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PREMONITION.

THE design of the publication here commenced is, in &
gseries of pamphlets, to awaken the attention of the public
to several subjects which it is thought have not heen suffi-
ciently examined, The Discipline, Doctrine and Order
of the church of Jesus Christ will be discussed with a view
to christian practice, and the true interests of society con-
nected with them. In these discussions, there will fre-
quently occur a statement of points, in which christians
differ. But if any expect to find the fierce and acrimoni-
ous spirit of 3 polemic they will be disappointed. Indeed
although the object of the publication, in some of its parts,
is to afford an exposition and vindication of the discipline
and order of a pdrticular church, it is intended at the same
time to show that the differences which exist among chris-
tians ought not to prevent their holding communion toge-
ther as disciples of a common Lord. 1n fact the great pur-
pose is to promote truth and charity. The intention of
the Editor is pure—What his success may be, he pretends
not to predict. For this he looks to Heaven; and as to the
merit of the work, he leaves it to the public to decide.

No regularity in this publication can be promised—The
Nos. will appear as suits the convenience of the Editor:
regard however, will be paid to the demands of the publis.
Uniformity in page, paper and type will be preserved, so

that the several numbers may be bound in volumes as the

proprietors may like best.

- BILEI
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SCHEME OF THE FOLLOWING ESSAY.

I. Tax terms Baptism and Baptise are explained. And
.itis shown that, in general usage, they are iudeterin,inatq
in signification; but that in a religious sense, they com-
prehend both an external rite, and the discipline, with its
effects on the heart and in the life represented by that rite,
pa. 1-8.

II. It is proposed to show that baptism is to be admlms-
tered to those who profess faith in Lhrnt, and obedience
to him; and that infants descending from parents, either
both or but one of them professing faith in Christ are to
be baptlsed, pa. 10.—Proposition 1st—briefly considered,
because no dispute on the subject, pp. 10-11. Proposition
2d—namely, that the child of a belicving parent ought to
be baptised, considered at large, and proved, 1. By the
analogy between the conshtutlon of nature and of the
church; the condition of children in each case being con-
nected with that of t_hcu' parents, pp. 11-13.—2, By show-
ing that the church was organized in the family of Abra-
ham, that the initiatory rite from the beginning had a spi-
rltual signification, that this rite was applied to the chil-

dren of church-members, and that when the church was

~ placed on its christian foundation, no change was made in
-this respect, pp. 13-27 —3. By examining the commission
given to the apostles, whep christian baptism was insti-

tuted, and enquiring into the extent in which they would

receive and execute it; from which it appears that the apos-
tles, having always been accustomed to see children ad-

mitted into the visible church, would naturally apply bap-

tism as an initiating ordinance to them, pp. 28-34.—4. By

examining the record concerning the practice of the apostles,

from which it appears to be a positive and unquestionable

fact that they baptised the families of believers; and indeed,

that such baptism was a common occurrence, and that, in

circumstances renderingit utterly incredible that there were

no young children—particularly it is shown, that the word
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renderdd household was the direct, proper, and uneguivo-
cal term to express chililren; and that the sense of it in the
connection in which it stands, makes it more clear that they
were baptised, than if it had- been said, the apostles bap-
tised Lydia and her children, pp. 34-63.—5. By the ex-
press and repeated testimony of the primitive Fathers of
the Church, that they received the practice of baptising
children from the apostles, pp. 64-69.—It is then proved
from scripture, particularly the passage 1 Cor. vii. 14, that
if one of the parents is a believer, the baptismn of the chil-
dren is authorised and required, pp. 70-74. -

ILL In the concluding part of the work the mode of ad-
ministration is considered, and it is undertaken to be
proved that, Dipping the person into the water is not ne-
cessary; but that baptism is rightly administered by pour-
ing or sprinkling water on the person. This is prov-
ed, 1. By showing that the original word is indeter-
minate as it is used by Greek writers in general, and
that Lexicographers give to it seven different significations.
2. By an examination of every passage in the N. Testa-
ment in which the words baptise and baptism occur; from
which it appears that in no single instance it is evident that
baptism was performed by immersion, and in some instan-
ces it is manifest that this was not the case, as in the bap-
tism of Paul and the Jailor, pp- 74 to the conclusion.

In this Essay the utmost care has been taken to avoid
harsh expressions, and every thing that could reasonably
give offence. The words to plunge, to submerge, and sub-
mersion, have been several times introduced merely be-
cause it has been supposed by some that immersion does
not adequately express the idea intended to be conveyed
by those who use it, and contend for that mode of adminis-
tering the rite under consideration. This remark is here
introduced to prevent the supposition even, that there was
any intention of spealung llghtly cnncermng any manner
of administering so holy an ordinance. * The Author is in-
capable of any attempt to turn into ridicule that which his
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Jellow chrishans esteem sacred, however he may disapprove
of their practice. He respects their feelings, when he¢ dif-
fers from their opinions; and while he. wishes to show their
error, he prays that grace, mercy and peace may be multi.
plied unto them, ¢¢ and all who call on the Lord Jesus
Chvrist, both their Lord and ours.”

{{7= Ix looking over the pages of the following pam-
phlet as they came from the printer, we have seen several lit-
tle things which we wish altered. They are noted here that

the reader may see them, and make the changes if he

thinks proper.

There is a sentence, Introduction pa., ii. line 18 and on-
wards, which does not clearly express the meaning intend-
od: let it be understood thus—s¢¢ When religion is prevalent,
and opinions and rituals, presented as its doctrines and in-
stitutions, are received without due inquiry, and without
that collision of sentiment, which exercises the understand.
ing, &c.

Page 6, line 10, insert and, before referred.
~ Page 7, line 4 from bottom, for right, read rite.

Page 8, line 5, for ke read be.

Page 9, line 15, erase any.
line 4 from bottom, for nor read or,

Page 18, line 18, erase the comma after, and .insert it
before, is. A

Page 27, line 6 from bottom, for implied read implies.

Page 37—The reference on this page to ¢ Facts and
Eoudences,” &c., is to be regarded as a marginal reference,
and the reader will pass over it as though it was not there;
the sentence immediately following it, being a continua-
tion of that which immediately precedes it,

. Page 47, line 19, for lease read leave.
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In page 51—Should the reader enquire how the Jailor
rejoiced with his family if they were infants; let him an-
swer how it was that God, out of the mouths of BABES and
suckLINGs perfected praise? Matt. xxi. 16.

In page 52, line 12 from the bottom, Thessalona is prin-
ted instead of Thessalonica.

Page 55, line 20, for befere read before.

Page 68.—Respecting the housenold of Stephanas, it ought
to have been remarked that as this epistle was written to
the Corinthians several yecars after the baptism of Stephanas’
family,it is very possible that some at least of the members,
who were baptised when young, might have been old
enough at this time to render offices of kindness to the
saints. If the preceding explanations fail then, our argu.
ment is not invalidated.

Page 73.—The members of the Corinthian church might
very well raise a doubt whether they should continue, after '
eonversion, tolive with idolatrous husbands or wives. There
were many Jews amongst them; and we all know what the
Jewish law and the Jewish prejudices were on this subject.
Let the reader compare the argument on this page with
the ix. and xth chapters of the book of Ezra. He will ses
at once the reason of the doubt; and that the declaration of
the apostle that the ¢ children are holy,” that is a seed
consecrated to God, settles the question at once.

Page 74—line 8 from bottom, for coustdering read cons:-
dering. '

¢ The Christian religion every where,” &c. It ia not
intended here to insinuate that the ordinances of the church,
which may very properly be termed external observances,
are trivial; that is, that it is a trifling question whether a
man shall observe them or not—Bat that the outward form
or manner of observance is a small matter; Thus whether
we sing the version of Sternhold and Hopkins, of Brady
and Tate, of Rouse, or Watts, is no affair which ought to
separate churches, &c.
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Page 78, line 6 from bottom, in some copies for ha e read
have. , ,

Page 84, line 7 for the people read they; namely, the me-
thodists.

Page 85, No. xxxv. in some copies baptised occurs instead

of baptising. \
~ Page 87, line 3 from bottom, rcad ¢ And the high priest
arose and sdid.”

Page 93.—Additional remark on Rom vi. 4, and Col. ii.
‘11, 12. The rite ofburial is different in different countries
and in different ages. The Greek and Romans buried
their dead bodies and laid up the ashes in urns: The an-
cient Egyptians embalmed them; and deposited them in
buildings prepared for the purpese. The ancient Jews
hewed sepulchres in the solid rock, as mentioned in pa. 93.
"The Hindoos burn their dead, and, if they can, throw the
‘ashes into the Ganges. Now, if burial in baptism expresses
the mode of administration, what mode is that? It is easy
to see that the manner of burying will suggest entirely dif-
ferent ideas to different people.
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SHRISTIAN BAPTISH,

INTRODUCTION. .

ALL that concerns the admlmstratlon ot‘ the kmgdom
of Christ is worthy of attention. The varidiis appointments
of the great Head of the Church, are made in wisdom. No
institutions are arbitedry; none intended for ‘mere parade
and show. Every thing has a reference to practice, and a
bearing on the great interests of morality. It is then the
duty of Christians to examine for themselves, and ascer-
tain the will of God, respecting the discipline, as well as
the doctrine of the Christian Church.

The fact, that on these subjects there is a diversity of
opinion among Christians, furnishes no valid objection to
the discussion of the points of difference; but rather an
argument in favour of such investigation as tends to pro-
mote knowledge of the truth among all parties. It is true,
that while temperate discussion is at all times proper, it is
peculiarly so when brethren differ; and differ too, on points
which it is alike the interest of all {0 determine. But this
does not imply that, because men call themselves Christi-
ans, they ought not to engage in argument on the peculiar-
ities which separate them. Nor can we see how this sen-
timent, prevalent as it is, can be supported on any, but

Google



(X3

1

glich principles as follow.  Either, all parties are right,
even when they hold opposite opinions: or the subjects of
difference are utterly unimportant, and unworthy of the
trouble of enquiry. The first case i'nvolve.s the absurdity,
that opposite opinions are true: and the second implies,
that the institutions of our Lord are trivialin their naturey
a sentiment which no Christian can for a moment admit. *
While, then, the fierce contentions of angry polemics are to-’
be eondemmed, liberal enquiry and fair investigation ought
to be encouraged. ‘ '
Another view of the subject ought not to be unnoticed.
When religion is prevalent, and its doctrines and institu- -
tions are received without due enquiry, and that collisior
of opinion, which exercises the understanding, the great
body of the people soon gét into the lcading strings of their
ministers, their consciences are placed under human con-
trol, and they are disposed to yield to the demands of eccle.
siastics, what ought to be yielded only to the Lord of con-
science. Religion then becomes corrupted, is made an in- |
strument of avarice and ambition, and from the best of
leaven’s gifts, is perverted to one of the deadliest evils.— -
As a friend to true religion, to human liberty, and to hy-
man happiness, this writer wishes to see a spirit of free
and enterprizing investigation prevail; and is sarry to ob-
serve a disposition to brand with the odious name of contro-
versy, every thing that brings into question any Sentiments
adopted by any who call themselves christians. o
It is readily admitted that every individual has a perféét. :
right to his own opinions on the general subject of religi- -
on, and on all its medes and forms. It is a matter between -
him and his God, as long as he keeps it to himself. But
the case is changed as soon as these opinions are made
public. Every man then has a right to animadvert on
them, and shew them to be false, if he can do s by fair ar.
gument.  And, indeed, if I know a man’s private senti-
ments, and am persuaded that they are injurious to him, if,
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in the way of meekness and charity I can convince him of
his error, and persuade him to renounce it, what harm is
done?—This remark, it ought to be said, is made witha
strong feeling of dislike to all obtrusive and impudent at-
tempts to convert men from what is supposed to be the er-
ror of their ways; an utter disapprobation of that blind and
headlong zeal, which is ever ready to denounce its
blustering anathemas against every man that it designates
as a sinner. Meekness and gentleness ought to character-
ize all attempts to promote religious knowledge. Truth
is conscious of her own strength, and advances with all
the dignity of calmness and tranquility to the accomplish:
ment of her purpeses.

In this Essay, an attempt to promote the truth shall be
regulated by the principles stated above. No ill-natured -
and contentious remarks shall be made on any denomina-
tion of christians. What is believed to be agreeable to the
will of God, shall be dispassionately stated; and the deci-
sion left to every reader, Should the writer succeed in
producing strong arguments, and any under their pressure
should be disposed to raise a cry of persecution, the candid
of all parties will know how to appreciate this; and will not
pass censure on one Who only vindicates the truth, and op-
poses what he believes to be error.  And should the effort
be feeble—telum 1mbells sine ictu—he hopes that no offence
will be taken, at an honest attempt to promote the truth,
by those who agree with him; and surely his brethren, who
differ in sentiment, will give him credit for all the kindness
which he may express, and will not be offended at his
failure!

The author of this Essay does not pretend that it is an
original work; but rather a.compilation. Use has been
freely made of various writers on the subject, to whom re-
ference will be made in the proper places. The sole de-
sign of the little work here offered to the public, is to em-
body some of the best remarks that have been made on a
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much controverted subjert; arrange them in persplcuous
order, and present them in narrow compass. and cheap form,
for the benefit of those who may please to read. Especial-
Iy, it was intended to present a manual to christian fami-
lies, that have not the means of extended research on the
-subject, and to afford to young enquirers a view of the doc-.
trine apd. practice, which he judges to be scriptaral.

The writer wishes that the public may favourably re-
ceive his humble attempt; and he prays that it may be ac-
companied with the divine blessing, which he knows can
alone give success to the Iabours of man. '

Richmond, 25th .&ugust, 1819»
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_ESSAY ON BAPTISM.

IN prosecuting this subject, the observations.to be made,
ghall be distributed into three parts. I. The Nature and
Design of Baptism. - II. The Subjects of Baptism, IIIL
The Mode of Administering the Ordinance. To which may:
‘probably be added, some practical remarks as a conclusion.

PART L

THE NATURE AND DESIGN OF BAPTISM.

Barrism and BApTISE are Greek words with an Eng-
lish termination. The originals have not been trans-
lated in any version of the scriptares to which recourse.
can now be had. The Vulgate uses baptismus and
baptizo; the French translation, la bapteme and baptisers
the Italian, batfesimo and battexzare; and the English bap-
tism and baptise. The reason why these various transla-
tors have chogen to retain the original words is, because
they could find none in their languages adequate to the idea.
of the original. For, in regard to the external ordinance,
the word baptism expresses the application of water or any
other fluid in a manner so undeterminate, that none of the
terms that are thought to be correspondent to the original,
are equally general and comprehensive.  And it is unjus-
tifiable to restrict the. meaning of a general word to a par-
ticular application.

But besides this, there is another reason why these terms
have not been translated. Their signification extends be-
yond the mere designation of an external ordinance, and
embraces the great object of that ordinance, as it respects
purification from moral defilement, and embuing with the
principles of true holiness. Now, neither washing, nor sub-
mersion, nor pouring, nor sprinkling, nor any other known
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term, except the original, comprehends these several ideas.
Itis wise, therefore, not to attempt to translate them by a
single word, as many are rcady to do.

For confirmation of these remarks, let us examine the
original.—The primitive word is Banwe and the prima-
ry idea of this is, to stain, to dye, that is to produce such a
changé of texture, as produces a change of colour. Of this
use of the word, many examples might be afforded: a few
may suffice. Efanrero 5’w,uwn Ay the pool was ting-
ed with blood, Homer. Bandee xois arBiulet Ty XEP, it
stains and renders florid the hand, Aristotle. TuaTiov
bebayuevov aupazi. Rev. xix. 13. In conformity to this
signification, words appropriate to the art of dycing are de-
rived from this theme; thus Bagy is the act of dyecing,
Pagevs is adyer, Qaguoi is the art of dyeing, dbagog is un-
dyed, Ai6agog is twice dyed, &c. Hence it appears that,
to stain or dye, is the radical idea of the word. To this
may be added, that to stain or dye is more extensive than
to dip or plunge, because the operation of staining may be
performed by various modes of applying the colouring mat-
ter, as, by sprinkling, effusion, dipping, or submersion;
but dipping is onesimple action. 1t is true, however, that
as a change of colour is most commonly produced by a
long continued immersion, the word Banwe came to sngm-v
fy to immerse, to dip, to plunge. But then it acquired va-
rivus othersignifications, and became very indefinite in its
application, signifying as suits the sense to stain, dye, dip, .
wet, wash, purify. From this word is derived that (Bardde)
which is used to express the performance of the sacred rite
of baptism. This, as its primitive, is of very gencral sig-
nification, as will appear from the following examples:—-
1. from the Septuagim. 2. Kings v. 14, And Naaman
went down, x 6arlioalo &v 7o Topdam énlasg, and wash-
ed himself at (or in) the Jordan seven times. This trans-
lation is thus justified. In the 10th verse we read that,

-
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Elisha sent a messenger to him saying, Go, (Ao &nldos
& 70 Iopaam) wash seven times at or in the Jordan; and
the historian adds, he went; and did what? Washed, cer-
tainly. Here then the general word, )g, to wash, and
Pandife to baptize,-are equivalent. 1t may be thought by
some, however, that the latter word is intended to desig-
nate the particular mode in which the Syrian general exe-
cuted the prophet’scommand, namely, by dippirg or plung-
ing seven times in the Jordan. But on this it is obvious
to remark, that the prophet has allusion to the manner of
cleansing a leper, prescribed in the Jewish Law. ¢« Now
there were two ways of applying water enjoined by that
law; both alike commanded and necessary to his cleansing,
viz. bathing, and sprinkling: the former to be used but once;
the latter to be done seven times. Lev. xiv.7, 8. Hence
it is probable that the prophet did not direct the Syrian
captain to immerse or plunge himself seven times in the
Jordan, but to perform his ablution in the customary way;
that is, by sprinkling. »

Tthe next passage in the Septuagint, where the word oc-
eurs, is Isai. xxi. 4: theliteral version of which is, < And
iniquity baptiseth me.” This language is so highly figu-
rative, that no prodent reasoncr will make any use of itin
determining the literal signification of the wprd. There
is a -passage, however, in the book of Judith, xii. 7, in
which it clearly signifies to wash. ¢ And she went out by
night to the valley of Bethulia, and washed hersclf at a
fountain. of water in the camp.” (o éé’aﬁﬂ@'s]o & )
mpmgom U TG W;«f{,‘ i‘)Safrog.) Here, as was said, we
can only render the word by the English term, to wash.—
And it seems evident that this washing was not performed
by immersion. The same observations may be made on
Ecclesiasticus, xxxiv. 25: ¢ He that washeth himself af-
ter touching a dead body, if he touch it again, what avail-
eth his washing?” (erlzbwog dy‘(') fy&'xpfj,) »

2. Imthe next place, some passages in the New Lesta-
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nient wil ‘be considered, with a vnew of ascertmmng thq .
proper -meaning of ‘the word, baptisnd, which, we remind
our readers, is a Greek word—Mark vii. 4. ¢ And when |
they - conie-from market, unless they wash, (ﬂmﬁmm) .
they eat not. And many other thmgs there be, which
they have 'received to "hold, as the washing (ﬂamwygg)
of cups and pots and brazen vessels, and of tables—Luke
xi. 38. 'And when the Pharisee saw it, he marvelled that. -
he had not first washed (gg&mwoﬂ) béfore dinner.” These
citations shew that the word is used in various passages,’
where the leading idea is cleansing or purzﬁcatwn, the man-
ner of which is undetermined; only 'the notion of submer-. :
sion or plunging, seems to be excluded in several of these
cases.

Before we proceed farther, the reader dught‘ to be remind-
ed that the original or root of the word under considera-
tion, signifies to tinge, to dye, to imbue wnth a colour.—
Now it would scem that this idea is implied in the religi-

ous use of the word baptisec. When our Saviour promises ™ -

that he will baptise his disciples with the Holy Spirit, he
represcnts, by the usc of water in a religious ceremony;
the effect of the Spirit in his influences, coming on them,
nawmely giving, so to speak, a new texture to their minds, *
removing their moral defilement, and tmbuing them with
divine knowledge, with holy principles. ' It is not casy, with- -
out keeping this idea in mind, to undsrsrand the common

modes of expression adopted by the sacred writers. They '
very commonly use such phraseology as this for instance, o
Acts xix. 3,4. ¢ Into, (or unto) what were ye baptised -
then? 'They said, into John’s baptism. And Paul said un- "
to them, John indeed ‘baptised the baptism of repentan('e,"‘ 3
saying to the people that they should believe,” &c. Now "

if we ‘limit the Wrndq to the signification of a mere exter:
nal rite, and suppose that baptnm has a restricted signifi-"

cation, say i'nmersion or submersion, ‘what will be the -

meaning? ' Paul in this case asks, ¢ Intb what'then were '
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ye immersed.” When we expect the disciples to answer
most naturally, ¢ Into water”—we are utterly disappoint-
ed, and are told they were immersed into John’s immer-
sion, But this is most manifestly, neither sense nor Eng-
Jish. The occasion of Paul’s question may help us out of this -
difticulty. He had asked if the disciples had received the
Holy Spirit. They reply that they had not heard of the
Holy Spirit.—He immediately asks, into what were ye then
baptised; with what doctrines were your minds embued,
that you are ignorant of the Holy Spirit? They answer,
we were baptised into Jubn’s Baptism-—We received the
rite from him, and learned his lessons, Paul observes,
# John baptised the baptism of repentance,” &c.—~Now,
here, baptism includes, not only the ordinance administer-
ed by John, but the system of doctrine taught by him, with
which he imbued the minds of his disciples.

This reminds us of one greater than John.—When our
Lord instituted baptism, he used language which I can in-
terpret in no other way, than in that just stated.—¢ Go,”
said he, ¢ and make disciples of all nations, baptising
them into the name of the Father the Son and the Holy
Ghost, teaching them,” &c. Now, here a similar ques-
tion occuis.—Baptising—plunging—them into what? Con-
fining the word to mere matters of external observance,
would not every reader suppose that the fluid inte which
all nations shiould be plunged, would be stated? But no:
they are to be baptised into the name of the Father Son
and Spirit. But who does ot see that it is absurd to talk
of being immersed into a name}  The word, doubtless
here includes the idea of instructian.—Teach them the ex-
istence, attributes and offices of Father Son and Spirit, of
the effects of which instruction, the ordinance of baptism is
a happy representation. The particular words (Gunliouog
and Bwﬂifm.) Baptism and Baptise, were used to desig-
nate the sacred ordinance under consideration, because, in
their primary m;;;se, they signify to dye, to imbue, and
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hence the application of a fluid in any manner, suited to the
purpose to he accomplished. The process of dyving, how-
ever, implies a previous cleansing of the thing to be dyed
from every extraneous matter, and an application of the
colouring substance tq it in a state of purity. Now, these
complex ideas cannot be expressed by any single term in
the English language; the translators of the Bible, then,’
did well not to render the words by immerse and immer-
sion, wash and washing, or any single terms. They wise-
Iy left the word untranslated; referred the true explana.
tion of it to the industry and learn'ng of thuse whose oﬂice
it is to expound scripture.

These remarks will help us to the true import of this or-
dinance. Baptism as an external rite, is the application
of water to a fit subject in the name of the Father Son and
Holy Spirit. By this ordinance we are taught, 1. That
man is a sinful being, and that he must be freed from the
moral defilement of sin. 2. That by the blood of Christ and
by the sanctifying mﬂuences of the Holy Spirit we are to be
freed from sin and made boly. 3. That this event is to be ac-
comphshed by the instrumentality of truth communicated to

- the baptised in the ordmary way of instruction. And to this
view of the subject we are lead by the terms used by our
Saviour in mstlt.nng the ordinance; ¢ Go, and make dis-
ciples of all nations, baptlsmg them in the name of the Fa-
ther Sonand Holy Spir it; teaching them to observe all
things whatsoever I kave commanded you.”

There is another view of this subject which ought to be
taken. Baptism is not only a sign, by which the things
mentioned are represented to our senses; but it is a seal
by which the things premised in the word of God are as-
sured to us. It is « aseal ofthe righteousness of faith-*’
Now the righteousness of faith is called God’s righteousness;
and the phrase implies that glorious plan according to which
God enlightens the benighted sinner, grants him repentance
unto life, pardons his sins through Jesus Christ, justifies

-
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- his person, sanctifies his whole nature, and fits him for
Heaven. - Now when this seal is applied to any one, it is
not for a testimony that that person truly belicves and is
entitled to the blessings of the convenant of mercy—for
who then would adventure to administer baptism, without
being first invested with the prerogativé of searching the
heart?  But it is God’s seal; it is for a testimony on the
part of God, that He will perform all that he has promised,
that he will give efficacy to the means of his own appoint-
ment. The ordinance is intended to confirm the faith of the
church in the divirie promises; and assure thie people of God
that the discipline of his church shall not be inefficient for
her moral purification; and for imbuing with principles of
holiness all; who submit with a teachable temper to this.
discipline: ,

. 'Thé-werd baptism may also signify the effect produced
by the truth which the ordinance represents. In this sense
the apostles use such phrases as the following, ¢ We are
buried with him by baptism unto death,” &c. Rom. vi. 4,
In whom also ye are circumcised with a circumcision made
without " hands in putting off the body of the flesh by the
circumcision of Christ, being buried with him in baptism.
Col. ii. 12. The antitype to which, baptism, (not the put-
ting away of the filth of the flesh, but the stipulation (an-
swer) of a good conscience towards God) doth now save
us.” 1 Pet. iii. 21. Here the thing signified by baptism
is called by the name of the rite itself, This is expressly
declared by Peter. He had spoken of the deluge, and of the
preservation of eight persons by means of water; ¢ In this
particular point of view,” says he, ¢ there is a resemblance
between baptism and the dcluge.—Noah was preserved by
water—We are saved by baptism; but I do not mean the
external right here, but the thing signified by it; I mean
the stipulation of a good conscience, a sincere engagement
to be the Lord’s. This saves us by the resurrection of
Christ from the dead. As surcly as Noah and his family
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were borne up by the waters and prescrved from ruin; as
surely as Christ died and rose again, so surely shall they,
who are cleansed by his blood and sanctified by his spirit
(the thing signified by baptism) be saved.”

Hence we see that baptism is intended to he used in the
_Church of Jesus Christ for the purpose of representing the
great truths of Christianity, and strengthening the faith of
the Church. - It is thus calculated to encourage the diligent
use of that discipline which has been established in the
church of the Lord Jesus, and the faithful instruction of alk
who have been initiated into the school of Christ.

These few remarks, while they serve in some degree to
explain the nature and design of baptism, show that it was
intended to be perpetual. We arc as much under the in-
fluence of the objects of sense, as the primitive christians
were; these objects, when used to represent spiritual things,
" are as well calculated as ever, to bring them home to us
with a powerful impression; and in this day, we as much
need the benefits of this ordinance as they did of old. The
reason of the institutiow, then, still cantinues.—Besides,
to the words of institution, aur Saviour annexes a promise,
which shews that he had in view, not ounly the apostles,
but those who should succeed them; ¢ L, I am with you,
always, even unto the end of the world.” Bat further, the
apostles, during the wholé course of their ministry, at least
as far as the record goes, administered baptism; and there
is not an intimation in scripture that the rite should be
discontinued. In one case, (see Acts x. —) we know that
Peter baptised a company of persons after the Holy Spirit
bhad descended on them. And this shows that the ordi-
nance was not a mere emblem, to be used only until the
doctrine of the Hely Spirit should be more fully understoed.
Intrath, every man whois authorised to go forth and preach
the gospel, as a minister of Jesus Christ, is authorised to
administer baptism. And if it is his,duty to do this, it is
the duty of the pevple to submit to the ardinance.
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But it ouzht to be understood, that there is no mysteri-
ous virtue in this rite, in consequence of which grace is
bestowed. A person in a stato of condemnation, immedi-
ately before baptism, is in a state of condemnation immedi-
ately after. In other words, baptism does not confer
grace. - This is evident, in the case of Simon Magus—al-
though baptised by the hands of an apostle, he was after-
wards declared to be ¢ in the gall of bitterness, and in the
bonds of iniquity.” Baptism is a part of that great sys-
tem of instrumentality which God'has appointed for the re-
covery of man from sins and his evérlasting salvation.—
And when employed, according to the intention of the
Head of the Church, there is reason to expect his blessing.
This remark is offered; because superstitious notions
concerning the efficacy of any external observances have
done, and are ¢alculated o do unspeakable mischief in the
world and in the church. Mere outward things are sub-
stituted for repentance, faith, and holy-living; a vain
- confidence is generated, and men believe that they are re-
generated, and in the favour of God, when in fact—they
have only complied with a ceremony! But it ought to be
laid to heart, that nothing will secure our salvation, but that
regeneration and purity which baptism represents. We must
be born of the Spirit, or we never shall see the kingdom of
God. We may administer and receive ordinances in the
true apostolic mode, (if that can be ascertained,) and yet

" have no part nor lot in the salvation of God. For saith
our blessed Saviour, ¢ Verily, verily, Isay unto you, un-
less a man be born again, he cannot enter into the kingdom
of Heaven.”
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PART IL

s

THE SUBJECTS OF BAPTISM.

Having very briefly enquired into the nature of haptisms
the next question is, ¢ To whom is baptism to be adminig-
tered?” The answer given to tlie question in the Assem-
bly’s Catechism, contains what is believed to be the truth,
according to scripture: ¢ Baptism is not to be administefs
ed to any that are out of thic visible church, and se stran-
gers to the covenant of promise, till they profess their faith
in Christ, and obeédience to him; but infants descending
from parents, either both or but one of them, professing
faith in Christ and obedience to him, are, in that respect,
within the covenant, and are to be baptised.”

Respecting the first general proposition contaihed in the
answer, it is observed, that it is suppoited by the piactice
of the apostles: They appear to have required 4 profes-
sion of faith of all who applied to them for baptism; at
least what was equivalent to a professiont. N difference
was made between Jews and Gentiles: Theé cases of the
Eunuch, of Cornelius, of Lydia, and of the Jailor are all
in point. To this it may be added, that as far as the lan-
guage of our Saviour goes on the subject, He supports the
doctrine, that none who are capable of believing, ought to
be baptised without a profession of faith: ¢ He that be..
lieves and is baptised shall be saved.” -

But farther, the proposition is supported by the view
which has been given of the nature of baptism. It is the
initiatory ordinance of the church; and pledges the recipi-
ent to submission to that course of instruction which the
head of the church has appointed. Now faith regards Je-
sus Christ as the great prophet of God, and is a necessary
element in that docility and humbleness of mind required
of a scholar in the school of Christ: Man, however, can-
not judge the heart. A credible profession then, that is a
profession not contradicted by any thing in the general tenor
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of the conduct, is all that a minister of the gospel or a
church can require.

As this doctrine i3 nat a matter of dispute or doubt, it is
unnecessary to employ farther time in its support. It is
-well, however, to caution those, who undertake to deter-
mine whether a candidate for baptism ought to be received,
not to be too peremptory in their decisions. Great injury
may be done to ignorant and inconsiderate persons, by the
supposition, that the vote of a church or a church-session,
or the declaration of a minister of the gospel, authorative-
ly decides that they are believers. It may induce a secu-
rity and self-confidence, fatal to the best interegts of the
soul. , i
The next proposition contained in the quotation, from
the Assembly’s Catechism, may be thus briefly expressed—
The. child of a believing parent. ought to be baptised. The
reader is requested to consider the fullowing view of the
subject; to compare the whole with the scriptures; and with
humble prayer to Almighty God for direction, to judge for
himself. Asthesubject, however, is disputed between sincere
christians, let no one be precipitate and dogmatical.—This
caution is given, while it is known, that incomparably the
majority of christians embraces the doctrine vindicated in
the following pages. The caution proceeds from no doubt
resting on the writer’s mind; but from a love of modera-
fon and humility, ani a dislike of their contraries. A

Before proceeding directly to the proof of the proposi-
tion, an observation or two will be offered on the analogy
between the consitution of nature, and the doctrine of the
Bible on this subject. When Gud established what is call-
ed the Covenant of Works with Adam, the condition of all
his posterity was connected with his conduct. We know
that he sinned, and that all died in him; (see Rom. v. 12-
19.) And there is every reason to believe, that had Adam
obeyed, all would have lived through him. Now, although
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* this covenant has been abolished, yet there is a most int1-
mate connection between the natural, civil and moral con-
dition of parents and children. This remark might be il-
lustrated by innumerable instances.  Ordinarily, the chil-
dren of weak, sickly parents, are themselves weak and sick-
lys those of ignorant parents grow up in ignorance, ——
The children of the poor; are poor; of the profligate, are
abandoned; of the degraded, are despised; of the honoura-
ble, are respecied; and so on almest without end. There
is wisdom and benevolence in this appointment. It is in-
tended to make use of the parental affection—perhaps the
strongest and most inextinguishable affection of the hu-
man heart, in support of virtue and piety. This conhec-
tion is appdrent in the affairs of religion. Ordinarily, the
children of heathens, are heathens; of Mahonietans, are
Mahometans; of Jews, are Jews; and of christians, are
christians. 'I'he word christians here is used in the gene.
ral loose and comprehensive sense of the term. Yet, while
the idea that religion is propagated by ordinary genera-
tions is rejected, it is maintained that there is 4 great and
very perceptible difference between the moral condition of
the children of Zruly piows parents, and of nominal profes-
sors, who want only just religion enough to carry them fo
heaven. Now, considering the analogy which subsists be-
tween nature and revelation, it is not at al] to be wondered
at, if the great Head of the Church, who is also the au.
thor of natare, has made use of the intimate conmection,
which subsists between parents and children, in subservi-
ence to his purpeses of mercy; and has made the condition
of parents, in relation to the Charch of Christ, to bear on
the conditien of children. Why should it be thought more
wonderful or unreasonable, that children sheuld be parta-
kers of superior advantages, or entitled to higher privileges,
because their parents are members of the church of Christ,
than that their civil or intellectual condition should be bet-
ter, (as in fact it is) because they are descended of parents
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distinguished in the state, or elevated by education? These,
however, are hints thrown out for the consideration of the
reader. It is to the bible that we look for information and -
authority on this much agitated question.

And here the original constit ution of the Church of God'
demands attention. By the church of God we mean what
isordinarily called the visible church; namely, that associa.
tion into which persons are admitted who are recognized
as church members. The Westminster confession says
that ¢« it consists of all those threughout the world, that

profess the true religion, together with their children.”
(Ch. xxv. §.2.) Now such an association must havesome -

mode by which members should be -initiated, and some
rules for their regulation and good government. Thisis
too obvious to require illustration. And it may help in de-
termining the question—When was the church organized?
In looking into the New Testament we find that the term
Church, when first introduced-is, used without explanha-
tion, ina way that shows it to have been quite familiar to
the people of that time. Matt. xvi. 13. <« Thouart Peter,
and on this rock I will build my Church,” &c. xvii. 17.
«' And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the Church:
but if he neglect to hear the Church, let him be unto thee as -
a heathen man and a publican.”” It seems manifest from
this phraseology that the word Church conveyed no new
idea to the disciples of our Savour. This appears too, from -
the words of Stephen, (Acts, vii. 38,) ¢ This is he that
was in the church in the wilderness.” In fact, the Greek '
word rendered church (exxdmow) .corresponds - with the:
Hebrew term—(zynj) rendered congregation, and eccur--
curring so frequently, that an enameration of the passages
would be tedious. And the English phrase, Church of
God is a. liberal rendering of the Greek gxxAngux Oey; which -

is, again, a literal translation of the Hebrew 7y Snp.,
C
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In fact,; a great part of the phraseology of the New Tes.
tament is derived from the old; and it is impoessible to read
many passages of the former intelligibly, without an inti-

mate acquaintance with the latter. The complex idea con-

veyed by the word church, caunot be adequatcly under-

stood without reference to the old scriptures. This will

appear strange to those who have taken up the opinion that

the church was organized by our Saviour when on earth.

That this is not true, follows from what has been said.—
Buat the apostle Paul decides the point, when, speaking of

the casting off of the Jews, and the adnrission of the Gen-

tiles into the church of God, he says, Rom. xi, 17: <« And
if some of the branches be broken off, and thou being a

wild olive-tree, wert graffed in among them, and with them
partakest of the root and fatness of the olive-tree; boast not

against the branches.” The wild olive here represents
the gentiles; the native branches, the Jews. Of these

¢ some were broken off;” and ¢« among them” the wild olive
was ¢« graffed.”” Were not the gentiles brought into the

church by this engraffing? If so, ‘what was the condition
of the ¢ natural branches” among which they were graf-

fed—Were they not also in the church of God? But as few

deny that God had a charch before the incarnation of Christ,
this subject will not be insisted on.—The question then re-
curs, when was the visible church—that is a church admit-
ting members by external rites, and adopting some princi-

ples cemmon to every association that is to be held toge~
ther—when was this church organized? It was not by
John the baptiser. He pretended to no such authority; and
in truth, was a Jew, conforming, during the course of his
Iinistry to the Jewish ritual, and embodying no distinct
society.—It is not imagined that any of the prophets or-
ganized the church of God. In a word, we first find the
institution in the days of Abraham. God entered into co-
venant with him; constituted him the father of the faithfuly
and hereceived « circumcision, as a seal of THE BIGHTBOWS-
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¥Ess oF FArTH” From the beginning, there was only
one way of salvation—that is through the Lerd Jesus Christ.
But there was no wisible church until God had appointed
a visible sign and seal of that righteousness by which he
would pronounce a sinner just; and glorify himself in his
salvation. It was then, that God engaged to be a God to-
Abraham and his seed; and appointed him a father of many
nations.—But on this subject the following quotation from
the Christian’s Magaxine is offered to the consideration ot‘

the reader.
¢ By the covenaut made with Abraham le acquired the

prerogative of being the ¢ father of many nations  This
article is, ofitself, a demonstration that the covenant was
of a much wider extent than all the literal descendants of
Abraham in the line of Jacob put together. They never
did make but one nation. There is a marked distinction be-
tween them and these ¢ many 'nations;” who are evidently
the same with ¢« all the families of the earth,”® that were
to be blessed in Abraham. The apostle Paul interprets
the phrase by another; his being ¢ the heir of the world;”
and peremptorily denies its restriction , to the literal - geed.
Rom. iv. 13, 16, 17.
- ¢ The argument is short. Abraham’s seed comprehends
all those of whom he is the father: but he is the father of
many natmns, therefore, these many nations are to be
accounted as his seed. Again: the covenant was made
with. Abrabam and with his seed: therefore, the covenant
embraces these many nations who are included in his seed.
- This covenant was affirmed in an extraodinary manner;
#ix. by the rite of circumcision: this saith Gad, is my covenant
whick ye shall keep between me and you, and thy seed after
thee, every man child among you shadl be eircumcised. The
upes of thia rite were two.

4 First. It certified to the seed of Abraham, by a token
in the flegh of their males, that the covenant with their
great progenitor was in force; that they were under its
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In fact; a great part of the phraseology of the New Tew
tament is derived from the old; and it is impossible to read
many passages of the former inteHigibly, without am inti-
mate acquaintance with the latter. 'T'he complex idea con-
veyed by the word church, caunot be adequatcly under-
stood without reference to the old scriptures. This will
appear strange to those who have taken up the opinion that.
the church was organized by our Saviour when on earth.
That this is not true, follows from what has been said.—
But the apostle Paul decides the point, when, speaking of
the casting off of the Jews, and the adniission of the Gen-
tiles into the church of God, he says, Rom. xi. 17: ¢ And
if some of the branches be broken off, and thou being a
wild olive-tree, wert graffed in among them, and with them
partakest of the root and fatness of the olive-tree; boast not
against the branches.” The wild olive here represents
the gentiles; the native branches, the Jews. Of these
¢ some were broken off;”* and < among them” the wild olive
was <« graffed.”” Were not the gentiles brought into the
church by this engraffing? 1If so, ‘what was the condition
of the ¢ natural branches” among which they were graf-
fed—Were they not also in the church of God? -But as few
deny that God had a charch before the incarnation of Christ;
this subject will not be insisted on.—The question then re-
curs, when was the visible church—that is a church admit-
ting members by external rites, and adopting some princi-
ples common to every association that is to be held toge-
ther—when was this church organized? It was not by
John the baptiser. He pretended to no such authority; and
in truth, was a Jew, conforming, during the course of his
ministry to the Jewish ritual, and embodying no distinct
society.—lt is not imagined that any of the prophets or-
ganized the church of God. Ina word, we first find the
institution in the days of Abraham. God enfered ints co-
venant with him; constituted him the father of the faithfaly
and hereceived « circumcision, as a seal of THB RIGHTEOWS~
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¥ESS oF FAITH.” From the beginning, there was only
one way of salvation—that is through the Lord Jesus Christ.
But there was no wvisible church until God had appointed
a visible sign and seal of that righteousness by which he.
would pronounce a sinner just; and glorify himself in his
salvation. It was then, that God engaged to be a God to
Abraham and his seed; and appointed him a father of many
nations.—But on this subject the following quotation from
the Christian’s Magazine is offered to the consideration of

the reader.
¢ By the covenant made with Abraham he acquired the

prerogative of being the ¢« father of many nations ** This
article is, of itself, a demonstration that the covenant was
of a much wider extent than all the literal déscendants of
Abraham in the line of Jacob put together. They never
did make but oné nation. There is & marked distinction be-
tween.them and these ¢ many hations;’? who are evidently
the same with ¢ all the families of the earth,”” that were
to be blessed in Abraham. The apostle Paul interprets
the phrase by another; his being < the heir of the world;”
and peremptorily denies its restriction  to the literal  seed.
Bom. iv. 13, 16, 17,

¢ The argument is short. Abraham’s seed comprehends
all those of whom he is the father: but he is the father of
many nations; therefore, these many nations are to be
accounted as his seed. Again: the covenant was made
with Abraham and with his seed: therefore, the covenant,
embraces these many nations who are included in his seed.
This covenant was affirmed in an extraodinary manner;
#ix. by the rite of circumcision: this saith Gad, is my covenant
which ye shall keep between me and you, and thy seed after
thee, every man child among you shall be circumcised. The
uges of this rite were two.

¢ First. It certified to the seed of Abraham, by a token
in the flegh of their males, that the covenant with theip
great progenitor was in force; that they were under its

Go 3Ic



16

’

full operation; and entitled to all the benefits immediately
derived from it. But circumcision had a further use; for,

Secondly, The apostle Paul informs us that it was a seal
of the RIGHTEOUSNESS OF THE FAITH which Abraham had
being yet uncircumcised, that he might be the father of all
them that believe, though they be not circumcised; that RIGHTE-
OUSNESS MIGHT BE IMPUTED unlo them also. Rom. iv. 11.
In this connexion it certified,

¢ That Abraham was justified by faith:

¢ That the doctrine and the privilege of the < righteous-
ness by faith,” were to be perpetuated among his seed by
the operation of God’s covenant with him:

« That the justification of a sinner is by faith alone:
¢« rightousness” being ¢ imputed” to ¢ all them that be-
lieve,” and to them only; who by the very fact of their- be-
lieving, become, in the highest sense, children of Abraham,
and are accordingly blessed with him.

< While, therefure, the sign of gircumcision was in every
circumcised person, a seal of God’s covenant with Abra-
ham and with his seed, it was to-all who walked in the faith
of Abraham a seal of their personal interest in that same
righteousness by which Abraham was justified.

s¢ From these general premises the conclusion. is direct
‘and irrefragable, that the covenant with Abraham was de-
signed to assure the accomplishment of the second great
‘promise made to him while he was yet in Ur of the Chal-
dees; and that the effect of it was to bring him and his
family, with all who should join them in a kindred profes-
sion, into a church estate, i. e. was a covenant ecclesiastical,
by which Jehovah organized the visible church, as ore dis-

tinct spiritual society; and according to which all his after
dealings with her were to be regulated. Hitherto she had
been scattered, and existed in detached. parts. Now it was
the gracious intention of God to reduce her into a com-
pact form, that she might be prepared for. the good things
to come. Since Abraham was designated as the man from
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whom the MESSIAH was to spring; since he had signally
glorified the Lord’s veracity, not staggering at his pro-
mise through unbelief, he selected this his servant as the
favoured man in whose family he would commence the or-
ganization of that church in which be designed to perpe-
tnate the righteousness of faith. With this church, as with
the whole, composed, in the first iustance, of Abraham’s
family, and to be encreased afterwards by the addition of
all such as should own his faith, was the covenant made,
-This is that'covenant after which we are enquiring.

¢ This covenant has never been annulled. The proof of
the affirmative lies upon the affirmer. When? Where?
and by whom was the act for annulling it promulgated?
The ¢ vanishing away”’ of the ceremonial law has nothing
to do with the Abrahamic covenant, but to illustrate, con-
firm, and diffuse its blessings. The former was a tempo-
rary constitution, superadded for the purpose of giving ef-
fect to some provisions of thc latter, and expired by its own
limitation. The apostle Paul refutes the notion that the
introduction of the ceremonial law, could at all prejudice
the pre-existing covenant with Abrabam; Gal. iii. 15-17.
And if not its commencement, why its termination? Andif
the abolishing of the ceremonial law does not infer the ces-
sation of the Abrahamic covenant," there is not a shadow
of either proof or presumption that it has ceased. If there
is, let it be produced. But not to rest the matter here,
we may observe, .

¢ 1st. 'That the promise of Abraham’s being a father of
many nations, who are, therefore, bis seed, never was, nor
could be fulfilled, before the Christian dispensation. The
apostle Paul was certainly of this mind; for he proves the
calling of the Gentiles from Abraham’s covenant; and if
the calling of the Gentiles to be fellow-heirs in the church
of God with the literal descendants of the patriarch, was
grounded upon this covenant, this, again, shows that they
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belong to that seed with whem it was made; and, con.
sequently, it is in full force and virtue to this hour. The
apostle presses this point with great ardour; and places it
before us in various lights. If ye be Christ’s, says he « thes
« are ye Abraham’s seed; and heirs according to the promise.”
‘What promise? Not simply the promise of eternal life in
Christ. There was no necessity of their being Abraham’s
seed to inherit this promise—but manifestly, the promise
of Abraham’s covenant to which they were entitled in vir-
tue of their being his seed: i. e. the promise I will be a God
tinto thee and to thy seed afier thee. If, then, they whe are
Christ’s are Abraham’s seed; and being so are heirs ae-
cording to the promise; the covenant, containing the pro-
mise, is in full virtue, as they belong to the seed with which
it was made. : -
- & 2d, If the Abrahamic covenant is ne longer in force, the
eharch of God, as a visible public saciety, is not in any
gense, connected with him by coveaant-relation. This may
weigh light with those who discard the doctrine of a visi-
ble Catholic church; but it draws much deeper than they
suspect.- The whole administration of the covenant of
grace proceeds upon the principle that there is such a
church. All the ordinances are given to it; all the promis.
es are made to it. To the elect, as such, they are not, can-
not be given. The application of them would be impossi-
ble without a special revelation: and the whole administra-
"tion of the covenant of grace, by visible means would be at
anend. Nor is asingle instance to be found, excepting in
- virtne of immediate revelation, in which the Lord ever
gave an. ordinance or a promise to particular churches.—
They always receive their privileges in virtue of their hes
ing parts of the church universal. Now this church-uni,
~ersal which is the body of Christ, the temple of his Spis
rit, the depositary of his grace, stands in no covenant re-
lation to God, in her pubtic character, if the covenant with
Abraham is annulled. For if she does, then anothep
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éovenant has been made with her. But ho such covenant has
been made. The new covenant which the Lord promised
- to make with her at the introduction of the evangelical dis-
pénsation, was to supercede, not the Abrahamic, but the.
Sinai covenant. It is so far from setting aside, that it im-
plies; and establishes the former; for it is promised to her
as that church which was organized and perpetuated un-
der Abraham’s covenant, If, therefore; that covenant is
removed, and no other has replaced it, the church, in her
social capacity, is further off from God than she was under
the law; and all the mercies to which, in that capacity, she
once had a claim, aro swept away. But this is impossible.
In fact, the scriptures uniformly suppose the existence of
such public federal relations: and abound with promises
growing out of them. Thus speaks the prophet—s<s The
redeemer shall come to Zion, and unto them that turn from
transgression in Jacob, saith the Lord. As for me, this is
my covenant with them, saith the Lord: my Spirit that is
upon thee; and my words wirich 1 have put in thy mouth,
shall not depart out of thy meuth, nor out of the mouth of
thy seed, nor out of the mouth of thy seed’s seed, saith the
Lord, from henceforth and forever.”—Is, lix. 21, 2.

¢ This is a prediction of New Testament times: so the
apestle applies it, Rom. xi. 26. .And he applies it to the
recovery of the Jews, which has not yet happened. The
covenanty therefore, is in force, and it operates through the
medivm of Gentile Converts; the Lord’s Spirit has long
ago departed out of the mouth of the Jews. But the prom-
ise was made to the church, in her covenanied charagter;
her members in constant succession are the ¢ seed” out of
whose mouth the divine Spirit shall not depart; and when
the Jews are restored, they will be brought into this very
covenanted church, and be again recognized as a part of
the ¢ seed.” But why multiply words? There.is no ex-
plaining of the frequent recurrence of the inspired writers
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to the covenant of Abraham, nor any propriety in their rea-
sbning, if it is not of perpetual operation,
¢ 8d. In discussing the great question concerning the re-
Jection of the Jews, the vocation of the Gentiles, and the fu-
ture restoration of the former, the apostle reasons upon
principles which are most false and impertinent, if (he
Abrahamic covenant has ceased. Rom. xi. 17-24.
¢ He tells the Gentiles that, they were « a wild olive
tree;”” and that the Jews were the « good olive tree”—This
cannot refer to their natural state as sinners before God;
for in this respect there was no s¢ difference”—nor to their
state as sinners saved by grace: for from this state there
is ne excision; it can refer to nothing but their visible

church estate; i. e. to their public relation to God as a co- '

venanted society. What, then, was this s good olive tree,”
from which the Jewish branches were ¢ broken off;” while
the Gentiles were ¢ graffed in?* Evidently, the visible
church organized under the covenant made with Abraham.
There was no other from which the Jews could be cast off.
The ceremonial law was superceded. It was no excision
at all to be cut off from a constitution which did not exist; nor
could the Gentiles be introduced into it. But what says
the apostle? That the « olive tree” was cut down op root.
ed up? That it had withered trunk and branch? Or was
no longer the care of the divine planter? Nothing like it!
He asserts the continuance of the olive tree in life and vi-
gour; the excision of some worthless branches; and the in-
sertion of new ones in their stead., « Thou,” says he, ad-
dressing the Gentile, « partakest of the root and fatness
of the olive tree. ¢ Translate this into less figurative lan-
guage, and what is the import? ' That the church of God,
his visible church, taken into peculiar relations to himself
by the Abrahamic covenant, subsists without injury throngh
the change of dispensation and members. Branches in-
deed may be cut off, but the rooted trunk stands firm, and
other branches occupy the Places of those which are lopped
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away. 'TheJews are cast oit of the chuich, bat the church -
perished not with them. “There was still left the trunk of
the olive tree; there was still fatiiess in its roots: it stands
iyf the same fertile soil, the covenantof God: and the ad-
ssion of the Geutiles into the room of the excommunica-
ted Jews, makes them a part of that covenanted ¢hurch; as
branches graffed into the olive tree and flourishiag in its
fatness, are identified with the trec. K is impossible for
ideas conceived by the mind of man, or uttered inhislanguage,
to assert more peremptorily the continuance of the church
under that very covenant which was established with Abra-
kam and his seed. And this dectrine, understood hefore
the apostleship of Paul, was' maintained by John'the Bap-
tist; s¢ Think not,” cried he to the multitudes who crowded
srvound him, ¢ think not to suy wnthin yourselves, We have
Abraham to our father: for verily I say unto you, that God 1s
adle of these stomes to raiseup children unto Abrahem. The
Rearers of the baptist, like many modern prefessors of chris-
tianity, sapposed that the duration of the covenant with
Abraham, and of the prerogative of the Jews as God’s pe-
éuliar people, were the same. It is a mistake, replies the
second Elijah; you may all be cast off; you may all perish;
but the oath to Abraham shall not be violated. God will
e at no loss to provide ¢« seed”” who shall be as much with-
in hig covénant ag yourselves, everr though he should create
them out of the stones of the earth. The threat was vain: it
"was empty noise; it was turning the thunders of God into
a scarecrow for children, if the covenant with Abraham
“was not to sarvive the law of peculiarity, and be replenish-
ed with. other seed than that which sprung from his loins
according to the flesh.” —[Vol. L. pp. 146-153.]

Havirng shown that the church of God was organized in
the days of Abraham, we riext state the fact that children
were recognized as members of that charch. 'This fact
will not, and:indeed cannot be disputed. -'The whole tenor
of the history, fr]gm the time when the circumcision of Isaac
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was recorded to the ¢dming. of our Saviour, shows that this
.was the case.. During this long period infants were admit-
ted into the church by the rite of  circumcision. 1;',

. ¢ That this rite had a spiritual signification may appeyr,
if any deubt is yct enmtertained on the swbject, from the
following. passages of scripture.”” Deut. x. 16. ¢ Cir-
cumcisc therefore the foreskin of your heart, and be no
more stiff-necked.” Deut. xxx. 6. <« And .the Lord
God will circumcise thine heart, and the heart of thy seed,
to love the Lord thy God with all thy heart; and with all
thy soul, thrat thou mayest live.” Jer. iv. 4. ¢ Circum-
cise yourselves to the Lord, and take away the foreskins
of your heart, yc men of Judah, and inhabitants of Jerusa-
lem, lest my fury come forth like fire, and burn that none
can quench it, because of the evil of your doings.” 1t may
also be remarked, that the term uncircumcised is frequently
used in scripture to express the opposite of this circumci-
gion of the heart—As in Leviticus, xxvi. 41,42. «If
then their uncircumcised hearts be humbled, and they ac-
-cept of the punishment of their iniquity; then will I remem-
ber .my covenant with Jacob, and also my covenant with
Isaac, and also my covenant with Abraham will I remem-
ber.””
¢ In similar language, Jeremnah says, ¢ Behold theu- ear

i3 uncircumcised, and they cannot hearken.”” vi. 10. Again,
-ix. 26. He says, < And all the house of Israel, are uncir-
cumcised in heart »  The same expresgions are found in
Ezekiel xliv. 7, 9
¢ With these passages of scrlpture let us compare some

in the New Testament. Rom. ii. 28, 29, ¢ For he is not &
Jew, which is one outwardly; neither is that circumcision,
which is oixtwargl in the flesh; but he is a Jew, which is one
inwardly, and_circumcision is that of the heart, in the spi-
)’it’ and not in the letter; whese praise is net of mé,n but of
®od. iii. 1, 2. ¢« What advantage then has the Jow2 And

Go 3lc



38

what profit is there of circumcision? Much every way:
" chiefly because that unto them were committed the oracles
of God. 30th ver, ¢ Seeing that it is one God who shall
justify the circumcision by faith, and the uncircimecision thro’
faith.” Rom. iv. 11-12. & And he received the sign of
circamcision, a seal of the righteousness of the faith which
‘he had being yet uncircumcised; that he might be the fa-
ther of all them that believe, though they be not circumcis-
ed; that rightevusness mightbe imputed to them also: and
"the father of circumcision, to them who are ot only of the
circumcision, but who also walk in the steps- of that faith
of our father Abraham, which he had being yet uncircum-

‘cised.” Phil. iii. 10. ¢ For we are the circumcision, which

worship God in the Spirit and rejoice in Christ Jesus, and
have no confidence in the flesh.” Col. ii. 11.  In whom
ye also are circumcised, with the circumcision made without *
hands, in putting off the body of the sins of the flesh by the
circumcision of Christ.” It may also be remarked that,
in the New Testament, the term uncircumcised is used in
the same sense as in'the Old; as in Acts ii. 51. ¢ Ye stiff-

" necked, and uncircumcised in heart and ears; ye do al-

’

ways resist the Holy Ghost—as your fathers did, so do
ye.” With this, and the passages quoted above, may be
compared James 1. 21. Wherefore lay apart all filthiness,
and 'superfluity of naughtiness, and with meekness receive
the ingrafted word, which is able to save your souls.” In
this text, the phrase superfluity of nanghtiness, may sound

_“strangely. Is any naughtiness to be retained; that the su-

~ perfluity of it is to be laid aside? The expression has re-

ference to the rite of circumcision, and to the spiritaal im-

* port thereof; and can only be explained in this way. To

a person understanding the manner in which this ceremo-
ny was performed; the corruption of nature, expressed by

“'it; and the sanctifieation designated; the passage will ap-
" pear clear.’ S ' a
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« The 1ite upder consideration seems to liave hoan ineti-
tuted for the purpose of showing that a eorrupt natare is
propagated by man; and that this corruption must be re-
woved, or the sinucr e made to suffer the pemalty of the
hroken law. As. it was a painful and bloady rite, it aptly
pepresented the desert of gin, and the blsody sacrifice which
was necessary for the pardon.of the sinner. The sinful
nature represented by circpmcision is, in the New Testa-
ment, called the pld man; and in the epistle to the Eph. iv.
83-24, the apostle very plainly exprosses the, truth here
exhibited by a type; » That ye put off concerning. the form-
gr conversation the old max, whicl) is cerrupt according to

* the deceitful lusts; and be renewed in the spirit of yeur
mind; and that ye put on the new man, which js renewed
in knowledge after the image of him that created him.”—
‘U'his the apostle represents as the amonnt of the christian
doctrine. But this js the very thing represented by circum-
cigion; as will appear manifest by adverting to the passages
in Deuteronomy already guoted. x. 16. ¢ Circumcige the
foreskin of your lieayt; and xxx. 6, ¢f The Lord. thy God
will circumcise thy heart, and the heart of thy seed, tolove
the Lord thy God with all thy heart and with all thy sou],
that thou mayest live.” The most obyioys and important
effect of regeneration is, tv induge the supreme love of God;
‘this circumcxann of the heart, then, to love Gad in -this
way, is undoubtedly regeneratjion. But if circumcision is
not intended to express this doctrine, it would be utterly
improper to use such langnage as that of Moses. If far-
ther evidence js ngcessary, the declaration of the apestle
in Rom. ij. 28~29, already quoted, wil] be amply sufficient.
¢ He is not a Jew who is gneoytwardly,” &c. Circumci-
sion then implies the corruptien of our nature, the punish-
ment to which, in consequeace of sip, we are exposed; and
the necess:ty of the regenerating and sanctifying grace of
God. So that a man truly circumeised in the full’ scripta-
ral sense of the term is a true member of the church of God,

/
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he werships-God in the spirit, rejoices In Christ Jesus, and
puts no confidence in the flesh. S
» ¢ Again, we observe that circumeision is a seal of the
‘righteousness of faith. This is evident from the express
declaration of the apostle Paal, Rom. iv. 11. « He receiv-
ed the sign of circumcision, a seal of the righteousness of
faith which he had, being yet in uncircamcision, &c. The
righteousness of faith is that righteousness, by which a sin-
ner is justified in the sight of God. This is sometimes call-
ed « the law of righteousness”—Rom. ix. 31. It is else-
where called « the righteousness of God”—Rom. i. 17, and
X. 8. And in Phil. iii. 9, it is described as, ¢ the righte-
ousness which is of God by faith.” This is a righteousness
pointed out by God, wrought, and freely conferred by
him as the God of all grace. 1t is received by the sinner,
- theough faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. At the time when
circumcision was instituted, an epitome of the gospel was
given to Abraham; by the grace of God he had been ena-
bled to believe; and God to encourage and strengthen his
faith, added circumcision as a pledge ofhis own faithfulness
in the performance of his promises; and as a sign and seal
of that righteousness of faith, of which Abraham had been
made partaker, and through which it was the divine inten-
tion to justify cvery one who should be saved. Thus was
the gospel, the very identical gospel in which we believe,
preached to Abraham. And thus did God give evidence,
for the comfort of the church, that the Messiah, who ac.
cording to carnal descent was then in the loins of Abraham,
in the fulness of time should come, aud be cut off for the
sins of the people. 'The ancient Jewish Doctors under-
stood this spiritual design of circumcision, as appears from
their customary saying, ¢ A proselyte from the time that
. he becomes a proselyte, is like a-new born infant.” And
hence, when Nicodemus wondered at the doctrine of our
Lord concerning regeneration, our Saviour asked, ¢ Art
_thou a Teacher in Israel, and knowest not these thingsi*
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¢ Farther, it will appear that circumcision was a seal of
the covenant of grace, by adverting to the text before quo-
ted. It was a seal of the righteousness of faith, says the
apostle. And the righteousness of faith, is the righteous-
ness which God bestows according to the covenant of grace
and which entitles us to its blessings—But circumcision was
the seal of the covenant which God in Christ made with
Abraham, therefore the Abrahamic covenant was the cove-
nant of grace.

¢« Farther, according to the preceding account, circumci-
sion implied, and required the exercise of faith. Of this
there can be no reasonable doubt, since it was the seal of
the righteousness of faith. To deny this would be to affirm

that circumcision was the seal of that which was not true.
Accordmgly, when a Jewish parent offered a child for cir- -
cumcision, that parent did of course make a profession of
faith in the covenant promises of God; and when a prose-
Iyte applied for this rite, it would have been perfectly cor.
rect to address him in the identical words which Philip ad-
dressed to the Eunuch, ¢ If thou believest with all thme
heart, thou mayest.,”

¢ Another remark of importance is, that circumcision
was the initiatory ordinance into the vnsnble church ‘of God
ander the former dispensation.

«¢ When God called Abraham and established the cburc‘n
in his family, circumcision was instituted. The child of
every Hebrew was, according to divine command, to be
circumcised. - When any person became a proselyte, this
rite was to be adminstered to him, and his offspring—so
that in no case whatever, was an uncircumcised male con-
sidered a member of the congregation of the Lord, that is
of the visible church. 'The result of the while may be thus
stated—God established a visible church in the family of
Abraham: circumcision was,
¢« 1. The mltlatory ordinance into that chuth, and im-

plied
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« 2. Depravity of human nature, and liability to punisk-
ment. .

¢ 8, The necessity of pardon [through the blood of the
Messiah] and of santification [through the Spirit.]

« 4, It was a seal of the righteousness of faith; and of’
course

¢ 5. Of the covenant of grace. And as such obliged the
subjects of it to a lifc of holiness and new obedience: It
therefore represented a death unto sin and a life unto holi-
ness.” Virginia Bvangelical and Literary Magazine, vol.
I, pp. 151-155.

‘Chis subject has becn urged at such length, and almost
the same idea has been repeated, because it has a most im-
portant bearing on the great Question under consideration.

It was, then, the appointment of God that the initiatory
rite of the church should be applied to infants, from the or-
ganization of the church, until the coming of Clirist. Our
blessed Saviour, it is grauted, made changes in the exter-
nal form of the church, and particularly in the initiatory,
ordinance. But where is the evidence of a change in this
particular2  What law of our Saviour’s kingdom excludes
from it those who had been previously admitted?  An ex-
press precept cannot be pointed to by those' who most ve-
hemently contend for positive commands on this subject,
And all the inferential reasoning that has ever been brought
forward, as far as it proves any thing, proves that infants
ought no more to have been admitted in former times than
under the present dispensation. Is is said that faith is ne-
cessary to baptism?—Surely it was as necessary in the case
of circumcision, which was a seal of the rightcousness of
faith.. Is it said that baptism implied regeneration; and it
is impossible to determine whetber infants are regenerated
or not? The same was the case with circumcision.—The
whole argument then comes into a short compass. By Tmr
APPOINTMENT OF GoOD, INFANTS WERE RECOGNIZED AS
MEMBERS OF HIS CHVROH: BUT THIS APPOINTMENT

-~
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MAS NEVER BEEN ABROGATED; THEREFORE THEY ARE
STILL TO BE RECEIVED.

But let us, in the next placey examine some passages in
the New Testament, which directly bear on the subject of
Christian Baptism.

And here, we begin with the institution of tlus ordinance.-
This is recorded in Matt. xxviii. 19-20. ¢ Go ye therefore
and make disciples of all' nations, baptising them in the
name of the Father, and the Son, and the Holy Ghost;
teachmg' them to observe all things whatseever I have
eommanded you.”—This was the institution of christian
baptism. It is trac that a rite thus designated, was used
before this time. But it could not have been the initiatory
ordinance of the christian church; because the church in
its christian form had ‘not been organized. Our blessed -
Lord, regarded as to his homan nature, lived and died a Jew,
conforming to all the appointments of the Mosaical ritual;
and the Jewish cconomy was not abolished until Jesas Christ,
having accomplished his work by rising from the dead, aps
peared as the head of his church, and ordained new laws
for its government and discipline. "The baptism applied
to Jewish proselytes, could not have been the initiatory or- '
dinance into the church of God; for circumcision was used °
for that purpose.—John’s baptism could not have borne
that character. 1. Because John was a Jewish believer,
and pretended to no authority to make new ordinances in
the church. 2. Because his baptism made no recognition
of the Holy Spirit. (Sce Acts. xix. 2-3.) 3. Because the
church in its christian form had no existence in the days of
John.—The baptism administered by our Saviour and his
disciples, previous to his resurrection, was not the christion
baptism as afterwards instituted by Christ.” 1. Becausé it
required, as far as we can judge, only a profession of be- -
lief, that Christ was the Messiah. 2. Because, of course,
it made, as in the case of John®s Baptism, no acknowledge-
ment of the Holy Ghost. 3. It made fio-abolition of' the
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temple. service; of any part of the Jowish rityal.. Until onr
Saviour gave {lie Apostles their commission, the form of
the charch wag unchanged. It was then, that.application:
of water, by an authorizéd ministry, in the name of the Fa-
ther, and the Son, and the Holy Ghost, intreduced persons.
into the-school of Christ, that there they might be taught
to observe all things that he hiad commanded.

« Go,.says our Lord, make all nations discigles, baptising.
them: How are we to understand this command? How did.
they .understand it to whom it was addreased? In orderto
make this discavery, we, should not only study the import
of the werds themselves, but.also the education, the opini-
ons and even. the prejudices of the apostles; for prejudices
they certainly had at that time, and strong ones too. Ina
word, we should labaur to. place ourselves; as it were, in
their very peosition, surrounded with all the circumstances
in which they stood when they received this injunction. In
proportion as we succeed in this atfempts we shall be likely
to ascertain how thiey understood the commission of their
Lord; aud their understanding of it will exhibit its infallible
meaning,  unless subsequent evidence ghall arise to prove
that they were mistaken. I lay this down a3 a general
rule for the explication of all those parts of ancient records
which censist of addresses from one person to anather.—
If the reader have any doubt eof its correctness, I invite him
to pauge and examine it carefully before he proceed farther.
Such an examination, I am confident, will convince him
that the rule is a just one, and of great importance in the
interpretation of the scriptures. ;

¢ The apostles, then, could net be ignorant that in all the
important affairs of life it was common for parents to act
and engage in behalf of their children; heads of families in
behalf of their households. They knew that it was common
for children to be comprehended with their parents, in those
covepants which God had at various times made with men.
But farther; thp% _were Jews, members of the Jewish churchs
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" the admission of families into which church was a- funda-
mental principle and an' invariable practice. From the
founding of that church in the house of Abraham, the chil-
dren and servants of Hebrew believers were uniformly re-~
ceived and included withinit. And whereas a law had beew
given, for the admission into that church of proselytes from:
other nations, they knew that by the law the househelds of-
professing proselytes were admitted with them, and were
equally subjects of the initiating ordinance. Nor had they,
go far as we can discover, cver heard from their master
any intimation that he intended any change in this matter.

«¢ I have farther to observe that it is a fact well established
by ancient testimemy that it was an uniwersal custom
amongst the Jews to baptize, at the-same time that they cir--
cumcised proselytes, both parents and children* Fhat
this practice existed before the coming of our Lord appears
certain; as, besides the testimonies which prove it, # is ut-
terly incredible that the Jews should have assuimed the rite-
in imitation of the €hristians whom they rancorously hated"
and despised. This fact accounts in the best manner for the
reception which John’s baptism met with from the Jews.
It is remarkable that they express no surprise, nor ask any
questions, about his baptizing with water as a religious rite.
'Fhey only inquire for the authority of his eommission.{
This is inconsistent with baptisin’s being a novelty amiong
them as a sign of entering into a new religious- relatien;
and concars with the other evidence to prove that it was: a
eonstant practicc.

s¢ It may be objected that this Jewish baptcsm, not being
founded or at least clearly ascertained by their law, should

L a el

*«Nooneisa prooelyte until he be curoumc;sed and baphsed.” This
was a standing rule amongst the Jews. «If, says Maimonides, an Israel-
ite find a heathen infant, and baptise him in the name of a proselyte, be-
hold, he is a proselyte.”

‘4 John i. 25. Ind they asked him, and said unto kim, why bapiticest thvu:
then, if theu benot that Christ, nor Eliqs neither that prophet?
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siot be supposed to have any.influence:onthe minds of the
Apostles. in the understanding of their commission. . But
this cenclusion [ cannot admit. . It was a matter of fact
with which they must have been well acquainted; and we
4o not find thatour Lord ever condemned it. 1t would,
therefore, haveits influence on the minds of the Apostles.
it is pot true, that every Jewish institution of which we do
nat find the divine autharity in their law, was implicitly con-
Alemned by our Lord. When and by what authority were
the Jewish synagegues instituted? On this subject the Old
" Testament is altogether silent. Yet our Lord gave them
his unequivocal approbatien, by constantly officiating in
- them. Nay, the government and modes of worship of the
christian church were in a great measure conformed to the
model of the synagogue.

¢ Another remark, of no little weight, presents itself
here. It was a custom amongst the Jews to conclude the ce-
febration of the passover by eating bread and drinking wine.
Of this we.need ne other evidence than the acceunt given
of .the last passover celebrated by our Lord with his Apos-
tles.* Now this very Jewish custom our Lord solemnly ap-
pointed to be a standing ordinance i in his church. When,
thereforc, the command was given to make disciples and
baptize, would net the Apostles naturally understand it as
an adoption of the Jewish baptism? Are not the two cases
stroagly analogous?

Considering then the circumstances of the Apostles, and
the views of things which they must have had, let us sup-
pose them to have been divinely commissioned . to go forth
-to all the nations, and make them disciples to Moses, initia-
ting them into that state by circumcision. Would they not
have thought themselves buund to receive and circumcise
the children with their parents, the household with their

A — ce——

“* Luke xxii. 19, 20. .2nd he took bread, and gave thanks, &c. Likewisy
aleo the cup afier supper, &e.
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Welieving ‘heads? 7T think it perfectly evident thet they
‘would. Now only substitute the ngine of Christ far'thut-of
‘Moses, and baptism for circumcision,  dnd it becomesthe
very comnission contained in the text. Considering this,
together with what we have seen concerning Jewish bap-
tism, must we not conclude that the commission contemifia-
" ted the baptism of the household of believers as welt as of
" themselves, and that the Apostles s0 understood it?

" " « Should it be objected, that so far as any conclusfon
‘can be formed from circumcision to baptism, it would only
warrant the baptism of males, as none but males Were oir-
cumcised: 1 answer that the efficacy of ‘circumcision wag
considered as extending to females alsoj* that fernales are
* as capable of being baptised as males; that they are disci-
ples, and all disciples are by the text commanded to be
baptised; and finally, that care has been taken to inform
us expressly that baptism belongs equally ‘to both sexés.}
¢ Supposing the Apostles to have understood their com.
mission rightly, there still remains to b8 answered an ob-
jection against our conclusion, - This is founded: on the
meaning of the word disciple. It has often been asserted
by our brethren, and that with much confidence, that little
* children being incapable of being taught, cannot be made
disciples; nay, that discipleship necessarily implies not on-
1y a capacity of instruction, but actual previous instruction,
But is this assertion true? I acknowledge that'the term
disciple has a relation to instruction. But it by no means
implies universally, that he who is'called a disciple wust
have been previously instructed. A disciple is one Who
- puts himself or who is putby others under the ainthdrity of

® Exod. xii. 4. And if the ‘household be too little for the lamd, let kim and
his neighbour next unto his house take it, and according te the number af the
~ souls, &c. Compared with v. 48.—for no M‘WM éds
thereof. .
} Aets viii. 12—7’In¢ymwmm¢nﬂm R
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- .atencher. . The word applies equally to bath cases. We
" { agree that of adults no longer under the controul of pa-
« Tents, no person can be called a disciple of Christ witheudt
. & profession of : faith in him as the Messiah, and of subjee-
.~tion to his authority. But whathas this to do with the re-
. ~ception-of children as his disciples2 How does it oppose
. ‘their admission into his school, that they may be taught in
future? s it fair reasoning, that because adults are not te
»-beveceived without a profession of voluntary subjection te
- Christ, therefore, children, incapable of making such pro-
.- fession, are to be excluded? I think not. But1 go far-
ther, and observe that there is a text in tha New L'esta«
- ment where litsle children are manifestly called disciples.
1 There was a set of men in the days of the Apostles, who
- . went about persmnading the christian converts, that they
must needs be circumcised and keep the law. It is evi-
+ dent that they wished to burden them with the whole law
- of Moses; and insisted particalarly on circumcision as the
.. ground work, and that which could give a binding farce to
-the rest. Now. this matter being proposed to the Apostles
. and brethren, it was ssserted by Peter, and afterwards de-
. termined by them all, that it was not necessary to impose
. &his yoke wupon the meck of the disciples.* Had the false
. ‘teachers gained their object, it is certain that the heavy
yoke of circumcision would have fallen principally ou the
infantile age. So it had been in the Jewish church; and -
.'80.it would have been in the christian church, . Little chil-
-dren, therefure, are here called disciples. We wmay re-
~ smavk wmoreover, that this text affords an obvious snd
strong proof of our main point, that the children of profes-
sing believers were received with them into the church.
« Should any hesitate about infant discipleship, I will
propose to their consideration this question; is there any
- thing mape strange in the denomisnating of little children

*

®Actsxv. 10, * -
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disciples, than in their entering and being taken intp cove-
nant with God, of whatever-nature the covenant may be?
‘Yet this latter cannot be denied to have taken place.. Be-
.sides the great covenant made with Abraham,* Moses has
left on record a most striking instance of it which took
place under his administration.} On the whole, therefore,
I conclude that the Apostles must have understood their
commission to enjoin the reception as disciples, and conse-
quently the baptism, of the household of the believer, as

" well as of the believer himself.” Virginia Religious Maga-

xiney, Vol. III. pp. 35-40.

This view of the commission given to the apostles pre-
pares the way -for a consideration of the practice pursyed
by them in reference to the subject of baptism. This prac-
tice we state to have been thus:—When an unbaptised adult
presented himself as a candidate for baptism, he was r¢-
quired to make @ profession of faith in Jesus Christ; .and on
this profession he was baptised: and if he had children, they
awere baptised also. The former part of . the proppsition is
not disputed; the latter is* established by the following
scripture facts. - o

There is a passage in Peter’s speech, recorded in- the ‘
second chapter of the Acts of the Apostles, which many
truly pious and learned men have thought of great. weight
on this question. We only cite the passage and pass en.
Acts ii. 89. < For the promise is to you, and to your. chil-
dren, and to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord
our God shall call.” An argument of much strength might
be derived from this text, in favour of. the applicatign of

S —— ——

* On this point the readeris rcquestcd to read Gen. xvii. carefully
throughout.

1 Deut. xxix. 10, 11, 12. ¥e stand this day all of you before the Lord
gour God, your captains of your tribes, your elders and your officers, with all
he men of Israel; your little ones, your wives, and the siranger that is in thy
camp, from the hewer of thy wood unto the drawer of thy water; that thou
shouldst enter into covenant with the Lord thy God, andinto the oath which
the Lord thy God maketh with thee this day.
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baptism to children—but the discussion must not bé pro-
longed. :
Let us proceed, then, to the case of Lydia, recorded in
the Acts, xvi. 14, 15. ‘That this case may be understood,
it ought to be known that Thyatira, the birth-place of Ly-
dia, was a small city in the province of Lydia in Asia Mi-
nor, and was settled by a colony of Macedonians. The
women of this place were celebrated for their skill in the
art of dyeing purple, so famous in ancient times. Gar-
ments of purple cloth were worn by the great men and no-
bles of former days. The poor were neither able to pur-
chase them, nor were they allowed to wear them. Now
Lydia was a seller of purple. The city of Thyatira, in a-
remote colony, did not suit her trade; she therefore icmov-
ed from it to Philippi, the metropolis of Macedonia, and
there established herself. From the nature and quality of
the goods in which she trafficked, a very considerable ca-
pital was necessary to carry it on. There is not the least~
probability that Lydia was a Pedlar, strolling from town
to- town, selling her wares as she could. ' In that period of
time, and that part of the world, it is utterly unlikely that
a woman would travel about with an article of commerce,
mere precious than gold, as petty traffickers do with their
notions at present. Much less is it likely that she
would pass over the sea from Asia.to Europe in the way
of peddling. The brief account given by the sacred histos
rian, warrants the belief that Lydia was settled in Philippi
in the way of her trade. His words are thesc—¢ And a
certain woman named Lydia, aseller of purple of the city
of Thyatira, who worshipped God, heard us: whose heart
the Lord opened, that she attended to the things that were
spoken by Paul. And when she was baptised and her
household, she besought us saying, if ye have judged me
to be faithful to the Lord, come into my house, and abide
there. And she constrained us.” The words recited suffi-
ciently show that Lydia was baptised on a profession of
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faith: it is equally true that her houseliold weie baptised.
And to mie it secms clear, that it was on the profession of.
her Jaith that this application of baptism was made. The
historian speaks of Lydia’s heart being opened; and imme-
diately subjoins, that she amd her iousehold were baptised..
And when Lydia invited the apostles to abide with her, she
says, ¢ if ye have judged ME to be faithful:” Now, had
the family of Lydia consisted of adult believers, would she
not most naturally have said, in assigning a reason why.
the apostles should accept her invitation, « if ye have
judged US to be faithiful?” Lydia was a woman of busi-
ness, and would frequently have her attention occupied by
the affairs of her merchandise. Had other believers be-
longed to her household, she would scarcely have failed to
allude to them in-the invitation. But she did not.—
In a word, her language is precisely that of a mother, who,
according to pedobaptist principles, had devoted herself,
and her household to the Lord. Butlet us enquire what is
the proper signification of the word translated, household.
The original is OIKOS. 'This, every scholar knows, is
primarily a house; but by a very common figure of speech,.
it is frequently put for that which a house contains, that
is a family. Tt ought to be observed here, that the word
family is used, in distinction from the head of that family.
Thus a father or a mother says, I, and my family —My fam-
iy is at home—is from home, &c. ‘The case is the same in
Greek; and universally the word OIKOS in the metapho-
rical sense just noticed, signifies the descendants of one
who is named as head of the house. Thus Matt. x. 6.
. But go yo rather to the lost sheep of the house (oixs) of
Israel.® Here it means the descendants of Jacob, other-
wise called Israel. Sec also Matt. xv. 24. Luke i. 27.—
«. A man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David,”
that is, doubtless, a descenilant of David. Same chapter, -
verse 33. ¢ And he shall reign over the louse of Jacob
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forever. Ver. 69. And hath raised a horn of salvation to
us, in the house of David.” See also Luke ii. 4. x. 5. xi
17.- In one of the passages last referred to, x. 5, a dis-
tinction is made between (ol’:a'av) the residence of the famis
Iy and (&'xog) the house or family, ¢ And into whatsoe-
ver house ye enter, first say; Peace be to this house.” Acts
ii. 36, ¢ Therefore let the whole™ hmise of Israel assared-
ly know,” &c. Acts X. 2, ¢ A devout man, that feared
God with all his house,” &c. Here Cornelius is distin-
guished from his (dixog) family. Acts xi. 14. « Who shall
speak words unto thee, by which thou shalt be saved, and'
all thy house.”” See also xvi. 31, xviii. 8, 1. Cor. i. 16.—
s I baptlsed also the house (omtw) of Stephanas.” Refer-
rences on this subject might be extended much farther, but
these are all sufficient.

This use of the term house in tho sense of fmmly, as be-
fore remarked, is metaphorical; and is derived from the
term house in the sense of building; that is a fixed, perma-
nent and lasting 1 resxdmcc

[rEa:tracts Jfrom a pamphlet, enhtled, Facts and Evidences on
© _the subject of Baptism; &c. In Three Lctters, &c. Bythe
"Editor qf Calmet’s Dwtumary, &c.]

K Now, as we are able at all times to recur. to the proper
use of thls term, we are equally_ able to correct any mis-
take that may occur in the metaphorical use of it: and since
we find the term used metaphorically in several languages,

we may be sure, that there is such a correspondence and
similarity between the original object, and the significative
application of the term, that with a little prudence and pa-
tience our enquiries into its real meaning, cannot fail of
. sahsfactory success. Give me leave, therefore, to set be-
fore yon the plan of a house, as such bulldmgsare common-
ly constracted in Greece, and as we have every reason to.
believe, they were commonly constructed, in ancient ages.

F
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certainly,. the whole may be expressed by onre comprehen-
sive term, establishment~—premises—residence—place—
buildings, &c.  We have only to suppose that the house is
built of stomes; or permanent materials in combination;
{not so the out-houses) to complete the conception, suffici-
ently for our purpose.

¢¢ Such is the preper ani real application of the term house;
jour present business is to trace the conformity of the mela-
phoncal application of the term, to this reality. I suppose,
there cannot be equal authority on this subject, much less
can there be superior, to that of Aristotle, the famous pre-

ceptor of Alexander the Great, and quite as good a critic -
in Greek as———no matter, who. In writing on the -

fpohty of cities, Aristotle thus defines a House. ¢« A Housk
is a Seciety for Companionship] connected together accor-

‘ding to the course of nature, for long continuance. Such, "

i(a Saciety) is called by Charondas, ¢« those who eat from
§the same cupboard,” or pantry; but (it is called) by Epimen-
xdes, the Cretan, « those who sit around the same fire-side:
—[Or, as Du Val, the Editor of Aristotle, rather supposes,
.carrecting by conjecture, ¢ those who sit around the same
tabk »] Such a Seciefy, says .Avistotle, is an oIxos, or

l

3 “ But, the old Grecian distinguishes between oikos
fHouse, and oxx1a, House RQLD, exactly as 1 have shewn: in
‘my former letter, that Scripture distinguishes. Speaking
‘of a city, he says, « In opder to obtain a clear idea of the
parts of which a city is composed, it is necessary that we
should previously explain what an o1xia is. For every
“eity is composed of - connected oixiag: and further, an
-0IK1IA (is composed) of several parts; and these placed toge-
‘ther in’ their sations, coustitute the orxis. But,a com-
rLEYE O1krA comprises the servants [slaves] and those
‘who are free.” - By ¢ free” Aristotle means, as appears
from the tenor of his whole discourse, extending through
‘several chapters, the Master aud his family: one who is
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capable of citizenship; ono ¢« among those are free’by na- -
ture;—whereds, to sach the: slaves belong.” He after.
wards expatiates on this definition: he speaks of the wifeas
being ¢ free;” not, as among barbavians, a slave; of the
children, as being ¢ free,” &c. and he, says, Thereisbut 2
slight differance between the skill required to govern a -
great o1K1A—-House-HoLD, and - that required ts governa -
small city.” On the whole, nothing can be clearer, than
that the term oikos—House—ExcLUDES the oikia—out-hou-
ses, or House-noLp but, the term odikia inclides the House; .
exactly as it mightbe inferred from consideration of our -
-" plan; where the proper sense of the terms, with this natu- -
" ral distinction and distribution of them, is reduced to mat-
ter of fact, and appears to the conviction of the eye.
% Now, give e leave here, to beg your consideration,
8ir, as to what Aristotle himself, had he met with the term -
house in reading the N. T. would have understood by it—
or rather—what would any ¢ plain unlettered (Greek) man -
having only the Greek N. T. in his hand,” have understoed, -
when reading in his native language,— We baptized' Ly~
dia, with her society connected together, according to the course -
of nature, for long continuance:” <« We baptized the Jailor, -
with ALY those who eat from. the same cupboard as himself.” -
. ssIbaptized those who sit areund the same fire side with my va- .
lued friend Stephanas:--or, if you prefer thecorrected reading -
—¢¢ I baptize -those who sit around the swme table with my
honoured friend.” 1 found my opinion on-these and similar
passages, when I say, a Greck reader must have understood
this term-—house—in a very extensive sense: including not
only AxL the children in every stage of hfe, hut-—-smnethmg'
nore. -
s¢ But, the elegance of the Iast definition (thongh coijec-
tural) < those who sit around the same table,” reminds me
of the exquisite comparison of the Psalmist—se Thy wife
shall be -like -a fruitful vine, by the side of thy houses thg
children like olive plants round about thy table.” —

¢ And, this again reminds me, that, though wr |tmg in
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‘Greek, the Apostles were Hebrews by descent; that they
. were perféctly familiar with the Hehrew Scriptures, and
with.the Hebrew language, as spoken by their nation, and
that, beyond a doubt, they used the -term nousE in the same .
sense as it was used by the Old Testament writers. This .
willinot be denied: and if it is not denicd, we have only to’
consult Moses and the. Prephets, and rest our eunquiry on
their answer, as-the termination of our labours. :

« We-hayve scen three Grecian IPhilosephers propose.
three different ideas (though: all co-incident) on the meta-
pharical signification of the term House; wo are not, then, -
to wonder, if we find among the Hebrews a fourth deriva-
tion, entirely distinct from either of the former, but equally -
ingenious, and much more plausibles

«.Accerding to the Hebrews, the metephorical derivation

of the term House, was, from the circumstance of a dwell- .
ing-house being. built——BuiLT-UP—Of Stones, for instance. -
A metaphorical House, therefore,—a FaAMILy—was a huild-
ing of lwwing stones. Ask yourself, then, Sir, which are
the proper living stones to build up a fawily or house?—are
thoy -the-seniors-or juniors?—is the infant, born to-day, or
the man of a hundred hears old who dies to merrow? ——
And here I.will not compound with vou, Sir; I will not
allow you to. say, ¢ the term housc, as used in the Q. ‘.
implies the ExpErs of a family, strictly and prOpcrly, but
the infants accrdentally and improperly.”

s¢' N, Sir, 1 - willingly hazard the utmest severity of cen-

sure, when. I affirm on the contrary, that the: direct, strait .

Jorward, explicit, and unquestionable, reference of the term
Humse is to the INFANTS, primarily and properly; and te the.
seniors or even to the Parents, if at all, accidentally, im-
properly, and occasionally only.  'The proof of this may
safely rest on the following passages:-—-and first, of the me-
taphor Buirnine. A
2 S, vii. 27. Thou, O .Lurd God- of -'Israel, hast re-
vealed to thy servant, saying, I'will Buxrp thee a
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HOUSE, i. ¢. Will estabkish thy family. Comp. 1
CHRox. xvii. 25, .

¢ 2 SAM. vil. 11. Also the Lord tc}leth thee that he. Wlu
MAKE thee A HOUSE.

6 e 29.  Now let it please thee to bless the Aouse
of thy servant—and with thy blessing let the house
of thy servant be blesged forever.” . i, e. his fam-
ily. Compare the samo prolmse to Snlomon, 1
Kings xi. 38.

s« Exop. i. 1. ¢ And it came to pass, bcrwse the mid-

. wives feared God, that he MADE THEM HOUSES,”

ic e. he gave them numeraus families.
Gep. xxx. 1, 2, ¢ Before reading the following, con-

sult the histary of Jacob and Rachel; ¢¢ Give me children,
or clse I die,” says the disappointed wife:~her husband
replies, « am 1 in God’s stead, who hath with held from
thee the fruit of the womb?”!

¢ Psary CcXXVii. Except the Lord BuIvLD the mousE, they

labour in vain that build it.—
¢ Lo CHILDREN, are a heritage of the Lord, .
.and the fruit of the womj is his reward.”

& The Hebrew, very remarkable here, fixes the scnse to
issue: ¢ those who labour to build the heuse, 1N 17.”

¢ That this etymological derivation of the term houge—
as importing a metaphorical building, coNTINUED, and was
ADOPTED by the Jdpastles, may be slmwn from various pas-
sages of N. T.

Epb. ii. 19, 21. «Now, therefore, yo are uo more stran-
gers and foreigners, byt fellow-citizens with the saints and
members of the house-hold establishment of God; and are
BUILT on the foundation of the Apostles and Propbets,
Jesus Christ himself being the chief cerner stone; in whom
gll the BuiLpiNe fitly framed together, groweth .iuto a
bely temple in the Lord: in whom ye also are BUILDED
together for anghabitetion of God through the Spirit.
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1 Pet. i 4, 5. ¢« Coming to the Lord, aste a living
[life-giving] stone,——ye also, as living stones. arc BUILT
ve a spiritual HouskE [ family, as that of Aaron;]a holy
priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices,” &c.

» Tit. i. 11. ¢« They subvert,—overturn,—turn. fopsy-

turoy.—WHOLE HOUSEs,”—familics: the very reverse of

building up: un-building.

- «¢'These passages are decisive.

¢ In proof that HovsE lmports cnnmnnN-—dmtmct from
their parents.

«Deor. xxxv. 9. Then shall his brother’s wife . . . . spit
in his face and say, so shall it be done unto that
man who will vof BuiLp vP his BROTHER’S
HOUSE,” by obtaining children—éinfanis—from
his widow. :

# GEN. xvi. 2. And Sarai said unto Abraham, the Lord
hath restrained me from child-bearing: I pray
thee go in unto my maid; it may be that I may
obtain (infant) children by her,”’—s¢ be BUILDED
by her.” Margin and Hebrew.

- xxx. 3. Rachel said to Jacob, behold my maid

Bilhah—she shall bear upon my knees, that T may

also have (infant) children by her,”—be BuLD-

ED by her.”” Margin and Hebrey.

« GeN. vii., And the Lord said to Noah, comé¢ thou axp
all thy house into the ark.

«¢ The parent is distinguished from his family.

« 1 Kings xvii. 8, 16. 'The widow woman of Zarepta did

: ‘according to the saying of Elijah;—and 1, she,
2, he, and 3, her HovsE, did eat many days.”—
Her son must be her house, distinct from his mo-
ther; as there were but tliree persons, concemed

) in the history.

¢« GeN. xlvi. 26, 31. Jacob and all'his sced came into
Egypt, his soms, his sons sons, his daughters and
his sons- daughters—eall his seed. 48 the souls
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which came’ out of his loins—all the souls of the
noUsE of Jacob were three score and ten.””——
The phrase those which came out of the loins of
Jacob, must exclude Jacob himself, c :
~ Nums. xviii. 11. The heave offerings have 1 given to
thee and thy sons, and to thy daughters with thee,

_ every one that is clean in thy House. The pa-
rent is, ovidently, not comprised in the term
houge. -

o Deur. Xxvi. 11.  Thou shalt rejoice in every good thing

. which the Lord thy God hath given thee, and un-
to thine sousk.” - The distinction is preserved-
here also.’

« 2 Sam. xiii. 11. I will raise up evil against thee, (Da-:
vid) out of thine own house:”—s¢ from among thy
children. See story of Absalom, &e. i

+ That this distinction between parents and children, -

CONTINUED, and was ADoPTED by the Apostles, is manifest,

from the passages already adduced:—Lydia, and her

house:—the Bishop, and his house:—the Deacon, and his

house:—the famaly of Stephanas, separate from himself:—

the fumily of Crispus, separate from himself:—the family

of Unesiphorus, separate, &c.: :
-s¢ In proof, that HOUSE means INFANTS, ezplmtly.

% Num. xvi. 27, 22. Dathan and Abiram came out and
stood in the deor of their tents, and their wives,
and their sons, and their LITTLE CHILDREN.—
And the earth opened her mouth and swallowed
them up, and their mouses.”—Their little c]ul-
dren then, were their houses

# JoB xx. 28. 'The increase of his house shafl roll away;
shall flow away as a torrent flows, in the day of
his wrath.” That the term ¢ increase of a bause,*
means ¢ family, See 1 Sam. ii. 3.

¢ Pgany Ixviii. 6.  God setteth the solitary (man) in

- families:” in 8 WOUSE, i, . INFANTS. Mar. and
Heb. -
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« Pgarm cxlil: 2. God maketh the barren woman to sit
in her HoUsE~family; the joyful mother of chil.
dren,” INFANTS,

“ ls.u.m xiii, 6. Their children shall be dashed to pieces
before their eyes, their HoUsEs shall be spoiled,
and their wives ravished. The Medes shall not re-
gard sitver, nor delight in gold.—Their bows
shall dash the young men to pieces: They shall
have no pity on the fruit of the womb: their eye
shall not spare children.”

# It was not the dwelling houses which the Medes were
to spoil, for they regarded not silver nor gold; which is the
natural spoil of dwelling houses; but Aouses in the sense of
Jfamilies—the fruit of the womb, i. ¢. INFANTS.

'« House means INFANTS, before they are conceived—
consequently, when they are not present.

«.GEN. xviii. 19. ¢ I know Abraham, that he will com-
mand his children [plural] even his mousE, after
him.” Here Isaac is spoken of as house to Abra-
ham, in the close of the day on which he was prom-
ised by the three Angels; consequently before his

conception,

# 3 SaM. vii. 11~16. ¢ The Lord telleth thee that he Will
MAKE thee @ HOUSE . .. ... and set up thy
SEED after thee, which SHALL PROCEED oul of thy
" $owels”—Consequently, this infant, David’s suc-
tessor, was net yet begotten

« Rorm iv. 12. « And all the people that were in the
gate, and the elders said—The Lord make the
woman that is come into thy (dweling) house,
like Rachel and like Leah, which two did BoILD”

- up the House of Isracl:—And let THY HoUsE
(family) be like the Aouse of Pharez, whom Ta-
_mar bare unto Judah, oF THE SEED WHICH THR
LoRD SHALL GIVR THEE OF THIS YOUNG We~.

" MAN.
G
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« It is not possible by any words, or form of words,
whatever, to express INFANTS more decidedly, than by
these applications of the term mousEe: and, in Tact, if there
were no other text i the Old Testament, this last, alone,
is sufficient to establish the proposition that the term Aouse
in Old Testament language MUsT mean an infant. 'The
idea recurs repeatedly in the passage. 1. The building up
the house of Israel is infant-child-bearing, undoubtedly;
2. Thy mouse—that is, the ¢ sgEp which the Lord smaLL
6IVE THEE of this young woman,” M0sT mean an mfant,
and this is the national and acknowledged languagc, used
by ¢ all thc people that were in the gate;’” and not by the
vulgar only, but by those well instructed also; by the elders;
and this took place before Boaz was married: for it fol-
lows—So Boaz took Ruth te wife.” The rest of the story
we know.

¢ Thus we see that an infant is expressed in O1d Testa-
ment language, by the term house, both by father’s side and
mother’s side, before it is begotten or conceived:—that the
same usage of the word was CONTINUED and ADOPTED by
the Apostles, is clear from the instance of the young women,
in Timothy, concerning whom the Apostle says, as of an
event yet future, he would have them marry—bear clul
dren—despotize their HOUSE,” or family; in exact conform-
ity with the wishes of the Elders and the people, in behalf
of Boaz and Ruth.

¢ We need extend our enquir ies mo further: —let us re-
duce the result to conclusive evidence,

¢ By what was Sarai and Rachel builded up? By In-
Jants.

g What does the term Hous:s 1mply? Lrrrie cu
DREN. !

" ¢ In what house does God sct the solitary man.?—In an
INFANT Samily. ;

- *« ' what nouse does God set the barren woman? Fnan
INFANT family.
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4¢ What is the increase of a house? INFANTS.

" ¢ What is a kouse in the sense of fruit of tlw womb? IN-
rAN'rs.

" « What was to be cemmanded, as his House, by Abra-
ham? His expected INFANT, Isaac. .

" ¢ What pouse was the seEp which shall preceed out of
thine own bowels? An LNFANT. ‘ )
.« What house was the sEED which the Lord sHALL GIVE
lhce of this young woman? AN INFANT.

s In these ten mstances, (and twenty might be added)
ihc term house MusT slgmfy INFANTS:—it CAN signify
nothing else: and, moreover, it mgmﬁes INFANTS, though
not actually present.

_ ¢ With these ten instances of the signification of thc
term house in Old ‘Testament language, before your eyes,
and with every demonstration of the coNTINUED sense and
iDoPTION of the term by the Apostles, to the same purport,
and intention, and wnthout variation, in the N. T. give me
lease to ask you, Sir,

¢¢ WHAT DID THE, APOSTLES BAPTIZE, WHEN THEY
suz THEY BaprizED HOUSES? ‘

- ¢ The questlon admits but of one answer: in giving that,
let Conscnence and Common sense do their duty.

" & To conclude"’-——what would a pious Hebrew Christian
J'eadmg the New Testament have understood by the term
House, in ‘the Apostles® days, when he found it in various
parts of their (sacred) writings? Could he, possibly, have
separated the idea of Imfants from it?—And, if he had
been told that it was to be taken as excluding Infants, would
he not have complained of the deception practised on him?
Would he not have said, < If the N. T. writers use this
word in a sense never before used in our nation, a sense en-
tirely new, and contradictory to common and popular ac-
ceptation, why did they not tell us 50?2 How are we to un-
derstand them, if not by the language they use?—And, how
are we to understand their language, if not in its popular,
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. customary, and fized acceptation;—the same as that ig
. -which it has uninteruptedly been employed, from the days
- of our father Abraham, to this day;—and, in fact, in which -
it is employed, at this wery day?”
Now, what term more decisive and unequivoecal conld
- have been adopted by the sacred writers, for the purpose
of assuring us that the Apostles baptised children;  The
Greek words Tlayg, Bpepos, Bpepvadioy, Ty, and their
¢orresponding words, in Latin, Italian, French, and Eng-
- Jish, such as puer, puerulus, infante, enfant, infant, child,
. &¢. are ambiguous. If then, the historian had said, .« The
apostles baptised men, women and children;” or ¢ When
' Lydia and - her children were baptised”’—this might per-
haps have satisfied some who now doabt on the subject of
: baptising children.  But it would not have satisfied pre-
judice. It would be easy in this case, to quote such pas-
sages as these, ¢ The childe of the age of fowrtcen yere.”
s The last will and testament of the little infant (infantu-
lus ) Adald; aged eighteen—Gen. xxxvii. 80.” ¢ Thechild
(Joseph) is not; and I, whither shall T go?”” [Note. Jo-
seph at this time was sixteen years old.] Gen. xliv. 0.—
. « And we said unto my Lord, We have a father, an-old
man, andachild of his old age, a little one, &.—[This is spo-
_ken of BenJamm, son of Jacob, then upwards of thirty -
, years old,] and hundreds of others from various langua-
ges, of the same |mpmt. From all which, the conclusion
might be drawn, that the cluldren mentioned as baptised by
_the apostles, were in all probability such children as Jo. -
geph and Benjamin in the texts quoted above. Hence the
subject would have been as ilnsettled as can be imagined.—.
In this ambiguity of language, the sacred historian has
.chosen a word more determinate and settled in its signifi-
cation, than the word children. He has told us that the
apustles baptnsed (ouwg) Famrlzes
But the positive and decmvc fact, that the apostles bup-
.tised yoang children, may be sect. in a still clearer light, by
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. afarther examination of the sacred record. 'The evidence:

- already adduced, appears to me amply sufficient; yet in a

-~

subject that ‘has been so much controverted, it is wolHo.
bring forward abundant testimony.
-For this purpuse, we turn from the history of Lydia’s

~baptism, to that of the Jailor, recorded also in the 16th

" chapter of the Acts. Ver. 27-34. '« And the keeper of

the prison awaking out of his sleep, and seeing the prison
doors open, he drew out his sword, and would have killed

. himself, supposing that the prisoners had heen fled. But

Paul cried with a loud voice, saying, « Do thyself no harmg

 for we are all heres” Then he called for a light, and
--sprang in; and came trembling, and fell down before Paut

and Silas; and brought them out, and said, ¢ Sirs, what
must I do to be saved?”” And they said, < Believe in the

-Lord Jesus Christ, and thow shalt be saved and thy Aouse”

. ('m'aoo;-) - And they spake unte him the word of the Lord,

and to al that were in bis house, ‘(dwxia.) And he took

. them the'same hour of the night, and washed their stripes;

and was baptised he and all his, straightway.” And when.

- he’had breught them into his house, (gixpr) he set meat be-

fore them; and, havmg believed in God, he rejoiced with
all his house;” (mavoizt with “all his family.) = Here are

‘incidental circumstances, which strougly show that the
‘Jailor was in the prime of life.—Such as his impetuosity
“and the vehemence of his paseions: as soon as he saw the
~ prison doors open, he drew his sword, and was about to
“kill himself.—This does not look like an aged father of a
“family surrounded by a number of adult children. Again;

“as soon as Paul called to him, he sprAXG into the prison.

The action here is that of a man in the vigour of his days.

“But this man, thus vigorous, had a numerous family: this
-appears from the text; ¢ /e and Axx fus”—he rejoiced with

AxLL his house, Now, surcly, every. circumstance here
dhows that the Jailor was a mai in the vigour of his days.
He d¢elicved, and he,; with all his (rumerpus family) were
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baptised. Now, considering the ambiguity of the words,
child, infant, puer, .Sm &c., we app{eal to any impartial
reader, to say whether the record of the baptism of theJ ail-
or and his family, taken with all theattendant circumstan-
ces, does not afford. more decisive evidence in favour of
what is commonly called infant baptisin, than if it had

been said in express terms, that the Jailor and his little
ones were baptised. For, in this case, as we have before
seen, it might be said, Joseph was called a child at the age
of sixteen; and Benjamin, a little one when. more than.
thirty years old—and who can tell but - that the Jailor’s;
ljttle ones were such as these. But when ‘we see the Jail-.
or driving headlong with youthful ardour, and spri,nging

with an elasticity and vigour, that we know do not belong to
old age, and at the same time have unequivocal evidence,
in the use of the words, ALL HIS, that he had a numerous
family, the matter is putout of all doubt. Thelife of man,.
at that time, and long before, had been reduced to three
score years and ten; as is the case now. .But we know
what the course of nature now is, We know that a man
in the vigour of life now, with a' numerous family has
young children. And woe are assured that the Jailor had
young 'childmn too, not by doubtful phrases, but by the

uniformity of the course of nature.

,;,Shoul,d any doubt be entertained respecting the word
(mbmi) t[-éhs\atg(], with all his house, ver. 54, it may be
observed for the sake of those who read Greek, that He-
sychius renders‘ it by the words gvv 6Ae To oixw, With his
whole family; and that it occurs in the Septuagint, Exod.
j. 1. in_the same signification, with his-whole family. In
the English translation, this verse reads thus; ¢ Now
these are the names of the children of Israel that came into
Egypt; every man and his household [family] came with
Jacob.” Here the man is distinguised from his family;.
and here also, the word ur_lder" consideration means children,

L
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descendants; - for" the persons designated, are express-
ly said to-come out of the loins-of Jacob. When, there-
fore'the Jailor is sdid to rejoice Mavouxi, We are sure that
it was with his family, his children, that he rejoiced, or,
according to the definition before given, with those who
ate at the same table with him. Co
% St. Loke was a good Greek writer; and he relates the
history of thé Jailor with his customary precision. He
says, St.” Paul advised him, « Believe on the’ Lurd Jesus
Christ, and thou shalt be saved, ‘with thy family. And
they spokc unto him the word of the Lord, and to all that
were in his house-hold (olxiar) all in the jail,” &c. He
brought all in his power under the word; as Cornelius had
done; but it is not said that all who were in his house-hold,
attendants, prisoners, &c. were baptised. No: but he and
his family were baptised: ‘he rejoiced with his family, hav-
ing belicved (reruolevne) in God. Al heard the word;
but only his own family accompanied the Jailor in baptism.
Certainly this Jailor became one of the Philippian bre-
thren; and certainly he would not loose the opportunity of
attending the consolatary exhortation at Lydia’s; and of
bidding his spiritual fathers favewell. Thebaptism of this
family is spoken of with case and coolness, as was that of
Lydia; as the -ordinary course of events: the children ac-
companying the father, as is natural.” Facts and Eviden-
es, &c.pa. 85. ‘ ‘
~ Before we take leave of the facts recorded in the xvith,
chapter of ‘Acts, it may not be amiss to notice the 40th
verse: because that passage has been used in an attempt to
show, that the family of ‘Lydia consisted of adults, who
were baptised on a profession of their faith. The words
are, ¢ And they went out of the prison, und entered into
the house of Lydia: and when they had seen the brethren,
+ they comforted them; and departed.” The assumption is,
that the brethney, seen by the apostles, were members of

o
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Lydia’s family. But where is the proof? 'We know tln'a\t :
the apostles wero led out of prison publicly, by the princi-
pal officers of the place, in a very kind and civil manner;
and were entreated to leave the city. Now, what proves
that they did not, after retiring to their lodgings at Ly- .
dia’s, go round and sce the brethren that lived in Philippi? |
'The compressed narrative of Luke does not forbid this .
supposition. But there is another, much more probable
than this, and which I have no doubt expresses the truth of ,
the,case. We certainly know that the apostle Paul found-
ed a church at Philippi.. He first visited that city about
the year of our Lord 53; and when he took his departure ﬂ
thence, he went to Thessalonica (sec Acts xvii. 1.) About ,
the year 62 he wrote his letter to the Philippians. In that
Jetter ho mentions the affectionate attachment of the bre- )
thren of Philippi to him, and the repeated proofs they had
given of theirlove. ¢ Notwitustanding ye have well done,
that ye did communicate with my affliction. Now, ye¢ .
Philippians, know also, that in the beginning of the gos- _
pel, when I departed from Macedonia, no CHURCH com- ‘
nunicated with me as cencerning giving and receiving,
but ye only: For even in Thessalonia ye sent ONCE AND )
AGAIN fo my necessity.” iv. 4-16. Here is positive evi- '
dence that, although Luke mentions only the conversion of |
Lydia and the Jailor, that a church was organized at Phi- .
lippi before Paul left the place: and onc would supposey
a flourishing church too.—For when thc apostle was, -
Jabouring for others, these affectionate belicvers sent once.
and again their contributions for his support. With this,
Jet us bear in mind that Paul and his companion lodged
with Lydia; that there were then no houses for christians -
to worship in; and that they werc agicustomcd, thercfore,
to meet in private *dwellings; and we shall see at once who
"» Romans xvi. 5. Likewise greet the Church that is in their Mouse, i »
o the house of Aqnilla and Priscills, ver. 3.~Sce alse ) Cor. xvi. 19.
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were - the drethren that Paul saw at Lydia’s houge.-——
“Doubtless, they were the members of the church organized
there, and among them their®atest couvert, the Jailor, wha,
rejoicing in the salvation of which’'he had partaken, would
surely accompany his prisoner just discharged, to the hoase
where the brethren had been accustomed to meet. It was
not the family of Lydia, her children alone, that the apos-
Ue conforted before he took his leave of this affectionate
people, but the brethren, the members of the church of Phi~
lippi.

The next express mention of the baptism of afamil_v is
made in Actsxviii. 8. ¢ And Crispus, the chief ruler of the
synagogue, believed on the Lord with all his house (3éxw»
family), and many of the Corinthians, hearing, believed,
and- were baptised.” That Crispus and his family were
baptised, is beyond doubt. But it may be said that they
. all believed. Admit that they did. We know that the or-
dinary officers of the synagogue, were called Etders because
they were advanced in age; and that the Chief ruler of the
synagogue would of course be an old man. While there-
Jore Lydia was probably a young and active woman, and the
Jailor was a man in the prime of life, their young families
were baptised, and no mention made of the faith of ‘any
person’but the parent, the head of the family. But here,
where we havemoral certainty, although the historfan does
ot specify it, thattlie head of the family was an aged man,
we are told' that he believed with all his house, and they
were baptised. The children in this case were adult, and
must give cvidence of docility before they could be admitted -

©Col. iv. 15. SQMe the brethuntb&tmmlmdwes and Nymphss,
and the ehurch which is in hjs howse. '

Philemon 2. Paul presents his salutmon, «To the beloved Apphia,
and to Archippus, and to the church in thy house”™ Let these passages be
compared with Actsxvi. 40, the verse under examination, and with Philip,
iv. 14, 15, 16, and there will be no doubt respecting the brethren seer
# the house of Lydiﬁ: .

N
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into' the. School of Christ. This is “precisely what oy
pedobajitist principles, we should require; and on-hearing
that the famiily of an aged man was baptised, we should ex-
pect to hear of the profession of their faith. This case is
gomething of the nature of an exception to a general rule—.
exeeptio firmat regulam. Lydia believed, and was baptised
with her family—the Jailor believed, and was baptised with
his family—Qld Crispus believedy with his family, and they
were baptised. The putting of these parts of scripture to-
‘gether brings to my mind with irresistible evidence, the
teuth as hefore stated respectiyg the baptlsmg of Lydia and
the Jailor with their children.

Yet while I make the above admission, it auglit not to. be
concealed from the reader, that some very ingenious meg
have strongly doubted whether the expression ¢ Crispus be-
lieved on the Lord with all his house” is to be construed lis
terally; they, seem rather inclined to maintain that 14
means no more, than that on the faith of their parents they
were brought into a state of discipleship. = This doubt oy
one band, and opinion on the other, - are founded on wha{
the :Apystle Paul says, 1 Cor. i. 14. %I thapk God that
1 baptised none of you nu'r_CnIsrUs and Gaius. . It will bg
recollected here, that there were divisions in the Corin-
thian Church. . ‘One was of Paul, another of Apollos,
&c.; and there were strenuous efforts to put down tlw
apostolic authority of Paul. The apostle wished to show
that he, in no way whatever, had any hand in these divi-
gions. He even thanked God that he had baptised none
but Crispus and Gaius. None of whom? Certainly of the
members of the Corinthian Church who were engaged in
those party disputes. But one would suppose from the
narrative of Luke, and indeed from the nature of the casé
that he who baptised Cnspus, baptised his family also.~
Hence it has'been inferred. that the Children of Crispus

were. too young to be engaged in the management of:
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f.-«"hm“ch affairs and in ecclesiastical 'diéputeé; and that when
Crispus is said to have believed with bis whole family—
and that they were baptised, it means no ‘more than that he,
on becoming a disciple, had his whole famlly made dismples
too. This conclusion is strengthened by the consideration
that Crispus was a Jew; else how should he be chief ruler
of the synagogue? Now it was a maxim among the Jews,
as stated by their great Rabbi Maimonides, ¢ If an Isra-
elitc find a heathen infant, and baptise him in the name of
a proselyte, behold, he is a proselyte.” Now if the splrlk
of this maxim were applied by the historian to the case ' of
Cnspus, he might very well have used the manner of spea-
kmg employed in the text. There is really something in-
genious and -plausible in this rcasomng Itis let‘t to the
conslderatmn of the reader. : ‘
“'"T'he next express mention of the baptism of a family is
made by the apostle Paul 1. Cor. i. 16. & And I baptised al-
v the household of Stephanas: besides, I know not whether
T baptised any other.” The phraseology of Paul here is
very remarkable. fle had affirmed befere, that he had bap-
tised none of the Corinthian members—except Crispus and
Gaius: that is none of those who were raising party dis-
pixtes. " After this general declaration, he sees fit to affirm
that he had baptised the family of Stephanas; but, as for the
rest [for 8o Aowow onght te be rendered] he baptised none.
« s for the rest”’—to what does this refer? « I do not know
whether I baptised any other”—any other what?. Let any
one, who can perceive the grammatical copstruction of
words, answer. Surely the apostle means to say, as for
other baptised families, I do not know that I baptised any
of them. This is the plain natural meaning of this passage,
and it shows very forcibly that the baptising' of families
was a very common occurrence, Observe the uncertainty
with which the apostle speaks,  He knew, indeed, that he
bad baptlsed the family of Stephanas, but he did not know -

4
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that he had baptised any ather. .8urely if the baptising ofs
.¢ family had been a rare aud. extraordinary occurrence,
the apestle conld not have expressed himself thus.e—
But on the suppesition, that during his long abode
at Coringh, multitudes of families had:heen . baptised,
- we can easily see how he might have felt .uncertain, whe-
ther ho baptised any but.that of his particuar friend Ste-
phanas, . 'This instance then, is.of great value iw the argu-
ment; because from the manner in which it is introdnced,.we.
learn that it.was_ quite common in .the Corimthian church
to baptise children, that is families. .So decisive does this.
a)ppear to my mind, that if the New Testament contained
nothing else on the suljject, I shouldbave no doubt that the
apastles practiged, what is* improperly called, infant bap-.
tism.. Let this text be read to any persen of plaity commen,
sense, thus, < I baptised the family of Stephanas;: and of
the rest, I do not know whether 1 baptised any other:” ‘or,
using .the  Engligsh vergion, «.I do not know whether I
baptised any.other besides.””—~And-let him be: asked, oxy
other what? or let.a school bay parse;the sentence,: and
say. wlmt. according to grammadical propriety the adfec-
‘th&S any other agree with.., ,QOr - propsse this Greek: séh-
' tance to a.young collegian, or any person that can read the

Ianguage, Edardwa de:wni won Xleguri OIKON; J\mmw
o, oida & Tva GARoe sﬁmﬂna, and let him say what
.anbstantive  .aAdoy: agrées with.  Certainly with 6ixo;r,
_family. : Hence, 1 can have no doubt but that the’ baptnéih
.af families was a very common occurrénce during the year
Aud six mentbs of Baul?s abbde nt Lorinth And l can
Spaaern dtans

, " 1eay ampmperlyr beenme th!!phnefmﬁmt baptism put in opposmon
to adult bapmm seems to. imply that there are two.baptisms, ot dilfer.
ent character. It would be precisely as proper to speak. of infant girum-
cision, as opposed to adult circumcision, and as a d:ﬂ'erent nte But
who does not sge the absurdity of this? ¢ '
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. well believe, -that it was a common: occurrence at dvety
place where.a christian church was founded, although not
many-instances. are mentjoned by the sacred historian.—
Luke does not mention in idcts the baptism of the family bf
.Stepbanas, and we should never have known any thing of
. that, and:the important informatien connected with'it, had
there not been a'sekism in the charch at Corinth; and had it
not been for the edgerness of the apostle Paul to sbow that
-he was no puartizan,

Bat we are ‘told that the instance of the baptlsm of the

« family of Stephanas affords no support to our doctrine, be-

 cause-they- were all adults; as appears from 1 Cor. xvi. 15,
.#¢ I beseech you brethren, (yé know the house of Stephanas,
that it is the first fruits of Achaia, and that they have ad-,

.dicted - themselves umto ' the ministry of the saints.””)ee.

»JHence it is inferred, that the house of Sthephanas consist..

. ed of persons of mature age, and that they were baptised:

; om a: profession of their faith. Now admitting that all this.
s just, which by the way we cannot do, it by no means

_invalidates our inference that the baptism of families was:
. common: in the practice’of the apostles. But let us exam--
ine this subject. And bere the reader of the original will.
perceive a difference in ‘the words used by Paul, when he.
speaks of the baptism of the. Jamily i. 16, and of the house
.of Stephanas xvi. 15.. In the first. case; he uses the word.
OIKO03; and in the last, the word gisiay. - - Our translation
‘renders both by the same word, house. - But surely the
difference made in the original ought to be preserved in the
version. The sense in which Paul used this last word may
be learned from Phil. iv. 22, ¢ All the saints salute yon,
-chiefly they that are of -Casar's HoUsEBOLD (obxiag;) i. e.
Ca®sar’s domestics: And how he used the term of;w; may
‘be learned from 1 Tim. iii. 4. A bishop must be, « one

) that ruleth well his own HOUSE,, having bis . caiLDREN in -
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subjection with all-gravity. In speaking then of the bap.-
tism of the house -(oxs) of Stephanas; Paul means his chil-
dren; in speaking of the kindnéss of the house of Stepha-
nas, and their attendance on the brethren, he means hls
domestics, those of his household.  But it ought to be un-
derstood that (omwc) houseliold includes perhaps the (leog)
house, or family. Now there is a question, to what ser-
vice did the opeq devote themselves? It is entirely a gra-
tuitous assumption that they were ministers of the gospel
The word ATAKONIA means any kind of service, for in-
stance, serving at the table, procuring food, aﬂ‘nrdmg sup-
port, rendering offices of kindness, distr lbutmb a,lms, per-
forming the service of a religious teacher, &c.  Now, out
of all these significations, it seems to me strange that any
should, fix on the last, and assign that office to the house-
hold (domestics) of Stephanas. 1 confcss, however, that
this passage, as it stands in the original, presents difficul-
ties in its grammatical strurture, which I do not know well.
what to do with. 1 speak heré, not as a theologian or po-
Temic, but simply asa grammarian.  And, adopt what sys-
tem of doctrine I may, the dlﬂi(‘ulty presses on me: . nor,
do I stand alone i in this case; ~ The harshness and dlﬂicul-
ty of the original has embarrassed ever Yy conumentator
that T have scen. The best solution of the sentence that I.
have met with, is to be found in the Pamphlet already quo-,.
ted, under the title of Facts and Evidences on the Subject of.
Buaptism; and it is here preaentcd to the reader,

¢ The mischance that our translators should bave used-
the terms house and household interchiangeably, though scrip- -
tare preserves the distinction, is glari ing in the instance of -
the f'uruly of Onesiphorus, whu hin one text is rendered .
house, in the other household, notwithstanding the same’
word.is used in both places; and the same persons are cer-
tainly intended. But, it hasproved much more unfortunate,
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that par transiators have used onc word, fouschald, to exe
press both the family and the lhousehold of Séephanas,
though Scripture uses ®wo words in order to .mark the dis-
tinction, and certainly does: NoT mean the same persons.
This. has produced: confasion, and has given occasion to
variows weak and inconsistent arguments. The passage
that alludes to the family of Stephanas, has no dfficulty:—
but that respecting the household of Stephanas, is a tissue_
of difficulties. The first remark on it is, that, as it stands;
it is-neither Greek, grammar, nor common sense:—it can-
not be regularly coustrued; all commentators have felt this,
andl have attempted to force it into sense by supplementary.
words. 'Whitby paraphrases ¢ I besecch you brethren
[seeing] ye know the housc of Stephanas, that it is the first
fraits -of [the gospel in] Achaia, and’ that they have [ever’
smce] alddicted themselves tothe ministry of the Saints; that
you submit yourselves to.such [giving Reverence and Ho:
nour fo them] and to every one that' helpeth with us and la- |
boureth.” Doddritge renders, ¢« And I bescech you bre-
thren As ye know the Household of Stephanas, that it lsl
the first fruits of Achaia; . and as they have set themselves-
to ministring te the Saints, that you suluect yourselves to.
such, and to every associate in that good work and labour.”
Bishop Pearce, with a greater share of critical sagacxty
than the formeér, renders ¢ And I bescech you, brethren,
_mAYE REGARD to the family of Stephanas [because THEY
ARE the first’ fruits of Achaia, and Have set themselves
about the work of ministring to the saints) that ye would
submit yourselVes wnto such, and te every one who work-
eth with them and laboureth.” The Bishop saw clearly'
that ¢ 11 18, in the singular, will not construe with.
¢ THEY ARE" in the plural. He saw too, that the phrase '
« I heseech you brethren”—must have an immediate sub-
Jject;-and therefore he renders « 1 bescech you have re-
gard.”, Iri his nofes he gives as his reason for this version
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¢hat many MSS. read « they .are the first: fruits”—and o
qualify this plural, I add, some copies read (vide Pagninus,
and. all the Latins)—¢ Stephanas. and Fortunatus who
are”——aothers read . ¢ Stephanas, and Fortunatus, and.
Achmcus, who are”—---'l‘hese are sufficient proofs of con-
fusion, without seeing others: and justify - dissatisfaction .
with the passage as it stands. To prepare our minds for .
a correct view of the place, we must first enquire, what is
the Apostle’s intention in writing it? and to answer this'
gquestion we must consider the whole of the Apostle’s theme, |
and begin,our enquiries some way back.. :

¢ The first thing remarkable is, the Apostle’s dlscrnpr
tion of Timothy, verse 10, o He worketh the work—ERGA-
=etai BRGON,~—of the Lord, as Lalso do!” the next is that
St. Paul desires their submission to ca-'wm-kersqynzn- ,
aon'rl.” There seems, therefore, to be a mntual refercnce
between these words; which leads us to infer, that he who
o worketh the work, as lalso do,” must bea co-worker, i e.
co-worker with me. This is implied in the us of our trans-
lators: but it dlsmnsses the ¢ associate in that guod work®
of Doddridge; and it dismisses the ¢« worketh with them™
of Bishap Pearce. Let us sce, now, whether by bringing
these words somewhat closer together, we may not disco-
ver their trne station.

«¢ If Timothy come to Cormth, take care that he be wnth-
out fear [or vexation from your party disputes] among .
you; for he worketh the work of the Lord, as I also do:
Lef, no one, therefore, despise. him, but accompany him on
his journey, that he may come to me in safety; for I and
the bretiren expect him. And as to Apollos our brother,
I and the brethren exhorted him much to come unto you;
but he ywas by no means inclined to come now [during your.
party dissentions] yet, he will come, when he hath a con-
venient season. -~ And 1 beseech you, brethren, that ye sub-

" mit yourselves uinto auch [as Timothy sud Apollgs: but
' H
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Timothy, especially,] and to every one co-working with
me, and labouring.” Here cvery thing is in its proper
place, and reference: and to induce their greater care of
Tlmothy, when he arrived, the Apostle reminds them that
the household of Stvphanas had set themselves to do acts of
hospitality. and kindness to Chrlstlan ministers and bre-
thren—suppose on their journey:—at once an example and
a stimulus! Why did not St. Paul, thens; recommend Ti-
mothy to lodge at that residence>—Probably, for a reason
already suggested; that Stephanas resided 5ot tx Corinth;-
but at some small dlst'mce from it, in Achaia, The Co-
rinthian Church, then, was not exhorted to submit itself to~
the household of Stephanas; the notion is unreasonable: the
cause assigned is absurd. What! Crispus and Gaius; wnth
the whole church, submit themselves to the servants of Ste-
phanas, becauqe these servants very readily and cheerfully”
offered their kind assistance to travelling brethren! Where
is the congrulty between cause and effect?  But that Cris-
pus and Gaius, with the Corinthian Church, might shew™
all deference and honour to Tlmothy, might lodge and en-
tertaln him respect[‘ully, and bring him forward on his
journey, with every mark of christian attention, is exactly
coincident with what the apostle had requested before.
« 1t is well known that the concluding chapter of other
eplstles—that to'the Romans, for instance, is composed of
~memoranda, addressed by the Apostle to his Christian
fnends, and when introduced into the text, not placed pre-
. cisely in due order.—The same is the case here; and the
reference to the household of Stephanas, is neither more
nor Iess than a marginal note. It could occasion no con-
fusxon, in the original, from the manner of writing it.—
&n instance, in point, as practlsed by the modern Greeks,
may be seen in a fac-simile, given in Hobhouse’s Travels
.in Albama, &c.
% The Whollet I concewe stood thas:
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& Now, if Timotheus come, see that he may be
with yeu without fear; for he worketh the work
of the Lord, as I also work. Let no man, there- .
fore, despise him; but conduct him forth in peace,

- that he may come unto me, for I look for him

with the brethren. As touching our brother
Apollos, I greatly desired him to come to you;
but his will was not to come at this time; but he
will come when he shall have convenient time.—
Watch ye, stand fast in the faith; quit you like
men: ‘be strong. Let all things be done with-
charity, [and] I beseech you, brethren, that ye
submit youeselves to such, and to every one that
helpeth with me and laboureth.”

¢ [ am glad of the coming of Stephanas and-
Fortunatus and Achaicus: for that which was.
lacking on your part they .have supplied. For
they have refreshed my spirit and yours: there-
fore AckNOWLEDGE them that are such.”.

¢ Strange, surely! were it true that the Apos-
tle should command the Corinthian Church, to
sUBMIT to the servauts, but only to acknowledge
the master: only to acknowledge the brother who
liad refreshed his spirit, and the spirits of the Co-
rinthians, to whom he writes; but to suBMIT to
his servants, whesc kindness, though extremely
laudable, terniinated on strangers, from whom
neither the Corinthians nor Paul had received the
same ¢ refreshment” as they had from Stephanas.
To complete this absurdity, observe, that Ste-
phanas: as a member of the Corinthian Church,
is commanded by the Apustle, among others, to
SUBMIT (¢ giving Reverence and Honour,” as
Whitby paraphrases) to his own servants! And,
this becomes absolutely MonsTmous, if it be
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insisted on, that these were the sons of Stephanas; for then,
that eminent - Christian, a brother, a deputy from the
Church, the first fruits of Achaia, is commanded to spRMIT
TO HIS OWN CHILDREN!''” A

The baptism of the family of Cornelius has not yet been
mentioned, because it is not cxpressly noticed-in the his-
tory. There can, however, be no reasonable doubt on the -
subject. The family with which Cornelius was accustom-
ed to worship God, would surely be assembled by him to
hearthe divinely commissioned apostie who came toshow the
way of salvation;-to speak words by which he and all his
bouse (dixog family) should be saved, Actsxi.1d. We
therefore, fearlessly put down the family of Lornehus as
another instance of family baptism.

The family of Onesiphorus, on which the apostle invokes
blessings, 2 Tim. i. 16; and which he affectionately sa-
lutes, 2 Tim, iv. 19, may, in all prebability, be added as
another; but this we shall not urge. Now, without again
insisting on the decisive evidence before produced, respect-
ing the direct and proper signification of the word OIKOZ,’
we would ask any one to take as many families as are re~
corded in the New Testament to have been baptised, above
him or below him on the street where he resides, or in the
pew which he occupies in church, or in the neighbourhood
‘where he lives, and ascertain whether he can find as many
in succedsion, or taken promiscuously, in which there are
no children. Let him calculate the probabilitics on the
subject: in other words, let him calculate the chances that,
as the course of nature is, six households may be taken
promiscuously, and no infants be found in any of them, or
rather not one infant found among them all! 1t is not ex-
travagant to say, that there would be thousands and thou-
sands to one against it. The evidence then against the sup-
position that the apostles did not baptise infants, as it ap-

"pears on the records of their proceedings, is irresistible,

. In connection with the testimony of Scripture respecting
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the practice of the apostles, it may net be amise te present
a brief account of the most direct and explicit testimonies
of the Fathers. And for this purppse we present the fol--
lowmg extract from The Virgmm Religious Magarine, Vol.

11, pp. 206-211.

“ QOrigen, a man of most extraordmary genius and
learning, was born towards the close of the second, and died
about the middle of the third century. KFrom his writings:
we have three clear testimonies in favour of infant baptism.’
The first is in his 14th howm ily on Luke ¢ Little ones, are
baptized for the remission ofsins.”” And again in the same
discourse ¢« By the sacrament of baptism, the peliutions of
our hirth are put off, and thorefore infants are baptized.’t—.
¢¢ What reason can be given for the practice of baptiziag
infants, except this; that noue is fgee from pollution, no
not if he be but a day old.”.

«¢ The second testimony, of this, eminent man, is in his
8th sermon on Leviticus, where he has these words. +s Let.
it be inquired, since baptism is given for the remission of
sing, why, according to the usage of the. church, that bap-
tzsm, is given to mfants ».

« His third. testlmony, is fqund, in hig chscoursg an, thn,
epistle to the Romans, where we have these remarkahle.
words ¢ The church hath received a tradition from. the .ap.s.
Ues, to give baptism unto infunts. .

¢¢ Cyprian, wag made bishop. of Garthage, in. the year.
248, and ten years afterwards reccived the crown.of mare.
tyrdom, The year before Lis death (viz..257) he .sat; in.
cpuncil with sixty-six bishops, whose, decrees may. be seea.
in his Epist. (58) to Eidus, which. is still. extant.. Kidns,
had proposed the question whether it was lawful for.infants.
to be baptized on the second or third day;. er whether.it.
was necessary to wait until the eighth, as was directed;in.
the case of circumcision. By the way, it may be obaerveds;
that the propounding of such.a questjon, shews that at. tha
time, it was commonly believed that baptism held the sams -
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place in the New which circumcision o¢cupiedin the Oid
dispensation: and that no doubts were at that time enter-
tained of the right of infants to baptism. But if this truth
were not sufficiently evident from merely proposing such
a queétion to a numerous council of bishops, their unani-
mous answer, will remove every shadow of doubt. They
determined without a dissenting voice, ¢ That the mercy
and grace of God ought not to be denied to any infant,
however young—that if any were to be kept from baptism,
it should be rather those of full age who have committed
great sins: but since these, when they embrace the faith, are-

not prohibited from baptism, much more ought not the in-

fant to be forbidden who being new-bern hath no sin but
that which he hath derived from Adam by his birth”—In
the conclusion they say ¢ that as none were to be refused
baptism, so especially this was to be held and observed
with respect to infants and new-bori children.”
«¢ Here then, we have the testimony of a whole council,
consistilig of above sixty bishops in favor of infant baptism;
. and as they were not brought together to decide this (ues-

tioh, the unanimity of such a number, may be considered as

decisive evidence, that in the time of Cyprian, there was
but one opinion and one practice in the whole Christian
church, with respect to infant baptism. If they had been
collected, to determine whether infants ought to be bap-
tized, it would have furnished evidence, whatever their de-
sign might. be, that there were some antipedobaptists at
that time, for it was not usual for councils to meet, for the
consideration of questions, not disputed. But as the ques-
tion before them was, whethér infants might lawfully be
Waptized before the eighth day; whilst they gave their opi-
nion upon this point, they implicitly teach us, not only,
that Zhey all’ believed in infant baptism, but that nobody
else doubted of it.
s¢ As to the authenticity, and genuineness of the Epistle
~of €yprian, which contains the decrees of this council, we
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lave the fullest satisfaction. It is quoted by Jerpme, in
his dialogue against the Pelagians; and Augustine cites it
more than once, and sets it down almost entire, as a testi-
mony of great weight against Herotics. In his 28th epist.
to Hieronymus, he says, < Blessed Cyprian decreed with
a number of his fellow-bishops, that a child new-born,
miight be properly baptized, not thereby making any new
decree but retaining the faith of the church, before most
firmly established.” A

« About the same period, lived the author, whose work
goos under the name of Dionysius the Areopagite. In his
discourse concerning the Ecclesiastical Hierarchy, he propo-
seth it as a question; <¢ why children who cannot yet under-
stand, are notwithstanding made partakers of the saered
birth from God.” By which baptism is undoubtedly in-
tended. In answer to this question, he says, ¢« Many
things of which we do not now see the reason are worthy of
God—VWe affirm of this the same things, which our divine.
guides have handed down to us.” Again, ¢ Our divine
guides appointed that infants should be admitted after the.
sacred manner.” By divine guides, saith Maxentius, «is
meant the Apostles.” Which is evident enough. It
ought not to prejudice the testimony of this writer, that his
book has becn falsely ascribed to Dionysius the convert
of St. Paul at Atlens; for this has come to pass in all pro-
bability, through the ignorance of transcribers, who finding.
the author’s name to be Dionysius, hastily supposedthat
he was the very person mentioned in the Acts. It isagreed
by all, that the writer was a very learned man and his an-
tiquity will appear from this circumstance, that as early.
as the year 420 Theodorus debated the question, whether-
or not the author was Dionysius the Aregopagite.

¢« Gregory Nazianzen, flourished about the middle of
the fourth century. From him we have the following tes-
timony: ¢ If thou hast an infant, let not iniquity get time, .
butlet it be sanctified, let it be consecrated to the Spirit: and
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whereas the Heathens use charms, and amulets to secure
their children, do you bestow on them the Trinily, that
great and good phylactery or preservative.”—Orat. 4, on
Baptism. In the same discourse he says; ¢ What shall
we say concerning those that are yet children, and neither
know the loss, nor are sensible of the grace of baptism2
Shall we also baptize them?”” To which he answers; ¢« Yes
by all means, if any danger press, they should be sanctified,
when they have no sense of it, that they may not die un-
sealed and uninitiated.”® In proof of this he observes,
that, circamcision, which was a sacramental seal (uvoTum
dq:payig) was used to those that had no exercise of reason.
After this, it is true, he proceeds tv give his own private
opinion, that those children who were in no danger of
death; might defer it, until about three years of age, when
they might be taught to answer something, although they
did not understand the meaning of the words.

«¢ In the same century, lived Ambrose: speaking of those
who made Adam’s sin no otherwise hurtful to posterity
. than by the example, he presses them with this absurdity,
that their opinion, < nullifies the baptism of infants, which
in this case, would be capable of adoption, but not of par-
don.” He says in another place, < By Jordan’s being
driven back, are signified the mysteries of baptism, by
which the little ones that are baptised are cleansed from
the sin of their natural state.”

¢ In the close of this age also, lived Chrysostom, whose
-death is placed in 407—one of the most celebrated preach-
ers of antiguity. In his homily to the Neophyti, he has'
these words, < For this cause webaptize children although
they have no sin.”” These words deserve to be particular-
ly noticed, because the Pelagians made a great handle of
them in the dispute about original sin. They interpreted
, the words, as though Chrysostom had said, that infants
were freoe from original sin; But Augustine confuted them,
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by referring to the word (oaumpinuala) used by Chrysos-
tom, which properly signifies actual sins. Again, in his:
4th homily on Genesis speaking of baptism as the christi--
an circumcision, he says, ¢ It hath no determinative time
hut is lawful in chilhood, middle life and old age.”

« Jerome, was born in 342 and lived until 420,.and is-
asteemed one of the most learned of the Fathers. In his
9th Epist. to Lata, he says; ¢ Unless you believe that:
those children of Christians who receive not baptism, are
the guilty persons, and not their parents who neglected to
bring them to Christ’s embraces,” &c.

¢ In his dialogue against Pelagius; (lib. 3) the questlon
being asked by Crito; Why infants are baptized, Atticus
answers; ¢ That their sins may be pardoned”— And again
¢ the infant is freed in baptism from the bond of Adam’s
sin.”

¢« Paulinus, was cotemporary with Jerome, from whom
we have this testimony; ¢ The Pricst brings the infant
out of the font, white as snow, in body, in heart, in habit.”

« Next comes that great champion of Orthodoxy, St,
Augustine, who was born in the 4th, and died in the 5th
century. 'I'he passages in his writings in which infant.
baptism is expressly mentioned and vindicated, are.too
numerous to be quoted. But he affirms that it had been
the perpetual doctrine of the whole church in all ages be-
fore him, expressly including that of the apostles.

¢«¢ In his discourse concerning baptism written in. oppp-
sition to the Donatists Lib. 4. c. 23, he has these words,
¢ This is-held as tradition by the universal church, when
« little infants are baptized which certainly are not yet
¢ able to believe with the heart, or confess with the mouth,
s and yet no christian will say that they are baptized to-
¢ no purpose.” . He then proceeds to observe, that as in
the case of Isaac the scal of the righteousness itself fol-
lowed in riper age, so also, ¢ In baptized infants the sa-
crament of regeneration precedes, and if they hold fast
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theistian piety, conversion in the heart follaws, the mys-
tery whereof hath been already received in the body.”

_ ¢ Speaking, in another place, of infant baptism he says,‘
s The doctrine itself gives us no trouble, being long since,
« established in the christian church, by the highest au-
thority.” Again, ¢ The question between them and us is
not whether infants are to be baptized; for that mfants
should be baptized nobody doubts; and althongh they con-
tradict us on the question which relates to its benefit, yet.
of this they entertain no doubt.”

¢ In this dispute with the Pelaglans, he . says, ¢« Doth .
Christ profit infants that are baptized, or doth e not?—

He must needs say, that he doth profit, because he is prest
with the authority of the church our mother”—s If they ‘
« say that Christ does not profit infants baptized, they of,
“ necessity affirm that infants are superfluously baptized,
s but this, these very heritics dare not say, for they fly to

« this evasion, that they are net baptized for salvatlon, but

¢ for the kingdom of heaven.”

« Iipist, 39. ¢ The baptnsm of infants is not superﬁu-
ous, in order that by regeneration they may be freed from -
the condemnation received from Adam.”

_¢¢ Enchiridion c. 42.. ¢« From the jnfant new-born to
decrepid old age, none are to be prohibited from baptism.”
'« I will conclude this list of testimonies by producing
the decrees of the councils of Carthage and Miletus on this
point; both of these sat about the beglnmng of the 5thcen-
tnry. _
« Whosoever denies that m(’ants are by the ‘baptism of
Chnst freed from perdition, and made partakers of eter-
nal hfe, let hlm be anathema.” ‘

« In the second it is sald, that the catholic church eve-
ry where diffused, always understood and asserted that
tlns was.an Apgstolual practice.””

K
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" This testimony is so illustrated and confirmed by scrip-
ture, that it comes to every unprejudiced undmtamlmg
with great force.

Having now, as seems to me, fully established the doc-
trine, that, according to divine appointment, the sacra-
ment of christian baptism is to be applied to the families
of believers; it may be well to consider some what particy-
farly that part of the general proposition laid down in the
Confession of Faith, whicli states that, ¢ Infants descend-
ing from parents either both, or but one of them, professing
faith in Christ and obedience to him* are to be baptised.
And here it may be remarked; that in the instances adduced
from scripture, there is, perhaps, not one, in which more
than one parent is mentioned. Farther, in every instance
of the baptism of a family, it is clearly ascertained, and

“generally, ‘expressly stated, that the. parent presenting

. children: for baptism, believed. In the case of Lydia, al-
though not a sylable is suid of the faith of her family, itis
said, in very emphatical terms, that the Lord opened her
heaitto atdend-to the things which were spoken by Paul.—

! Amd with this declaration, is connected the account of her
baptism and that of her childnen. . ‘The stress is laid on the
circumstanoe of Lydia’s henrs being opened, or her belicving.

.. Hence, while the narrative authorises and requires indeed, -
the baptising of children, it requires faith in the parent, -

In the case of the Jailor, too, the -belief of only one pa-

" rentis mentioned.  And in general, it may be laid down
as a rule founded on apostelic practice, that either both or
one of the parents, should, as it is expressed in the cate-

chism, profess faith and obedience.

"~ But there is a passage of scripture, which, while 1t, in

very stroug terms, sanctions the particular application of

christian baptism which we are vindicating; lias a decisive -

bearmg on the particular question under consideration. 1

Cor. vii. 14, ¢« For the unbelieving husband is ‘sanctified

by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by te
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husband: else were your children unclean; but now are
they holy.” The primary and proper meaning of the word
(ATIAZQ) here rendered, sanctify, is o separate from @
common and profaue, and.to consecrate to a particular and
sacred use; and the word rendered holy, (&7;05) derived
from the verb, signifies, that whieh is thus separated and con-
secrated; and whoen applied in the scriptures To PERsoNs,
1s uniformly limited to those who are visibly the people of
God, and received into his church. ,

- & Thus the Jews, with their children, were called a holy
nation,* not because they all truly loved and served
'God; for this they did not: hat because they were his pro-
fessing, visible people, separated to be such from the other
nations of the earth. Thus visible Christians are denomi-

“nated holy, or saints;} and amongst them the Apastle in-
"cludes the ¢hildren of the believer. 1 conclude, therefore,

that they are the proper subjects of that ordinance which

’is the sign of their dedication to God, and the l:egular doar
" of admission into the visible church.

«¢ Qur biethren acknowledge that the common meanmg

" of the word holy, which is here applied to the childven:of
“the believer, is as I have stated. But they object, that the

same thing is applied to the unbelieving parent, whe is also
said to be sanctified or made holy by the believer. If,
therefore, this holiness prove the baptism of thechildren, they
urge that it will prove that of the unbelieving parent also.

 And to avdid both these, they agsert that the h oliness here
" mentioned must mean something quite different from what

it does in all other places. Of this singular meaning I
shall speak at large presently.
« In answer to the objectum, I must gbservo that there

© * 34. Exod. xix. 6. Jnd ye ahallbcmmeakmgdomdpmm and

. an _holy nation.

. $1Pet. ii.9. Yeare a chosen gmraucm, a royal priesthood, a hely

_ nation, a peculiar people. See the New Testament generally.

3
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is some inaccuracy in the translation of this text. The -
Apostle, speaking of the parents, uses the past, not the
present time.* The true version is, the unbelicver lath
been sanctified by the believer. The Apostle is answering
the question, whether a believer might lawfully continue
in the .marriage state with the unbeliever? His decision
is that they should not separate and he appears to reason
thus upon the point. ¢ Let them continue together; for
there have been instances heretofore of unbelievers brought
to the faith and profession of the true religion, and into the
‘charch of Christ, by means of their believing partners: and’
there is reason to hope for the same thing in future. And
"were it not for this consoling prospect, your children would
be considered unclean, would not be admitted into the
‘church: for there would not besufficient ground to hope that
ihey would be trained up as becometh Christians, which is
the great reason why any are received into the visible
church. But now are they holy, received into the church
by baptism, JUST AS THEY WOULD BE IF BOTH PARENTS
wERE BELIEVERS.” 'This interpretation appears to set
_the whole matter in a natural and intelligible light. It
‘completely removes the objection, by assigning to the holi-
ness here attributed to the parents and the children an uni-
form meaning, namely that of dedicaiton to God; which,
at— the same time, is the uniform scriptural use of the word.

% The original is, Hywgou yop 0 avnp 6 amuslos, &¢.
.make mo apology for recurring so frequently to critical em
dations of our version of the scriptures. It is, in the general, .
an excellent one.  But, whether people choose to know it or
not, the fact is, that our English translation of the Bible is

 the work of men uninspired and fallible, however learned and
upright.  The original scriptures alone are our infallible

- standard; .and they are as open to investigation now as ever
they were.
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« According to our brethren, the Apostle’s meaning i,
that the children were legitimate, not bastards. Is not
this sufficiently refuted by the fact, that though this word,
holy, with its derivatives is used about six hundved times
in the scriptures, it never has, nor is any where else pre-
tended to have any such meaning? But hesides; if this be
indeed the‘Apostle’s meaning, about what, I pray, is he ar-
guing? For he evidently docs form an argument about
something. Does he infer that the parents had been law-
fully married to each other, because their, children were
legitimate? Nothing could be more absurd; for the legiti-
macy of children must cver take for granted the validity of
their parents’ marriage, instead of proving it. Docs the
Apostle mean ‘to inform them, that if they had not been law-
fally married, their children would have been bastards?
Wonderful instruction this indecd! In fine, the question

- was not, whetlier the marriage had been rightly formed ac-
cdrding to the laws of their country, nor whether their.
children were legitimatc or not; for these things they must
have known quitc as well as the Apostle: but whether
Christianity did not so influence and wodify the marriage
relation, that when one of the parties became a believer, he
‘or she should separate from'the unbelicver: a point on -
which - the early convertd might naturally cnough start a
scruple. To this question our brethren®s interpretation of
the text exhibits no shadow of an answer. Ours on the
other hand, applies directly to the question. The parents
are commanded not to separate, because there s reason,
from past experience, to hope that the believer may con-
vert the unbeliever. And the lawfulness of their continu-
ing together is farther illustrated by an allusion to the well
known practice of baptizing their children. Whether this
exppsition be not every way more worthy of acceptance
than that of our brethren, I leave to every impartial inqui-

rer after truth to determine.” .

/
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We have now shown that the Church of God was organiz-
ed in the hounse (famify) of Abraham; that the initiatory or-
dinance was applied to children from that time to the com-
ing of Christ; that no excluding precept was given by our
blessed Saviour; that the apostles in executing their. com-
mission would naturally and of course include infants in
the number of disciples; that they did in fact in many in-
stances baptise families in which, according to the course
of nature there must have been infants; and finally, that
the Fathers of the Christian church do unequivocally tes-
tify that the baptism of children was received from the
aposties. And this, I think fully supports the doctrine, and
authorises the practice which I have underfaken to vindi-
cate; that ¢ NoT ONLY THOSE WHO DO ACTUALLY
PROFESS FAITH IN, AND OBEDIENCE UNTO CHEISF?, BUT
ALSO THE INPANTS OF ONE OB BOTH BELIEVING PARENTS,
'ARE To BE BAPTISED.”  Westminsier Comfession, Chap.
xxviii: § 4. : .

- PART 1L

OoN THE MODE OF ADMINIQTEBING BLP,TISM. -

T investigation which I have made of this subject has
resulted in the conviction that, . : .

« Dipping of the person into the water is not necessafy;
but baptism is rightly administered by pouring or sprinkling
water upon the person.” Westminster Confession, Chap.
xxviil. § 8- . a ‘

" Before cousidering the scriptural evidence in favour of
this propusition, I would offer vne or two general remarks
to the consideration of the reader. o

1. The Christian religion every where regards matters
of mere mode and form as trivial and unimportant. - Its
great object is, to bring men to worship the one living and
true God in spirit and in truth. To accomplish this a vi-

sible church was institutéd, ordinances were appointed, and
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external worship required.—But no form has been prescribed
in which we must sing the praises of God, or offer prayers
te the Almighty: no particular posture in prayer or at the
table of the Leord has been painted out; nor, as we helieve,
has any particular mode of administering baptism been
prescribed. It would indeed be strange, had a prescription
in this:particular contravened the genihs and spirit of our
religion.

' 2, ‘Cheistianity was doubtless mteaded by its au-

thor for a umiversal religion. - A contrary supposition

would go against some of the very hest hopes of the
thurrh, and some of the clearest predictions of holy writ. A
religion intended for all nations, must, in its appointments, be
adapted to the physical condition of the whole human race;
and te the particular circumstances of all individuals., A
rite, 'to which- all ought te submit, ought te be suited to
the case of all.: Thus. the initiatory sacrament of the
church ought to be suited to the most intemperate regions
of the north, and.to the most burning and barren sands of
the desert; to the countries where water abounds, aud
where it is most scarce and precious: it ought, too, to suit
a persun of the most delicate health, as well as one of the
«most vigorous constitution, one labouring under fatal dis-
ease, as well as in the bloom of youth. But if submersion
s, meoegpary to the due administration of haptism, then
thig adaptation, this suitableness does not exist. And this,
may: well. be regarded as a strong presumption against the
restriction of baptism to any particular mode of adminis-
-traion: especially when it is considered that baptism is a
sign, and that the thing signified may be as well expres-
sed by a spoonful as by an ocean of water. In establish-
ing the proposition laid down, I shall show, .

i 1. 'That the eriginal word is not uged by Greek writers
'-3n, general, .in the determinate and fixed sense of immer-
-@ion, 2. That the examples of baptism 1econded in scrip-
~ture, do. not. limi$ the rite to the moqe just sgecnﬁed 3,
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That. the allusions, which are made in scripture to the
thing signified by baptism generally, imply modes different
from that of immersion.

For proof of the first proposition, reference is made to .
the first part of this Essay, page 2d, and the following.—
In addition, we offer the following authorities, Origen, a
Greek Father, and one of the maost learned men of his age,
says,  Elias did not baptise the wood on the altar which,

was to be washed, but ordered another to do it,” &c.—
Here he alludes to 1 Kings, xviii. 58, And he put the
‘wood in order, and cut the bullock in plercs, and laid him
on the wood, ~and said Fill four barrels with water, and.
pour it on the burnt sacrifice and on the wood. Here bap-
tise is used by Origen as equivalent to pour on. .

Athanasius, (Tim. L p. 219, Edit. Commel.) used the
word (pa‘gﬂtzowyop) sprinkled, as clearly equivalent to .
(6'a7t71§'oy,£vov) baptised. . -~ . . s :

An ancient oracle, quoted by Sydenham, runs thus:—
Agxog banlile; dvvasde Jou & Ogpug &0t i o Baptise him as
a bettle; but it is not lawful to émmerse, or wholly to plunge
him under water. Here the word baptise, is put in oppo-
sition to immenrse or plunge, and therefore cannot mean the
same thing. -

To this it may be added, that the oldest and most learn-
ed Lexicographers translate.the word, §andilw; by the fol-
lowing Latin terms: Tingo, intingo, mergo, immergo, la--
vo, abluo, madefacio, purgo, mundo. ‘That fis, they give
to the original word. no less than sevex different.significa-
tions. We are justified then in affirming, that it ought by
no-means to be limited to the one signification of immersion.

Apgain, it is observed that the Greek language is very
copious, and furnishes better opportunity to express with
precision the various shades of meaning in words, than
.pe‘rhaps any other known tongue. 'We find a variety of
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words in it, expressive of different applications of water.
For instance, Paylido signifies to sprinkle; Exyéo to pour
out; Asw o wash; Avwo of Avndo to plunge; &c. &c. Now,
bad our blessed Lord designed to prescribe a particular
mode of administering baptism, it seems fair to conclude,
that a word designating that mode, would have been used.
Instead of this, we find constantly employed, a word which
has confessedly seven varieties of signification. Does not
this justify the conclusion, that our Lord intended, that the
mode should be left indifferent? And if so, are we at liber-
ty to limit and tie down to a particular manner, that which
Jesus Clirist has left undetermined? Attempts to do this,
bave produced more than half the rents and schisms, that
- bave divided and disturbed the charch.

But perhaps it may be thought by sume that, although
the word baptise is thus general in its signification, it is so
limited in the New Testament usage, as to require submer-
sion, to complete the rite. Let us examine. And here
cvery one ought to lay aside the prejudices of the partizan,
and enter the investigation with the coolness of an impar-
tial critic. . ,

The word Bardide occurs in various forms in the New
Testament, sixty-four times. As itis intended to do full
Justice to the subject, these passages will be recited; and

such remarks offered as the occasion may suggest.
No. L Matt. iii. 5, 6. « Then went out to him [John] Jerusalem and

all Judea and all the regioi round about Jordan; md(Egaﬂﬁ-
;01170 £V TR Iopéam) were baptised of him in Jordan, confessing:
their sins.”

This is as strong a passage as any produced from the N.
Testament in supporti of the opinion that baptism was per-
formed by immersion. But does it warrant the conclusion
which has been drawn from it? First it is observed,

1. That the account here given respects the baptism of
John, which was a local and temporary institution; and
therefore cannot certainly decide concerning an ordinance

L
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equally intended for the froxen regions of Greenland and
the thirsty plains of Africa; for the healtlry and the sick.

2. The word Ban?i{m is, as we have seen, a general,
indeterminate word—Does the Greek preposition (ev) here
rendered in, fix the meaning so as to determine the mode
in' which John administered baptism? It is derived from
a Hebrew word, the general idea of which is, presence with;
and it is used by the New Testament writers in at least
sixteen different senses—and these among them. In,
Among. With, By, Through, For, Of, To, Towards, Nigh
to, Into, Consisting of, According to, When, That. Can a
preposition used in so many various senses, then, fix and li-
mit the signification of a verb so indefinite as, baptise? Sup-
pose baptise means definitely to sprinkle or pour water on
one; then it would be most natural to render the words quo-
ted above THEY WERE SPRINKLED by him, or water was -
poured on them by hvm, NEAR To Jordan. Suppose that it
means o wash, then the baptised persons might have stood
wear the margin of the river, or in the water, and the fla-
il might have been still poured on them. But here is no
submersion The matter then is still undecided. 1Is there
any thing in the circumstances detailed in connection with
the use of the word, which can settle the question? - It is
‘answered—We read that ¢ Jerusalem, and afl Judea,
and all the country round about Jordan,” that is, the peo-
‘Ple of all these places went oat to be baptised by John.
There may be some dispute what is the propér import of
these words. Did the Evangelist mean that all the peo-
ple of the places specified, went out to be baptised. Then
the muititudes must ha e been immensely great. One
may well believe this, who recollects the statement of Jo-
sephus, that eleven hundred thousand persons were taken
or slain, when Jerusalem was taken by ° I‘itus. But if the
words are not to be construed liter allv, we must s suppose, to
Justlfy the hgurauve languuge of the Lvangehst, that a large
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proportion of the people flocked to the banks of Jordan for
baptism. Now if John baptised only one tenth part o the
population mentioned by the historian; supposing that he
did this by submersion, and that he baptised one in the
space of cvery three minutes, he must have stuod eight
heurs per day in the water for three years to have accom-
plished his work!!* Persons may smile, some may perhaps
scoff, o this idea being first presented to their minds.
But we refer them to the words of the Evangelist, and the
statements of the Jewish historian. il must either mean
the whole, or a greater part, a large proportion. CAnd if
1,100,000 persons were destroyed in Jerusalem, it is surely
not extravgant to state the population at two millions.
Let any one make the calculation for himsclf, and he will
find that there is nothing ridiculous in our conclusion. If
it were intended that we should believe as great an impro-
bability as this there was need of a much stronger and
more decisive word than (ﬂayﬂl{(,,) baptise, to expresss the
thing. For myself, when I apply the ideas of common
sense, and every day practice to these subjects, I cannot
but believe that John stood on the bank of the river, near
to Jordan, and being furnished with water by his discipleg
baptised the crowds by perfusion, in a very summary way.
No.IL Matt.iii, 11. «I indeed baptise you wirh water; (v VOG)

but he that cometh after me is more mighty than I; whose shoes I
am not worthy to bear; he shall baptise you with the Holy Ghost

and with fire,” [ev Tevevudds, dyie xou7ovpi.]

In this passage, the same preposition is used as in the
preceding quotation. And here it is manifest that the sub-
stance used in baptism is designated, and not the mode of
applying it. John used water—in Messiah’s baptism, the
Spirit is applied. If any thing can be learned respecting
the mode of administration from this text, it is all in favour
of affusion or pouring. Because, the promise which God has
made of giving the Holy Spirit, is almost always couched

S——

* Note.—Did John's ministry last more than three years?
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in the phrase, « I will pour out my Spirit.”  Accordingly
the people of God umversally pray for the out-pouring of
- the Spirit. Now surely after this usage sanctioned by God
himself, we ought not to aﬂirm that the word, baptise,
means properly to zmmerse, or submerf'e, and to read
here, < I indecd immerse You in water, but he that cometh
after me, shall immerse you in the Holy Spirit.” Would
any person venture to pray, that he might be thus immer-
sed?
Nos. III. IV. Matt. iii. 13, 4. "« Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to

Jordan unto John to be baptised of him. But John forbad him,
saying, I have need to be baptised of thee, and comest thou to me.>”

This passage affords no room for remark.

No, V. Matt. jii. 16. ¢ And Jesus, when he was baptised, went up
straightway out of the water; and, lo, the heavens were opened un-
to him,”’ &c.

The Greek here is aqmo Jv wvdaJog translated out of
the water. The going up of Jesus out of the wateris thought
to afford conclusive evidence that he was immersed. We
deny this—1. Because, going into the water (supposing
that he did 80) is not baptism; that is to be performed after
the subject is in the water, and it then may be performed
in various ways. But 2, I deny that Jesus went info the
water. The word here rendered out of, in its ordinary
natural meaning signifies from. It is so used verse 13.
See above No. III, Jesus cometh from Galilee famo.] A
hundred other instances might be adduced, such as, He
came from [arwo] the field—He departed from them—Deki-
ver us from evil, &c. &c, almost without end. We say
then, that the words do not necessarily imply more than
that our Saviour went dawn fo the margin of the river to
be baptised; and when the ceremony was performed, he
went up from the water, that he might be seen by the
multitude, when the Spirit visibly descended on him, that
this testimony- that he was sent by the Father, might be

as public as possible,
Nos, VL. VIE. Matt. xx. 32, 23. ¢ Are ye able to drink of the cup that
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-I'shall drink of, and to be baptised with the baptism that I'am bap-
tised with? They say unto him, We are able. And he saith unto
them, Ye shall drink indeed of my cup, and be baptised with the
baptism that I am baptised with,” &c.

‘The term - here has reference to the sufferings endured
by our blessed Lord, when the divine fury was poured on
his head, and he was baptised with his own bloody sweat
in Gethscmane; and more copiously with his own blood on
the cross. Nothing asto the mode of christian baptism then
can be determined from this metaphorical use of the word,
No. VIH Matt. xxviii. 19. « Go ye, therefore, and make disciples of all -

nations, baptising them in the name,” &c.

This passage determines nothing, except what has heen
before observed respecting the intended umversahty of the
christian religion. :

No.IX. Marki 4. ¢« And John was baptising in the wilderness, and
preaching the baptism of repentance for the remission of sins.”

Here the Greek words are (Bani{av &v 0 épnud,) ren-
- dered baptising in the wilderness. The preposition follow-
ing the verb, clearly designates .the place where baptism
was administering, viz. wn the wilderness, and not the man-
ner of baptising. .And why may not the same purpose be
served by it, when it is connected with the river Jordan,
As it would be ridiculous to assert that John plunged his
disciples into the wilderness, although the text says he
was baptising in the wilderness, [ep Ty GPW(‘O]; why shouid *
it be thought sound criticism to determine that he put
them under the water of Jordan, because it is said eﬁaﬂ

Novle 2v Jo Topddy.

No. X. Mark i. 5. ¢ And they were all b;ptued in the river Jordan
confessing their sins.” Parallel to No. I

No- XI. Marki. 8. «Iindeed baptise you with water, but he shall bap-
tise you with the Holy Spirit.”” Parallel to No. II.

No. XII. Marki. 9, 10. « And it came to pass in those days that Jesus
came from Nazareth of Galilee,and was baptised of Jéhn in Jordan.”
‘We of course read this, at or near to Jordan. See No.IIL

{Remark however, that in many passages g, the prepo-

sition here uscd isput for gy, - See Matt. ii. 23. « He dwelt
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in the city (g moAw) called Nazareth.” Mar. ii. 1. John

i. 18. Acts viii. 40, &c.]

No. XIII. Mark vii. 3, 4. ¢« For the Pharisees-and all the Jews, except
they wash their hands oft, eat not, helding the tradition of the eld-
ers. And when they come from market, except they wawh they eat
not. And many other things there be which they have received
to hold, as the washing of cups and pots, brazen vessels and ta.
bles.” [couches.] ) _

Here the word is rendered wash; and has reference to
the ceremonial purifications of the Jews, many of which
were performed by the sprinkling of water on him who was
legally impure.—This passage has been betere adduced to
prove that baptise does not always mean immersion nor
submersion, dipping tn nor dipping under.

Nos XIV. XV. Mark x. 38, 39. ¢« Can ye drink of the cup that I drink
of, and be baptised with the baptism that 1 am baptised with?”” &e.—
Parallel 10.Nos. V1. VIL )

“No. XVL Mark xvi. 16, ¢ He that believeth and is baptised shall be
© saved,” &e. .
This has nothing to do with the mode of administering

baptism; nor indeed with any point in dispute in the

whole subject.

No. XVIL. Lukeiii.7. « Thenssid he to the multitudes that came
. . forth to be baptised by him, O generation of vipers! Who hath

warned,” &e.

This decides nothing.

Ne. XVHL Luke iii. 12. ¢ There came also publicans to be baptised,
and said to him, master what shall we do?”

~ 'This also has nothing to do with the question.

‘Ne. XIX. Lukeiii. 16, «1I indeed baptise you with water; but one migh-
tier than I cometh, the latchet of whose shoes I am not worthy to
unloose; he shall baptise you with the Holy Spirit and with fire”
Parallel to No. IT.

Xo. XX. Lukeiii. 21. ¢« Now when all the people were baptised, it
came to pass that Jesus also being baptised,” &c.

. There is nothing here that bears on the subject.

Nos. XXL XXII. Luke vii. 29, 30. ¢ And all the people that heard him,
and the publicans justified God, being baptised with the baptism of
John. But the Pharasees and lawyers rejected the counsel of God
-against themselves, being not baptised by him.”
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This can have no influence on the gquestion 0w thesc

persons weére baptised.

No. XXII, Luke xi. 38. ¢ And when the Pharisee saw it he marvelled
that he had nor firet washed (m gﬁ’anj,o-gv) before dinner.”

Here we know that baptise does not signify to immerse
or submerge.

No. XXIV. Luke xiii. 50. ¢ ButI have a baptism to be baptised with;
and how am Istraitened till it be accomplished?”’ See Nos. VI. VIL

Nos. XXV. XXVI XXVII. XXVIII. XXIX. John i. 25, 26, 28, 31, 33.—~
¢« And they asked him, and said unto him, Why baptisest thou, then,
if thou be not that Christ, nor Elias, neither that prophet—John ans
swered them, saying, I baptise with water, but there standeth one
among you, whom ye know not, &c. These things were done in
Bethabara beyond Jordan, where John was baptising—And 1 knew
him not: but that he should be made manifest to Israel, therefore
am I come baptising with water—And I knew him not: but ke that
sent me to baptise with water, the same said unto me, Upon whom
" thou shait see the Spirit descending, and remaining on lnm, the
same is he that baptiseth with the Holy Ghost.”

'These passages either express or imply a comparison
between the baptism of John, and that ef the Messxah and
therefore are referred to No. II.

No. XXX. Johniii. 22. « After ;hese things came Jesus and his disciples
into the land of Judes; and there he tarried with them and bap-
tised

Nothing concerning the mode here.

No. XXXI. Johniii. 2, 3. « And John was baptising in Enon, near to
Salem, because there was much water there, and they came and
were baptised.”

On this passage, it is remarked, in the first place, that
John had attracted great attention; that great crowds flock-
ed to him for baptism; that the land of Jud:a is a hot and
thirsty land; that in all climates, and especially in one so
warm, multitudes of people with their cattle require a large
supply of water for drink. At the camnp meetings which
are held in this country, where two orthree thousand
people assemble, attention to this circumstance is entirely
necessary. Now, suppose that an advertisement published
by some of our Methodist brethren should contain this,
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among other statements, that there was at such a camping
ground an abundance of water; and suppose that this notiee
should be preserved for some ages, and finally. fall into the
hands of a peopls practising baptism dy immersion, and

ignorant of the tenets of the Mcthodists—Why: then, aceor- -

ding to the mode of rcasoning applied to - this passage of
scripture, it would at once be concluded that the people

baptised by immersion: In other words, that the MeTHO--

pisTs were BaprisTs! Hence we see the fallacy of the
‘reason which concludes, that John immersed those that
came for baptism, because he selected a place where there
was much water. This might have becn done, for any
thing that we know, for the accommodation of the crowd,
that all might have enough to quench their thirst.

Again, all that we know. about Enon amounts to very’
little. ¢ It is near to Salim, eight miles.south of Scytho-
polis.” By its name it imports to be a single springs the

fountain of On. - This fountain flowed in many streams -

[roAdin Vvdala; thé true'rendering of the words used by the
Evangelist; and not, much 'watcr, as in our translation,}

This subject is well illustrated by a celcbrated traveller.—

¢ In 2 Kings, ii. 20, The elders of Jericho complained to
Elisha, ¢ the water isnanght,’” as it is in our translatios;
but the words are plural in the Hebrew; and the Greek
rendering is plural also—{7a vdasa TovnpaL, the streams
arc bad.] Now, what says matter of fact to this? Maun-
drell shall mform us. ¢ Its waters are at present recelved
in a ‘basin, about nine or ten paces long, and five or six
broad: and frem thence issuing out in good plenty, divide
themseelves into several small - streams, dispersing their re-
freshment fo all the:field, -between this and Jericho, aud
rendéring it- exceedingly fruitful”—The fountain of On
was probably, then, sufficiently copious to allow its waters

to be divided into a number of small streams, (moAla-

Worra) which,  ranning in different ‘directions, afforded a
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wpply of water for the numbers which. attended on John's

administrations; and with the water of this fountain he bap-

tised them—not i it, for then it would net have been used
for drinking and cooking!

No. XXXII. Johniii.26. « And they came unto John, and ludunto
_him, Rabbi, he that was with thee beyond Jordan, to whom thou

_ bearest witness, behold, the same baptiseth, &c.”
This decides nothing, and requires no remark.

Nos. XXXIIL. XXXIV. Johniv.1,2. « Jesus made and baptised more

disciples than John—Jesus, ho%vevar, did mot baptise, but lus dmea
¢ Ph' 9 L .
Nothing to the point bet‘ore us,

No. XXXV. John x. 40. <« Jesus went away again beyond Jordan, into
the place where John was baptising.”

~ Same remark. L _

No. XXXVI. Actsi. 5.  « For John truly baptised with water; but ye
shall be bapused with the Holy Ghost not many days hence.” See
‘No. IL

WNos. XXXVII. xxXVm. - Acts ii. 38,41. ¢ Then Peter said unto them,

; Repent and be baptised every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ
—Then they that gladly received the word were baptised.”

Nothing as to the mode. \

Nos. XXXIX. XL. XLL Aects viii. 12, 15, 16. « Those who believed'
Plnhp preaching, were baptised, both nen and women-<Simon also
belleved, and was bnpﬁsed-—()uly they were baptised in - the name
of the Lord Jesus.”

» Same remark. . S o

Nos. XLII. XLHI. Acts viii. 36,38, 39. ¢ And as they went on the way
they came to a certain water (7(, v&.)‘) as vague and general an

) ‘expression as language will admit) and the Eunuch said, behold!

‘heré is water; what hindereth that Ishould be baptised’—And be

- commanded - the ‘ chariot to stop; sad both Philip and the Eunuch

Svent.down into (6 to] the water, snd he baptised him-~And
Shen they went up out of [ax frun] the water,” &c. .

‘T¥is passage requires particular observation; and 1. We

are utterly uncertain what water was intended, whether

‘well, fountain streamlet, creek, or river: We only know

that 'the country was called desert; and this warrants the

~ helief that there was no great stream of water; perhaps a

M
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streamlet, pechaps.a springs 2. But if this.were nat 8pg if
there was 8 river in the descit of Judah, tewards Gaza,
which has escaped the notice of the geographers, then. I
would observe that the language of our tranglation  does
net require the belief that the Eunuch was immersed in

water. For letit be considercd that the fect and legs
were generally naked in the aucient mode of dressmg, ex-
cept the soles of the feet which were plfotpcte(l.by sandals,
and that Philip and the Kunuch. woyld. have less difficulty
in stepping into the water, than two gentlemen equipped iw
modern dress; that the Eunuch was travelling, and, for
all that appears, he stopped on the road side; that the
mode of lmmersmn requu'ed a change of lalment, which
surL “of their pelsons, \muld h'\ve begn extremely un'
pleasant to this Ethiopian lord; aud one will _hesitate
exceedingly - to decide that be was submerg'ed by the
Evangelist. 5. But what is the meaning of the twe
prepositicns (.c_,g and gp) translated into and out of? For
.the first, (gg) I find that it has fifteen dlﬂ‘erpnt mean-
ings. These need mot be specified. . Among them are
these, to, unta, at. Far instance, Matt. xv, 24, ¢ | was
not scut save o (geg) the lost sheep of the house of Israel.”
Matt. xxii. 4. ¢« All things are ready; come ye to (gig)
the marriage.” John xi. 51, ¢ She gocth fo (i) the.se-
pulchre, that she may weep there.”” Vorse 32, « Secing
bim, she fell at (gg) his feet.”  John xiii. 1, « Having

Joved his own, hie loved them to (gc) the end.** Matt ii. 1.
¢ Wise inen came from the East to (grg) Jerusalem.” Verse
8, « And sending them to Bethlchem, he said,” &c. Verse
12, ¢ They rcturned fo their own country.” - Mark xiii.
14, ¢« Then let those in Judea, flce fo the - mountdins.”
‘Matt. v. I, ¢« And seeing the multitude, he went up'toa
mountain, (avefy &g 76 dpog, very similar to the plirase
in the text xavebnoay erg 7o tdwp-) Now, why not,

Go 3]0



87

according 40 these numercus examples, render these words
thus, They went dows to the water? As for the preposi-
ton (ex) Tendered out of, among its various significations,
we: frequently find from. Mait. xii. 42, ¢« The queen of
the-south shall rise up in judgiment with- this generation,
and shall condenm it: because sho came from (gx) the utter-
most part of the carth to hear the wisdom of Solomon,” &c.
Matt. xiii. 49. < And they (the angels) shall separate the
wicked from (¢x) the midst of the righteous.” "Matt. xvi.,
1, ¢« The Pharasees asked him to show them asigu from
(sx) heaven.” Matt. xviii, 9, ¢« Until the son of mran shall
arise from (gx) the dead.”” "And in many ether passages.
In perfect conformity with the usages of the Greek lane.
griage then, we may render the passage, ¢ They weilt up
from the water, instead of, they went up out of the woter.”
Taking into view the whole train of circumstances, and
the meaning of the Greek words, it scems to me that the
natural and casy and fair mterpretatlon of the passage i
this: —Philip and the Eunuch went from the carriage down
- to the water; and baptism having been administered, they
went up from the water, (probably a fountain near the
xfoad? to the carriage again, It must be assumed then that
baptism was performed by immersion, before immersion
can be found in the baptism of the Eunuch. But thisis the

{point in controversy. -
No. XLIV. Acts ix. 18, « And immediately there fell from his eyes
as it had been scales, and he received sight forthwith, and arose,

~ and was baptised.” ot dvasrag éﬁamia@;y-] ' .

In this passage, the word taken in, its connections, and
the yarious circumstances, lead to the belief that Paal was
baptjsed in a standing posture, Let any person whe can
read Greek, turn to Matt. xxvi. 62, and construg literally
the words [xa dvaorag 6 &Pzggpsv;, &c+] rendered in our
translation, « And the high pricst arose and said, What
was. the posture of the high priest, . while speakmg? See a
similar phrase, Mark xiv, 69. _Acts i. 15v. 34, and is
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various other pasgages. . What'is thopostureof 4 wen who
(dvadrig stuply) srose ‘and was struck? - What was the
postare of Pail when he was baptised? - Farther—Paul had
becn blind and was fasting for three days. In this-exhaus:
ted and debilitated state, Ananias came in—Peul’ssight
was mred,lﬂforﬂl'iﬂlv(mm‘f@m, instantly, dum res °
agitury ho steod up and was baptised: after which he teok
food and was strengthened. All the circumstances here,
as wellas the express words of the text, are agninstthe opi-
nion that the apostie Pacl was led awuy and immersed.—
And [ do not want more valid baptism than was adminis-
tered to him, as he stood, doubtless by spmnkhng or pour—
ing. ‘ :
Nof XLV.XLVL Acts x. 47, 48.. « Can any man forbid water, that
these should not be baptised, which have received the Holy Ghoat

aswell as we—And he commanded them to be baptised in the name
of the Lord.”

These are Peter’s words, and Peter’s command, when he
saw the Holy Spirit was poured out on the Gentiles. 'The
manner of speech corresponds best with the manner of
bringing water for the administration of baptism. If the
persons to be baptised were to go to the water, it would be
most natural to make them the object of the verb forbid; but
if water was to be brought, then that would naturally be
the object; as in the case here—s¢ Can-any man forbid wa-
ter,” &c. Does not the phraseology favour the mode of
administration by sprinkling?

No.XLVIL. Acts xi. 16. « John indeed baptised with water. but ye
shallbe baptised with the Holy Ghoat.”

Parallel to No. II.

No. XLVTIL. Acts xvi. 15. « And when she [Lydia] was baptised with
her household,” &c. ] . ,
*This decides nothing,
No. XLIX. Actsxvi. 33. « And he took them the same hour of the
night, ‘and washed their strlpes. and was baptlsed he and all his -
© straightway.® -
* 'The words here determine nothing concerning -the mode
- of baptism; but the circamstances have considerable weight.
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/Fhis baptism was pevformed in the: night-in prisom—-and
sivmedintely [nopaypnua, forthwith, on.the spot—1] after
the stripes of the 'apostle had been washed. 'Every circam<
stance furnishes a strong presumption against baptism by
immersion, and in favour of sprinkling or peuring. It re-
ally seems to: me.utterly improbable, that the Jailor would
‘have taken his prisoners out of prisen; or.that such a.man;
2s. Paul -‘would have gone out in the dead heur of the night.

" (8eo-Verse 87.) On the contrary, it appears entirely pro-
bable that the Jailor and his family were baptised with
some of the water brought to wash the stripes of the apos-
tles. )

Note.—The falloﬁs house was a part of the prwou.-—
Compare verses 26 and 34.
‘No. L. Acts xviii. 8. * And Crispus the chief raler of the synagogue,

{ - bélieved on the Lord with all his house; and- mmy ol’the Corinthi-
ans hearing, believed and were baptised.”
This passage is nothing to our present purpose.
Nos.- EI. LIL LML - Acts. xix. 3, 4, 5. % Andhe said unto: them, Unto
what then were ye baptised? And they said, Unto John’s baptism.
Then said Paul, John verily baptised with the baptism of repen-
tance, saying unto the people, that they should believe on’ him
that should come after him, thatis, on Christ Jesus. When they
heard this they were baptised in the name of the Lord Jesus.”
. Nothing here is determined as.to the mede of baptising.
- 'T'his passage lias been before remarked on.
Ne.. LIV. Acts xxii. 16. ¢« And now why tarriest thou? Arise, and be
baptised, and wash away thy sins, calling-on the name of the Lord,""
 'This refers to Paul’s baptism before considered.—What
did Paul do, whea, as he lay on his bed, Anamas told him
to arise [stand up] and be baptised? Did he not stand up
‘and receive the holy sacrament? [araovag ﬂamwat are the

Greek words; and it deserves consideration, that accord-.
ing to the idiom of that language, these two wprds do; not
make two different commands, as the English reader would
suppose, when he reads, 1, arise; 2, be baptised. But that
the participle.(asagag) simply modifies the signification of
* the verb Banreoa, or rather is used to complete the action
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df ¢he vorb; therefore, instead ‘of warranting the -opinien:
that Paul rose -up, went out, and was immersed, it defin-
itely and precisely expresses his posture when he receiv-
ed baptism, just as if Paul had been too weak to stand, and
Amarfias had said ¢raxAivag farerioas lying down be
baptised, it would ‘have been evident that .he received bap-
tim in & recambent posture.

No.LV. Rom. vi. 3. ¢ As many of uanwerebapt.uedmtokmchw

were baptised into his death,”

Would any person choose to render this passage, As ma-
ny of us as. were immersed into Jesus Christ, were immers-
ed into his death?  1s it not evident that the signifieation
of the word here goes beyond the external rite, as it has
been explained in the beginning of this Essay? But see
remarks on the word Barnrioua, baptism, No. LXXVIL

No. BVL.LVIL. 1 Cor.i.13,14. % Were ye baptised in the name of

Paul? I thank God I:baptised none of you, save Crispus and Gaius.’
No remark necessary., ,

Wos. LVHIL LIX. LX. 1Cor.i. 15, 16 17.  Lest any should say that}
‘had baptised in my own name~—And I baptised also the household
of Stephanas; besides, I know not whether 1 baptised any other*

We have nothing to say here.

No. LXI. 1Cor. x. 2. « They wereall baphsed into Moses in the cloud

and in the sca-”

" Baptism in a-clomd must be by sprinklmg' for that is
the natural action of ‘the cloud: and certainly the Israel-
ites were not immersed in the cloud. Baptism in the sea,
(ﬂlat is the Red Sea,) eould not have been by immersion,
- because by miracle the waters were removed, and the peo-
plc went over on dry land. The only baptism by means
of the sea must have been from its spray; that is by sprmk- X
ling.

No. LXT. 1 Cor. xii. 13. “By one Spirit we are all baptised 'mt‘o one
bdy 9 - ’

This proves nothing as to the mude; but it shows that
differences as to this atter ought not to break ‘the unity
of the church, or prevent the communion.of members of the
same body. .
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No. LXHL. 1 Cor. xv.29. <« Else what shall they do, who are baptised
for the dead?”
No remark.
No. LXIV. Gal. iii. 27. ¢ As many of you as were baptised into Chmst,
have put on Christ.”” .
Here is no proof for or against immersion.
The words Barloua and Boarouas, bapusm, occur in
“the follovoing passages.
No. LXV. Matt.iii. 7. « Seeing many of the scribes and Phariseés com-

ing to his bapt’lsm,” ke.
B

No remark, e o
Nos. LXVI LXVI. Matt: xx 22,23. Before quoted. SeeNos. VL. and
TR { | AP RN - Gt
No. LVHI. Magt. xxi. 25. o The bqpnsm of John whence was it,” §<p
. Noremark. . ...

No. LXIX. Marki 4. « John was baptxsmg' in the wxldemese, and
. preaching the baptism of repentance
Determines nothing. '

Nos. LXX. LXXI. Mark vii. 4, 8. < And many ‘other things which they
have received to hold, as the washings (baptisms) of pots, of cups,
of brazen vessels, and tables. —And again, washings (baptxsms) of
pots and cups.” '

Here the word means washmg, and that in an indeter-

mmate mann&r. ‘ Lcrtam]y, 1lowevcr, not by immersion in

thecase of tables or couches, - .
- ¥ogs LXK LXXIH, Mark x. 58, 39. Thelepasugepare precxscly pa-
rallel to LXVI-LXVIL. and need not be quoted.
No, LXXIV. Mark xi. 30, Parallel to LXVII.
No.LXXV. Lukeiii. 3. ¢Preaching the baptism of repentance for the
remission of sins,” '
~ Na remark. .
No, LXXVI. Luke xii. 29. ¢« Being baptised with the baptism of John.”
No remark. ‘
No: LXXVIL ‘Luke xii. 50, -« Lhave a baptism to be baptised with and
how am I straitened,” &c. .
- No remark. '
No- LXXVIIL  Luke xx. 4. See No., LXVIII,
No. LXXIX.  Actsi.22. « Begmmg from the baptlsm of John »
No remark. .
“No. LXXX. Actsx.37. « After the baptism which John preached.”

v

.
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No remark.
No. LXXXIL Acts xiii. 24. ¢ John preached, before his coming, the
baptism of repentance to all the people.” .
No remark.
No. LXXXII. Acts xviii. 25. ¢ Knowing only the baptmn of John.”
No remark.
Nos. LXXXII, LXXXIV. Actsxix.3,4. ¢ Andhe said unto them unto
what then were ye baptised? And they said, unto John’s baptism.
And Paul said, John indeed bagﬁsed the baptism of repentance,”
&e.

Let us try how the word immersion will do here.—Into
what were ye immersed? Into John’s immersion——John
immersed the immersion of repentance.—What strange and
barsh language is this2 Note, there is no Greek word an-
swering to the with, before baptism in Paul’s remark, as it
is in the common version. ' ‘
No. LXXXV. Rom.vi.4. ¢« Therefore we were buried with him by bap-

tism into death, that as Christ was raised from the ’dead, even we
also should walk in newness of hfe.” ”

Sce No. LXXXVIL.
No.LXXXVI. Eph.iv. 5, < One Lord, one faith, one baptism. .

This determines nothing.

No. LXXXVIL Col ii. 11,12. *In whom' ye also are cxrcumclsed with
the circumcision made without hands, in putting off the body of the-
sins of the flesh by the circumeision of Christ; buried with him in
baptism, wherein also ye are risen with him through the faith of the
operation of God, who hath raised him from the dead,”

This passage and the onerelerred to it above, are supposed
strongly to favour the mode of immersion; because there is
is an allusion to the burial of Christ; and to bear out this
allusion, it is thought that therc should be a resemblance
between the administration of baptism, and the manner of
burying. Let us take nothing on trust, but examine for
ourselves. I remark,

1. The manner of burial among ourselves, by lettmg a
corpse down into the grave, may perhaps influerice the
judgment of many in this case. But the interment of our
Lord’s body was different. There arc at this time, and
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probably will be to the end of the world, many ancient
tombs in the neighbourliood of Jerusalem, which sufficient-
Jy show the manner of burial formerly practised.# Cham-
bers are excavated in the solid rock; and in the side walls
of these Chambers, niches of proper length and breadth are
formed for the reception of dead bodies. After the death of
our Saviour, his body was wrapped in clean linen, and depo-
sited in oncof these niches. Now, what analogy exists be-
tween such a burial as this, and the sudden immersion of the
body in water? What, between a corpse lying three days in
aniche in a chamber hewn out in a rock, and a living bo-
dy plunged for a moment in a stream of water? Really the
reseinblance is so remote, that 1 camlot'persuade myself
that the apostle had it in view. Did he not rather allude
to the washing of the body which was always a part of the.
funeral ceremony?

2. The language here is figurative; by all rules of inter-
pretation then the figure ought to be kept up; that is oue
part ought not to be made literal, and the otherfigurative,
i we must be literally immersed in water, why not unfo
death?  But this would be an adherence to a doubtlul inter-
pretation not to be expected.  Suppose, however, the pas-
sage shoauld be. translated as some would have it, < We
are buried with him by immersion into death”-—what then
does it mean?  Immersion into death!  Burvied with Christ,
by immersion into death! I cannot understand it.

8. The apostle addvessed this letter to the adult members
of the chiurch, who as the churel was recently organized,
of course were received on a profession of their faith. In
the word baptisin, as seems to me, he included the instruc.
tion reccived by the members of the church, and conse-
quently all the spiritual trath signified by the term. [See’
onr explanation of ifs weaning part L] Daptism into the
———

* Note—This explains the sccount of the demoniacs mentioned, Matt.
vitl. 28, Mark v 8. Tuke viih. 97, Who came out of the tombs, &c.

N
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Ccath of Christ then mearis being brought into a relation
or gituation, in which the baptised person shall be fuily in-
structetl in the design of Christ’s death, the obligations to
holy living resulting fromit, and the sanctification which the
Holy Spu it (the purchase of the death of Christ) produces.
And as the washing, which it has been said always made
a part of the burial service of the ancitits, signified that
tliey were rio mnore to have communication with the world
and be contaminated by it, so when christians were bap-
tised they were considered as separated from the world, as
though they wete buried. They might therefore very well,
in this ﬁguratch way, be said to be buried with him by
baptism, be the mode of baptism what it miight. And this
geems to me a much more easy and natural intérpretation
~ than the hard-strained analogy between immersion, and; a$
was before said, the laying of Christ’s body in a niclié in &
wall. The text in Colossians fully proves that the aposti¢
. has in view the spiritual significatiori of baptism; for iu
¢onhnection with the burial by baptism he mentions being
é raised by faith which isthe operatioti 6F the spirit of
God.” Now if buried by baptism here tiieans imitiersed, put
down Into the water; then raised by faith, must mean raised,
lifted up out of the water: But this is an effect not com-
monly ascribed to faith. This raising is partly the opera-
tion of the administrator, and partly, of the subject of bap-
tism. Clearly the apostle intends liere to speak of the spl-
fitual meaning of baptism,

It may be remarked in passing, that althouglh the text in
Colossians, affords no prool that baptism was administered
by itnersion, it decidedly proves that circumcision has
given way to haptism=for Paul expressly calls it the cir-
cumicision of Christ, that is as we would now express it,
Cliristian circumcision.

. Once more, we would. observe that in B.om‘ vi. 5, the
apostle continuing his discourse in reference to the same
traths, says, ¢ For if we have been planted together in the
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Jikeneas of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his
resurrection. Paul here has the same subject before him,
viz baptism; and here he uses a new figure, that of plant-
ing. What is done or what can be donc if this is interpre-
ted literally, to keep up the analogy I know not. It is said
that we are buried, when immersed; what is done that we
may be planted? Really I wish to know; for I feel just as -
much obligation to be planied, as I do to be buried. This
" shows the impropriety of straining figures of specch be-

yond what they can well bear,
No. LXXXVIL Heb. vi. 2. ¢ The doctrine of baptisms,” &c.

~ No remark.
No Lk‘(\IX Heb. ix, 10. ¢ Which stood only in meats and drmks,

and divers washings (6‘(17!710’#8;, baptisms,”) &c.
Herp is a clear reference to Jewish observances; the
washings and sprinklings so common amoug the Jews are
termed baptisms. How then can it be aflirmed that bap-

tism always significs immersion?’
‘No. XC. 1Pet.iii.2l. « The like ﬁgure whereunto, cven b'xpmm doth
now save us (not the puthng away the filth of the flesh,) but the an«
swer of a good conscience toward God.”

For the interpretation of this passage, see page 7» of this
" Essay. I shall only add here that they who were sayed by
water at the time of tlie deluge, were not immensed in it,
but floated on it by aid of the ark. If the deluge is in this
“respect like baptism, then there is no immersion, for -they
that were immersed were drowned.
Unnepessary trouble has perhaps been taken; but it was
wished to do full justice to the subject. KEvery passage
. has been neticed in which the word baptise or-baptism. ec-
curs in the New Testament. 'The number is just ninety; of
these sixty-five are wholly indeterminate; sixteen -on the
whole favour the mode by sprinkling or affusion; .two ar
three of those seem to make it morally certain that.the er-
dinance was thus administered: and: of the remaining nine
‘passages, nat one of them, nor all together, however they
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may have been relied on, prove that baptism was adwi-
nistered by immersion. The conclusion then is, that God
has not prescribed any particular mode according to which
this sacrament is to be administered; and that they who would
limit the practice of the chureh to one specific manner, decide
what God has left undetermined. :

While this is my full and firm conviction, 1 hold thatouc
mode of baptism is preferable to another, and shall proceed
to show the grounds of my belief, that sprinkling or pour-
ing is to be preferred.

1. This mode seems to me best adapted to the universal-
ity of Chrigt’s religion. 1Itis certain, that in remote north-
ern regions, the rite cannot be administered by immersion
without much inconvenience during the greater part of the
year; it is equally certain, that in torrid regions, where wa-
ter can be scarcely obtained for drink, it would be as in-
convenient; and there are cases, suppose of a person in the
last stage of consumption, earnestly desirous to be baptised,
and giving good evidence of sincere belief, wherein immer-
sion might be highly improper. In this case, the minister

_inight tell the person, that the desire would be ‘accepted,
and that salvation does not depend.on baptism, &c..  But
suppose that he should say, I feelit to be a duty, -and my
conscience cannot be easy without complying with it.—
Now I ask, is the law of Christ’s church such, that no relief
can be afforded to this scrupulous conscience? 1. think not.
But in the next place, and - thxs brings me to my last pro-
position,

1 observe that the great matter represented by baphsm,
namely the communication of the Hely Spirit in his purify-
ing influences, is expressed by’ the words spl‘inklmg, pour-
mg, and the like. As for exampleé °

* Matt: iii. 11. ¢ He shall : baptise you with the Holy
Ghost:”—Luke xxiv. 49. ¢ Ye shall be baptised with the
Holy Ghost not many days hence.” Now, this: was a pre-
per real baptism, and was visible .to the senses—but see
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. what Peter says on this subject. Actsii. 16, 17, ¢ But
this is that which was spoken by the prophet Joel; And
it shall come to pass in the last days, (saith God,) I will
POUR oUT of my spirit on all flesh,” &c. What. more ex-
press and decisive evidence can be given that baptism is
administered by pouring? Again. Acts x, 45, ¢ And
they of the circamcision which believed were astonislied, as
many as came with Peter, because that on the Gentiles was
POURED ovUT the gift of the Holy Ghost.” - Here was a.be-
ginning of the fulfilment of that prophecy recorded in Isai
lii. 15. ¢80 shall he sprinkle many nations.” It is ob-
vious to remark, that the baptism performed by pouring,
could not be performed by immersion. And universally, -
the communication of that which is represented by baptism,
is expressed in scripture by words which import des-
cending—Such as the pouring out of the Spirit—the shed- -
ing forth of the Spirit. Now, as the baptism of the Holy
Spirit was conferred by the descending of the baptismal ele-
ment, it is clear that there is a much greater analogy be-
tween the sign and the thing signified, when the water is
made to descend upon the subject of baptism, than when he
is put down into the water.

¢¢ That there was a resemblance between baptxsm by wa-
ter and baptism by the Holy Spirit, is manifest from Acts
X. 47: 4 for the apostle Peter seeing the Holy Spirit pour-
ed out on the company at Cornelius’s, immediately recol-
lected an allusion to Johw’s baptism by water. The Lord
said, ¢ John baptised with water, but you shall be baptised
with the Holy Ghost.” If there were no resemblance be-
tween the two baptisms, how came the apostle’s memo-
ry to be refreshed by what he saw? How came he to lay
a stress on his recollection, thus raised tv exercise? And
this made so strong an impression on his mind, that he ad-
verts to it a long while afterwards, (Acts xv. 8.) Why so,
unless the fact were striking. And if it be asked, what
did be see2 I answer,—he saw the pouring dewn of the

: / ,
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Holy Ghost; for this is the term expressly used in the his-
tory.” .

Let us now suppose, first, that baptism is synonymous
with 1mmersion; and secondly, with pouring, and let us
substitute the synonymous in place of the original terms.

1. John immerses you in water; but you shall be immers-
ed in the Holy Spirit. [Note—This is contrary to the faet,
for the Holy Spirit was poured on them.]

2. John pours water on you; but the Holy Ghost shall
be poured on you not many days hence.

Here is the resemblance; and it may nat be at all |urpri-
sing, -that when Peter saw the Holy Spirit poured out on
the Gentiles, that he shounld be reminded of John’s baptism.
With this remark may be compared, what is said concern-
ing the children of Israel being baptised unto Moses in the
cloud. And also, the declaration in Daniel, (Septuagint
Version,) that Nebuchadnczzar should be baptised with the
dew of heaven, Dan. iv. 23, 25, 33. v. 21. Here is man-
ilestly descent of water, in what is called baptising, For,
when water comes on one {rom a cloud, it descends—when
vapour is condensed, it descends in the forin of dew, and ig
the gentlest manner of sprinkling. :

These remarks might be extended much farther. Butit
s cnough. '

1t has been shown,

1.-That the words baptism and bapt:se, in their scriptu-
ral signification, include, not only an external rite, but the
idea of teaching, instruction, discipline, together with the

~ effect produced by that discipline.

2. That, according to the nature of the covenant, and
agrecably to the ascertained practice of the apestles, be-
lieving parents and their children ought to be baptised,

3. That dipping persons in water is not necessary; but
that baptism is duly administered by pouring or speinkling.

In wudertaking this work, my sole object, if I knew my
own heart, has been to promotc what I conscicntionsly

’
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believe to be the truth. And I trust that I have not forgotten
that thoge Who differ from me on this subject are brethren.
Whilé I acknowledge that « theg hold the Head;” that
their piety; their zeal, and activity in promoting religiom,
are to be commended; [ do believe thiat they are in an errof
as to the subject of baptisms and that this error is injuri-
ous. I have therefore felt it to be a duty to give my views
of scripture doctiine on the subject. Many topics have
" been touched very superficially, and many not at all. In
studying to be briefI hope that I have not been obscure.

Should any one here be disposed to ask, what profit is
there in baptism? I answer as Paul answered a similar
question respecting circumcision—Much évery way. As
the oracles of God were committed to the Jews, and the pi-
ous in the world were generally found among the seed of
Abraham, 50 itis now. Religion in a very remarkable
way runs in families. There are multitudes in the present
day, who like Timothy, have known the scriptures firom
their youth, and exercisc that faith which was in their mao-
thers and grandmothers. In fact the baptising of the chil-
dren of believers secems to be a most important means of
ensuring their being trained in the nurture and admonition
of the Lord; of their being taught to observe all things
whatsoever Christ has commaunded. Baptism being the
seal of the righteousness of faith, or of God’s rightenusness
as elsewhere it is termed, when applied to young members
of the visible church, gives assurance thatthe means of dis-
cipline when faithfully used according to God’s appointment
shall not be employed in vain. 'This aflords much encou-
ragement to pavents in the arduous work of training their
children in the way in which they should go.

And wihile these happy effects are to be expected from
the due observance of Christ's ordinauce, the doctrine
which has been exhibited, scems to me to afford the only solid
comfort to a parent anxiously enquiring, What will be-
come of my children, when my bead shall be laid in the
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grave?  God's covenant engagement comes in then for his
support, and e rejoices in hope, while he reads the pro-
mise, ¢ Iwill be a God to thee and to thy seed.” For Be-
w6 CHRIST'S, HE IS A CHILD OF ABRAHAM, AND AS
THE PROMISE.

HEIR ACCORDING T

FINIS,
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