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PREFACE

INDIA EDITION.
—_——

TaE author of the following discourse was, by education
and profession, a Pedobaptist. During his passage from
America to India, in the spring of 1812, he began to doubt
the truth of his former sentiments. After his arrival in
this country, and before he communicated the exercises of
his mind to any of the Baptist denomination, he became
convinced, that the immersion of a professing believer,
into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost, is the only Christian Baptism.

This discourse exhibits the reasons of his present belief.
It was preached in Calcutta on Lord’s day, Sept. 27th,
1812, previous to the administration of the ordinance of
baptism, and is now committed to the press, in compliance
with the request of some who heard it, and from a desire to

- furnish his distant friends in America, with a more fall and

satisfactory statement of the reasons of his change, than
could be made in private communications. )

N. B. For many of the testimonies, inserted in this
discourse, the author acknowledges himself indebted to
Mn Booth's Pedobaptism Examined.

CaLcurTa, Nov. 1812.
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- PREFACE

TO THE

FOURTH AMERICAN EDITION.

—_—

THE author has spared a few days from his missionary
work, in revising this discourse for a new edition.

He feels much satisfaction, in finding, that, through the
lapse of seven years, the authenticity and correctness of the
numerous testimonies adduced, have not been questioned
in a single instance.

He wishes also to say, that after having seen and heard
much that has been urged, both in India and America,
against his statements, he sincerely thinks, that not one has
been disproved, except that concerning persons born of
Christian parents, and not baptized till adult age. Finding
himself mistaken, in the case of Augustine, he has now
suppressed the whole paragraph, not becanse he doubts that
there arc such cases on record, but because his present
situation deprives him of the means of authenticating them
to satisfaction. '

RaxcooxN, Nov. 1819.




SERMON.

——
MATTHEW XXUVIIIL 19,

BAPTIZING THEM I¥ THE NAME OF THE FATHER,
AND oF THE SoN, AND oF THE HoLy GHosT.

WHEN our Lord commissioned his disciples to
proselyte all nations, he instituted the sacred ordi-
nance of baptism.

The words of the institution suggest two inquir-
ies : What is baptism 2 and, To whom is baptism to
be administered ?

1. What is baptism ?

Had the Greek word, which denotes the act of
baptizing, been translated, in the English version of
the New Testament, there would probably have
been, among English readers, no dispute concerning
its import. Had either of the English words, wash,
or sprinkle, or immerse, been substituted for the
Greek word, an English reader would instantly con-
ceive an appropriate meaning. But, unhappily, our
translators have retained the original word, and con-
tented themselves with merely changing its termi-
nation. Thus, an English reader is deprived of his
usual guide. There are no other applications of the
word, in his own language, from which he can
leam its import. The only expedient, therefore, of*
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6 CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

which he can avail himself, is to ascertain the im-
port of the original word: and to this end, the fol-
lowing considerations may conduce.

1. The primitive word (8é¢nrm,) from which the
word denoting baptism, is derived, signifies immer-
ston. This, with the general consent of the Pedo-
baptists themselves, is as much the appropriate
meaning of the Greek word, as of the English
word, dip or immerse.* This is the word used in
the New Testament, when the rich man entreats,
that Lazarus may be sent to dip the tip of his finger
in water : + when Christ says, ¢ He it is, to whom I
shall give a sop, when I have dipped it;’} and
when, in the Revelation, Christ is represented, as
clothed with a vesture dipped in blood.|| The in-
spired penmen have used no other word, beside this
and its derivatives, to convey the idea of immer-
sion ;\por have they ever used this word in any oth-
er sense. ;.

The word denoting baptism (Bemtitw,) is derived
from the verbal of this primitive word ($énros,) by a
change in the termination, which, according to an
established principle in the Greek language, never -
affects the primary idea ; but when made on words,
expressing a quality or attribute, merely conveys
the additional idea of causing or making.

Thus the Greek word, which signifies pure, with
this change of termination, signifies fo make pure.

*Dr. WorcEsTER. ° Had it been the intention of the Saviour,
to confine his followers to dipping or immersion, the proper word
1o express this ordinance, would have been, not fe77ilw, but
purtTw.’  Letters to Dr. Baldwin, Let. xxii.p 125.

MR. Buck, ‘ They,’ (the Pedofmpl.isu,) ¢ believe, that the word
Bantw, signifies to dip or toplunge; but thatthe term fantifw,
which is only a derivative of S¢vTw, &c, Theol. Dict. Ars. Bapt.

1 Liuke xvi. 4. $ John xiii. 26. | Rev. xix. 13




CHRISTIAN BAPTISM. 7.

The Greek word, which signifies sprinkled, with thig (
change of termination, signifies to make sprinkled, or .
to sprinkle. And the Greek word, which signifies \
immersed, with this change of termination, signifies -
to make immersed, or to tmmerse. ¥ i

Accordingly, that eminent Greek critic, Dr. Camp-\
bell, expressly pronounces the primitive and the de- *
rivative to/be synonymous.

2. The word which denotes the act of baptizing,
according to the usage of Greek wnters, uniformly
signifies or implies tmmersion. % f (o7 e ¢ ‘,

It is the word used in the Septuagint translation of
the Old Testament, to express the action of Naaman,
when he dipped himself seven times in Jordan. §
It is the word used by Josephus, to convey the idea

® There is no position more frequently maintained by modern Pe-

dobaptist writers, than that funTilw is a diminutive of furrTa.
But lgere is cenamly no position more nmenablei and more perfect-

\\/(N/

ly duutute of all support from standard philologists and Greek
The ion t{w, in Greek derivatives, is of the
same import, as the termi fv,in Englishderivatives, from the

Latin fio, tomalu as, sanctify, fo make holy, from sanctus, Aoly;
mollify, to seften, from mollu, soft, &c. Thus, aywtw, to purify,
from Gyvog, pure; gog {fw, to make wise, from dogds, wise;
ysuito, to fill, from yépew, to be full, &kc. And derivatives are thus
formed, not only from adjectives and neuter verbs, but also from the
werbals of transitive verbs ; as, aiQé®, 20 choose; utqno;, chosen ;
algerito, to make chosen, 'to choose ; dugaive, 1o show; ugaris,
shown; ingavilo, to make shown, to show ; xadalgw, to cleanse;
xabaghs, clean; ¥@0agilwy to make clean, to ceanse; Qaivw, 10
sprinkle; (0vT0§, sprinkled; Levrilo, to make sprinkled, 10
sprinkls, And according to the same analogy; pénro, to im-
merse ;"BareTds, immersed ; Bartile, to make immersed, to im-
merse. ‘It follows, therefore, that verbs in (fw, derived from the
‘verbals of transitive verbs, are, with ly any P y
the same import as their roots.

+ Four Gospels, Note on Matt. xx. 22. See also, to the same pur-
pose Blennnmn, Exereis. Theolog. Ex. xvii. p. 257; BUBMAN-
NUs, Synops. M Loe. xliii. c. vi. § 2; SuiCERUs, Thesawr.
Eceles. sub voce fentioua ; 'rnuﬂmlu. Institut. Loc. xix.
Queest. xi, § 4; n:umonluu Corpus. Theolog. Christ. Loc.

™

P

xxv, § 21. 32 Kings v. 14. »
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8 CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

of immersion ; in describing the death of one, who
was drowned in a pool, by order of Herod ; ¥ and by
the same author, in instances too numerous to be
detailed. t

It is the word used by Porphyry, in mentioning a
river, in which an offender on entering, is immedi-
ately immersed up to the head.§ Numerous in-
stances may be produced from other Greek authors,
to confitm this signification. §

Nor has any instance been produced in which the
word, literally applied, does not denote immersion,
or washing by immersion. Tn figurative applica-
tions, this word, like the English words dip and im-
merse, and like all other words, is probably used
with some freedom. But should a few instances of
this kind be found, would they be sufficient to inval-
idate the force of evidence resulting from the proper
and general use of the word? What law will bind
a subject, if he is at liberty to depart from the prop-

* Antig. Jud. L. xv. C. iii. § 3.

t Antig. Jud. L. iv. C. iv.§ 6; De Bell. Jud. L. iv. C.iii. § 3; Vita,
§3; and as quoted by Dr. D. ﬂcotl, L.i. C. xxii. § 2; L. i. C. xxvii.
$1; L.ii. C. xviii. § 4; L.ii. C. xx. §1; L.iii. C. ix. § 3; L. iii. C.
x

. §9.
$ De Styge,p. 282. In regard to this and similar instances, which
are dduced, by Pedobap ist writers, it is to be observ-
ed, that the word farttilw conveys the simple idea of immersion,
whether partial or total. Restricting clauses may teach us, that it
is pariial; the absence of such clauses, and perhaps collateral cir-
cumstances, may teach us that itistotal. If Christ had commanded
Ius disciples to Le immersed up to the head, he would have com~
ded al ion ; but since he has commanded them to
be immersed, without adding any restricting clause, we infer the
necessity of total immersion. The same is inferrible from other
circumstances. See the first quotation from Dr. Wall, under the
eighth particular of the 1st part. . .
§ StRABO, L. vi. p.64; L.xii. p.391; L. xiv. p.458 ; D1o, xxxvii.
P.81; xxxviit. p.84; 1. p. 492; PoLys. L. iit. C. Ixxii; L. v. C.
xlvii; PLurarcH, DE Superstit. Tom. ii. Op. f. 166; Drovonus
Sicrius, L. i. C. xxxvi. L. i. C. Ixxiii ; L. xvi. C.1xxx; HgL1o-
DoRUs, L. v. 197; EscaYLUS, Promsth. Vinct. p. §3; ARIsT. de
Mirab. Auscult. p. 87.




CHRISTIAN BAPTISN. 9

erand general interpretation of the principal term,

and affix to it a signification, which is drawn from * ; <
some rare figurative application? Had the rite of .

baptism been prescribed in the English language,
and the word dip been used to express the act, could . »
we have entertained a doubt concerning the mean- .

ing? And in what light should we regard an at- \

tempt to prove, that it has no definite import, but
signifies sprinkling, or any kind of wetting, because
Dr. Johnson defines the word, 1. To immerse; °
2. To moisten, to wet; and in proof of the latter
meaning cites these lines of Milton :

(“Andtho’ nmmml,yetneoldchnddenngdow! ~

Dips me all over?’* T

If this principle of interpretation be allowed, it
will destroy the force of every command.

That immersion is the native and proper significa-
tion of the word fanti{w, is so universally asserted
by all lexicographers and critics, that no one scarce-
ly presumes to deny it; and to attempt to prove this
point, by citing authorities, would be quite prepos-
terous. t

That immersion is the exclusive signification of
the word, appears from the following testimonies of
eminent Pedobaptist authors, whose concessions on
this subject could not have been affected by Baptist

* This figurative application of the word dip, finely illustrates the
applmuuon of the word fanTw in the Se ma int translation of

& rophecy of Daniel, where it is said, body of Nebu-

ezzar was dipt in the dew of heaven.

'But as a specimen, See ullm,mot in Euseb. Hist. E:-
cles. L. anIilplm Lzien, Oritica Sacra, sub voce; Catr-

vin, Instit. L. iv. C, xv. § 19; Wuum, GBeom, Fad. L. iv. C.
xvi. § 13.

1%
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10 OHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

partialities, but must have resulted from a convic
tion of truth alone. *

Buppzvus. ‘The words fantiiew and fantiouds
are not to be interpreted of aspersion, but ulways of
immersion.’

AvsTED1US. ¢ Panmtiiew, to baptize, signifies only
to immerse, not wash, except by consequence.’{

J. J. WeTsTENIUS. ¢ To baptiZe is to plunge, to
dip. The body, or part of the body, being under
water, is said to be baptized.’ §

J. ALTiNerus, ‘¢ For baptismis immersion, when
the whole body is immerged ; but the term baptism
is never used concerning aspersion.’ ||

Beza. ¢Christ commanded us to be baptized, by
which word, it is certain, immersion is signified.
Nor does fantlteiy signify to wash, except by con-
sequence ; for it properly signifies to immerse for
the sake of dyeing. To be baptized in water, sig-
nifies no other, than to be immersed in water, which
is the external ceremony of baptism.’

Lureer. ‘The term baptism is a Greek word.
It may be rendered immersion, as when we plunge
something in water, that it may be entirely covered
with water. And though that custom is now abol-
ished among the generality, (for even children are
not entirely immersed, but only have a little water

*If it be asked why these ] d men still practi pounnf
sprinkling, one of their number shall inform us Carvin, ‘Itis
certain, t| -t we want nothmg which maketh to the substance of

fc hurch did grant f liberty, since
the be nmg, to ¢ the rites somewhat, except sub-
Commnt. viii. 38, in Baldwin’s Series of Let-

ta:.pﬂOl

fMDo;vaCnﬁ § Lexison . C. xii. p. 221,
. ad Matt. iii. 6. | Comment. ad eb. ix. l(y

1hﬂttil. ad. Thom. Tilium. Annot. in Marc. vii. 4, and Act.




CHRISTIAN BAPTISM. 11

poured on them ;) nevertheless, they ought to be
completely immersed, and immediately drawn out.
For the etymology of the word evidently requires it %

CasavuBoN. . ‘ This was the rite of baptizing,
that persons were plunged into the water ; which the
very word Bantilssy, to baptize, sufficiently declares.’ +

CarrenBurcH. ‘In baptism the whole body is
ordered to be immersed.’ {

KeckerMANNUS. ¢ We cannot deny, that the
first institution of baptism consisted in immersion,
and not sprinkling.’ §

Sarmastvs.| ¢Thus Novatian, when sick, re-
ceived baptism, being msgiyvlesg, sprinkled, not
Bamtlabsig, baptized. Euseb. vi. Hist. C. xliii”

Dr. CampBerLL. The word faniltew, both in
sacred authors, and in classical, signifies to dip, to
plunge, to immerse; and was rendered by Tertullian,
the oldest of the Latin fathers, tingere, the term used
for dyeing cloth, which was by immersion. It is
always construed suitably to this meaning. Thus itis
& %dats, év 1w Togdery. But I should not lay much
stress on the preposition &», which, answering to the
Hebrew o, may denote with, as well as in, did not
the whole phraseology, in regard to this ceremony,
concur in evineing the same thing.—Had fentiiw
been here employed in the sense of galrwm, I sprin-
kle, (which, as far as I know, it never is, in any use,
sacred or classical,) the expression would doubtless

* Opera, Tom. i. p.72. Wit. 1562. 1 Annot. in Matt. iii. 6.

3 . Theolog. L. iv. C. Ixiv. Sect. ii. § 22,

§ System. Tluolog L. iii. C. viii. p. 369.

| Dr. JuRNSON. ‘Snlmunus wasa man of lklll in languages,
Imowledge of of y_criticism,
almost exceedmg a)l hnpe of human attainment. Life of Mil-

to
?Apyd ‘Witsii Zecon. Fad. L. iv. C. xvi. § 13.



12 CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

have been,” &c. * — ¢ When, therefore, the Greek
word fentliw is adopted, I may say, rather than
translated into modern languages, the mode of con-
struction ought to be preserved, so far as may con-
duce to suggest its original import. It is to be re-
gretted, that we have so much evidence, that even
good and learned men allow their judgments to be
warped, by the sentiments and customs of the sect
which they prefer. The true partizan of whatever
denomination, always inclines to correct the diction
of the Spirit, by that of the party.’ +

3. There are no instances, in the New Testa-
ment which require us to depart from the etymolog-
ical and established interpretation of the word.

We must believe, that the writers of the New
Testament used words according to their usual
acceptation, in the Greek language, unless the con-

nexion requires some other interpretation. If we"

suppose, that they used words in a manner different
from common, established use, without giving
sufficient intimation, either expressly or by the
obvious scope of the passage, we must give up our
only guide to the meaning of any word, or charge
them with a design of misleading. They certainly
knew that their readers would naturally and neces-
sarily interpret every word in the usual way, unleus
taught differently by the connexion.

*The two verbs, rendered twash,in the English translation, are
different in the ongmnl The first is ¥1\pwyTat, properly translated
wash ; the second is BarTiCwrTaL, which limits us to @ particu-
lar mode of washing ; for Sentilw denotes to ;dunge, to dip.—
¢ Barrrilecbar,’ says that excellent critic (Wetstein) ¢ est manus

aquee b immergere, ¥t7z7ecfat, manibus affundere. Noze on Mark
vil.

1F'our Gospels, Note on Matt. iii. 11.




CHRISTIAN BAPTISM. 13

Let us examine those instances, in which it has
been supposed, that the connexion renders the idea
of immersion inadmissible.

It is said, that we cannot suppose, that the wash-
ings (according to the Greek, baptisms) of cups, and
pots, and brazen vessels, and tables, or those ablu-
tions which the Jews practised before eating, were
all done by immersion. ¥

With regard to the former, it must be remembered,
that the Jews were commanded, in their law, to
cleanse unclean vessels by immersing them;
‘ whether it be any vessel of wood, or raiment, or
skin, or sack, whatsoever vessel it be, wherein any
work is done, it must be put into water’+ Whatis
more probable, than that they abused the first insti-
tution of this ceremony, by superstitiously immersing
a variety of articles not included in the divine
command ?

That the Jews, on returning from market, im-
mersed themselves before eating, may appear im-
probable to an inhabitant of the north of Europe or
America ; but not to you, my brethren, who are ac-
quainted with the customs of these' eastern coun-
tries, and witness the frequent ceremonial immer-
sion of the natives.

But that these baptisms were really immersions,
- and, therefore, that the use of the word, in these in-
stances, instead of weakening, must confirm the be-
lief, that it always means immersion, appears from
the following testimonies.

Gsotivs. ¢ They cleansed themselves from de-
filement, contracted in the market, not by washing

* Mark vii. 3, 4. 1 Lev. xi. 33.
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the hands merely, but by immersing the body.) %

Scaricer. ‘The more superstitious part of
them,’ (the Jews,) ¢ every day, before they sat down
to meat, dipped the whole body. Hence the Phar-
isee’s admiration at Christ, Luke xi. 387+

Raser MarmoNipEs. ‘Wherever in the law,
washing of the flesh, or of the clothes is mention-
ed, it means nothing else, than the dipping of the
whole body in a laver ; for if any man dips himself
all over, except the tip of his little finger, he is still
in his uncleanness.’ }

¢ A bed that is wholly defiled, if a man dips it
part by part, it is pure.” §

It is said, that the three thousand, converted on
the day of Pentecost, || could not have been bap-
tized by immersion the same day.

Admitting that they were all baptized the same
day, which, however, is not asserted, it remains to
be proved, that the twelve apostles were not assist-
ed by others. In the preceding chapter, we are in-
formed that the number of disciples together, was
one hundred and twenty, among whom were doubt-

- less many of the seventy, appointed by Christ him-
self. And after it is proved, that the twelve apos-
tles were alone concerned in administering the or-
dinance, the expedition with which some modermn
baptisms of large numbers have been actually per-
formed, relieves the subject from all possible dif-
ficulty.

* Anwot. in Mark vii. 3, 4. chEmad.ﬂmp!.Lv:pm

3 Hilchot. Mikvaot. C. i. Sect

glzﬁklwn t. Celim. C. xxvi. Secl ‘xiv. See also to ‘t.he l;mse pur-
pose, IXENTUS . C. xviii. § 9, and STACKe
xovl-mu&'%wnvmmpw ’

Il Acts ii. 41.
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Another objection is thus stated: ‘At dead of
night, in the city of Philippi, the jailer and all his
were baptized by Paul and Silas.* Is it to be be-
lieved, that, in a city guarded by Roman sentinels,
the prisoners, Paul and Silas, when their jailer had
received a strict charge, at his peril, to keep them
safely, would, nevertheless, take him and his family
abroad, in the night, just after the whole city had
been roused by an earthquake, and go to a pond, or
a river, to baptise them by immersion ?’

This case can present no difficulty to the minds
of any of you, my brethren, who may have been
within the yard of the prison in this city, or are ac-
quainted with the fact, that prison yards, in the east,
as well as the yards and gardens of private houses,
are usually furnished with tanks of water.

It is said again, with reference to the rites of
cleansing, under the Jewish dispensation, that, ‘ by
the apostle to the Hebrews, } these various parifica-
tions, or sprinklings, are expressly called (Jixgogoss
Bemtiouois) diverse baptisms.’ §

This might be urged with some plausibility, had
no immersions been prescribed in the Jewish ritual.
But since these were numerous, as will appear, on
examining the Levitical law, || the application of
the word, by the apostle Paul, affords no reason for
ascribing to it any other, beside its usual import.

Another instance, supposed to be abjectionable,
" #% Acts xvi.23—34,

4 DR. WORCESTER’s Letters to Dr. Baldwin. Lett. xxii. p.127.
1 Heb. ix. 10.
§ DR. WORCESTER’s Letters to Dr. Baldwin, Lett. xxii. p.128.
1 See, among other instances, Lev. xv. xvi. 2. 28. Num. xix.7,8.
qJ. ALTiNGIUs. ¢ Washings, the Apostle calls diverse baptisms ;

that is, variousimmersions. Those Jewish washings were mani-
fold.) * Comment.ad Heb. ix. 10.
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may be thus stated. Christ promised to baptize his
disciples with the Holy Spirit;* and on the day
of Pentecost, fulfilled his promise by pouring out
the Spirit upon them.{ Here, it is said, the pour-
ing out of the Spirit is compatible with the supposi-
tion, that sprinkling or pouring is baptism, but not
with the supposition, that immersion only is bap-
tism.

This objection derives all its force, from the erro-
neous supposition that the baptism of the disciples
consisted in having the Spirit poured out upon them.
But if the pouring out of the Spirit proves that
pouring is baptism, their being filled with the Spirit
proves that filling is baptism.

The truth is, that the pouring out of the Spirit was
merely the means by which they became baptized
or immersed in the Spirit. The Spirit was poured
out to such a degree, that the promise of : Christ was
accomplished, and they were immersed, yea, filled
with the Spirit. In confirmation of this interpreta-
tion, the miraculous wind, the symbol of the Holy
Spirit, is represented as filling all the house where
they were sitting.’ $ N

It is true, that, on this interpretation, there is no
literal immersion ; but since the representation is
figurative, we ought not to expect a perfect resem-

*Actsi. 5. t Acts. ii, 1—4and 33.

¥ Apb. TILLOT8ON. ‘It filled all the house. This is that which our
Snviour calls baptizing with the Holy Ghost. So that they, who sat
inthe house, were, as it were, immersed in the Holy Ghost, as lh:?'
who were buried with water, were overwhelmed, or covered
over with water, which is the proper notion of baptism. Sermions,
Serm. cxevii. See also, to the same purpose, CYRIL, Cateches. xvii.
§8. 10; GuUrTLERUS, Institut. Theolog. C. xxxiii; IkEN1US, Dis-
sert. P . . Dissert. xix. p. 325; Le CLERC,
sur Nouv. Test. a Matt. iii. 1; CAsAUBON, in Act. i. §; LEI1GH, An-
not.on Matt. iii. 11; Bp. Hoprxins, Works, p.519; Bp. REYNOLDS,
Works, p. 22.
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blance in all points, butsuch a resemblance only, as
will justify the figurative application.’

The same remark is applicable to the baptism of
the Israelites, in the cloud, and in the sea, # which
has been thought incompatible with the idea of im-
mersion. ' .

The apostle, in the context, informs us how they
were baptized, not by being sprinkled or washed,
but by being under the cloud, and by passing through
the sea. Is there any impropriety in repres?nting
their situation, with the sea on each side, and the
cloud covering them, as an immersion in the cloud,
and in the sea? Is not this the natural, obvious im-
port of the passage? As to the supposition, that
they were sprinkled with spray from the sea, and
rain from the cloud, it is made without evidence (the
eighth and ninth verses of the sixty-eighth Psalm,
not alluding to this event t), and appears too fanci-
ful, and too evidently contrived to serve a tum, to
require further remark. § :

We have now considered the principal instances,
in the New Testament, which have been thought to
attach some other idea, beside that of immersion, to
the term denoting baptism; and certainly discover

#1Cor.x.1.2.  18ee Dr. Tr.Scorr’s Noteson Ps. Ixviii 9.

$ Wirsius. ‘¢ How were the Israelites baptized in the cloud, and
in the sea, secing they were neither immersed in the sea, nor wet
bythe cloud? Itisto be idered, that the apostle here uses the
term baptism in a figurative sense. — The cloud hung over their
heads ; and so the water is over those that are baptized. — The sea
surrounded them on each side ; and so the waterin regard to thuse
that are baptized. Eon. Fed. L. iv. C. x.§ 11. See also, to the
same purpose, TURRRTTINUS, Disput.de Bap, Nubis et Maris,§ 24 ;
8ir NorTON kNATCHlULL, Animad. tn Lib. Nov. Test. ad. 1 Pet.
iil. 20, 21; VENBMA, Dissert. Sac. L.ii. C. xiv.§ 9—11; Gro-
TIUS, inl Sor. x. 2; BrRAUN1US, Doctrina Fad. Loc. xviii. C.x. § 7;
Mr. GATAKER, Adversar. Miscel. Cap. iv. CAMERO, in loc. BENGE-
L1US, Gnomon, in loc. MARcKius. Bib. Erercitat. Ex. viii. § 12;
Poow’s Continuators ; Dr. HaMMonp and Dr. WHITBY, on the place.
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- no sufficient reason, for departing from the etymo-
logical and established interpretation.

4. The places chosen for the administration of
the ordinance, and the circumstances attending
those instances, in which the act of baptizing is
particularly described, in the New Testament, plain-
ly indicate immersion.

John baptized in the river Jordan, * and in Enon,
because there was much water there.t Christ was
baptized in Jordan, and after the ordinance, cam® up
out of #he water.1 Philip and the eunuch went down
both into the water, and after baptism, came up out of
the water.§ The phrase, went into the water, does
not, indeed, imply in itself, that the subjects were
immersed. It is one thing, to go into the water;
and it is another thing, to be immersed. But the
phrase implies by consequence, that the subjects were
immersed. For it cannot be supposed, that John
and the primitive disciples resorted to rivers, and
went into the water, for the purpose of pouring or
sprinkling. Do the advocates of pouring or sprink-
ling find this the most convenient mode of adminis-
tering the ordinance ?

6. Baptism is, by the apostle Paul, repeatedly
. compared to a burial. Inone passage, believers are
said to be buried with Christ by baptism, || and in an-
other, to be buried with him in baptism, and to be
therein risen with him.

Whether baptism, in these passages, denotes ex-
ternal or spiritual baptism, it is evident, that the fig-
ure derives all its propriety and beauty from some

*®Marki.5. tJohniii.23. $Marki.9,10. § Actsviii.38,39.
1 Rom. vi. 4. ¥ Col. ii. 12.
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implied resemblance between the external rite and
a burial ; nor can it be imagined, that the apostle
would have ever compared baptism of any kind to
a burial, had there been no such resemblance.

When we are said to be spiritually circumcised,
in putting off the body of the sins of the flesh, #
there is an evident allusion to the nature of the ex-
ternal right of circumecision; and the propriety of
the figure depends solely on the resemblance which
can be traced, between the external rite and the
spiritual operation.

When Paul was exhorted to be baptized, and to
wash away his sins, 1 there was an evident allusion
to the use of water, in the ordinance of baptism ;
and had there been no application of water on
which to ground such an allusion, we may be cer-
tain that we should never have heard of washing
away sins in baptism.

Accordingly, none are ever said to be washed in
circumcision, because there is no resemblance be-
tween that rite and washing. So also, though we
are said, in a spiritaal sense, to be crucified with
Christ, we are not said to be crucified with him in
~ baptism or circumcision, because there is no resem-
blance between those rites and crucifixion. }

Nor are we ever said to be buried in circumeis-

* Col. ii. 11. t Acts xxii. 16.

1 But though the apostle does not say expressly, that we are cru-
cified in baptism, does he not say this implicitly? He says, that we
are baptized into the death of Christ; and in the context, that we
are buried with him by baptism into death, and also that our old
man is crucified with him. Does he not, therefore, virtually say,
that we are crucified in baptism ?

Tt must be admitted, that, ifit isrgood reagoning to infer 8, We
can doubtiess make out the absurdity of baptismal crucifixion. But
on the same principle we can make the inspired writers answerable
for the most incong! and grotesque fig , that the wildest im-
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ion, or to be risen therein to newness of life. Such
expressions would be highly improper and absurd ;
because there is nothing like a burial or a resurrec-
tion in the rite of circumecision.

For the same reason, we may rest assured, that if
baptism had consisted in sprinkling or pouring, or
any partial application of water whatever, though
we might possibly have heard of being washed in
baptism, we should never have heard of being buri-
ed in baptism ; for there being no resemblance, be-
tween such applications of water and a burial, there
could have been .no propriety in representing bap-
tism under such a figure.

But there is a confessed resemblance between
immersion and a burial ; and since the phrase, buri-
ed in baptism, is sanctioned by the highest authority,
even divine inspiration, we have invincible proof,
that baptism consists not in sprinkling or pouring,
but in immersion. '

6. The idea of immersion is the only one, which
will suit all the various connexions, in which the
word is used in the New Testament.

The word certainly has some meaning, whether
more limited, or more general; and when used to
denote the ordinance of baptism, certainly has one
uniform meaning, which is applicable in every in-
stance. What is this meaning ?

Is it sprinkling ? We must then read, And they
were all sprinkled of him in the river Jordan : #

agination can suggest. For instance, — Christ says, Iam the door,
and directly afier, I amthe good Shepherd that giveth his life for the
sheep. Shall Christ be made to say, that the door gives its life for the
sheep? We reply — The figure is changed, and it is not consistent
with good reasoning, 1o infer figures, ag we do litersl propositions,
or to reason from one figure to another. * Mark 1. 5
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Buried with him by sprinkling : ¥ They were all
sprinkled unto (Greek, into) Moses, in the cloud and
in the sea. t

Is it washing? We must then read, He shall
wash you with (Greek, ir) the Holy Ghost and fire ; §
Arise and be washed, and wash away thy sins: §
So many of us, as were washed into Jesus Christ,
were washed into his death. ||

The idea of immersion always suits the connex-
ion in which the word is used; or, in the words of
Dr. Campbell, the word ¢ is always construed sustably
to this meaning.’ Thus we may read, with propriety

-of sentiment and expression — And they were all
immersed of him in the river Jordan: buried with
him by immersion: They were all immersed. into
Moses (the Mosaic religion,) in the cloud and in the
sea: He shall immerse you in the Holy Ghost and
fire: Arise and be immersed, and wash away thy
sins : So many of us, as were immersed into Jesus
Christ, were immersed into his death.

7. The Greek people certainly understand their
own native language, better than any foreigners. We
must, therefore, believe that their practice, whatever
it be, affords a correct and indisputable interpreta-
tion of the Greek word. Now, from the first intro-
duection of the gospel, to the present time, they have

“invariably practised immersion. This is true, not
only of the Greek people, but of the whole Greek
church, from the southern provinces of Greece, to
the northem extremity of the Russian empire, a
church, which, in point of territory and population,
embraces nearly ond half of Christendom.

#Rom. vi.4. 11 Cor. x.2. t Matt.iii. 11. §Acts xxii. 16, || Rom. vi. 3.
2%

Fi
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DevuiNeivs. ¢ The Greeks retain the rite of im-
mersion to this day, as Jeremiah, the patriarch of
Constantinople, declares.’ ¥

Mz. CuamBERS., ‘In the primitive times, this
ceremony was performed by immersion ; as it is to
this day, in the oriental churches, according to the
original signification of the word.” ¢

Dr. Warr. ¢All the christians in Asia, all in
Africa, and about one third part of Europe, are of
the last sort,’ (practise immersion,) ¢in which third
part of Europe, are comprehended the christians of
Greecia, Thracia, Servia, Bulgaria, Rascia, Wal-
lachia, Moldavia, Russia, Nigra, and so on; and
even the Muscovites, who, if coldness of the coun-
try will excuse, might plead for a dispensation, with
the most reason of any.’— ‘ The Greek church, in
all branches of it, does still vse immersion ; and
they hardly count a child, except in case of sick-
ness, well baptized withoutit.’ }

8. Not only all the branches of the Greek church, -
but the whole christian world, for the space of thir-
teen hundred years, practised immersion, as the only
real baptism. Sprinkling or pouring was never tol-
erated, except in case of dangerous sickness, or.
want of a sufficient quantity of water, and in such
cases, was called baptism, by way of courtesy
merely, —not being regarded as real baptism, but
as a substitute, which, through the indulgence of
God, and (in later times) the authority of the pope,
would answer the ends- of baptism. Never, by any
christians, in any age, was sprinkling or pouring al-

# De Prudent. Pastoral. Pars. jii. C.iii. § 26
} Bl . Bap Bart 3. G ik pr 471

—————— e Re e e v e
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lowed in common cases, until the council of Raven-
na, assembled by the pope, in the year 1311, de-
olared immersion or pouring to be indifferent. From
that time, the latter gradually came into general use.
It was not, however, admitted into England, ti]l the
middle of the sixteenth century, and not sanctioned
till the middle of the seventeenth ; when the West-
minster assembly, influenced by Dr. Lightfoot, de-
cided, that ¢ dipping of the person in water, is not
necessary ; but baptism is rightly administered, by
pouring or sprinkling water upon the person.’ ¥

As the truth of these assertions, concerning the
practice of the church, must be established by tes-
. timony, independently of ‘argumentation, I hope to
be excused for the number and length of the follow-
ing quotations, from Pedobaptist authors of ac-
knowledged authority.

Grorivus. ¢ That baptism used to be performed
by immersion, and not by pouring, appears both
from the proper signification of the word, and the
places chosen for the administration of the rite,
John iii. 23 ; Acts viii. 38 ; and also from the many
allusions of the apostles, which cannot be referred
to sprinkling, Rom. vi. 3, 4; Col.ii. 12 ¢

Vitringa. ‘The act of baptizing is the immer-
sion of believers in water. This expresses the force
of the word. Thus also it was performed by Christ
and the apostles.’ }

CurcELL@vs. ¢ Baptism was performed by plung-
ing the whole body into water, and not by sprink-
ling a few drops, as is now the practice. Nor did
* (t}m fession, C‘l;:;pmxngzldzg“{l m? Poli Synops. ad Matt. iii. 6.

L P e—— - PORNY e e PR
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the disciples, that were sent out by Christ, adminis-
ter baptism afterwards, in any other way.) *

WESTMINSTER ASSEMBLY oF D1vINEs. ¢ Buried
with him by baptism. See Col. ii. 12. In this phrase,
the apostle seemeth to allude to the ancient manner
of baptism, which was to dip the parties baptized,
and, as it were, to bury them under the water.’

Carvin. ¢ From these words, John iii. 23, it may
be inferred, that baptism was administered by John
and Christ, by plunging the whole body under wa-
ter. Here we perceive how baptism was adminis-
tered among the ancients ; for they immersed the
whole body in water.” {

BarLcy. ¢Baptism, in strictness of speech, is
that kind of ablution or washing, which consists in
dipping ; and when applied to the christian institu-
tion, so called, it was used by the primitive chris-
tians, in no other sense than that of dipping, as the
learned Grotius and Casauben well observe.’ §

Dr. Warr. || ¢We should not know by these
accounts,’ (Joha iii. 23: Marki. 5; Acts viii. 38)
whether the whole body ‘of the baptized was put
under water, head and all, were it not for two later
proofs, which seem to me to put it out of the ques-
tion. One, that St. Paul does twice, in an allusive
way of speaking, call baptism a burial, which alla-

% Rehig. Christ. Institwt, L. v. C. ii.
t Annot. on Rom. vi. 4. See also, 1o the same purpose, Bp.
Peaircg, Noteon 1 Cor. xv.20; and Bp. BURNET, . XXXiX.

Articles, p. 374.

1 1In Joan iii. 23. Comment. in Acts. viii. 38.

§ Dicti , Dr. Scott’s Edit. 1772

I In :dgeneml convocation of the English clergy, Feb. 9, 1706, it
was ordered, ¢ that _the thanks of this house be given to Mr. Wall,
vicar of Shoreham in Kent, for the learned and excellent book he
hath latel; written, concemqig infant baptism.’ In Dr. Baldwin’s
Bap. of Beli only, Part. 1i. Sect. iv. p. 91.

Batalte b, R i smm caind el e .
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sion is not so proper, if we conceive them to have
gone into the water, only up to the armpits, &c., as
it is, if their whole body was immersed. The oth-
er, the custom of the near succeeding times. — As
for sprinkling, I say, as Mr. Blake, at its first com-
ing up in England, Let them defend it that useit. *

BineHaM. ¢ There are a great many passages in
the epistle of St. Paul, which plainly refer to this
custom’ (immersion.) ¢ As this was the original
apostolical practice ; so it continued to be the universal
practice of the church, for many ages, upon the same
symbolical reasons, as it was first used by the apos-
tles. It appears from Epiphanius and others, that
almost all heretics who retained any baptism, re-
tained immersion also. The only heretics, against
whom this charge’ (of not baptizing by a total im-
mersion) ‘is brought, were the Eunomians, a branch
of the Arians.’{ '

Dr. TowersoN. ¢But, therefore, as there is so
much the more reason, to represent the rite of im-
mersion, as the only legitimate rite of baptism, be-
cause the only one, that can answer the ends of its
institution, and those things which were to be signi-
fied by it; so especially, if ( as is well known, and
undoubtedly of great force) the general practice of
the primitive church was agreeable thereto, and the
practice of the Greek church, to this very day. For
who can think, either the one, or the other, would
have been so tenacious of so troublesome a rite,
were it not, that they were well assured, as they of
the primitive church might very well be, of its be-
ing the only instituted and legitimate one 27

* of Hist. of I 131,140. 1 Origines Eccles. B. xi. C.
%fo 7 ”{f% l}’ln ’m p. 88. =
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Venema. ‘It is without controversy, that bap-
tism, in the primitive church, was administered by
immersion into water, and not by sprinkling. The
essential act of baptizing, in the second century,
consisted, not in sprinkling, but in immersion into
water, in the name of each person in the Trinity.
Concerning immersion, the words and phrases that
are used, sufficiently testify ; and that it was per-
formed in a river, a pool, or a fountain. To the es-
sential rite of baptism, in the third century, per-
tained immersion, and not aspersion, exceptin cases
of necessity, and it was accounted a half-perfect bap-
tism. Immersion, in the fourth century, was one of
those acts that were considered as essential to bap-
tism : — nevertheless, aspersion was used in thelast
moments of life, on such as were called clinics, —
and also, where there was not a sufficient quantity
of water.”*

Sarmasrus. ¢ The ancients did not baptize, oth-
erwise than by immersion, either once or thrice;
except clinics, or persons confined to their beds,
who were baptized in a manner of which they were
capable; not in the entire laver, as those who
plunge the head under water; but the whole body
had water poured upon it. (Cypr. iv. Epist. vii.)
Thus Novatian, when sick, received baptism, being
nweQuyvlsig, sprinkled, not fantiofeig, baptized. Eu-
seb. vi. Hist. C. xliii. {

Bp. Tavror. ‘The custom of the ancient
churches was not sprinkling, but immersion; in
pursuance of the sense of the word (baptize) in the

 Hist. Eeccles. Secul. i. § 138; Secul. ii. § 100; Secul. iii. § 51;

Secul. iv. § 110,
t Apud Witsii GEcon. Fad. L. iv. C. xvi. § 13.
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commandment, and the example of our blessed
Saviour. Now this was of so sacred account in
their esteem, that they did not account it lawful to
receive him into the clergy who had been only
sprinkled in his baptism, as we leamn from the epis-
tle of Cornelius to Fabius of Antioch, apud. Euseb.
L. vi. C. xliii. It was a formal and solemn ques-
tion, made by Magnus to Cyprian, whether they are
to be esteemed right christians, who were only
sprinkled with water, and not washed or dipped.’ #

Cypriax. (In reply to Magnus.) °You ask,
dear son, what I think of those, who, in sickness,
receive the sacred ordinance ; whether, since they
are not washed (loti,) in the saving water, but have
it poured on them, (perfusi,) they are to be esteem-
ed right Christians.+ In the saving sacraments,
when necessity obliges, and God grants his indul-
gence, abridgments of divine things, (divina com-
pendia,) will confer the whole on believers.’ }

Dr. Warr. ‘Anno Dom. 251, Novatian was, by
one party of the clergy and people of Rome, chosen
bishop of that chureh, in a schismatical way, and in
opposition to Cornelius, who had been before chosen
by the major part, and was already ordained. Corne-
lius does, in aletterto Fabius, Bishop of Antioch,vin-
dicate his right, and shows that Novatian came not
canonically to his orders of priesthood, much less was
he capable of being chosen bishop ; for thatall the
clergy, and a great many of the laity, were against his
being ordained presbyter, because it was not lawful,

* Ductor Dubitantium, B. iii. C. iv. Rule 15.
1 It cannot be dispuied what kind of washing Cyprian intends,
for none suppose that baptism has ever been performed in any oth-

er way than by immersion, and pouring or sprinkling.
1 Epistola ad Magnwm, ﬁdn. aris, %4?. &
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they said, for any one that had been baptized in his
bed, in time of sickness (7o» &v xduy diax voaor
negiyvfsvta,) as he had been, to be admitted to.
any office of the clergy.’ ¥

Cornzrivs. ¢He (Novatian,) ‘fell into a griev-
ous distemper, and it being supposed that he would
die immediately, he received baptism, being sprink-
led with water on the bed whereon he lay, if that
can be termed baptism. +

Vavresius. ¢ As sick persons who were baptized
in their beds, could not be immersed by the priest,
they had only water poured on them, (perfunde-
bantur.) Therefore, this kind of baptism was ac-
counted informal and imperfect ; for it appeared to
be received, not voluntarily, but through fear of
death, by men laboring under distraction of mind,
and actuated by no suitable views ; and since bap-
tism properly signifies immersion, this kind of affusion
could scarcely be called baptism. Wherefore, clinics
(for so they were called, who received this kind of
baptism,) were, by the twelfth canon of the coun-
cil of Neocasarea, prohibited the priesthood.’ {

Monks oF Cressy. ‘Is it lawful, in case of ne-
cessity, occasioned by sickness, to baptize an in-
fant, by pouring water on its head, from a cup, or
the hands ?’ t

* Hist. of Inf. Bap. Part. ii. C. u)p{

t Epist. ad Fabium, apud Euseb. Hist. Eceles, L.*vi. C. xliii.

$ Annot. in Euseb. Hist. Eccles. L. vi. C. xliii. 3) 120. Hence it
appears, that the validity of clinic baptism was mputed not only
because the sincerity of the p was but be-
cause they had not been immersed. Such also was the opunon of
Bp Taylor, (see above,) and Dr. Cave, Prim. Christ. P. 1. C. X. p.

The same appears from the words of Cornelius to Fabius,

nnd still clearer from the reply of Cyprian to Mugnus, Whlch evt-
dently impli thatthe bjection of his corresp was
not on any deficiency m the recipient, but on the unper-
fection of the rite itself.

§ Apud Labbei Concilia, Tom. vi. p. 1650.
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Pope Strxpuxx iii. (In reply to the monks of Cres-
sy.) ¢Such a baptism, performed in such a case of
necessity, shall be accounted valid.’ ¥

BasNaee. ¢This,’ (the response of Stephen, in
the year 754,) ‘is accounted the first law against
immersion. The pontiff, however, did not dispense
with immersion, except in case of extreme necessi-
ty. This law, therefore, did not change the mode
of dipping, in public baptisms; and it was not till
five hundred and fifty seven years after, that the
legislature, in a council at Ravenna, in the year
1311, declared immersion and pouring indifferent.’

Venema. ¢ Beveridge, on the fiftieth apostolical.
canon, asserts, that the ceremony of sprinkling be-
gan to be used instead of immersion, about the time
of Pope Gregory, in the sixth century ; bat without
producing auny testimony in favor of his assertion;
and it is undoubtedly a mistake. Martene declares
in his Antig. Eccles. Rit. L. i. P. i. C. i. that in all the
ritual books, or pontifical manuseripts, ancient or
modern, that he had seen, immersion was required ;
except by the Cenomanensian, and that of a more
modern date, in which pouring on the head is men-
tioned. In the council of Ravenna, also, held in
the year thirteen hundred and eleven, both immer-
sion and pouring are left to the determination of the
~ administrator; and the council of Nismes, in the
year one thousand two hundred and eighty-four,
permitted pouring, if a vessel could not be had;
therefore, only in case of necessity.’ {

* Apud Labbei, Concilia, Tom. vi. p. 1650.

t a, Vol, i. Preefat. C. v. § 4, in Robinson’s Hist. of
Bap. C. xxxiii.
$ Hist. Eccles. Secul. vi. § 251,

3
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Dr. Wurrsy. ‘It being so expressly declared
here,” (Rom. vi. 4.) ‘and Col. ii. 12, that we are du-
ried with Christ in baptism, by being buried under
water, and the argument to oblige us to a conformi-
ty to his death, by dying to sin, being taken hence ;
and this immersion being religiously observed by all
christians for thirteen centuries, and approved by our
church’ (of England,) ‘and the change of it into
sprinkling, even without any allowance from the
Author of this institution, or any license from any
council of the church, being that which the Roman-
ist still urgeth to justify his refusal of the cup tothe
laity ; it were to be wished that this custom might
be again of general use, and aspersion only permit-
ted, as of old, in case of the clinici, or in present
danger of death %

Stacknousk. ¢ Accordingly, several authors have
shown, that we read no where in scripture of any
one’s being baptized but by immersion ; and from
the acts of councils, and ancient rituals, have prov-
ed, that this manner of immersion continued, as
much as poesible, to be used, for thirteen hundred
years after Christ.’ {

Dr. WarL. ¢ France seems to have been the first
country in the world, where baptism by affusion was
used ordinarily to persons in health, and in the pub-
lic way of administering it.— It being allowed to
weak children’ (in the reign of Queen Elizabeth)
‘to be baptized by aspersion, many fond ladies and
gentlewomen first, and then, by degrees, the com-
mon people, would obtain the favor of the priest, to
have their children pass for weak children, too ten-

* Note on Rom., vi. 4, + Hist of the Bible, B, viii. C. i.
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der to endure dipping in the water. As for sprink-
ling, propetly called, it seems it was at sixteen hun-
dred and forty-five, just then beginning, and used by
very few. It must have begun in the disorderly
times after forty-one. They, (the assembly of di-
vines in Westminster,) reformed the font into a ba-
sin. This learned assembly could not remember,
that fonts to baptize in had been always used by
the primitive christians, long before the beginning
of popery, and ever since churches were built; bat
that sprinkling, for the common use of baptizing,
was really introduced, (in France first, and then in
other popish countries,) in times of popery: And
that, accordingly, all those countries, in which the
usurped power of the pope i3, or has formerly been
owned, have left off dipping of thildren in the font;
but that all other countries in the world, whish had nev-
er regarded his authority, do still use it; and that ba-
sins, except in cases of necessity, were never used by
papists, or any other christians whosoever, till by them-
selves.” ¥

¢ The way that is now ordinarily used, we cannot
deny to have been a novelty, brought into this church,
by those that had learned it in Germany, or at Ge-
neva. And they were not contented to follow the
example of pouring a quantity of water, (which had
there been introduced instead of immersion,) but
improved it, if I may so abuse that word, from pour-
ing to sprinkling ; that it might have as little resem-
blance of the ancient way of baptizing as possi-
ble.’

Let me conclude this part of the discourse with
1 Hist. of Inf. Bap. P.ii. C.ix. 1 Def. of Hist. of Inf. Bap. p. 408.
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one remark. The question which we have examin-
ed, evidently relates, not to the mode, but the nature
of baptism. We have not been inquiring, how
baptism must be performed, in order to be valid ;
bat simply, what baptism is. If the several consid-
erations which have been presented are sufficient to
show that baptism is immersion, it is equally clear
that the terms, baptism and immersion, are equivalent
and interchangeable, and that when Christ com-
manded his disciples to be baptized, he command-
ed them to be immersed.

IL  To whom is baptism to be administered ?

The words of the commission are, Go ye, there-
Jore, and teach (or rather disciple) all nations, baptizing
them into (&) the name of the Father, and of the Son,
and of the Holy Ghost. Is there any difficulty in un-
derstanding these plain instructions? Did not
Christ- obviously intend, that the apostles should
make disciples among all nations, and then baptize
them? He surely did not intend that they should
baptize whole nations indiscriminately ; but those
of the nations who should become disciples. ¥ This
is confirmed by the terms of the commission, as re-
corded by another evangelist: ¢ Go ye into all the

. *Dr. CaMPBELL. ‘Go, thercfore, convert all the nations, iz-
ing them, §c.) ¢ There are mamfesﬁy three things which our Lord
here distinctly enjoins his apostles to execute, with regard to the
nations: 1o wit, uadnrerew, Barctivey, diduoxery, that is, to
convert them to the faith, to initiate the converts_into the church by
baptism, and to instruct the baptized in all the duties of a christian
life.! Four Gospels, and Note, on the place.

Mr. BAXTER. ‘Go, disciple me all nations, baptizing them. As
for those that say they are discipled b bapu’zinwa not_before
baptizing, they speak not the sense of that tekt. en Christ lay-
eth down, in the apostolical commission, the nature and order of his
aposiles’ work, it 18 first to make disciples, and then to baptize them
3}!0 the name of the Father,’ &ec. lgupumu of right to Sacram. p.

, &e.
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world, and preach the gospel to every creature. He
that believeth, and is' baptized, shall be saved.” #

Notwithstanding the obvious import of the law of
baptism, the greater part of the christian world bap-
tize the children of believers, on the faith of their
parents, or the profession of their sponsors, and re-
fuse baptism to believers, if they have been baptized
in infancy. Does their practice appear consistent
with the command of Christ? Christ commands
those who believe, to be baptized. Pedobaptists
adopt a system, which tends to preclude the bap-
tism of believers. They baptize the involuntary in-
fant, and deprive him of the privilege of ever pro-
fessing his faith in the appointed way. If this sys-
tem were universally adopted, it would banish be-
lievers’ baptism out of the world. But leaving the
evident discordance between the system of Pedo-
baptists, and the command of Christ, let us inquire
whether infant baptism has any just support, either
direct or inferential.

When any practice is proposed and enforced as a
binding duty, we have a right to examine the
grounds of the alleged obligation. It is not suffi-
cient for the proposer to show, that the practice is
innocent, and even compatible with every other du-
ty: it is requisite, that he prove it binding. If one
should enforce the ancient custom of dressing in
white, for several days after baptism, as the duty of
every Christian, it would not be necessary for us. to
urge one argument against it; nor would it be suffi-
cient for him to prove it innocent, and even compati-
ble with every other duty. We might reasonably

* Mark xvi. 15,16.
3%
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refuse compliance, until he should prove, that we
are bound to comply. So, in thé case of infant bap-
tism, it is not necessary for us to urge one argument
against it; nor is it sufficient for the proposer to
prove, that every objection is groundless. It is re-
quisite for him to prove, that it is obligatory. The
question with every parent ought to be, Am I under
obligation to have my children baptized? Now,on
what grounds, is this obligation predicated ?

We should naturally expect, that the baptism of
infants, if enjoined at all, would have been enjoin-
ed in the law,-which instituted the ordinance of
Christian baptism. But this law is silent on the
subject of infants. Has not Christ, however, left
some other command, enjoining infant baptism ?
Not one. Have not the apostles, who were intrust-
ed with farther communications of the will of
Christ, left some command on this subject? Not
one. Have they not left us some example of infant
baptism? Not one. Have they not spoken of bap-
tized infants, and thus given undeniable intimation
of this practice? No, in no instance. On the con-
trary, whenever they have spoken of baptism, or of
those to whom it was administered, their language
implies, that baptism was a voluntary act of wor-
ship, and the baptized, professing believers. ¢ As
many of you,’said Paul to the Galatians, ‘ as have
been baptized into Christ, have put on Christ.) % -

But does not the baptism of the households of
‘Lydia, the jailer, and Stephanas, afford some evi-
dence in favor of this practice ?.

As the term, household, does not necessarily imply

*@al. iii.27.
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infants, these instances, though admitted without
examination, cannot be considered, as furnishing
any certain precedent, in favor of the baptism of
infants, Do they afford any presumptive evidence ?

It appears, that Lydia was a woman of Thyatira,
residing in Philippi, for the purpose of trade.* It
does not appear, that she had a husband or children.
It is more probable, that her household was compos-
ed of assistants in her business, who, following her
example, believed and were baptized. For we are
informed, that when Paul and Silas left the city,
they entered into the house of Lydia, and saw and
comforted the brethren. t )

In the case of the jailer,$ Paul and Silas ¢ spake
unto him the word of the Lord, and to all that were
in his house ~And he ¢ rejoiced, believing in God,
with all his house. §

Concerning the household of Stephanas, Paul
writes, at the close of the epistle, || ¢ that it is the
first-fruits of Achaia, and that they have addicted
themselves to the ministry of the saints.)

Thus, in each of these instances, especially in
the two latter, some circumstances appear, which
lead us to conclude, that the members of these

* Acts xvi. 14, 15, 1 Acts xvi. 40, 1 Acts xvi. 28—34.

Dr. MACKNIGET. ‘Having belicved in God with all his house ;
who, it seems, were equally impressed with Paul’s sermon, as the
jailer himself was.’ Life of the Apostle Paul, Chap. 5. N

CALVIN.— In which also the grace of God hlustriously appeared,
b it suddenly brought the whole family to a pious consent.
Comment. in loc. i1 Cor. xvi. 15.

9 Dr. MackNiGET. The family of Stephanas seem all to have
been adults when they were baptized. For they are said, chap.
xvi. 15, to d d th Ives to the minisiry to the saints.
Tyanslation of the Apost. Epist. Note 1st. on 1 Cor. 1. 16.

Dr. Guysg. ‘It therefore seems —that the family of Stephanas
‘were all adult believers#and so were baptized upon their own per-
sonal profession of faith in Christ. Note, on 1 Cor. i. 16,
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households were professing believers. It may,
therefore, be repeated, that there is no precept nor
precedent in scripture, for infant baptism.

Let us next examine the inferential evidence, ad-
duced in favor of this practice. %

1. Chsldren, it is said, have been connécted with their pa-
rents in covenant with God, and, in consequence of this con-
nexion, have received, by divine appointment, the iniliating
seal; their covenant connexion has never been dissolved, nor
their right to the initiating seal disannulled. t

It does not follow, that children are connected
with their parents in every covenant, because they
were connected with their parents in one covenant.

~ The whole strength of the argument, now present-
ed, rests in the supposition, that the covenant of
grace, in which christians now stand, is the same
with the covenant of circumeision, in which chil-

* It must be evident, that, in the above, Ido not object to infant
baptism, ¢ because it is not enjoined by any express command.’
The sum of my objection is this —there is8 no command — there is
no example — there is no inferential evidence. Ido indeed believe,
that a New T dore ple is the only J)mper
g:ound, on which any christian ordinance can be supported ; and

at it is incorrect to reason from a positive institute under one dis-
pensation, to a positive institute under another. But many cannot
see the corr of this distinction; and as I.wish to accommo-
date myself to all capacities, I place the subject on open ground,
and say — prove it direcily, or prove it inferentially — only prove it.

But suppose we should say, that express %reeept or exqmple is

q1 1o support any ordi hat then ?” Why, they ex-
claim, where is your express command for female communion ?
where, for baptizing ‘adults born of christian parents?’ and (why
not add ?) where. for baptizing a man over fifly years old, or for bap-
tizing Burmans and Hindoos? The perti y of such objecti
may be illustrated by a case. $

A master orders his servanis to mark the fruit trees, in a certain
field. The first proceeds according to orders. The second pro-
ceeds to mark other than fruit trees. Stay, says the first, none but
fruit trees. Our ster has expressly ordered fruit trees to be

ked, and in my op , we_are to mark no irees, but such as
are expressed in the order. Indeed, says the second —then leave
this orange and yonder pomegranate, for they are not expressly
mentioned in the order. But, replies the first, since we are ordered

t See Dr. WoRCEsSTRR’s Letters to Dr. Baldwin, Let. xxi. p. iii.

$80 Watts’ Encys Glasgow, 7L

N ~ - —— a— YR sl e Oty catlits. Mo i .. i
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dren were connected with their parents. The latter
covenant is recorded in the seventeenth chapter of
Genesis.

‘And when Abram was ninety years old and
nine, the Lord appeared to Abram, and said unto
him, I am the Almighty God ; walk before me, and
be thou perfect. And I will make my covenant be-
tween me and thee, and will multiply thee exceed-
ingly. And Abram fell on his face ; and God talked
with him saying, As for me, behold my covenantis
with thee, and thou shalt be a father of many na-
tions. Neither shall thy name any more be called
Abram, but thy name shall be called Abraham ; for
a father of many nations have I made thee. And I
will make thee exceedingly fruitful, and I will make
nations of thee, and kings shall come out of thee.
And I will establich my covenant between me and
thee, and thy seed after thee in their generations,
for an everlasting covenant, to be a God unto thee,
and to thy seed after thee. And I will give unto
to mark fruit trees, all trees of that description, wljelher orange or

pomegranate, olive or tamarind, being exp the g
term fruit trees, are expressly ordered to be marked.
Thus when helievers are ded to be baptized, all p

‘who sustain this character, whether born of christian parents or not,

whether men or women, of whatever and whatever country,
being expressed by the generic term belsevers, are expressly com-
manded to be baptized.

Thus, also, when church members, saints, all, thatin every place,
callon the name of Jesus, are commanded to partake of the Lord's
supper, ;:omd when instances are recorded, in which the duclplell
those who received the word and were baptized, did pariake, || al
p wlln;; ° .t‘ thubee h y ‘tlh.i;h:.; men or women, gl:
or young, bond or free, being exx:ue y the generic terms

y y are expressly commanded to
pértake of the Lord’s supper.

But where is your express command for women? We have no
express command for women, as such, or for men, as such, or for
children, as such ; but we have an express command for believers ;
and if this man, thar woman, and yonder child, are believers, we
have an express command for them'in the character of believers.

§1Cor.1.3,and xi. 17 — 84, 1l Acts xx.7, and ii. 41, 43,
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thee, and to thy seed after thee, the land wherein
thou art a stranger, all the land of Canaan, for an
everlasting possession; and I will be their God.
And God said unto Abraham, Thou shalt keep my
covenant, therefore, thou, and thy seed after thee, in
their generations. This is my covenant, which ye
shall keep, between me and you and thy seed after
thee : Every man child among you shall be circum-
cised. And ye shall circumcise the flesh of your
foreskin: and it shall be a token of the covenant
betwixt me and you. And he that is eight days old
shall be circumcised among you, every man child
in your generations, he that is born in the house, or
bought with money of any stranger, which is not of
thy seed. He that is born in thy house, and he that
is bought with thy money, must needs be circum-
cised; and my covenant shall be in your flesh, for
an everlasting covenant. And the uncircumcised
man child, whose flesh of his foreskin is not cir-
cumcised, that soul shall be cut off from his people ;
he hath broken my covenant’ The covenant pro-
ceeds, with regard to Sarah and Ishmael, and closes
in the twenty-second verse.

I now ask the Christian parent, Is this the cove-
nant, which God has made with you? Has God
covenanted to give you these blessings? Though
he may have covenanted to give you some of these
blessings, together with many others, the question
must be repeated, Is this the very covenant, which
@od has made with you? If, on examining the sev-
eral parts of the covenant, you feel authorized to an-
swer in the affirmative, I reply, You are under sa-
cred obligation to perform your part. You are un-
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der sacred obligation to circumocise, or (if you are
satisfied, that baptism is substituted) to baptize ¢ ev-
ery man child’ ‘that is eight days old :’ him ¢that
is born in the house, or bought with money of any
stranger, which is not of thy seed’ Itis in direct
disobedience of the command of God, to baptize
before the eighth day, or to defer baptism beyond
the eighth day. It is an entire departure from the
command of God, to baptize a female child, or to
withhold baptism from one ‘that is born in the
house, or bought with money of any stranger, which
is not of thy seed.” God has, in no part of his word,
released you from your obligation to baptize on the
eighth duy. Nor has he required you to baptize a
female .child. ‘Who hath required this at your
hand?’ Nor has he released you from your obliga-
tion to baptize the servant, born in the house, or
bought with money. *

But I ask again, Do you really believe, that God

$Gal. iii. 28. There is neither Jew nor Greek, thers is neither bond
nor free, there ts neither male nor femala;forye are all one in Christ

Jesus. 'This p ge has been prod , both as a declaration of
the right of female infants to baptism, and as a repeal of the right.
of servants.

.. Itis important, in_construing scripture, to adopt the very mean-.
ing, which the inspired writer obviously intended to convey ; and
not 10 suffer the mind to lay hold on some distant meaning, which
is contrary to the whole scope of the context, and probably would
never have occurred, had not an hypothesis needed its support. 1f"
the latter li i mode of interp be tol d, any doc--
trine, however trifling or contradictory, any practice, however puer-
ile or pernicious, may be proved to be seriptural.

In the pas before us, let us in, what charact are-
described, and in what respect, they are one in Christ Jesus.
Ver. 26. For ye are all the childsen of @God, by faith in Christ:
Jesus. 27. For as many of you, as havebeen baptized into Christ, have
put on Christ. 28. There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither
bond nor free, there is meither male nor female ; for ye are all one in
Christ Jesus. 18 it not too evident to require any remark, that the -
mﬂe is sgukmg of believers only, such as are the children of
faith in Christ, and have put on Christ by being baptized ?
2 Galatians, tfnvu{h the influence of Judaizing teuchers,.
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has promised you the very blessings, which he
promised Abraham and his seed? Do you really
believe, that God has promised to give you the land
of Canaan, even that land, in which your futher Abra-
ham was a stranger ? If not, whatever blessings
God has promised to give you, whatever covenant
he has made with you, it is not the covenant, which
‘he made with Abraham, and in which children were
sconnected with parents.

That the promise of the land of Canaan was, at
Jeast, one principal promise, in the covenant of cir-
cumcision, appears from the numerous passages, in
which it is distinguished and presented, as the sub-
stance of the covenant.

God said to Moses, ‘I appeared unto Abraham,
unto Isaac, and unto Jacob —and I have also es-
tablished my covenant with them, to give them the
land of Canaan, the land of their pilgrimage, wherein
they were strangers’ * David exhorted Israel; ‘O
ye seed of Israel, his servant, ye children of Jacob,
his chosen ones— Be ye mindful always of his
covenant ; the word which he commanded to a thou-
sand generations ; even of the covenant, which he
made with Abraham, and of his oath unto Isaac;
and hath confirmed the same to Jacob for a law, and
to Israel for an everlasting covenant, saying, Unto
thee will I give the land of Canaan, the lot of your
had imbibed the error, that in order to be justified, it wasnecessary
to be circamcised, a.nb to keep the Mosaic law. ~The chief object
of the apostle, in this epistle, and particularly in this chapter, is to
show, that we must be justified by faith alone ; that it is not neces-
urg i:?‘ ggomefa Je.w‘,1 in ordel;d to be justified ; for in Christ Jesus,
no distinction of nation, outward condition, or sex, is of any avail.
In Christ Jesus, there is neither Jew nor Greek, bond nor free, male
nor female. .[;' ye have faith in Christ, whatever be your descent or

condition, ye are all on an equality, in point of acceptance with God.
'Exod.y:i.a,t ! v
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inheritance) * The same sentiment prevailed in the
time of Nehemiah; for on a day of fasting, the
whole congregation of Israel addressed God in pray-
er: ‘ Thou art the Lord the God, who didst choose
Abram — and madest a covenant with- him, to give
the land of the Canaanites — to his seed.’ t

The covenant of grace does not contain this prom-
ise. When we contemplate two covenants, and see
that one principal article, contained in the one, is
not contained in the other, by what singular process
can the mind be brought to the conclusion, that
these two covenants, so palpably different and dis-
tinct, are one and the same ?

But it is urged, that ‘the covenant made with
Abraham, is expressly declared to.be an everlasting
or perpetual covenant; a covenant to continue to
the latest generation.’ {

And was not the land of Canaan given to Abra-
ham and his seed, for an ¢ everlasting possession ??
Even when the covenant is represented as ‘the
word, which God commanded to a thousand genera-
tions,’ the promise of the land of Canaan is brought
forward, as the chief thing, yea, as the very sum
and substance of this everlasting covenant.

So also the priesthood was confirmed to Phinehas
and his seed in an everlasting covenant.§ So also
the feast of expiation, on the tenth day of the seventh
month, was established by a statute, which was de-
clared to be an everlusting statute. ||

It is urged, that the covenant ¢ comprised all the

#1 Chron. xvi. 13—18. 1 Neh. ix. 7,8,
$Dr. WoRCESTER’s Twa Discowrsss, Disc. 1.p.27.
§ Num. xxv. 13. . Il Lev. xvi, 34.

4
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blessings and privileges ever promised to believers
and the church.’

Whether this be trne or not, since it comprised
‘one blessing, which is not comprised in the cove-
nant of grace, it cannot be the same covenant. But
is it true ?

The two principal promises, made to the seed of
Abraham, are, that God would give them the land
of Canaan, and that he would be their God. What
is the import of the latter promise ?

Is there any absurdity in saying, that God was
the God, not only of the few pious descendants of
Abraham, but of the nation of Israel at large? Was

. he not the God of the Jews, in a sense, in which he
was not the God of the Gentiles? Did he not.se-
lect the posterity of Abraham, in the line of Isaac
and Jacob, and distingnish them above all other
nations? Did he not protect them from their ene-
mies, and grant them a rich abundance of temporal
blessings? Did he not give them his law, and es-
tablish among them his worship, and the ordinances
of his house? Did he not, by these spiritual ad-
vantages, furnish them with opportunities, which no
other nation enjoyed, of obtaining him as their spir-
itual portion? Is there any absurdity in saying,
that, in these respects, he was the God of the na-
tion at large? 1If not, is there any absurdity in sup-
posing, that his promise imported, that he would be
their God, in these respects ?

God is represented, in the scriptures, as the God
of his people, in different senses. When, in the
new covenant, he promises to put his laws in their
mind, and to write them in their hearts, and to be
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to them a God,* the promised renewal of heart
shows, that the latter promise imports, that he will
be the spiritual portion of his people. When, inthe
Revelation, it is promised, that God will be with
men, and be their God, t the connexion shows, that
the promise imports that he will be their eternal por-
tion. When, in the covenant of circumecision, he
promised to be the God of the seed of Abraham, the
connexion of this promise with other promises, and
the manner of fulfilment, show, that the promise
imported, that he would multiply and protect them ;
that he would grant them an abundance of tempo-
ral blessings ; and that he would distingunish them
above all other nations by spiritual advantages.

The seed to which the land of Canaan was prom-
ised, was most evidently the lineal descendants of
Abraham. To the same seed the Lord promised to
be a God. Mark the terms of the promises: ‘I
will give unto thee, and 1o thy seed after thee, the
" land wherein thou art a stranger, all the Jand of
Canaan, for an everlasting possession ; and I will be
their God” Bat he was not their God, in a spiritual
sense. It appears from their history, that, in every
age, a remnant only were truly pious.

Those who maintain, that he promised to be the
spiritual portion of-the seed of Abraham, are obliged
to explain the promise to ‘mean, that God would be
the God of some of the seed of Abraham. Isthisa
fair explanatiof? Is it not using undue freedom
with the word of God? Is it not indeed frittering
away the plain import of scripture ?

Suppose that a king should promise peculiar privi-

# Heb. viii. 10, 1 Rev. xxi. 3,
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leges to a faithful subject and his posterity ; not ali
ar some, but simply, his posterity. Would not the
subject be authorized to expect, that all his posteri-
ty would enjoy these privileges? Suppose that it
should appear, that the king actually conferred cer-
tain peculiar privileges on all the posterity, except-
ing those who refused his kindness. Suppose far-
ther, that it should appear, that the king had select-
ed, from among his subjects, a2 number, in which
were some of the posterity of the faithful subject,
and raised them to nobility. Would there be any
doubt, concerning the import of the king’s promise
to his faithful subject? Could it be urged, with any
appearance of probability, that when he promised
peculiar privileges, to the posterity of this subject,
he did not intend those which he actuaally conferred
on them, but that nobility, which he conferred on a
very few of them ?

God covenanted to give the land of Canaan and
his favour, to the posterity of Abraham, in the line
of Isaac. That his posterity were not to come into
immediate possession of the land, had been previ-
ously stipulated. * God faithfully performed his
promises. He conferred the blessings promised, on
the posterity of Abraham, in the line of Isaac, ex-
cepting those only, who rejected his kindness. A
refusal to accept a promised favor, always releases
the promiser from his obligation, unless (is it neces-
sary to add ?) the promised favor incfdes such a dis-
position of the heart, as precludes refusal. Esau
and his posterity, as well as many of the posterity
of Jacob, refused to accept the Lord as their God ;

*Gen. xv. 13 —16.
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not merely, as their spiritual portion, but as their
God in the sense promised. They acknowledged
and worshipped other gods. The Israelites fre-
quently forsook God ; and he as frequently forsook
them. But when they repented and returned to him,
he remembered his covenant, and delivered them
from their distresses. At length, they rejected him,
in the most decided manner, by rejecting his Son.
They would not have him to reign over them.
Since that time God has forsaken them. But
when they shall repent and return, God will again
remember his covenant. The manner, however, in
which he will restore his favour, though intimated
in the prophecies, can be learned from the event only.

What is the ground taken by the advocates of the
covenant of circumcision? Do they say, that God .
promised to be the God of Abraham’s seed, in a spir-
itual sense, if they accepted the promise ? ¢ This would
be a complete abandonment of their argnment. For
it would place such, as claim interest in the cove-
nant of circumecision, exactly upon a level with all
others. God has engaged to save all who reverence,
worship and obey him, though Abrahgm be ignorant
of them, and Israel acknowledge them not.

Do they say, that the promise imported, ¢ that, on
condition of faith and fidelity on Abraham’s part, in
respect to his children, they should become subjects
of grace, and heirs of the blessings of the cove-
nant) * ’ '

But have we a right to make conditions, which
God has not made? Have we a right to take his
covenant, and fashion it to suit our preconceived, fa-

*Dr. WO::II‘!!B’I Two Discourses, Disc. 1,p. 36.

we
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vorite sentiments ? God did not promise, I will be
a God to thy seed, on condition of faith and fidelity
on thy part, in respect to thy seed. Neither in this
covenant, nor in any of his communications with
Abraham, did God inform him, that the grand con-
dition, on which he would be a God to his seed, was
Jidelity on his part, in respect to his seed. ¥ .

But it is said, that, in this covenant, God required
Abraham to walk before him, and to be peyfect.

Is this a condition of the covenant? Did God
suspend the performance of his promises, on the
perfection of Abraham? Surely, then, this was not
the covenant of grace. Under the new dispensation
we are indeed commanded to love God with all our
hegart, and to be perfect in holiness. God requires
-this of all mankind, under every dispensation. It
would be derogatory to his character to require less.
But this is not a condition of the covenant of grace.
The blessings of the covenant are not suspended on
such a condition. If we are interested in Christ by
faith, notwithstanding our imperfections and sins,

* Gen. xviii. 19. For Iknow him, that he will command his chil-
dren, and his housechold after him ; and they shall keep the way of the
Lord, todo justice and judgment ; that the Lord may bring upon Abra-
ham that which he hath spoken of kim. Mueh siress has been laid
on the auxiliary shall, as implying an engagement to the family of
Abraham, in quence of his fidelity in insiructing them. " In
the original, the grammatical construction of the verb MDY,
vendered they keep, is precisely of the same import, as the

ammatical construction of the preceding verb MY, rendered

10ill command No reason, therefore, can be given, why the

. verbs should not be constructed similarly in the tranal For
the same reason, that the preceding verb 1s re*red will command,
ought the following 10 be rendered w:ll keep. i passage appears
1o contain a prediction, rather than_an engagement  God foresaw
that Abraham would be faithful in insiruciing his family ; that they
would observe the requirements tanght them; and that, with a
view 1o this obedience, both on the part of Abraham and his fami-
ly, it would be suitable for him to bestow en them the promised

lessings.
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God.will be our God through grace. Yet the author
above cited, says, ‘ To become entitled to the bles-
sings of the covenant, Abraham must walk before
God, and be perfect’* If so, this covenant was
certainly not the covenant of grace. It might be ex-
pected, therefore, that the advocates of this covenant
would, for the sake of their own cause, readily ad-
mit, and strenuously maintain, what appears to be
the fact, that this requirement was not a condition of
the covenant, or even a part of the covenant, but
merely a preamble or introduction to the covenaat:
God introduces the solemn transaction, by saying,
Walk before me, and be thou perfect. Then follows,
I will make my covenant with thee. Then are pre-
gented the terms of the covenant; first, the part
which God would perform, consisting in the bestow-
ment of several blessings 6n Abraham, and his
seed; and secondly, the part which Abraham and
his seed were to perform, consisting in the observ-
" ance of the rite of circumecision ; and lastly, several
explanatory and restricting articles, with regard to
Sarah and Ishmael and Isaac. That the observance
of the rite of circumcision was, emphatically, the
condition of this covenant, appears from the man-
ner in which it is presented, the conspicuous place
which it holds in the covenant, and the penalty at-
tached to its neglect. ¢ And the uneircumcised man
child —shall be cut off from his people; he hath
broken my covesant.’
It is a popular and prevailing sentiment, that this
., Promise imports, that so many of the seed shall be
subjects of grace, that the church shall be perpetu-

ated ‘in the line of natural descent.
* Dr. WoRCEsTER'S Two Discourses, Disc. 1, p. 34.
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Is this hypothesis consistent with facts? Hasnot
God transferred the church from the posterity of
Abraham to the Gentiles? Is it said, that the Jews
were rejected because of unbelief? But has not
God the hearts of all in his hand? and had he not,
on this hypothesis, promised, that the church should
be perpetuated in the posterity of Abraham? Why,
then, did he not perform? But this is not the only
transfer. If the christian church is the same with
the Jewish, and if the same promises are'made to
the former, as were made to the latter, may it not be
asked, Where are the descendants of the once flour-
ishing churches, in the north of Africa? Where are
the descendants of all the Asiatic churches, planted
by the apostles themselves? They are now covered
with the darkness of Mahomedan superstition.
Surely, we are not there to look for the Church of
Christ. This church is now transferred to the west
of Europe, and embraces the descendants of those,
who were bowing down to idols of wood and stone,
during the prosperity of the eastern churches.

It is true, that God regards the prayers of pious
parents, for their offspring, and frequently grants his
blessing on their religious instructions. We may,
therefore, expect, that in places where the truth has
prevailed, a pious seed will be preserved for some
generations. But that this is God’s uniform mode
of operation, or thathe has covenanted to perpetuate
the church, in the line of natural descent, a slight
glance at ecclesiastical history must effectually
disprove.

Let us next consider several passages in the New
Testament, in which it has been supposed, that the
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covenant of circumcision is recognized as the cov-
_enant of grace.

On ihe day of Pentecost, Peter addressed the
Jews: ¢ The promise is unto you, and to your chil-
dren, and to all that are afar off, even as many as
the Lord our God shall call’% The expression,
unto you and to your chiddren, resembling the expres-
sion unto thee and to thy seed, used in the covenant
of circumcision, has occasioned the supposition, that
this is a repetition of one of the promises, contain-
ed in that covenant. There were several promises
made to Abraham and his seed. Does the context

\ lead us to suppose, that Peter intended one, rather
than another? Or was one of the promises called
by way of eminence, the promise? Is it probable,
that Peter alluded to one of the promises in this cov-
enant, calling it the promise, when, through his
whole discourse, he had not spoken of Abraham,
or of any covenant made with him? Is it not prob-
able — is it not certain, that he alluded to the prom-
ise, concerning which he had been discoursing from
the first ?

The Jews were astonished at the pouring out of
the Spirit on the disciples. Peter states the event,
as a fulfilment of the promise spoken by the proph-
et Joel : ¢ And it shall come to pass, in the last days,
saith God, I will pour out my Spirit upon all flesh ;
and your sons and your daughters shall prophe-
sy, &c.t

In the progress of this discourse, he says, that
Jesus, having received of the Father the promise of
the Holy Ghost, hath shed forth this ; and finally, he

* Acts ii.30. 1 Ver. 17.
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exhorts them, ¢ Repent and be baptized every one of
you, in the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission
of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy
Ghost. For the promise is unto you, and to your
children, and to all that are afar off, even as many
as the Lord our God shall call” More summarily,
thus; God said, I will pour out my Spirit upon all
flesh, even on your sons and daughters: Jesus hath
received this promise, and begun to perform it, by
shedding forth this on us, his disciples ; repent ye,
therefore, and ye shall receive the same gift ; the
Spirit shall be poured out on you ; for the same prom-
iseis made to you and your children, &c. *

In the epistle to the Galatians, it is written, ¢ If ye
be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs
according to the promise.’ }

Let us inquire, what is implied in believers’ being
the seed of Abraham ; and what promise is here in-
tended.

In the context (ver. 6, 7,) it is written, ¢ Even as
Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him
for righteousness: Know ye, therefore, that they
which are of faith, the same are the children of
Abraham.’ Abraham believed ; therefore, they who
believe, are his children. This is perfectly in the
style of scripture. The unbelieving Jews are call-
ed children of the devil, because they were like the
devil, in their character and conduct. On the same

*In this_explanation of the ise, I am happy to agree with
‘Witeius, Exercitas. in Symb. Exercit. xi.§19; LiMBorcH, Com-
ment. in ‘loc. VENEMA, Dissertat. Sac. L. iii. C. iv. § 7, 8; Dr.
OweN, Doct. of Saints' Perseverance, p. 116; Dr. HamMoOND,
Works, Vol. i. p. 490 ; Dr. WHITBY, Annot. on the place ; and Dr.
DoppR1DGE, Note, on the place.

t Gal. ii, 29.
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principle, the profligate are called children of Be-
lial; believers, children of light; and unbelievers,
children of disobedience. On the same principle,
believers are called children of Abraham. They
are like Abraham, in character and conduct. They
have the faith of . Abraham.

But why are they called children of Abraham,
rather than of some other patriarch, or holy man of 0ld,
whose faith they likewise imitate? The reason is
most obvious. The apostle addressed this and most
of his epistles to churches composed of converted
Jews and persons imbued with Jewish sentiments
— persons who constantly heard from the Jews, with
whom they consorted, of the high privilege of being
descended from Abraham. Most pertinently, there-
fore, does he exhort them: Be not bewitched, ye
“foolish men, with such representations. If ye have
the faith of Abraham, whether descended from him
or not, ye are really his children to every valuable
purpose, being his spiritual seed; for if ye resem-
ble Abraham in his faith, rest assured, that ye will
resemble him in his reward ; your faith, like his,
will be accounted for righteousness. And thus, as
the natural seed are heirs of the land of Canaan,
and the temporal blessings, secured in the covenant
of circumcision, ye, the spiritual seed, are heirs of
the far more excellent, the spiritual blessings, se-
cured in the covenant of grace. For ¢if children,
then heirs! Accordingly, the apostle continues,
¢And the scripture, foreseeing that God would jus-
tify the heathen through faith, preached before the
gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nutions
be blessed. So then, they which be of faith, are
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blessed with faithful Abraham. And again (ver.
14,) ¢ That the blessing of Abraham might come on
the Gentiles, through Jesus Christ” And in the last

" verse, And if ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham'’s

seed, and heirs according to the promise.’

There can be no doubt, that the blessing, of which
believers are heirs, is justification by faith; and
that the promise, according to which they are heirs
of this blessing, is the gospel promise made to Abra~
ham. The apostle’s reasoning may be summarily
stated thus: As Abraham was justified, by having
his faith accounted for righteousness; and as the
blessing of Abraham is come on the Gentiles,
throngh Jesus Christ, so that they who are of faith,
are blessed with faithful Abraham, according to the
promise, In thee shall all nations be blessed; ye,
believing Gentiles, being, by faith, the children of
Abraham, are, according to the promise, heirs of the
blessing of justification by faith. *

The same sentiments are contained in the epistle
to the Romans : ¢ For we say, that faith was reckoned

#Dr. MACKNIGHT, 0on Gal. iii. 16. Translation. ¢ Now, to Abra-
ham were the promises spoken, and to his seed. (See ver. 19.)
He doth not say, And in seeds, as _concerning many, but as con-
cerning one person, And in thy seed, who is Christ.’

Note. ‘He does not say, And in seeds. So Toig OTeQuact
should be translated, the preposition ¢¥ being understood here, as
is plain from the promise itself, Gen. xxii. 18." And in thy seed s
all the nations of the earth be blessed. 3 The apostle having aflirmed,

. ver. 15, that, according ‘o the customs of men, none butthe parties

themselves can set aside or alier a covenant thatis ratified, he ob-
serves in this verse, that the promises in the covenant with Abra-
ham were made to him and 10 hisseed. The promiseto Abraham
is that recorded Gen. xii. 3. In thes shall all the families, LxX.
racar &t guiae, allthe tribes, of the earth be blessed. 'The promise
to his seed is that recorded Gen. xXii. 18. And in thy seed shall ali
the nations of the earth be blessed. See wer.19. Now since by the
oath which God sware 10 Abraham, afier he had laid Isaac on the

3 Bee Actsiil. 255 also Zuther's Commentary on Galatians, p. 507,
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to Abraham for righteonsness. How was it then
reckoned? when he was in circumecision, or in un-
circumcision? Not in circumcision, but in uncir-
cumcision. And he received the sign of circumci-
sion, a seal of the righteousness of the faith, which
he had, yet being uncircumcised : that he might be
the father of all them that believe, though they be not
circumcised : that righteousness might be imputed
unto them also.’ ¥ He received the sign of circumci-
sion, a seal of the righteousness of the faith, which he
had, yet being uncircumcised. The meaning of the
apostle cannot be that Abraham performed circum-
cision on himself and family, and thus sealed his
faith, or4attested his faith, as believers seal or attest
their faith by solemn acts of worship. Not his faith,
but the righteousness of his faith, was sealed. Man
may seal or attest his faith, by acts of worship and
obedience ; none but God, can seal the righteous-
ness of faith. None but God, can declare faith im-
putable for righteousness. Abraham received the

altar, both promises were ratified, the apostle reasons justly, when
be affirms, that both promises must be fulfilled. Andhaving shown,
ver 9, ihal the promize 1o Abraham to bless all the families of the
earth in him, means their heinf blessed, as Abraham had been, not
with justification through the law of Moses, as the Jews affirmed,
but with justification by fauh, he proceeds, in this passage, 1o con-
sider the promise made to Abraham’s seed, that in it likewise all
the nations of the earth should be blessed. And from the words of
the promise, which_are not, in thy seeds, but in thy sred, he arguss
thatthe seeJ, in which the naiions of the earth should be blessed, is
not Abraham’s seed in general, but one of his seed in particular,
namely, Christ, who, by dying for all nations, hath delivered them
from the curse of the law, that the blessing of jusiification by fuith
might come on believers of all nations, through Christ, as was
promised to Abraham and to Christ.’

Dr. Guyse. *The covenant that I have given a hint of (ver. 8, 9,
14,) relating to the way of our being pted of God as righ 3
consisted of a free promise, which, because of its vast comprehen-
sion of blessings, and of its being first made to Abraham, and af
terwards repeated to him, and to Tsaac (Gen. xii. 3, and xxii. 18,
and xxvi. 4,) may be called tA~ promises.’ Paraphrase on Gal. iii. 16.

* Rom. iv, 9 —11.
5
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sign of circumcision, as a divine attestation of the
righteousness of his faith; or, in the words of Ste-
phen, ‘God gave him the covenant of circumci-
sion,) * and thus sealed the righteousness of his
faith, or declared, that his faith was accounted for
righteousness.  Still farther, God attested the righte-
ousness of that faith, which Abraham had in uncir-
cumcision, and thus established him the father of all
them that believe, though they be not circamcised,
that righteousness might be imputed to them also.
Had not the righteousness of this faith been attest-
ed, it might have been doubted, whether Abraham
was the father of any but circumcised believers, in
such a sense, as that they would be heirs of his bless-
ing, or have their faith imputed for righteousness.
But God attested the righteousness of that faith,
which he had in uncircumecision, and thus proved,
that it is not so much circumecision, as faith, that
makes us children of Abraham ; and consequently
(for if children, then heirs,) that, if we have his
faith, though we be not circumcised, our faith, like
his, will be imputed for righteousness, and thus we
become heirs of the blessing of justification by faith,
according to the promise made to Abraham, In thee
shall all nations be blessed.

This gospel promise, an ever memorable charter
of all the blessings which Jewish and Gentile be-
lievers enjoy through Christ, is not contained in the
covenant of circumecision, but in a covenant made
with Abraham, at the time of his calling, twenty-
four years before, and recorded in the twelfth chap-
ter of Genesis.+ This covenant was confirmed to

® Acts vii. 8, t Ver.2,3.
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Abraham, by an oath, when he offered up Isaac ; ¥
¢that by two immutable things,’ a promise and an
oath, ¢in which it was impossible for God to lie, we
might have a strong consolation.’+ This covenant
was renewed to Isaac and Jacob, together with the
covenant of circumeision. $ This is the covenant,
which the apostle Peter, ‘ on the bright morning of
the gospel day,” presented in these words: ¢ Ye are
the children of the prophets, and of the covenant,
which God made with our fathers, saying unto Abra-
ham, And in thy seed shall all the kindreds of the earth
be blessed” § This is the covenant, which being
¢confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which
was four hundred and thirty years after,” and we may
add, the covenant of circumcision, which was twen-
ty-four years after, ¢ cannot disannul, that it should
make the promise of none effect.’ ||

But it will be said, that in the fourth of Romans,
we find an incontestable application of one of the
promises in the covenant of circumcision. The
apostle represents Abraham’s being the father of
believers, as a fulfilment of the promise, that he
should be a father of many nations.

The New Testament writers frequently apply his-
torical and prophetical passages of the Old Testa-
ment, in a secondary sense, without giving any in-
timation of their primary import. The Lord said,
by the prophet Hosea, * When Israel was a child,
then Iloved him, and called my son out of Egypt.) %#
This is applied, by an evangelist, to the return of
Jesus from Egypt, without any intimation of its pri-

* Gen. xxii.16 —18. 4 Heb. vi. 18,
1 Gen. xxvi. 3, 4. and xxviii. 13, 14. § Acts iii, 25.
¥ Gal. iii. 17, 9 Ver. 17. ## Hos. xi. 1.
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mary import. ¥ The Jews were commanded not to
break abone of the paschal lamb.t This is applied,
by another evangelist, directly to Jesus, without any
intimation of its primary import.§ In the case be-
fore us, God constituted Abraham a father of many
nations. This is applied, by an apostle, to Abra-
ham’s being the father of all believers, without any
intimation of its primary import' and fulfilment.

These instances illustrate the principle, on which
the New Testament frequently proceeds, in apply-
ing events and predictions recorded in the Old Testa-
ment. We are to use their application with proper
caution. We are not to extend the parallel be-
tween the type and the antitype, farther than we
are authorized by the inspired penman.

When the evangelist represents the return of Je-
sus from Egypt, as a fulfilment of that which was
spoken by the Lord, ¢ Out of Egypt have I called
my son,’ he recognizes some kind of identity be-
tween Jesus and the people of Israel. When the
apostle represents the relation between believers
and Abraham, as a fulfilment of that which was
spoken to Abraham, ¢ A father of many nations have
I made thee,’ he recognizes some kind of identity
between the posterity of Abraham and believers.
In both cases, the recognition of identity is of the
same kind, and to the same extent. But we do
not infer, from the former application, that Jesus
and Israel are the same, in any other respect, than
that they both are sons of God, though in very dif-
ferent senses, and were both called out of Egypt.
Nor from the latter, are we to infer, that believers

& Matt. ii. 15, t Exod. xii. 46. $ John xix. 36.
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and the posterity of Abraham are the same, in any
other respect, than that they both have Abraham
for a father, though in very different senses; the
one, on account of natural descent, the other, on
account of faith. We instantly discover the impro-
priety of extending the parallel between Israel and
Jesus, or of reasoning from the former to the latter.
And is it not as evidently improper to extend the

-

parallel between the posterity of Abraham and be- .

lievers? orto infer that the latter are under the same
regulations, or in the same covenant, as the former ?

Though the evangelist John presents the fact, that
the soldiers broke not the legs of Christ, as a fulfil-
ment of the prophecy, implied in the command,
respecting the paschal lamb, ¢ Neither shall ye break
a bone thereof,” and thus, in the most unequivocal
manner, recognizes an identity between the paschal
lamb and Christ, yet we do not hesitate to infer, that
the lamb was merely a type of Christ. And we do
not feel authorized to reason from the type to the
antitype. We do not conclude that Christ is sub-
ject to the same rules of treatment, as the paschal
lamb ; or that those who partake of Christ are bound
by the Mosaic ritual to use the same ceremonies as
the Jews, in partaking of the paschal lamb. Yet
this may be proved, by the same kind of reasoning,
as it can be proved, from the allusion of the apostle
under consideration, that believers are subjectto the
same regulations, or are in the same covenant, as
the posterity of Abraham. But in the words of Dr.
Scott, when speaking of another instance of ¢fore-
ing figurative language into a literal meaning, and
80 grounding‘doctrines upon it ¢ common sense is

5 .
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usually sufficient to preserve men from such absurd-
ities, when there is no personal or party interest to
serve by them, ¥

Let me now call your attention to the important
fact, that with regard to the Gentiles, the token of
the covenant of circumcision has been forbidden.

When certain Jews from Jerusalem taught the be-
lieving Gentiles at Antioch, that except they were
‘circumecised after the manner of Moses, they could
not be saved, the council of Apostles and elders, as-
sembled in Jerusalem, under the special direction
of the Holy Spirit, wrote and concluded, that the
brethren ¢ observe no such thing’{ Accordingly,
Paul wrote to the Corinthians, ¢Is any man called
in uncircumecision, let him not be circumoised ;’ §
and to the Galatians, ¢ Behold, I Paul say unto you,
that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you
nothing.’ §

Is not the prohibition of the token of a covenant an
explicit declaration, that the covenant is abolished ?

God instituted the rite of circumeision, to be the
token of a certain covenant, which he made with
Abraham and his seed, and declared, at the same
time, that he who did not receive the token, had
broken the covenant. Such a token is one species
of language. Wherever it appears, it conveys an
idea of what it was instituted to represent. The
language of the rainbow is, There will never again
be a deluge. The language of the sign of circum-
cision is, Such a covenant exists between the seed

* Note on 1 Cor. x. 4. 1 Acts xv. 1 — 31, and xxi. 26,
31 Cor. vii. 18. § Gal.v. 2,
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of Abraham and God. After this language hasbeen
allowed for several centuries, to the natural and also
to the adopted seed, it is finally, with regard to the
Gentiles, expressly forbidden. God says, Let this
language be no longerused ; let it be no longer said,
that such a covenant exists between me and any
Gentile.

It is urged, that though the rite of circumcision is
abolished, the rite of baptism is substituted, as a
token of the same import.

But if this be true, should we not expect to find
baptism enjoined, when circumecision is forbidden?
Should we notexpect to find this substitation clearly
stated in scripture? Yet, in no instance where cir-
cumcision is forbidden, is there any intimation of
baptism. Nor is this substitution mentioned in any
passage, through the whole of the New Testament.
It is not mentioned, or even intimated, in those in-
stances, where, had it been really made, the circum-
stances render the omission perfectly unaccounta-
ble. Notwithstanding the Judaizing teachers great-
ly complained, that circumcision was not enforced
on the Gentiles, the substitution of baptism, which
would have furnished a complete answer, was never
suggested by the apostles. Notwithstanding the
Calatians had imbibed a belief of the necessity of
circumcision, and Paul wrote an epistle expressly
to correct their mistake, yet, throughout this epistle,
no distant intimation is given of the very thing,
which must have completely satisfied their minds,
and silenced all opposition.

On the contrary, so far were the Jewish converts
from believing in this substitution, that even after
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they were commanded to be baptized themselves,
though already circumcised, they continued, under
the direction of the apostles, to circumcise their
children. The elders at Jerusalem said to Paul,
The Jews that are zealous of the law, ‘are inform-
ed of thee, that thou teachest all the Jews, which

. are among the Gentiles, to forsake Moses, saying,

that they oughtnot to circumcise their children, nei-
ther to walk after the customs. Do, therefore, this
that we say to thee, —that all may know, that those
things, whereof they are informed concerning thee, are
nothing.) %

But as the substitution of baptism in the place of
circumcision, is generally considered absolutely es-
sential to the Pedobaptist cause, you will naturally
presume, that though the scripture is silent on the
subject, and though facts recorded in scripture, are
adverse to the supposition, still something plausible
can be urged in its favor. Let me, therefore, pre-
sent to your view, accompanied with a few remarks,
the four urguments, which a late distinguished wri-
ter has advanced, in proof of this substitution. t

1. Baptism is now, as circumecision anciently
was, an instituted pre-requisite to a regular standing
in the visible church.’

Not to question the propriety of calling the Jew-
ish and Christian churches collectively the visible
church, it is sufficient here to observe, that circam-
cision was not pre-requisite to a regular standing in
the church; otherwise, females were not regular
members.

#* Acts xxi. 20 — 4.
1 Dr. WoRcCEsTER’s Leiters to Dr. Baldwin, Let. xvi.
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2. Baptism, under the present dispensation, is
of the same significance, with circumcision under
the ancient ‘As circumecision signified the renova-
tion of the heart, or regeneration ; so baptism signi-
fies the same thing.’

But did circumcision, as it was commanded to be
administered among the Jews, signify that the sub-
ject was regenerated? Surely not. )

In all languages, terms which literally denote
sensible objects, are sometimes figuratively used, to
convey ideas of immaterial or spiritual objects.
But we do not infer, that the former objects are signs
of the latter. The term heart, which literally de-
notes a part of the body, is figuratively used, to de-
note the affections of the mind. But we do not in-
fer that the former is a sign of the latter. Circum-
cision, in the literal acceptation, separated the Jews
from the Gentilp world, and brought them into a
state of relative holiness. Hence, the term was fig-
uratively used, to signify moral separation from the
world, and real holiness of heart. But it is prepos-
terous to infer, from this figurative use of the word,
that circumcision signified regeneration.

Admitting, however, that circumcision and bap-
tism are both significant of regeneration, it does not
follow, that the general significance of the two ordi-
nances is the same, because there is a similarity of
significance in one particular. Circumcision chief-
ly signified, that the subject was interested in that
eovenant, which God made with Abraham,’ and of
which he expressly declared this ordinance to be the

“token. Baptism is represented as an act of worship,
by which the baptized profess the religion of Christ,
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and signify their fellowship with Christ, in death
and resurrection, and their being washed from sin.
How different the leading import of the two ordi-
nances.

¢3, Baptism, under the present dispensation, is
a seal of the same thing, of which circumcision
was a seal under the ancient. We have the ex-
press declaration of the apostle, that circumcision -
was a seal of the righteousness of faith.!) —¢ Of the
same righteousness of faith, baptism is now also a
seal’

God gave Abraham the sign of circumcision, and
thus sealed the righteousness of the faith, which he
had in uncircumcision. But the performance of this
rite, though it might seal or attest the faith of an
adult subject, could not attest -the righteousness of
his faith ; much less could it attest the righteous-
ness of their faith, who never exercised any faith.
That the administration of baptism can attest the
righteousness of faith, is equally impossible. And
that baptism is an attestation from God of the right-
eousness of faith, has been scarcely advanced, much
less proved.

‘4. That baptism is come in the place of cir-
cumcision, we are decisively taught, by the apostle,
in Col. ii. 10—13. ¢ And ye are complete in him,
which is the head of all principality and power. In
whom also ye are circumcised, with the circumei-
sion made without hands, in putting off the body of
the sins of the flesh, by the circumcision of Christ;
buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are
risen with him, through the faith of the operation of
God, who hath raised him from the dead. And you,
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being dead in your sins, and the uncircumcision of
your flesh, hath he quickened together with him.’

In this passage, we are taught, that the Colos-
sians were spiritually circumcised, in putting off the
body of the sins of the flesh, and spiritually baptiz-
ed, by being buried with Christ, and being raised to
newness of life.* Thus they are represented; as
having passed the whole process of death, burial
and resurrection. The death, the putting off the
body, is called circumcision, in allusion to the na-
ture of that rite ; and the burial and resurrection are
fitly represented in the ordinance of baptism or
immersion. But though some other explanation of
the passage should be adopted, is it possible, since
the apostle is speaking of spiritual circumecision and
spiritual baptism, both of which have been received
by the Colossians, to make out an inference, that ex-
ternal baptism has come in the place of external
circumeision ?

Aview of these four arguments may serve to con-
vince you, how little can be said in support of a
point, which, on account of its importance in the
Pedobaptist system, demands the fairest and most
invincible proof; and may lead you to adopt the
sentiment, contained in the following words of Dr.
Emmons: ¢‘Can we justly conclude, that it is the
duty of believers now to circumcise their children,
_or even to baptize them, because it was once their
duty to circumcise them? The truth is, we must
learn the peculiar duties of believers, under the pres-
ent dispensation of the covenant of grace, from the

#See Rom. vi. 4.
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dispensation itself, whick enjoins all the peculiar du-
ties which belong it. ¥

2. By many Pedobaptist writers, especially the
advocates of national churches, the argument from
the Abrahamic or Jewish dispensation, is stated ina
manner somewhat different from that which we have
been considering.

Infants, they say, were constituted members of the
visible church ; they have never been excluded from the
church, and consequently are now members.

This argument, when analyzed, stands thus: In-
fants were constituted members of the Abrahamic
or Jewish church ; they were never excluded from
this church; therefore they are members of the
christian church. Is this conclusive? The whole
strength of the argument rests in the supposition,
that the christian church is the same with the Abra-
hamic or Jewish. How can this be proved ?

It cannot be proved, by showing, that they are
founded on the same covenant; for there is no evi-
dence, that the covenant of circumcision is the
same with the covenant of grace. :

Nor can it be proved, by adducing promises and
prophecies of the perpetuity of Zion, and her final
triumph and glory. Some of these promises and
prophecies relate to the final conversion and resto-
ration of the Jewish people. Others evidently be-
long to the true church ; to that Zion that includes
all the saints, who existed before the organization of
a visible church, and all the truly pious, whether

. 'sDifm.‘m the Qualifications for the Christian Sacraments, Chap.
ii. Sect. v.
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they have belonged to any organized visible church
ornot. No one denies the perpetuity and identity
of the church of God, to which the promises and
prophecies belong. In order to maKe the applica-
tion of these promises and prophecies bear on the
subject, it is necessary to show, that they belong not °
to that church, which commenced in the persons of
our first parents, and will continue to the end of the
world, but.to a particular organized body, which
commenced in the family of Abraham.

Nor can the point be proved, from the apostle’s
discourse concerning the olive tree, from which the
Jews, the natural branches, were broken off,*and into
which the believing Gentiles were engrafted ; * un-
less it be shown that the olive tree represerits that
particular organized body, the Abrahamic or Jewish
charch, or in the words of Dr. Austin, ¢‘the society
of Israel.’ ’

It is evident, that the olive tree cannot represent
this body or society, as existing under the Sinai law,
for Gentile believers are not introduced into a simi-
lar state. And is it not equally evident, that, for a
similar reason, it cannot represent this body or soci-
ety, as founded on the covenant of circumeision ?
The ingrafted branches are represented, as partaking
of the root and fatness of the olive tree. But what-
ever blessings Gentile believers enjoy, they do not
enjoy the peculiar blessings, secured in the covenant
of circumcision. They do not inherit the land of
Canaan, though that was one distinct, principal
promise in this covenant. Nor can it be admitted,
that they enjoy the favor of God, in that sense, and

6 #Rom. xi. 16—24.
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in that only, in which it was engaged to the posteri-
ty of Abraham.#* The olive tree cannot, therefore,
represent the community of Israel, as founded on
the covenant of circumcision ; nor, for the same rea-
son, can it represent the covenant itself.

Christ said to his disciples, ¢ I am the true vine,
and my Father is the husbandman. Every branch
in me, that beareth not fruit, he taketh away.’ + This
may suggest the proper interpretation of the sym-
bolical language of the apostle. The olive tree may
represent the Messiah, as presented in the gospel
promise made to Abraham, and in subsequent prom-
ises, in which all the pious cordially rested, and in
which the Jews, as a nation, professed to rest. They
are called natural branches, conformably to the lan-
guage of the evangelist, ¢ He came unto his own,and
his own received him not.’} The natural branches
were unfruitful, and, therefore, according to the pre-
diction of Christ, were taken away ; or, in the style
of the apostle, because of uubelief they were bro-
ken off; and in their place the believing Gentiles
were ingrafted, and now partake of the root and fat-
ness of the olive tree, the riches of grace in Jesus
Christ.

. *Dr. Austin. ‘The reinsertion of these broken off branches
into the good olive tree (alluding to the restoration of the Jews,)
¢can mean 1o less than their occupying the place, which they he]ci.
before they were brokenoff. Occupying this lace, they necessa«
rily panake of the fatness of the olive tree. 'Y‘his 13 the blessing),
the entire bl g d in the promi But the land ot Cansan
is expressly a part of this blessing. Their being brought back
then under thecovenant, must necessarily restore them to®%he en-
joyment of this land.’ View of the Economy of the Church of God,
Chap. xiv. p 305.

Ifthis reasoniug be correct. it follows, that Gentile believers can-
not be considered as ingrafied into the olive tree, because they do
not inherit the laud of Canaan, which is expressly a part of the
blessing d in the p , and represented by the fainess of
the olive. - tJohn xv. 1, 2.
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Nor can it be proved, that the churches are the
same, by showing, that they are alike in some
respects. Much labor has been expended, in ex-
hibiting those points, in which the churches are
alike. But surely, two things may be alike in many
respects, and still not be the same. It is granted,
that they are not alike in all respects. The very
point, therefore, necessary to be proved, is, that they
are alike in that respect, which concerns the ques-
tion, the mode of introduction, or the requisites to
admission. To ascertain whether two institutions
are alike in any one respect, we must form an idea
of each, from all the information we can obtain, and
compare the ideas.

On examining the Scriptures, with regard to the

Jewish church, we find, that it was a select race, .

composed chiefly of the posterity of Abraham, in the
line of Isaac and Jacob. To be descended from

Abraham, in this line, was sufficient to introduce -

the subject into the Jewish church. Persons of
Gentile extraction, also, who were purchased by
Jews, or wished to enjoy the privileges of Jews,
could be introduced into this church by circum-
cision. ¥ Whether any other requisite to admission
was appointed by God, we are not informed. This
church continued nearly two thousand years. At
length, Christ came, and according to ancient pro-
phecies, set up his kingdom in the world.+ He
abolished the distinction, which had so long sub-
sisted between the posterity of Abraham and other
nations, and either in person, or by his Spirit,
selected his followers from both Jews and Gentiles,
thus making ¢in himself, of twain, one new man.’ {
* Exod. xii. 4—49. . ° { Dan.ii. 4. $ Eph. ii. 15.
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On examining the Scriptures, with regard to this .
new kingdom, the Christian chuarch, we learn, from
the formation of particular churches, and the instruc-
tions addressed to the members, as well as from
addresses made to both Jews and Gentiles, who
were without, that it is a society, composed of select
sndividuals, who, not merely collectively or nation-
ally, bat personally, profess faith in Christ : eredible
evidence of personal piety being the requisite to
admission. Whether natural descent, or any reli-
gious rite, is sufficient to introduce the subject into
this church, we are not informed. We have, there-
fore, no evidence, that, in that respect, which con-
cerns the question before us, the two churches are
alike.

It has, however, been supposed, that the church
membership of infants, is supported in the following
passage: ‘Suffer little children, and forbid them
not, to come unto me ; for of such is the kingdom of
heaven. %

In the Gospels of Mark and Luke, it follows,
¢ Whosoever shall not receive the kingdom of God,
as a little child, he shall not enter therein’t We
cannot suppose, that our Lord used words, in such
different senses, in the same speech, as would una-
voidably mislead his hearers. In the latter passage,
the kingdom of God denotes heaven, and to receive
the kingdom, as a little child, is to receive it with
the humility and docile disposition which charagter-
ize children. This passage explains the former. Of
such, says Christ, is the kingdom of heaven. Does
he mean, of such in age and size, of such in the

% Mait. xix. 14. + Mark x. 15, & Luke xviii. 17,
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moral temper of the heart, or of such in humility
and docility of disposition? His subsequent remark
determines in favor of the latter meaning. Nor is
this a singular application of the phrase. On another
occasion, he says, {Except ye be converted and
become as little children, ye shall not enter into the
kingdom of heaven.’* He certainly does not mean,
Except ye become as little children, in age and
size, but in humility; for he immediately adds,
¢ Whosoever, therefore, shall humble himself, as this
little child) &c. t

The following passage also has been supposed to
favor the church membership of infants: ¢ For the
unbelieving husband is sanctified by the ife, and
the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband ;
else were your children unclean; but now are they
holy. ¢ ’

The holiness ascribed to the children, cannot be
moral holiness, for it is ascribed to the unbelieving
parent also. Nor can it be ceremonial or federal
holiness, securing a title to church membership, or
any church privilege ; for though it is ascribed to
the unbelieving parent, he is not considered a mem-
ber of the church, or entitled to any church privilege.
Nor is this interpretation consistent with the apostle’s
reasoning. It appears, that the Corinthians had in-

5 * Matt. xviii. 3,

t Matl. Suffer little children. Mark. Suffer the listle children.
Luke. Suffer little children. It should, however, be observed, that,
in the ggiginal, the expression i the same in each gorpel. Thear-
ticle i mfurfnly inserted ; though, by our translators, it is omitted
in the Gospels of Mauhew und Luke. Without the article, the
words of Christ geem to form a_general direction concering litile
children ; but, with the article, they evidently form a particular di-
rection, concerning those children, whose approach the disciples
were preventing.

21 Cor. vii. 14.
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quired of the apostle, whether it was lawful for
believers, who were married to unbelievers, to con-
tinue the marriage connexion. The apostle deter-
miunes, that it is lawful ; for, says he, the unbeliever
is sanctified by the believer, that is, as ¢ every crea-
ture of God is good, and nothing to be refused, if it
be received with thanksgiving ; for it is sanctified by
the word of God and prayer’* In this sense, the
unbeliever is sanctified, so that it is lawful for the
parties to dwell together. Now if it was not lawful
to dwell together, your children would, of conse-
quence, be unclean. But they are not unclean.
Therefore, you may be satisfied, that your cohabita-
tion is lawful marriage. But to urge the church
membership of children, or their title to any church
privilege, as proof, that the unbeliever is sanctified
to the believer, so that it is lawful for them to dwell
together, would have been quite irrelevant.i

The question returns, Is there any evidence, that
the Jewish and Christian churches are the same?
or that the children of believers are members of the
Christian church, as the children of Jews were mem-
bers of the Jewish church? We cannot believe *
without evidence. And clear evidence is requisite
to support a sentiment, which counteracts the first

*1 Tim. iv. 4, 5.

t The interpretotion here adopted, is strengthened by the use of
the word «y'@0i0gs1n 1 Thes. iv. 3,4, 7, and approved by A)?
BROSE, who says, ¢ ‘The children are h’ol’y, becuuse they are born
lawful marriage,’ MuscuLus and MELANCTHON, in ‘Tumbe’s Ep~ .
ercitation, p. 11, 12, 13 ; CAMKRARIUS, VATABLUS and CAMERO, in
loc. VELTHUYs1US, Opera, Tom. i p.801; Suares and UES,
apud Chamieri Panstrat. ‘Tom. iv. L. w. C. x. § 50 ; DIETEKICUS,
nrnd Wolfii Cwre, in loc. See also Dr MACKNIGHT, who says,
¢ I, therefore, think with Elsner, that the words in this verse, have
neither a federal nor a moral meaning, but are used in the idiom of
t(l;: l-lg.brle‘wn,‘ &c. Translation of the Apost. Epist. Note on 1

T vii. 14,
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impressions we receive from the word of God ; still
clearer, to support a sentiment, fraught with conse-
quences embarrassing and dangerous.

Are we ready to acknowledge the children of be-
lievers, as members of the Christian church, in the
same sense, as the children of Jews were members
of the Jewish church? Are we ready to acknowl-
edge their right to the Lord’s supper, as soon, at
least, as they are capable of discerning the Lord’s
body ? and the eonsequent obligation of the church,
to require their attendance, and to discipline them,
if they neglect to attend? To consider and treat
them, as members of the church, until formally
excluded; and to consider and treat them as not
members, until formally admitted, are very different
things. The latter is the uniform practice of Pro-
testunt dissenters in England, and their descendants,
the churches in America ; the former only is con-
sistent with the principle that the children of believ-
ers are church members. But it most evidently
tends to confound the church with the world, and,
it is to be feared, is the most pernicious practice,
that ever infested and laid waste the vineyard of the
Lord.

3. An attempt has been sometimes made, to sup-
port the practice of infant baptism, on the ground of

&e Jewish proselyte baptism. The argument is

is. The Jews were in the habit of receiving pros-
elyteg, both adults and infants, by baptism, as well
as h’hi meision. Christ and his apostles being
:1:_'.11||;1in§ with this practice, when he commanded
them, in general terms, to teach all nations, baptiz-
ing them, he mast have intended, and they must
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have understood him to intend, that baptism to
which they had been accustomed, the baptism of
infants as well as adults.

This argument would have some force, were there
any sufficient evidence, that the Jews, in the time
of Christ, or in any preceding age, admitted prose-
Iytes by baptism. But there is not the slightest evi-
dence of Jewish proselyte baptism, in the Old Testa-
ment, or in the New, and therefore, no sufficient
evidence ; for if we admit ‘the perfection of scrip-
ture, as a Christian’s only rule of faith and practice,’
we cannot imagine, that we are left to discover the
truth of a doctrine, as we sometimes are, the mean-
ing of an original word, from uninspired writings;
we cannot imagine, with Dr. Wall andothers, that
proselyte baptism, of which there is no trace in the
word of God, is the properground, on which to sup-
port infant baptism. It may, however, afford satis-
faction to the minds of some, to' be further assured

«that there is no intimation of prpselyte baptism, in
the apocryphal writings, or in the works of Philo and
Josephus, who both wrote concerning the laws and
customs of the Jews, or in any other ecclesiastical
writings, about the time of Christ, or in the Targums. .
or Chaldee Paraphrases, or in te works-of the
‘Christian fathers, for the first three or {our centuries,
The first mention of proselyte baptisml is in
Jewish Talmuds, which were composed betwé’
the second and fifth centuries ; and the m r, in
which it is mentioned in the Talmuds, that
it was then a novel and quesuonab prarncn
Accordingly, though’ some learned Padebaplists, in
their zeal to find some foundation for infant baptism,
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have suffered themselves to be imposed on, by the
Jewish rabbins, others have the candor to express
themselves, in the following manner:

Dr. JenNiNgs. ¢But after all, it remains to be
proved, not only that Christian baptism was insti-
tuted in the room of proselyte baptism, but that the
Jews had. any such baptism, in our Savieur’s time.
The earliest accounts we have of it, are in the
Mishna and Gemara; the former compiled, as the
Jews assert, by Babbi Juda, in the second century;
though learned men, in general, bring" it several
centuries lower ; the latter, not till the seventh cen-
tury. There is not a word of it in Philo, nor yet in
Josephus, though he gives an account of the prose-
lyting of the Idumeans, by Hyrcanus.’ ¥

Dr. Owex.’ ‘The institution ofthe rite of bap-
tism is no where mentioned in the 'Old Testament.
There is no example of it in those ancient records 5
nor was it ever used in the admission-of prose]ytes
while the Jewish church-continued. No mention of
it occurs in Philo, in Josephus, in Jesus, the son of
Sirach, nor in the Evangelical History. This Rab-
b;mcal opinion, therefore, owes its Tise to the Tan-
nere, or Ante-Mishnical doctors, after the destruction
of their city. The opinion of some learned men,
therefore, about the transferring of a Jewish baptis-
mal rite (which in reality did not then exist,) by the
*Tbrd Jesus, for the use of his dwcxples, is destttute 3
all probability) +

Dr.*L, er. fAs for the baptism of Jewxsh

proselyt take it to be § mere fiction of the Rabbins,

* Jewish Ansig. Vol. L p. mft Theologoumena, L. v, Digress, iv.
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by whom we have suffered ourselves to be imposed
upon.’ *

Provided that the command of Christ to teach did
not limit his subsequent command to such as were
taught, it is, doubtless, fair reasoning, that when
Christ in general terms, commanded bis apostles to
baptize, he must have intended, and they must have
understood him to intend, that kind of baptism, to
which they had been accustomed. So far the argu-
ment would be good. But there is no sufficient
evidence, that the baptism, to which they had been
accustomed, was proselyte baptism of adults and
infants. To what kind of baptism, then, had they
been accustomed? We know of none, but the bap-
tism of John. But John did not baptize infants.
His baptism was a baptism of repentance, and
acknowledgment of Him that was to come, and,
therefore, a baptism of adults only. This was the
baptism, which the disciples of Jesus administered,
in the beginning of his ministry, as it is written,
¢that Jesus made and baptized more disciples than
John ; though Jesus himself baptized not, but his
disciples.’+ The baptism of adults was that, to
which alone they-had been accustomed ; and there-
fore, if Christ, in general terms, commanded his
apostles to baptize, he must have intended, and they
must have understood him to intend, the baptnsm of
adults only.

4. The following quotations presen ouT view
the last ground to which Pedobaptists

® Letters to and from Dr. Doddridgs, L.et. Ixxxix. p. 275. Bat fot
a full exnminauon of the subject, ses Dr. GiLL's issertation con-
éng the Bap of Jewish proscly t John iv. 1,2.
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Bossver. ‘Experience has shown, that all the
attempts of the Reformed to confound the Anabap-
tists, by the scripture, have been weak ; and, there-
fore, they are, at dust, obliged to allege to them the
practice of the church. %

CuamBERS. °As none but adults are capable of
believing, they’ (the German Baptists,) ‘argued,
that no others are capable of baptism; especially,
as there is no passage, in all the New Testament,
where the baptism of infants is clearly enjoined.
Calvin, and other writers against them, are pretty
much embarrassed, to answer this argument; and
are obliged to have recourse to tradition, and the prac-
tice of the primitive church. +

Also the Ozford Divines, in a convocation, held
one thousand, six hundred and forty-seven, acknowl-
edged, ‘that, without the consentaneous judgment
of the universal church, they should be at a loss,
when they are called upon for proof, in the point of
infant baptism.’ $

What, then, is the evidence from antiquity, in
favor of infant baptism ?

It has been already stated, that the writers of the
New Testament are silent on this subject, whether
recording the formation of the primitive churches,
or addressing epistles to those churches. They
frequently mention the baptism of believers; but
preserve a profound silence on the baptism of
infants. -

The Clﬂtian writers of the first century, who im-~
mediately succeeded the apostles, Barnabas, Hermas,

* In Stennet’s Ansoer 1o Russem, p. 184,

1 Cyclopedia, Art. Anaboptists.
1 In Lawson's Baptismalogia, p. 116
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Clemens Romanus, Ignatius, and Polycarp, usually
called, by way of distinction, apostolical fathers, fre-
quently mention the baptism of believers; but, like
the inspired penmen, are entirely silent on the sub-
ject of infant baptism.

The Christian writers of the second century,
Justin Martyr, Athenagoras, Theophilus of Antioch,
Tatian, Irenzus, and Clemens Alexandrinus, fre-
quently mention the baptism of believers; but, like
the inspired penmen, and the apostolical fathers,
never mention infant baptism.

There is, indeed, in the writings of Irenszus, one
passage, which has been adduced in proof of this
practice: ‘Christ passed through all the ages of
man, that he might save all by himself, that is, all
who, by him, are regenerated to God, infants, and
little ones, and children, and youths, and persons
-advanced in age.’ ¥

As the word translated regenerated, sometimes in
the writings of the christian fathers, denotes baptism,
some have supposed, that, in this passage, it may
be properly translated baptized. The passage would
then stand, Christ came to save all by himself—
{that is, all who, by him, are baptized to God, &c.

There are two considerations, which forbid this
translation. First: It makes the passage unintelli-
gible. It is intelligible, that all who are saved, are
regenerated by Christ; but what possible meaning
can be attached to the assertion, that gll whe are
saved, are baptized by Christ to God ? On what prin-
ciple of interpretation is it justifiable, to reject the
natural, common meaning of a word, when, at the

* Contra Hares. L. ii. C. xxii.
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same time, it perfectly accords with the scope of
the passage, and to adopt a figurative meaning,
which renders the passage unintelligible ?

Secondly : This interpretation will not accord
with the strain of the writer's discourse ; or, in the
words of Le Clerc, we see nothing here concern-
ing baptism ; nor is there any thing relating to it, in
the immediately preceding or following words.’ #

Now this testimony, uncertain as it must be con-
sidered, at the best, and given at the close of the
second century, is the first testimony that is insisted
on by learned Pedobaptists.+ Dr. Wall admits,
¢ This is the first express mention we have met with
of infants baptized.’ .t But though Dr. Wall calls
it express mention, it is generally given up as very
uncertain. §

MoxTrLY REVIEW. ‘The authorities produced,
are Justin Martyr and Ireneeus, in the second cen-
tury. With respect to the testimony of Justin, it
requires very considerable ingenuity to make it, in
any view, an argument in favor of infant baptism.
There is a passage in Irenzus more to the purpose ;
but the passage is equivocal.’ ||

The first Christian writer, in the beginning of the
third century, Tertullian of Carthage, the oldest
Latin father, whose writings are extant, opposed the
baptism of infants, which in the words of Professor

* KHfist. Eeeles. Secul. ii. Ann. 180. § 33. p. 778.
t Pmnﬁas have been sometimes cited from the Ecclesiastic Hi-
,the Ap lic Constitutions, and the Ques«

tions and Responses to the Orthodox ; but these works are de-
nounced by the learned, as decidedly spnnous See Drs. Cave,
‘Wall, Mosheim and Mac aine,

$ Hist. of Inf. Bap. Parti. C. iii. p. 16.

§ See glumcnlntly, Vnunu Hist, Eccles. Tom. iii. Secul. ii. § 109,

|| For May, 1784. p. 394

1
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Venema, ‘he certainly would not have done, if it
had been a tradition, and a public custom of the
church, seeing he was very tenacious of traditions ;
nor had it been a tradition, would he have failed to
mention it’ * His words lead us to conclude, that
infant baptism was then a novel practice, just be-
ginning and approved by very few.

In his treatise on baptism, against the Quintilian-
ists, after condemning rash baptisms, and main-
taining the propriety and advantages of delay,
especially in the case of little children, he proceeds
thus : ¢ What necessity is there, that sponsors should
be brought into danger ; since, by reason of death,
they may fail in their engagements, or be disap-
pointed, by the intervention of a bad disposition?
Our Lord indeed says, ¢ Forbid them not to come to
me. But let them come when they are growing up
—when they are learning — when they are taught
for what purpose they come. Let them be made
Christians, when they are able to know Christ. Why
does that innocent age hasten to baptism ?’

Several quotations concerning infant baptism
have been made from the writings of Origen, who
flourished in the former part of the third century.
But his original works are not now extant. These
quotations are taken from a very corrupt Latin
version, made by Ruffinus, who, as Quenstedius
observes, ‘has used so great a liberty’ (as he him-
eelf acknowledges in his prefaces, and for which
Jerome reproves him,) that he retrenched, added,
and altered, whatever he considered as deserving to
be cashiered, added or changed ; so that the reader

© Hist, Becles. Secul, ii. § 108.  t Lsb. de Baptismo, C. xviii.
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is frequently uncertain, whether he read Origen or
Ruffinus’# And Grotius, also, concerning the sen-
timents of Origen, says, ‘ Some things ascribed to
him were penned by an uncertain author, and some
things were interpolated. What Origen thought
about the final punishment of the wicked, is diffi-
eult from his writings to be asserted, all things are
so interpolated by Ruffinus.’ t
The only passage from the Greek of Origen,
~ which is produced in proof of this practice, contains
a clause, which represents the infants, as desiring
the sincere “milk of the word. Therefore Dr. Wall
acknowledges, that this does ¢ very much puzzle the
cause, and make it doubtful, whether Origen be to
be there understood of infants in age, or of such
Christian men, as are endued with the innocence .
and simplicity of infants.’{

This practice, however, probably commenced in
the latter part of the second century, and gradually
gained ground in the third. As the sentiment pre-
vailed, that baptism was necessary to salvation,
parents became more anxious to have their children
baptized, especially when sick and in danger of
death.

Vitringa. ‘The ancient christian church, from
the highest antiquity, after the apostolic times, ap-
pears generally to have thought, that baptism is
absolutely necessary for all that would be saved by
the grace of Jesus Christ. It was, therefore, cus-
tomary, in the ancient church, if infants were greatly
afflicted, and in danger of death, or if parents were

* Dialog. de Patriis Iiiust. Doct. Seript. Virorum, 632.
tﬁdmiwpn&mu.xu 14, and xxv,
ip.32
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affected with a singular concern about the salvation
of their children, to present their infants, or children,
in their minority, to the bishop, to be baptized. But
if these reasons did not urge them, they thought it
better, and more for the interest of minors, that their
baptism should be deferred, till they arrived ata
more advanced age; which custom was not yet
abolished, in the time of Augustine, though he
vehemently urged the necessity of baptism, while,
with all his might, he defended the doctrines of
grace against Pelagius.) #

SaLMas1us. ¢An opinion prevailed that no one
could be saved, without being baptized; and for
that reason, the custom arose of baptizing infants.’ +

8o unsettled, however, was the practice in Africa,
in the middle of the third century, that, at the sug-
gestion of Fidus, an African bishop, it was made a
question before the council of Carthage, in which
Cyprian presided, whether infants might be baptized
before the eighth day. The council decided in the
affirmative, for the following reasons :

¢The mercy and grace of God should be denied
to none. For if the Lord says in his gospel, ¢ The
Son of man is not come to destroy men’s lives, bat
to save them,” how ought we to do our utmost, that
no soul be lost. Spiritual circumcision should not
be impeded by carnal circumcision. If even to the
foulest offenders, when they afterwards believe,
remission of sins is granted, and none is prohibited
from baptism and grace, how much more should an
infant be admitted. Besides God would be a re-

# Observat. Sac. Tom. i. L. ii. C.vi. § 9.
1 Epist. ad Justum Paciom.
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specter of persons, if he denied to infants what he
grants to adults. Did not the prophet Elisha lie
wpon a child, and put his mouth on his mouth, and
his eyes on his eyes, and his hands on his hands?
Now the spiritual sense of this is, that infants are
equal to men. But if you refuse to baptize them,
you destroy this equality and are partial.’ *

We here see the primitive grounds of infant bap-
tism, and from this reasoning, may form some idea
of the wisdom and judgment of that ¢ holy assembly?
~—the most ancient bulwark of Pedobaptism — on
whose integrity and infallibility, Mr. Milner seems
almost disposed to rest the whole defence of the
cause.

Let us proceed to the fourth century. Even at
this Period, we find Gregory Nazianzen, bishop of
Constantinople, ¢ metropolitan of all Greece and the
oracle of the catholic world,’ expressing himself, on
the subject of infant baptism in the following words :
‘But say some, what is your opinion of infants,
who are not capable of judging either of the grace of
baptism, or of the damage sustained by the want of
it; shall we baptize them too? By all meaus, if
there be any apparent danger. For it were better,
that they were sanctified, without knowing it, thau
that they should die without being sealed and initi-
ated. s for others, I give my opinion, that when
they are three years of age or thereabouts (for then
they are able to hear and answer some of the mys-
tical words, and although they do not fully under-
stand, they may receive impressions,) they be sanc-

* CYPRIAN, Epist. 1xvi. ad Fidum.
7*
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tified, both soul and body, by the great mystery of
initiation. %

It is evident, however, from the writings of Am-
brose, Chrysostom, Jerome and Augustine, that, in
the latter part of the fourth century and the begin-
ning of the fifth, infant baptism very generally pre-
vailed, — so much so, that Augustine, the latest of
those writers, adduced it in proof of the dootrine of
original sin, in these words : — ¢ Infant baptism the
whole church practises ; it was not imstituted by
¢ouncils, but was ever in use;’ and his opponent
Pelagius admitted, that ¢ baptism ought to be ad-
ministered to infants > — knowing probably, that by
stemming the popular torrent, he should lose more,
in point of credit, than he should gain in point of
argument. '

When Augustine says, that the whole church
practised infant baptism, did he mean, that this was
the universal practice of the church?

The testimonies which have been already pro-
duced, and the well known fact that through the
whole of his life, he found it necessary to urge and
enforce the baptism of infants, renders this interpre-
tation inadmissible. We must conclude, that infant
baptism, in the time of Augustine, though not yet
considered a necessary duty, was generally tolerat
ed, nor ever refused to those parents, who desired
it for their children. Further than this it is impos-
sible to streich the meaning of Augustine, without
making him contradict his contemporaries and him-
self.

_ That he should suppose this practice to have been

* In Robinson’s Hist, of Bap. C. xxiv.
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¢ ever in use,’ is not strange, when we consider, that,
in the words of Hospinian, ‘in the time of Augus-
tine, it was commonly believed, that whatever was
received by the church, as a devotional custom, pro-
oeeded from apostolical tradition, and the doctrine
of the Holy Spirit. *

But however prevalent infant baptism had be-
oome, in the time of Augustine, he thought it would
not be amiss to instigate the Milevitan council, te
explain and encourage the practice a little, in the
following gentle and persuasive terms : — ¢ It is the
pleasure of all the bishops present in this holy synod
to order, that whoever denieth, that infants newly born
of their mother, are to be baptized, or saith that bap-
tism is administered for the remission of their own
sins, but not on account of original sin derived from
Adam, and t6 be expiated by the laver of regenera-
tion, be accursed.’ { :

His motives were at least humane ; for he says in
another place, that ‘not only persons, who have
come to the use of reason, but alse little children,
and infants newly born, if they die without baptism,
do go into everlasting fire.’ { :

* Hist. Sacram. L. ii. p. 41.

1 In Robinson’s Hist. of Bap. C. xxiii.

$1In Davye on Baptism, p. 67. From this period, every century
has p da i ‘of ‘w' to the truth of the Baptist

ncis, den macing the soverert peneiiel on thia | pericions
sect.

Cardinal Hosrvus, President of the Council of Trens. *If the truth
of religion were to be judged of by the readiness and cheerfulness.
which @ man of any sect shows in suffering, then the opinion an

rsuasion_of no sect can be truer ot surer than that of the Ana-

ptists ; since there have been none, for these twelve hundred
years past, that have been more gri¢vously punished, or that have
more cheerfully and steadfasily undergone, and even offered them-
selves to, the most cruel sorts of pu t, than these people.’
¢The Anabaptists re a pernicious sect, of which kind the Wal-
densian brethren seem also to have been. Nor is this heresy &
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The correctness of these statements, concerning
the practice of the primitive church, is confirmed by
the following testimonies ; the first, furnished by an
apostle, and the rest, as usual, by Pedobaptist authors.

§t. Paur. ¢ As many of you as have been bap-
tized into Christ, have put on Christ. %'

Erasmvus. ¢ Paul does not seem’ (in Rom. v. 14.)
‘to treat about infants. — It was not yet the custom
Jor infants to be baptized. t

LuteEr. ‘It cannot be proved by the sacred
scripture, that infant baptism was instituted, by
Christ, or begun by the first Christians after the
apostles.’ §

M. De La Roque. ‘The primitive church dld
not baptize infants : and the learned Grotius proves
it, in his annotations on the Gospel.’ §

Lupovicus Vives. ‘No one, in former times,
was admitted to the sacred baptistery, except he
was of age, understood what the mystical water
meant, desired to be washed in it, and expressed
that desire more than once.’ ||
modem thing ; for it existed in the time of uﬁ:l'i‘::' Ianu'

to Walker, p.220; and apud Schyn Hist.
r. MosmxiM, ¢ 'l‘he  true origm of that sect, which quired

their ud ing anew the
rhe of Mﬂmm to \hose wﬁo came over to their communion, and
derived that of Me ites, from the fe man, 10 whom they

owe the greatest pnndof th:_ir present felicity, &3 In:hslge c‘ruemotﬂ
depths of antiguity, and is, of consequence, extremely t to
ugeomﬁnedl; Eecles. Hist. Vol. 1::2 4. w .
e also DANVERS on Bapt: £8’ Reply to Walker, and Ros-
INSON’S Hiuo%and Rawrdu:m’
Coneerning Dr. Gill’s supposed concession, that he was not able
to find any instance of an opgur of infant baptism, from the fourth

to the eleventh eemury, See BALDWIN'S of Letters to Dr.
Worcester, Let. xxiv. p. 232,
.G.zihl:ﬁ R VMQ'WWP::!?“‘B'“
A.R's. ii. p.
§ In Stenneti's Answer to 188,

Il Annotat. in Aug. de Civ. Dei. L. i. (?xxxvii
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CramBERs. ‘It appears, that in the primitive
times none were baptized but adults.” *

Bp. BarLow. ‘I do believe and know, thatthere
is neither precept nor example in scripture, for pe-
dobaptism, nor any just evidence for it, for about two
hundred years after Christ.’

Sarmasius and Suicerus. ¢In the first two
centuries, no one was baptized, except, being in-
structed in the faith and acquainted with the doe-
trine of Christ, he was able to profess himself a
believer; because of those words, He that believeth,
and is bapnz‘ed '

M. Formey. ‘They baptized, from this time,’
(the latter end of the second centary) ‘ infants, as
well as adults. §

Curcerrevus. ‘The baptism of infants, in the first
two centuries after Christ, was altogether unknown ;
but in the third and’ fourth, was allowed by some
few. In the fifth and following ages, it was gener-
ally received. The custom of baptizing infants did
not begin before the third age after Christ was born.
In the former ages, no trace of it appears,—and it
was introduced without the command ef Christ.’ ||

Rrearrivs. ‘In the Acts of the Apostles, we
read that both men and women were baptized, when
they believed the gospel preached by Philip ; with-
out any mention being made of infants. From the
apostolic age, therefore, to the time of Tertalkian, the
matter is doubtful) §

2 T o st St hasee! oo s 050 et

§ Abridg. Fecles. Hist. Vol i. p. 33.
1| Institut. Relig. Chnist. L. i. C. xii. Dissert. Secund. de Pecc.
Orig. § 56. qIn Slennett'l Answer to Rwssen, p. 74.
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Venema. ‘Tertullian has no where mentioned

pedobaptism among the traditions of the church,
nor even among the customs of the church, that
were publicly received, and usually observed ; nay,
he plainly intimates that, in his time, it was yet a
doubtful affair. Nothing can be affirmed with cer-
" tainty, concerning the custom of the church before
Tertullian ; seeing there is not any where, in more
ancient writers, that I know of, undoubted mention
of infant baptism. Justin Martyr, in his second
apology, when describing baptism, mentions only
that of adults. I conclude, therefore, that pedobap-
tism cannot be certainly proved to have been prac-
tised before the times of Tertullian ; and that there
were persons in his age, who desired their infants
might be baptized, especially, when they were
afraid of their dying without baptism ; which opin-
ion Tertullian opposed, and by so doing, he inti-
mates, that pedobaptism began to prevail. These
are the things that may be affirmed, with apparent
certainty, concerning the antiquity of infant bap-
tism, after the times of the apostles; for more are
maintained without solid foundation.’ %
' GroTivus. ‘It seems to me, that the baptism of
infants was, of old, much more frequently practised
in Africa, than in Asia, or other_parts of the world ;
and with a certain opinion of the greater necessity
of it. For you will not find, in any of the councils,
a more ancient mention of this custom, than in the
council of Carthage.’t

Eriscorrus. ¢ Pedobaptism was not accounted a
necessary rite, till it was determined so to be, in the

® Hist. Becles. Tom. ifi, Secul. ii. §108, 109,
t Annotat. in Matt, xix. 14.
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Milevitan council, held in the year four hundred and
eighteen.’ %

Dr. Doooripge. ‘It is indeed surprising, that
nothing more express is to be met with in antiquity
upon this subject.” +

But how was it possible, that infant baptism
could have been quietly introduced, in the early
‘ages of Christianity, unsupported by apostolic au-
thority, and the previous practice of the church?
To the declamations of Towgood and others on this
subject, the Baptists think it quite sufficient to reply,
by asking, How were episcopacy and infant com-
munion, and the use of sponsors or god-parents,} and
a great variety of usages and ceremonies, introduc-
ed, without ‘a whisper of opposition,’ and suffered
to pave the way to the complete enthronement of the
man of sin? The truth is, that as soon as the spirit
of inspiration withdrew from the earth, a multitude
of errors and corruptions rushed in and deluged the
church. This is indeed mortifying to human nature,
and apparently unaccountable; but the facts are
never disputed, unless a favorite hypothesis is in
danger. Consider the case of episcopacy. It can
claim much higher authority than even infant bap-
tism. For while the latter is not mentioned, by any
writer, in the first two centuries, frequent references
to episcopacy, or the three orders of bishops, priests,
and deacons, occur in the writings of the second cen-
tury, and even in the epistles of Ignatius, one of the
apostolical fathers. Professor Campbell, an opposer
of episcopacy, though he questions the integrity of

1 ];rhv.:":‘:.‘r. Tl:e’i'dﬁtal‘ui;oﬁmx;vor age of Ihe chnrc‘: in whicll

there is any appearance, that infants were ordunnl bcpuzod
without lpo{uol:'g orgod-ﬁthcn ?  Def. of Hist. v !
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the epistles of Ignatius, admits, that ‘before the
middle of the second century, a subordination in the
ecclesiastical polity, which may be called primitive
episcopacy, and may be considered the first step of
the hierarchy, began to prevail very generally
throughout the Christian world. %*

Suppose, therefore, that even the quotation from
Ireneeus, at the elose of the second century, and
those from Origen, in the third, are admitted to be
relevant and genuine (and these are the very ear-
liest that are insisted on), what ground is gained by
an anti-episcopalian Pedobaptist? )

But the case of infant communion deserves more
particular consideration. The same evidence can
be adduced, in favor of the antiquity of this prac-
tice, as of that of infant baptism. And in the article
of opposition, infant communion has the decided
advantage: For while there appears to have been
some opposition to the introduction of infant bap-
tism, by Tertullian, Gregory Nazianzen, and others,
nothing of the kind appears in the case of infant
communion.

As these points, if established, must, in the minds
of those who reject infant communion, completely
invalidate the argument from antiquity, in favor of
infant baptism, and as these points must be estab-
lished by testimony, independently of argumenta-
tion, permit me to introduce the following quota-
tions.

Sarmasivs and SviceErvs. ¢Because the eu-
charist was given to adult catechumens, when they
were washed with holy baptism, without any space

* Eccles. Hist. Sect. vii.
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of time intervening, this also was done to ‘infants,
after pedobuptism was introduced.’ #

Buppcvus. ‘It is manifest, that in the ancient
church, it was usual to give the eucharist to infants ;
which custom arose about the third century, and
continued in the western church to the beginning
of the twelfth century, as Quenstedlus shows. This
custom seems to have prevailed, first in the African
church, and to have been propagated thence to oth-
er churches of the west. Certainly, we no where
find it more frequently mentioned, than in the writ-
ings of Cyprian, of Augustine, and of Paulinus.
The error seems to have arisen, from a false opinion
concerning the ahsolute necessity of the eucharist;
and it has been observed by learned men, that this
arose from the words of Christ, John vi. 53, not well
understood.’

Hospinianvus. ‘The Lord’s supper was given to
the infants of believers, in the time of Pope Inno-
cent the first, of Cyprian, and of Augustine ; as well
in Europe, as in Asia and Africa, and that as neces-
sary to salvation. Jerome, Augustine and other
fathers, .testify, that they who were baptized, not
only adults, but also infants, without any delay,
received the Lord’s supper in both kinds.’ }

CHiLLINGWORTH. ¢St Augustine, I am sure,
held the communicating of infants, as much apos-
tolic tradition, as the baptizing of them. The eu-
charist’s necessity for infants —was taught'by the
consent of the eminent fathers of some ages, with-

# Thesaur, Eccles. sub. voce Suvyakig,
t Theolog. Dogmat. L. v. C. 1. § 19,
1 Hist, am. L. ii. C. ii. p. 51.

8
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out any opposition from any of their contemporaries ;
and was delivered by them, not as doctors, but as
witnesses ; not as their opinion, but as apostolic
tradition. *

Dr. PriesTLEY. ‘It is remarkable, that, in all
Christian antiquity, we always find, that commun-
ion in the Lord’s supper immediately followed bap-
tism. And no such thing occurs, as that of any
person having a right to one of these ordinances, and
not to the other.” ¢

Venema. ‘In the ancient church, those two
sacraments’ (baptism and the Lord’s supper) ‘in
respect of the subjects, were never separated, the
one from the other. In the thirteenth century, bap-
tized infants ceased to be admitted to the eucharist,
because it began to be administered under one
kind.’ §

Dr. WarL. ‘—That the Roman church, about
the year one thousand, entertaining the doctrine of
transubstantiation, let fall the custom of giving the
holy elements to infants; and the other western
churches mostly following their example, did the
like, upon the same account; but that the Greeks,
not having the same doctrine, continued, and do still
continue, the custom of communicating infants.’ §

Harier. ¢ The late Rev. Mr. Pierce has demon-
strably proved, that it was the ancient practice, to
give the eucharist to children, in an unanswerable
essay on this subject. And as no one has, after
many years, attempted to answer him, I may well
here take it for granted, that infants, in the primi-

. Rd:g of Protest, Answar to Pref. § 10, and Chap. iii. ;44

ess on giving the Lord’s Supper to auldrm, p.

ut.Ecda Secal, ii. § 100 ; Secnl xii. § 164.
Hist of Inf. Bap. p. 5
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tive church, were admitted to the communion of
Christians.’ #

Let me conclude this part of the discourse, by
inquiring, Why do not the advocates of infant bap-
tism, become advocates of infant communion ?

Is the scripture silent concerning the latter ordi-
nance? It is equally silent concerning the former.
Are infants incapable of remembering Christ, of
examining themselves, and of discerning the Lord’s
body, which are required of those who receive the
supper? They are equally incapable of repenting
and believing, which are required of those who
receive baptism. Every argument which is bronght
to prove, that the requirement to repent and believe
does not exclude infants from the one ordinance,
will equally prove, that the requirement to examine
one's self and discern the Lord’s body, does not ex-
clude them from the other ordinance.

Every argument also, which is urged in support
of the one ordinance, may be urged, with equal
plausibility, in support of the other.

Ought infants to be baptized, becanse, under a
former dispensation they were circumcised? 8o
also, because under a former dispensation they par-
took of the passover,t they ought now to be ad-
mitted to communion. Ought they to be baptized,

* In Dr. Austin’s Keon. e{ﬂu Ch C. xii. p. M3.
t After the tabernacle, where alone the passover could be eaten,
blished at Jerusal ng children on of the

was

distance, were not required to ﬂa’::ke of the passover, till they had
attained the age of iwelve years. But it would be gross to infer.
that previously to that age, they had no right to partake of it, and did
not partake, whenever presented. That they partook of the first
"9"25"'1‘5 admitted by all parties. See Dr. Th. Scott, on Exod.
Xii. 43 —45,

-
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because they are connected with their parents, in
covenant with God? For the same reason, they
ought, with their parents, to be admitted to commu-
nion. Ought they to be baptized, because they are
members of the visible church? For the same rea-
son; they ought to be admitted to communion.
Ought they to be baptized, because Christ command-
ed little children to be brought to him, and declar-
ed, that of such is the kingdom of heaven? For the
same reason, they ought to be admitted to commu-
nion. Ought they to be baptized, because they are
not unclean, but holy? For the same reason, they
ought to be admitted to communion. Does it lessen
the privileges, which the church anciently enjoyed,
to withhold baptism from infants? And does it not
equally lessen those privileges, to debar infants from
communion? Isit harsh and injurious to exclude
infants from baptism? And is it not equally harsh
and injurious to exclude them from communion ?
Accordingly, Dr. Williams, the opponent of Mr.
Booth, inquires, ¢ Are not the same reasons, which
are brought for infant baptism, in like manner, ap-

plicable to infant communion? And will not the -

objections against the latter, admit of the same an-
" swer, as those against the former?’ #

The reasons stated in both parts of this discourse,
lead us to the conclusion, that the immersion of a
professing believer, into the name of the Father, and
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, is the only chris-
tian baptism.

¢ He that believeth and is baptized, shall be sav-

# Notes on Mr. Morrice’s Social Relig. p.78.
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ed ; but he that believeth not, shall be damned.’ #
To believe in Christ is necessary to salvation ; and
to be baptized is the instituted method of professing
our belief. It is, therefore, not only an infinitely
important question to all men, whether they believe
in Christ; but it is alse a very important question to
all Christians, whether they have been baptized.

If you love Christ, you cannot consider this ques-
tion unimportant. You will be desirous of discov-
ering the will of him whom you love, and of testify-
ing your love, by joyfully obeying. ¢ If ye love me,’
said Jesus, ¢ keep my commandments’t ¢ Ye are my
Jriends, if ye do whatsoever I command you.’ §

If, when your mind adverts to this question, you
fear the consequences of an examination, and dread
those sacrifices, which a discovery that you have
been mistaken may enforce on your conscience ; or
if you feel the influence of long established senti-
ments, and imagine, that the subject is too dark and
intricate for your investigation ; look to the Son of
God, who hesitated not to make the greatest sacri-
fices, and to endure the most painful sufferings for
you ; and look up to the Father of lights, to send the
Holy Spirit according to the promise of his Son, to
guide you into all truth.

&specially, my brethren, diligently use the means
. of discovering the truth. Put yourselves in the way
of evidence. Indulge free examination. Though
the sun shines with perfect clearness, you will never
see that light which others enjoy, if you confine
yourselves in a cavern, which the beams of the sun
cannot penetrate. Be assured that there is suffi-

® Mark xvi. 16. S*t John xiv, 13. $ John xv. 14.

A e me W N e
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your minds a sufficient apology for addressing you
at this time.

You will readily believe me, when I say, that on
leaving my country, I little imagined, that I should
ever become a Baptist. I had ot indeed can-
didly examined the subject of baptism ; but I had
strong prejudices against the sect, that is every
where spoken against.

It was on board the vessel, in prospect of my fu-
ture life among the heathen, that I was led to inves-
tigate this important subject. I was going forth to
proclaim the glad news of salvation through Jesus
Christ. I hoped, that my ministrations wounld be
blessed to the conversion of souls. In that case, I
felt that I should have no hesitation concerning my
duty to the converts, it being plainly commanded in
scripture, that such are to be baptized, and received
into church fellowship. But how, thought .I, am I
to treat the unaonverted children and domestics of
the converts?  Are they to be considered members
of the church of Christ, by virtue of the conversion
of the head of their family, or not? If they are,
ought I not to treat them as such? After they are
baptized, can I consistently set them aside, as aliens
from the commonwealth of Israel, until they are re-
admitted ? If they are not to bé considered mem-
bers of the church, can I consistently administer to
them the initiating ordinance of the church ?

- If Tadopt the Abrahamic covenant, and consider
the Christian church a continuation of the Abra-
hamic or Jewish system, I must adopt the former
part of the alternative. Imust consider the children
and domestics of professors, as members of the



CHRISTIAN BAPTISM. 97

church, and treat them accordingly. Abraham, ac-
cording to the terms of the covenant which God
made with him, circumeised not only his own sons,
but all the males, that were bomn in his house, or
bought with money. His male descendants, in the
line of Isaac and Jacob, were entitled to the same
ordinance, by virture of natural descent; and, to-
gether with. their domestics, composed the ancient
church, and were entitled to all its privileges. This
is put beyond a doubt, by the single fact, that, in
the Abrahamic community, or the society of Israel,
there was no separate party, calling themselves, by
way of distinction, the church, and saying to others,
who were equally eircumcised with themselves,
Stand. by, touch not the passover, we are holier than
you. No. All the members of the community, or
nation, were of course members of the church.
They were entitled to church membership, by birth
or purchase, Their chureh membership was recog-
nized, or they were initiated into the church, by
circumeision ; and in subsequent life, they partoock
of the passover, which was the standing sacrament
of the church analagous to the Lord’s supper, and
enjoyed all the rights and privileges of the church,
unless they were excommunicated, or, in scriptural
language, cut off from the people.’ *
*If .nny one should be inclined to doubt the right of circamcised
children to the passover, let him consider the following :
Witsius. “In those companies’ (that partook of the passover)
«‘men and women sat down together, old men and young, whole
and sick, masters and servants, in fine, every Jew that could eat
morsel of flesh, not excluding even young children.! Econ. Foed.
L.iv. C. ix. § I¢.

Dr. Scott. Every p in each h hold, including women
and children, ate this first passover, none being éxcepted, but un-

circumcised males ; and afierwards all, who were not ceremoni®
ally unclean, partook of it. The women and children were not
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Now let me be consistent. Since I am exhorted
to walk in the steps of father Abraham, let me fol-
low him with the same faithfulness which procured
him eminent praise. Let me not adopt some parts
of his covenant, and reject others, as suits my own
convenience, or accords with the notions, in which
I have been educated. Nor let me complain for
want of example and prescription. Behold the es-
tablished church of England. She proves herself,
in many respects, a worthy daughter of the Abra-
hamic or Jewish church. She receives into her
charitable bosom, all the descendants of professors ;
and all those who, though not of her seed, belong to
the families of professors; and these collectively
come, in process of time, to comprise the whole na-
tion. This is truly Abrahamie. This is the very
system, which the ancestors of the Jewish race, and
their succeeding rulers and priests uniformly main-
tained. And if I claim an interest in the Abra-
hamic covenant, and consider the Christian church
a continuation of the Jewish, why should I hesitate
to prove myself a true child of Abraham, and a con-
sistent Christian, by adopting this system, in all its
parts, and introducing it among the heathen ?

But T considered again — How does this system
accord with the account of the church of Christ,
given in the New Testament? It appeared to me,
from the manner in which this church commenced

brated ; but when the: , they joined in this sacred feast.” Note
on Exodus xii. 43—

After the tahernacle, where alone the passover could be eaten,
‘was established at Jerusalem, young children, on account of dis
tance, not on account of any personal dis ua'iﬁcalion, were sel-
dom brought to partake of the passover. This neglect, however,
'was not allowed after they had attained the age of iwelve years.

indeed commanded to st‘)dnp to the tabernacle, where it was cele-
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and was continued, from the character of its mem-
bers, and in fine, from its whole economy, so far as
detailed in the New Testament, that it was a com-
pany, consisting of select individuals, men and wo-
men, who gave credible evidence of being disciples
of Christ; and that it had no regard to natural
descent, or accidental connection with the families
of professors.

When I proceeded to consider certain passages,
which are thought to favor the Pedobaptist system,.
I found nothing satisfactory.

The sanctification, which St. Paul ascribes to the
children of a believer, (1 Cor. vii. 14.) I found that
he ascribed to the unbelieving parent also; and
therefore, whatever be the meaning of the passage,
it could have no respect to church membership, or
a right to church ordinances.

The declaration of -St. Peter, ¢ The promise is unto
you and to your children, and toall that are afar off,.
even as many as the Lord our God shall call,’ (Acts
ii. 39,) appeared not to bear at all on the point in
hand, because the apostle does not command his
hearers to have their children baptized, or acknowl-
edged members of the church, but to repent and be-
baptized themselves. There is indeed a promise -
made to their children, and to all others that God
shall call; but it does not follow, that they were to.
procure the baptism of their children, or of those
that were afar off, until they gave evidence that
God had called them.

When Christ said, concerning little children, that
‘of such is the kingdom of heaven,” (Matt. xix. 14,)
it appeared to me, that his comparison had respegt,
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not to the age or size of little children, but to the
humility and docility which distinguish tlrem from
adults. This seemed to be put beyond a doubt, by
his own explanation, in a similar passage, in which
he says, ¢ Except ye be converted, and become as
little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdom
of heaven’ (Mat. xviii. 3.)

The baptism of households, which is mentioned
in three instances, I could not consider, as affording
:any evidence one way or the other, because, in a
household, there may be infants and unbelieving
domestics, and there may not. Besides, I discov-
ered some circumstances in each of the cases, which
led me to conclude, that the members of the house-
holds were real believers. They are expressly
“said to be so in the case of the jailer (Acts xvi. 34),
and the same is evidently implied, in the case of
Stephanas, when it is said, that they addicted them-
selves to the ministry of the saints (1 Cor. i. 16).

In a word, I could not find a single intimation, in
the New Testament, that the children and domes-
tics of believers were members of the church, or
entitled to any church ordinance, in consequence of
the profession of the head of their family. Every-
thing discountenanced this idea. When baptism
was spoken of, it was always in connection with
dbelieving. None but believers were commanded to
be baptized ; and it did not appear to my mind that
any others were baptized.

Here, then, appeared a striking difference be-
tween the Abrahamic, and the Christian systems.
The one recognized the membership of children,
domestics and remote descendants of professors,
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and tended directly to the establishment of a na-
tional religion. The other appeared to be a select-
ive system, acknowledging none, as members of the
church, but such as gave credible evidence of be-
lwvmg in Christ.

This led me to suspect, that these two system,
. 80 evidently different, could not be one and the
same. And now the light began to dawn. The more
I read, and the more I meditated on the subject, the
more clearly it appeared to me, that all my errors and
difficulties had ‘originated, in confounding these two
systems. [ began to see, that since the very nature
and constitution of the church of Christ excluded
infants and unregenerate domestics, repentance and .
faith being always represented as necessary to con-
stitute a disciple, we had ne right to expect any
directions for, or any examples of, the initiation of
such unqualified persons into the church. To
search for such directions and examples in the New
Testament would be, as if the eitizen of a republic
should go to search his national code, for laws con-
cerning the royal family, which, by the very nature
and constitution of a republic, is excluded. Sup-
pose, that such a citizen, disappointed in his search,
should have recourse to the comstitution and laws
of a neigboring monarchy, for the desired informa-
tion. This, it appeared to me, would aptly repre-
sent the proceeding of those who, unable to find in
the New Testament, satisfactory proof of the right -
of infants, or unregenerate domestics, should have
recourse to the Abrahamic and Jewish codes.

At length, I adopted the following sentiments,
concerning ;he two churches, and the concemn

/
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which we have, at present, with the old dispensa-
tion. The Abrahamic church was preparatory to,
and typical of, the Christian. The constitution was
radically different; but it was, nevertheless, wisely
adapted to answer the ends which God had in view.
Natural descent or purchase was sufficient to intro-
duce a person into this church ; but still it appears,
that, in every age, there were some who were truly
pious; who embraced the gospel promise made to
Abraham, before the covenant of circumcision was
instituted ; who also looked beyond the literal
meaning of the requirements and promises, con-
tained in that covenant, to the glorious things typi-
fied thereby, and thus exercised true faith in the
coming Messiah, and in a better country, that is,
the heavenly. When the Messiah appeared, this
preparatory and typical system, having answered its
end, was destined to cease; and the Lord Jesus set
up his kingdoni on earth, the gospel church, com-
posed of such only as repent and believe, or rather
give credible evidence of these gracious exercises.
The bar of separation between the Jews and the
rest of the world was removed ; thenceforth, none
were to plead, that they had Abraham for their
father; none were to rest in the covenant of
circumcision, assured that if they did, Christ would
profit them nothing; but it was distinctly declared,
that thenceforth, there was neither Jew nor Greek,

" bond nor free, male nor female, but all were one in

Christ (Gal. iii. 28).

But whereas the Abrahamic system was typical
of the Christian, so the spiritual meaning of the
requirements and promises still remains in force.
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Thus, by looking beyond the letter, and regarding
the spiritual import, according to the example of the
pious Jews, a great part of the Old Testament is still
applicable to us, though the New Testament is em-
phatically the Christian’s law book. The natural
seed of Abraham typifies the spiritual seed. The
land of Canaan typifies the heavenly land. Exter-
nal circumecision typifies the circamcision of the
heart, a circumcision made without hands, that is,
the putting off the body of the sins of the flesh,
even the circumeision of Christ (Col. ii. 11). Be-
lievers, therefore, may embrace the promise of Ca-
naan, in its spiritual application, as made to them-
selves, the spiritual seed, who have received the
spiritual circumecision. Hence, also, all the devo-
tional parts of the Old Testament, particularly the
Psalms of David, the modern believer can make
his own, adopting the language, as the genuine
expressions of his own devout feelings.

In the same way are to be explained all the New
Testament allusions to the ancient dispensation.
When, for instance, the apostle says, ‘If ye be
Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs ac-
cording to the promise’ (Gal. iii. 29), we are to
understand, not Abraham’s natural seed, surely, but
his spiritual seed, those who by faith are assimilated
to him, and thus become his children ; not heirs of
the land of Canaan, in the literal acceptation of the
words, but heirs of the blessing of justification by
faith, concemning which the apostle had been
discoursing, and consequently, of the spiritual
Canaan, the city of the living God, the heavenly
Jerusalem.
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I cannot describe to you, dear brethren, the light
and satisfaction, which I obtained, in taking this
view of the matter, in considering the two churches
distinet, and in classing my ideas of each in their
proper place. I became possessed of a key, that
unlocked many a difficalty, which had long per-
plexed me. And the more I read the Bible, the
more clearly I saw, that this was the true system
therein revealed.

But while I obtained light and satisfaction on one
side, I was plunged in difficulty and distress on
the other. If, thought I, this system is the true one,
if the Christian church is not a continuation of the
Jewish, if the covenant of circumcision is not pre-
cisely the covenant in which Christians now stand,
. the whole foundation of Pedobaptism is gone ; there
is no remaining ground for the administration of any
church ordinance, to the children and domesties of
professors ; and it follows inevitably, that I, who was
christened in infancy, on the faith of my patents,
have never yet received Christian baptism. Must
I, then, forsake my parents, the church with which
I stand connected, the society under whose patron-
age I have come out, the companions of my mis-
sionary undertaking? Must I forfeit the good
‘opinion of all my friends in my native land, occa-
sioning grief to some, and provoking others to anger,
and be regarded henceforth, by all my former dear
acquaintance, as a weak, despicable Baptist, who
bas not sense enough to comprehend the connection
between the Abrahamic and the Christian systems ?
All this was mortifying ; it was hard to flesh and
blood. But I thought again — It is better to be
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guided by the opinion of Christ, who is the truth,
than by the opinion of men, however good, whom I
know to be in an error. The praise of Christ is
better than the praise of men. Let me cleave to
Christ at all events, and prefer his favor above my
chief joy.

There was another thing which greatly contrib-
uted, just at this time, to drive me to an extremity.
I knew that I had been sprinkled in infancy, and
that this had been deemed baptism. But through-
out the whole New Testament, I could find nothing,
that Jooked like sprinkling, in connection with the
ordinance of baptism. It appeared to me, that if a
plain person should, without any previous informa-
tion on the subject, read through the New Testa-
ment, he would never get the idea, that baptism
consisted in sprinkling. He would find, that baptism
in all cases particularly described was administered
in rivers, and that the parties are represented, as
going down into the water, and coming up out of the
water, which they would not have been so foolish
as to do for the purpose of sprinkling.

In regard to the word itself, which is translated
baptism, a very little search convinced me that its
plain, appropriate meaning was immersion or dip-
ping ; and though I read extensively on the subject, I
could not find that any learned Pedobaptist had ever
been able to produce an instance, from any Greek
writer, in which it meant sprinkling, or any thing but
immersion, except in some figurative applications,
which could not be fairly brought into question.
The Rev. Professor Campbell, D. D. of Scotland,
the most leame;l Greek scholar and bibical oritic of
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modern times, has the candor to declare, (though he
was no Baptist, and therefore, not to be suspected
of partiality to the Baptist system,) that the word
was never, so far as he knew, employed in the sense
of sprinkling, in any use, sacred or classical. (BSee
Note on Matt. iii. 11.)

But as my limits will not permit me to enter
further into detail, on this part of the subject, I must
beg leave to refer you to my Sermon, a copy of
which will accompany this letter. Suffice it to sy,
that whereas a consideration of the nature of the
church convinced me, that I had never received
Christian baptism, 8o a consideration of the nature
of baptism convinced me that I had never been
baptized at all, nothing being baptism but immersion.

Reduced to this extreinity, what, dear brethren,
could I do? I saw, that, in & double sense, I was
unbaptized, and I felt the command of Christ press
on my conscience. Now if I quieted my conscience
in regard to my own personal baptism, and con-
cluded, that on aceount of my peculiar circumstances,
it was best to consult my own convenience, rather
than the command of Christ, still the question would
return, with redoubled force, — How am I to treat
the children and ‘domestics of converted heathen %
This was the beginning of all my difficulties, and
this, on Pedobaptist principles, I could not resolve,
by the Bible, or by any books that I consulted.

In order that you may feel the trying situation, in
which I was placed, I beg you to make the case
your own, particularly in regard to this one point,
the treatment of the families of believers. You may
thus be brought to feel the gripe of this Gordiam
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knot, as I have felt it. Itis true, you have not the
prospect of converted heathen and their families to
trouble you ; yet permit me to submit the case of your
own families. In what light do you consider and
treat them ? Do you strictly comply with the terms
of the Abrahamic covenant? Does your conduct
perfectly accord with the Abrahamic system? Do
you baptize (if baptism is in the place of circum-
cision) your male children, and those only, on the
eighth day after their birth? Do you baptize your
male domestics, and if you had slaves, would you
have them also baptized? Still further, — Do you
consider your baptized children and servants, mem-
bers of the church, as circumcised Jewish children
and servants were members of the Jewish church?
. Do you acknowledge their right to the Lord’s
supper, as soon at least, as they are capable ; and
do you feel your own obligations to require their
attendance, and to discipline and exclude them, if
they donot attend? Circumcision was the initiating
ordinance of the Abrahamic or Jewish church ; bap-
tism has been regarded, in every age, and by all
parties, as the initiating ordinance of the Christian
church. Baptized persons are, therefore, members
‘of the church. And if so, is it not wrong and
dangerous to treat them, as if they ewere not? I
need not inform you, that among yourselves, and
among all the Congregational churches in New
England, children and servants, who were baptized
on account of the head of their family, are eonsid-
ered no more members of the church, than before —
no more members of the church, than others, that
have not been baptized. They are, in fact, consid~
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ered and treated, as out of the church altogether,
and as having no right to any further church privi-
lege, until they give evidence of possessing religion,
and make a personal public profession. Do you not
hesitate, my brethren, at pursuing a course so anti-
Abrahamic, so unscriptural? How can you plead
the promise made to Abraham, when you so fla-
grantly violate the covenant, in which they are
contained, and depart from the course divinely
prescribed in his family, and in subsequent genera-
tions? But on the other hand, if you adopt and
practise the Abrahamic system, you will inevitably
confound the church and the world ; you will receive
into the church multitudes who are destitute of those
qualifications, which are represented, in the New
Testament, as requisite to constitute a member of
the kingdom which Christ set up; you will ulti-
mately establish a national religion ; and this will
be as contrary to the system laid down in the New
Testament, as your present system is to the Abra-
hamic.

Brethren and Fathers, I have now given you a
slight sketch of the difficulties, in which I became
involved, while contemplating my missionary work,
and which forced me at last, to adopt the Baptist
system as alogp consistent and scriptural. If I have
done wrong herein, I shall be very grateful to any
one, who will point out my error, — who will inform
me what course I could have taken to extricate my-
self out of my difficulties, without becoming a Bap-
tist. And in order to facilitate the matter, I beg
leave to state the several points, on which I must
obtain good satisfaction, or remain as I am.

'
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1. Does it appear from the New Testament, that
the unconverted children and servants of believers
are members of the ehurch of Christ according to
the terms of the Abrahamic covenant? If this
could be proved, it would go far towards proving,
that the Christian church is a continuation of the
Jewish ; but if this cannot be proved, it appears to
me, that no liftle incidental similarities are suffi-
cient to establish the point.

2. If the children and servants of believers are
members of the church, by virtue of belonging to
the families of professors, ought they not, after being
initiated into the church by baptism, to be consider-
ed and treated as members? Ought they not to be
considered members of the Christian church, in the
same manner, as the circumcised children and ser-
vants of the Jews were members of the Jewish
church, and similarly entitled to the privileges and
discipline of the church? And is it right or consis-
. tent to class them with aliens, until they come for-
ward and join the church, to which it would seem,
by the supposition, they had always belonged ?

3. If the children and servants of believers are
not real members of the church, by what right is
one of the ordinances of the church, yea, even the
initiating ordinance, administered to them? Do we
discover any intimation, fn the Old Testament, or
the New, of any persons, who, not belonging to any
church whatever, were yet entitled to the privileges
of a church, and particularly to the ordinance of
initiation, they being no more members of the
church after they were initiated into it and acknowl-
edged members, than others who were never this:
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initiated ? And if a person should venture to main-
tain such a position, on any other subject than that
of Pedobaptism, would not the soundness of his
intellect be justly suspected ?

4. If the children and servants of behevers are
not entitled to the ordinance of baptism, must not
those who have been baptized, on the faith of their
parents or masters, necessarily regard their baptism
as a nullity, and consider themselves, of course, in
an unbaptized state? And when such persons be-
lieve in Christ, and hope that they have received
divine grace, how can they refrain from obeying the
express command of their Lord and Master ?

Submitting these questions, dear Brethren, to
your candid and impartial consideration, I take my
leave. You will not, I hope, be displeased with any
expressions in my letter, that may seem to bear
hard on the system which you profess. Perhaps
there are some such expressions. I have found it
impossible to avoid them all, in stating my difficul-
ties in their full force. And the same reasons
which induced me to take up my pen at first, made
me unwilling to soften and smooth those difficulties,
through fear of giving offence. I have been sensi-
ble, that my change of sentiment would give much
pain to many whom I loved and respected, to the
members of the church I am now addressing, and
to my honored father, your pastor. This reflection
was the greatest trial attending my baptism. It
was natural for me, therefore, to be desirous of
showing you clearly the extremity to which I was
reduced, and the potency of those arguments which

_cohstrained me to become a Baptist; hoping that
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you would, by that means, be led to sympathize
with me, in the exercises of mind that I have ex-
perienced, and be willing to admit, that my conduct
has not been the result of momentary caprice, or the
still more reprehensible effect of interested and sin-
ister motives. I solemnly profess to have done this
thing from a single regard to truth and duty. I
have not altered my sentiments on any point of
doctrine, or Christian experience. My heart tells
me, dear brethren, that I am still one with you,
though we differ on the subject of baptism. May
every blessing, temporal and spiritual, rest on you
and on your children.

May the God of truth lead you and me into all the
truth ; and may the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ
be with you all, is the prayer of your affectionate
brother,

ADONIRAM JUDSON, Jux.

Rancoon, August 20, 1817,



AN ADDRESS

ON THE
MODE OF BAPTIZING.
—-o—

THERE is satisfactory evidence, that believers’
baptism constituted a part of primitive christianity
in the British isles. But in subsequent ages, it
became extinct, being superseded by the baptism of
infants. Immersion, however, maintained its ground,
until the middle of the seventeenth century, when
the Westminster Assembly of Divines voted, by a
majority of one, that immersion and sprinkling were
indifferent. Previously to that period, the Baptists
had formed churches in different parts of the coun-
try ; and having always seen infants, when baptized,
taken in the hands of the administrator, and laid
under water, in the baptismal font, and not having
much, if any, communication with the Baptists on
the continent, they thought, of course, that a candi-
date for baptism, though a grown person, should be
treated in the same manner, and laid backwards
under the water. They were probably confirmed
in this idea, by the phrase, ¢buried in baptism.” The
consequence has been, that all the Baptists in the
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world, who have sprung from the English Baptists,
have practised the backward posture.

But from the beginning, it was not so. In the
apostolic times, the administrator placed his right
hand on the head of the candidate, who then, under
the pressure of the administrator’s hand, bowed for-
ward, aided by that genuflection, which instinctively
comes to one’s aid, when attempting to bow in that
position, until his head was submerged, and then
rose by his own effort. This appears from the fig-
ures sculptured in bronze and mosaic work, on the
walls of the ancient baptisteries of Italy and Con-
stantinople. Those figures represent John the Bap-
tist leaning towards the river ; his right hand on the
head of the Saviour, as if pressing him down into
the water ; while the Saviour is about to bow down
under the pressure of the hand of John.

‘The same is evident from the practice of the
Greeks, the Armenians, and all the Oriental churches,
who have not, like the Christians of countgiés once
overspread with the Roman Catholic heresy, ex- -
changed immersion for sprinkling. All those Orien-
tal ehurches practise immersion to the present day,
and regard no other application of water as valid
baptism. And in the case of adults, they uniformly
baptize by bowing forward under the water. Such
cases not unfrequently occur, though pedobaptism
has been long prevalent; for among the Jewish
and Mahometan population of those countries, there
are occasional converts to the Christian faith. The
primitive mode of baptizing was preserved among
the Waldenses and Albigenses also, as appears

10



114 CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

from the present practice of the German Baptists in
the state of Pennsylvania and other parts of the
United States. The eastern churches have, it is
true, introduced trine immersion, and kneeling, and
pouring on water, before or after immersion, and
anointing with oil, and other adventitious ceremonies,
by which the simplicity of the primitive mode has
been marred, and its glory tarnished ; but still their
testimony in favor of immersion and the forward
posture remains unimpaired.

The forward posture, as represented on the walls
of ancient baptisteries, and practised by the greater
part of christendom to the present day, is further
confirmed by sundry notices in ancient authors now
extant. One of the most pertinent is that of Tertul-
lian, in the beginning of the third century, who says,
‘the Christians of his time were baptized by bowing
down, with great simplicity, without pomp or many
words. '

It does not seem, that the ancient Christians, and
those who have practised the farward posture in
subsequent ages, thought that they failed of reach-
ing the full import of the phrase, ‘buried in baptism,’
though the common mode of burial is by placing
the body in a supine posture : As in the quaint say-
ing, that parables are not to be made to run upon all
fours, so it is evident, that when a thing is completely
covered up in the ground, it is buried, whatever the
precise posture may be: It i3 evident, that if the
forward posture in baptism obtained in the apostolic
times, the apostle would have used the same figure
and said, ¢ buried in baptism.’

It must not be intimated, that the present mode
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in Great Britain and the United States is, at all,
rude or indecorous. It‘is too prevalent and too highly
patronized to be regarded in that light. But when
orientals are first' informed of our mode, they are
filled with great surprise; and when they come to
understand it, which they are slow to do, they can-
not refrain from smiling, and, not unfrequently, in-
voluntary laughter. When asked, however, whether
it is not valid baptism, they will stop a moment, as
if much amused with the oddity of the idea; but
on second thought, will candidly admit, —¢yes, it is
certainly valid baptism. If they are put under
water, they are certainly baptized; but it is so very,
very curious.’

It is the peculiar privilege of the Baptists, to have
defended, in every age, the initiatory ordinance of
the Christian church, and that, on the simple ground,
that so far as the mode is concerned, immersion,
however administered, and that alone is valid bap-
tism. Other appendages may have occasionally
been added ; but they are not regarded as essential.
Whether baptism is performed in a baptistery, in a
river, or in the sea ; whether the candidate be more
orless clothed ; whether he be immersed forward
or backward, if he be immersed, he is baptized.
There may be diversity of tastes and preferences ;
but the fundamental principle remains untouched.
The mode generally practised in this country is
unquestionably valid and proper. It has also the
great advantage of being sustained by prevailing
usage. As, however, the evidence is decidedly in
favor of the position, that the Lord Jesus was bap-
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tized by bowing forward under the hand of John ;
and as some individuals may prefer following, as
nearly as possible, the footsteps of their Lord, I am
sure, that all true Baptists will candidly and affec-
tionately respond. We give others the same lib-
erty which we claim for ourselves; let them be
gratified.

Urtica, June 7, 1846.
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From the Biblical Repository.

¢ The work of Dr. Wayland has arisen gradually from the necessity
of correcting the false principles and fall ings of Paley. It
is a radical mistake, in the education of youth, 10 permit any book to be
used by students as a text-book, which contains erroneous doctrines,
especially when these are fundamental, and tend to vitiate the whole
systera of morals. We have been greatly pleased with the method
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experience in teaching, on the part of its justly distinguished author ;
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respects, it supplies a want which has been extensively felt. It is, we
think, submnuu.lly sound in its fundamental principles ; and being com-
P ive and tary in its plan, and adapted to the purpuses of
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institutions of education. We are happy to see the way so auspiciously
opened for such an introduction. It has been ¢ not merely abridged, but
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¢ The wark of which this volume is an abridgment, is well known as
one of the best and most complete works on Moral Philosophy extant —
and is in a fuir way of superseding Paley, as a text-book in our higher
seminaries. The author is well known as one of the most profound
scholars of the age. That the study of Moral Science, a science which
teaches goodness, should be a branch of education, not only in our eol-
leges, but in our schools and academies, we believe will not be denied.
The abridgment of this work seems to us admirably calculated for the
purpose, and we hope it will be extensively applied to the purposes for
which it is intended.”

From the Christian Secretary.

¢t Ro far as we have heen uble to examine the two works of Dr. Way-
land, we must say, that we are quite as well pleased with the smaller
as with the larger. The work, the author himself says, has been not
merely abridged, it has been re-written. It is written in a style well
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suit for a class-book for the young.”
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of moral obligation. Letthe child early be taught the relations it sustains
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Fyom the Daily Advocate.

“ Tt is & work of the highest and purest order of intellect. Tt iz meta-
physirs reduced to practical common sense, and made subservient 1o
Christianity. The original work has acquired for its profound and phil-
osophic author, a lurge addition to his intellectnal re}mlalion, and the
abridgment, which is entirely re-written, judiciously pted to
understandings. It would be a val;able addition to our high schools.®
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full died in our demies ; and that it will find its way into every
family library ; not there to be shat up unread, but to afford rich material
for thought and discassion in the family circle. It is fitted 10 enlarge the
nind, to purify the juigment, to correct er 18 popular impressi
and assist every man in forming op of public , Which will
ahide the test of time and experience.”” — Boston Recorder.

¢ An abridgment of this elear, common sense work, designed for the
8¢ of demies, is just published © rejoice to see such treatises
spreading araong the people ; and we urge all who would be intelligent
freemen, 1o read them.” — New York Tvanscript.

“ \Ve can say, with safety, that the topics are well selected and ar-
ranged ; that the author’s name is a guarantee for more than usual excel-
lence. We wish it an extensive circulation.” — New York Observer.

¢ It is well adapted to high schools, and emb the dest system

publican political y ofu;y extant.”— Daily Advocats.




FOURTH EDITION.

GESENIUS’S HEBREW GRAMMAR.

Translated from the Eleventh German Edition. By T.J. CoNaxT, Prot
of Hebrew and of Biblical Criticism and Interpretation in the
Theol. Institution at Hamilton, N. Y. With a Course of
Exercises in Hebrew Grammar, and a Hebrew
Chrestomathy, prepared by the Translator.

0™ Special mmme,w,m
addition of the of Exercises, the iic.,toqdapnuotl_n
wants of those who may wish to pursue the study of w without the aid
of a teacher.

Prof. Stuart, in an article in the Biblical Repository, says: — ¢ With
such efforts, — such unremitted, unwearied, energetic efforts, — what
are we to expect from such a man as Gesenins? Has he talent, judg-
ment, tact, as a philologist? Read his work on Isaiah; ecompare his
Hebrew Grammar with the other grammars of the Hebrew which Ger-
many has yet produced; read and compare any twenty, or even ten
anticles on any of the difficult and important words in the Hebrew with
the same in Buxtorff, Cocceius, Stockins, Eichhorn’s Simonis, Winer,
even (Parkhurst, 1 cannot once name), and then say whether Gesenius,
as a Hebrew philologer, has talents, tact, and judgment. Nothing but
rival feeli his theol

gs, or prej dice, or .r hy to & ! sent s
can prevent a unity of answer.”
From she Hon. Edward Everelt.

GENTLEMEN,—I am grealll}' indebted to you for a beautiful copy of
thy lation of G ius’s Hebrew G , by Prof. Conant. The
reputation of the original is beyond the ity of an imonials, and
1 doubt not, from the character of Professor Conant, that the trunslation
deserves the favorable rece‘ption which I am happy to see it has met with.

Your obliged friend and servant, DWARD EVERETT.

““The work of Gesenius requires no eulogy from us ; nor is this the
place to enter into a detailed examination of his theoretical views, or
practical exposition of the structure of the language ; but we concur with
the translator in considering that, as a philosophical ar and
explanation of its grammatical phenomena, it has no equal; and that it
is particularly disunguished by a chaste simplicity, and attractive clear-
ness of method,— qualities which not only imEly a correct taste and
logical understanding, but evinee, also, a thorough mastery of the suhject.
Professor Conant has rendered a substantial service to the cause of bib-
lical learning, and done honor to the impertant denomination of which
he is a member. Besides executing with excellent fidelity and good
judgment his translation of the G r of the great Hebraist of the age,
he has some useful additions of his own, and has, in numerous instances,
corrected mistakes of a too common class, which, if they give little trou-
ble t0 some readers, are the worst annoyanee to others, —that of errors
in reference. He has also made additions of a very judicious as well as
moral character, in a series of g ical exer _The typograph
ical execution is in the best style of the Cambridge university printers.
The letter-press is beautiful, and all but i late.” — N. 4. i

¢ Professor Conant has executed his task with great ability. He does
not app ly in the ch ofa 1 3 the Ch hy and
Ezxercises prepared by him form a very valuable addition to the work.
The latter, especially, are prepared with great skill and ability, in sucha
'way as to lead the student forward, step l)& step, making him dmnoughly
familiar with each point as he advances. One other point of extreme im-
portance in such a work, we must not fail to notice, — the correctness ot
the printing. And when we add that the typography, —at least the
English part of it,— is as beautiful as it is correct, we have said as much
us is necessary to recommend the book to all students of Hebrew.”—
Recorder. 1n

™



VALUABLE WORKS

N
PUBLISEED AND FOR SALE BY

GOULD, KENDALL & LINCOLN,
Pablishers, Bookscllers & Gtationers,

8 WASHINGTON STREET.
BOSTON. |

COMPLETE CONCORDANCE

TO THE

HOLY SCRIPTURES.

BY

ALEXANDER CRUDEN, M. 4.

A NEW.AND CONDENSED EDITION, WITH AN INTRODUCTION

BY THE REV. DAVID KING, L. L. D

@™ Cruden’s Conoordance has stod for more than a centary, not
only unrivalled but unapproached, ta the dep of biblical learhing
to which it belon,

I ha» always regarded as more important to ministers and theo-
Jogical students, than almost any other book except the Bible itself; and
yet it bas hitherto been printed in 50 large a size, and so expensive form,
that a large Eiom' even of the clergy themselves, huve not found it
‘writhin their ability to possess. .

The work now offered to the public is not the vesult of a process by
‘whieh the original is divested of that which constituted its excellence,
but is a folt ant fair copy of all that is valzable in Cruden as a Concor-
danee. The principal vari from the original in the exclu-
sion of the Bible Dictionary, which has long ‘Deen an incumbrance 1o the
larger work, and the accuracy and value of which has been depreciated.-
by werks of Jater date, §ning recent di ries, facts, l‘pd opinions

q jons of Seri

unknown to Cruden. The ion of the.quots p y

arrangeéd under their mowt obvious heads, while it diminishes the bulk

of the work, greatly facilitates the ﬁndinﬁ)f any required passage.
Ministers, students in theolo, ) Sabbal gfchoolxm)a.chm, aLt‘:d the pr;;

o

vate Ohristian will dgladly avai es of an p
reference, furnished them in a style of so much beauty and compactness,

and at so lew a price.

The publishers are confident that for y it will d any other
book of the kind_heretofore published, and the ly low price at.
which it is offered, induces them to believe that it will recoive a
patronage. . 1




SECOND EDITION. .
Apostolical and Primitive Chureh;

POPULAR IN ITS GOVERNMENT AND SIMPLE TN ITS WORSHIP:
BY LYMAN COLEMAN.

Wi!hanlnhndnctuql‘mybyﬂnluguﬂmﬂwnda.nf Bdin.

mmmmﬁu%m
Qfmptdw I'it has been repieblished in w-m
Savor: itis d to de :mlkamyonlhcub-
Jm,uluadopmimnlwsoakm leolagwd&"mm:.

From the P in And Theol. Seminary.

The undersigned are pleased to hear that you are soon to publish &
new edition of the ¢ Primitive Church,’ by er;n Cor.nun Tbey m-
gard this volume ns the result of ex
embodying very important materials for re(eunce, much sound lhougln
and conclusive argument. In their estimation, it may both interest and
instruet the inte t layman, may be proﬁubly used as a text-book
for theological students, and shonld especially form a of the libraries
of clergymen. The lmrodueuon, by NEANDER, is of itself sufficient to
recommend the volume to lhe literary &ubhc

Lxonarp Woops, Bxra B. Epwanes,
RaLre EMER30N, EDWaRDS A. Parx.

From the Professors in Auburp Theol. 8eminary.

The work of the Rev. LYman CoLEMaN, on ‘ The Apostolical and
Primitive Church,’ we regard as 2 faithfal exhibition of testimonies on
the gnmnry otgnnizauon and government of the Christian church, and
on i ges ; and although in our inferences
in favor of; ) gover , we might incline more than the aathos
toa recresenlauve instead of a pure demoerley we cannot but weloomo

as

the y as
correct informati on lhe ibject which has been loo much neglec\ed in
the training of th d of , and of people in the
Coungregational and Presbyterian chusches,
Hxnay Mip 3
BaAxTER xcxnuou,
Prof. Sacred Rhetoric and Pastoral

From the Professors in Yale College.

‘The undersigned consider the Rev. L. CoLEMAN’s work on the Apos-

tolical and Primuive Church, as being, in general, correct in sestiment,
of ures, and both copieus and fair

in mmiom fmm the early ecclesinstical writers. Asa of reference

it poueu;:o ‘:l value ; "‘dt'” think, it might be used advantageously
a8 a text-| |

JAMES Mmocx CHAUNCEY A. GOODRICH.
Natr's W. Tumn, James L. KinesLzy.
LzoxArDp Bacon.

From John Harris, D. D., Author of ¢ Mammon,’ ete.

1need not say that the perusal of your work has very highly gra
me, as it muat have donop:nmhen besides. Its well ed mgl:ﬁhtly

applied learning, catholic spirit, and preh e plan,
ace it standard works in its particular depnnmont, and to ren-
er it subservient to the final triumph of scriptural Christianity. I shall

make it a class book on the subject on which it treats.
Yours, m’peafuny, Jonx Hanais. -



-

THE PSALMIST:
A New ollection of fHymus,

FOR THE USE OF THE BAPTIST CHURCHES.
BY BARON STOW AND 8. F. SMITH.

ASSISTED BY

‘WiLiau R. WiLLiams, New York; Georot B.Inx, Rurus W. GRISWOLD,
Pennsylvania; STRPHEN P. HiLL, Maryland; JaMEs B. TAYLOR,
Virginia ; JouN L. DAGG, Alabama ; WiLL1aM T. BRANTLY,

South Carolina; R. B. C. HowsLL, Tennessee;
8AuvUEL W, LYND, Ohio.

LG The publishers would inform all tnterested, that this work has become
THE BOOK of the Baptist denomination, having been tntroduced into every
State in the Union and the British provi Within eigh th

" from its first publication, ever FIFTY THOUSAND COPIES WERK ISSURD.
4sa of hymns it stands unrivalied. .

The folowing notice, from the Miami Association, of Ohio, is but a speci~
mén of a host of others, received by the publishers. !

‘The Committee a g‘oimed to report upon a hymn hook, have attended
to the duty assigned them. and report the following as their views. For
several the C j d tothe ion of the church-
s the new work, called ¢ The Psalmist,’ as worthy of special patronage.
L Itis exgeedingly desirable that our whole denomination should use
in the praises of the sanctuary, the same psalms, hymns, and npimua{
songs. 'To secure uniformity, we prefer ¢ ‘The Psalmist, because it is
strictly, and from the foundation, designed for the use of Baptist church-
o8, —1s not surfuled by any h{lmn book in the world, — and the progri-
etorship is wholly Baptist, by which the greatest facilities can be furnished
for its introduction to the churches, and the perpetuity of its publication.
2. It bas been prepared with the g t care. In no instance hus a
4ymn book gone through so thorough a revision ; and the influence which
1s rauonally exerted in its favor by the commmittee of revision,— by the
known qualification of the editors, by the sopnlarily of the Boston pub-
lishers, and by the fuct that it is counected with the series of the Am.
Bap. Pub. Society, —will ily give it an ulti |

reater than that o}' any other similar work in the churches. 3. It isa

k of very superior merits, and probably will not need any importany
emendation for a Ion{ period 1o come. The Commitiee, therefore, rec-
dto h the adoption of this work, as well ¢calculated 1o
elevate the taste and the devotion of the denomination.
All of which is respeclful‘l%' submitted,
8. W. Lynp,

on

COMPANION FOR THE PSALMIST.
CONTAINING ORIGINAL MUSIC.
Arranged for hymns in ¢ The Psalmist,’ of peculiar ch and metre.
BY N. D. GOULD.

‘This work is duiﬁnod, and the music has been written, expressly ta
meet the wants of those who use ¢ The Psalmist.’ It is adapted 1o the
Bumerous beautiful hymns of peculiar metre, which are embraced in that
edheuon}’:aw of which are 1o be found i) other hymn books, and to none

v

of which have any tunes been hitherto adapted. "They are simpte, and
sultabls for either private, m;l, or public devotion.

[ OO e e e



Second Thousamd.

MY PROGRESS IN ERROR,

AND RECOVERY TO TRUTH.
Or, a Tour through Uni lism, Unitarianism, and Skepticism.
Extract of a Letter from Professor Stuart, Andover.

GENTLEMEN :— I have received a copy of ¢ My Progress in Error,’
and read it with ion and much i t. Itake the liberty to say,
that, in_my judgment, the author of that book has written a plain und
unvarnished account of the operations not only of hix own mind, but of
many others. The author has gone through the whole, without personal
abuse of any body, and without any slanderous insinuations. It seems
10 me, that what he has said about the operations of Unitarian sentimenis,
he has been compelled to say by a regard to truth. In fact, I regard the
book as a remarkable example of prudent forbe: , 88 10 sti izi
either opp or their i 1 predict it will be found fault
with, and violently attacked. But, in my humble opinion, the reason of
this will be, that the author has drawn a true likeness of so many; and
when this is held up to publfic view, it is not a vermeuipf Km‘h.
‘Who likes to be seen in a forbidding picture? The k will read,
notwithsianding newspaper criticism , and, if [ do not miscalculate Seub-
ly, it will aid much in opening the eﬁqs of the public, as to the workings
aud evasions of a skepucal spirit. Bid the author of it God lgeed.

our friend and servant, M. Srv.

CHURCH DISCIPLINE;

The Seripture Doctrine of Church Order and Governmeat.
By Rev. WarRHAM WALKER, Homer, N. Y.
One volume. 18mo. Cloth.
™ A timely and very useful work,
From the Professors in Hamilton Literary and Theol. Institution.
‘We have carefully perused the most important parts of the manuscript,
and the result has been highly gratifying. The work is characterized
by great sobriety and caution. \%: believe the views it presents to be
scriptural ; and that where they are not supported by the direct and pos-
itive declaration of the Word of God, they are, at least, sustained by the
general spiriz of the teachings of Christ and his apostles. Such a work
as this, we think, is greatly needed ; it is well adapted to ct

views und uniformity of p in rel to the subject of which it
treats. We cordially d it to the ful gerusal of the mem-
bers of our churches. . 8. Macinnis,
T. J, CoNaxr,
Hamilton, Nov, 6, 1843. A. C. KENDRICK.

ANTIOCH;
Or, Increase of Moral Power in the Church of Christ.

By Rev. P. CHurcE. With an Introductory
Essay, by Rev. Barox 8tow.

Here is a volume which will make a greater stir than any didactie
work that has been issued for many a day. It is a book of close and
eonsecutive thought, and treats of subj which are of the despest
mterest at the present time, to the chu: of this country. The author
is favorably known to the religions public, as un original thinker, and a
forcible writer, — his style is lucid and vigorous. Introduction, by
l.;““'sow,m-uhto the value uzdm’ of the volume. — Cir.

o



LIFE OF
GODFREY WILLIAM VON LIEBNITZ

OX THE BASIS OF TEE GERMAN WORK OF DR. @. E. GUHRAUXR.
BY JOHN M. MACKIE.

This work will be sought for and eagerly read by the scientific and
eurioas. — N. Y. )

Exceedingly interesting and instmcliye.—?nv. Transcript.

Thﬁ' liar relati lwhich"fo‘t'h‘f. t;ﬂ‘dqrhghlil:lil}e&lmh
antd Newton, may panly account for ct a biog) grest
man has been loy ro:lg’wnming in the English hngws. y. . . We
commend this book, 110l only 10 scholars and men of science, but to all
our readers who love to eomer:rlate the life and labors of a great and

man. It merits the special notice of all who are interested in the

usiness of education, and deserves a place by the side of Brewster's

Life of Newton, in all the libraries of our schools, acadenies, and litera-
77 institutions, - Chréstian Wasch ]

It ought to be read, not onlLb the man of science, but also by the
general scholar, whatever may is particular IJ’wfe“io"'

. . Y. Baptist Advocate,

There is perhaps no case on record of a single man who has so gone
the rounds of human knowledge as did Liebnitz : he was not a reciuse,
like Spinoza and Kant, but went from capiial to capital, and associated
with kings and premi All L hes of thought were interesting to
him, and he seems in pursuing all to have been actuated not by ambi-
tion, but by a sincere desire 10 promote the knowledge and welfare of

| — n World.

GERMAN PHILOLOGISTS.

OLASSICAL STUDIES: Essays on Ancient Literature and Ar,
‘With the Biography and Correspondence of eminent Philologists. By
BaRNAS Skars, President Newton Theological Institution. B. !g
Ebpwaubs, Profe Andover Th ical Seminary, and C. C. FgL-
ToN, Professor Harvard University.

From the New England Puritan.

lame is no place producti It is truly refreshing,

when we are obliged, from week 10 week, to look through the mass of

books which increases upon our table, many of which are extremely

attenuated in thonghtand jejune in style, to find something which carries

us back to the pure and invigorating influence of the master minds of
iqui 1 who have produced this volume deserve the

y. The
eordial thanks of the literary world.
From the Providence Journal. ,

The object of the accomplished gentlemen who have engaged in its
preparation has been, to foster and extend ntnpnf educated men, in this
country, the already growing interest in classical studies. The design
is a nohle and generous one, and has been executed with a taste and
E:d sense that do honor 1o the writers and the publishers. The

k is one which deserves a place in the library of every educated man.
To those now engaged in classical study it cannot fail to be highly use-
ful, while to the more advanced scholar, it will open new sources of

delight in the unforgotten ‘pnuunl of daye. -




Riplep’s Notes.

THE FOUR GOSPELS, WITH NOTES.

Chiely Exghmtnz ; intended principally for Sabbath School Teachers
and Bible Classes, and as an Aid to Family Instruction.
By HengyY J. RipLeY, Newton Theol. Ins.
Seventh Edition.

U™ This work showuld be in the hands of every student of the Bible, aspecially
reference to this class of persoms, and contains a mass of just the kand of
information wented.

‘The undersigned, having ined Profe R.iplcf’l Notes on te
‘Gospels, can d them with fid to all who need sach
helps in the study of the d ip Those passages which all
can understand are left ¢ without note or ? and the principal la-

r is devoted to the explanation of such parts as need to be explained
and rescued from the perversions of errorists, both the ignorant and the
learned. The practical sngfgeniom at the close of each chapter, are not
the least valuable portion of the work. Most cordially, for the sake of
truth and righteousness, do we wish for these Notes a wide circulation,

Baron Stow, R. H. NEaALE, R. TurNBULL,
DanieL Sasrp, J. W. PArkER. N. CoLvzRr.
‘Wx. Hacur, R. W. Cusumax,

THE

ACTS OF THE APOSTLES, WITH NOTES.

Chiefly Explanatory. Designed for Teachers in S8abbath Schools
and Biﬁlu Classes, and as an Aid to Family Instruction.
By Prof, HENRY J. RIPLEY.

The externul appearance of this book,—the binding and the printed
page,—* it is a pleasant thing for the eyes to behold.’ On examining the
contents, we are favorably impressed, first, by the wonderful perspicuity,

implicity, an prehensi of the author’s style; secondly, by
the pl aud sy arrang of the work, in all its parts,
the * remarks’ on each paragraph being carefully separated from the ex-
position ; thirdlty, bélhe correct theolagy, solid instruction, and consistent
explanations of di

cult passages. The work cannot fail 10 be received
with favor. These Notes are much more full than the Notes on the Gos-
pels, by the same author. AL ifal map P them, — 3

SCRIPTURE NATURAL HISTORY.

C ga iptive of Quadrupeds, Birds, Fishes, Insects,
Repitiles, Serpents, Plants, Trees, Minerals, Gems, and precious
Stones, mentioned in the Bible. By Wu. CARPENTER,
London ; with Improvements. By G. D. ABBoTT.
lllustrated by numerous Engravings:
also, Sketches 3" Palestine.




SABBATH SCHOOL CLASS BOOK.

isi s Exercises on the Sacred Seriptures. By E. LixcoLs
Ooeapris -‘;:m vised and improved by an eminenfghngymm N
and a Superintendent.

Having examined your Sabbath 8chool Class Book, it gives us pleas-
ure 10 ex| reu our satisfaction with its design and execution. The great
Dbepeefit which a good class book accomplishes, consists in the
mind of the scholnr in the stud of his leuon, and in suggesting topics of
this end we think your work is well
Idlp(ed lmvmg nvoldad, ina gren %vgue the evils of extreme redun-
dance or concisenesa. GUE, H. MaLcox,

Tnnsnn, Birox Stow.

LINCOLN'S SCRIPTURE QUESTIONS.

‘With the Answers annexed, giving, in the language of the Sacred Vol-
ume, lmeresung portions of the History, and a concise View of
the Doctrines and Duties exhibited in the Bible.

‘Where Bibles cannot be farnished to each scholar, the Scripture Ques-
tions may be used with convenience, as the answers are printed.

MALCOM’S BIBLE DICTIONARY.

A Dmllonng of the most impommt Namu, Ob,)ecu, and Terms, found
in the Holy Scri K’for Sundny School
Teachers and Bible Classes. B TarLcon, D
Illustrated by thirty-nine n ravings on
0od, and a Map of Palestine.

Fyom the Minutes of the Boston Association.

Bollevmg that the advantages of Sabbath School and Bible Class in-
Jend greaily on the intelligence of their teachers, and that

the eand irenlation of Malcom’s Bible Di y would d w0
their better quahﬁcmon, Resolved, That this work be recommended 10
of the friends of early reli

) 4 a1

HAGUE'S GUIDE TO CONVERSATION
ON THE NEW TESTAMENT. *

Designed for the Use of Bible Classes and Sabbath Schools.
Vol. I. Matthew,— Vol. II. John.
By Rev. WiLLiax HaGUE.

The ob)eot of this work 18 twofold : —1st To facilitate the efforts of
the ulslrncuun 0 their clusses ; —2d. To ex-
cite a spirit of inquiry rthe Ives. To this end, such
questions are asked as are nﬁapled to lead the mind to think, and only
such as the scholar, with the Bible in his hand, me be expected to
answer, by the aid of his own reflecting powers ‘The questions are
imerspersed with familiar remarks, which are designed to convey to
scholar such information as may not be within his reach, and also to
koep up a continuous eonve'unon betwoen the teacher and the class.

RV



THE KAREN APOSTLE;

Or, Memoir of Ko THAH-BYU, the first Karen convert, with notices
concerning his Nation. With maps and plates. By the
Rev. Ncis MasoN, Missionary. "American
edition. Edited by Prof. H. J. RrpLEY,
of Newton Theol. Institution.

usand.

B3> This is a work of thrilling interest, containing the history of s
remarkable man, and giving, also, much information respecting the
Karen Mission, heretofore unknown in this country. It must be sought
for, and read with avidity by those interested in this most interesting
mission. It givea an account, which must be attractive, from its novelty,
of a people that have been but little known and visited by missionaries,
till within a few years. The baptism of Ko Thah-Byu, in 1823, was the
beginning of the mission, and at the end of these twelve years, twelve
hundred and seventy Karens are officially reported as members of the

hurches, ih goo. ding. The mission has been carried on preémi-
nently by the Karens themselves, and there is no doubt, from' much
ouching evidence ined in this vol , that they are a Bczle Dx::ou-
liarly ible to religious i i The t of 3 n

P

maust be interesting to every one.

MEMOIR OF ANN H. JUDSON,

Late Missionary to Bi h, including a History of the American Baptist
Mission in the Burman ire. By Rev. JAMEs D. KnowLEs,
A New Edition. th a Continuation of the History
down to the present year.

‘We are particuiarly gratified to perceive a new edition of the Memoirs
of Mrs. Judson. She was an honor 1o our country —one of the most
noble-spirited of her sex. It cannot, therefore, be surprising, that so
mauy editions, and so many thousand copies of her life und adventures
bave been sold. The name— the long career of suffering—the self-
sucrificing spirit of the retired country-girl, have spread over the whole
world ; and the heroism of her apostleship and almost martyrdom, stands
out a living and heavenly beacon-fire, amid the dark midnight of ufes
nng human history and exploits. She was the first woman who resol ved
w0 f h

a Y to hen countries. — American Traveller.
This is one of the most interesting pieces of female biography which
has ever come under our notice, No quotation, which our limits allow,
would do justice 10 the facts, and we must, therefore, refer our readers o
the volume itself. It ought to be immediately added to every family
library. — London Miscellany.

¢ Price REDpUCED.

MALCOM'S TRAVELS IN SOUTH-EASTERN ASIA.

Embracing Hindostan, Malaya, Siam, and China ; with notiees of nu-
mesous Missionary Stauons; aund a full account of the Burman
Empire ; with Dissertations, Tables, &c. Two volumes
in one, beautifully illustrated. Sixth edition,

By Howarp MaLcou. D. D,

@5~ The work has rectived the highest commendation from the press ;
and the best proof of the estimation in which it is regarded, is in the unex-
ampled sale of the work Nearly FOUR THOUSAND copies were sold within
one year from its first app In its mechanical it sur~
mmyllmihrwrfovcrmmple.dmm-wumq




MEMOIR OF

GEORGE DANA BOARDMAN,

Late Missionary to Burmah, containing much intelligence relative to
the Burmean lel . By Rev. ALoNzo Kina. A New Edition.
‘With an In_xmduclqrg Essay, by a distinguished Clergymau.

Embellished with a Lik ; a beautiful Vig
p ing the baptismal scene just before
his death ; and a drawing of his Tomb,
taken by Rev. H. MaLeon, D. D.

No one can read the Memoir of Beardman, without feeling that the
religion of Christ is suited to purify the affections, exalt the purposes, and
fwe energy to the character.  Mr. Boardman was a man of rare excel-
lence, and his biographer, by a just exhibition of that excellence, has
rendered an important service, not only to the cause of Christian missions,
but to the interesis of personal godliness. Bagron Stow.

LIFE OF PHILIP MELANCTHON.

COMPRISING AN ACCOUNT OF THE REFORMATION.
BY F. A. €COX, D. D, LL. D.

This is a neat edition of a work, which has obtained in England a
putati e , Which many in this country
have formed with its author, will induce them to read the book with in-
creased interest. It is well written, in a style, which, though flowing
and ornate, is not turgid. It shows all the learning which is appropriate
to the subject, without an offensive display. The facts concerning Me~
cthon are detailed with clearness, and a lucid view is presented of the
principal personages and events of the age. From no other book, within
the same compass, could a better knowledge of the rise and progress of
the Reformation be obtained. For this reason, as well as for the atirac-
tions which belong to the charaeter of Melancthon, the book is valuable.
— Christian Review.

WINCHELL’S WATTS.

An Arrangement of the Psalms and Hymns of Watts, with a Supplémem.

WATTS AND RIPPON.
The Psaims and Hymns of Dr. Watts, arranged by Dr. Rippon, with

Dr. RipPoN’s S8ELECTIONS, in one volume, new edition, cor-
rected and improved by Rev. C. G. SommERs, N. Y.

JAMES'S CHURCH-MEMBER’S GUIDE,
‘With an Introductory Essay, by Rev. H. WinsLow.

ONESIMUS:

OR, THE APOSTOLIC DIRECTION TO CURISTIAN MASTERS
IN REFERENCE TO THEIR SLAVES.

An eminent statesman of the S?.mh writes : —¢ It is just and philosophe

1cal, free from fanati ,and ghtened by the pure spirit of Chrisy,
tianity, as well as by general information on slavery. It is the
pious friend of both master and slave ; and this is wise beyond almost
all Northern treatises.” 9
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MISCELLANIES;

CONSISTING PRINCIPALLY OF SERMONS AND ESSAYS.
By J. Harris, D. D. With an Intmductory Essay
and Notes, by JosEru BELCHER, D. D.

THE GREAT COMMISSION ;

The Christian Church constituted, and charged to convey the Gospel to
the World. With an Introductory Essay, by the
Rev. Wu. R. WiLLians, D. D.
Fourth Thousand.

THE GREAT TEACHER;

Or, Characteristics of our Lord’s Minis(ry_. ‘With an Introductory
Essay, by Hemax HuMPHREY, D. D.
Ninth Thousand.

MAMMON ;

Or, Covetousness the Sin of the Christian Church. A Prize Essay.
Seventh Thousand.

UNION;
Or, the Divided Church made One. Second Thowsand.

ZEBULON ;
A Prize Essay on the Condition and Claims of Sailors.

THE ACTIVE CHRISTIAN;
A Selection from the Writings of J. Harris, D. D.

CAi[PBELL AND FENELON ON ELOQUENCE.

Campbell’'s Lectures on Theology and Pulpit Eloquence,
and Fenelon’s Dialogues on Elognence.
Edited by Prof. H. J. RiPLEY.

THE BEAUTIES OF COLLYER.

Bel from the Theological L of Rev. W. B. CoLLYER, D. D,
By BRev. J. O. CHOULES.
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THE BAPTISMAL QUESTION.

Containing Messrs. Cooxx and Townwz’s ¢ Hints to an Inquirer, on
the Subject of Baptism,’— a Review of the ¢ Hints,’ by the
Rev. WiLLian Haeux, with a ¢ Rejoinder,’ by
Cooxkk and TowxEg, and Mr. Hacuxz’s

Examination of the Reioind

BAPTISM ITS OWN WITNESS.
Oz, Reflections s ed by reading ¢ The Baptized Child.! By Rev
Wu. Haeuk, tor of Federal St. Baptist Church, Boston.
JEWETT ON BAPTISM.

The Mode and Subjects of Baptism. By Miro P. Jewerr, A. M.,
late professor in Marietta College, and a licensed minister
of the Presbyterian Church.
Tenth Thousand.

THE SACRED MINSTREL.

A Collection of Church Music, consisting of Psalm and Hymn Tunes,
Authems, Sentences, C!’mnu, &c., selected from the most
. popular productions of nearly one hundred
different authors in this and other
ountries. By N. D. Gouwrb.

NATIONAL CHURCH HARMONY.

BY N. D. GOULD.

A NEW GUIDE FOR EMIGRANTS TO THE WEST.
By Jorn M. Prck, of Illinois.

‘We earnestly wish this most excellent work was in the hands of those
hundreds of Emigrants, who are now about town, and iutend 10%o
¢ West.) The advice and information contained in these three hundred
and seventy-four pages are really in , and, if ded to, would
save an immense amount of time, trouble, and iut, not least, money.
‘The aathor may be depended upon; having had every opportunity
guthering facts and knowledge on the subject. — N. Y. Messenger.

CHRISTIAN REVIEW —38 Vols.

Edited by J. D. KNowLzs, BARNAS SEaRs, and 8. F. Surrn.

0™ A few complete sets for sale at the low price of eight dollars per
set; odd volumes, one dollar and fifty cents each, except for the firsz,
which cannot be sold separate. u




ELEGANT MINIATURE VOLUMES.
Gilt Edges and beautifully ornamented Covers.
DAILY MANNA,
For Christian Pilgrims. By Rev. Baron Stow.

THE YOUNG COMMUNICANT.

* An Aid to the Right Und ding and Spiritaal Improvement of the
Lord’s Supper.

THE BIBLE AND THE CLOSET.
Edited by Rev. J. O. Choules.

THE MARRIAGE RING;
Or, How to make l-lome'Happy. By J. A. James

LYRIC GEMS.
A Collection of Sacred Poetry. Edited by Rev. 8. F. Smith.

THE CYPRESS WREATH.
A Book of Consolation for those who Mourn. Edited by Rev. Rufus
W. Griswold.

THE CASKET OF JEWELS,
For Young Christians. By J. Edwards and J. A. James.

THE MOURNER'S CHAPLET.

An Offering of Sympathy for Bercaved Friends. Selected from Ameri-
can Poets. Edited by John Keese.

THE ACTIVE CHRISTIAN.
From the Writings of John Harris, D. D.

THE FAMILY CIRCLE.
Its Affections and Pleasures. Edited by H. A. Graves.

THE FAMILY ALTAR.
. Or the Duty, Benefits, and Mode of Conducting Family Worship,

THE THEATRE.

In its Influence upon Literature, Mo: and Religion.
By Rev. R. e ges

THE SAINT'S EVERLASTING REST.
By the Rev. RicHARD BaxTxn.

THE IMITATION OF OHRIST.

In Three Books. By THoMas A Kxmpis. With an Introductory Essay,
by THoMas CHALMERS, of Glasgow. A new edition. '
Edited by Rev. ngwm Mavrcon.
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