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PREL. ,:’,, TO 'HT READLR.

HE Reverend ddam Freeman was treined up in

B the Prefbyterian Profeffion ; received Dis editcation
@i Libriy- Hn/ Acadsiry, fludicd  Divinity wnder the

Rev. Mr. Grelan, and <cas licen ifed 1o picach the g ?,
pol of Fepies Chrifly by ilbe Profoyrery of Lesington, ia
i"i;"”' wiz,  He travelled, as a M i]'[o,;ary, under the
dire’tion of the Synod of that State fur jume time : at
length, “he awas invited, by the united consregations Jf
Ca;fa n Yobn, Diffcult, and Sencca,to take 'the patoral
care of their fouls. He acccpfed their cally and was, foon
af'ﬂr wards, ordained and  fet apart for their /(’I Ticey Dy
Lo Prefbytery of Baitimore.  Mr. Freeman’s difcipline
coas riuch more frri@@, than that, to which the /Z:we‘ peo-
ple bad been accuftomed, under the miniftry of the Rev.
Mr. Hunt, their former, <worthy p. /icr. He would
baptije no children whafe paren s and guardians were not
of good fanding in the ehurch, and in her communion.
The people were alurmed and many of them were highly
o/fended : fuch, generally <withdrew ibezr Subfcriptions
which were intended for Mr. Freeman’s i:').porzvl fup-
port.  In the mean time fome acctifutions were laid in
againfl the condull of feveral who avere in the full com-
msm’ﬁn of thefe churches, ff me of tbmz, it appears, were
prw: to be gr'zlrv, and refiifiag fuljection to the judg-
nint of feifton, they swere ‘)wbm.y excominunicared. T/Je
d /’ refs qf the truly plous among then became great,
and ihe paffions of “hniz, seho wesg: - fupporters of the
minifery, but nat in the fuil comntun®n of the church, be-
came more and more inflamed.  Mr. Freeman, alwzzt
plis timey thov bt it his dufy to hold a conve f ton wwiih
erery commnni, ant, upon experunemal religion, and if
thev wwere wihle to give a rationaly, and fcrmfuml ac-
count o the i w of grace, in their lw,z."z‘s, be ftraiphtly
provodcd i fro jmrta!:iug of the Lord’s Supper in
. Suture ; |



f’"”f"" s oor ot leajty wvatil be and they had good grounds
te belicve that f/u v were ina flctc of grace.  His noxt
Jop sens te rofife the 'm’/rzzm/’m isit af Baptifm to chil-
dren altsgetder.  Let the ol rracfer of their parcats and
grardiaxs be good or bady be sconld not initiate any of
1500 ity the vl chureh by baptifing L his determina-
tici: ran aftoiaids brought bim 10 a public declaration,
ihal be was Lt princigle, @ Baptifty, and  not long (ﬁer
he renounced bis lfi/?mf Baptifing by being immicr, gul ina
2illpond, in siene Arundel eounty.

Weall expected Mr, Freeman scoidd publifh fomething
i vindication of Lis conlud. This publicaiion is nyas be-
Jrrzme dnder iho gtle of < infant Baptifm deccejed, ory
gloen "‘ff Nt pver agaiitfe Jeven v o‘mtz.ivr, in jocen
Lt adds célw 13 @ pici !,fdu-l’(]}'f/ Jfricnd.”

?// ticic thirgs, ‘c'/w o I have mentisned, taken in
the arg: Cgaie, hawe z/r(gul e 1o come for ‘ward with the
feliowoing vindicotion of the Right of Infants to 1he facra«
ment of Baptilm, according to Script ure, and zwith fome
CAni .eu{z'(r/mzs upon Mpr. Frecman’s porformance. I
bawe chejen 1o aa’drcfc my letters to Mr. Frecman himjelf,
becanfe it will offord an epperunity of coming ncar to
bim aind of fpeaking to bis heart.

[ am confcious, thoufands of my brethren in the minif-
try, are much more capable of examining this fubject, than
?m/c/f but I have beard o of none wwlo “intended to under
take ity and as [was a near neightour to *Tr. Lrecman,
and <was brought acquainted <with a number of binding
circuriffances which wwere unkrewn to the othei members
of the Prefbytery of Baltimore, I fuit the obiigation and
bave alled in obedicnee to it.

That the fullswing feries of letters may be fozmd inflruce
tive and ferviceable to the public in generaly is the fer-

vent wifh of their fcrvant, inthe Gofpel of Chrift,
bePHEN L. BALCH.

July 15, 1801.
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LETTER L

o sl @  GPE———— .

Rererexp Siz,

OTHING, fhort of a deep fenfe of
duty, could have prevalled with me to engagein a po-
lemical difpute of any kind. But I coniider nyfeif as
¢ fet. for the defence of the gofpel” and its ordinances,
and as you have, of late, done ali you could do, to
deitroy the Right of Infants to the Sacrament of Bap-
tifm, which I can prove to be an ordinance of the
gofpel and an inftitution of Jefus Chrift, the great and
only head of his church, I have concluded, to meet
your arqumenta, to fuperfede, or fet them aﬁde by the
authority of the word of Ged, evem, thou'*‘l the ac-
comphihment of the tatk may break in upon the time
allotted for ofhicial duties, and may bear hard upon my
fyftem, already impaired bv laboriouns fervices. ¢ T will
f end and be fpent for the rrofpel and whatever be-
lontrq to it,” fhould be the ttanding mciio of every
faithful minifter of Ch =1,

I owe much te tio prwz"ci‘%rs of chrithianiiy m gene-
ral, I owe mor > the i,art'ux!a deroinination to
which I belong ; fwi moid, to the njured fock over

which
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which you lately prefided, and which von have lert
without a fhepherd ; I am greatly indebted to the peo-
pie commitied to my charge, whom it 1s my duty to
inftru@® and to keep in the rizht way ; bur, 1owe
abundantly more than all, to Jefus Chrilt, who has
eftablithed a church in the wo*ld and favourcd it with
ordinances of his own appointment. When, therefore,
the ckniitian church, in general, is aiarmed ; when the
Prefbyterian church, in particular, feels an injury and
has been wounded bv you, her late friend and fupporter,
when the fevenl members of vour former consrea-
tions together with my own hearers, all uwite, an d with -
Joud and anxious voice call on me to fhow my o u.nion;
above all, when I firmly believe, that Jetus Ch=it, who
inftitated the Sacrament of Baptifm, czis. as rom
heaven, upon me by his revealed wiil,.to vindicate the
right of infants to that ordnance, I cantot; I will rot,
I dare not be filent.

The circumftances juft now mentioned, fir, feaie to thew
the weight and importance of the controverty fubiuling
between us. It is alfo of great importance in another
point of view. For itirtimately concerns all churches
who hold the right of infants to bapuim. I would nor
have you, howsver, when you read this, conclude,
¢that I hold baptnfm to be effential to fzlvanon. far, .
very far be that from me. Bz vet I urequivocalls vy
believe, it is not a.natter of triffiug nditereice, or of
little, or nc confequence whether perfons are baptx..-.ed
or not. If infant baptifin is not a divie iafotutios o1
therefore, warranted and d-fended by the w er of
God, then all chriftian focicties, the Baptift fociety,

and oih rs, if there are others, who deny infant hap.
ufm, e.\cepted malt bc it 2 lanientavie fituation indeed,
luty
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They have no regular gofpel ordinances among them,
of any kind. If infant baptifm is a mere nothing, as
Baptilts pretend to think and fay, then all who call
themfelves clmlhans, who mal\e ufe of it, and who
hold its propriety " and cxpediency, are, in fa& a com-
pawy of unbaptized heathens.  They have neither
churches, minifters, nor ordinances according to the
appeintment of jeiua Ciriit. - This, fir, is the evident
conclufion of your new-chofen chmrth otherwife you
woulid certamly allow, fuch as you thmk pnous of other
derominations to communicate Witi you in the facra-
ment of the Lord’s fupper. The minifters themfeives,
of other churches, accarding to you, being deftitute
of {cripural baptifm, have no right to adminiiter that
ordinance to others, and they, together with their
flocks being unbaptized, the former have no right to
di:penfe the facrament of the {upper, nor have the lat-
ter any richt to commemorate-the dying love of their
rnleeme*. m an ordinance of ns own m.htutnon. Hav-
ing, therefore, no regular ordinances among them,
thev are il deftitute, of regutar gofpel churches and
m(thna refpett thev are in a itate, fecond to heathenifm
it (elf. ~

You vourfelf, fir, was folemnly ordained and fet
apert, by the lmpoﬁtmn of hands aad by prayer, to the
areat work of the gofpel miniftry. The members of
the Prefbvtery of Baltimore were the vifible agents i
this bufinefs.  They were all baptized in their infancy,
and none of them, I believe have, as yet, renounced
and fet afide the vahd:t} of their baptifin, by being im-
merged 2t mature ave, as yon have done. You hold your
facre 1 oMice then, ﬁr, by a very unjuftifiable tenure.

You hold-your preient ftanding in the chriftian church,
as
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as a minifter of the gefpel, from men who are not
chriitians, at leaft, fro'n men, Wio onenlv, willingly,
and publicly nt-'»‘lut a moit folcmn ordinance and infti-
tation of leme Chrnik

Do you now, fir, begin to . -ake from vour pro-
found leep? Do you aik * what have Tdone ¢ To
what extravazat lengths has my zeai tor the purity of
the chrittian church carried me 2 ¢ Muft I not be
again ordwmiied, that Imay be a Baptift in every feude
of the word ?” © No, a repetition of that is I belicve
anneceflary ; but I will take counfel and at according-
Iy If the preceding cbicrvations have prevailed, t
iet you on thefe exercifes, Igreatly rejoice.  Presare
youifelf, my dear fir, for beinz yourfelf a witnels of
the abfolute ruin of that  caféle in the air” which vou
have endeavoured to ere& to the deftruction of infant,
and to the eftablithment of adult baptifm oniy.

I am, Reverend Sir, |
Your obedient fervant,

STEPHEN BLOOMER BALCIIL.
< veeeengiEZD 3% : T Iwer——

LETTER II;

REevEreND Sir,
TH'E oreceding letter was chiefly intended to pre-
pare the way for thofe which fcllow. I thouqht
it proper to point out both ta you and others, the
weight and importance of the controverfy which hath
heretorore, and which does now f{ubfift between other
chriftian denominations in general, an’ the baptitt
denominations. When men of every church fee,
and
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and even feel, that the matter in difpute is highly
interefting aud intimately concerns them all, cach for
himfelf, will be niore apt to give his atteuniion, and
inftcad of complaining that polemical difputes anfwer
no other end, than to hold up to public notice, the
combatants, he will conclude that truth i1s concerned,
and that it is the duty of all to know the truth, as it
is in Jefus. )

I believe, fir, you are perfedtly fatisfied, that I have
avoided, at all times, as much as was confiftent with
my ﬁntxo‘n, all contentions with all feéts of chnfhans,
who diffcred from myfelf in principle and in praice.
My pulpit has never been the beacon whence malice
and uncharitablenefs. Ditter inve&ives, and anathemas
have been dnfcharqed againft any, who call themfelves
by the name of Chrift. Grammg all this, however,
I count it my incumbent duty, to.turn afide the blow,
which you have been aiming, with vengeance, for fome
time paft, againlt the Prefbyterian, as well as other
c‘mrchf*s, becaufe they hold, contrary to your fenti-
meats, that infant baptifin is an ordinance of the gof-
pel and inftituted and even virtually commanded by
Jetus Clirift.  This blow mizhty in your efteem, but
weaknefs itfelf, in my judgment, has lately been pre-
pared in and dealt forth from the prefs of Warner and
Hauna, under your gwdance and diretion. What
miuence it may have upon the ignorant and unftable,
I am not able to determine, cxadtly ; this I know, that
as to myfelf, I felt its weight no more than a marble
wall would feel the ftroke of a ftraw, in the hand of
an infant.  Left, however, weak minds thould be
caught i thic net of fraud, 1 take up the fubjeé and
enter the ficld as a combatant. Lhe example and

practice
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p:'a(‘"ce of Chrift and bis Apo ez, juitifes me. The
o:e and the other of them dijputed witii the Seribes,
Phasifees, Saddaces and Rabbing, amons the Jows,
wiien the dofrines of the golpeland the ordinances of

- the new teftament church were called in qud'm':.
To imitate them, when thereis a neceflity, is my wilk,
nay, itis my high ambition.

L.et me new dmw near to the fuby=Q, and endeavour
to frew vou and through you, to fhew others 5, the forip-
ture ground on which the right of miaats to baptiim,
CCruu'lh', rcit

+ Thas groum. is the covenant which God made with
Abraham and his feed ; the inflitution of circumcificn
as a fign, or feal of that covenart, and the admunif-
tration of that fign or feal by God's appointment, to A-
braham’s infant ofspring : Whence, this conclufion is
juft and natural, that the infant children of covenanted
parents, had by God’s appointment a right to the cut-
ward ﬁgn or feal of the covenant uader the law, and
therefore as the fame covenant continues, they have,
doubtlefs, the fame right under the gofpel. I fay the
infant children of covenanted parents, that is fuch pa-
renis as are baptized and make a vifible pro‘ef” iion of
religion. Now te bring out the above conciafor, 1
{hall endeavour ta preve “thefe three thin 78t

1. That the covenant which God made wich Abra-
ham was a covenant of grace, and {ubitantislly the fame
with that which is now in force under the golpel.

2. Thart circemcifion was the outward figa, token
or feal of this covenant, and was by God’s appoint-
ment adminiftered to infants,

2. Thatbapiifi is now ¢ fign or feal of the fawe co-
venant, mitituted m the room of circuwcifion, wid

thu‘cfuz‘c,




|

(1)

thercfore, ought to be adminiflered to the fame iubjedts,
viz. to the infant children of covenanicd rarents.

"[he covenant weich God made with Abrzham
was a covenant of grace, and fubftentialiy the fame witn
'h.\t which is now in force under the rof el.  Thisi
take to be the great tuming poiat, on whnch the final
1« fult of the cantroverv very m: 1('1 depends : for if the
co-nait which God made witih Abraham, which i
clid.d his infant ollspring snd gave them a nght
1 crcumiciion was not a covenant of grace: then [
mi\..dh confeds, t!x.xt the moit fubftantial pillar, on
whrch the rmht of infants defcended from covenanted
parents, to hmtam, feens to reit, is taken away, and
confeguently the itrongeft axpuments m fupport of the
dedrine are much vcakvmd, if not entirelv svertumed,
But gn the other hand, if this coverant which includ-
ed Abrabam’s uucdren and gave them a nght to cir-
cu:ircifion, was the fume covenant of grace under which
the 1pmmal feed of Abraham new wre, then I think
+he covenant reflation of bcuucr\ children, and con-
{mucnt.) , their nght to mc e or feal ot the covenant,
wiader the gofye! as well as under the Law, is indifpu-
table, i

Now that the covenant made with Abraham was the
fame covenant of Grace which fubfiffs, at prefent, un-
der the gofyel is evident fr i the following arguments.

1. The nattre of the covenant and the tenor ot the
nIomiie it coutns, are the very fame with the covenant
of orace, Gen, xvii, 7. And I wiil dftabiith my cove-
nant hetween me e and thee, and thy feed after thce, in

dir sencraiions, for an ev;rlaf‘m'v cov- nant, to hc*

(‘ ] vete thee, and to thy  feed aficr thee,  This fir,

1s the eonftant fHle of the covenant of grace, I will be a
God
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God to them and they fhall be to me a people, God

never was, por will he ever be a God to any man
(fnce the fall) but through Chrift and by a covenant
of grace. Hence the Apoftle mentions this as the ex-
prefs tenor of the covenant of grace, and the great
fum of all the proiuifes it contains, Heb. viii, 10, T will
be a2 God to them and they thall be to me a people.
A greater good than this can peither be promifed, or
beftowed. It contains the very fubftance of all that is
requifite to ennoble the foul and make it fuperlatively
happy. As therefore, the covenant made with Abra-
amn promifed the greateft blefhngs that any human
creature is capable of enjoying, and the very fame, 1n
exprefs words, that are contained in the covenant of
grace, furely it muft be the very fame covenant, or if
it is not the fame, there muft be two covenants, pro-
mifing the very fame things, which is highly abfurd.
a. The apoftle teftifies, that belicvers under the gof-
pel are the {piritval feed of Abraham, and, confequent-
ly, that they are heirs of the promife of Abraham’s
covenant; and if fo, then furely his covenant muft have
been the covenant of grace, fince it was the fame that
belicvers are now under, and will be to the end of the
world, Gal. i, 29. And if ye be Chrift’s, then are
ye Abraham’s {ofgh and heirs according to the promife.
What promife does the apoitle allude to in the verfe
juft now quoted ? Surely to the promife menticned in
the covenant which he made with Abraham, that he
would be a God to him and to his feed after him. It
1s plain then, that the covenant which promifes this,
and of which ail believers under the gofpel are beirs,
muft be the covenant of grace.

3. The apoftle tells us, that the covenant with
Abraham
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- Abraham, was confirmed of God in Chuidt, Gal. m, 17.

And this I &y, that the covenaut which was confirmed
or u 5ad 1a Chnit, the haw which was four hundred

nd thirty years after cannot difancul, that it thould
mane tae promiie of none effeét. Now, fir, it is cer-
toin that no covenant, made with man was ever can-
firned of God in Chri’l but the covenanm of yrase;
for there was no mediator in any other covenart ;
therctore Abraham’s covenant was a covenant of grace,
and fubituntially the fame with that 10w in teree ander

the golpel ditpenfation.

4. We are abundantly affured, that Abraham was
jullified by faith, as all believers are under the gofp=l.
Rom. iv, 3. For what faith the fripture? Abrakhem
balizved God and it was counted to him for rightcouf-
vefs, Lot nc covenaat in the uuiverfe ever did or can

admit of julliscation by faith, except the covemart of
grace. Therefore, as ol true b°hevers have commi-
nion with Abraham in this grand covenzat ;mw‘e:rc
of ;uﬁ.--hauoq and are juftifed on the fame terms with
h::n, this conclufion flows from the premifs s ea*y
asd as neceflarily as the fiream rells from the fountaiz,
that if believers arc now uader the covenant of gruce,
Abtrzham was alfo. Let me add, ﬁ this, the fcrip-
ture aflures us in plain la'xtruage, it the qofpel was
preached to Abraham in that articie of his covenam.
in thee thall all nations be blefied. ‘I Hcreforc, if the
golpel contains the coverant of grace I hope the poiat
will be given up.

From the w hole, I think this conclufion may be
fairly drawn, that the covenant made with Abrabam.
including his infant oftsprizez was the fame in fubftanc.
with that which is now in force with belicvers L.u.i::r'

B

xu;‘?
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1o oofpel, and diered enly in the éxternal mode of
admistraeon.  For the maiter of the coverant 15 the

fame, 1 viil ke your God and the God of your {eed,
2nd ve thail be my rvecple.  ‘The condition of the co-
yenane -3 the famc 3 in both _)uh ‘fication 18 by faith,
cithoet the dceczs of the law. The mediator of tie
covenant is tic fame, Yeius Chrift.  The facranants
urder each adminiirolion, t though they confiictd of
éicreat rites, had the fame {px:zm 2l uie ard meaniuz,
H‘"'ce the Apcille aferts, that the church of leacl,
under A Lraliom’s covenart, by incidents and actons,

which had a tyrical reerence to the sacraments, gid
¢zt the fme finiival meat, and drink the 13."1.. icii-
1:‘1! drm-\. with belicvers under the gofzel, for .n"»y
ek of that rock that fcilowed them 2ud that rock
was Chrift,  Thus, fir, I think it appears beyond i
reaionalic cn:urm-.mon, :hat the covengnt whica Cod
mads wih Abralem and hzs feed was a covenant ¢f

zrace and fubitar L.;.ﬂ' the fame wiih that. of ~which
t}e frirital feed o Abra!.arn are heirs, uncer e
"qf“e‘ ke canr.ot be fgirf" o‘iaicf'ed to the 2 ove coa-
cinfion, that e ll"d or Caraan wes ivcnded m A
Pranaw's COVEnA, ana that th.ve! crc, 1t was not a
covenant of Jres ; for tom:.oral Bl gy are Qo -
cluded in the poiied covea 1. Gedlines o profitable
anto ail things Favi ng yromife of e life tiut 20w i,
awd of that v “hich is to couc.

I am, S,
Your obedient fervant.

STEPHEN B. BALCH.
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LETTER iil

REeverzx> SiR,
TROND icdeed mult be vour prgjudiess, av
Ly ercat mult be your ondaT s '
read the preccding lettcr, you shalt il conunu 2
think and fay, that the covenant whizh God made wiid
Abraham and his jeed was not a covenasnt of grace
and the fame for fubftance which is no# In oree uwndsr
the golpel. Still more will you ~rove yo- ricif to ke
waroed by prejudice aad biinded by iznorance, if afier
u thall have reru’ed this letter ysu ti:ould bold and
profels to belicve, ihat ciccumcifion was ne gk or.cal
£ the covenaat of grace 2nd was not by God's ag-
poiatment to be adminificred to the infants of cove-
panted parenis. ‘That it was tie token, fizn or ial
of Abraham’s covenaat you fcein the very infiitncion,
Gen. xvi, 11, 12. And ye fhall circumcife the Qefnof
your foreikia, aud it thall be a tokun of the covinint
betwixt me and thee: and he that s eight days od
fhoil be circamgiicd amana you, €yiry mall chiid in
- your generations. he {Lat i3 born in the houie or
1}0{{ 3h \‘.’ii‘h money of any itranger TRICN 13 A mj
£33 he that is born in thy houle, and he that 5
bourat with thy motiey muit needs circamcifed, and
my covenant fhall be i your fleth for an everialung
coverant.  Again the apoftle tells us, that Abraham
received the fiza of circumcilion, a feal of the rizhte-
ouinels of faith, that is a feal of tae coveusii of
gracc ; for what has faith to do with the covenant of
works ? Now that this outward fizu or teal of the co-
venaut was by God’s appointment, adnnuiltﬁfd to Lie
aat
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mfant rofterit; of Abmham will not be denied by any
who are well acquainted with the hitory of the old
testament. I could, fir, bring texts in aburdance in
conimation of it; but I will neither affroist your un-
derltanding, nror jet the underflarnding of any reader,
n onder to prove what you will ali readily acknow-
ladge. Now from thefe two projoftiions, that the co-
veazntl which God made with Abraham was the cove-
runt of grice, and that circuincifion was the fign,
token, or {eai of that covenant, and adminiftercd to
infants, by God’s appcintment, it does follow as tlain
a3 any confequnce cax follow, that the children of co-
veannted parents were once included in the covcnant of
erace.  That tins was the cafe of Abraham’s children

3z hoen abuniantly proved, and that it was the cate
oi e KErachtes under the Mofaical difpenfation is
abuadarty ¢ndent i Devteronomy xxix, 10, and en-
vard, Ye fland this day all of vou before the Lord

*

vanr (Ged @ ovour cxpraias of your tribes, your elders

-

end your officers, with all the men of Iieel, your
Rile ones, Tour WiTs ana ine inanger that is in your
camn: from the hewer of thy wocd unto the drawer
¢t thy water, tat thou fhouideit enter into coverant
with the Lord thy God and into kis cath which the
Lord thy God mgketh with thee this day, that ke may
eitabiifiz thee this day, for a people urto humielt, and
that he may be to thee a God, as he hath @id vuto
thee, and as he hath fwora unto thy fathers, to Abra.
ham, to !faac and to Jacob. Obicrve, fir, kow thar
ktde ones are made partakers in this jolemn tranfachi-
on. Hethen, who denies that children were taken
into this covenant virtually denizs this to Le the fword
¢




( 17 )

of God. Nay it is evident from the conftant praétce
of circumciing children, that they were always inciud-
ed with the covenanted parents, and on this footing
that fign of the covenant was put upon them. Since,
then children of covenanted parents were by God him-
felf admitted into covenant, they muft {till be acknow-
ledzed by him, as parties under the new adminiitraticn
of the fame covenant; for a privilege once granted
to the church muft continue through all ages, unlefs
the giveris pleafed to'revoke it.. But that the inter-
eft which childven have in the ccvenant is 2 pnvilege,
the apoftle plainly proves in his anfwer to the queftion
what advantage then hath the Jew? And what profit
is there in circumcifion ? Much every way. Dawid ac-
knowledzed it a privilege and plead it before God.
1 am thy fervant and: the fon of thy handmaid. Now
if this 15 a privilegze and God has once granted it to
his church, when, I pray, has he revoked it ? Never,
‘mever, never. There is not one fingle text in 2ll the
Bible, which teaches, either dire&tly or by confe-
quence that children under the gofpel thould be debar--
red from being parmers with their covenanted parents,
in the covenant of grace and the privileges of it. "There
1s nothing, in the nature or conftitution of the cove-
nant under the gofpel, which; even bears the appear-
ance of excluding them. Nbo reafoning- drawn from
thuir incapacity will avail ; for they ure as capable ¢f
the fizn or feal of the covenunt of grace moco nader
the soipel as they were under the law. 1 theretore,
muit belivve, fince God did of old reccive mfants into
covenant, and fince he has not debarrdd or cut them
olf from this puivilege, and fince no pood rectin n

be
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be given, why they fhould be excluded, that they
ought fhll to be reckoned as parties in his covenant,
and that they are entitled to baptiim, the outward
token, fign or feal of it.
I am, Keverend Sir,
Yocur obedient fervant,
STEPHEN BLOOMER BALCH.

D P S CEEE——

LETTER IV.

Revsrsxp Srz,

N the procefs of this Epiitle ' fhzil endeavour to
prove that baptifm is a fign or feal of the very
fame covenant which God made with Abreham, that
it is, inftiteted in the room of circumaiiien, and there-
fare, ought to be adaumiltered to the children or pro-
fefing parents.

1. If the covenant which God made with Abraham
was 2 covemant of grace, an everlafhng covenant, as
has been proved, then, baptifm muft be a fign or fesl
of the fame covenant, and muft have been inflituted in
the room of circumcifion, jult as the -Lord’s fupper
was initituted in the room of the ancient paflaver ; and
this the apoftle Paul, plainly aterts to be the cofe,
Col. n, 11.  In whom alfv ye are circumaded, with
the circumcifion made without hands, in putting off
the body of the fias of the flefh, by thie circuneifion
of Chrit; buried with Lim in baptifin. Hereitis

receifary

v
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neceflary to obferve that the church at Coloffe were
teazed with a number of teachers, who vrged on them
the neceflity of circumcifion. ‘The apaftle nformed
them that they were complete in Chniit, without the
application ot that ordinance, or Jewith nite, fince
they had been baptized ia the name of the Lord Jefus,
whicit he calls the circumcifion of Chrift, or as it might
be rend.red, the chriftian cizcumcifion, which exadily
anfwers the fpirituai ufe and defign of that inftitution.
Wit then can be meant by the circamcifion of Chnift,
‘but baptifm? It carnot be the carcumcifion which
Chrift reccived, when an infant; for that was the Jewith
rite againft which the apoftle was arguing. It cannot
be the fpiritual circumcifion of the heart, for this is
_mentioned in the furegoing claufe and ftiled ¢ircumci-
-fion without hands. And to underitand this earcumci-
fion of Chriit to be the fame, would make an unrea-
fonable tautology ; as if e had faid, ye are circumcifed
-wth the fpiritual circumcifion, by the fpiritual eircum-
cifion, which would be’palpable nonfenfe. But the
apoftle has put it beyond the poflibility of doulit ; for
he explins the circumcifion of Chrift to .nean, their
‘being buried with him in baptitm.  The plam fenfe,
then is, ye have the myftical intention of that Jewith:
rite, in the circumafion of Chrift, which is a being
baptized m the name of the Lord.

2. Baptitin fizaizes the fame thing as circumcifion,
and we may thercfure, cenclude, that bapufme was in-
fituted i its roon.  Did the bloud of circumation
point to the blool of Jufus Chrilt, as that by which
guilt was removed? So docs the water uied in bap-
tfm. Did circeaiion  fignify our corruptiun by

Rature,
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mrture, and our nead of regeneration and purifizstion
by the influences of the hely fpirit 2 So does baptitm.
Was arcumcilion the facrament of admiffion. into the
church of Irad? So is baptiim the facrament of ad-
mihion te the chritian charch. Was circumcifion a
tadye of relation to the God of Hrael? So is baptiim
a badze o rchition to Chrit.  Aad, was crcuricition
2 ftza or feal, of the covenant of grace? Sois bapuims
The analogy in thelc and many other particulars, that
mitht be mentionsq, planly thew that baptifin was.
mftitut=d in the room of arcuncifion.

3. It baptifm dees not come in the room of circume-
cifon, then, we have no ondinance anfwering to that
Jewith nite, as it refpe@s children, and corfequently,
the choftian church, by the coming of Chrift has
been deprived of 2 facrament, which was of fingular
advantage under the Jewith difpenfation; for the pro-
fit of circumaiiion was much every way, in the judg-
ment of Paul.  If fo, then, fir, the chnitian church.
has lott much every way, as it has nothing appointed.
Inits reom. We find that other wftitutions, under
the old tettament are fupplied by fomething anfwerable,
m the new. I the room of the paflover we Lave the
Lord’s fupper: inttead of the Jcwith priefts we have gof-
pel minitters : initead of the niceting of the tribes,
mn the temple, we have now cur chrufian aflenblies :
mitea! ot the feventh-day fabbath, we have the firt
day or thowedk. Doss nothing then fuccead circum-
cfion? Is a divine ocdinance totaliy !oit, and blotted
away tvom che church of God ? Suvrely fuch 2 fuupo-
fiuon @3 hizhiv ahlord. Batif aay thing doas fucceed
It, baptum ceriainiy ftand: the faircft for its fuccelfor,.

as




{ 21 )
as 1t has the fame aic
fame covenant.

Now if bartifa fucceeds circumcifion as a £, o€ the
fame covenant, is it not an urndeniable mfcreuc", t‘h...
it ought to be adminiftered to the fame fubjefr, as
circumcifion was : thati 15, to the mfants of covenm. nted
parents ¢ Could that Grcumcifion of Chrift which the
anoftie calls bantifim, have fanched his Jewith heirers,
if it was not allowed to extend to their child.-en as well
as the crcurmcifion of Abraham? They we re emraged
at Faul, we are told, when he taught the ]cws, who
Were among the Gentues that they ou'vht g0t to Cir-

ard meaning and is a fiza ¢ £ the

- cumcife thexr children. A%s xx, “The refore his

telling them that baptifm was the circumuﬁo o of Chnft
and took place inftead of the ancient rite, - ronid have
beer no fatxJa&non to them, had it been for adults

~only; ad not for their infant children. "The apoftle,

then muft have intended it for both, or eife he would
have given no fatisfadtory anfwer to the pica of the
Jews tor retaining circamcifion.

I have now thown, fir, that Abraham’s covenant
was acovenrant of grgce, that e rcumcifion was a fion
or 2l of trat coveaant, and by God’s am‘omtmeut
adininiitered to the infant pcfllerity of ALthm and
the Jews; that baptita is afizn or feal of the fame
covenant, and tharcfore oughe ‘to be admmifiered to
the fame fubjedts, mamcly, “the infant children of co-
venanted parcnts ; i as much s their ancient right w
this 11 :n or 1eal has never beene abrogated.

{ am, Reverend Sir,
Your ot:edient fervant,

STEPHEN BLi{JOMER BALCHL




"LETTER VW
RE7B:ExD S:z,

IF mext thing whichcluims my attentior, and to
which [ wiuld with tochailengeyeurs, is to facw
what cvid-nces we have in the word of Cad, thatthe
bap:ia < f infants was the common pra@ice both of
theapoil es azd primitave churches. | chulz to draw
v chicf svidences fram the word of God, becaule
fhat may xeriainly be depoided on; and becaufe n
your fevaa lewters, ou apnesr to treat with cem-
~ tampt allother Litorcal wndedtions.
New tle evidence we have that the zpolties and
poimitive fathers did taptize nfants is of two kiads.

1+ 1her acknowtadsing the covenant rehition of

childrea inder the coirel as well as under ihe aw.
2. The ftoag prefuprion we have, that there were
iutant chi:dien amony thofz whom they diu baptize.
1. Vaenit is indiiputably evident, that the 2pofties
di! 2Vow the covemant interell of childiren under tise

s . o R UL N I PP B .

Ads @. 39. For the promf- is unto you ana te j+=f
children and to ail tat are afer oif even as wany ag
the i.o'd our God faail cail. 'The occafion and the
proper meaning ot thefe words wul be fhevn in
w.at foliows.  {e th~conrext we have an accournt
o! that remarkable divincencrgy which attended the
e polei {ermoen atter e mirsculous efiuiion
oi the Roiy Ghoft, awakenti¢ 1a the hearers that
it anxizas and pocrant exguiry. ¢ Men and
Licihran what ibali wedo £ 3we have allo the apofties
anwer
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anfwer to this mamentons and weighty interropato-
Tty ; repent and te bapt'z\d every o'1~ of veu, mthe
r.mc of jcrm Chriit, ter the remriffi'n of fﬂ\ and ye
fhal) recewve the galt of the Holy (‘hcn : thatis. re-
tern unfeigsed!y from i to God, tirough Jefus
Chrift : fuimit to the grace and governmen: rof this
divine revee mier 3 make a lolemn, ,,L‘\su profefiivn
cf this {bmiffien, by beinyg baptized inthe n:me of
J tus Chiilt, and your b..; iim fhall te an external
fipn cf theremifiun oi fins, and of the renewing and
i..n& fying influences cf the Holy Spirn,

1 his exhertation evidenyi'y coafifts «f two branch-
¢t, each of whichis vrged with a cilin&t motive.
The fieft i+ repentance oratereing te God wircuzsa
Chrift. This is urged with the encourzaging wo. ive
that they ihall rcceive the forgivenels of Bas anc the
fax*&xim‘g influcncesof the Ho!v Gloft, The fe-
cond braoch of the exhortation is 5 fuomifion to this
rew dilpenfation ¢t the gefpel covenant by hams
bartized tnthe nimeof Jefus Cinflt,  1his 15 vrzed
wirh the motive in the texe ; for the proniife is unto
you ard unte your cnndn.n, asif he had fad, the
promite which cuccuragzes you to enter into this co-
viran® by bagtifm is primarily to you 2rd to your
children, as the defcenlanis of Abtrcham and
fecondanly, to as manyof the gentiles who are yet
afar off and to their ciildren as the Lord our Ciod
fhall call. 1t s phin, then that this procufe, what-
evcr isintended by ir, 1surged as a ccalon whv titey

uzht to fubmit to this no-w difperfition of the gui-
pcl and be bapuzed ia the nameof the Ler! f.ius.

3 a3 3

A LS
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*Thi: reafon. teen, muf* hald gued with refpeét to all
thof: 1 whor the premiic 1c sade § but the jaamue
i+ tmade equally to them and to thair children; it i.s,
therviore, an cuaal tedon why they and thear chil-
droa ipvuid be bogtized ¢ <hav s it the promife be-
ing wade to them was a reafon, why they thould be
boptizzd, as the 2 poitle exprefsiy declarcs, then the
faire prom fe exteading to ther ciildren muit te an
equal reafon, why hspifim ficuld be adminiftered
to them. Indeed, fir, | cannot pefiibiy fee how the
Apaftie’s * rpument can have ary mere force in 1t
with refped 10 parenss, tha: it h2s with refpe to
children. ‘the fum of the argument is plainiy this,
the pramife is to you. theretore, be baptized in the
panie of Jfus Cliiit : but the prowife is to your
children alfv, therdure, let your cuiidrea be hapiized
1s 2 neceflary condequence.  indeed to fuppofe their
children exciuded fran bapuim would render the
Apofltie’s argument verv confuled and inconclulive :
for ihen it mufl ftand thyus : the promife is to you,
theretore, be baptizci iu the name of the Lerd Je-
fus : the 2me promifc 15 equally 10 your children ;
12t let not your chivdren be baptized, for they are
avt the proper fulijedts of fuch an ordinance. And
what a0 ablurdity is this ? how eafily and rativnaily
might the Jews have objeited and faid, if the pro-
mife te cur children i3 no reafon why they fhould be
baptized, then, ncither 1s the promiie to us any rea.
fon why we faouvld fubmit to this new mode of ini-
tiation into the chuich of God, and theretore, there
15 uothing ar all ia the argument.

The

—
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The Jews tc xhom the Apoftieis fpaaking, knew
very well, tha. ider the aacient difoe xxf.umn of the
covenant their chiidren were alwavs included with
their covenanted parents, anG that the promm of A-
lraham’s covenant had a'ways run in that tenor;
when, thercfore, the Apoftic is perfvading them to
come under this new diipenfation of the covenant,
ke affurcs thein, that their chitdren ave flili to conu.
nue in the poffcfhon of their ancient piivileges, for
thiat very promife which included them under the
law, dOCa row ecually include them under the gof-
pel: *r obferve he does not fay the promife  was to
you and yeur chiidien ; but it &5 #idl, otherwife they
r:ight naterally be f..ppofed to ob)e& and fay, that
their children were hkely to be n a worle condition
under the gofpei than they were under the law, which
muft have greatly ftrengthened their prejudices a-
gainft the evangelical dilpenfation. The Apettie,
therefare, ‘redu..es any fuch objection by informing
them, that thcy can lofe nothing by fubmitting to
this new difpenfation of the covenant ; for that, the
privileges ot the gofpel fhould by no means be more
confined and limited, than thofe of the law; but on
the other hand thould be incre extended and enlarg-
ed. lor under the law the promife was enly to
them and their children, as the defcendants of Abra-
ham ; but now it fhall extend to all ameng the Gen-
ules, and to thedr children alfo, whem the Lord our
God fhall call.  This text then, thus explained,is a
pregnznt proof that the apoltles did allow the cove-
nant relauon of 1:fants under the gofpel as well as un.
der the taw ; and as thdx rclation il fubfifis, iurety,
the infant oifsprmg of covcnanted parents havea

) right
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\

right to baptifm and ought to be baptized. See alfo
to this purpole Row. x1, 16. For if the firft fruat

be holy, fo isne lun:p, and it the root be holy fo
are the branches. Now by the firft truit, and by the
root Abraham is intenled, and by ite lump and the
pranches his poftesity, wha by virtue of their inter-
efts in the fame covenaut partcok of the fame piivi-
leges with him, herc then is plainly afferted the
federa! holineks of infants which you fo firenuouf-
ly denied. But 1 recclle@ another part, has beea
promifed the public, namely, fo:e anumadverhions
on your late extraordinary produftion, ** kattled
infant baptilin decezfed, or, jcven Mountains over
againft feven sountzins,” to this partl wmauft in
the next place atiend. |

I am,
Reverend Sir,

Your kumble {ervaat.

STEPHEN B. BALCH.

oy
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LETTER VL

Rarerenp Siz,

BEFORE I proceed to my intended animadverfi-
ons upon ihe main body of your work, the ar-
rogant title you have chofea, the fable lines with
which you have inclofed the ideal corpfe of infant
baptifm : as aifo, the imaginary epitaph you feen to
think you have infcribed upon the more than fanciful
fepuichral ftone, furely merit fome attenticn. ¢ In-
fant baptifin deceafed.” When you wmade choice of
this part of the title, fir, did you really recollz(t the
following fentiments contained in that very word of
God with which you proudly boaft, you gave intant
_baptifm the deadly blow ? Behold, thou defireft truth
in the inward parts. He that {peaketh truth theweth
forth righteoufnefs ; but a falie witnels deceit. And
once morc: wheorefore putting away lying fpeak
every man truth with his neighbeur.  Is infant bap-
tifin really dead? Has the pratice of baptizing in-
fants ceafed altogether ? Is no: that facrament admi-
niltered to millions of infants every pailing year? Ail
thefe interrogatories anfwer themlfeives and their an-
fwers are diametrically oppofite to what the moito of
your book, oftentatioufly and arrogantly proclaims.
Gould you think fir, in your unaccountable hardi-
hood, that any of us were fv igrorantas not to be
able to difcover your fallacy, oz fo puitianimous, when
difcovered, as to be afraid of expofing 1t ? 1 have
made thefe remarks, ia the hope that foi the fake of
your own charater as 2 man ot truth; for ths fake
of religion which fhauid .be hold facrcd by ali, you
witk
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will make a more judicious fele&tion both of words
and fentiments for the titles of any books you may
have cccafion to publifh.

What you can mean by the 2t part of the motto
I am entirely upable to determine. < Seven Moun-
tamns Qver againft feven Mountains.”” Does it mean,
that the city of Rome, the capital of the Pcpe’s for-
mer territories, 1s built on feven hills, that this is the
chief feat of the Roman church, which church is faid
to be replete with errors both do&rinal and practical,
thac infant baptilm is one of thofe errors, which in
vour apprehenfion originated i that corrupt church,
ind that your feven letters are foeven mountains wiich
you have piled up, with the height, weight and magni-
tude of which you fondly hope to bring ruin on the
abomimabie praltice, icfant bapttfm ? If thisis your
meaniag, fir, 1 think it far ftrained and awkward, to
fay no worfe of it. Certainly you will be much mif-
taken in your calculations. Cuftoms and habits of
long ftanding are not eafily eradicated. However
much I with that and every other church to be purged
from errors both doftrinal and pradical ; yet I thould
feel it in all my f{oul, was fhe to yield up the gofpel
privilege of intant baptifm. 1 am confcicus, when I
fay this, that bantifm is an ordinance upon the efficacy
of which that as well as fome other churches, inclu-
ding individuals of my cwn, put too much dependance.
§ am no advocate for exorcifm, nor for preparing the
baptiimal water with cream, falt and fpittle. The ufe
of the fign of the Crofs upon the face of fuch as are
baptized, having no countenance in the word of God,
I reje® with ftrong conviftion of its iautility and im-

propricty.
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. propriety. I believe it to be an invention of mea
whofe hearts were much better than their heads.

Let -me now, fir, attend to fome inatters of fal
which feem to complete the idea I had formed of your
ambition, for fome time palt. You have perfonitad
infant baptifm, and as you would with to ma~ > ©: he.
lieve, having flain her, you have jud7d her corvie
worthy of funeral honours, of a arave, a f2puizhral
ftone, a fuit of mourning and an epitiph. J rzanot
tell whether you delivered a funeral difcourfe at her
interment, or not : probably you did, as you feem to
exult fo much in her exit. We may eatiy conceive
what kind of charafter you gave the deceafed, when
you performed.her obfequies, from the bitter invetives
you have thrown out againft her in your letters. Youx
mouth maft have been full of curfing and bitternefs 3
the poifon of afps muft have been under your lips. Sure-
ly, it cancot be wrong to fay, that by way of perora-
tion you added a fervemt prayer, to the end, the
corpse, might never have'a refurre&ion to life. You

L' with to thow us the dead body of infant baptifm ar-

rayed in melancholy crape. How abfurd the idea to

put the deceafed in mourning, while the furvivors and

ticularly, the inftrument of her death, rejoice and
triumph in her demife!.

The epitaph whether graven on marble, or rather
on materials of a coarfer kind, and fo, better fuited
in your judgment to perpetuate the memory of fuch
h an abominable mifcreant as infant baptiim, feems to

deferve fome attention ; not becaute it-is juft, not be-

caufe it is fublime, not becaufe it is ftrictly true, not

becaufe it is an emanation from an original genius ;

but becaufe it is the diret reverfe of all thefe ; becaufe
1t.

L)

——
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it attempts to hold up the anthor, as exc:llag in na-
tural and acquired abiities, and m a ka(mledwe of
divine things, far more, than all who have prercded
or, are his rotonp'}rama, wizen in fadt, theie things can-
not be predicated of hep. ] thesefore wiil, fir, to pull
down your felt-sufficiency. and to allow you a moderate
fhare “of gentus ard mental mprovemenk. Gaod is
well pleafed with the humble; while pnde and vanity
are his abhorrence. The members and minifters of
your church have hunted “and periccuted infant bap-
tfm from city to city, and have m thair opirion amned
manya deadly blowat herfrom theironics m Germany,
untii the year :8or. During ail this kapfe of years they
have been unfuccefsful affailants ; ihe has lived in de-
ipite of ail they could do.  But according to the tenor
of the epin: ph ycu have drawn on the tomb of your
Cc.lun"(.d fain Toe, the hich honor of dealing on her,
the deadly wound, has been referved for you! Your
arm more lucky than the reft has reached her heart and
ireed tae world from bondage! What folemn mockery
:s this ? Vanity fuperlatively great and contemptible is
confpicuous in every part of this infeription.  Well
fad nfpiration, * vain man would be wife, though
man be born like a wild affes col.” Infant baptiﬁn,
fir, cannot bear this ixfult, fhe even now breaks thote
fu pofed bands with which you thougkt to bind her.
She rolls away your imaginary tomb-{tone and
comes for:h from tlic fititicus chambers of the grave
in which you tell us you had depofited her. She not
anly < vapours in the verge of day” but walks abroad
before the face of the meredian fun. She laughs at
ur infulting epitaph, and is neither afraid, nor a-
¢d to be (2@ oy ber implacable enen‘:n:j She
€S
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fmiles n approbation of her miliions and millions of
votares, and among thefe the looks with aa aufpicious -
eye on Speece and Edwards* who withdrew their fup-
port from her for a time, that wandering in the pith
of error, for a feafon, and difcovering, by means of
Revelation’s light, their miftake they might efpoufe
ker injured caufe with renewed and increafing ftrength.

I am, Reverend Sir,
Your obedient fervant,

STEPHEN BLOOMER BALCH.

* Mcffrs. Speece and Edwards avere trained up in the principles
g Przﬁ» ptertanifm aad bccame preacbers of fome emincice in the
apt:# ;turch 3  of iate they have acknowledged their e: cor, united
themjcives again to the Prefbyterian conne&Bion and ar: likely 10 te
upeful iadourcrs in ibe vineyard. Mr. Speece s of Virginia, and
Ir. Edwards of New-Jerfep,
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LETTER VI

RsriaExp Siz,

I AM -ow hrouzht to my iniended animadverfions
upon the mam body of your work, and am forry
that my nrimary remark, in confiftency with an attach-
m2nt ie truibh, muit he of the fevere kmd There is
cbivrvakle, throughout the whole «f it, or 1 am mif-
fu<en, fome thing uitcntatious an felfsufficient. Every
cfs of ecclefiaitics, doRors of divinity, cardinals,.
curates, popes and pre!bytcra. feem in your judgment,
to be equaily, objelts of your contempt. I wonder
you did not aim a  thunder-bolt at fome of your own
dignified cleryy in particular : among them alfo, we find
doftors of divinity, and they funport their titles very
well. But foch a ftep would not have anfwered your
You muit have friends among that party

whefe caufe you have efpouled, or you would be friend-
kefs, for the P'ﬂbytenms can conider you i no other
hght than as a traitor, and betrayer : and I doubt not
but many of yoar pious baptift brethren view you with
fufpicions eyes and fecretly com over the old adage,
“ we love the treafon but hate the traiter.” However,
you evidently with to make us believe that your new-
cholen denommmon has been.favoured with the exclu-
five privilege of beirg nght, while all others, have
been led blind-folded in the pathof error and delufion.
But even among the baptiils, you feem to think youn
hold the pre-emience yourielf. Many of your bapuit
brethren, fir, have labored hard wich head, pen and
tongue for the eftablihment of adult, and the total

exclufion of infant baptifm: and as yet they have been.
nufuccefsful
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onfucceisful difputants :  but in your judgment
you nave doce the Dblufinefs cffe@ually.—
For in your %ft letter, like fome mighty overbcaring
conquercr, you tell us, ¢ here lies and fhall for-
ever lie, the dead and rotten corpfe of imaut baptifm,
an odious carrion to humble fouls, a ftinking carcale
in the noftrils of Jehovah. Lord Jefus the work 1s
done.” Shall baptiils patiently bear this arrogance in
a new born brother ? No, they cannat but fee and
that vith marks of high contempt your rapid firides
towards that zeal fm pre-eminence which in truth has
been obfervable in your whole deportment bath before
and fince your converfion to the baptift faith. Be not
angry, fir, when I tell vou, that your boafting and
pompoufnefs are much more offenfive te humble fouls
than the body of infant baptifm which you have pre-
tended to flay in reality, but have only done it in of-
fizy. Let me put youin mind that pride and ambi-
tion were rot made for man : by thefe fins the angels
fell and how can any of the fallen fons of Adam hope
to win by them? God does aad will refiit the proud
while he gives grace to the humble foul.

In page 5 of your letters you tell us, that, ¢ The
carnal wifdom, corformity to the world, blinded enthu-
fiafm and mifguided zcal of profeﬂ'ora the rage of
novelty, fuperior talents, deep learning, high rank me-
tr o“olxt'm refideace ¢, princely patrona;e, error: interwo-
ven \\i*h public ﬁandarda, national or church member-
fuip, temporal intercils, the fear of infamy or poverty, .
the prejudice of education and the very age of a prac-
fice have all wited and confpired In giving origination
to many  fcandalous abufes in religion and her  ordi-
atees.”  Ycu tell us i page 6, ¢ Laus,” thatis, by

1LLANS
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means of the things beforementioncd, “for any thing 1

can fec m the fcriptures, may we account for the orizin

and prozrefs of infant bapufm.”  Ycur premifes fir 1

deny : amd if they are falfe, you know well your con-

clufion muft of cecefity be falfe alfc.  Wken you rea-
fon with a losician, whatever you :ifert you muft

prove unlefs it be an axiom or felf evident propofitica.

You have no right to affume or take jor granted what
will aflift your own fdz of the argument, and injure

that of your opponent’s, when ke denies the aflumption.

The hetcrogeneous group which you have thrown to-

gedher, taken feverally and conjundtly, may have done
much xutchief to religion and her ordinances, in vari-
ous ways; but fuce you have offered no teftimony,

but your g&n bare word to prove that by means of
their co-operation infant baptifm has rectived her ori-

m, I de here oppofc my own bare word to yours, and
lv. and urequivocally dery the truth of your affertion.

Now you koow in reafoning the bare word of one is

good a%aninll the bare word of ancther, provided the
;ﬂe’ ve an equal claim to knowledge and veraaty.

public muft determine whether vour claim and

miae to thefe things be cqual, or if there is 2 differ--
ence to waich of us the iupcrior part of the difference

does belong.  Let me for the prejent reicr you to the
firlt part of thefe latters fora dire®® proaf, that neither

men, nor you the inveativns of men, nor yot any thrag

human hasgiven birth to the rradnce of ntant baptim:

nuy, more, thatii claims its erigin irom the father of
lights from whom comcth dowa cvery good and per-.
feQ aiit, and every facred and invaiuable erdivance.

[n page 6 you reprefent under the authority of your
own Mare wond, the pareats of chidren and tl‘i::le fa-.
t
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ther of the church, as engaged in forming and
mouldinag :afant bantifin into a vehicle for the purpofe
of conveying the fouls of infants to the kirgdom of
hiaven. The parents are anxious that the immor:al
parts of their children may be everlaftingly happr.
They are a‘raid and grieved, left it may be otherwite:
tie father of the church {oothes their forrows and dries
up their tears ; tells them of a capital invention of
his own which will infallibly accomplifh the obje@ of
thoir withes: this fays he is infant baptifin, let them
oniy be wathad or fprinkled with water and have the
neme of the triuity called over them and death may
make a prey of their bodies ; but their fouls thall enjoy
fupreme felicity in heaven. The parents according to
yon,are entirely fauisfied, and their venerable fire clains
more of their regard and adds freth laurels to his
crown. All this, fir, is but another child of your cwn
b-un and equally defencelefs with what you had round-
Iy 2fferted before. I grant that for e of the fathers
put baptitm for the thinyg that was fignified or thadow-
ed forth by it; but you have no dire@ proof drawn
hence, that the generality of parents did therefore
erabrzce that ordinance as the certain mean of fecu-
ring falvation to their children. Befides in another
part of your letters, you reje&t all teftimony derived
trom the fathers and their general and provincial coun-
als, in favour of infant baptifm, and why would ycu
now endeavour to aflilt your own arguments againft
the pradtice by their abufe of it ¢ Upon the fuppofition
that your narration is juft and true, if it proves any
thin’g it proves too much, for it proves that the
abufe of any good thing is and ought to be fufhcient

ground for fetting it afile. You may teil me perhaps
"W,
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¢ yon have not proved infant bapttfm to be good and
{o your argument falls of cowfe.”” 1am fenfible it has
been proved to be an ordinance of God’s appoint-
ment, i the other part of thefe letters and confequent-
ly it mhﬁ be good. Indeed, fir, it will never do to
argue irom the abufc of what is gOud to the dilcoati-
nuance of it. If you think fo, I may tell ycu that it
is good to keep the fuft day of the week holy; but
that many abute it, and atk you- what muft be dore.
You muft anfwer, ¢ blot it ot : let no ore day te
kept as a fibbach.” Again, [ tell you mcat and
drink are geod ; but men abufe then: in i moft thock-
ins manner : what is to be donen this cafe @ ¢ you
;m:'rcr according to vour own principles, let the ufe
of them be difcontinucd.” Agan, I tell you adult
- baptifm is good for the initiation of thefe who have
not been baptized mn thonw m.mcv, into the vifible
church, if th°y make a previous prot eflion of faith in
~ Chniit znd walk accordingly ; but tuis ordinance has
been abuted by theufands and is Y Hable to abule
what ftep muit be taken in order to remedy the evil ¢ }
A\.aenm 0" your owil b inciples you mut aniwer ;
€ lagat be difcontinued.” Obier ve, {ir, how efteéto-
ally yocu deftroy your cwn foundations and firit prindi-
plc.:.. If you tell me God commands us to perform all
the aforementioned duties ; but does uot command us
to baptize infants; 1 amwer there 1¢ as plain a com.
mand for doing the latter as there is for doiag any of
the former duties.  Ye fhall circuincife your ciuldren
was the exprefs command of God under the law, and
now under the gofpel it rume, ye thall baptize )our
children.  You muit, you do tand confounded,
If inftant baptifm is abulcd the fault is not nmputable lo

e,
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it, but to thofe who make an improper ufe of it ; and
if meat and drink and the fabbath day are abufed the
fault does not lie in them, but is imputablie w thefe
who 2bufc them. Inpage 8 vou tell us * beware,
leil infant baptifms, be nothing elf: but a mere naditi-
on of the fathers, asI am heartily perfeaded it is.”
W onderful Argument! As though yocu had {ad, 1
have endsavoured to difcover the faripture {oundati-
on on >hich theright of infauts to the facrament of
haptifm-does reft : afier long fearch I cannot find 12,
I have confulted the Fathers and primitive preachers:
who iived in the ages next 1o the Apoftolical age;
among their writings 1 fee good reafon to induce me-
to believe it was then pra@ifed ; but as I cannot find
it written in fo. many words 1n ficripuure, ¢ let your
infzats.be ‘bapuzed,’ i reje the cuftom as unifcrip-
tural, and cail ita mere tradition: of thefe fathers,an-
invention {clely and entirely of their fincicg out.—
Since then | am convinced you muft be convinced
alio.

Pin your faithto my feeve and you fhall avoid
both danger and deception. This fir, appears to be
a fair expofition of the paffage jult now quoted from
vour irft letter :  you affumne, conclude, ard then in-
viie others to doas you have dore. Your aflumpti-
on without proef, may {erve for leading ftrings to the
weak and the blind, but the wife and the wary wiil
be conteat with nething, but clear dewnonitration
brougat forin by found reafoning and contirmed by
the unqueitionable oracles of God.  Let it be known
to ycu fun, by charging the prizuitive fathers with the
invenuon of infant bavifm you hove drawn 2 twa-
edged xword and pierced to the very deuii. yourovn

D avyuhet
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argument agairft infant baptifm. Is it poffible that
the priminve fataers, who Evcd in tt e age next io the
-apoitolical age, whole labours avere at leait, parually
canlined to, and diflsil uted frcm the very pulpits of
the apofiles themfelves, could. have made fo great an
innuvation upct apoftolical precificn and cuftems, as
to give carrency to infant baptim, if thar had
not been attended to and practifed by the very difci-
ples and miffionaries of Jefus Chift ? Suredy it is
highly unrcafonable to conclude that they cisher
couid, or would have doneit. Confider, fir, thefe
were holy men and uncer the guidance and direttion
of Jefus Chrilt the Lead of the chriftian church.
Confider, that while among the Jews they cften
preached and adminiftercd the -o-dinances of the
New Teftament church in that very temple which
had been rencered beactiful and glorious by ihe pre-
fvnce ef their mailer.  ‘They would then, have been
confouinded, apd their abominable fcherme would
have been rendered abertive and have been blafted
by the brizhtnels of the gofpel and by the evidence
whi.h would have been produced ag.inft :}hem, nad
they meade fo much as an aitempt to mmnovate. Coun-
fider, they were on holy ground, fhall 1 fay,
alnioft within the hearing of the veice of their Re-
deemer, who commuanded, go bapunze all rauons,
and then atcended to heaven.  Confder, they were
publifhing the word of le in the towns and cities
where the incarnate God and his own fele difciples
frequenily difplayed all their cloquence, and caried
into cxecution the admimflsauon of all the orci-
nances of the gofpel.  Belteve it, fir, fome of the

faithful weuld bave cried bitterly againil them and

have

S
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have brousht them into that utter contempt which
their condml unfpeakably bafe, wouid m{‘lv have

merited, had t'l‘)' invented and put in pradtice the
baptil:n ‘of infants, The argum-nt then which you
withed to ufe in proof that infant baptifm was
xtradition of the fathers is turned agzainit yourlelf,
whether you feel it or not; it ftrikes my miad with
irrefiftable force.

I amaltogether in the dark, as to the manner in
which coavi®tion of your error firlt made its way
into your heart. * Ina twinkling you found yourfuif
ftanding upon nothing. Let any pedo-baptift ac-
couat for this phenomencn!’ I- donot profefs, fir,
to explain the fecret operations of your mind at that
]un&m‘e of time, nor to tell what imprefions might
have been made upon it by ary of the inhabitants
of the 1vifible world : but if you will a'low me to
hazard a conje@ure, as to the manaer of your con-
vittion I will make trial.  You had books by you at
the time in abundance, h favour of pedo-baptifm ;
bur not a nngie oae aZali it to confront them, and
yet you was co'lvmced. Was you reading your bible
at the time ? If you anfwer yes, I atk what paﬂages
of it then claimed yoar atrention? Dil you-in -your
dilemma, cafl your cyes on Judges xv, 4, ¢* And
Sampfon went and caught three hundred foxes
and took fire brands ani turned tail to tail, and put
a fire brand in the midft between two tails,” and
therein expett to find a folutien of your difficulties
about baprifn f If you were reading this or any fuch’
ftory, truein itfelf, yet it 13 not harfh to conclude
that the tempter transforming himfelf into an angel of
Lght, ftepped in between you and fuch paflages of

bod’
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God's word as woull have folved vour doubtr, and
was pernmtc:d by 2 wiie pravidence te cauie fome ex-
traordinary appearance to pafs before your natural or
m:nm eves. If, oir,inlead of reading parts of the bi-

e foreima to the fubjedt vou withed to mvettizate vou
had paid particulor atiention to Gen. XYl 7> 13, LI,
van would have accomplithed the ahjet of \om pur-
£, Aad I il ettablih my covenant bettreen me and
thee and Lihy feed after thee in their generations, for 2a
everkafting covenant to be a God unto thee and to thy
“od aster thee. This is my covenant which ye fhail
keey betaeen me and thee and thy feed atre" thae:
v e“s : anluid among you fhall be crcamcifed.  And
ye fhal droumaie e - ficth of your forclkin and 1t thall
e a tox:a of the covenant betwixt me and yeu, 1 f2y
i vou had m i1 particular atteniion to thofe pulfages
inalip Pi0 hebility the phenomenon would rot have taken
piace @ fa7 in thele you would have found zn invinaible
proot tor it baptifm. Thele texts, fir, compole
tize corner-ftone v which the C.\(.;('(huh.), the propn-
ery, Qy mare, on which tae very necefiity of pedo—
baptifm reits,  Thofe texts wouid have poured i tull
ﬂ»j ot hzht and 'f.':;)'ﬂsgg into aki ihe dark regions
of your thei buwlidered mind.  Attendiag to the torce
wid meaning oi thee you would have received full cone
vi&on that the ficament of dircumcifion was botzom-
ed upon thet veraity and authority 5 that ntant bap-
tifm is the vroper and k;;ifi'nate fjncecifor of that legal
ordinance and now oaghtto be pundtudily adminittered
to the infaat o' smmr of profefling chnitians.

I ain, Reverend Sir,
Your obedient fervanrt,

STEPHEN BLOOMER BALCH.
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LETTER VIILI.

Rrverznp Sin,

I‘N the procels of this letter I fhall ammadvert upon

fome things which I thirk exceptionable in your fe- -
cond and third communications to your pious pedo-

baptift friend. The point at wh:chyon withed to
drive in your f=cond letter is, to prove that, a balance
of probabilities in favour of infant baptifin does not
make a futhcent foundation, on which: the propriety -
of it ought to berefted. In attempting to ilhultrate and
prove tlns, you have fpent mnch time in 2 ‘ufelefs and
unprofitable roaneer; foras faras I'am able to deter- -
mine, what you have faid militates againit plam fats,
nay more; againft your own every day’s condu& and
experience. I bave already thewn you in fome former -
letters that we, pcdo-bapnfta, do not found our argu.
ments in favour of infant -baptifm upon mere probabie
hties alone, but upon the teftimony of -God’s -word.
Thereis, thevefore, no need, that 1 ould here be guil-
tyof repeating what by.turning back to fome former
pages, ‘you mnay read at ymriu’u-e. Upon the. fup-
pofition however, ‘that we had nothing but probab:h-
ties to-depend on for fupporting the propriety of infant
baptifm ; yet even thefe would bé entirely fufficient for -
our purpof - Probable things are -almoft univerfally, .
certainties, but- they ftand in- need of fome illuftra.
tion to let us fee their truth. Surely yoa- cannot
fo foen have forgotten your Latin. I)o-you not
know that - prebabilis fignifies a. thmg that can be
eftablithed by proof and evidence ! Do you not know
that probabilitas is a latin word which defignates fome-

thing that has a preponderance of evidence in its fa. -
vour ? .
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vour 7 Allowing then, for = moment that there is ne
exprefs command in feripture for baptizing infaats ; yet
proLaixii'ticx drown from the werd of Goq, and irom
the praftice of tie primitive fathers are not to be re-
je&ad,\ but to b= depended on as evidence julhiying

v condude: tor when we fay it 15 probable, or there
)t a preba..m;t" that .nf.mts thould b recerved into the

church by baptiim ; ; We fay in other words, that the
v:c.gh: of cvidence iz favecr of it is 0 great, that we

uzht not to emertaia any doubt at all, about the pro-
pri“'v of it.

1 \‘z.ada.. crant that fome raths are more eailly iiufe
tratad th an others; but truth is truth, whether we are
madkers of the evidence by which it is to be rhiilrated; .
or net.. Probabiliics :;r, rove you to-the pertoro
mance of wany Gutis, , both civil and religious, You
piow vour ficids and fow. your ieed under the influence

of a probabnh ‘ty shat veu will roap an abundant ke vefly
becaufe God has faid, that fummer and  winter feed-
time and Barveft el not ceafe ; ; and you conclude
that there is 2 prebabilry vou w.ll be amply. repand for
your kabour, but you havs no exprefs promife that you
thall gather mcre than your feed, may, you have no
exprefs promite that you ihail even gather {fo much..
Aga.n, ycu are moved by a probability to keep- the,
firft day or the week hicly ; but you have ne exprefs.
commznd of God todo ic, yet cu that day we find
you in your pulpit inftruting the pecgle, warnmg them.
af the danger they incur, and the fin they commlt by
fpending it 1o Kilenels, &e. all this you do upun. the.
fixength of probabilities alone.

Again, you take great pains with the female part
of your hearers, that they may be duly prepared for

~ a
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a fulemn approach to God'in an ordinance of his fun’s
appontment, that they may eat and drink at his tahie
in an acceptable manner and hold communion with
God and with ore arcther. To thefe duties fir; vou
are moved by probability ; for you camnot put your
finzer on the command in al} the’ bible, enjoining it on
women t¢ .ccmmunicate in the facrament of the {upper.
Ouce more and [ thail have done with this part of the
{fubject : upon your own principies, vou think none but
believers ouzht to be admitied to the facr':mevts of
baptiim and the Lerd’s fupper ; but you cannot fearch
their hearts; aad t‘xeremrc in admitting perfons tc the
one aed the othet of thele ordinances you a& according
to probabihity. Ihope, fir; I have now thrown fome

- lizht upon this fub;e"! axi that, therefore; you wilk

conclude with me in future that probabilities are nor
fuch contemptiible things as you have ‘hitherto acenf-
tomed vourfelf to believe thev were. If then you'
cannot - find in fo many words in holy feripture, this-
command let the children of profefimg behevers be bap-
tized, without fuil, yet mrely the ﬁrono probabilities-
there are that the apoftles and primitive fathers did-
baptize them, thould have equal force in meving us to
the adminifiration of that facrament to the infant off-
fpring of covenanted parents, as the probabilitics - of-
reaping where we have fown, and that the firft day of"
the week ought to be kept holy, thould have m mov-
ing us to the cultivation of our fields and to the fanc-
tification of that day.
'The beginotng ot your third letter thews a front of
uripardonable beldnefs : < It is allowed, you fay, by all
parties, that hmmerfion in water is a valid mode of
baptifm, and the couteit is. cnly whether fprinkling be
alio




how many of my brethren have made the conceffion of
whick you fpeak : but, firy kiow this, that if m conver- -
fation with you or any other, I have uawanly faud, -
that baptifm by immerfion to the water is a valid
mode of baptifm, I do Bot remember it, and if it has
c&apedﬁmnme,ldomﬂannlym&it; I doit
upon the beft grounds, becaufe lcan find nothing in fcnip-
ture declaring it to have been the cafe, and becauie §
find froog reafons imducing me to believe that it was
not praftifed by the apoltles and primitive fathers.
Marvel not, fir, you yourfelf will probably _fee good
cautfe to Believe as- 1 do before 1 have doune, with this
invefligation. Lei e proceed foberly and examine the
gmmdsonwhichyqnbu"u;‘yourbapﬁﬁn by immerfs- -
on. In Mat. iii, we have an accotnt of Johm the bap- -
tift preaching in the wildernefs of Judea. Then went
out to him Jerufalem, and all Judea- and ail viie region
round about Jordan, and were baptized of him in .
Jordan confeffing thewr fins: The original word Ea, .
here tranflated /n ought to bave been rendered, atand
then we fhould be taught by the account here given,
that thefe immenfe multitudes which colle@ed arvund
John were baptized by him a or near the nver of Jor-
dan.-. We hav. many examples of -the prepofition en
being thus rendered in holy wnt. John, iv, 45,
Then, when hé was come mto Galilee the Galileans
received him, having feen all the things which he did
at Jerufalem at the feaft. Both the ats bere ufed m
the original are en.  See alfo John vii, 11, Then the
Jews fought him en,.at the feaft. John xii, 20," And
there were certain Greeks among them that came up
to worthip en, at the fealt. I .wih you, fir, to exa
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mine thefe remarks with the eye of a critic, and Tam
not at all afra’d but that you will fay I have Jone jui-

Atice. You alfo ground your preference of baptiim by

smarfion on the fixteeath verfe of thiz fame chapter,
« And Jefus when he was baptized went up ﬂranht
way out of the water, but the prepofition 2o, heoe
ufed does not figaits out of, but from; fo it {hould be
rcnderzd, jeh.a went up rawht way from the water.
No doulit remains it my md then, but that Chrit
was bantized by John with fome water taken either
from Jordan, or trom fome fountain or fiream near to
that river. Mark's account of the baptifim of Iefus is
neariy in Maitthew's words i, o, 10, And it came to pafs
in thofe days that Jefus came from Nazareth cf Ga‘l-
lee and was bapiized of joan in Jordaa. And draight-
way conng up owf of the water. The prep:)ﬁuon
here ufedis in Greek auth'*rs often tranilated a/ or 7o as
Tohni, 11, 1t Cor. xiv, 36, And the prepofuicn apo,
here rendcred out of ﬁlould be tranilated frem, fo it
reacs, he came up ftraight way from the water.  You
wiil not ‘J"\h&l‘ any affiftance from the account giver
Ads v, 38, of Ph!slp s baptizing the Evnuch, and
they went down both into the water. Remember both
Prilip and the Eunuch were m the chanol, it was ne-
ceftary that they thould ahivhe from the chariot 1z order
that the hbrament mivht be adminiftered accordipg to
cuftom, therefore, thev both went down trom the
chaniot m, to or unto the water. Indecd, fir, the zc-
co.nt of the oreat multitudes which gathered around
Joha to be ‘o'u)uzea of him feems to Ihut out the idea
of hisbems able in aay reafonable time to hav\ hap-
tized them all i by immerfion: Jerufalem and all Judea
and ail the region ronnd about Jordan! ‘The ivhabi-

tants
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tants of thefe ploces were vervy numerous, and for any
thine I can tee 1o the contrary, it would have required
ma~y days, if not weeks to have immerged them all in-
to the water. It would have requived fo many changs
of raiment ii decercy was preferved among them
that T think it highly abfurd to conclude that all thofe
multitndss were baptized by immerfion. Jubr muft
have ftood for davs together in water twe teet deep,
which to fay nothing elfe looks vary imprebabie,

It alfo appears very improballe, that the Ethio-
piaa Eunuch, 2 man cloathed with the authanty of an
ambailador thould bave alizhted from his chana, lad
afide his pleripotentiary robes and have cloathed hm-
felf i baptifmal garments, aed {uifered himielf to be
plunged into the pond, or ftream of water to which
he and his inflraftor came, as they journeyed. In °
A&s 1, we have az arconnt that three thonfand were
converted cader Peter’s fermon, and thefe three thou-
fand were baptized the fame day. Surely, not by
IErctiion miio the water ; for it would have required
the labour of four, perhaps, of twelve times the num-
ber of apcttics prefent to have finithed their iritiaiion
mto the church of Chrift, by mmerfion, in one day.
The cornclufion then is that thsy were fprinkled with
water.,  We have an account in the fixteenth chapter -
of the AQs of the apoltles, that Paul and Silas were
arreficd by the enemies of religion ; and caft into pri-
{on, that the doors of the prifon were unbclied by an
earthquake ; that the jailor into whofe care they had
been committed in his fright wruld have been guilty-of-
fucide ; but that Faul interpoed, crying out < do thy
{}f no harm, we are all here.” ‘The jailor was fud-
denly convinced and converted, aid the fame night he

acd
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and all his were haptized. Novw, fir, I ik you, :s it hkely
that a river of water ran thrazh the nulor’s houfe,
in which he and his whol: family were llB‘ﬁf!"’t'd ? Or,
is it prodaile, that the apaftles, beaten sad mangla!
as they were, went with the juilor and all his famviy
hunting for a water deep encnch 20 cover their bodies,
when thev were baptized ? 1 cor. cmde no man will at-
teng t to fupport the aflirmativ. Sde of cither of thefe
quethons,

Bexten, fir, from one feapejed ftrong held to arotker,
me tainks | hear you anwicully inquire, « what muit
Ido ** To what kit reﬁrsge can 1 row betake my-
felf, that, likea vallaut warrior, I may maintain my
qroimd and preferve myv favotrite mode of baptifm
by immerficn, from the midy faviiz of my unw earic
ed implacable foe ¢

In this diiemma you make a° hft retveat 1o Rom. vi,

4 Therdfore, we arc tuirted with tam by bapuiminto
dtath ; and to Col. i, i2, a paralld ﬁ'.:::t, burted
vizh him in baptifin. Aad as one, \“:0 ism what he
thinks, his hft cit: del, withes to fireathen aud prepars
himfelf for a defperate attuck, you with glduefs or
heart hy bold oir John id, 23, And Joha alic was
baptizing in Enon, t.-caufe there was much water there;
and they came and we : baptized ; pleafed with your
prefent pofition and with the auxilizries colefted
from the oracles of God you reach forth your hand
aad bring within your rcmparts the original Greek
word Baptize. With a!l thefe weapons of the defen-
five kind, you expe& to defend yourfelf againft fecret
ﬁmta'rem as well as public aﬂ'al.!t. Now you fay,
* come on lam girded with panoply divine. My feet
ftand on folid rock.” Lt ine put you in rcme;;l;mce,

t
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that through all the works of rature, what promifes
imoft performs the leaft. Let us ot be bravos, proud
bouhm, but let us put on humblenefs of mind.

Be calm acd comrofed, while I examine the lenfe
and mecaning of what you have laid hold on as pait
of the foundation on which you reft the propriety of
bapmm by immerficn. We are, fays Paul, buried with
him by bajulm, ito death. N . | h the rlan
r:e..x-::‘.“ cf the exprefion is tius: Wearcin g wofeffion
quite cat o from 2il commerce and communion with
tin. We are buried in profeiion and obhgauon. It
was our covenant and engagement in baptiim. Now
this baing buned with Chrift in baptiim mto death can
no more *‘lade to immerfion into water, than what is
“calied the-crucifixion of the believer can allude to the
cruciixion ‘of Chrit. It 1s plin that 1t is not the
bga but the thing figrified in_baptiim, u*.n the apoftle
h\x‘. calls being burted with Chnilt, an the exprediion
of being buried refers to Chriit’s burial.  As he was
buried that he might rife again, ie we protefs by bap-
tifin to be cut off from a life of fin, that we may rife to

new life of faith and love. There is no more refem-

blame between eur bap*dm and the burial of Chrift,
than there is between his crucifixion and the Lord’s fup-
per, the former of which is intended to be commemo-
rated by the latter. The paffage frem Coloffans is pa-
raliel to tha:, 2ircady explaimed fo that I need

not repeat here what has juit been fet down.  John m,
23, comes nextin order to be confidered. John the
baptilt, was baptizing at Enon near Salim, becaute
there was much water there,

Be fe kind, fir, as to examine the original and you
will find the words to be wdata pella \vluch really figni-
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fy many fmall fprings or little rivulets of water. The
reafons why John chofe to repzir thither to adminife
ter the facrament of baptifm were, hecaule fuch great
multitudes flocked to him for baptifm, whom it
would have beer inconvenient to baptize in hou-
fes, and becaufe Enon was a delightful vale where
he often preached, and becaule by the fprings which
iffued from a fmall eminence the people might be
fupplied with water in that warm climate. So, fir,
our churches are always built contiguous to a {pring
or {prings that we may have waier at hand for bap-
tizing and alfo for quenching our thirft.

- My dear, fir, the foundations of the ftrong tower
in which you trufted are almoft entireiy undermined
and removed. Your building had a fandy foundaticn.
One who cannot lie has faid fuch fhail inevitably fall.
‘You have nothing now on which you car ground the
propriety of baptifm, by immecifion but the original
word Baprizo which you and fome others think figni-
fies to dip or plunge into water. Here again, fir,
you will find your miftake. The original word Sap-

~ 20-daes fignify to immerge into water, but bapiizo,
which is what grammarians call a diminutive verb is

. # derived from bapto and fignifies to fprinkle witha

* fmall quantity of water. Now daptizo is the word
which 1s as far as 1 know, nniverfally uied where per-

. fons in the New Teftament are repreiented as being
baptized.

1 am, »

Reverend Sir, % o

Your bumbie fervant. o

| - ~ STEPKEN B. BALCH.

L . E
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LETTER IX.

Rererenn Sir,

-

!_IORACE, a peet of great celebrity, tells s,
w

‘‘ no man becomes all at once very wicked.”

y which he means that from comparatively fmall
beginnings in fin, the wiw is prepared and the door
is opcned for the commifior of numercws and vari-
cus iniquities, until, at length the meafure of
the finner’s *ranfgreflions is filled to the very briwz.
I bhelieve the fame may be faid of, and applied o0
thoie perions who have juft begun to deviate trom
pure principles and deétrines of the religious kind.
In the firft inftance of degeneracy their errors are
coniparitively fmall and innocent ; but having denied
one principle, dc&trine, or eordinance cof vur boly
religion, that denial prepares the way and opens the
doot for the denial of more, until at lcngih, they
feem by fophiltry, to undermine and explain away
what others confider as the very pillars on which the
whole of chriftianity dces, a&ually, reft. Indeed,
fir, it would greatly rejoice my heart, cculd I con-
clude, on jult grounds, that thefe remarks were not

fuited to you ; but I fear your late condudt fully juf- -

tifies the perfonal application of them. Firft you. de-
nied the right of infants defcended from profefling
parents, to the facrament of baptifm. ‘Then vou re-
jetted the force of probabiiities in eftablifhing ruti,
and thirdly, in your fourth letter to your pious friend,
vou deny that the covenant of grace was, under the
law, accompanied with auny feals, and you deny that
now under the gofpel it haih any feals. Lor in page
432
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42 of yout {eventh letter you write thus, < The Welt.
minfter confeifion of faith and catechifms with pedo-
baptift defences of their pra&tice, almolt univerfally
ftyle baptifm a feal of the coverant of ,race, and
as a foundation of this notion, circumcifion is a-ld
to be a feal of the fame covenant.” You deny the
whole of this as unlcriptural ; nay more, you call it
a mere fabrication on a fingle folitary text in
Rom: iv, 11, Aad he received the fign of circam-
cifion, a feal of the righteoufnefs of the faith which
he had, -yet being uncircumcifed.

Now, fir, in order to thew you and all who may
read thefe letters, that the explanation you have
given of the above cited paflage is erruneous. I pro-
pole to examiae the meaning of the context as well
as the textiticif, and o fay it before you ia as fime
ple and as plain a manner as I am able. This done
1 encourage e hope that you wiil fee your error and
corre& it.  For if you will abide by fcripture and
Ly gaod and neceflary confequences flowing from
fcripture, you fhail fee, though you have utterly
denizd, that the covenant of grace bad formerly,
under the law, or now hath under the gofpel, any
feals belongiag to it, that circumcifion was under
s ;aw the iign or feal of it, aad that baptifm is now
under the gofpel the fignor feal of the fainz covenant,
And, if fir, you feek after truth withan b:mBi heart,
| conclude, in a review of whatfhail oe laid before
vou, your miitake will be difcovered, and y4u will
be ready to acknowledge your criminality in ate
tempting to wring a ksaning out of Rom.iv, t1i,
which it never did contain,.

m.
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In the clofe of the third chapter cf Paul’s epiftle
to the Romans, the apoitle drew this conclufion from
underiable premifes, that a manis juitified bg‘faith
without the deeds of the iaw. In the fourth chapter
he undertakss to confirma the truth of that conclufion,
by bringing the Patriarch Abraham as an example,
who did not find jullification and zcceptance with
God, by virtue of his circumcifion in the flefh, nor
" by any other works of obedience performed by him
to the law of God: but on the contrary he found
them by virtue of his faith ‘which was imputed and
counted to him for righteoufrels. Now from this
inftance of Abraham's jultification by faith, the
apoftle infers the juftification of all believers with
fiim by the opcranon of t e fame faith. For none
can reafonably believe, but that the childten are
juftified by the fare means and after the fame man-
ner that their father Abraham was juftified, but he
was juftified by faith, therefore, that all believers,
who are his [piritual feed, are alfo juftified by faith,
is"a neceflary and fair conclufion.

Thefe remarks comprehend the main defign and
fcope of the fourth chapter of Paul’s letter to the
Romans. Let us now attend to the force of his rea-
foning. ;

- -Verfes 1 and 2 run thues, What (hall we fay then
that Abrzham our father as pertaining to the fleth
haih found ? For if Abraham were jultified by works
he hiath whereof to glory ; butnot before Gad. As
if the apoitle had faid, thail any one afirm that
Abraham our father obtained righteoufnets, by, or
according to the flefh ; that is by being circumcifed
in the deth,or by any woiks of righteoulnefs K;ﬁch he
d
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ad ‘done ¥ Surely, no : For i€ Abraham was juftified
By citcumdifion, or by any other works of his own he
hath whereof to glory; that is he hath ground of
boafting in thefe works by which he was juftified : but
it:is manifeft that he hath aot whereof he may, boaft in
the prefenice of him'who is of fpotlefs&nﬁt'yand can
neither  behold: fin nor finners but with marks of ab--
horrence and deteftation. Therefore he was not jufti-
fied by circumcifion nor yet by any other - works of his

own.

The apoftle proceeds verfes 3; 4, and 5, to fay,
For-what faith the fcripture, Abraham believed God.
and it was counted unto him for nghteoufnefs. Now
to-him that worketh is the reward- not reckoned of
grace, bute;lalf debtiim Bltlltﬁ to humr _tll'a.:szork&th:.not 3
but believeth on him that juftifieth \ 5 - DS
faith is counted- for* rightecufnels.. As n‘;ntghoflyapoﬁh
Jad faid the fcripture gives this account.of- Abraham’s-
juftification. - It was by faith alore. He delieved God-
and it was counted to him for righteoufnefs. In the 4th-
and 5th verfes we have the Apoltle’s argument to prove
that-Abraham was juftified by faith and not by works.
Suppo'e fays he, that he had been juftified by works,
then the reward would have been a debt due ta him for
his works, and cenfequently it could not have been at:
oll, of grace. Abraham’s reward was: God. him.
felf, 1.am thy fhield and thy exceeding great reward:
Jaith God 1+ him; Gen..xv, 1. Now if Abraham had
“mevited  this by the perfettion of -his holinefs and obe-
dience it would net have been an'a& of grace in God,
but Abraham might have demanded it with  as mnch
confidence as any labourer in the vineyard demands his

wages. But this cannot be, it is. impoflible for inno.

| ‘ cent
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cent man, much more for guilty man to make God a
debtor to him, Rom. xi, 35, Or who hath firft given
to him and it fhall be recompenfed to him again ? God
wills that grace fhall have all the glory in the juitifica-
tion of every believer. Therefore to him that work-
eth not ; that is, to him that car pretend to no fuch
merit, nor ihew any worth or value in his work
wkich may anfwer fuch a reward, but difelaiming any
fuch pretenfion, caits himfelf whoily opoe the grace of
God m Chriit, in the exerafe of a lively, a&ivs, obe-

dient faith ; to fuch an one taith is counted for nighte-.
cufnefls : that is, it is accepted of God as the qualifica-
tion required m: alt thofe who are pardoned and-faved..

The 6, 7, and 8 verfes fall next under our confidera-
tion, Even as David alfo deferibeth the blefladnsfs of
that man to- wham God imputeth righteoufnefs without-
- works, faying blefled are they whiofe iniquities: are for-
given and whofe fins are covered.  Bleffed is the man.
to whom the Eord will not-impute fin: In thefe verfes
the apoftie febjoins the teftimony of Dawid- to:tlie ex-
ample of Abralam. He defcribes the nnwafting hap-
pinefs of that manto whom- God: imputeth. rigiiteont-
nefs, that is, the righteonfnefs of'the mediator without

any works-of the rran’s own; brought before Godto -

‘be juftified by, either in whole or m part.. Sin in this
view, with re{pet to the offence is remitted; wiih re-

fpedt io its flth it is covered out of fight;: with relpe&

to the punithment due on-account of fin, it is not im-

putec.. Verfes g and 10; Comethi-this bleffednefs then

upon the circamcifion omly, or upen-the uncircumcifion

alfo? The apcftle here moves the queition whether the

circumciied fews had an exclufive right to pardon and

jufification by faith or wheiier the Gentiles had not
alio

Y
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alfo aright to the fame bleflings, Lhouqb they were
uncircumcifed. He adjults and fettles the matter very
rationally.  Since F.uth fays he, was imputed to Abra-
ham for righteoufns(s :nany years betore he was circuin.
cifed ; therefore the uncircumsifed Gentiles as well as
the drcomeifed Jews fhail by feith be inade partakers
-of the iame bleflednels to whlch Abrahain was enuded
by his tiith before he was circumicifed.

We are now brought to the eleventh verfe, And le
received the fign of circumctiion, a feal of the righte-
oufnels of the faith which he had yet being uncircum-
.cifed. 'Whai the holy fpirit of God who diftated
thefe words to St. Paul, d»dand docs mean by them:I
- {hail now endeavour to “fearch after, find out and fet
tefore your eyes, as well as before the eyes of all who
fhall read thefe letters. I know:if I am guilty of add-
ing to, or of taking from the word: of God-he will
judge me W}d*f..vemyand condemn: me with juftice.
Iihall therefore a&t with rigorous cautioa. Whab I
koow ot O- lLord do. thou teach me.. Lxghten my
darknefs, O thou.inaccefible light, - Let all difficul-
_ties beremoved and let us fee and even- feel the ap-

- propriate meaning of tbxs paflage of thy unaiterable
word.

He reccived the fign of circumeifion. The pro-
noun fle defignates Abra.bam, the father of the faith-
ful, who is here faid to-have received the fign. of cir-
cumcifion, or as the learned Pifcator hath: 1t he re-
ceived circumcifion. In the next words we. are. told
what this circumcifion was. It was a feal of the righte-
ounfnefs of the faith which Abrahamhad before he was
crcumcifed. God: had promifed him a fon. from
whom Mcfizs was to fprmg Abraham believed this

promile :
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promife : that is, he firmly believed that it would be
fulfiled, and God couated or reckoned that faith or
that belief which e exercifed in that promife for righ-
teonfnefs, Genefis xv, 6. Fifteen years afierwards it
plea’ed Godtorenew this covenant with Abraham 2

 full account of which we have in the feventecnth chap- - |

ter of Qeacfis. Something was added, that was ar--
cumci{on.  This is my covenant. which ye fhall keep-
Petween 'me and you, 327 thy feed after thee ; eve
manchild among you fhait be cxrcumafed The fmg
then ‘which Abrahamem'cnfed in the prormfe which -
God made to him fiftcen years before tiic renewal of
the covenant:-which had the addition of circumcifion is
that faithof which Paul fpeaks in- this -difputed paf--
Gge.. Itisthe faith which he had while he was un--
circamcifed. - -This cendluficn, -fir, you deny -in page:
50 of your letters. Bt you havenothmv by which:
yod - can- fuppert ‘your- denial of it, but ‘becaufe the
words be bad are not-in the original,  but are fupplied:
by the tranflators.. The general fcope and " defign of
the apoftie in-the context: contradi@s what you affert.
Faul labours- to prove that Abraham was jultified by
faith before. he was circemcifed and we are fure he re.
fers to that faith which he exercifed in God’s covenant
promife made-to him that ‘he fhouldhave a  fon from.
whom as concerning the flefh Chrift thould foring.
Now, fir, lnafmfmerletterlhaveprovul that the
covenant which God made with Abraham wasa cove.
mant of grace and the fame for fubftance with that
which now fubfifts uder the gofpel difpenfation. And
1 have allo proved that circamcifion - was a feal of that.
covenant. Repetmmareneedleﬁ ‘nay they are ge.

nerally
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nerally fuperﬂt.oua but here 1 will add, a few thmgs
by way of iluttration.

Whatever the fign of circumcifion was, “and
whatever that meant, that very fame thing 1s meant
and intended by the {eal. For the original word Semei-
on, here tranilited fign and the. ongmal word Spbra-
" gid2 here rendered feal, are in grammatical con-

ucion put in the fame cafe accor ding to the rule,
¢ Words that fignify the fame thing are and ought to
be put in the fame cale.” Well now, fince this cove-

. nant which God ente-od into with Abraham was the

covenant of grace and fince circumcifion is incorporated
with the very coverant ; nay fince it is exprefsly faid
to be the fign of it, and then to diverfify and explain
the r'vnlege, fince it is called the feal of the covenant,
he mut be blinduefs itfelf, nay he muit be ignorance
in the abftra® who wili boldiy pronounce. that circums
cifion was not a {eal of the covenant of grace under the
oid difpenfation of that covenant. .And fince it has
been proved that baptifm s the legmmate fucceflor of
cmumcnﬁon it does follow by good and neceflary con-
fequence, that baptiim is the fign or feal of the fame
covenant under the gofpel dxfpenfatxon -

You afk what is iigned and fealed ? I anfwer a lign
or feal always fnppofea a preceding contract or bargain,
and it is the cafe in the matter before us. Ged pro-
mifes in the covenant of griace to be a God to his peo-
ple, and they promiie to be his fervants, the bar-
gain concluded is ratified by a fign and feal {o in the
covenant of grace under the law, when entered into
by the Almighty on the¢ one hand and by Abraham the
reprefentative of the faithful on the other, it carried a
fira or feal to mtiruct him and to confirm his faith in

the
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the fulfilment of the promifes it contained. Even fo

baptifm, the fign or feal of the covenant of grace un-

der the gofpel, feals to all the faithful the fulfilment of

all the promifes of God made to his people, and they

on their part bind themfelves and their infant offspring
te be his-fervants and people, nay more by having the
feal of God’s covenant applied to them they, bind them-
felves as by a military oath to be his to all intents and
purpofes. If you atk how infants can do this, I anfwer
by alking you how the infants of the Iraelites were
marle parties in the covenant ? I afk again how infants
can be bound in civil tranfa@ions by their parents?
Now, fir, ip aferious review of what has been faid
~ above, you will not deny but freely acknowledge that
youar explanation of Rom. iv, 11, was erronecus. You
do know that the covenant of grace had circumcifion
‘for a feal under the eld difpenfation and now hath
baptifm for a feal. ‘

~ You tell us page 46, that God’s word is true and

that his promifes will be fulfilled whether he binds him.

felf to the fuifilment of them by feals, or not. I know
it my dear, fir, he is not a man that he fhould lie.
But he fometimes does more for the comfort, confolas
tion and confirmation.of bis people than fimply to pro-

‘mife a.thing ; hence tie oath of God is- mentioned ;.

s }Hive faith the Lord. That by two immutable things
viz. the oath and the promife of God, we might have
ftrong confolaticn. Iven fo Abraham would not have
doubted, had-God only told him that be. weuld be a

God to him and his feed; but when to this he added the -

feal by which he bound himfel! ta the accomplifament
of it, it was no wonder that lie was ftrong in faith

giving glory to God. You feem to laugh at Mr..

Cowles.

) g .
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Cowles a pedo-baptift ,of New-England who fays, 23 -

circumcifion was a token in the fleth ; {o baptifm is a
token on the flef.. Let me afk, fir, i not baptifm as
durable a fign or feal of the covenant of grace as the

rainbow is of that covenant whick God entered .

into with 17oah, that he would never again deftroy the
world by the waters of a flood ? Surely it is. The for-
mek is frequently adminiftered ‘and thcn we in an ef
pecial manner remember God’s covenant of grace : the
latter appears fometimes and then our faith is confirm-
ed in the truth of God’s promife that a univerfal de-
luge fhall not be repeated. i

You tell your pious friend, page 55  But pow if
you infit upon 1t with Mr. Cowles that circumcifion
was the door of the Jewith and baptifm is the door of
the chniftian church, you muft prove that the dears are
exattly of the fame width, or elfe fay yon, you are not
arrived at your neceflary confequences.” The doors, fir,
1 contend are of the fame width : profefling believers
and their offspring together with the lervants which
they bad purchafed were to be. ¢ircumcifed. Now pro-
fefling believers and their offspring and fervants are to
be baptized according to our ftandard. But infants of
fuch as are members of the vifible church are to:be bap.
tized, fays our Catechifm. You feem to think that bap-
tifm cannot fill the room of circumcifion becaufe females
were not circumcifed. Stop, fir, and. confider the
import of the following paffages of God’s word, and
then fay as you have faid, if you dare. Read Judges
xiv, 3, Then his father and his mother faid unto him,
is there never a woman among: the daughters of thy
brethren, or among all my people, that tho:aﬁoeﬁ to

. (e
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take a wife of the wmarcumcifed Philiftines ?  Genefis
XXXIV, 14, Avnd they taid unto them we cannet do this
thing to give our.iicr unto one that is uncircumcifed
for that were a reproach unto us.  See alfo to this
purpofe Exodus xii, 3, 4, Speak yeuntoall the con-
gregation of Ifreel, faying, in the tenth day of the
morth they fhall take upto them every man a Lamb,
azcerding to the heuie of their fathers a lamb for an
houfe. Andif the houfehold be too little let him and
his neighbour next unto his houfe take 1t according to
the number of the fouls, every mar according to his
exting {hall make your count for the lamb.

 Thefe paffages, fir, clearly defignate that females
were confidered as c:rcuma{ed in - the males, confe-
quently when they are baptized the door of circum.
cifon and the door of hapmm appear-to have the fae
width. As to the Jewith rite being performed on ihe
eighth day and no attention paid to the performance of
baptifm oxn that day, I count it fo triling as fcarcely to
defervs notice. let me, however alk veu if you do not
-think that the Lord’s fupper fuccceds the Jewifh pafl.
over, youanfwer yes. Did rot Chriftcelel:rate that “:uf-
over and the fupper by night ? And doycu t izk it effer-
tial that its fuccelfor thould be attended (0 i the night?

You thmk no fuch thing.
I am, Reverend Sir,
Your obedient fervant,

STEPHEN BLOOMER BALCH.
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LETTER ¥

Reverexp Sir,

N looking over your three laft letters, I can obferve
very little in them, which as far as they oppofe
infant baptifm, has not been entirely overthrown by
what you will read in the firft and fecond parts of this
pamphlet. However, that I may efle®ually deftroy
all your gauzey fophiltry, and impofe upon you, in fu-
ture, eternal ncnpius and ficnce, 1 will make a few re-
marks vpon fome paffages of thefe laft communications
of yours; that even the fuppofed force of them may
be tully annihilated, for ever. Let not anger burn in
your hert againft me. Solomon tells us, anger refts
in the bofom of fools. Page g7 of your letters informs
me,  thatbeing in the covenant of grace and having
from God the promife of eternal life, does not entitle
.the covenaniee or promifee to any externat ordinance
whatever, even tiicugh that ordinance was a feal of
the covenant of grace according to your notion of feals?”®
'The affirmative of this propofition you declare can nei-
ther be eftablifhed by fcripture, nor by goed and ne-
ceflary confequences flowing from fcripture. Won-
derful indeed ! Another proof that a man does not, all
at once, become very corrupt in religious matters.
But the ftream of corruption in your heart is gathering
ftrength : from fmall beginnings, it fwells in its pro-
grefs, and foon I fear, you will be overwhelmed and
{mothered by its greatnefs, 1 have firmly believed, fir,
for more than thirty years, that every blefling which
is calculated to make believers happy i1s included in the
covenant of grace. Canyou blame me? My bible
K, taught
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taus;'lt me to think fo. Ever the afflithions of the be.
tiever fhall, in the event, work out for him afar mcre
excecding and eternal weight ot glorv.  The covenant
of grace, fir, is a full coverant, and cortains every
blethng both temyoral and f: iritual that i I8, N any mea-
fure, calcu]ated to make the belicver more like Ged,
who formed him. Hence fays infpiration, Le that irarcd |
not his own fon, but deiivered him vp for us all kow
fhail he not with him alio freely give us &/ things ?
You bring Enoch, Seth and other Antediluvians as
examgles t0 confirm the truth of what you have aflert-
ed. Thefe, I grant you, were fious men and fantbfu!
fervants of the moit hich Ged.  They hore 2 flrons
teftimeny againtt the wickedrefs of the ungodly, unre-
venting multitudes, wko were their cotemporaries. And
reafoning from the gooduefs of God, we do not con-
cluce rafhiy, when we fay, that there is fvil zround :o
beiieve that by fome firm or feal not co'nmumcated to us,
the Almighry did \mndcrm!lv ftrengthen their fah v
the promafes made te them.  Nay, we might run back
with this remank and conclude that the pr'n‘eval r..xr
had a fign er feal of the external kind exhibited and
appiied 10 them a*tor their {tameful lanfe from Ged,
aid after he thewed hem towels of comp'ih on ir. de.
livesing to them that #rit, moft cracieus promife, re.
corded in the book of (,erd' Ard I will rut enmity
hetween thee and the won:a avd betweer ! -} feed and
her feed, it thall bruiie thy head and thou fhalt bruife
his heel.  We are 'n‘c‘, that the lord rade tham
coats of fhinz with which they. might cover their naked-
nefs.  ‘The frream of commentarers which 1 nrave had
o"rommm' ot confulnng determine, that thole fkirs

i.2d been taken from beal’s which had been fiain by
e
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them for the purpofe of facrificing; if fo, they muft
have had clear aad juft conceptions of the Al-
mighty’s intenticn in this tranfation. In thefe
types they muflt have feen Chriit the antitype, the feed
of the woman, who was to bring untold deftruction
upon the kingdom of theferpent. A flilh of light-
ning from heaven for any tiung we know to the con-
trary, might have fet thele {acrifices on fire,and have
given them a faith {o ftrong that the redeemer might
have appeared in vificn betsre them, as a fuffering in-
carnate God. 1have meniioned no impoffitilities,
I have mentioned ro improbabilities : when Stephen,
the firft chriitian martyr was under the hauds of his
executioners and travailed in the pangs and ipzims
of a moft excruciating death, he looked up itediaflly
into heaven and faw the glory of God and jJeius
ftanding on the right hand of God; nay, the account
given juitifies us in faviag, that the gates of the
heaventy paradife were thrown wide open and the
good man had a feal and earnelt of that inheritance
upon the enjoymeant and poicthon of which he was
prefently to enter. Shall we not fay, then in pertcd
confiftency with good reafon, and with the goodnefs
and tender compathons of God, as well as 1n full
coniiltency with what he hath irequentiy manitefted
and done to his chofen that both Scth and Enoch
and the other pious antedeluvians had fome external
feals ot the truth of the covenant and promiies of
God applied tothem? Lhe feripture afferts that Enoch
walked with God ; that 1s, he held clofe commuzion
with his maker, and nis whole life was one unbroken
chain of itrict intimacy with and piety towards the
fovereign of heaven. The wruth &, the holiaefs of
Enoch

K3
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Enoch aline and his tranflation to heaven, feem
to call, in unutterably ftrong language, upon reafon
itfelf to proclaim to the world that God did often by
his vifible prefence confirm his faith in all the things

that concerned an unfeen, happy world.  Seth allo,
was remarkably pious. In his days the waves of
wickednefs rofe high; men were hardened againft
the fear of God. And literally fpeaking hell iteif
broke from below and overfiowed the world, as ex-
tenfively as the inhabitants of the earth were fpread
upon it. Did Seth hold faft his integrity in this
wu‘e‘y extended and wide wafting guilt ?  Yes, then
it was that he began to cail on the name of the Lord.

He was not only a true worfhipper of God himfelf

but he intreated, be befought, he even begged and
urged thefe fons of indefcribable wickednels and un-
exampled viilainy to unite with him in alts of fo-
lemn, decent worthip to the God of all their mercies.
Can reafon hear of the bold, the pious, the fingular,
and the mizhty aéts of Seth and ftill fay, thar he was
only fupported in the execution of thefe things by
a dark promife which he could [carcely underﬁand ?
No, reafon’s declaration upoa the fubjett 1is, that
God in fome viiible fhape, had often converfed with
him and bad unfolded to him his eternal plan for
the falvation of believers; that he had given him
fome fign or leal which confirmed him in tke belizf
of the truth and fulfilinent of every promile he had
raade in behalf of falien finful men.

Revelation informs us, that Noah, was a juft man,
and perfed in his generation and that he walked with
God. This venerable patriarch was appointed by
the Almighty, and his heart was prepareg. through

vine
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divine grace, not only to be a light, ia his exam.-
ple, to the world covered with darknefs and over-
foread with wickednefs; but alfo, to bear a ﬂronﬁ
verbal teftimony in favour of true religion and again

every fpecies of iniquity : hence heis reprefented as
being a preacher of righteouinels for the {pace of
an hundred and twenty years. Noah and his
family were faved from wide wafting ruin, brought
on human as weil as irrational kind, by a general
deluge. God eitablithed his covenant with-him and
his after their deliverance, that the world fhould no
more be deftroyed by the waters of a floed. The divine
promife, according to you might have been fufficient
for the confirmation of Noah’s faith, in the certain
fulfilment of it : but God thought proper- to order
the matter otherwile. A feal, or token of the {ta-
bility of the promiiz and the invariabie certainty of
its accomplithment mult be added: hence the rain-
bow in the clouds for this exprefs purpofe. To that
bow the venerable Patriarch and all fucceeding ge-
nerations might look, and then conclude, from un-
deniable premifles that they were fafe from univerfal
inundation. In your account, fir, Abraham was
in covenant with God twenty-four years before the
fign or {eal of that covenant was applied to hiin. You
alk ¢ Was Abraham ali that time juftly entitled to
the feal ?”* lanfwer Abraham had the right from the
moment of his becoming a believer; but Godis a -
fovereign and has a righe to diftribute his gifts and
favours to whomfoever, and at whatfoever iime he
pleates, he therefore, faw proper that Abraham
fhould receive the feal of that covenant at the very
time he did receive it, and not before; and neither

you,
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you, nor yet any other of his creatures have a nght
to fay to the .:inighty by way of challenge what doft
thou ? Ok why dicit thon aét thus ? Tms, fir, can he
nothing flrange or ncw. Hath not every gcod man
2 nvht to the pclrcmon and enjoyment of heaven from
the momert of his believing Certainly. But God
dees not thick fit to beftow them, wntii it pkafes him
to do fo. Atternding: however, to your method of
ratiocinaticn, yeu compel as to think and corciude..
that God ads unmit'y 1i he does not mmediately give
pofleffion of whatever, in the courfe of his providence,
..nyof his creatvas m'w claim, as therr nght. Lot
and Melchifedec brousht as examples. to prove that
an interelt in the covenant of grace, dees wot izcure to
the covenantee or promifee anyv external ordwance
“whatloever, were m:nappuy cioten to eftabiifh your
pofition. You think they were not crcumaicd; 1
think they were. You ought to be conirltent, fir;
probabilities with you in fome parts of your letter, go
for nothmg : yet here yeu ciing to them with pecuiiar
endwrment, and becaufe it 1s no where faid, they were
circumcifed you aflert they were not and as they were
good men you crookedly enough draw the conclufion
tha: the covenant of grace in which they were inte-
refted, did not fecure them this external ordinance.
Look, chriftian readers, at the man who a little time
palt, treated probabilitics with fovercizn contempt
and now Prefeus like, he takes them, though they are
of the moft doubtful kmd, for undeniable premifes,
whence certaii conclufions in confirmation of his favo-
rite theme are drawn., Lot was the nephew of Abra-
ham, tramed up under-the inftruction and dire&ion of
his uncle. Now docs it not appear quite reafonable,
to
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to conclude, that when Abraham and his decendants,
and indeed all the Jewith nation, and all the e w-x:s
bought with their mioney, were commanded to have
circumcifion, the feal of the covenant applied 1o them;
that Abizham did take pains t¢ have tius postant
matter communicated to Lot and to every prowivie o

the Jewith relizicn ? Surclv probabiiity 11 on the a%
firrative fide of this quetion ; at jemt the probhabiki-
ty 1s ftronger on the atfirmative thaa on the L aiive
fide.

Men of great and acknowledged ment, in literature,
have found dificulty in difcovering who Melchifedec
was. Some have concluded he was Shem the fon of
Noah : others have fcund in him, Jefus Chnit, as they
fupoofed : atlurd ciais think he was a2 C ~anaanitith
king ; that he was converted by the grace of God
from the heathenith to the Jewith relizion. The laft
opinion appears io me the moft probeble. He was
howevcr, an eminent type of Jeius Chriit ard a re-
markably pious man. Since he was a profeiyte we
may, therefore, cenclude, that in his converficn he
was favoured with 3 double portion of God’s {pirit,
whofe office it is, to lead the ignorant into the knore-
ledge of all neceflary truth.  Conclude we then that
that fervant of God was brought acquainted with the
covenant ~f grace in which he was immediately inter-
efted upon his change from nature to grace. We muft
alio believe that he had a clear view of the covenant
as made with Abraham, and of that feal athxed to i,
by which be, bu, the Fewifb aation, all that were
bought with their money and all profelytes were bound
and as it were, fealed to God, and by which God did
bind and feal the fulfilment of whatever was expreffed

and
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and implied in the tenor of that covenant to them. Mel
chifedec being a prieft of the moft high God, did with-
out all doubt worthip and perfuade others to worfkip
him, in the way and manner prefcnbed by the Almigh-
ty. Now you know, fir, the fewith religion was the only
true reiigion then in the world ; Melchifedec was then
a prieit of the Jewifh religion, and as all of that religi-
on were commanded to be circamcifed, and as the priefts
were ! und to circumcif e others, fo we have full good
reafon to conclude that Melchifedec was rot only cir-
cumcifed himfclf, but that he circamcifed others. Your
bringing forward this pricft of God then as a proof that
- having an mtereft in the covenant of grace does not en-
title one to the external feal of the covenant or any ex-
terna! ordinance whatever has done your finking caufe
ne good; but on the other hand, has done it great inju-
ry. Contradi@ it if you can. Let me in the next
place, take notice of what you affert, page 83, of your
letters. ¢ Once more, it the common arguments ufed
in fupport of infant baptifm be really conclufive, they
will prove with equal force the fcripturality of infant
commusion.””  Are you really ferious, fir? Have you
yet to learn which are the very firft elements of chrif-
tianity ¢ Muft I tell you, becaufe you know it not,
that by baptifm, infants are brought within the pale
of the vifible church ; and that, by the Lord’s fup-
per the faith of chriftians arrived at ‘omething of ma-
ture age s mntended to be {trengthened and confirmed ?
Mutft 1 inform you becaufe you are ignerant of it, that
the one is the facrament of tnitiation into the chriftian
church aud that the other is the facrament of nourith-
ment and confirmation ? In the one the parents and
guardians of children a& in their behalf ; becaufe they
are
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are unable to do it themfelves ; in the other the com-
municants a&t for themfelves. The apoftle tells us
men are to examine themfelves in a way of prepara-
tion for a fuitable approach to God, in the facrament
of the fupper ; but we know infants are incapable of
examining themfelves ; therefore, as they are incapact-
tated to attend to the pre-reguifites of an acceptable
communion ; fo we know well; that they have an
equal incapacity, if not greater to attend in an accep-
table manner upon, and partake worthily, of that
ordinance. Your aflertion then is gone; gone hke
the ¢ bafelefs fabric of a vifion.”” Blame me not, fir,
I am as merciful to you as I can be. You ought to
have believed that hard blows would have been dealt
out upon you when vou wrote your letters. They
fometimes rake by irony, and at other times poar in-
fult upon the members of that church from which you
have departed. We, fir, have feeling, as well as
yourfelf and although we count it our duty to cultivate
peace and good will amoug men ; vet we know how to
contend earneftly for the faith once delivered to the
faints. ” - ~

Page 83 of your letters muft in the next place be
made the fubje® of fome =2nimadverfion. There we
read the following remarks. ¢ The manifeft intention
of the adminiltrator, 11 any of Chrift's inftitutions,
and baptifm, ir pariicular is an e¢fentiol point in the
adminiftration by which the validity of that adminiftra-
tion ouzht to be determined in the chiurches.” ¢ You
deny it,”’ you fay, fpeaking to me or any other of my
ientiments.  “ Well now fay you, behold O man into
what a deep thou art plunging. Your opinion is, that
if the adminiftrator proceeds under regular authority,

' derived
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derived from the church, his manifeft intentioe to a&
with or agamft the coipcl rule ; if he on'} retam the
whole external form is not effential to a valid baptifm.
From hence fay you, 1 concinde, 1t clearly follows,
that when in the dark ages Charlcmagne and the
other murdercrs of the nations, by the mﬂmmentahty
of underltrapping priefts .q‘twcd whole armies of in-
fidels, at the point of the fword, the adminiftrations
by the golpcl chanity of pure churches ought to have
been recerved as perh&lv valid and fanltioned by the
peaceful reiigioa of Jefus.” You proceed,  hence
it alfo follows, that it a miniter of the church turn
infidel, and before depofition undertake to mock Chrift
i his ordmance, by bapuzing his infernal companions
for his own and their entertainment, whenever thefe
perions offer to the church a credible profeilion of their
faith, the fuad baptifm ought to be eﬁeemed Fure and
authentic.” Let me now, fir, fpend fome time in ex-
amiaing the mighty premifes whence you have drawn
thefe ftrony coaclufions. The miriffer who baptues
is to alt under reguiar authority derived from the
church and is to preferve all the external forms of bap-
tifm, but his goad inteation is wanting while he bap-
tizes. You therefore conclude that fuch 2 baptifm is
not valid, and to eflablifn your conclifion bring an
example from the times of Charlema ane who had
hundreds and thoufands of infidels baptized by prietts,
at the point of the fword. Indced, fir, I pity you—lIt
feems thefe pricits derived their authority for haptizing
thefe infidcls, from an abfolute tyrant, and rot from the
church. Charlemagne cared httle more {or the true
church of Chnift than Lucifer himfelf.  Under his au-
thority the baptizers acted, and not under the suthor-
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ty of the charch of Jefus Chrit. Your other example
of a wicked man turning infidel and baptizing his com.
panions as full of unbelief as himfelf, is equally
valnerable as the former. Asfoon as 3 minifter oe-
comes an infidel he loofes that autharity which he de-
rived from the church of which ke wasa member. 1t
is true he may prein! to Fave authority, and he does
hold it in appearance :  but in reality hus unbehef has
deprived him of it. Such baptifm howcver as that
you make mention of would quichly rouft: the muitters
of any regular church to tear rrom him that authorty
which he heki under them m appearance only. Add,

voal! this, that fuch a baptifm as that of which you

~ have fpoken, did net retzir. the whole external form.

Swords and bayonets were never intended to enforce
baptifm on any, by Chriit and lus apoftles, nor ad
the creat head of the church ever ordam, that aay
Monki make ufe of his own ordinance in izort and di-
verfion.  Baptifm as weil as other holy duties are to0
be done decentiv and in order.  You have afferted, fir,
in your propofition that the manifeflt intention of the
adminiftrator in any of Chriit’s initituticns isan etlential
point in the adminiitration by which the vakidity or that
2dminiftration ouzht to b derermined.  Preaching the

~_gofpel is an inftitution of Chriit you will acknowleye.

Go ye thercfere faid the Saviour mnto al! the world and
preach the goipel to every creature, Well hear what
Paul fays about the manifelt intention of preachers,
and thon hold what you do now hold if you think pro-
per, Phil. i, 13, 16, 17, 18. Some indeed preach
Cheiit cven of envy and firi‘e 5 and fome alfo of vond-
will. The one vreach Chriit of contention, not fin-
cerdiy, fuppoiing to udd ailhiction to my bonds: But
the
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the other of love, knowing that I am fet for the de-
fence of the gofpel. Whai then? Notwithftanding,
every way, Whether in preteuse, or in truth, Chnft is
rreached; and I therem mioicc, yea, and will re-
joice.  Now, fir, vou and St. Paul muit Lol the dif-
Fute. You contradi® him and be flatly conradids
veu. You afiort and be denies. \When put im a icade
and weighed 2gainft Paul m corporal fubflance you
vwou'd excel; but in a knowlege of theolary he would
ftard befere vou 2: far as the moft diffast ftar is re-
moved irom tic earth on which you tread. -
The good und manifeit intention of the admiziftrator
canaot be efiental to the valid admmiftration of bap-
tm; becawe then the facamenwl] alion would
not be profitable accerding to the iatention of Ged
the prizcpal agent in it, but acconding to the -
tention uf the. adminiftrator, the inferior agent :
and fo the minifter would be tuppoted to have more
power in this bufinefs than God the author of the ordi-
nance. Moreover, however, much it 1s to be withed,
that the intention of every adminittrator of baptifm
fhould be good, yet it is pliin that the validity of the
adminiitration does not depend upon that intention; be-
caule vo one could then know whether he was baptized,
or, not, unkfs he had a Rewiation of 1t from heaven,
or was able to fearch the heart ot him who baptized him.
The firit of thefe he canrot expedt; for revelations
have ceafed, fince the canen of feripture has beer ac.
comphthed. The fecord he is entircly unable to com-
plete ; for to fearch the heart is the perogative of
God 2lone. 1 the Lord fearch the heart, and I try
the ragns.  According to your pofitien then, fir, you
cannot for your ide, teil whether adter being baptized
twice
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twice you are yet baptizel.  Your firft baptitm, which
I venture to fay was the beft of the two, you have
rezounced as good for nothing ; and ycur iecond,
performed by 2 man with the imtentions of w hefe
keart you are unacquaiatsl, may according to your
rcafom.x}, 7 be ten times worfz than nothmg You are
iz an awiu! dilemma, iir, I withl kanew how to ad-
viie you for your good.  The inten‘ions of your own
hzart are more knowa to you than tholc of dmy
other man ; 1 beliave l'xen, to come as near to a
krowlege of the vatidizy ol your own baptfin as you
can you had better dapiize yourfell. Even in this
cale there would be fom: Jdoubt; but if it was not
weil done you could but blame yourfelt ; becaufe
your wntentivns wers not good.

In page 36 youfeem 1o alame x5 for admiiting to the
communion of our church, perions who may have
becn b"pu.md by mea whafe inzention in the adi-
niltration of that fxcrament was not manifeit. Yeu
defignate particalarly Epifcopalians and Methodifts,
who you fuppote bapiize every human creature, even
contrary to the go'pel, and contrary te what 1 con.
ceive to be n«rht. l have already thown you the weake
nels and taliacy of your afiertion, that the intention
of th: adminiitrator in the aQl of baptizing is to be
conildered an eficntial poiat by the churches in de-
termining the validity of the baptifm. in regard to
Epl.copahﬁ; and Methoditts I never have hai any
{cruples in admiutung them to bapuim, nor yet to the
Lord’s fupper, p rovided they made a vifidle profefiion
of religion a'\d did by their ekample fhew that they
had a rexpe\t for holineks. Why lhould 1? The ar-
ticles of the Epifcopatians are ftrong and found, and
as far as I knmow are in gencral fupported b\ the

word
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word of God. The articles of the Methodift church
are not fo full as the articles of the Prefoyterians or.
Epifcopalians ; but the condutt of wnuititudes of
them feems 16 be according to the golfpel, when,
therefore, judging by the only rule in the ufe of
which we can be fafe, by their fruits ye fhall know
them, [ determine that my Epifcopalian or Methodiit
neighbour is pious, I cannot poflibly have any {-ru-
ple m inviting fuch to hold commuaion with theiz
tellow profeflors in an ordinance inftituted by Jefus
Chnft. It is true | am a Prefbyterian by the exescife
of my judgmeni, but that judgment informs me that
other dencminations of chriftians, are interefted in
the purchafe ot the redeemer as well as mine. The
word of God {teps torward and confirins the recti-
tude of my determination by telling me that the hea-
venly muititude which furrounds the throne is ga-
thered from all nations, kindreds, people and
tongues.

Can 1 be to blame then, when I hold communion
here on earth with thofe, who, though not exaétly
of my opinion, in religion, will certainly have places
afhigned ti:em in heaven at a table that fhall never be
drawn ? O my friend expand your inteilettua! nowers.
Believe, if prejudice and narrownefs will let you, that
the grace of God hath appeared unto all men of
every clals, condition and denomination and that if
they deny unge:llmels and worldly luits and hve fo-
ber! Y nbl.tuui y and godly in this world they will
live in iupreme happinels with God forever.

Your lait letter mforms me, fince I have under-
taken to write againit you what is to be my future
fate. My nameis to be hung up in the gibbets of my

own lophiltry, and I am to be the icare-crow in the
hands
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hands of mothers with which they are {o flili their
fretful fucklings ! This, fir, is worthy of the higheit
redicule and contempt. Which of us do you fup-
pofe ftands the faireit, to be the fcare-crow to infants?
" u who allow them no gofpel privilege whatever,
0i | who contend that they have a right to baptifm
the feal of the covenant of grace; according to
fcripture ? Surely of the two you muft be to them
much the moft frightful object. e

Before 1 conclade this communication, I think
prcper to obferve, that though I have ventured to
think for myfelf through the whole of tlus perfor-
mance ; yet [ have derived great aflittance from many
‘writers on the fubje&t of baptifm, particularly, from
- Witfius, Boftwick, Turretine and Waldelen, fome
of whofe language, and many of whole fentiments 1
have adopted and incorporated with my own ; which
by the byeis another ftrong argument in favour of
the practice for which I contend. For furely if thefs
men, learned in the original languages, {fome of them
profeflors of theology in the beft and moft approved
Univerfities upon earth, held fuch fentiments con-
cerning the fcripturality of intant baptiim, you, i,
. not at all to difparage you, fhould think more, ftudy
longer, and judge with much more caution before
you condemn them as divines whole works are to
perith with themfelves. My next addrefs to you, if
you anfwer this fhall bear the title of, ¢ More work
for the Reverend Adam Freeman.”

I ain, Keverend Sir,
Your Obedient Servant,
ST'EPHEN BLOOMER BALCH.

N. B. The author did expect this pamphlot wald
contain one hundred pages ;  but as the jubject feems to
be exhaified, be wifhes 16 avoid idle wards.
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