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"And I baptized alao the household of Stepbanat.• 
1 COB, 1. 16. 

THE subject to which I shall address mys1M 
is not of my choosing, but was selected for 

me by your beloved and gifted pastor. His 
urgent request is my only apology for attempt­
ing to interest and instruct you with b, theme 
that hus oeen so often treated, and by those so 
much more capable of doing justice to its im. 
portance. I promise nothing new or original, 
but shall try "to stir up your pure minds by way 
of remembrance." The theme is on the face of 
the text, which states two facts distinctly­
Steplianas hacl a family (household); Prml 
baptized the .family (household) of Stepham.s. 
This is the doctrine of household or family (com• 
monly called infant) baptism. I shall give you 
a few reasons why it is the solemn cluty ancl the 
sweet pi-ivilege of evm·y member of the church 
of God to liave his or her children baptized. 



WANT BAPl'IBM. 

I. 
0mu>REN ARE CHURCH MEMBERS, 

The children of church members are mem. 
hers of the church. Your children are citizens 
of Kentucky. Such they have been from their 
birth, or since you became a citizen of this com­
monwealth. As citizens they are counted in the 
census, are entitled to the protection and nur­
irtlra f ilhe s~ate and are expected to grow up 
fitted for the nctiv duties of adult citizenship. 
In the same sense and for the same reason that 
the children of a citizen of Kentucky are citi­
zens of Kentuck.1·, the children of church mem. 
hers are ~embers of the church. 

PROOF. 

1. Children were members under the Old 
Testament. This is admitted by a.IL The chil­
dren of the Jews were born, circumcised at eight 
days old, and grew up in the church of their 
fathers. They were as truly members of the 
church as they were members of the nation. 
This has not, will not, cannot be denied. 

2. The Old and New T11stament chu,•ch is 
identical. The New Testament contains no re­
cord of the organization of the visible church. 
The existence of an institution called the church. 
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}aiming a divine origin and a covenant relation 
~o God, is a fact beyoncl dispute. The identity 
of this church with that mentioned in the second 
chapter of the Acts is claimed and admitted by all 
Ch1·istians. We turn to that chapter and find 
not one line of a covenant under which the 
church was to be organized, and no record of 
its organization. We read: "The same day there 
were aclclecl unto them about three thousand 
souls•" "the Lord added to the church daily ' . such as should be saved." The church was m 
existence already, for these converts were ADDED 

to the church. They were additional, not 
01·igin,1-l members. ·we turn back to the gos­
pels, and we :find our Saviour saying of the of­
fending brother, "If he neglect to hear them, 
tell it to tlie chw·cli," etc. (Matt. xviii. 17.) 
But neither here nor elsewhere, in either of the 
gospels, nor in the Acts of the Apostles, nor 
from the opening verse of Matthew to the, last 
verse of Revelation, can be found any record of 
the organization of the chm·ch, or a divine cov­
enant under which it was to be organized. The 
fast and every subsequent mention of the church 
in the New Testament is that of an existing in­
stitution, whose organization was effected at 
some previoU'~ time. This fact forces us back 
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into the Old Testament to find the origin of the 
church, and therefore the church is one and the 
same in its identity under both dispensations. 

We turn to the Old Testament, and trace 
this church back through the prophecies, the ~ 

Psalms, and the histories to the seventeenth • 
chapter of Genesis, 'the book of the begin­
nings," where we find the beginning of the visi­
ble church as an organized society. Here is the 
record of the organization of the church, and 
that warrants the claim of a divine origin and 
covenant relation to Goel All will agree, I 
suppose, that this is either the ecclesiastical 
covenant under which the church was organ­
ized or the national covenant of the Jews. It 
cannot be the latter, and must therefore be the 
former, for this first covenant was made with A.b- • 
raham as the representative of "many nations." 
(Gen. xvii. 4.) "Therefore it is of faith, that it 
might be by grace; to the end that the promise 
might be sure to all the seed; not to that only 
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which is of the law, but to that also which is df 
the faith of Abraham; who is the father of us 
all, as it is written, I have made thee a father 
of many nations." (Rom. iv. 16, 17.) Second, 
A.bra.ham's " seed" were not his natural, nor his 
national, but his spiritual descendants. "For 

INFANT BAPTISM. 
., 

they are not all Israel that are of Israel; that 
is, they which are the children of the flesh, 
these are not the children of God; but the 
children of the promise are counted for the 
seed." (Rom. ix. 6 and 8.) Third, The Gentiles, 
although never a part of the Jewish nation, were 
included in this covenant. "Christ has re­
deemed us from the curse of the law; ... that 
the blessing of A.bra.ham might come on the 
Gentiles through Jesus Christ: and if ye be 
Christ's, then are ye Abraham's seecl, and heirs 
according to the promise." (Gal. iii. 13, 14, 29; 
see Rom. iv.16, 17.) Fow·th, The "token of the 
oovenant" was not a badge of natural descent 
JlOr a pledge of national blessings, but "a seal 
of the righteousness of faith" (Rom. iv. 11.) 
Fifth, Abraham is called "the £aiher of all them 
that believe," "the father of us all," etc., (Rom. 
iv. 11 and 16,) and yet he is not our natural, nor 
our national, and therefore be must be our 
ecclesiastical father, who represented us in this 
covenant of the church as Adam did in the cove­
nant of works, and as Noah did in the covenant 
of security against a second flood. Sixth, Under 
this covenant the family of Abraham was organ­
ized, not into the Jewish nation, which did not oc­
cur until four hundred and thirty years after (& 
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m. 40), but into a s0ciety of religious wo1·ship­
p ts, t he ptupose c,f which was to perpetuate 
the 1· ligiou of iihe only true d, aucl eq_uipp d 
with ·elit,,~ous i:nlers tmd teA.aher.·, with p,i:ov:i­
si n f r th 1· celJtion and lli diaciplin ofm lll­
bers, with ti.he two gr at so.ctrunetits of the 
church-(sacrifices pointing forward to the death 
of Christ, to which the Supper points back, and 
circumcision, which signifies the same, as is now 
done by baptism; " the putting off of the body of 
the sins of the flesh ")-with the Sabbath and the 
,-_o.nobuar 1

, with th 01.·i ·hs of God o.n 1 tJ1e gos-
1' 1 fhis gr,:i,ce. "F r tl.>.e i:;uripture, :foreseei ng 
lilia,t r d w ukl justi.:fy the h. o.theu through 
111,ith, p 1·c<.t •h l befor • tli u .~pul, imto A ora,'w,m, 
so.ying, In the aho.11 all nations be blessed. " 
( ::TIU. iii. 8.~ enth, This sooi ty is r epeat-

Uy called th church of God; n.s, for example, 
St ph n sai l of Moses, "This is he thu.t was in 
the !turoh in the wilclerness 1' (Act v:ii. 38); 
and P ~wl quo~ D1wid as snying, " In the 
mid1,t of tlie ahuroh will I sing pnu. tlllto 
th ' (Heb. ii. 12.) These fo ·ti.i, which lliD• 

not be denied, show conclusively that this cov­
enant in the seventeenth chapter of Genesis is 
not the national covenant of the Jews, nor a 
covenant of temporal blessings for Abraham's 

.. 

.. 
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natural descendants, but the covenant of the 
church of God. 

Four hundred and thirty years after this church 
was organized in the family of Abraham, it was 
arrnyed in the cumbrous ritual of the Mosaic eco­
nomy, which served its purpose, and was then 
cast off for the simpler forms of tl~e Christian dis­
pensation. (Heb. ix. 1-16.) But this did not de­
stroy the identity of the church; "for the cov­
enant (Abrahamic), confirmed before of God in 
Christ, the law, which was four hundred and 
thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should 
make the promise of none effect." (Gal. iii.17.) 
If the bud has preserved its identity in passing 
through the flower into the fruit; if the boy 
has preserved his identity in passing through 
his youth into manhood, so bas the church 
preserved its identity in passing from the pa­
triarchal, through the Mosaic, into the Chris­
tian dispensation. As the church · preserved 
its identity after it had taken on the Mosa;io 
economy, so it preserved its identity after it had 
cast off that economy, and the church of which 
Jesus spake in Matt xviii. 17, and to which the 
converts were "added" on the day of Pente­
cost, is the same in its identity as the church in 
the temple, in the tabernacle, and in the tent 
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of_ A.braho.1n. This fact ,plain , what is other. 
Wl.Se in xpliooble, why tho ew T tament con. 
to.ins no rec0nl of the rg!linization of the htu·ch 
nor of its covenu.nt. f cow; e ;uot, for thab re. 
co1·d is in the Old T sLtuUent, Even if tho 
~eventoenth chnpter f 'enesi1:1 ,we1·e not (b-ut ·it 
is~ the record o~ the rganization of the <Jhurch, 
still the identity of th ob urch annot be c.le­
nied, for the ohm:ch dicl exist unclor th ld 
Testwu_ent ( c R vii. 38 ; Heb. ii. 12; iii. 5, G), 
nnc1 ne1_tl.ter tephen, nor P aul, nor (LUY th 
l)erson m th ew Testament iutinln, es lhat it 
' :cis not the f.!tim cb n.r h 11s that in whi h uh y 
liv d a.nd ~al.>oi·ed. There is uot one passage :u.1. 

nil the Bil )e that intimates that the b lll'C)l 

tmder t,he Old Testo.mellt is not idoution.l. with 
thnt unde~· the New Testament, but many pas­
sages tl.L'l.t teitoh cl arl the COJ).ti:nry, fU:ld th ~- -
fore the ·hurcl1, i s tlte sama ,miter bot!~ Te8ta­
m ents. 

Tito i clm tity of tlie sac1·cw,,en·ts teaolt the 
ident~ey _of tlie . cl~~rclt. The Lord's Supper 
was lJlStitutecl in nnmediat - ·ollIJ,eotion with 
the observance of the p~ s ve1·, n.nd in such o. 
ma.nner ns shows clM,rly that it is the J ewish 
PetssO'IJe.r olvr istianize{l. (1\1.(abt. n vi. 17- 30.) 
The f OTm of the sacrament is Qhanged, because 

r 
I 
I 
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the truth symbolized has passed from prophecy 
into history, but the sacrament preserves its 
identity. I do not suppose any one will ques­
tion this statemeut, for the apostle confirms it 
when he says, "Christ our passovm· is sacrificed 
for us." (1 Cor. v. 7.) 

Baptism sustains the same relation to cir­
cumcision that the Supper sustajns to the Pass­
Q1'er, viz , the same sacrament christianized. 
Circumcision was not a mark of natural descent, 
foe it was applied to strangers (Gen. xvii. 12 ; 
E1.. xii. 48), nor was it a part of the politico­
ecclesiastical state of the Jews, for it preceded 
the Mosaic institutions by four hurnhed and 
thirty years (Gal. iii. 17); but it was the token 
of the covenant (Gen. xvii. 11); aud so is bap­
tism (Acts ii. 38- 41); it was the badge of 
ch1mih membership (Ex. xii. 48), and so is 
baptism (Matt. xxviii. 19); it was the seal "of 
the righteousness of faith" (Rom. iv. 11), and 
so is baptism (Act!-! iii. 19); it was the symbol 
of purification, " the putting off the body of the 
sins of the flesh (Col. ii. 11), and so is baptism 
(Rom. vi. 4) ; it was used by the apostle inter­
changeably with baptism, as another word for 
the same thing, explaining the natlll'e of bap­
tism, c,f which he spoke, as Christian circum. 
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oision. (Ool. ii 11- J.3.) I£ things equal to the 
sa.ine things n,,re equ,al to eaoh other, then c:h·­
oum.cisien a,nd baptism a.re identical- the Sil.me 

sao1·an1ent in diffe1·ent forms, ns jg true of the 
P 118sover a.µ.d the Supper . This ex11.ltLit1s that 
other wise ine:xpli0itbl0 FaoT, tha.t 'IJle hunch· d / 
Mel twe:nty disciples .110ver r eo ived ri1·isUun 
b~ptis,m. The,Y had been nircmn •ise ~. had 
n ve:i: lost their pla.ce in the chmch, n had 
those J ews who rejeote :l 01.u~st '( ots iii. 22, 28), 
and therefore l)ofog :t!r·ewly 1n mh 1•1J of the 
ohm·oh when th fm•oJ'n f th.e su.orament was 
ohnnged, there wllS n 1l d fo~· them to r oei ve 
this saorameut .ill i t ch11Ug d fo1:m. Bu t tho&o 
J ews wh had been, "destroyed .fl'om, cmwnu 
tl1,e peop le," as·t 0 111; of tJie ohuroh

1 
1)ccauf.le of 

theu: .1· j tion (if Ob.r,ist, when t hey sought xe­
admiL-tn,no )Ve);e r qu.fo cl to r ocei ve nglliu this 
1:111ct•mn@t, wb.i •h is the bndge o'f m m ersmp, 
,m d to reee)'. v i t in its ch1·istianized iorm. 

The Sam'l.tllle.t.lts being the Bf;l,lll'e in identity, 
l)\tt di.O;~·ent i:n form, it follows tbnt the chu1·oh 
to which the.y belonged is the snme in iden tity, 
though difr'el'ent in its forms. 

Oertain pi·omises made to the church under 
the Olcl Testament, wliich liave been and are 
now being fulfilled to the churcli uniter the 
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New Testament, necessitate the iclentity of the 
chiwch. AH the promises to and prophecies 
concerning the church found in the Old Tes­
tament witness that the then existing church 
would continue till "nature yields her last tre­
mendous gr.ian." Two of these witnesses will 
suffice for all. In foe second chapter of Joel 
we read, " Be glad then, ye chil_dren of ZroN, and 
rejoice in the Lord your God; ... and it shall 
come to pass afterward that I will p our out my 
1-'p fr it upon all flesh; q,nd your sons and your 
daughters shall prophesy," etc. When did this 
"come to pass ?" P eter answered on the day 
of P entecost, saying, "This is that which was 
spoken hy the prophet Joel; and it shall come 
to pass in the last days, saith Goel, I will pour 
out my Spirit upon all flesh; nnd your sons 
and your daughters shall prophesy," etc. (Acts 
ii. 16, 17.) Pentecost was promised to the 
church under the Old. Testament, but was 
given to the church under the New Testament, 
eight hundred yearr, aftenvards, ancl therefore 
these were not two, hut one and the same 
church. 

In the prophets we read this promise many 
times, "Sing O han·en, thou that didst not hear, 
... for thou shalt break forth on the right hancl 



14 ll!FA.NT BAPTISM. 

and on the left, and thy seed shall inherit the 
Gentiles." (lsa. liv. 3.) "The abundance of the 
sea shall be converted unto thee; the forces of 
the Gentiles shall come unto thee." (Isa. Ix. 5.) 
"These shall come from far; and lo, these from 
the north and from the west; and these from 
the land of Sinim" (China). (Isa. xlix. 12.) 
This oft-repeated promise, first made in the 
Abrahamic covenant, "thou shalt be a father of 
MANY nations," only began to be fulfilled when 
Peter was sent to Cornelius (.A.cts x. 9-48), re­
ceived a richer fulfilment under the ministry of 
Paul, the great apostle to the Gentiles (.A.cts 
·xiii. 4 6-49 ; xviii. 6; xxviii. 28) ; but its xichest 
fulfilment has been in this, the century of mis­
sions, and yet that promise remains big with 
blessings for the future. Now this promise of the 
ingathering of the Gentiles, the coming of the 
Chinese into the church, the conversion of the 
isles of the sea-this promise was made to the 
church under the Old Testament hundreds of 
years before the birth of Christ, but it has only 
been and is now being redeemed to the church 
under the New Testament, and therefore these 
are not two, but one and the same church. 
Promises made to one church cannot be re­
deemed by bestowing the promised benefit on a. 

t 
I 
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different chlll'ch, and therefore the identity of 
the church must be the same under both Tes­
taments, for God's promises cannot fail. 

Christ and his apostles tcrnght the identity of 
the church. On one occasion (Matt. xxi. 33-46,) 
Jesus said a householder planted a vineyard and 
let it out to husbandmen; sent his servants at 
harvest time to receive the fruits; but those 
husbandmen beat his servants, and killed others, 
and stoned others; and at last, when the house­
holder sent his son, they cast him out of the 
vineyard, and slew him. When Jesus asked 
the chief priests and elders what the lord of the 
vineya.rd would do unto those husbandmen, they 
answered, "He will miserably destroy those 
wicked men, and will let out the vineyard unto 
other lwsbandmen," etc. Jesus said, " T!iere­
f ore say I unto you, The kingdom of God shall 
be talcen from you, and given to a nation 
bringing forth the fruits thereof" The king­
dom (church) of God which has been tra.ns­
ferred to the Gentiles is the very same that 
was taken from the J e"s, out of which they 
cast and slew the Son of God. It is the iden­
tity of the church that gave point and power to 
this poa:rtble. 

When e;q laining the parable of the Good 



16 INFANT BAPTISM. 

Shepherd, Jesus said, " Other sheep I have 
which are not of this fold; them also I must 
bring, and they shall hear my voice ; and there 
shall be ONE FOLD and one Shepherd." (John x. 
16.) The Gentile sheep were not gathered 
into a new fold, but were brought into that 
same one to which the Jews belonged. The 
sheep, or professed people of God, may be 
changed, but the fold, the church of God, pre­
serves its identity through all ages and exter­
nal changes. One fold for Jews and Gentiles, 
because one church of Goel under both Testa­
ments. 

This truth is presented in a very clear and 
striking light in the eleventh chapter of R01nans, 
where the apostle discusses the rejection of the 
Jews and the calling of the Gentiles. He re­
presents the church as a good olive tree, the 
Jews its natural branches, and the Gentiles the 
branches of a wild olive. He says these natmal 
branches were "broken off" because of unbe­
lief-the Jews cast out of the chmch for re, 
jecting Christ; and the branches of the wild 
olive were "graffed contrcwy to nature into the 
good olive tree "--the Gentiles gathered by 
grace into the church; and that these natural 
branches (Jews), "if they abide not in belief, 
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shall be grafted into 'l'IIEIR OWN olive treo ago.in. 
when "the fulnesR 0£ the entiles be como in." 
J._s the gt1 11 ollv tr e pr ser ves i ta identity 
t]n· ugh nil the 1 r aku1g off ll.Dd grafting in of 
branches, so th chtu:ch p;re.serve!I its icleutity 

[ through all the changes which have and may, 
be made in its membership. 

In the ninth chapter of Hebrews the npostle 
says that the beginning of the· Christian dis­
pensation wus the time of the refomwtion of 
the chw:oh I that the carnal ordino.n s c,f the 
Mosaic economy were "imposed until the time 
of reformation," when Christ woulcl come and 
obtain eternal redemption. (Heb. ix. 10.) 
Christ and his apostles did not destroy the old 
and organize a new, but they reformed the 
church of God. Dut reformation necessitates 
the previous existence, and the after-continu-
1J.Dce of that which has been reformed, and 
t,.herefore the church existed befor , and con­
tinued to exist n,fter, the reformation effected 
by Crn:ist and his apostles. Its forms were 
changed; its identit!} was prese1·ved. 

Stephen saicl of Moses, "This is he which 
was in the church in the wilderness (Acts vii. 
38) ; and Paul identifies this " church in the 
wilderness " with the church under the new 



18 OOANT BAPTISM. 

Testament; for he says, "Moses verily was 
f P,ithful in all his house as a servant; . . . . . 
but Christ as a son over his own house; whose 
hoitse (ire we," etc. (Heb. iii. 5, 6), "the house of 
Goel, which is the church of the livincr God" 

b ' 

etc. (1 Tim. iii. 15.) Moses was a servant. 
Christ the Son, Paul an apostle, Timothy a~ 
evangelist, and New Testament believers were 
members in the same "house of God, which is 
the church of the living God, the pillar and 
ground of the earth." 

Here I will rest this line of the ar1:,>1.unent. I 
desist, not because I have exhausted the evi­
dence, but because I do not wish to exhaust 
your patience and insult your intelligence by 
offering additiono,l proof for what must appear 
to you as already proved " beyond the shade of 
the shadow of a doubt." Now the children of 
cliitrch members were mernbe1·s of the church wi-

i' 

der the Old Testament. Aclmittecl. The clwrch _, 
under the Old Testament is identical with the 
church under the New Testument. Proved 
from the Script·ures. Therefore the child1·en 
oj church members AnE members of' the church 
under the New Testament. No escape from 
-Shis conclusion. 
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THE NEW TESTAMENT CoNFm111s Tms CoNcLusroN. 

When tho • ipl • f tbn le tho mo tho.rs to 
bring their i1~fa11t to J sus, he said, « Suff • 
little chikl.t· n (vs. 15, in:f'cmts) come m.1tu me, 
nnd forbid thom u t; fo, · of such is the kin(!• 
dom of od.'' (Luke xviii 15.) "Of su ·h" 
h.ns h ,re it.s unifo1·m . c1·ir twal mc!Uling-th ese 
and the like. "Th which nJllln.i • sucli (these 
and th like) things o.t·e worthy • { death." (Ro111. 
i. 82; s 1 01·. Y. 11; Gnl v. 21; 1 Tim. -vi. 
4, 5; 3 John 8; cts xix. 2u.) Iu •v r ' pas· 
sa.ge in the New T atu.m nt in whfo.li this word 
" su ·h" occurs, it !lloons th o o.ud the lik , and 
it must bo.ve th 1:10.me in Ming ju th· 1 n s ge, 
"The kingdom of God " i1:1 th al.lm· •h ul: Qoll, 
M in Matt. xiii. 4 7; xxi. 33, et.o. Tllis jg g n­
e1·oJly ndrujt;t 1. When therefor J u snid, 
1'0£ tl.tese and the like (such) is tho hw: h 
(kingdom) of God," he taught the membership 
of the children most clearly and oruphn.tico.ll '. 

In his sermon on the day of Pentecost, Peter 
J:Hlii.cl, " R pent o.nd 1 e 1 n,plrized eve1;y on of 
you; ... £ r ilia pr 1uiRe ia uut ~ou nnd t 
.'I ur c:hil/lren, n.nu t l all Ll111t n.ra 1t:fl11' off, even 
n many as the Lor um· 11 !UlAll co.ll." (.A.d e 
ii. 38, 39.) '.this prwnise wo.s ti at made to 
.A.brn.b.run (Rom. iv. 13-17). in which the ohil-
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dren were expressly included with their parents, 
and their church membership secured. 'When 
therefore Peter quoted to that assembly of Jews 
this promise, which had given the children a 
place in the church under the Old Testament, 
he recognized and reaffirmed the church mem­
bership of the children under the New Testa­
ment. He quoted this promise as meaning on 
the day of Pentecost just what it meant when 
spoken to Abraham, viz., tlie children are mem­
bers with their pa1'ents. 

In his first Epistle to the Corinthians, the 
apostle teaches, that if only one parent is :.t be· 
liever, the faith of that parent will so far sane · 
tify the marriage relation as to preserve the 
church membership of their children. These 
Christians were in trouble. They saw the chil­
dren of believers treated as "tl.e holy," and the 
children of unbelievers treated as "the unclean;" 
but what was the status of those children whose 
parents were, one a believer tho other an un­
believer? Should they be classed with "the 
holy" or with "the unclean?" Ought the be­
lieving husband or wife to separnte from the 
unbelieving wife or husband, so that the chil­
dr<>..n qf the believing parent might be treated 
a.s "the holy7" The apostle answers that it 

\ 
J 
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was not necessary for them to separate, "for 
the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the 
wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by 
the husband, else were your children unclean, 
but now are they holy." 

The word holy, 01· saint, is the one most com. 
rowuly us din the New Testament to designate 
chui-ch members, and for th~ reason thnt this 
word means separated unto God, and the mem­
bers of his church are the only people profes­
sedly and fol'mally so separated. We find the 
apostle clir cting hi I is!les to tho saints (the 
holy) o.t R m , t the saints ,(th linl/1) 11it Cor­
inth, etc. Wnen th ·efore he co.Ueu those chil­
dren of a believing parent at Corinth holy 
(saints), he meant just what he did when ha 
called the parents saints (the holy), viz., that 
they were separated unto God, were :members 
of the church of God. This is the meaning of 
the word when applied to the parents (1 Cor. 
i 2) all u.uruit, n,ncl this is its meaning when 
npili ll Lo lh chlldren (1 Cor. vii. 14), for it is 
th fl(l1lle wol'd, th same writer, the same let­
ter, ancl the most common meaning of the word 
when applied to persons in the New Testament. 
Paul says the children of a believing parent are 
members of the church (saints, holy). 
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The apostle direota his lottel' "to the saints 
(chunili members) which are at Ephesus;" and 
in this letter he sfiys: "Ilusl,ands, love y ur 
wi,es;" "wives, submit yourselves unto your own 
husbands;" "servants, be obedient ... to your 
ma~ters;" "fathers, provoke not your children 
to Wl'Q,th ; " "children, obey your parents in the 
Lord." ,vhat husbands, wives, servants, fathers 
and children are meant 1 Why, those ilo whom 
the ldter was addressed, those who were saints 
or church members at Ephesus. These chil­
dren were saints (church members) as renlly 
as were these husbands, wives, servants and 
fathers, for the apostle does not send a mes­
sn,ge to the child.t· n, saying, reU the chikh·eu to 
obey their parents, but he ap l,l,k tc,> the:m di-
1'!:lCtly, saying, "Children, ob y your Jo.rents." 
In this an l in the lettei· to the ll ssiana the 
church membership of the children is as dis­
tinctly reoogniz d as that of any other class of 
society. They ARE members. 

Now for the conclusion of this argument. 
Every member of the clmrch may and 

should be baptized. This is admitted by every­
body. The childrer, of clnwoh membm·s are 
members of the clu.1-Nh. '17~is has been proved 
from the Scripturl)p, 17teref01·e the o/lildren oj 
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church members may and should be baptizea. 
This is SOLEMN DUTY, no less than sweet privi­
lege. JJ..::,ty neglected is sin. 

II. 
Tm: APOSTLES HABITUALLY PRAO'l'ICED HOUSEHOLD 

OR FAMILY (INFANT) BAPTISM. 

Whenever they baptized a.father or a mother 
they also baptized their children, if present. 
'l'hero is not a single exception to this rule on 
record. The New Testament records only riine 
individual baptisms. Four of these were of per­
sons (Paul, Simon, Gains, and the Eunuch), 
who, so far as the record shows, had no family. 
Four of these were of persons (Cornelius, Steph­
nuo.s, Lydfo,, 11,n :I. he jo.il ;r), each of_ whom bad 
a fumlly, 1tn i tlte baptism of that fcvmil.llJ i.g ilis­
ti11 otly t·e • rcled. The ninth was i:ispu.s, whose 
childr 11 we1· ol<l. nough to clo.im bo,ptism on 
their own faith, for it is recorded that he "bu­
lievecl on the Lord with all his house." (Acts 
Xl'iii. 8.) 'l'he fact that the faith of this family 
is mtmtioned shows clearly that in each of the 
other four families, where no faith is mentioned 
but that of the parent, the family was baptized 
on the parent's faith. This case greaflly 
strengthens the proposition that the cbildrEll'.I 
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(family) were always baptized, if present, on 
their own faith, if they believed in the Lord, 
otherwise on the faith of the believing parent. 

To the threadbare objection that ·ve1·haps 
there were no little children in any of these 
families, I answer: (1), The language teaches 
the doctrine and the duty, for it requires the 
baptism of the family, and little children con­
stitute an important part of the family of their 
parents; (2), In each of these four cases th~ 
family, whether composed of little philclren or 
big children, matters not, was baptized, not on 
the faith of the children, but on the faith of 
the parent. The faith of the parent is the only 
faith mentioned in the record. The case of the 
jailer is not a contradiction, but a confirmation; 
for Acts xvi. 34, is in the Greek "he rejoiced 
with all his house, (he) having believed in God." 
He did the believing, and his house united with 
him in the rejoicing, as they were united with 
him in their baptism-all on his faitli. 

III. 
CHRIST COMMANDS HOUSEHOLD OR FAMILY (INFANT) 

BAPTISM. 

At the time of the great reformation (Heb. 
ix. 10) Christ gave his apostles this commis-
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sion, "Go ye therefore and teach (disciple) all 
nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost; 
teaching them to observe all things whatsoever 
I have commanded you." (Matt. xxxiii. 19, 20.) 
Who were the apostles to disciple, enroll as 
pupils of Christ? "ALL NATIONS." How were 
they to emoll these disciples of Christ? "BAP• 

TIZING THEM." Baptizing who? "ALL NATIONS." 

How can a nation be baptized'? Only by bap­
tizing the integral parts, the constituent ele­
ments of the nation. What constitutes a na­
tion? It is not men only, nor women only, nor 
isolated individ~tals of any class or sex, but 
families, including men and women and their 
children. There has never been, and can never 
be, a nation without families, parents and their 
childi·en, any more than there can be water 
without oxygen and. hydrogen. The children 
are as essential to the existence of a nation as 
the men and the women, and therefore the 
command of Christ applies to them as truly and 
as fully as it does to their parents. Christ did 
not say baptizing men and women, but "bap­
tizing them" (all nations)/ and since childi·en 
are essential to the existence of the nation, 
since it is the family that constitutes the na.-
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tion, Christ's command reqmres baptism to be 
administered to the children as imi: eratively as 
to their parents. The very same clivjne com­
mand that warrants the baptism of men and 
of women warrants the baptism of their chil­
dren. To neglect or refuse their baptiam is 
the sin of disobecli nee to the same div:inll com­
mand of which you would be guilty to neglect 
or refuse baptism for yomself. They are as 
truly a part of this nation as you are, and their 
baptism is as explicitly and as emphatically 
commanded as is your baptism. 

There is no escape from this conclusion, for 
the word nation, wherever used in the Scrip­
tures, always includes the children with their 
parents. Examine the record : Gen. xix. ; Ex. 
ix.; Num. xxxi.; Duet. ,,ii.; Josh. vi.; 1 Sam. 
xv.; Jonah iv., etc. The command to destroy 
all the nations of Canaan, etc., included the 
children with their parents, and therefore the 
command to baptize all nations included the 
children with their parents. 'fhe children 
were included in the destruction of their pa­
rents when God was taking vengeance; much 
more, MUCH MORE are they included in the bap­
tism of their lJarents when God is showing 
mercy. It will not do to say the won.:1. nation 
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includes the children when there is a curse to 
be executed, but does not include them when 
there is a blessing to be bestowed: for surely 
God does not discriminate against the children 
to their destruction. No, no 1 ten thousand 
times no l Christ meant in this command to 
baptize all nations, just what that word always 
means-men and women and their children. 

There is no escape from this conclusion, for 
parental representation is a universal princi· 
ple in God's govermental control over man. 
In his every general dispensation, he has in­
cluded the children with their parents. Adam's 
children were represented in him, and fell with 
him in his :first transgression, as we all know to 
our sorrow. Noah's children were represented 
in him, and his offspring look with confidence 
upon the seal of the covenant of security against 
a second deluge as it spans the horizon in all 
the splendors of its rainbow beauty. The chil­
dren of the Jew were represented in their 
parents, and shared with them the possession of 
Canaan, while the children of the Canaamte 
were represented in their parents, and suffered 
with the:rl the destructive judgments of Je­
hovah. 'lbe children of Nineveh were repre­
sented in ,heir parents, and saved with them 
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from national destruction, while the children of 
Sodom and of Gomorrah were represented in 
their parents, and perished with them in the fire 
and brimstone that came down from heaven. 
In every general dispensation of divine control 
over man, and in every covenant that God has 
made with the human family, we find the chil­
dren l'epresented in their parents. Iu every 
nation whose history has come down to us, and 
in every government now extant on our globe, 
we find the children represented in their pa­
rents. In every tribe in heathen lands, and in 
every community in Christian countries, we 
find the social standing of the children, during 
the tender years of infancy at least, fixed and 
determined by the social standing of tLeir 
parents. And if this universal principle of pa­
rental representation did not prevail in the 
visible kingdom of God, it would be a new and a 
strange thing under the sun. It would be con. 
trary to all analogy, and to the constitution of 
the church under the Old Testament, in which 
the children received the token of membership 
with thell' parents. It would be for God to 
show less grace in his kingdom of grace than in 
the kingdom of nature; under the gospel than 
under the law, so that in this respect the gos• 
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pel would be the very opposite of good news. 
If the apostles had ever promulgated the abro­
gation of God's universal principle of parental 
representation, that the children were to be ex­
cluded from the church m1der the New Testa­
ment, they would have provoked the bitterest 
opposition on this account; they would have 
seen the Jewish nation conv~rted into a raging, 
howling mob, whose tumultuous uproars would 
b.ave rent the vaulted heavens, and been echo­
ing in our ears unto this day, while from all 
~he mothers in Israel would have been heard 
weeping and wailing and great lamentation, 
more bitter and more clamorous than that of 
Rachel when she "refused to be comforted be­
cause her children were not." But there never 
was the faintest whisp6.r of such a complaint 
against the apostles, nor did their bitterest en­
emies ever accuse them of separating the pa­
rents from their children, and leaving the lambs 
out of the fold; for the apostles clearly taught 
that this universal principle of parental repre­
sentation was a fundamental principle in the 
church under the New Testament, as it had 
been in the church under the Old Testament. 
In the first sermon after Christ gave his great 
command, "Go disciple all nations (men, WO• 
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men and their children), baptizing them," ete., 
Peter said, "Repent and be baptized, every one 
of you; .. . £01· the pl'omise is unto you ond eo 
your cliildre11,," etc. .And very ~e tho o.pos· 
tles baptized a parent wl1oi,e ohildre~ were 
present, they also baptized those children, 
showing conclusively that they understood the 
command, to baptize "all nations," t o include 
the children with their parents. 

Tliere is no escape from this conclusion, for 
when the Lord Almightly baptized a nation, he 
included the children with their parents. "And 
were ALL baptized unto Moses in the cloud and 
in the sea." (1 Cor. x. 2.) The hundreds and 
thousands of little children who passed through 
the Red Sea were as truly and as fully baptized 
as were their parents. God did not separate 
the parents from their childre~, and leave t?e 
little ones out (in Egypt). Christ says, baptize 
all nations, and he shows us what he means by 
nations when he baptized the Jewish nation­
men and women and their children. 

Tell me, ye lJn,r nts, ye who have been unin~ 
tent,jonally so cruel you1· offspring, if ye had 
stood with Israel that memorable day, when 
the Almighty baptized them unto Moses, would 
ye have thrust your little ones back, and re-
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fused to allow them to receive that blessed 
bapm.sm with you! Then tell it not in Gath, 
publish ib not in the streets of Askalon, that in 
the face of this most impera,t:.iv command of 
your risen Lord ye refuse to take your little 
ones into this more blessed covenant, and deny 
to them this more blessed baptism! 

IV. 
THE CmmcH oF Goo HAS ALWAYS BELIEVED AND 

PRACTICED HOUSEHOLD OR FAMILY (INFANT) 

BAPTISM. 

It was the faith and practice of the church 
under the Old Testament, as all admit, if, as 
Paul teaches (Col. ii. 11, 12), circumcision and 
baptlSl,ll m;e identical. It wns the faith and 
prMtioe of the bm·ch during the days of the 
0,posfiles, ll-\l h~ bee,n proved from the New Tes 
tament. It was the faith and practice of the 
church during the first two centuries of the 
Christian era, as is evident from the fact, that 
of the only twelve "church fathers," parts of 
whose writings have come down to us, nine 
mention infant baptism, and all who mention 
it speak of it as the common practice of the 
church. It is also an undisputed fact, that of 
all the catalogues of heresies drawn up during 
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those centuries, some of which contain as many 
as eighty, infant baptism is never mentioned, 
showingthatnobodydisputed the divine origin of 
this doctrine, as believed and practiced by the 
church. Justin Martyr, probably born about 
the year 100, and while John was yet alive, says, 
"There are many of us of both sexes, some 
sixty and some seventy years old, who were 
made disciples (baptized, Matt. xxviii. 19) from 
their childhood." Iremeus, the disciple of 
Polycarp, who was the disciple and friend oi 
John and pastor of the church at Smyrna, only 
a few miles from John's home at Ephesus, was 
born about the year 120, and says, "Obrist 
came to redeem all by himself-all who through 
him are regenerated to God (baptized); infants 
and little children and young men and older 
persons. Hence he passed through every age, 
and for the infants became an infant, sancti­
fying infants," etc. The shepherd of Hermas, 
who lived about the year 150, ancl had, accol'd­
ing to Neander, "great authority in the first 
centuries," says, "All infants are in honor with 
the Lorcl, ancl are esteem eel first of all; the 
baptism of water is necessary to all." Origen, 
who was born about the year 180, says, "Ac· 
cording to the usage of the chm:ch, baptisrn is 
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given to infants." " The church received an 
order from the apostles to baptize infants." 
And be says be himself was baptized in in­
fancy. Tertullian, who was born about the 
year 220, speaks of infant baptism as the com­
mon practice of the church, and he opposed it, 
not that it was an innovation or heresy, but be­
cause he claimed that sins committed after 
baptism were unJ)llJ'd nable, and therefore bap• 
tism should be 1eferred in all cases until near 
the close of life. Pelagi.us, born about the 
year 350, and perhaps the greatest traveller of 
his day, says he "had never heard of any im­
pious heretic or sectary who h[tcl denied infant 
baptism." "What can be so impious as to 
hinder the baptism of infants1" Augustine, 
the greatest scholar of his age, says, " The 
whole church of Christ bas constantly held that 
infants were baptized. Infant baptism the 
whole clwrch pmctices. It was not instituted 
by councils, but was ever in use." I will not 
quote later witnesses, as it is generally admit­
ted that infant baptism has been the common 
practice of the church from the days of Augus• 
tine. With the exception of the Petrobrussians, 
a fanatical sect, that sprang up in the south of 
France during the twelfth century, and soon 
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disa.ppeo.rea, no branch of the church rejected 
the doctrine of infant baptism until the rise of 
the Anabaptists in the sixteenth century. For 
fifteen hundred years immediately succeeding 
the death of Christ, infant baptism was the 
faith and practice of the church in Europe, 
Asia and Africa It has always been, and is 
to-day, the faith and practice of every branch 
of the church, Greek, Roman and Protestant, 
except the Anabaptists and their offspring; and 
these different branches of the church, with 
some four hundred millions of members, in­
clude the far largest part of the wisest, most 
intelligent, most scholarly and most pious peo­
ple in c1u;stendom. I have given you this 
chain of bistotio events simply to show that 
the doctrine I have declared unto you from the 
Scriptures is and has always been believed by 
the church of God, with a slight exception in 
these last three centuries. 

v. 
.rHE OBJECTIONS TO THE DOCTRINE BEING ALL UN­

TENABLE CONFIRMS THE SCRIPTURAL AND THE 

llisToRIO ARGUMENTS FOR HousEHoLD OR 

FAMILY (INFANT) BAPTISM. 

The argument is this: that doctrine must be 
true for which so much scripture can be urged, 
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a,nd against which so little can be said, and that 
little having no foundation in fact. What are 
the principal objections to infant baptism! 

It is objected that only male children were 
circumcised, and therefore these only should be • 
baptized, which is not the doctrine of infa1r• 
baptism. I answer that the extension of the 
seal to adult females is good for infant females, 
and the same reason for giving the token of 
membership under the New Testament to mo­
thers warrants the baptis:::n of their daughters. 
But even if this were not true (it is), even if 
circumcision and baptism were not identical 
(they are), still this objection would be worth­
less, because infant baptism does not stand or 
fall with the identity of this sacrament, but is 
abundantly taught in many passages of the 
New Testament, as we have seen. 

It is objected that baptism is conditioned on 
faith. (Mark xvi. 16.) Certainly; on the faith 
of the individual or of the parent. (Acts xvi. 
15.) Baptism is conditioned on the faith of 
i:.he individual only so far as salvation is con­
ditioned on individual faith, for the same 
scripture that says, " He that believeth and is 
baptized shall be saved," also says, "he that 
believeth not shall be damned." If infant.a c:.,,.n-
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not be baptized because they cannot believe, 
then they cannot be saved, because they cannot 
believe. If, as all Christians agree, infants can 
be saved, although they cannot believe, the in­
fants can be baptized, although they cannot be­
lieve. This text leaves you infant baptism or 
infant damnat-ion. Take your choice. God 
hath chosen the first, and commands you to ob­
serve it. 

It is objected that infant baptism involves 
infant communion. No. Infant membership 
did not involve infant communion under the 
Old Testament; does not entitle the infant to 
exercise the privileges of adult citizenship in 
any kingdom, civil or ecclesiastical. Your lit­
tle children ARE members or citizelis of Ken­
tucky, but they are not permitted to vote and 
hold office until they reach the age prescribed 
by the State, when it is presumed they will be 
qualified for the duties of adult citizens. They 
attain their majority in the State when they 
give evidence of possessing the requisite quali­
fication (the prescribed age), and they attain 
their majority in the church when they give evi­
dence of possessing the requisite qualification 
(a new heart). Their membership is recog­
nized in the church by baptism, and their ma,. 
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jority by their admission to the Supper, and to 
all the higher privileges of adult church mem­
bership. This objection confirms the doctrine 
of infant baptism, by showing how beautifully 
this doctrine harmonizes with the standing and 
the treatment of children under every govern­
ment that has ever existed on our globe. 

It is objected that infant baptism can do no 
good, because the little child:ren do not undei;­
stand it. Those little Jews eight days old did 
not understand circumcision, but was it no 
good? It was God's ordinance. Those infants 
brought to Jesus did not understand his bless­
ing them, but was it no good? It was the 
blessing of Christ. Those thousands of little 
ones whom the Almighty baptized at the Red 
Sea (1 Cor. x. 2) did not understand their bap­
tism, but was it no good? It was baptism by 
the Almighty. Those thousands of little chil­
dren whom Moses baptized at Mt. Sinai (Heb. 
ix. 19) did not understand their baptism, but 
was it no good? It was baptism by God's 
command. Your little ones, gasping in the grip 
of fell disease, did not understand your prayer 
with strong crying and tears befor<il the mercy­
seat, but was it no good 7 Surely every one 
knows that our understanding is never the 
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measure of the good we may receive, elae this 
world would be filled with paup -a, and hen;ven 
would receive no emigrants from n1ih. Infn.nt 
baptism can do the littl childi·en g od, lee 
God would not have ordained it. It is a bless­
ing to them m that MEMORY, one of tb,e most 
eloquent, powerful and pel'suasive pi-eo,chers, 
whose voice is ev • heard in the seer t oham­
bers of the heart, will preo.ch to them in after 
years, recalling that sweetly solemn scene 
which they believe, on the best of evidence, oc­
curred in their in1ancy, when their godly father 
and saintJymotber, now, it may b , looking down 
on them .D'CIDl. the lD1Lill:lions in glory, nta.red 
into solemn covenant with d on thefr behalf 
and dedico.t 1 them to J esus Ob1·ist. I hav; 
seen, as 0th.era hav , tb,01· 1;1ulta 0£ this p1·eaching 
in fruit unto salva;tion, where n.U other preach­
ing hMl :fail d. It is a bl ssing t bhe chilclren 
in that their parents are parties to this cove­
nant, in which God gives them special promises 
of grace and wisdom and strength for the dis­
charge of their momentous duties to the souls 
of their little ones. It is a blessing to the 
children in that God himself is a party to this 
covenant, and bind::1 himself to bring these chil­
dren to a personal acceptance of Christ as their 
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Saviolll", if only the p!U·ents will be true to their 
covena.nt vows. .And it is an undeniable fact 
that very few of the children of the covenant 
perish in their iniquity, and th se would not if 
their parents did not fail through unb lief 1n 
claiming the covenant blessings and in fulfill­
ing their covenant vows. In the riches of lli.S 
grace God often comes over the sins of parents 
to save their child:r n; but tJiose parents who 
negled. to enter into covenant with God on be­
half of their children, according to his appoint­
ment, have no such claims upon him, and no 
such pleas to urge with him for the salvation 
of the1r children, as they would have had they 
dedicated their children to God in his covenant. 
In neglecting this duty you cannot say you 
have clone all you could for their salvation, for 
here is one important duty undone. That they 
may be saved is my desire and prayer; but if they 
perish in their inquity, will you be altogether 
free from their blood 1 Will it be a plev,sant 
and comforting reflection, as you sit over against 
their graves, that you never dedicated them to 
God, nor entered into covenant with him on 
their behalf; never obeyed his command on 
this subject, but always refused his covenant 
promises and assistance for bringing them up 
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in the nurture of the Lord; never allowed that 
t0ken of the covenant (baptisru) to be applied 
to them which would h:1Ve testified that yon, 
your church and your God, expected them to 
grow up in the love of Christ; never brought 
to bear on them for their salvation all tho::;e in­
fluences that flow from this sweetly solemn 
sacrament? If you would spare yourselves all 
occasion for such bitter reflections, if you would 
invoke all available influences for the salvation 
of your children, if you would obey the impera­
tive command of him who died for you and 
rose again, whose yon are ancl whom you serve, 
keep in the letter and the spirit, and rejoice in 
all the blessedness of this precious doctrine of 
infant lJaptism. Anrl may t.he blessing of the 
God who loves the little chil<lren, the Goel ol 
Abraham nrnl of Lmac and of ,Jacob, the great 
covenant-keeping Goel, who lrnepeth covenant 
with the fathers and with their children after 
them, abide on you, and c-ivo nll your children 
a place in the family of our Father in heaven. 


