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Quod scriptura, non iubet vetat

The Latin translates, “What is not commanded in scripture, is forbidden:’

On the Cover: Baptists rejoice to hold in common with other evangelicals the main
principles of the orthodox Christian faith. However, there are points of difference and
these differences are significant. In fact, because these differences arise out of God’s
revealed will, they are of vital importance. Hence, the barriers of separation between
Baptists and others can hardly be considered a trifling matter. To suppose that Baptists
are kept apart solely by their views on Baptism or the Lord’s Supper is a regrettable
misunderstanding. Baptists hold views which distinguish them from Catholics,
Congregationalists, Episcopalians, Lutherans, Methodists, Pentecostals, and
Presbyterians, and the differences are so great as not only to justify, but to demand, the
separate denominational existence of Baptists. Some people think Baptists ought not
teach and emphasize their differences but as E.J. Forrester stated in 1893, “Any
denomination that has views which justify its separate existence, is bound to
promulgate those views. If those views are of sufficient importance to justify a
separate existence, they are important enough to create a duty for their promulgation ...
the very same reasons which justify the separate existence of any denomination make
it the duty of that denomination to teach the distinctive doctrines upon which its sepa-
rate existence rests.” If Baptists have a right to a separate denominational life, it is
their duty to propagate their distinctive principles, without which their separate life
cannot be justified or maintained.

Many among today’s professing Baptists have an agenda to revise the Baptist
distinctives and redefine what it means to be a Baptist. Others don’t understand why it
even matters. The books being reproduced in the Baptist Distinctives Series are
republished in order that Baptists from the past may state, explain and defend the
primary Baptist distinctives as they understood them. It is hoped that this Series will
provide a more thorough historical perspective on what it means to be distinctively
Baptist.



The Lord Jesus Christ asked, “And why call ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things
which I say?” (Luke 6:46). The immediate context surrounding this question explains
what it means to be a true disciple of Christ. Addressing the same issue, Christ’s
question is meant to show that a confession of discipleship to the Lord Jesus Christ is
inconsistent and untrue if it is not accompanied with a corresponding submission to
His authoritative commands. Christ’s question teaches us that a true recognition of His
authority as Lord inevitably includes a submission to the authority of His Word.
Hence, with this question Christ has made it forever impossible to separate His
authority as King from the authority of His Word. These two principles—the authority
of Christ as King and the authority of His Word—are the two most fundamental
Baptist distinctives. The first gives rise to the second and out of these two all the other
Baptist distinctives emanate. As F.M. lams wrote in 1894, “Loyalty to Christ as King,
manifesting itself in a constant and unswerving obedience to His will as revealed in
His written Word, is the real source of all the Baptist distinctives:” In the search for the
primary Baptist distinctive many have settled on the Lordship of Christ as the most
basic distinctive. Strangely, in doing this, some have attempted to separate Christ’s
Lordship from the authority of Scripture, as if you could embrace Christ’s authority
without submitting to what He commanded. However, while Christ’s Lordship and
Kingly authority can be isolated and considered essentially for discussion’s sake, we
see from Christ’s own words in Luke 6:46 that His Lordship is really inseparable from
His Word and, with regard to real Christian discipleship, there can be no practical
submission to the one without a practical submission to the other.

In the symbol above the Kingly Crown and the Open Bible represent the inseparable
truths of Christ’s Kingly and Biblical authority. The Crown and Bible graphics are
supplemented by three Bible verses (Ecclesiastes 8:4, Matthew 28:18-20, and Luke
6:46) that reiterate and reinforce the inextricable connection between the authority of
Christ as King and the authority of His Word. The truths symbolized by these
components are further emphasized by the Latin quotation - quod scriptura, non iubet
vetat— i.e., “What is not commanded in scripture, is forbidden:” This Latin quote has
been considered historically as a summary statement of the regulative principle of
Scripture. Together these various symbolic components converge to exhibit the two
most foundational Baptist Distinctives out of which all the other Baptist Distinctives
arise. Consequently, we have chosen this composite symbol as a logo to represent the
primary truths set forth in the Baptist Distinctives Series.
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ADVERTISEMENT

THIRD EDITION.

Tux Treatise of the late Reverend ABranaM Boorn,
entitled “ Peedobaptism Examined,” &c. having become
very scarce, and being regarded by us, as a standard
work on that subject, we feel great pleasure in seeing

this new and complete Edition presented to the

Public.

While we are aware that the character of the
learned, pious, and venerated Author, and the admitted
sterling and intrinsic worth of these publications, render
any recommendation from us quite superfluous, we
must acknowledge our obligations to Joun SatchELL,
Esq. for the compilation of a complete Index to the
whole, and also for the great attention that gentleman

has paid to the Work, while passing through the press;
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PREFACE.

Hvinc observed, for a course of years, that many of
the most learned and eminent Padobaptists, when
theological subjects are under discussion, frequently
argue on such principles, admit of such facts, interpret
various texts of scripture in such a manner, and make
such concessions, as are greatly in favour of the Baptists;
I extracted a number of passages from their publica-
tions, and made many references to others, which I
thought might be fairly pleaded against infant sprink-
ling.* On reviewing these quotations and memoranda,
I concluded, merely for my own private use, to employ
some leisure hours in transcribing and arranging them,
under different heads of the Pwxdobaptist controversy.
When I had made a considerable progress in the
work of transcription and arrangement, Mr. Henry’s
Treatise on Baptism fell into my hands.t Prepossessed

* N.B. As the terms infant sprinkling, wherever they occur in
this 'Treatise, are used merely by way of distinction, and not of
contempt ; so the expressions, Pedo-baptism, and infant baptism,
are used in compliance with general custom ; not because the authcr
thinks an infant is baptized, on whom water has been solemnly
poured or sprinkled.

+ The Monthly Reviewers, after pronouncing this *“ the most
popular defence of infant baptism and of the mode of sprink-
ling that hath appeared,” very justly add; ‘“ Some reflections, how-
ever, which he casts on their [the Baptists] mode of baptism (which,
perhaps, the editor might as well have omitted,)—are scarcely con-
sistent with that candour and liberality which might have been ex-
pected from the author, and which, had he been now living, he
would probably have discovered.” Monthly Review, for April 1784,
p-313. My reader may see in what an illiberal manner Mr. Henry
has reflected on the baptismal immersion, and some animadver-
sions upon it, Vol. I. Chap. IV, Reflect. VII. p.231, this edition.

b 2
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of a high regard for the character of that worthy au-
thor, I perused the treatise with care. Not convinced,
however, by any thing contained in it, that the sprink-
ling of infants is an appointment of Christ; and being
fully persuaded that Mr. Henry had employed his learn-
ing and zeal in defence of an unscriptural ceremony; I
determined to prosecute the subject with greater appli-
cation, and to publish the result of my enquiries and
thoughts concerning it. Such was the occasion of this
publication.

The method of arguing here adopted, is far from
being either novel or unfair: it has been used by the
spirit of infallibility against Pagans;* by Christians
againsts the Jews;{ by the Reformed against Roman
Catholics; and by Protestant Dissenters against our
English Conformists.f It is, in a particular manner,
employed and pursued by the author of Popery con-
futed by Papists; a book, indeed, which I had not seen,
till the far greater part of these pages was composed.
The following words of that anonymous writer may be
justly applied, mutatis mutandis, to the present subject.
I will call the church of Rome for a witness to our
cause; and if she do not plainly confess the antiquity of
our tenets, and the novelty of her own; if she herself do
not proclaim the universality of our faith; if she do not

* Acts xvil. 28; Titus i. 12.

+ So Witsius, for instance, in his Judeeus Christianizans, p. 276—
402 ; and Hoornbeekius, Contra Judzos, 1.ii.c.i.; Liv. c.ii.

1 Aremarkable instance of this kind, is mentioned by Mr. Peirce,
who having informed us, that Bp. Hoadly and Mr. Ollyfe wrote
against Dr. Calamy, in defence of their own Conformity, adds; ““ It
happened, as is very usual with our adversaries, that these two de-
fended conformity upon different principles. Dr. Calamy, there-
fore, in his answer, set their arguments one against another, and so
handsomely defended our cause—that the Dissenters lcoked upon
themselves obliged, not only to the doctor for his defence, but to

his antagonists, who gave him the occasion of writing.”  Vindicat.
of Dissent. part i, p. 282,
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confess that we are both in the more certain and safe
way in the Protestant church, I will neither refuse the
name” *— of an Anabaptist, nor any part of that cen-
sure which is due to such a character.

Though I do not approve of every sentiment con-
tained in the following quotations produced on behalf
of the Baptists, yet, as the generality of those Pado-
baptists, from whose writings the extracts were made,
must be considered as persons of learning and eminence
in the several communions to which they belonged;
and as no small number of them were famous pro-
fessors in Protestant universities, their declarations,
in the argumentum ad hominem, cannot but have the
utmost weight. Nor can their testimonies, concerning
the signification of Greek terms, or the practice of the
church in former ages, be hastily rejected, without in-
curring the imputation of gross ignorance, of enormous
pride, or of shameful precipitancy. Considering the
quotations adduced, and the characters of those writers
from whom they were taken, it is presumed, that the
leading ideas of another paragraph, in Popery confuted
by Papists, may be here applied. “If these witnesses
had been ignorant and unlearned men, or excommu-
nicate persons in their own church— there might be
some plea why their testimonies should not be admitted.
But when the points in question are articles of their
own creed; when they are witnessed by popes, by coun-
cils, by cardinals, by bishops, by learned doctors and
schoolmen in their own church, on our behalf, and
against their own tenets; I see no cause why I should
not demand judgment in defence of our church, and
trial of our cause. It is the law of God and man, ‘1
will judge thee out of thine own mouth.””{ Thus also
Mr. Claude, when confuting the Roman Catholics; «1
will make their authors that are not suspected by them

* Popery confuted by Phpists, sect. viii. p.43.
+ Ut supra, sect.x. p.152.



X PREFACE.

to speak, whose passages I will faithfully translate, which
they may see in the originals if they will take the
pains.”* To which I may add the following words of
another Pedobaptist, which are considered by him as a
kind of axiom. ¢ The confessions of enemies, and cir-
cumstances favourable to any body of men, collected
from the writings of their adversaries, are deserving of
particular regard.” 1 Zestimonium Adversarii contra se
Validissimum. -

The reader will find, that our auxiliaries in this dis-
pute are both numerous and respectable; for while a
multitude of Padobaptists reluctantly concede this, that,
and the other, in support of immersion upon a pro-
fession of faith, those who mdy be justly esteemed
impartial judges of the evidence produced on both sides
of this debate, very cheerfully award the cause to us.
Yes, those disinterested Friends, the people called
Quakers, without so much as one exception occurring
to observation, pour in their attestations on our behalf,
and treat infant sprinkling as a merely human inven-
tion.

Though I am not conscious of having misrepre-
sented the meaning of any Padobaptist, whose testi-
mony is produced, yet, as the quotations are very
numerous, and as many of them are translated from the
Latin, it is possible that mistakes may be discovered,
by those readers who accurately compare my quotations
with the writers from whom they were taken. Such
mistakes, it is hoped, however, will be found compara-
tively few, and of trifling importance. I am persuaded,

* Defence of Reformation, part ii. p. 127.

+ Dr. Priestley’s Letters to Dr. Horsley, p.137. ““ What,"” says
the learned Chamier, ““ can be a more convincing proof, than that
which arises from the confession of an adversary * Panstrat. tom., iv.
L viii, c.ix. § 4. Conformably to which, Mr. Travis, when speaking
of a particular fact, says: It “is proved by the best testimony pos-
sible, the acknowledgment of an adversary.” Letters to Mr, Gib-
bon, lett, iii, edit, 2nd.
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therefore, that the judicious and candid will impute them
to inadvertency, or ignorance, rather than to a disinge-
nuous intention.

A learned foreigner has justly observed, that while
all Christians deservedly acknowledge the Bible as a
divine revelation, it has fallen out, that every one desires
to find in that sacred volume whatever in his own ima-
gination seems divine; and that men are so wonder-
fully happy in this respect, as hardly ever to complain
of being disappointed, or of having lost their labour, in
searching the sacred records for what they wanted ; but
all, in the language of self-gratulation, repeat the old
évpnea Of Archimedes, I have found it! I have found
it1*—«“1It is but too frequently,” says Mr. Placette,
““that we see truth clashing with our temporal interests,
with the secret bias of our hearts, with our most violent
passions, and with other things which we make the
ordinary measures of our conduct. Whenever this
happens, we ought to despise these vain interests, to
stifle these inclinations, to repress these criminal mo-
tions, and in all our proeeedings to stick close to the
unalterable rule of truth. But we cannot bring our-
selves to such a resolution: on the quite contrary, we
endeavour to ply and bend 'this rule; and instead of
conforming ourselves to it, would have it conform to
ourselves. Not being able to change it, because it is
really constant and perpetual, our next attempt is to
change our own judgment about it. We try to persuade
ourselves out of its directions; and, with much pains
and labour, we come at length to succeed in our design.
No man can, indeed, be ignorant of that mighty sway
which the heart bears over the understanding. Accord-
ing to the order of nature, and the intention of its divine
Author, it is the understanding that ought to guide the
heart, and to be set up as its faithful lamp and light ;
but in common experience we see the reverse of this.

* Werenfelsii Opuscula, p. 376; 377.
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The heart draws aside the understanding that way to
which itself inclines; and if it fail to do this imme-
diately, and by absolute command, it carries its point by
time and stratagem.—It hinders the intellective power
from attending to such reasons as are disagreeable to
itself, and keeps it perpetually busied about the opposite
arguments.— It makes us look on the former with a
secret desire, that they may prove false; and on the
latter, with a most unjust wish that we may find them
true : and then, no wonder if it be successful in its arts,
and if it effectually lead us into error.” *

Very important is that declaration of our Lord ; « If
any man will do his will, he shall know of the doctrine,
whether it be of God, or whether I speak of myself:”
with which the following direction of Bp. Taylor agrees:
“If a man enquires after truth earnestly, as‘after things
of great concernment; if he prays to God to assist, and
uses those means which are in his hand, and are his best
for the finding it ; if he be indifferent to any proposition,
and loves it not for any consideration, but because he
thinks it true; if he will quit any interest rather than
lose a truth; if he dares own what he hath found and
believed ; and if he loves it so much the more, by how
much he believes it more conducing to piety and the
honour of God; he hath done what a good and wise
man should do: he needs not regard what any man
threatens, nor fear God’s anger when a man of another
sect threatens him with damnation. For he that heartily
endeavours to please God, and searches what his will is,
that he may obey it, certainly loves God; and nothing
that loves God can perish.” —Such is the rule of our
duty in this respect ; but as we are far from being insen-
sible of our liability to be influenced by prejudices and
corrupt affections in our enquiries after the mind of God

* Christian Casuist, b. ii. chap. xxiii.
1+ Ductor Dubitant. p. 755. See Mr. Locke’s Conduct of the
Understanding, sect. xi.
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respecting the ordinance of baptism, it is no small satis-
faction to find, that our most learned and eminent op-
posers have said so much in favour of immersion, upon
a profession of faith, as the appointment of Jesus Christ.
For, as Dr. Owen observes, “ Truth and good company
will give a modest man confidence.”*

In proportion as I have become acquainted with the
Popish controversy, and with that between our English
Episcopalians and Protestant Dissenters, the more have
I been convinced, that there is a remarkable similarity be-
tween the arguments used by Roman Catholics in defence
of Popery; by our Conformists, in support of their Esta-
blishment ; and by Padobaptists in general, in favour of
infant sprinkling. It gives me, therefore, peculiar plea-
sure to find, that the general principles on which I oppose
Padobaptism, are the very same with those upon which
the Reformed have always proceeded, in confuting the
Papal system, and upon which Protestant Dissenters
argue against the constitution, government, and unscrip-
tural rites of the English church. By these consider-
ations, I am the more confirmed in my disapprobation of
infant sprinkling. Agreeable to which are the following
words of Dr. Calamy, when speaking of the persecuted
Nonconformists, and of their leading principles: ¢ They
were the more confirmed in their adherence to these
principles, by finding the most eminent divines of the
church forced to make use of the very same in their
noble defence of the Reformation against the Roman-
ists; and, indeed, it seemed to them remarkable, that
those which were reckoned by the clergy the most suc-
cessful weapons against the Dissenters, should be the
same that are used by the Papists against the Protestant
Reformation.”f

In the course of my reflections on the language and

* Vindication against Sherlock, p. 41.
+ Nonconformist’s Memorial, Introduct. p.53.
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arguments of somec Padobaptists, the reader will meet
with a few strokes of pleasantry. It is presumed, how-
ever, that he will have no reason to complain of i/
temper, or of a want of benevolence to any from whom
I conscientiously differ. For though it appears, from
several quotations, that the harshest things have been
said of the Baptists by some of their opposers;* and
though it must be acknowleged the Baptists have some-
times retorted in an unbecoming manner; yet, as every
one must confess, that ¢ the wrath of man worketh not
the righteousness of God,” so it may be observed of the
cause that is here pleaded,

Non tali auxilio, nec defensoribus istis.

Some persons, to avoid the labour of thinking, and
to keep their consciences easy in a compliance with
prevailing custom, pronounce baptism a controverted
point; and then infer, that all disputes about the mode
and subjects of the ordinance, are not only stale and un-
important, but unworthy the character of any who profess
a warm regard for the interests of moral virtue, or for
the person, the atonement, and the grace of Jesus Christ.
That baptism has been the subject of much controversy
must be allowed; but then I will say, with Bp. Hurd;
““ Show me the question in religion, or even in common
morals, about which learned men have not disagreed ;
nay, show me a single text of scripture, though ever so
plain and precise, which the perverseness or ingenuity of
interpreters has not drawn into different, and often con-
trary meanings. What then shall we conclude? that
there is no truth in religion, no certainty in morals, no
authority in sacred scripture? If such conclusions as
these be carried to their utmost length, in what else can

* Dr. Featley acknowledges that, when writing against the
Baptists, ““ he could hardly dip his pen in any other liquor than the
juice of gall.”” In Crossby's Hist, Bap. vol. i. Pref. p.5. See
Backus's Church Hist. of New Eng. vol. ii. p. 323, 324.
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they terminate, but absolute universal scepticism?”* I
may add, in the words of Dr. Waterland, ¢ As long as
religion [or any particular branch of it,] is held in any
value or esteem, and meets with opposers, it must occa-
sion warm disputes. Who would wish that it should
not? What remedy is there for it, while men are men,
which is not infinitely worse than the disease? A total
contempt of religion, [or an universal and absolute indif-
ference for any particular article in it,] might end all
disputes about it ; nothing else will.” T

It must, indeed, be acknowledged, that positive rites,
forms of worship, and ecclesiastical order, are not of
equal importance with doctrines that immediately respect
the object of our worship, as rational creatures; the
ground of our hope, as criminals deserving to perish; or
the source of our blessedness, as intended for an im-
mortal existence. Nor is the most punctual perform-
ance of a ritual service, detached from faith in Christ
and benevolence to man, worthy of being compared with
truly devotional principles and virtuous tempers, though
attended with much ignorance relating to the positive
parts of divine worship. But is this a sufficient reason
for treating the law of baptism as of little or no im-
portance —as if it were obsolete, or as if our great
Legislator had no meaning when he enacted it? That
mutilation of the sacred supper, which is practised in
the Romish communion, has been sharply opposed and
loudly condemned by all denominations of Protestants :
and is it not lawful, is it not matter of duty, to oppose
and condemn such an outrage on divine authority and
primitive example? Are we not required to contend
earnestly, but with virtuous dispositions, for every branch
of that faith which was once delivered to the saints? 1If,
therefore, infants be solemnly sprinkled by divine right,
it must be the indispensable duty of Padobaptists to

* Introduct. to Study of Prophecies, serm. viii,
+ Importance of Doct. of Trinity, p. 206.
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contend for it ; but if, on the contrary, infant sprinkling
be a human invention, the Baptists are equally bound to
oppose it, as deserving to be banished from the worship
of God, where it has long usurped the place of a divine
institution. If Christ be the only Lord and Lawgiver
in his own kingdom, then certainly it is far from being a
matter’of indifference whether the laws which he enacted
be regarded or not: for, with equal reason, might any
one question, whether our Saviour should be believed, in
what he declares; as whether he should be obeyed, in
what he commands. Under the fair pretext of charity,
forbearance, and catholicism, we might, with Melancthon
and other adiaphorists in the sixteenth century, consider
the doctrine of justification by faith alone, the number of
the sacraments, the jurisdiction claimed by the pope,
extreme unction, the observation of Popish festivals, and
several superstitious rites, as things indifferent : * or,
with others, we might assert the innocence of mental
error in matters of doctrine and of worship; and so, by
unavoidable consequence, render the Bible itself of little
worth.

It has been often asserted, both by ancients and
moderns, that the followers of Christ should never seek
for peace at the expense of trugh, nor of religious duty.
Thus, for example, Hilary, bishop of Poictiers: “The
name of peace is, indeed, very specious, and the mere ap-
pearance of unity has something splendid in it ; but who
knows not, that the church and the gospel acknowledge no
other peace than that which comes from Jesus Christ, that
which he gave to his apostles before the glory of his passion,
and that which he left in trust with them by his eternal
command, when he was about to leave them?” Dr.
Owen: “ We are not engaged in an enquiry merely after

* See Mosheim’s Eccles. Hist. cent. xvi. sect. iii. part. ii. § 28.
Venema Hist. Eccles. secul. xvi. § 156.
1 In Claude’s Defence of Reformation, part iii. p. 3.
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peace, but after peace with truth. Yea, to lay aside the
consideration of truth, in a disquisition after peace and
agreement, in and about spiritual things, is to exclude a
regard unto God and his authority, and to provide only
for ourselves. . . . The rule of unity, as it is supposed to
comprise all church communion, falls under many re-
strictions.  For herein the special commands of Christ,
and institutions of the gospel committed unto our care
and observance, falling under consideration, our practice
is precisely limited unto those commands, and by the
nature of those institutions....We are not obliged to
accommodate any of the ways or truths of Christ unto
the sins and ignorance of men.”* J. A. Turrettin :
“ There ought to be no charity without truth; no charity
that is an injury to truth; no charity which causes us to
offend against the truth....For this ought not to be
called charity, but a confederation and a conspiracy of
error. ¢ We wish,” says Jerome, for peace; and we
not only wish, but also pray for it: but it is the peace
of Christ, true peace, peace in which no war is in-
volved.” Otherwise, as Nazianzen teaches, ¢ war is
more eligible than that peace which separates us from
God.”” Mr. Henry: “The method of our prayer
must be, first for truth, and then for peace; for such
is the method of the wisdom that is from above; it
is first pure, then peaceable.”t With this both prophets
and apostles agree; for their language is, Love the truth,
and pedce—Speaking the truth in love.§

- The folly and impiety of pleading for charity and
peace, at the expense of divine truth and of religious
duty, are well represented and properly chastised by a
Padobaptist author, in the following manner: “ A con-
siderable succedaneum for the Christian unity, is the
Catholic charity; which is like the charity commended

* Discourse on Evangelical Love and Peace, p. 17, 24, 233.
1 Oratio de Theologo Veritatis et Pacis Studioso.

t Exposit. on Rom. xv. 5.

§ Zech, viii, 19; Eph, iv, 15,
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by Paul, in only this one instance, that it groweth ex-
ceedingly.— Among the stricter sort, it goes under the
name of forbearance. We shall be much mistaken if we
think that, by this soft and agreeable word, is chiefly meant
the tenderness and compassion inculcated by the pre-
cepts of Jesus Christ and his apostles. It strictly means
an agreement to differ quietly about the doctrines and
commandments of the gospel, without interruption of
visible fellowship. They distinguish carefully between
Jundamentals, or things necessary to be believed and
practised; and circumstantials, or things that are indif-
ferent. Now, whatever foundation there may be for
such a distinction in human systems of religion, it cer-
tainly looks very ill-becoming in the churches of Christ,
to question how far HE is to be believed and obeyed.
Our modern churches. . . .have nearly agreed to hold all
those things indifferent which would be inconvenient and
disreputable; and to have communion together, in ob-
serving somewhat like the customs of their forefathers.
Many of the plainest sayings of Jesus Christ and the
apostles are treated with high contempt, by the advo-
cates of this forbearance.—The common people are
persuaded to believe, that all the ancient institutions of
Christianity were merely local and temporary, excepting
such as the learned have agreed to be suitable to these
times; or, which have been customarily observed by their
predecessors. But it would well become the doctors in
divinity to show, by what authority any injunction of
God can be revoked, besides Ais own; or, how any man’s
conscience can be lawfully released by custom, example,
or human authority, from observing such things as were
instituted by the apostles of Christ in his name. .. .This
corrupt forbearance had no allowed place in the primi-
tive churches. The apostle, in the Epistle to the Ephe-
sians, required of them, to adorn their vocation ¢ with
all lowliness and meekness, with long-suffering, forbear-
ing one another, 1N LovE.’ DBut had they dispensed
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with the laws of Christ, for convenience and ease, it had
been forbearing one another in hatred; for those laws
were expressions of his love; the most fervent love that
was ever shown among men, directed by infallible wis-
dom. Whosoever, therefore, would obliterate them, or
any how attempt to change them, must either suppose
himself wiser than Jesus Christ, or a greater friend to
mankind. He must be moved, either by an enormous
self-conceit, or by the spirit of malevolence. ...The
more ‘thinking part of religious men, observing what
great mischiefs have arisen from contentions about
truth,—have found it most desirable to let truth alone,
and to concern themselves chiefly about living profitably
in civil society. To be of some religion, is but decent;
and the interests of human life require that it be popular
and compliant. If men have different notions of Jesus
Christ, his divinity, his sacrifice, his kingdom, and the
customs of his religion, even from what the apostles
seemed to have; charity demands that we think well of
their religious characters, notwithstanding this. It is
unbecoming the modesty of wise men to be confident on
any side; and contending earnestly for opinions, injures
the peace of the Christian church. Thus kind and hum-
ble is modern charity! Instead of rejoicing in or with
the truth, it rejoiceth in contemplating the admirable
piety that may be produced from so many different, yea,
opposite principles. . . . The Christians of old time were
taught, not to dispute about the institutions of their Lorp,
but to observe them thankfully; and hereby they expressed
their affection to him and to each other. If that affection
be granted to be more important than the tokens of it, it
would be unjust to infer that the latter have no obliga-
tion; which would imply, that Christ and the apostles
meant nothing by their precepts. The Methodists have
not, indeed, gone so far as their spiritual Brethren [the
Quakers] have done, in rejecting all external cere-
monies; but they are taught to' believe, that all con-
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cern about the ancient order and customs of the
Christians is mere party-spirit, and injurious to the
devout exercises of the heart. Thus the modern charity
vaunts itself, in answering better purposes than could
be accomplished by keeping the words of Christ. It
produces a more extensive and generous communion,
and animates the devotion of men, without perplexing
them by uncertain doctrines or rigorous self-denial. . . .
Although it supposes some revelation from God, and
some honour due to Jesus Christ, it claims a right to
dispense with both—to choose what, in his doctrine and
religion, is fit to be believed and observed.” *

While, however, we think it our duty with a reso-
lute perseverance to maintain the purity and import-
ance of baptism, as a divine institution; we are far from
considering ourselves as the only disciples of Christ, or
our own communities as the only Christian churches.
Nor is an idea of that kind justly inferable from our deny-
ing communion at the Lord’s table to Padobaptists.t
Respecting this particular, Dr.Owen says; ¢ There is no
necessity that any should deny all them to be true
churches, from whom they may have just reason to
withdraw their communion. ... When we judge of our
own communion with them, it is not upon this question,
Whether they are true churches, or not? as though the
determination of our practice did depend solely thereon.
For as we are not called to judge of the being of their
constitution, as to the substance of it, unless they are
openly judged in the scripture, as in the case of idolatry
and persecution persisted in; so a determination of the
truth of their constitution, or that they are true churches,
will not presently resolve us in our duty, as to commu-
nion with them. ...It is most unwarrantable rashness

* Strictures upon Modern Simony, p. 48—55. Luther, in his
vehement manner, says; ‘ Maledicta sit charitas qua servatur cum
jactura doctrin fidei, cui omnia cedere debent, charitas, apostolus,
angelus e cecelo.” Comment. in Epist. ad Galat.

+ See mv Annlnov for the Bantists.
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and presumption, yea, an evident fruit of ignorance, or
want of love, or secular private interest, when, upon
lesser differences, men judge churches to be no true
churches, and their ministers to be no true ministers.”*
The same excellent author says; “ There is nothing
more clear and certain, than that our Lord Christ. . ..
never joined with [the Jews] in the observance of their
own traditions and pharisaical impositions, but warned
all his disciples to avoid them and refuse them; whose
example we desire to follow: for, concerning all such
observances in the church, he pronounced that sentence,
‘ Every plant that my heavenly Father hath not planted
shall be rooted up.””t

It is against what the author considers as an error
in sentiment, and a corruption of worship, that the fol-
lowing Examination of Padobaptism makes its appear-
ance: errors, not persons, are here opposed. He thinks,
with Mr. Leigh, that we should « distinguish between
loving of men’s persons and their errors;”{ and, with
Bp. Burnet, that “ whatever moderation or charity we
may owe to men’s persons, we owe none at all to their
errors, and to that frame which is built on and supported
by them.”§ Nay, as Dr. Waterland in another case
observes, “ While we are of a contrary judgment, it
cannot but be guilty practice and conduct in us, and
very great too, to smother our sentiments, or not to bear
our testimony in such a way as Christ has appointed,
against all notorious corruptions, either of faith, or wor-
ship, or doctrine.” ||

Should this Examination of Pzdobaptism have the
honour of being regarded as deserving an answer, and

* Discourse on Evangelical Love and Church-Peace, p. 8%, 83,
84. See Plain Reasons for Dissenting from the Church of England,
part i. reason i.; and Stapferi Theolog. Polem. tom. i. p. 518.

T Enquiry into Orig. and Nature of Churches, p. 253.

} Treatise on Relig. and Learning, b.i. chap vii.

§ In Mr. Robinson’s Plan of Lectures, Motto.

{I' Importance of Doct. of Trinity, p. 135.

VYOL. 1. C



XXil PREFACE.

should any of our opposers write against me, it will not
avail to refute some particular parts of the work, de-
tached from the general principles on which I proceed.
No; the data, the principal grounds of reasoning, which
are adopted from Pezdobaptists themselves, must be
constantly kept in view, or nothing to the honour of
infant sprinkling will be effected. For as the grand
principles on which my argumentation proceeds, and
whence my general conclusions are drawn, are those of
Protestants when contending with Papists, and those of
Nonconformists when disputing with English Episco-
palians; it will be incumbent on such opposer to show,
either that the principles themselves are false, or that
my reasoning upon them is inconclusive. Now, as I do
not perceive how any Protestant can give up those prin-
ciples, without virtually admitting the superstitions of
Popery; nor how they can be deserted by any Dissenter,
without implicitly renouncing his Nonconformity; so I
conclude, that the whole force of any opponent must be
employed in endeavouring to prove, that I have reasoned
inconsequentially from those principles. That this might
be easily proved, I am not at present convinced; and
whether any of our Pwdobaptist Brethren will consider
this publication as of sufficient importance to excite such
an attempt, is to me uncertain.

To the conclusions inferred from those very nume-
rous concessions which our opposers have made, (and
my reader will find that many of the greatest eminence
among them have been the most free in making con-
cessions, ) it may, perhaps, be objected: “ Notwithstand-
ing all their concessions, they continued in the profession
and practice of infant baptism.” Granted; but then it
should be considered, that this objection is quite futile;
because I professedly argue against Pedobaptism, on
the principles, reasonings, and concessions of Pedo-
baptists. Besides, though such an exception to my con-
clusions expresses a fact, yet it pays the consistency of
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the authors concerned but a poor compliment. In this
light similar concessions from Roman Catholics have
always been viewed by Protestants; of which the reader
will meet with various instances in the course of this
work.*

Being fully persuaded, that I appear in defence of a
divine institution and of apostolic practice, I earnestly
commend this publication to the blessing of that sublime
Being, who “ worketh all things after the counsel of his
will.”  Sincerely praying, that evangelical truth and
experimental religion, that purity of worship and the
practice of holiness, may flourish among all denomina-
tions of Christians, I conclude in the following words
of Lord Bacon: “Read, not to contradict or confute,
nor to believe and take for granted, nor to find talk and
discourse, but to weigh and consider.”t

A. BOOTH.

Goopman’s FieLps,
Aug. 8, 1787.

* See particularly Vol. L. p. 268, 269, this edition.
+ In Dr, Edwards's Discourse concerning Truth and Error, p.456.
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to propagate their distinctive principles, without which that
life cannot be justified or maintained.”
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