. But I cannot make my child love God,
and delight in his commandments. I cannot
make it a new creature, nor do my duty, nor
raise my child up in favor with God and man,
unless God give me grace for grace. Has he

P —— %
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laid upon me those awful duties and heavy re-
sponsibilities, and refused to be my covenant
God? Surely, if I am Abraham’s child, I have
the rights of my father, and God will not with-
draw his covenant. He has not done it. I rely
upon his promise to be with me. I long to en.
gage him in covenant to aid me in teaching my
child to observe whatsoever he has commanded,
and gladly affix his seal to the transaction.
Par. But is it not your duty, as a minister, to
baptize all you have to teach ? .
Pres. Certainly. And I always delight to do
it when lawfully required. In the beginning of
God’s Kingdom every parent, like Abraham,
acted as a priest or minister for God, in his own
fomily, and affixed the seal of the covenant him-
self on those for whose instruction he was respon-
sible. Afterwards, for the better ordering of the | 711 Uit
Church, Ministers were especially appointed to s Ui
act as stewards for God and for his people. Were .
there no appointed ministry to which is entrusted F’nw .
the application of the seal, each parent would be \
-bound, as formerly, to apply it himself But
now, none but ministers can do it, and that only
by the lawful consent and application of those
interested and responsible. It is the duty of
ministers to affix the seal in all cases in which
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they meet with those who honestly desire to enter
into covenant with God to do their duty. They
are not required to affix it on the application of
the ungodly. Nay, they dare not do it in such
a case. Ps. 50 : 16—“For what have the
wicked to do, that thou shouldst take my cove-
pant into thy mouth, saith the Lord?” They
cannot apply the seal when the party is unwilling
to learn of Christ, and does not intend to keep
the covenant. Nor can it be done where the re-
sponsible party refuses assent.

Par. I see now that without the consent of pa-
rents, the commission of the Saviour cannot be ful-
ly exeouted. Families constitute nations. To bap-
tize nations, then, it is necessary to baptize those
belonging to families. God constitutes the parents
the responsible head of families. You go and offer
to instruct the children of a family. ~ The parents
assert their responsibility, and refuse their con-
sent. They tell you that they have no confidence
in you nor in your doctrine. They look upon both
a8 highly dangerous to the best interests of their
children, for whose religious instruction God has
made them responsible. They will not hear you.
You insist on the duty of baptizing their chil-
dren. They tell you that that is their concern,
none of yours, and will not consent that you should
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doit. What can you do? You dare not deny
the correctness of their position. You dare not
. usurp their authority, nor teach their children to
disobey it. All that remains for you is, to let
them meet the result of their decision at the judg-
ment. Happy for the domestic arrangement,
God's word checks the disposition to creep into
men’s houses and to interfere with their duties.
In no case, either that of adults or of infants and
children, and servants, can ministers baptize
without obtaining the consent of the responsible
person, that is, the one on whom God has ‘placed
the respounsibility. Nor dare it then be done un-
less you have reason to believe that the person
thus consenting and applying intends to keep
God’s covenant.

Pres. You are correct in this view. Many
years ago a warm personal friend of mine applied
to me to baptize his child. He was a lover of
pleasure more than of God. I told him that I
was glad to find that he was disposed to do his
duty, and stood prepared to do mine whenever he
was ready. He thanked me, and said that as soon
as all things were in readiness, he would inform
me. Some time afterwards he came to let me
know that “the christening” frock and cap, the
pig, the lamb, the fowls, the cake, the wines and
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liquors, were all ready, and the day fixed and
the company invited, and he hoped I would come
and baptize his child. I told him that I was
ready. “But come, let us talk a little about this
matter. What would you think, if I, acting as
clerk of the county, would affix the seal of the
county to a covenant which I knew was made
oontrary to law? What would you say if I
were to administer an oath to & man who would
perjure himself, when I had it in my power to
warn him of the sin and to prevent it, yet would
not do it?” He replied that he would have a
contemptuous opinion of me in either case.
“ Well, my friend,” I continued, “what right
bave you to the Lord’s seal? Do you love God
and keep his commandments? Do you feel that
that child’s immortal interests are of deep con-
cern to you? Are you anxious and determined
to raise it for God, believing that he has, in a
great measure, committed its eternal destinies to
your keeping? Are you convinced that you
need divine assistance in the discharge of your
duty? Are you resolved to seek it, in faith and
obedience? Do you believe in Jesus, and rely
upon him to be with you and bless you in your
efforts to lead your child to him? If so, I am
‘ready.” He seemed astonished, and, after a little

- —————— .
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reflection, confessed that he was totally unfit for
entering into a solemn covenant with God. He
did not mean to be a hypocrite, and knew that he
cared too little for religion himself to undertake
to bind himself to teach others that which he felt
so little interest in, and which, for the present, he
did not profess to obey. He was not offended, but
thanked me for saying him from a solemn mockery
of God.

Par. You, as a minister of God, could not
affix your Lord’s seal to an engagement with one
who did not intend to be faithful, and who had
neither love nor faith in Christ, nor felt the need
of his presence.

Pres. That you may more fully understand
my views, I will give you the form I use when
I affix the seal in parental baptism: “Do you
the parent or parents, acknowledge it to be your -
duty to teach this child to observe all things
whatsoever Christ Jesus has commanded? Do
you feel that you have neither strength nor wis-
dom of yourself to discharge this duty aright?
Do you believe, with your heart, that Jesus is the
Christ, the Son of God—that in him dwelleth the
fulness of the Godhead bodily, and that he can
give you grace to enable you to do your duty, as
well as to save you from sin? Are you now
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~f

ol WS _willing to enter into covenant with him to train
I W “this child up for him? Are you willing to seal
Y 1t with the seal of the covenant?’ On receivin
W Sl DVelael! g
NV S the proper answers, I, ministering in the name of
umjh \\bthe Father, Son and Holy Spirit, one God, and
STV the only true God, baptize the child; that is, I
el e affix the seal of the covenant in the name and be-
- half of the parties, by which the parent engages
AERY P
¥ 0~ to teach the child, and Jesus promises to be with
,\"’ 1;;' him and to render the teaching effectual. In
. = (z”‘”cases in which I have reasons to believe that the
~ 09, parent is deceived, and does not rely upon Christ
\C'\‘I \‘5 a3 the end of the law for righteousness, I cannot
Maclpl e apply the seal,
‘wnwaw W Par. Truly, baptism may be of great. benefit
M adA ks to the Church and to parents, without its benefits
4 Lg\sd being confined to the child. God, in prov1dmg,
v Whowever, for the necessities of the pafents, has
\m insured, by the best means, the good of the off-
| \fﬂ“"" 2, spring.
B ‘:“x” "\ Pres, In endeavoring to carry into execu-
' S-'”‘ ‘x;"“' tion the command to teach all nations and to bap-
et ®haxfize them, my first step must be to gain the con-
5‘ Seod. sent of those who are responsible, and then to
‘“ * Wm.vrequlre that they be qualified to enter into cove-
R A ~twascnant. Adults, upon whom alone the responsi-
T a \\5-bility rests, must repent and believe in Jesus, be-
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fore they can  contract covenant engagements.
Thus the Apostles required the heads, the respon-
sible ones, to repent and to believe, and to show
their faith by obedience, before they were per-
mitted to claim the promise for their children.
(Acts 2 : 38, 39.)

. Par. But as many adults were baptized who
bad no children, how does your principle hold
good ? .

Pres. My principle is, that for the benefit of
those who are responsible for the religious train-
ing of those who belong to the kingdom of God,
Christ established the sealed ordinance of baptism,
and that it cannot be applied, except to those
for whose benefit it is established. It is not pro-
vided for the wicked. Therefore an adult must
be convertéd before he can claim it. He is re-
sponsible for his own religious instruction. Up-
on himself rests all the responsibility. He is
bound to become acquainted with the mysteries
of redemption, to grow in grace and in the
knowledge of God. No one is bound for him.
Everything is in his own hands. No one can
stand for him. His whole accountability is be-
tween himself and God. If he then feel his obli-
gation to learn and to observe whatever Christ
has commgnded, and the need of his Saviour's

3
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grace to enable him to do it, he must be willing
to seal his engagements, and to see to it that he
is found diligent in the use of the means neces-
sary for his instruction, and which will enable
him to claim the fulfilment of the Saviour’s sealed
promise to be with him. Whenever an adult is
thus prepared and willing to enter into cove-
nant, Christ’s ministers must affix the seal of the
covenant. It is done on the ground of his indi-
vidual act and capacity. When this responsi-
bility rests upon another, that other is bound to
meet it, by having the seal affixed, as Christ
directed it, upon the persons to be taught, for the
benefit of the teacher. So the principle is the
same. When I baptize an adult, I ask, “Do
you feel your responsibility to ascertain your
duty in the kingdom of God, and to doit? Do
you feel your inability, and the desire as well as
the necessity of divine aid to enable you to learn
of Christ and to keep his commandments? Do
you believe in Jesus Christ, and can you rely on
him, with a living faith, for grace and strength
to enable you to live to his glory? Are you
T e willing to enter into covenant with Christ, and to
o Ve seal it with his seal, that you will endeavor to’
. N\\\’edeem your responsibility, and be found dili-
‘ ‘._"“x ane, ently and faithfully learning and doing his will,

W}\IQ& (.)4‘,\\)« w\t/(\- Q/V\NN\W\\.L T"\M V1 Dd'
“ede \AA, ou(‘ HATROvgls ﬂm.L o Y
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as He shall give you grace?” On ‘receiving tho
proper answer, as in the case of parental baptism, -
I, ministering in the stead of Christ and by his
authority, say to the adult, “ Arise and be bap-
tized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name
of the Lord Jesus.” (Acts 22 : 16.) When he
arises on his feet, I baptize him, that is, affix the
seal of his faithfulness and of Christ's to the cove-
nant engagement, on the party whose consent
must be obtained, and on whom the duty of in-
struction devolved, thus sccuring, in both cases,
the training up in the kingdom a seed to serve
God. .
Par. I do not see how infant salvation can be
proved, unless infant baptism is right.

Pres. No; for if infants do not belong to the.
kingdom of God, they cannot be saved. And if Wi\x
they do, they have a right to the privileges and Jx ) o
benefits of the ark of the covenant. None but \‘Hiw&:
Noah’s family entered with him into the ark., =~ _

" He and his were in covenant with God. He “iumvis
was a just man, and perfect in his generations, },)" |

¢, lll v
v\.(,“,..

and walked with God. (Gen. 6 : 9.) Gody,. |
made a covenant with him. He found grace in‘y‘ N
his eyes. Peter, in speaking of Noah and hisJ,} (;fv‘;x

family being saved in the Ark, (1 Peter, 3 : 21,) &)
says: “The like figure whereunto even baptism ~ =

~
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doth also now save us.” That is, the covenant
confirmed by the death and resurrection of Christ
saves all within the kingdom, as the covenant
saved all in the ark. None but those in the king-
dom and covenant can claim the blessing. ‘
Par. I cannot see how it is possible to carry
into execution the baptismal command, unless the
persons to be taught are also baptized. For the
one is as positively enjoined as the other. The
work of baptism without teaching, and of teach-
ing without baptism, would both be incomplete.
And you have very correctly observed, that the
promise given to encourage in a work, would be
a singular one, if withheld until the work was
done. Such inconsistency is not found in the
Gospel. The promise is given while it is needed,
and executed when useful, while the work is be-
ing done. And it is affixed on the persons to be
instructed, that those accountable for the work
may be reminded of their duty, and of the ground
of their success at the same time. I would not
be deprived of this covenant promise of my God,
for all that the world calls good and great. I
have been ungrateful; and, instead of blessing
God for his condescending kindness and match-
less wisdom in securing to me my Saviour's
sealed promise to bless me and aid me in the in-
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struction of my family, I have even hesitated
as to its propriety! forgetting that the parent
needs as much, if not more, aid and help as the
child ; and that if baptism does not do the child
any good, its value is far above rubies to the
parent; and that if the child does not under-
stand it, nor value it when he does, the parent
can understand it, and prize more than he does
fine gold.

Pres. Persons who deny the validity of parental
baptism, little think that their view weakens the
evidence of the truth of the Bible. For the doec-
trine of infants being baptized facilitates the proof
of the truth of the Scriptures.

Par. How s0?

Pres. The chief arguments in favor of the
inspiration of the Bible are drawn from prophecy
and miracle. An infidel applies to those who
deny parental or household baptism, for eviden-
ces that the Bible is the word of God. He is
referred to the prophecies, and told that he will
find them verified always at the time of their fal--
filment, or when the prophets said they would be.
fulfilled. He takes the prophecy in the 49th of
Isaiah, in which Zion, the Church, mourning-
over the loss of the Jews, who were to be cast.
out, is comforted with the promise of a more

3%
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abundant progeny from among the Gentiles in
the Gospel dispensation. (Isaiah 49:22.) Thus
saith the Lord God, Behold I will lift up my
hands to the Gentiles, and set up my standard to

. o the people. And they shall bring thy (the

Church’s) sons in their arms, and thy (the
1 e

Church’s) daughters on their shoulders, &e.

‘ W\W He knows that it was customary when the Jews
L "\M\wﬁlly belonged to Zion, for the sons only to be
-‘.‘M»\ brought, and have the seal affixed to them. He
“"‘“U\g inquires, Are the male and female infants now

AW
\

‘h\;\*

brought as the sons and daughters of Zion? He
does not ask if the sons are brought; for that
wwas what the prophets were accustomed to wit-

’W" iﬁess, and might bave expected. But are the in-

LAk

)Want females also brought into the Church? He
is answered, No; there is no such custom in the
true believer's Church; that some, through the

“invention of man, or instigation of the Pope, or
the Devil, have attempted to impose “ baby-sprink-
ling” on the Church. But that the Great Foun-
tain of the New Dispensation received none into
it but those who were 'able to come themselves.
The language of that prophecy was only figura-
tive. Figurative of what? Do you send me
to your prophecies for facts, and then tell me
ithey are only figures to which nothing answers
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in the Church? If this be the course, to figure
away facts, your prophecies and miracles may all
be figured away to mean anything or nothing. Is
it likely that such an inquirer would be satisfied
with such evidence ?

Pay. T think not.

Pres. He comes to those who adhere to the
covenant sealed with baptism. He makes the
same inquiries about this prophecy. He is told
to wait until the next Sabbath, then come and
see. He attends Church on that day. The min-
ister states the fact that God’s kingdom is a
covenanted kingdom, and the covenant is made
with the members of that kingdom for the benefit
of all belonging to it. That those of whom God \vi v
. requires the religious training of the infant sub-\} 5. 1
jects of that kingdom, Zion’s childre®, are bound { v .;
to bring them into the Church, and affix on them i *’,,tj‘;
God’s seal and theirs; that under the Leviti-} \ :
cal dispensation only infant males were thus st
brought. But that in Christ Jesus there is nei- V.Ui;“
ther male nor female, no distinction, and now','.5 .
both male and female infants must be brought (* " ’
and receive the seal that God has ordained to be Nt
placed on those who, as children of the kingdom ; AL
(the Church), are to be taught to understand and \ v
obey the commands of that kingdom. He calls ‘\'Wwwy

Ju‘wk,\c\,\ "o .. .
\ Vu ) ©
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upon those upon whom the responsibility of doing
this rests, to come forward and enter into cove-
nant and apply the seal. Parents arise and bring
the infant sons and daughters of Zion in their
arms and on their shoulders, and engage to raise
them for God. The infidel is astonished. He
asks, Has this always been the custom since the
Gentiles took the place of the Jews in the Church?
He is told that it hath been so even from the be-
ginning. That for hundreds of years after the
introduction of Christianity, it was the universal

.+ custom of the Churches, and not one word was

“>ever heard against it, as being contrary to the

i\&Mea.mi?-oaspel during that time. And that although

some have since rejected it, it is still the custom
of an overwhelming portion of the branches in
the true Vine, among the Gentiles. Would he
not be convinced that this prophecy is not fig-
ured away? That all is plain and literally ful-
filled ?

Par. I am satisfied that there is much advan-
tage to be derived from regarding the Bible in
its simplicity, and making it as little figurative
as its oriental language will admit, and where it
can be done, to give a literal interpretation to its
statements} both of facts and doctrines. I have
received injury, and known others who have
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suffered from the effort to figure away things
that seemed to be plain, because they militated
against some favorite theory. .Thus, when some
who contend that the word to daptize, means to
immerse, that is, to put under the water, and
means nothing else in the New Testament, are
pointed to the place in Acts 2d,in which it is
said expressly by Peter, to be done by pouring,’ \f)\h’
they say that it is figurative; while there never (.., 2

was a plainer matter-of-fact occurrence in the Tk, \
world than this baptism of the Holy Ghost. o

ex;;gl-

Pres. There can be no complete following of ™",
Christ, unless Infant, or as I think it is more
properly called, Parental Baptism (for it is ex-
tended for the benefit of the parent), be followed.

Par. How so?

Pres, I am required to say to others, Be ye
followers of me, as I am of Christ Jesus. Now,
if I follow one who refuses the seal of God’s cov-
enant to the infant of his kingdom, and Jesus
did not refuse it, am I following him, as he fol-
lows Jesus? Jesus himself was a minister of
the circumcision, of a Church which recognized
the principle of applying the seal of the covenant
on infants, for the truth of God, to confirm the
promises made unto the fathers, and that the
Gentiles might glorify God for his mercy. (Ro-
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mans 15: 8,9, 10.) And while establishing on
earth that very Church in which the Gentiles
should rejoice with his people, he rebuked in
anger those who attempted to prevent infants
being brought unto him. He took them in his
arms, laid his hands upon them, and blessed
them ; and he said, Suffer little children to
come, as these come, that is, brought by their pa-
rents, unto me and forbid them not. And the
-reason he gives for it is, “ They are of the king-
dom of God” A kingdom which recognizes
the principle of parental engagements, with a
=~ covenant seal, to call on God for help to raise
their children thus planted in his house, that
they may flourish in the courts of their God,
and still bring forth fruit in their old age. (Ps.
92:13) If Jesus did minister in a Church
which affixed the seal of the kingdom to infants,
and asserted their right to be brought to him for
his blessing, on the ground that they still belong-
ed to his kingdom, it is in vain for any one to
pretend to follow him, yet refuse fellowship with
those who, like him, minister to, and receive in-
fants into the Church.
No reader. of the New Testament can fail
to observe, that Jesus intended in some way that
infants should be publicly received in his name,

i
i
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Whosoever receiveth this little child in my name,
receiveth me; and whosoever shall receive me,
receiveth him that sent me. That is, I and the
Father are one. There is a perfect agreement
in the Godhead as to the principles of our king-
dom. He received infants into the Church; so
do I; so must you. If ye desire to receive me,
ye must be humble like a little child, and receive
my doctrine, own your duty as an obedient ser-
vant, and do it without murmuring, or aspiring
after what you esteem great things. Be not
above attending to any work, however trouble-
some or small it may appear. (Luke 9 : 48;
Matthew 18:1; Mark 9:37.) Now, do those
who reject infant baptism, in any manner, mode,
form or shape, pretend publicly to receive infants,
in the name of Jesus? From the unyielding
zeal they manifest in following, what they call,
the example of Jesus in being immersed, even
when their whole authority for it is drawn from
supposition, and heathen authors, and not from
the mode as it is invariably alluded to in the
Bible, it was {0 be supposed, that in some way
they would receive little infants in the name of
Jesus, by taking such as were brought by their
parents, unable to come themselves, into their
arms, laying their hands upon them, declaring
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hem to be of the kingdom of God, and blessmg
them. But no such thing is to be found. ¢ The
infants would be ignorant of the whole transac-
tion, and after they grew up, might show that it
C did them no good.” Truly, men must humble
—g 7Lthemselves as little infants, to the level of their

- ignorance, if they wish to walk not in man’s
wwdom, but in that wisdom which is from above.
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S Q Those who deny infant_ba _Apjlsm, do not follow
;’, 5 Christ in rccexvm& infants. Those who receive
é S , them;, receive and baptize them in the name of

T s

-+ Jesus. And this is the only way in which any
 who pretend to understand the Bible, know that
3 ‘3 it can be done. Is it following Christ to follow

,---those who thus refuse to receive little children
in his name, and who ridicule and excommuni-
~ cate those who do?

Par. 1 have often heard ministers say to
children, Jesus invites you to come to him. But
I am satisfied that in the instance recorded (Luke
18: 15,) that the true meaning is, suffer them
to be brought. Luke says, ¢ they were in-
' Jfants” (Mark 10:14) Jesus says: Suffer the
L3 & , little children, that is, those that were brought,
15u.  tocome. If so, they must be brought; there is
\;“/ no other way in which they can come. Yet
they are unconscious and ignorant of the whole
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transaction, and in after life may despise the
whole affair.  But this only confirms the re-
mark you made, that it may, nevertheless, be
their right to be brought. Their ignorance and
after abuse did not destroy their right then, nor
does it now. I now wonder, how any could
evade the force of this position. I know that it
is not a very pleasant thought to some, that there
is no bringing, in a visible outward form, of infants
into their Church. And I knew a man who be- . T
came much offended with a Methodist mmlster, :
for saying, that the only two places in which in-
fants had no membership were hell and the Bap-"ttA&+
tist Church.

Pres. We know that Christ was with his
Church in the wilderness (Acts 7 : 38). We
read (1 Corinthians 10 : 4), that all of the fa-
thers, that is, the whole Jewish nation, was bap-
tized-at that time, children and all. To say that
it was only for temporal blessings and kingdoms
that this Church was established, will not do- for
it is expressly said, that it had spiritual blessings
(1 Corinthians 10 : 3, 4).  “ For they did all eat
of the same spiritual meat; and did all drink of
the same spiritual drink. (For they drank of
that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that
Rock was Christ.”) Nor will it answer to say

4
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that that baptism was not the baptism of the
present dispensation. For it was the baptism of
the Church under Jesus Christ, he being with
it at the time. He then gave an illustration of
what he means by “ baptizing a nation.” When
be did it, infants and all were included. When

. he commands it to be done, so it should be done,
R R

or we do not follow his principle, nor him, unless

“t\wwewibie forbids it. He has not commanded a part to
1wt be left out: nor did he leave out a part.

L

¥

et

\R}\f AN W}

++X While Christ was going about-doing good, and

teaching by example as well as precept the prin-
ciples of his kingdom, he proved that he did not
intend to confine its benefits to adults, and that
infants and children should be excluded from
them, because they were incapable of exercising
faith. “TFeed my lambs,” those who are sus-
tained by food from the parent, is one of his com-
mands. Often, often did he thus bless children,
not those who were capable of coming, and who
did come to him, but those whose only way of
access was through the faith of the parents, even in
cases in which the children were ignorant of the
whole transaction. The case of a certain man’s

A Vb child who was a lunatic (Matth. 17 : 14. Luke
1«\,\,)'9 38)—of the nobleman whose son was sick

(John 4 : 49), the second miracle that Jesus did
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in Galilee—of a ruler whose daughter was even

now dead (Matth. 9 : 18)—the woman of Canaan

whose daughter was vexed with a devil (Matth. )

15 : 22)-—of James, whose daughter was nigh

dead (Mark 5:23), are of this order. He not

only thus proved. his power to bless, but the way

in which he does it in his kingdom, through the _ .

parent’s faith, * O woman, great is thy faith; I %L Q‘\.L

have not found so great faith, no, not in Isreal ;" s syu.d

according to your faith so be it done unto you,”; Y “Xu

&ec., is the way in which he then and now'M\\,“;""

blesses children, although they are unconsclous}( ‘

and ignorant, and do not understand it. Am I f—)

following Christ when I follow those who deny % T ‘.

this principle, and refuse to receive the children

on the faith of the parents? -

. Par. I see the force of this. Jesus wasa min;'\",'{w,»l» X
ister of a dispensation that recognized the duty of }0 tntnsh
parents sealing their infants with God’s seal, as R

an evidence of their obhcrauon to raisc them up Prned’ f

in_God’s kingdom. He also baptlzed all belongs !

ing to > that kingdom, infants and all, the whola ) dL

nation. He has recognized the same principle

under the new dispensation. Now, if there is no

prohibition in the gospel against it, the want of a

positive command would be no argument against

the perpetuation of a feature so invariably exer-
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cised, and so very important. We dare not refuse

to yield to a just and lawful inference all the

force of truth, as is sometimes done by those

who are fierce against inferences when they make

against their views, and very furious for them

when inferences alone can be conjured up to an-

swer their purpose. How is it possible to exclude

infants from the privileges of a covenant kingdom,

and from being a part of the nation to be bap-

tized? Only by inferences, which at the same

time would go a great deal farther than the ob-

N ~ jectors believe or desire. Let those who deny

s N ‘) “the validity of parental baptism show any pg_gi_ﬁ.za

! ' e command that it was not the design of Christ in

W ‘mi Jhstxtutmg the ordinance of baptism, among other

s " +things, to secure to the Church the religious in-

, < struction of the subjects of his kingdom, and to

:’ e W:‘: U%adl his truth and promise to be with them, and

! NJA render their diligence and faithfulness effectual
- 1 4 to the end to which they were addressed.

* el 'T7 Par. I am confident that this can never be

s ¢ ¢  shown. I seea light, a beauty, in the baptismal

" command I never saw before. Surely, the com

mandment is holy, just and good !
oy Pres. In order to evade parental baptism wo
"7 maust st be driven to the necessity of setting too light

'f’\"'. a value on the spirituality of the old d xsiensatwn

v WAL vMA.x.«j Veogr WD 0\
A “;‘“"\' QJ:‘\/\»- *‘ﬁ/!vl 2 L/ A~ "'V""M
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and thus dishonor God for keeping his kingdom
in such a worldly fix so long, making it only a
nation of the earth, and not of his Christ.

Par. T am aware that great efforts have been
made to invalidate the authority of the very
Secriptures our Saviour directed us to search, on
this and some other subjects. And many con-
tend that the Abrahamic and Sinaic covenants
only related to temporal affairs, and establish no
perpetual spiritual principle in the new dispen-
sation.

Pres. This is the more surprising, because we

are so frequently informed in the New Testament
* that the Church is built upon the Apostles and
Prophets, Christ Jesus being the chief corner-
stone—that the Church is oue, and only one—
one Lord, one faith, one baptism. Read Paul’s
Epistle to the Romans, especially the 10th chap-
ter. Does he there teach that the Church con
tained only temporal blessings; that it was worn
out, pulled down, removed and destroyed; and
that a new Church, on new principles, was
erected, the Jews being left out of it, and the
Gentiles received in? By no means. The
root remains. A branch (the Jews) is broken
off from it; another brauch (the Gentiles) is en-
grafted into it. When the ‘Jews return again

4’.
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will it be into & new Church? Not at all. They
will be engrafted into the same stock or root
from which they have been broken off, and into
which the Gentiles are inserted. Does this look
like a different Church? Now Paul, in thus
stating the matter, had learned of Christ. And
what had Christ said 2—¢ Other sheep I have
which are not of this fold (the Jewish). Them
I must also bring in” Where? Into the same
fold with the Jews. “ And there shall be (not a
new fold) but one fold, and one shepherd,” (John
10:16)) Read Galatians 3:8, 9—% And the
Scripture (that is, the writers of the Old Testa-
ment), foreseeing that God would justify the
heathen through faith, preached before the gospel
(not temporal things) unto Abraham, saying; In
thee shall all nations be blessed. So, then, they
that are of faith are blessed with faithful Abra-
ham.” Does this look like only temporal bless-
ings, or like a new Gospel and Church? The
Galatians had fallen into the error that, in order
to enjoy all the blessings of the covenant, they
must become Judaized. How does the Apostle
attempt to correct this impression? By denying
that there was any spirituality and gospel bless-
ings in the Abrahamic covenant? No; but the
\very reverse. He'shi)wed that, if they were
etk ol ety s VA Bensaa aade \“Wd’”
A
el e e e Titnals < Mwan o
Vvt tvahiidos sUTe s N (ﬂ[; e
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Christians, they and Abraham stood on the same
ground, and were partakers of the same gospel,
—that they were his children, and should be
blessed with him, without becoming Jews. That
is, the same principles of salvation, of gospel
blessings, were in both dispensations. They both
were one in principle. He did not pretend to
say that there was no gospel in the Abrahamie
covenant. Had there not been any, his ar-
gument would have been based on that fact.
But, on the contrary, he asserted that the gospel
was preached unto Abraham—that he possessed
its promises and was saved by its faith. But
yet he possessed mno advantage over you.
Wherefore seck, in the shadows of his dispensa-
tion, and the figures and types in which he was
taught, that very gospel which is now more
clearly revealed to you? I repeat it, if there
were nothing but temporal blessings in the Abra-
hamic covenant Paul would have told the Gala-
tians so. And it would have been his best means
of convincing them.

Hear the Apostle again: Heb. 4:2 He is
warning the Church against unbelief, from the
example of the Jews who perished. What is his
argument ? “ For unto us was the gospel
preached as well as unto them.” They falled
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through unbelief to attain its rest. Let us take
care how we treat the same gospel, lest we meet
the same end. But, to put the matter to rest,
read the 11th chapter of Hebrews. The Apos-
tle defines Christian faith, and then goes on with
a long list of holy men of old who possessed this
faith, and became distinguished by it. These
all died in faith, not having received (the fulfil-
ment of) the promises, but having seen them afar
off, and were persuaded of them, and embraced
them. They sought a heavenly country (not
temporal blessing), wherefore God is not
ashamed to be called their God. Yet, God bhad
determined that they without us should not be
perfect. In the 9th chapter of Hebrews, also,
the Apostle proves that the Jewish sanctuary
service was but the shadowing forth of the gos-
pel. Do these prove that there are two different
Churches? The same faith, the same promises,
the same atonement, the same covenant-making
and keeping God, the same rest, the same holi-
" ness, the same principles, and yet, one only tem-
poral, the other spiritual! It is utteriy impos-
sible! Nowhere in the Scriptures, either Old or
New, is the doctrine taught that Christ had two
Churches_built on two foundations. It is true
that the Church bas been under different dispen-
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sations, and its principles shining brighter and
brighter. But it has been always the same: a
covenant Church, bought and washed by the
blood of the Son of God. He who is “the glory
of his people Israel,” is the same who is “ a light
to lighten the Gentiles” (Luke 2:32), and is
“the true light which lighteneth every man
that cometh into the world.” (Jobn 1:9.) All
who have been saved have been saved in the

+ covenant, and constitute the General Assembly
of the Church of the first born, whose names are
written in Heaven. Unutil the coming of Christ
they were all received into the Chureh, of which
Christ was both head and minister, in their in-
fancy; their parents, at the express command of
God, applying the seal of a Secriptural covenant
to them, as an acknowledgment of their duty to
raise them for God, and of God’s truth to con-
firm the promise made unto the fathers. Christ
himself was thus sealed, in his infancy, with cir-
cumeision. And this circumeision is the same as Pl
his baptism for his Church. (Col. 2 : 11, 12)%
Believers are ¢ circumcised with the circumeision C""‘"WW*
made without hands, in putting off the body of -
the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Clmst "o,
buricd with him in baptism, &c. Here, ev1-q\'\‘ \
dently, circumcision and baptism are put for the ‘\’”* 43
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same, and described as being appointed for the

same representation, and possessing the same
L'W\k g\\' efficacy. Now circumcisio? was a scal of pa-

rental engagement, and so is baptism. And, for

")\‘*“"M hundreds of years after the coming of Christ, no

110~ one doubted it; and, to this day, but compara-

tively few deny it. The great body of the Church

militant still consider infants as belonging to the

kingdom of God, and require their parents to en-

ter into the sealed engagement of baptism, applied

__ to the children, to raise them for God. And it is

VL -\aysingular that no hint is given, no command is re-

)1y Vealed, to discontinue this universal and promi-

1.y iy b nent feature of parental engagement, if Christ did
AveA ;g&t an end to it.

Par. It certainly is. But I used to think that
it was strange that no more is said about it in the
New Testament. .

Pres. The silence of the New Testament on
this subjeet, is strong confirmation of the truth of
the doctrine. For if this sealing was to be dis-
continued, how do you account for no_mention
7™ being made that it must be done away? Why

is it that no murmur is heard among a people
wedded to the system, against the repeal? Be-
sides, we have but few records of cases of bap-

:'fr tism in the New Testament, and most of them
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'certainly, and all of them, according to the op-
posers of infant church membership and parental
sealing, under such circumstances that we would
not expect infants to be present at them, for the
opposers of infant baptism insist that there were
no infants in the household of Lydia, and of the
Jailer, and of Stephanos. They would not ex-
pect them to be brought out on the day of Pente-
cost, when the people came running in alarm and
surprise, as the news reached them of the won-
derful baptism of the Holy Spirit. Yet they
cannot prove that the principle of the covenant
sealing was withheld in those days; for Peter
commands those present to be baptized, that
they might claim the promise for themselves and
their offspring. The promise is unto you and to
your seed; it still remains as firm as ever, and ‘o
as it always was, only the Gentiles are admittedd«uty_w(iv'
to the same blessings. Had he said, Repent and MG -

" be baptized, for the time has come when the pro-

mise is confined only to adults for themselves in-
dividually, and God has withdrawn it from pa-
rents, so that he will not seal his promise to bless
their labors for their children’s eternal good—
then we would know that the parental right had
terminated. He said not so; but confirmed their
hopes in a covenant God on this subject. The
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baptisms at Samaria by Philip, were under cir-
cumstances which render it improbable that
children were prescnt. We are certain that in
the casc of the Eunuch, of Paul, of Crispus, and
of the twelve men who had only been baptized
unto John’s baptism, there were no children, and
of course no mention made of them. The sum
of all the cases, in which baptism is recorded, is
this: one case in which we did not expect to find
I /V:L\. children, and yet their right to the promise is_ad-
R mitted, Acts 3:39: five cases in which males
without families were baptized : two cases in
VAW ghich all believed who heard ; of course no chil-
dren: three cases in which the households or fam-
ilies are baptized, and mention made only of the
faith of the heads, the responsible ones. Those
opposed to infant baptism labor hard to prove that
there were no children in these threo families.
And afier claiming for their guessing all the
force of positive testimony, they boast that there
is no record of infant baptism in the New Testa-
ment, because there is no proof that there were
any infants present! Suppose it is admitted.
Then if there were no infants present to be bap-
tized, of course no record was to be expected of
that which could not take place, in consequence
of their absence. But- if infants were to be ex-
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cluded from the kingdom, why is no record made

of the repeal? Jesus did not cxclude them. He 'NN A
affirmed their nght The Apostles did not leave

on record their disapproval of infant membership,

after the severe rebuke they got from their Mas-

ter for forbidding them to be brought to him.

Jewish Christians gave the Apostles frequent op-
portunities of declaring their opposition to the
principle, if they had any. The Jews strongly
contended that proselytes to Christianity from

among the Gentiles, should be circumcised; but

the law for which they contended, required the
offspring of the proselytes also to be cu’cumclsed ‘) }{\) X
and_baptized. Is it probable that they would, ). A
have been silent, if the apostles had ordered both £ toar s
or either modes of initiation to be discontinued ?

When circumcision was omitted, they were con-

tent with the baptism, but not with the omission

of circumcision. They were much and justly
attached to the duty of sealing their engagements

to raise their children in the kingdom of God.

They would not silently have submitted to its

entire destruction, for we find them zealous even

for a part of it. In the beginning, when adults

were baptized, as all had to be, we find particu-

lar mention made of the baptism of the converts,

When those who reject parental baptism, report

5
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the conversion of a person, they also report: his
baptism. Those who hold with the scriptural
mode of household baptism, do not speak of the
baptism of the converts, unless they had not been
baptized in infancy, in which case they do. Itis
. remarkable that after sufficient time had elapsed
) F“*"L for those who were baptized in infancy to become
e converted, and join the church, no mention is
' j - “ymade of their baptism. The case of Titus is one
N instance of this. But the case of Timothy is still

.
N ‘more pointed. If any infant was baptized, we
N)V would expect it in the case of Timothy. His
Wl ) Gmother and grandmother were very pious. (2
. _“‘ Tim. 1 : 5.) If parental baptism was not prac-
“ tised, why is no mention made of his baptism,
RS -pisedccording to the custom of those who deny it?
N 4{.; According to our custom, it was not to be expect-
.\ .-~ ed. He had been baptized in his infancy. Both
7endn Titus and Timothy were proselytes. We find
the  believing Jews fierce for the circumecision of
’ Titus. But it was not done. He had not been
‘4 circumcised when he was baptized. But they
Cal M.say nothing about his being baptized as was re-
quired of proselytes and their children. Why?
Because they knew that he had been baptized in
infancy. Timothy was circumcised by Paul, but
not baptized at that time, because he had been
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before; when, we do mot certainly know. But
this we do kuow, that if baptized in infancy, the
whole record is just as ours would be in a simi-
lar case; and if not, the record is different from
that of all the churches; for the custom is to
mention the baptism of adults. When Paul re-
turned to Jerusalem (Acts 21), and gave an ac-
count of his doings to the elders in the house of
James, they were greatly rejoiced ; and yet they
found it to be expedient, for the sake of the be-
lieving Jews, to caution him to show that he did
not despise the Jewish feelings, especially in re-
gard to the circumcision of children. (v. 21.)
Now how would those who ridicule and deny the
sacred principle of infant membership, have act-
ed? They would have refused all communion
with those who valued it, and have raised their
voice against the practice, if it had been so sinful
and absurd as it is reported to be. What did the
-elders advise, and what did Paul prove? That
the principle of parental sealing was orderly,
. and that Paul was innocent of the crime of deny-
ing it. If it had been wrong, no doubt it would
here have met with a fair rebuke on an occasion
8o proper as this, for the Jews had heard that
he forbid the ¢ eircumcision” of children, not
their baptism. If the proselytes, and it is proba-
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ble that Timothy was among the number of these
very Gentile children, were required to be bap-
tized as well as to be circumcised, why did they
not complain that Paul had denied baptism as
well as circumcision to the children? The fact
is, that he only insisted against circumcision,
and not against the baptism of the children.
Paul was right in not requiring the bloody seal.
For since Christ had poured out his blood, there
was to be no more shedding of blood in the
Church. But Paul would not, and did not reject
the purifying seal. The children were baptized,
but not circumcised. The Jews never com-
plained that he had violated the baptismal ser-
vice, because he had not done it; they would have
murmured if he had. They considered all that
belonged to the kingdom of God as holy; and
that such must be presented and sealed as his,
not by their own act in the first instance, but by
the act of those to whom the Lord committed
them. Those unclean could not be offered, and
were not considered holy. The children of such
as were in covenant were holy; the children of
those out of covenant were, like their parents,
considered as unholy and unclean; and as the
sacrifices of the wicked are an abomination to the
Lord, such parents could not approach in cove-
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nant, either for themselves or their children, un-
til they repented and became holy. Paul admits
the soundness of this principle. (1 Cor. 7: 14.)
He is deciding on the course of believing and un-
beljeving husbands and wives. His decision is,
that they remain together, if the unbeliever is
content to remain. His argument for it is, that
the union is rendered holy by the piety of one of
the parties; holy, in reference to covenant, and
not in reference to personal salvation. For it is
absurd to supposc that Paul would teach other-
wise. If the union was not of that character
which would embrace both of the parties within
the covenant, then their children would be un-
clean, and could net be offered to God. They
were out of covenant, with their parents. But if
the union did not exclude the parents from the
covenant, then the children were not unclean,
but holy, and as such belonged to the kingdom of
God; and their parents must acknowledge this;
and seal, on them, their obligation to raise them
up in the kingdom of heaven, for God. This
shows clearly that infant offering unto God was
retained in the Church; for the Apostle’s argu-
ment is uniotelligible and unconclusive without
it. Circumecision is nothing, and wuncircumci-
sion is nothing; but the keeping of the command-
. 5%
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ments of God. He who is uncircumcised may be
in the covenant; but he who has no right to be
baptized cannot be, because he does not belong to
the kingdom of heaven.

Par. 1 see again that the argument for infant
salvation must depend, as you before remarked,
on their right to the covenant. If they do not
belong to the kingdom they are unclean, and can-
not be offered. If they do belong to the kingdom,
then it is plainly a duty, that those to whom they
are intrusted, shall acknowledge their Master’s
rights in them. He would be considered a
strange shepherd who would refuse to put his
master’s mark, and to acknowledge his master’s
right to the lambs of the flock. It is just as im-
portant that the owner’s right to the lambs should
be admitted, and that they should be within the
fold, as that the rest of the flock should be cared
for. Infants belong to Christ, and his right should
be owned, and they received into his kingdom as
his property.

Pres. In one sense it is more important to re-
ceive the children into the kingdom, the Church,
than adults. The well-being of society depends

@ opon the right ordering of children. God, who
is wonderful in wisdom, has not overlooked this
principle. In the Abrahamic covenant, which
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secures the blessings of the Gospel to all nations,
and constitutes Abraham the father of the faith-
ful, the very foundation of his one Church is com-
poscd of this imperishable, everlasting substance,
that shall never pass away, viz.: That a cove-
nant-making God requires parents to enter into
covenant with him to train up their children in
the nurture and admonition of the Lord. If the
principle became extinct, when did it expire?
Not at the giving of the Law, for it was still re-
tained under that dispensation. Not at the com-
ing of Christ, for he did not repeal it; if he did,
where? Not during the lives of the Apostles;
for their practice of baptizing houscholds, and
Paul's argument on the case of the unbelieving
husband, &c., and the conduct and jealousy of
Christian Jews, and the records of the Church,
all show that this principle was still as dear as it
was familiar. The necessity for it is as great
now as ever. Why are we called the children of
Abraham, if we have no right to our father’s
covenant ? If that covenant no longer exists,
there can be no connection between us and Abra-
ham. : ‘

Par. If the necessity of a thing be an argu-

ment in its favor, nothing is more clearly es-

tablished than a covenant by which parents

vy
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secure the blessing of God, and God the faithful-
ness of parents in training up a seed to serve him.
The plan of salvation is provided for the neces-
sities of its subjects. And that which is neces-
sary and lawful, God will not withhold. Even if
there were no reasons drawn from the Bible, yet
the necessity of the case would loudly plead in its
favor. But do you suppose that none but baptized
children are saved ?

Pres. Far from it. Baptism saves no one.
Infants, whether baptized or not, belong to the
kingdom of God, during their infancy. If they
die in that state, they and all other persons inca-
pable of being outwardly called, as all other elect
persons, “are regenerated and saved by Christ
through the Spirit, who worketh when, where,
and how he pleases.” ¢Confession of Faith, 10,
3.) So clear is this truth that none dare deny it.
‘But Presbyterians, and those of like faith, alone
hold it in its full truth, and so publish what they
hold to the world. Some deny that electing
grace of God, in consequence of which all are
saved ; yet, in their prayers, plead, at the bap-
tism of infants, that they may become among the
elect children of God; thereby leaving the im-
pression that none are elect unless they are bap-
tized. And the great anxiety manifested by many



BIBLE BAPTIST. 5%

such to have their dying child baptized, and the
uneasiness they feel if it be not done; the re-
luctance manifested to read the burial service,
and the actually omitting a part of it over the
unbaptized, as is done by some, too painfully
prove that they have certain views on the subject
of salvation in connection with baptism, which
are far from being consoling to the bereaved, or
in accordance with the Gospel. All are unwill-
ing openly to avow the belief that any infants
are lost. Yet their actions manifest a strange
inconsistency, if they believe that all infants,
dying in infancy, whether baptized or not, are
among the elect of God. It is true that none
dare deny that infants are of the kingdom of God.
But some do hesitate to seal their engagements
to raise up their children to God, on the ground,
that many, baptized and pronounced “regenera-
ted” in infancy, do afterwards become repro-
bates. If it was contended that baptism pro-
duced a saving change on the child, then the ob-
jection would be valid.  Or if it was urged as the
child’s duty and act, it would be valid. . But
such is not true in either case. Baptism does
not effect an inward change. It is the sign of it
in adults, but not the cause of it in any. It is
not the duty nor act of the infant. , It is the duty
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and act of the parent. This objection does not
affect the subject at all. For whether the child
“be baptized or not, it is nevertheless the parent’s
duty to train up the child aright. And the chil- .
dren of those who do not baptize them, yet whose
duty to train them is not more clear than the duty
of parental baptism is to me, become reprobates.
And baptized adults sometimes become repro--
bates. Nor can it be denied, that there is rea-
son to fear that many persons are lost, who would
have been saved had they died in infancy. My
belief is, that all who die in the kingdom are
saved ; but I do not believe that all who are born
in the kingdom die in it. 'We do not baptize in-
fants as their act nor duty, nor to make them
subjects of the Church. But we do it, because
it is our duty to baptize all who belong to the
kingdom, as infants certainly do. They are of
the kingdom of God, and we are bound to treat
them accordingly. Whenever it shall be demon-
strated that they are not of the kingdom of heaven,
we will cease to baptize them. As Christians
-and Christian ministers, we have no right to come
down from our work, -and concern ourselves
about things which do not belong to the kingdom
of our Lord. When it shall be proved that in-
fants are not of that kingdom, we will give up
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.8l hopes of such being saved, if they die before
they repent and are baptized. ¢ For without
(the kingdom) are dogs and sorccrers,” whose
end is to be burned with unquenchable fire. In
‘baptizing infants we act on the same principle
that we do in baptizing adults.

Par. How ?

Pres. When an adult applies for the seal of
his covenant engagement to be the Lord’s, we
look for evidences that he belongs to the Lord.
Without repentance and faith, and the desire and
determination of obedience, no adult belongs to
Christ. He must be born again, not in baptism,
but of water (the truth) and the Spirit, before we
will baptize him. When we are satisfied in the
judgment of charity of his right to the privileges
of the covenant, we receive him. All anti-pedo-
baptists refuse to baptize any who do not belong
to the kingdom, and profess a willingness, and
certainly are bound, to baptize all who do. The
clearer the evidence that the applicant belongs to
the kingdom of Gtod, the more readily do we bap-
tize him. :

Par. T understand you now. But after all the
evidence we can obtain in reference to an adult,
we may be, and often are, deceived. Our only
resource is the evidence of men, and the de-
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clared expericnce of the individual. The Lord
never knew many of them. But in the case of -
infants, we have the direct and unerring testi-
mony of God through his Son. There can be
no mistake about it. He said: Suffer the in-
fants, the little children, to come (those who could
only come by the act of their parents, who
brought them), forbid them not; for of such is
the kingdom of God. (Of such materials even
of the infants of the covenant, in all ages, and un-
der all dispensations of the Church, I build up
my kingdom.) He took them into hisarms. He
laid his hands upon them. He blessed them.
Clearly convineed of this, I do not see how any
can forbid water that these should be baptized.
Seeing that God has pronounced them clean, how
can any treat them as they do the unclean, or
call that common that God has cleansed (Acts 10:
15), or that unholy which he calls holy (1 Cor.
7:14), or treat as strangers and aliens, as with-
out the kingdom, those that God declares to be
in it?

Pres. We baptize only when satisfied that the
seal is applied to those in the kingdom. And
dare not refuse it to such;, when they are
brought.

Par. Is not the Lord’s Supper also a seal of
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the kingdom? Why do you not receive infants
into the communion ?

Pres. For the same reason that we baptize
them. The ordinance of the Supper is the seal
of the individual obligation to show forth the
death of Christ until he come. For this, each
is alone respounsible for himself. He cannot do
it for another, nor can another do it for him. He
must examine himsclf, and see that he is in the
faith. He must do it with knowledge, as a per-
sonal duty, in which he himself is alone inter- -
ested. So it is in the baptismal act. The indi-
vidual applies it for himself. It is his duty to
baptize the child, not the child’s to have itself
baptized. It is his duty te teach the child, not
the child’s to have itself taught. None but
adults can have the seal applied, for none but
they are responsible. The obligation of the first
seal, is the individual obligation of instructing in
the truth. That of the second, is, the exhibition,
the showing forth of the efficacy of that instruc-
tion, by manifesting the faithfulness of Christ’s
promise, by which those arrived at age and ca-.
pacity become living epistles, to be read of all
men, showing forth the value of the Lord’s death
until he come again. The effect of the first
must be produced, before the second can take

6
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place. As soon as the baptized infant has faith,
this effect is produced; and he is then bound to
scal himself with the sccond seal, but not until
then, For, although he die in infancy, baptized
or not, he is saved. Yet if he live, and do not
believe, he will perish. He that believeth, and
is baptized (mot gets baptized), shall be saved.
(Mark 16: 16.) The time of baptism is not es-
- sential to baptism, nor is the faith of the subject
to whom the seal of baptism is applied, requisite,
" but faith in the one whose duty it is to have it
done. I believe, however, that even those who
insist upon faith in those that they baptize, do not
contend that it is absolutely necessary. For, in
cases in which deception, either designedly or
unintentionally, has occurred, and the individu-
als bave apostatized, and all parties are clearly
satisfied that they nover had faith; yet if they
afterwards manifest true repentance and faith,
they are received into the Church without being
re-baptized.  “They believe” and “are bap-
tized.” And this I believe to be correct. But
we do not, in the Eucharist, engage for others,
we act for ourselves. In baptism we act not only
for ourselves, but also for others, even for the
kingdom of God, and the subjects thereof.

Par. T own that this is the true view. But
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may parents neglect parental baptism and be inno-
cent ?

Pres. Certainly not. God has ordained and
established the principle in his kingdom. He
has implanted it deep in the parental heart—
caused it to grow out of the parent’s necessity,
and provided it for that need. The success and
_glory of his word are intimately connected with
it; and none can set themselves against it and be
innocent. I would no more admit into covenant
one who would neglect the command of baptism
than I would one who would neglect the Lord’s
Supper. I do not mean to say that those who,
under certain circumstances, do not comply with
the ordinances of the gospel are not Christians,
and cannot be saved. But those who refuse to
enter into and keep the covenant, as God has or-
‘dained it, cannot be innocent in that respect, and,
as a general rule, do not know the Lord, and are
not known of him. Those who neglect covenant
baptism, deprive themselves of great privileges,
and incur awful responsibilities. How do they
regard their children? As heathen, or subjects
of the kingdom? What plea can they bring for
a blessing on them? If they rely-on religious
instruction and prayer by faith, that faith must
be founded on the covenanted promise of God.
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It is the commission of Jesus to teach, and the
faith that prompts to it must be derived from
Christ's commands. But how can the order to
teach be separated from the order to baptize?
They are both in the commission. If they rely
upon the promise, where else do they find it, but
linked with the duty of baptizing and teaching,
in the covenant? ¢ Baptize them, teach them, I
am with you” They cannot find a promise
without the covenant, nor a covenant without the
seal. God has no other kind of kingdom, but a
covenanted kingdom with its seal, so far as his
salvation is revealed for man. If acknowledging
before God, in prayer, my obligation to teach my
child, dare I affirm that I do not find that obliga-
tion in the baptismal commission, that Christ did
not make it my duty there? When I plead with
God to be with me and bless me in my teaching,
dare any say I do not find his promise that he
will, in the same commission? If, then, I find
the duty, and the promise, and the seal, all there,
how can I reject one without rejecting all?
(James 2 : 10)—“ Whosoever shall keep the whole
law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of
all” If God has united the seal, the duty, and
the promise, men dare not separate that whlch
God has joined together.
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,

Par. If all parents felt, as they ought to do,
their obligations to raise their children up for
God—if in that fear of the Lord which is the be-
ginning of wisdom, they looked upon their chil-
dren as heirs of immortality, committed to their
guardianship, and intrusted to them for God and
his kingdom, they would prize more highly the
provisions of his grace. But, unfortunately,
many parents, like unbelieving Jews, seek only
for temporal blessings for themselves and chil-
dren. They are anxious, and laborious, and
generous to have them instructed, accomplished,
and distinguished in the wisdom, glory, wealth
and honors of a world at enmity with God; but
bestow but little anxiety, and less labor, to have
them become the friends of God, and children of
the Most High. Too few feel it to be a promi-
nent, first duty to instruct them in those things
which make for their eternal peace. Hence too
few value the ordinance ordained of God; and
many live as though they believed that but little
instruction in heavenly things is sufficient for
- immortal destinies; and bestow that little with
but faint impressions that its success depends
upon a covenaunt-making and a covenant-keeping
God. Too many of the few who feel at all on
this subject, rely on the outward means of grace,

: 6* : <
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prostituted to a wrong purpose, and faithlessly
performed. I admit that the sentiments, argu-
ments and conduct of some of the friends of pa-
rental baptism, have done more to discredit it
than all the reasonings of those who are opposed
to it; and have been most fearfully calculated
to bring the ordinance into disrepute. Uncon-
verted men, refusing to keep the covenant of
God, bave been aided by some branches of the
Church in throwing off the responsibility which
God has placed upon them alone, and eased their
conscience by accepting substitutes, as though
personal duties and services for God can be sub-
stituted ! and got others to agree to do that which,
in the very nature of the case was impossible
for them to do, and that which God did not re-
quire at their hands. In this substitution prom-
ises are made for the child, considered as its own
act, and the child is pronounced as acting in a
capacity which absurdity itself could scarcely
conjure up, and the substitute enters into en-
gagements not only to teach the child to think, to
love, to hate, to obey, &c., but really to do these
things, impossible, utterly impossible as they are,
for the child. And by and by the child is called
upon to come forward and relieve the substitute,
and take upon himself, now he is capable of
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doing it, that which the substitute, according to
an engagement very solemn to him, engaged to
- do for bim, and has been doing for him. Here-
tofore he has had no connection with the world,
the flesh and the devil ; nor the pomps and vani-
ties of the world.  His substitute renounced
them all for him long ago. But he is getting
unable to hold on—the child must relieve him !
Deeply as I feel the solemnity of the subject, I
cannot help feeling that the child is a fool if he
complies. If the substitute really has, in his
stead, done his thinking, loving, obeying, and
keeping pure from the world, and bears the re-
sponsibility of the failure, as his surety, let him
abide the consequences of it. But the egregious
folly of such vain presumptions has made many
turn away in disgust from the ordinance of God.
Their mistake consists in regarding the views of
men instead of the word of God. They turn from
fallacious views and absurd arguments for the truth
of a doctrine, from the doctrine itself

Others have thrown the roll of the covenant
wide open, and permitted men to enter into cove-
nant, solemn engagements, and to seal with
Heaven's high signaturc, vows and obligations
to raise’their children in the fear and way of the
Lord, while neither charity nor reason restrained
the belief that their only desire, so far from being
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to acknowledge God at all, is, “ depart from us,
for we desire not the knowledge of thy ways.”
Wicked, prayerless, corrupt parents, who know
nothing of God in Christ, are permitted to enter
into engagements they do not understand, and to
make promises they do not mean to keep, and
vows that they violate in the very utterance of
them at the baptismal sealing! No wonder many
tarn away incredulous that such can be the insti-
tution of Heaven. These err by mistaking the
prostitution of the ordinance for its true end.
Others, again, throw around the visible means of
grace, and ordinances of the gospel, a kind of con-
verting, regenerating claim, and by their anxiety
for the outward, sink the importance of the inward
means of salvation, and claim for certain forms
and modes, and signs and seals, that which neither
reason nor the gospel justify, and thus make ene-
mies of God’s ordinance.

There are others, of a good moral character,
and more sound reason, and serious purpose, who
cnter into the engagement, yet do not fulfil it;
while, but too few of the few who really love the
Lord, have corresponding views and actions requi-

.site to put to silence those who look too often to
see what God has commanded, from the effect
"it produces among frail, erring men, rather than -
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‘from the word and testimony of God himself.
And, until Bible truth is more extensively taught
and circulated than it is, I do nct see how it can
be otherwise. In the age of the French Revo-
lution, Tom Paine could not find a Bible to copy
from, when he wrote against it. No wonder
that Voltaire, knowing and seeing nothing of
Jesus and that which was called his gospel, but
in the corrupt morals and absurd dogmas of the
Church around him, became an infidel, and
longed “to crush the wretch.” It was not the
truth, but its corruption, that made him an infi-
del. Thus the unfaithfulness of Christian pa-
rents, and looseness of ministers in receiving into
the covenant, and unsatisfactory and absurd
views of the gospel, have done more to injure
the precious Heaven-born ordinance of parental
sealing, gospel baptism, than anything ever said
by its opposers. It was corrupt human views
of this doctrine that caused it first to be opposed,
and that have mainly kept up the opposition.
For, very many who mneglect the ordinance,
deeply feel the propriety of some such act, by
which they may publicly acknowledge their
duty to God, and claim his promise in reference
to their children. But when they ask, “what
good does it do ?”—and listen to the sentiments
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and search into the conduct of those attempting
to answer, they, failing to find their views in the
gospel, or confirmed by the result, reject the or-
.dinance, not on account of its impropriety, but
because of the feebleness of its defence.

Pres. Infant or parental baptism, as you have
correctly remarked, met its first opposition from
its perversion, as we find in the controversies on
that subject among the fathers, as many of the
early writers are called. They did not at first
deny the doctrine; in that all were agreed. But
they did disagree about its nature, and efficacy,
and end. This disagreement led to others, un-
til the Bible was abandoned in the controversy,
and metaphysics and human speculations did the
work of the truth, and error became bold. Yet
infaut baptism remained in the Church, Most
miserably perverted and abused as it was, God
took care that it should not be destroyed.
At the Reformation, the Reformers returned from
human speculations and decisions of men, to the
word of God, to find out what was the founda-
tion of his Church. Infant baptism was retain-
ed as a doctrine found there. Being content
with the doctrine, they sought to give it too much
of the corruptions already imposed upon it, or to
attach to it those absurd notions, too strong traits
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of which still call for the unsatisfactory views
from those who advocate them. This gave rise
to its opposition after the Reformation, and still
continues it in a great measure. Had not the
Reformers fell into the error of baptismal regen-
eration, and water washing away of sins, and of
appealing to the contradictory, bungling, irrele-
vant testimony of the fragments, and remnants,
and interpolations, and corruptions, and forgeries
of writings called the Fathers, to sustain them, it
is highly probable that no one would ever have
opposed the doctrine. As it was, it is almost a
wonder that everybody did not oppose it ; for Ro-
mish notions and human authority can never ad-
vance the truth of God among men who love that
truth in its simplicity. Had I no other means of
arriving at the truth than the authority too often
relied upon for it, I fear I would become an infi-
del too. Dearly as I prize parental baptism, I
should feel that I have greatly mistaken the Bi-
ble, if it teaches all the potions which many attach
to infant baptism. But regarding it so far asitisa
seal, as a seal of the New Covenant, securing my
faithfulness to God, and God’s faithfulness to me,
in the great duty of teaching those for whom I am
responsible, and in keeping alive and dissemina-
ting the truth of God, the subject is dear and pre-
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cious, clear and comforting, and in perfect accor-
dance with the desire of the Christian’s heart, and
the principles of the Bible, and dealings of God
with his Church. In spite of all enemies, foes
without, and foes within, God has taken care of
the pillars of his Church, and will do it. No
weapon formed against them can prosper. And
among the brightest, and best, and firmest of
those branches of the vine which bring forth
more abundantly, are. to be found those who
cling to the covenant, and joyfully cnter into it.
Much the larger proportion of those who are Is-
raelites indeed, and of the seed of Abraham, have
had the benefit of parental baptism. It still con-
tinues, has been from the beginning, and will be
until the end ; for the Saviour said, “ Baptizing
them in the name of the Father, and the Son, and
the Holy Ghost; teaching them to observe all
things, whatsoever I have commanded you. Lo!
I am with you alway; even to the end of the
world.” He certainly commanded us to receive
little infants brought by their parents, as of the
kingdom of heaven, and assured us that, whoso-
ever receiveth one such little one in his name, re-
ceives him. He is faithful, and while we do it,
and teach it, will be with us even unto the end.

THE END.
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*We hail with pleasure the appcarance of the Wes.minster Shorter
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“They are very striking, orizinal, clear and impressive efforts.
There is not an ordinary serinon in the volumes; while some of them
evince consumnmate ability. They are instinct with life and power.
The memoir prefixed by M. Sherwood strikes us as admnirable.”

From the Christiun Chronicle (Philadelphia).

“The sketch of his life and character, and the discourses that are
added. give a clear view of this good and useful minister of Christ, and
can not be too highly valued. 7They are a valuable contribution to
sacred literature.”

From the Christian Observer (Philadelphia).

“These handsome volumes contain a truly valuable addition to the
religious literature of our country. They are the works of an able,
deveted and cminently uscful minister of Christ.”
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THE HOME ALTAR.

An Appeal in behalf of Family Worship, with Prayers and
Hymns for Family Use, and a Calendar of Lessons in
Reading the Bible, for every Day in the Year. By Cuas
F. Dekus, editor of “The Southern M. Pulpit.” 12mo.

“The Home Altar appears to us to be admirably arranged, and con
spicuous throughout for that clearness of style, beauty and strength
which Mr. Deems’ productions combine in a remarkable degree.-
The Newbernian.

“The Appeal Is in point—able and conclusive in argument—in
style clear and concise—in spirit earnest, libaral, and kind. 1t should
be read by all, and especially by heads of famiiies.”— IWecckly Review.

“ Heads of families cannot read this little manual without being
tmpressed with the propriety and beauty of daily domestic worship,”—
Baptist Memorial.

““We can cheerfully say, that, as a plea for family worship, it haas
but few superiors in ordinary circulation; and that, as an aid in per-
forming the duty, it is equal to any that are now before the public.”—
Watchman and Observer.

It contains a well-digested and forcibleargument in favor of the duty
of family devotion, in cunnection with various prayers, and hymns,
and Scripture selections, well fitted to aid and guide in its perform-
ance.”—JAlbany Argus.

“The style of the author is beautifully adapted to the design of the
work, and the forms of prayers given breathe a truly humble and peni-
tont spirit.”—Portland Whig and Courier.

¢ If the families now neglecting prayer would adopt such a manual
of devotion as the one before us, we cannot doubt but it would enure
very much to their spiritual advantage.”—Christian Secretary.

“This i8 an excellent work. The Appeal ought to be placed in
every house which contains no family altar. It seems impossible to
read it, and continue delinquent in regard to the duty in question.
The prayers are all catholic and Scriptural.”—S. S. Fisitor.

A COMMENTARY ON THE BOOK OF PROVERBS.

By Mosks Stuarr, lately Professor of Sacred Literature in
the Theological Seminary at Andover, Mass. 1 vol. 12mo.

“This needs nothing more than an announcement to recommend it
to every Biblical student. It was the last labor of & most diligent aud
prayerful student of the Holy Scriptures, a labor performed, not
drudgingly and with decaying powers, bat with all the sprightly vigor
of earlier years, guided by the mutured judgment and experience of the
lecture-room, and by a household familiarity with the Hebrew tongue.
1t is characterizod by that learned research, acute discriminution,
elaborate disquisition, impartial candor, apt expression, and earnest"
devotion, that mark all the commentaries of the author.”—The In-
dependent,
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THE MERCY SEAT.
THO, GHTS SUGGESTED BY TUE LORD'S PRAYER.

In this vulume intrinsic excellence and mechanical beauty are well
eombined. Richness and maturity of evangelical thought and senti-
ment are its characteristics; the ripe experience of a devout Christian
clusters on every page; it i8 full of “marrow and fatness, of wine on
the lees well refined.”  “The Mercy Seat” will be—can not but be—
highly prized by Christians of all denominations.—Com. Adzertiser.

We regard it as the most valuable of all the distinguished author's
works. It is a book for the family and the closet, and is equally well
adapted to profit the plainest Christian and the most cultivated man of
letters.—N. Y. Olserver.

The volume contains some of his best and most interesting dis-
courses, and cannot fail to be most heartily welcomed by the religous
public. The style in which it is published is exceedingly neat and at-
tractive.—N. Y. Courier and Enquirer.

It is certainly one of the most favorable exhibitions of Dr. Spring's

wers in illustrating and enl‘orcingh truths of the highest moment.

Iis theme is & delightful one, and the method of treating it all that
could be desired.—Phil. Presiyterian.

This work is in Dr. 8pring’s best style—vigorous, perspicuous, and
breathing the true Christian spirit. It is not a book intended simply
for the closet. It seizes upon & man in his daily walks—amidst the
cares of his business—at his desk or in his workshop, and recalls him to
a sense of his divine relations—and is worthy of a place in the choicest
uniche of the library.—Journal of Commerce.

THE ATTRACTION OF THE CROSS.
DESIGNED TO ILLUSTRATE THE LEADING TRUTHS,
OBLIGATIONS AND HOPES OF CHRISTIANITY.

It i3 the ablest and most finished production of its author, and will
undoubtedly take its place in that most enviable position in the family,
as a volume of standard reading, to be the comfort of the aged, and the
guide of the youngz. We commend it as one of the most valuable issues
offthe press.—N. Y. Olgerver.

‘We trust every family in our Jand will read this precious work, which
fllustrates so beantifully and attractively the leading truths, obligations
and hopes of Christianity, as reflected from the cross of Christ—A4lbany
8pectator.

“The Attraction of the Cross” fs destined to live among the very
best productions of the church with which its respected author is con-
nected.  The style is remarkably pure, the arrangements of tho topics
lucid and methodical, and the arguments addressed with great force to
the reason and conscience. It will stand by the stde of *“Doddridge's
Rise and Progress,” ¢ Wilberforce's View," or the “ Way of Life,” in
the libraries of future generations.—Newark Daily Advertiser.

None will wonder at the rare success which this volume has won,
who have read it. For comprehensivencss of views, beauty of style,
and excellence and fervor of devotional feeling, few works have lately

that surpass tt.—N. Y. Frangelist, .
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FIRST THINGS.
By Garpiner Spring, D.D.

A Series of Lectures on the Great Facts and Moral Les-
sons first revealed to Mankind, 2 vols. 12mo.

¢ His Lectures ure weighty discussions of the first great revelations
fo the ruce, as, God’s First Work, the First Man, the First Woman,
the First Murriage, the First Subbath, the First Revolt in Heaven, the
First Deceiver, Man’s First Sin, the First Promise, &c. It i3 most
beautifully printed, and in every way commends itself well.”— Chris-
tian Spectatur. .

“ Their most remarkable characteristic is the felicity with which
thev blend the attractive and the instructive. In many parts they are
highly imaginative, even poetical; and we recognize in them all the
grace and beauty, and even fire, which have characterized the best of
the Doctor’s earlier productions; and then, on the other hand, they
are full of great thoughts, apt illustration, and cogent reasonings.”--
N. Y. Observer.

“This work is characterized by great ingenuity, and
beauty of style.”—WN. Y. Tribune.

% Old truths are vindicated, modern errors are exposed, sin is re-
buked, und holiness encouraged.”— Genesee Evangelist.

¢ The venerable author has seized hold of them with his accustomed
clearness of perception and good judgment; and in deducing the
importunt truths they contain, has invested them with surpassing in-
terest. Elegant in style, thorough in discussion, sound in sentiment,
and replete with the spirit of reverence and piety, the lectures are
among the most attractive religious essuys that we have ever met.”—
N. Y. Evangelist.

THE GLORY OF CHRIST,
Illustrated in His Character and History; including the

Last Things of his Mediatorial Government. By Gai-
~uxer Spring, D.D. 2 vols.

“1In these lectures he elucidates the Glory of Christ’s Divine Nature, .
His Incarnation, His Human Character, His Glory as a Preacher, His
Miracles, His Transfiguration, His Humiliation, Resurrection, and
Ascension, the Mission of the Spirit, the Character of His Followers,
the Wonder of Angels,-—His Milennial Reign on Earth, His Glory as
Final Judge, in thp Destruction of His Enemies, and Christ Himself
the Glory of Heaven. Such are the topics, around which he has skil-
fully gathered the lights of the Bible, teaching, what every reader
should understand, that Christ is the great central light and glory of
the Sacred Volume, giving siguificance to every part of its contents.”
—Christian Observer.

“The themes are noble. They are treated, too, with g0 much ful-
ness, glowing earnestnoss, deep spiritual insight, and, withal, so much
adheronce to the revelation of God, that they instruct and enlighten
while they animate and exalt the mind.”—WN. Y. Observer.

“The work will find its way into the library of thousands of Jaymen
as well as clorgymen, for it may be read with profit and interest by all
who are desirous of secing ¢ the glory of Christ’ promoted in the earth.
=Christian Secretary.

P PRNRRY
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SHORT SERMONS FOR THE PEOPLE.

The following are the topics of this volume, believed to be eminently
ealculated for universal circulation as a work on the great practica:
truths of Christlanity :—God Aimight{y. The Sabbath at Sca. The Bin
ner's Friend. Unbelievers without Hope. The Curse of Abandonment
reluctantly executed. 8in detected and exposed. The Great Alterna-
tive. Fear relieved by trust in God. The terms of discipleship. The
brazen Serpent. All is well. Remembrance of Sin. Running for the
Prize. Aggravations of Sin. Conscious inbegity & preservative from
evil. Death on board the Ship. Restraining Prayer. The fear of God
the great preservative from Sin. The wanderer restored. God's call
refused. The night of tears, and the morning of lioy. Room enough
yet. The goodness of God in prolonging human life. True and false
repentance. The excuses of men their condemnation. Scriptural
views of Christ.

In this volume the author has given us twenty-six sermons, imbued
with the spirit of Christian zcal, and of a highly finished, a3 well as
practical character.—Christian Intelligencer.

These sermons are evangelical in sentiment, familiar, plain and ear-
mest in manner, presenting themes for thought and action, well adapted
to rivet the claims of the gospel on the minds of all.—Christ. O.sercer.

Dr. 8pring has a happy versatility of pastoral talent, and has done the
cause of religion much service by the variety and worth of his publi-
cations. The present is an earnest, ornate, and practical enforcement of
re:ilglous truths, which will make it generally acceptable and useful.—
Religious Recorder.

He bas presented the Christian World with a volume of sermons, d.~
serving a place in the library of every minister and every family.—
Baptist Register.

. THE POWER OF THE PULPIT:
_OR, THOUGHTS ADDRESSED TO CHRISTIAN MINISTERS
AND THOSE WHO HEAR THEM.

It 1s impossible that any Christlan minister should not be interested
n this volume of Dr. SFrinm It is rich in thought, various and forcible
in_illustration, and glowing with the fervor of scriptural piety.—~
Christian Mirror.

‘We believe the volume before us contains many hints from which
the most successful ministers might profit much.—AMich. Christ. Her.

It contalns a mass of solid learning, interesting and varied fnforma-
tion, and eloquent appeals in relation to the sacred arrangzement of the
pulpit. The style of the work is as elegant and chaste as its matter is
serious and important.—Presiyterian ﬁ’reasury.

Sound in doctrine, t}Juw:, strong and elevated in his diction, solemn In
manner, with versatllity, with compass of information and thought,
and, above all, with a heart deeply enlisted in his sacred calling, he
%ssesses rare qualifications for the work he has here undertaken.—

eftector and Watchman.

To all men, clerical and lay, we commend this work, not only for its
truth, but for the beauty of its style, and the farce of its arguments,
}nd its adaptation to meet a great want in gvery part of our country.—
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