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DR R P ' THE- qubstion respecting infarit baptism is one of the most «E_
. % 1 ifportant questions which can bé discuséed in the church of
“ o N Christ. 1y, resolves itvell into the great question "of infant ,
bl & - . . ) ,Chureh-menabership.: 1f Gogrhas nat‘given:10 the infani¥- of
- T e Sy Feliaving purents the right & hurchs membiership, no human y
. - - —— « i-abihorily carrgive them sich right; but it God has given to g
e+ e . he idtan(y of believing parents the right of membership in his -
o e T - _church, no human suthorily is warraiftéd §i taking that right 2l :
P ) - _away. [Indeed, todakeit away would not only be an’act of in- = :
“ - “justice, but an act of the utmost cruelly. It wouldin fact be N
Cadian i L3 , .the turning out of the children of the church’into the world, to =
: N grow up amidst thedangerstof the werld ; and the event, 1 a}l R
2% ? " s .{)rrg}wability,r)vou!d n tmany cases prove destructive of their o
L T Jmmorjal inferests”  Surely-every.parent will weigh the mat- R
- % M 4 tet with great deliberation, before he perpetrates an act of such
~ N grutlty towards his own children, -
. Lm0 4 g TUICwilt perlraps” be saidgthat By reflusing fo baptise infanls, < [
_{ou jngee,d ruﬁ;)se themf a place in‘dt}ie chufdh;" bt that ydn - I |
. ) - \ - ~c> eave_ther in the same familiesy and in osséssioh of the saie R
v L N e R (‘Iﬁhpﬁvilcées which they wou}dphm'e had if.t}?ey had g
. .. - N Jeen l'mp(is??l. at-if God has given these“infanis a“place in g "
. W%W%?'ﬁ::&:ﬁg‘wm TR S ~ his church, the foregoing drfswar,o iy the Teasiof it, contains_
e I ) aVery, insuflicient reason foy turning therout. , Are We o
) stippose”that Gd anhde thenr ¢hureh- mempers for nothing &
- . i ;KI ¢ we (v suppese that"the” Bindifig “of MWe~piredts by *sncras
. , “ ,,.';' . mental vops, in=the presence of the -chireh, 1o bring up their
d = - _children for God, is notHing?™ Are.we 10 suppose thay the
L & .prayers of the church, and tife religious inspection of church-
Lk “envernment are nothing?  And further, if God has swnade the
e ' - ] appoingment of infans church- membership, is there no reason
: s o= _ 7 4o-suppose that-he will bless the observance of it; and frown on
e T The comrary practice? Indeed, avhilst-§ esteem-and love the
P Baptists as” a brunclr of the «great-chistian- ‘body, I am con-
strained to say, that family religion does not prosper amongst
A * them, as-it dues among.sume other denominations, nor does so-
- ol . ia»r'ge'a propotiion of their childrén become vieibly-pious.
N : . Butevery thing.in this controversy depends‘ujpon,(he ques=
y . " lionWhether.God bas.or -has not-given-to’ the children ol bé-
“ o ieving parents’ thé-ight of fmembership: inhis church; amd
= . that hé has, is'tlié point which we shalt nowattempt to proves
. T Xt and when., that is, proved?theic right to baptism follows:as a
K - ~matter of course,~ In entering vn: this discussion, “however, 1
shall in th?\ first place take noticeof the rost pirominent ob-"

- i ’ \gtions.which haye been made againstinfant bapdism. Theys
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Testaméni. * TS this [ answer, on o
Baptism,.as a sacrament, tequires positive precept or exaimplé,
‘or-both ;-but in deciding the question; whether infants, or fe-
‘males,.are proper subjects of baptism, or ofany other christian
“erdidance, a fair or reasonable inference would be sufliciént;—.
“There is neither precept nor example.in the New Testament
“for female communion-in the Lord’s supper ;-anid yet the"Bap-
{ists thémselves have no difficulty in their adiission to the sa-
ered-table.  And if it can be proved that iitfants; are church-
members, and.this [:calculate orr proving, it will then be easy
to show, that tHey are the.proper subjects of baphisthes o -
Tle next objection arises fromy those- texts which require
sinmers-to believe and be Luptised; or vur Bavieur's commwand
to *“leach.and baptise ;¥ and as infants- afe not’capable-of bér
lie¥ing, or-being taught, it is concluded that: they are not the
proper subjects of baptism. But the orror’ of the argument.
consists in this;:all those texts, with fheir exhortations or
eommands, apply t6 adults, andawere evidently intended-to bé-
go applied ; and thergfore to acfommodate (heirx to infants would:
be very Gnfair reasoning. -Paul sayd, in a certain place, that
“jfany woulitnot werk neither should he eat> No ene thinkg-
of-applying this-to infants jand.yet-it Would notAfeTnore unjust

16 do s0, than to-apply those other texts to infants, which averdal o

evidently intendedfor adults only. e
The decision, then, pftlre-wbote-suitjeet ‘dEpenMﬁf;"ﬁS .
God or: has-he not. given tojnfants the right ofmembership-in.
his churcli? It is fxue ofahe chyrch,-a¥sof - all OIRer institu=
lions‘%@ﬁig;oi’:‘der to understand its laws and conslitution a-
AFight; we must go back to its origin, It is not necessary-here-
to inquire »hetjier, God-had a chureli in.the days of Seth, when.
it is said; “men-begart {o-call.upon dhe-name of.the Liord ;7 it
is suflicient~for oukr purpose to observe that the first setfing vp-
of the church, as- a community separated frem tive world, by
church rites, was in the family of*Abraham., Godgave o 4+
=braham the-covenant;-or church promise; of which circumcis-
ion, to besappliedson the eighth day of the child’é-age,. was a,
geal ; and in this ‘way included the family of Abraham, infants
and ally in his visible church, and separated them from the
world. K is, However, 16 Be-understood that infants are mem-
bers of the church in a similar was, ar.d for purposes similar
Ao those, for whicly they are made membeis of the State. The
infant members of the civil State do not perforursll the dutied
or enjoy all.the privileges of adult members ;.but their mem-
bership’is conferred upon them for the purpose of education-amd
training, that i due time they may be qualified forthe per-
formance of all the duties which will devolve upon-them. "T'ho
wery-existéirce of éitilized societies depends on the eduication.

o itg'cliildren, to becomie its. future, members ;: and.we are-nog.

’

that the g&fheral insfitution ofef .
.« Thhote who believe in infant bdptismvare of-the Opinion “that’

Ater itlustratethe monner-in which- ABrahZm was jusiified; that,

L - L * & % < m,uvgw i s e 2= 1) >
- - - o _— = T w Em s
~ . . [ e 4 . o b
: © % e i -
- . ‘ - -
e - % . v P - y - » .2
o - - A T o - e, b tine o T
“#¥e two in number, and they: constitute almost e .wm‘@‘ “to'be"surprised that infinite wisdom has.adopted (he same PYifE:
strength.of the Baptist argument. The first dbjection’ is that] cipleintfie church, andfiad chosen fo make eatly educaliondy
“fof thé observance of a pesitive institutiony~such.@sbaptism, | not indeed the cause, but the most/important mean§ of cohtinF
* we mist huve érher positive precept or- example in-the New | Ging-piety in the worlds A v -

% A% to the Abrahamic plemise, there, ate ‘twd opinions =

tHe-A brahamit’¢ovenant, as revesled~in.the 12th and 17(H *

« chapters of Gen®sls, wasithe covemantof grace, by.svhich God .
Tir'st sef up a"viﬁblg churcheas separated from the world ; and-*
“that the stbstantial’provisions of this covenant,” among which
.Is-jntant church- mentership, continues in-force to'thé present
day. - a * .

* ©On {herother hand, those’who oppote infant baptisti believe
thal. th&A braliimic covgnant was a rhere politieal” proinise,

U having respect’principaliy: to*the-land-of Canaan; and that cir-
cumeision was‘only a political -Titei” Perstns but- littte acx -
-+ quainted with {his controversy will, I hdve no doubt, be sur-
.priséd to-héar, that gy christians of quf day entértain such o5
pinions respecting the “Abribamic covettant andcirdnmeision
buit-the truth is,infant éhurch-frembershipcannot be opposed,
with any-plahsibility, without taking this—‘%round:@‘ s -
+ Bt I'shall'ndw proceed o prove that'the Abrahamic cove-
fiant wds ihé church covenant;  Ahd this I shilldo, in the first
place,”by thaerms; in which the covenantis expressedn 'Fhe
“fost important declarations of the.covenant: -are; that in his
sted all theenations chould be blesséd,.and (hat'God wouldBe & =
jod 4o him and his seed. This promise contains as much ag
anyrehureh gioniise codld contain, f 2God “was -their God,
merely in a visible’éxternalinanver, this.implies all that visi-

ble external church privileges could imply.” If the expres-.
<gton, T wilkbe a God to theeand o thy seed;¥ e congidered-
-in’d Spirilual sense, Tf Gertainly-mplies all the spiviwal bless,
fis of thevovenait of ‘grace.. In whdlevdr Sensey then, we,
take the words of ‘this ¢ovenant, they imply*and coatain
apromise as full of grace as ‘affly promise that’ has ever. beep,
mader;to “church members LidsArue, there.is alsp a proms«

ise of Ulfe land of CanBan, but hi§ can be considered only as an
apjendage tof tHe? more important oObjects of the covénanf.—

' And indeed, if God-ifitended to erect & church in the'family of;
Abraham, that church must live insome country ¢ and -it.was,
iminaterial, as far as we can judge,whether he gave.them the-,
laid 6t Cangan, the land of Egyptyor of.Bsbyloa, The jm-, .
portant pari-pfithe-covetiant; frem which it tukes its'name gnd
character, was® that-+God would-be a God to him-and-Yo -his,
feed.”’ . Lo
2~ In the next plate, I Wilkprovethaithe-Abrabiamic-coves
1fant.was the church coyengnt; oh.covenant:ef grate, from the,
4(h chapter of the Romansi The first tenverses of this chap~

il to say, pardoned, and receivedinto favour with Gody thtdughs,

dith. “And in the Mth it-isspecially mentioned, that he Tre-

vhit¥d-the sign-of circumuision; @ seaboftherighteousnessof thy
! 9
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JEith which he Bad'yat bein, : UNCiFeumess
Jaith u 7 mésed, g
{ztftw?"'qf all;them that bélieé;a, thougl the;i’ IZ ‘ﬁ()]? z;§ffnbe%‘
wge rightousiiess might.be tmputed unlo them also,” lfc i;ee y
\'/ersg :lngaged in, conﬁ‘cvex:sy coull jadge as others do lhir;x
Sl | one would be sufficient.(o prove thatthie Abrabamic
~yovenantand’the covenant of:grace were the same thing: .m;\lu
: : 5 7

Lircumcision ag 3 geal of the ri @

1 € zhteousness of faj
L}:liit;qézx:c(i);;?e x}:};fukbwbéthex; tiey wérémclili’cumcived or
y Cised, 0 Abraham being the 1 b fai
fal, e pliin impors of thatqooi g tre father of tha {ai(h-

s . 0 {term seems {o be (i
&;l;egrmlxd head of:tie tiousehold, in which the 31"34'}!‘)?&‘?}? l'}']}e
e tﬁe msl‘;tutetf. And beforo I leave thisipoint, | \'vil;l-lr‘;z-l
it the Feader.to examine partieularly, this fourth’chn; ter t
th lhed)'a-n“?, an@‘i}:en*asl{ himself, whether, the A‘postlepP, 10
e lc;vér;isggx%ﬁpfak};ng _}t)y the Aposte, conid have uilrxl’

N > What the Abrahamic covena ing

is:;e;n:batl,; a. polltlcql‘ht-nsh’tuﬁon, ands lhatmc‘ivr?:irl;)()l'hl'ng-
Bims'e]f‘j\,khzzflf:: 0}‘5[}20]1(1(:3[ privileges. In fine; let hix(x)xlsz:glr:

) her such a supposit; 0
pla%m-contmdxctior_n of the api:gl]el’smlgn:g:gg ot amount (o a

2. Yeehave evidence to tlie same g i

verses 18—1d. 1713 “For wh point in Heh, 6.chapter;
¥ : 3 vhen God m: i &
braham, because he could' swear by.no grg,?gf,pf,%";{ﬁ,:: ﬁ}:

himself, gayin ¢ i
) ying, surely blessing I-tvill bless (ls i
zx:l {;s}nﬁ :“\;xltlo‘n;éx‘lzuplyytlhcf.”Hb“ Wherein bG()(;?L\;' i?l?ggmrhu!)“n;
1 » unto the Heirs of i i
ty of bis ounsel, confirmed i b that 1o
Dbis ely. confiry it by an oath, that h i
E?litl.l;]mgs,, i which it was im possibile fo“; Gg’(}hrg;jﬂmﬁ;
ho!%’upo‘;‘ve‘ﬁgat};':ng,cotnsolution “%hu\ba.v«e fleddor rt;!uge te; lay.
o upohe 2 2. ym s . e
plagn that_the oa_tﬁ)n '“E%%att‘ﬁgmal:r;“ 92(1%;;%'eihlhpassalgse iy
5 arest 0. pecorged = verses 16—
e T ainly” refers to the Abrahamic covénﬂnr! fsconﬁr?x(l)s;
preach}i)n?rm;lsf;e{oo‘;m?hﬂj,hey become Heixs,who,’under the.
Fronching .Bospel, fice for refuge to the hope-set befora.
My, next quotation sh
1y, all be from Gal, 3 chapt —
f:(sn.keti]; i!her}efare that: ministereth to you t[;x:r,Siiri%:ean
racies among yous. doethi he ji by the works o'f'r‘tho:

aw, or by the Rearing of “faith? Even as Abralmm helieved
ousness.  Know ye,

.Ged, and it ag accounted to him for rj

A g a { or righte
E?:;egt?ri}’hra% tliey wiich are of fa?lhi{the -8ame are the chil~
Wouldjustifa a;}n.; And. the scripture, foreseeing that God.
gomme] unloyAEbe l;eathen through faith, preached. before the
oo, "ol A mbmm, SAYIng, in thee shall all nations be
ful Arahoon B B‘rto:r?{t}:gl;;l;sggcotfhfai‘“;lare blessed with fajth-
e > Fr 1S, gethe following thing: i~
gospél c,ht?;];?xt ‘:’hoee wlio wrought miracles g esta&lfl?sfer;:}?ev
Tl ’Ig}t;eta;:llgated. by the sime faith which justified”

al nges mand T;; oraham’ was the father of the faithful i
H , That the gospel wag pregched unto. A brahanrzl

¥ Wy of preparation for Justifying the hegifien through faith;
- -~ - &

mmutabilis

2

‘' pras oxpressed 5 Cre 1 4th verse, (hat-(ha m'smigv‘.of Abrg-

braham might come on the Gehtiles.” Now whit was thy
blessiny of Abrabam which &aihe- on ~tha- Gentiles ; «of what
was this faith of Abrahanr? CeTtainly no other than thé bless-
Ing*and the-faith of thé -Abrahamic covenant ; and (hé guestion
sis-whether tliis wasa .mebe political- covkpan{,'or-thé church
covenant. It is fifither daid-that-he ppomise wis made to the
seed of ‘Abraham ;=“not and {o-seeds, as-bF marmy-;. .hut as of
one, and{o thy seed which is Chfist””  From (his it appears
thdt-the Abrahdmic-promisevas made:to Christ as thé-Head
of the church¥.and"as comprebendiny all "bélievers: in himself.
“Accordingly+it is<said im thédast- verse of this chiipter, “And -
~f'ye_be:Christ’s” then are rye-Abraham?’s seed, and- heirs. ac«
‘ording:15 thie promise.”” o
Now it appears to me-as-pldin-as any hing can béthat (hé »
Apostiéis-here speaking of gospe} blessings -and of:thé gosped «
church. ILhewwere-speaking of a mere political-tovenant rg-
specting the land of Canaan, and in-which hone-but Jews- could
have any-interest, itds.plain-that he weulddnd must haveused,*
Very dilferent language. . s ,
But the-truth is, I do’ not*khow~any “posifion h#ld ¥ .good *
mnen, which contredicis.more plain texts of §criptires than that-:
which makes thé:Abfahamic eovenant‘a polifical covenant,,
and circumcision a political “rite. Take:almost “any, *text in
the Néw Téstament in whicli-circumcision< is mentisned, ahd
read the context;and "you can-maké no-sense of-itpunders
Standing circumcision a8 a polilical fitexx Fér sexample; take ~
Ch ‘passages as thése : f“neither is that circumtision shich 18-
outward in theé fi¢sh” bit “Circumeisiop is-thit-of the Héartyin =
the epirit and fot in thé letter; wHose praise is mot™df'men biit =
OLGod,”—Rom. 2, 2829 —~And, “we arethe circumcisiofis
‘ho worship:Gud irthe-spitit, andsrejoice in Christ Jesys, and 7
have no’confidence insthe flesh ?"’:-“Pf}ﬁl.‘»:?;"ﬁh-l‘lron);lhgse and .
nmany other such passages, it isevident-that-circumcision’was a
sign of spiritual glessings;':md “of course- this¥‘it-could not be m~
political riter  Fwilkhere ask a few: plain questions whith T
think"decisive of this controversy: Whén th€ bélieving Jews
in the days'8Tthe Apostle; demanded-“circumcigionor their:
children; did théy demand it as-a church "rite ‘or ns a-pofitical
fite? 2nd. H they. claimed:circutcisionfor théir«childrén.an
a-ellurch rite, was that hot ‘eldiming’ church‘membérship for
their-children 2~ 8rd. And 'when -the “Apostles-granted- ihaf
claim, dit théy not sanetion the belief6f infant church-mems<
Bership?” =+ ) . T,
~ What I'bave”said-moktés ityI think, sufli¢iently. manifegt’
that Jhe Abrabhmic covehant:was'the gospel covenant, or that:
God established the visible chirrch isthe family rof:Abraham.+
And if so, ipfants,.when circumcised; were mads members of
the visible churcH.« And if infaiits are-chutch members,in-
fapt baptism follows of course. For if: we must "receive them ,
into thie church, we must recgive-them by baptism, as baptism.
is the initiatory. ordinance of the churth,. ’ T
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x_,’“te ~havé Hiow establm‘hetﬂbe"point tha1God  has ;Z'w?ﬁ%ﬁ'
dnfants the right of Tuembership in his church. And unliss
+hé.has by some- subseqitent revelation *pit~thérh out “of the
%Thurch; man hasno right to put thém Sut. It is not 50 infent

g %{‘ g s
z -~

ded, but it is in fact, an a&t of cruelly-‘to put them ouf.of (he.

church. A picus Baptist Would shidder at the "thoug
.turniug his ghﬂdren wut of his houss, 4nd driving lﬂ;‘:;xg}}:mf
His home to perish’ in the 4 ilderncissy But when the chilires
'v)f(he,,cl':urch are turnea’fm?ﬂhe,worlﬂ,’ro grow up amidst it
ensplations-add dabgers, is thers hof 1Fason to fear;that this
will eause mullitedes of them fo perish in a-8}ill more imporz*
{antsensé 2™ A gainst thése-alatihing consequences the doctrine
of the divine détredaflords no securily ; for thesdécrees of God
al\znys cg:}n%;:t lhe__r{;efmsﬂ%'iimbc enda: ¥
A8 weShall now proceed to.the New Testament px
wish jt to bé ﬂndqrglood-ﬂfat thé-burden of proof ltie?;?srr:gg:*
Iy on_our opponenis, #Gud, s dye have séen, has placed -int
fants lﬁ"th‘e;chu@h 3 and*unless it “can~ bé shown that he hag--
subsedently pit-them-out “of 1he Ghurch; fhey are church:
members,stillz It could -hardly, be supposed-that-the change-
of dnspensat_ioyns,for the®oming 8f olirSaviour, would take a-
way the -cfur¢h-membership of fnfantese Under ‘the old diss:
pensalion, it-was-certainlFesteemed efong. the .mat-impors
tant privileges-of Géljevers, that their- children Were brought
Into a covenaft refation with"God 1s well ag themset¥és,~Ard
certaiuly itcouldhardly be supposed that the -coming of our
Saviour difninishéd the privileges of hispeople:
postle Paulin thé8d-chapter of Galatians, 15—17 verses PUts.
this matter completely-at-rest. He says, “though it be but 4
e covenant, yet if it be confirined, ngman di?ann%llem or-
addeth-théreta.” . And agwinip flie ITth=erse?* that the coy-
mQW‘E‘mﬁﬁrmed before of (lod in Christ, the law
60 was four handred and thirty yearsafter, cannot disans
nul,’” that it=should make the. promise of none -effect * Noiy
the giving of the law changed the church from thre Patriarchal-
to the Mdsaic dipensation 5 biif {he Abostle fells ds that it did-
not charige any of the Amportant:provisienz of thepromise. A:
¢hange, “thén; frerp‘tklerﬁfosaic-to ttie Christian dispensativf «
will nqt_*chéng‘ejt{l}e eundifion 8f thé provdise, £id of course- will
not abridgé the rivilegés ofBelievers;-of {rn Aheir childfvh’
out of'the church, U
In examining the New Testament; instead-vofﬁnding-au-
tharity-for destroying-the titkerof infants o church-member-+
ship, we find mnch-to eonfifiy that-title. It is mentioned by
2l the Evingelists, excepting Johw, that when tiey brought
llttlefhgldr_e'x_m 1o our-Saviour; that he should put his hands on!
Ahem? his drngﬂes rebuked those who bfought them ; but our
Savxourﬂreplié £““suffer little children to-ecome ,unto me; andr
eaven, or of

tgrk‘;k’i’ th'%lllli’"prﬂ','fcg of suth isthe kingdom of
od.  hese words are recordéd, Matt, 19, M4—DMark. 10/
IdemLaike’ 18, 16. . And alfhougﬂ‘\ge will'not say Ihatdlhey a-,

tnount to a positive precept-crexamplé for infant baptism, theg= _

«a

But the A - -~

r

N

3

e

v

R

b

N ) -~ N
o ‘:;?dehﬂy'contaiﬁ "a plain assertion of infant church:membefx_ ..,

ship. The"words might be-tranelated, rather more litérally, T A
pérhaps, in this way ; suffer, little children to come unto me;:
-and forbid them uét, forthe kifigdom of heaven or of God,” js--
the.property ofsuch, or belongs-to such as they. -*The king-
“ddm of God, or_ of heavén™ has but two meaninge : it either
signifies the church fnvisible, the whole body of the redeemed ?

or it signifies the Visible church on earths
would suit our argument ¥ -but no- doubt the-lowest meaning,
"the visibi¢ church on earth, wag what the-diyine speaker in-
tended; and-tliis_exhibits our Saviour himstlfas positively as-
ferting. infant church-membership. All attempls o wregt
this passage.from our purpese-have:been unsuccessful, T hags
hben said-by somethatsthe little children here-spoken 6f were -
young believers. But this s refuted= by the circumstance of -
upr Saviour’s taking them in-his arms. ~It has alswbeen as-
gerted; with great confidence, that our Saviour.meant nothing
more than-that thése-children, and nll.childrenyresembled §n
fisposition-the-members of the.-kingdum of heaven; or of God.
But let it be remembered,-that the.expression=‘‘of such is the -
kingdom.of God,”’ contains thereason- why.our Savioyr per-
-mitfed these children- te-come and receive. his blessing; and :
aleo thereason-for his being sore displeased with' his disciples
for dttempting to prevent-their coming. There must therefore -
ke, something more than mere resemblance-to believers in the
case of these children 5 they-must have been church-memberg -

p—=themseivess: Had resemblance: been-all, we- know:that be- -

Jieversare.sometimes assimilated (o sheep,’to lambs, to doves,
Jo-serpents: But does anyont thirk-the mere similarity ~would 4
have been a good reason for bringing these animals to our Sa-

P TV Zagd hese childlen were brought, and that our Saviou? #

would hidve Deen sora tiy adwith his,diseiples for attempts
ing.toprevent their being:brouglit! ~ And yeé eYesimilari-
1y sin:ons-case-wounld have-been as-guod a reason,dsin the<o-
ther.  We.nust therefore believe that when.our Saviour said; .,
¢ vlsueh isthe kingddm,”~he- méant what the:wsrds plainly
imiply , that Iittle<bildren, by «te appointient-of Heaven, are
members of the visible church. It was “natural aften this for
our Sawviour todescént oa the points in which children resem-
bled-believerss their bumility, lea(*{lableness, and susceptibil-
ity of divine impressigns, as these 1ljings illustrate the avisdom’
«of placing:-infants ine.the churclt fdr” the purpose of religious
education. e
In first Qor.-7;*14.we have 'a passageto which T will vén- -

ture" to fay. (hat no commentater. hasg aver been able to «
give'a consistent sense; Who did not muke it mean infant
churclismgmbershipy. The Apostle was deciding the question
svhether belicvers and unbelievers ought to live together in.thé
married stete. And his language s (his; “The unbelieving
husband is sanclified-by the wife, ahd (he unbelieving wife is
sanctified by the frusband ; else were your chilgren unclean; ;
butnoware they holg,”« It.is evident 'hére .that.the Lolinesss

Bithtt meaning  «
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Tq T LT A ~ o TN oncise form, hohing dbata shott essa¥,
T fin e~ 7 -of Mo bbiliren s (hiny mbre cb oty thar he promriagse {. fﬂ‘?«fﬁsg’ in the, ‘{fﬁ;’,"{ﬂiﬁ;who "would ut read a lpng dis-
e S Jhitainin} the marriage covenant between the paretits, as 4 mig en qst nothing las beén said which Will give.t e‘hﬁgn-
1 - <is brought-forward:es &n, argument to prove that the parents |, -course. l’ :ufqmguﬁfr?en Iy, to'my opponents. 1 have asin-
- -ought'riot toSepdrate. This holiness, thet, must have hecir | pression t ml i\hé‘;Bap(i;t"b-feihl'ens ag a branchot the chiych
ot signifiedBy some usage of the *ch?rch, distinguishing the chil- “cand eﬁ‘“emn‘"t 1 6o consider them-as holding dn-errof which, -,
L. = i Alregrof-believers from other thildren ; and the most naturdl «of Christ. “u indeetl_fdoes-é'rem injuyy to the cause’tgfrglgty, )
L “meaning (perhaps indéed the lowest teaning,) which e tanr | «Jlm,l:tcnlhlofla y immediate offspring. . IEit be true,as.[1hink Ny
AT M .£ive (o the word Loliness as appliéd t3 children, is.consgerated  §  apd-lo their Q);dmllhat the children, of the faithful.are the chil.
vy to God, er set#partyfor-God, and it implies the same thin with |, 1S begn proi ¢h, and that God has given them a place in the \l
. *fheir church-mémbership> To-suppase” that “holiness meats § -gren (if,ﬂ‘?hf: iur((:) man has'a right fo takedfromghem, the turn-
-, legitinacy; as our Baptist brethren are-obliged toussert, jgal- | >§Qurcf!,h“ lc;:-?dmn into the world, may prove théeverlssting
- v Jogether thaimissibje ; for this woald make the A postle a merg i Ing of these cfl ultitudes of t¥em. , I. mention thig pog to =
< N éxpoundm;n(!he Rowman law ; and besides ¢hildren were 18git d‘est'rucllon '?{ m ‘scienceé' b'i)t’tQ'b“'ng my readers to.an hon-
e imale under thezRoman law, when both the pareniswere tn: ug;ylate wea Lo\;minaiioi}%)ﬁh&foreming.al‘g“me!“5~
= - believers. The o'nl’y difficulty in-the case 4s, to determine-gvhat [, : ©S and ser'm}sﬁg‘i shall say 8.few words Jregpecting the mode
g = i meant by:sanetilying “the unbelieving husband” or “wife2?, |  An COHCI.USIS’I‘};’G modo i’ gertainly ot materjal. In both /
1 suppose it means very muelrthe samé thing, as when the po- | -0l boptisr. s, certain.elements are used as signs of spiritual
-visions of“the table, or any of the-good créatures of God; are [+ the sacran‘;&n & cdenpters the purifying influence gf the Spirit_ !
4ail to be sanctified~to beltevers, “Iiy the-word of 36d,. and. |, ‘!r’f“gs‘. ak:ir’the bread and wine ‘in the Lord's supper de- \
-prayer.”” ".Or it may mean still forther, that tliis unbelieyiny | Jnbaptism, i;nf od or sustenance. Now, if we do'not idgliZe’
patent, by the perinission of (Jod, s continued in a holy tamily, “th.,Spmlgal» %u‘t onsider them merely ag signs, {0 aspist OuF
#in which God dwells, and’in which-he applies to all the other- ﬂ],gsg symho 8 siblge ‘representation “of. dpiritudl ihings,-the
membeérs the visible seal 5f his covenant. Tneither of theso faith by tfe hser(lelement in eachtase can, be a matigr of no im-
“meanings, (hé sanctification of ‘the unbelievjiie parent would 4jyantity of the :

near . . ; X . he Lord’s supper, although it.is called a supper,
signily a certain degree of setting apert fur God, or for_the" %‘g?g‘:}%t xggutirz 25 MYyC th);rejad -and, wine aswill makga

purposes of the chyreh-of God, which is the common meanidy: | ) ityof {he elemept which can be tasted is.
of the word here translated holy. But on the other hand, whtn. L mea -et]‘fgia:&{:g‘;?ﬁléﬁnﬁllraliogn-. J]And so -t is in baptism.

our Baptist bl;?hren render that word Jegitimate, théy wixe it™ .{f lk'; :’tselfcot;lld take away sin, the quantity might be

-a sense in whi¢h the wrilers of the New Testament nei’er use yater 1 k

it "im‘l%grlant s but if it be only a sign, the least sensible.quantity
o it ; B g ey m *-,‘.’ R . 3 ont.

The next thin ﬂﬁwhiclinl,shall.aﬂen‘};’Iswhw.‘;use_mm bap- 3 ent is sufﬁce .
ﬁ»ﬁn’?ﬁm’yﬂi“ vis'¥nfean the baptising of the household, when =

11718 hrat~tdud H
R esfamentrdhe-sases Juost relied up-
““none but thie head of it is ruentioned as a_believers Buchi.for 1MIPETSIon In l?e’aﬁev}bhn’s baptism, and the bapfismiof tge 4
. example, 4vas the case of Lydia and thé jailof.  THS case of  § %ﬁ:h%;ggmgkﬁipf Of John’s baptism, it might be sdigs that '
Lydia is precisely. in* point. ~ Tt occurs in the 16} chapter of ey I hristian baptism, ag is evident from the.d9th | *“XL
Acts. 1Lissimply-mentioned by the historian, that “the Lojd > & nh‘xs tl:;tot[h::c?s rz:idithere‘fbré it proves nothing. -But in the _ )
opentd Lydials heart,” that she attended- to the things »which- 4 chapler. ; 3
avere spoken -of Paok- And wher she.was baptised, and “her

case boih of John’s baptism and Philip’s, the cxpressions, ‘g~
hdtisehold, she besought us saying, if ye have judged me toibe

ing down into_the water,vqr:;d co‘;ning upt o&t of ‘.tl::' :V:rggé;n_\_.
) i e a : 3 ight as well be rendered going to the wate o= -
Jaithfulo thte Lord, come-into my lrouse anitgbide* there; and ;;h";?oxlﬁh are principally. relied upon 1o prove jmmersion.
she tonstrained us.”  If1he members of Liydia’s houschald had A ?

ut when it is recollected that these expressigns are applied

R 2
g peither, precept nor example for

N . . . . ,
) e nertod: . NISTRATQRS,Who _
orior t have said s A sopeniorouy e expeced ihe B oused ho argiment loses ol s orce 4
the apostlés {0 enter into her house, éhe avnuld not Rave pledded In esiablishing a religious rite, which was to bé used in all
her own faith alohe; she would not have said, *‘jf ye bave judg- o nd 1igmmes it would seem necessary to leave the
ed we to be faithful,”;but ““if ye have judged,us 16 be faithfal.” fgg&]:rgﬁfleﬁnizs. If immersion had heen pfescribel, we at
As the matter stands,the plain meaning of the-narrative isy once see how inconvenient, or indeed impracticable the feode
that Lydia alone believed, and the household was~baptised on * must bave been in polar regions, or even in our own climate

her faith, Such is the wayin which ‘weshould understand a ing the winterseason. Besides, if it had been intended. to
similaf.missionary narrative in the present day. = i ;hr):;g%ibe immersion, the Greek language affords words which
i In this whole discussion, I haveaimed at the utmost brevity. would bave expressed the fhing in_a -definjte manner; words
i . My .intention.was, (o giye some of the ptincipal argument§Tin.., A )
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AMiiehdre never lsed {0 “express any thing Bh4olibgingyidips=
FRig, or.immisrsion. | Thel the word which w/ranslate bap-»
**i3ym i¢ fotrof that clags, iz evident: from #lfe 7th. chapter of
Mark, datler,part of theidth verse :—° And- many-other things
thereBe-wwhich ye' have received to hold, as' the weshing, of
cupseand pots-and-brazen vesscls and fables?” Tn thisvefse
the wordvietidered *“Wishing,” is {he word in other-places rens
dered baptism’; and when apPlied to pots, and brazen vessels,
and &specidlly tg{ableswor couches, it cértainly doésnot mean
imfiersioht i i
#Lt has always appeared 16 nie that the-baptism off- the day- of
Peatecoftguuld-not have-been by immersion; It'was the third
holir of the day,%rhine-0’clock, by our time,'whéen Peter be-.s
gan-his ge]eﬁpa’ted‘sermcn. Varigus other djscotrsésfollowed ;
{or it is said that-the eléven dlso were employed in the instruc-
tion o1 the'propler Itig not prabable that they.could have ben
reedy-for the admihistiation of the ordinance before tiwvelves— +
4« three thousand perions were to be baptited by thetwelve
Apostles, this wouald givetwo hundred and fifty: for each-ad-
mipistrator. And if a profession of faitl was to be received
1rbt each individual, and changesof raiment to be sent for, to
LyEry part of Jerusalem, threz minutes of tiine for each sub:
Jéet'would be as+ittle as could be allowed., But three minufed
.to-each subject would have required twelve hours and a half »
A0r the"whole administration. ~ And-as “the Jewish day-epded
ntssun-set, if"the baptism bad begun atitwelve o’clock, or evinm,

" @t nine o’cloak, ihen Peter éommenced his. discourse,.thernss,
‘wotild not have been -tivde 1o complete it. TheSe vongidru-:
tions have convinced me that immersion could not huve b
the mode of baptjspi«oiitiexlgy6t Pentecost. There ard nxr
g0 other difficuflies. Ttisnot believed (hit watetmoutd-fir e
% found sufiicient fyribe haty~inimersion of so many per-
B0, h:;ﬁ&'-nf@‘etéftdi‘u?that the brook Cedron is generally dry

a*ﬁgfg at season of the year. Or if not dry, it would- not havé
been fit fot the purpose of baptism, 4s all the filth'of Jerusaigm
was throwi by sewers info that brook,:and lIay in its channel
until carried off by winter fioods-into the Dead Sea. It is also®
telievedy that, without 2 iiracle, no ‘man standing in the wa-’
ter;-and weakéned by-that circumstance, céuld éndure the Ja-
botr, of immersing two hundred and fifty péfsons witheutind =
~fexmission.. \Tukidg all these things into'consideration, U think »

imfnersion could ot kave been the mode used on the day of
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(2 WEEKS)
1. Sign both cards with Initials and Surname.
2. Non-residents add full address.
3. Leave both cards [signed) at desk.

4, Before leaving desk secure DATE DUE CARD and
place it in this pocket.

RESERVE BOOK LOANS

Follow instructions on Reserve Book Card.
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