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« Jlaving- already proved. that Christ has 

commanded his ministers to baptize believers 

I progeed to show that no one who does not 

he a consistent profession of faith ought to 
tized. his 

« Meaning of the Commission. —1. This 

follows directly from the commission given by 

Christ to disciples ; for since he said to them, 

« Goand disciple all nations, baptizing them, 

thus directing them to make men disciples) 

and then to baptize them, when can christian 

ininisters’ derive authority to reverse that or- 

der? Why did Christ say that they were to 

haptize believers if faith was not necessary to 

baptism ?- If all men indiscriminately might 

be baptized, then with-respect to baptism faith
 

was immaterial ; and if faith is immaterial to 

ism, why was it specified in the commis- 

sion? When Oliver Cromwell, who saw that, 

the forces of the parliament were beaten by 

the troops of Charles the First, because there 

were gentiemen in the ranks of the royal army 

and none but low men of worthless character 

in the other, seat out his recruiting serjeants 

to enlist godly and sober young men into his 

regiment, would they have been entitled to 

enlist. drunkards and profligates because he 

had-not expressly excluded them? His speci- 

ficatien-of the godly and the sober excluded 

all the rest. And when the Lord Jesus Christ 

has commanded his ministers to enlist believ- 

‘ers under his banners by baptism, he has ex- 

cluded all the rest. When God enjoined upon 

Abraham and on his children and servants 

cireumeision, as the token of his covenant with 

that family, the mention of these classes ex- 

cluded all others. Aud unless they had receiv- 

ed express permission to admit proselytes into 

the privileges of the national covenant, they 
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of the mature of the ordinance, or without 
sanctioning sin in the person baptized.” 

* In the third chapter infant baptism comes 
under view; wherein it is showa that, not only 
Jesus did not appoint it, but that in its nature 
it is improper and unlawful. We like the se- 
rious and decided tone in which the following 
is expressed :— 
“We have seen that baptism is a solemn 

profession of repentance, faith, and devoted- 
ness, which no one but a believer can honestly 
make, and which therefore ought to be admi- 
nistered to no one without a credible profes- 
sion of faith. As, then, infants are incapable 
of such profession, they ought not to be bap- 
tized without express authority from Christ, 
which cannot be adduced; or plain apostolic 
precedents, which are not to be found, 

“ Since Christ has made baptism to be 2 
voluntary act, what right have his ministers 

tary? No baptized infant has been baptized 
by his own conserit, no person baptized in in- 
fancy has ever in his own person honoured 
Christ's ordinance ; but conformity was forced 
apon him when he was as uncotiscious as a 
stone. Can this beright? Since Christ has 
required baptism as a profession of faith in 
him, how can his ministers lawfully adminis- 
ter it to those who can make no profession, 
and thus, with respect to them, completely al- 
ter the whole character of his ordinance 1— 
Since he has made repentance and faith ne- 
cessary to baptism, what right can they have 
to set his commands aside by baptizing those 
who have neither repented nor believed 1— 
And since he has ordained that saints and 
faithful brethren should be introduced to fel- 
lowship with saints and faithful brethren by 
this ordinance, how can it be proper that 
churches should by 1t receive into their society 
unregenerate and unconscious infants instead ! 

“Infant baptism differs essentially from the 
baptism of believers. The believer is active 

to substitute for it what is perfectly involun-/ 

“wws™ vho make a consistent profession of faith 

in his reception of baptism, but the infant is 
passive ; the believer asks for it as a privilege, 
the infant receives it without his consent : the 
one by it professes his faith, the other pro- 
fesses nothinio. "The baptism of the believer, 
and the baptism of the infant, are’ there- 
fore two different baptisms, with different 
significations and different consequences; and 
both, therefore, to be lawful tnust have a sepa- 
rate warrant from the Lord. Since they are 
quite different institutions, the precept which 
enjoins the one rather by inlerence forbids the 
other. Since Christ has commanded a bap- 
tismal profession, no man may, without his 
authority, hinder that baptismal profession by 
substituting a parental act for the act of the 
person himself. Since baptismal dedication 
in infancy sets aside, with reference to all 
such infants, baptismal profession in after life, 
the one must not be lightly substituted for the 
other, lest a human invention be found to sub- 
vert a divine ordinance. The commands of 
Christ to each penitent believer are plain. — 
“ Repent, and be baptized;” * Arse, and 
wash away thy sins;” © He that belicveth and 
is baptized shall be saved.” But where is 
the_ authority for the baptismal dedication of 
the infant without professiofi ? In vain do we 
look through the whole New Testament for a 
line, for a word, in its favour.” 
The fourth chapter is devoted to a consider- 

ation of the effects of baptism ; wherein is con* 

would have had no right to admit them. So 

when Christ has declared that believers shall 

be admitted to the token of the covenant of 

grace, no one else can be admitted to that to- 

ken without express permission. To have 

sircumcised a heathen stranger without com- 

mand from God would have been presumptuous 

in the Israelites, and to baptize an unbeliever 

without command from Christ must be pre- 

sumptuous in a christian minister now. From 
our Lord's naming believers as the proper sub- 

jects for baptism, it is plain that none others 

inst -be baptized unless christian ministers 

have his autharity, expressed or implied, to 

baptize them. And as he has never given 
such permission, it follows that none but those 

ought to be baptized. 
«.Qur Lord has here forbidden any persons 

to apply for baptisin who are not true believers 

and he has forbidden his ministers to baptize 

any who do not seem to be true believers.— 

But as no man can read another’s heart, rea- 

som agrees with apostalic precedents to declare 
that.na minister should refuse baptism to a 
candidate of sound ereed and of christian ha- 
bits because he does not feel sure of his con- 
version : otherwise baptism might be refused 

to many true believers. . Real faith, therefore, 
warrants the candidate to apply for baptism, 

and a eredible profession of faith warrants the 

minister to receive him, 
“2. It appears, further, that no one Lut a 

believer. should be baptized, from the nature 

of the profession made in baptism. 

“ Baptism being, as we have proved, a pro- 

tism of a believer is likely to hare upon him= 
self, upon the church of whieh he becomes a 
member, and upon speetators, Under ‘this 

superstition has invested it with imaginary 

templated, first, the influence which the bap | 

darkness to light, and from the power of Sata 
to God, surrender themselves to the service o 

baptisin derived from false anal : pgige tod forced 
inferences, of which neither C rist nor his 

baptism of unconscious infants, the solemn, 
affecting, and salutary baptism of repentance, 
faith; and self-dedication to God, has nearly 
vanished from the churches. 

“2. What have the churches gained by t 
substitution? I can find no benefit whateve 
derived from infant baptism by be wri their 

e wor parents, or the churches, or In- 

ed to God, falsely by unbelieving parents, and 
sincerely by parents who believe. In the for- 
mer case, parents sin by an act of hypocrisy ; 
in the second, they do what they would do 
without baptism, and fo nore? But what 
does the infant gain? Without baptism he 
might receive parental training, be placed un- 
der a pious master, listen to earnest preach- 
ing, join in the prayers of the congregation, 
associate with godly friends, be instructed at 
a good school, become a member of the pas- 
tor’s bible-class, and attend the prayer-meet- 
ings of the congregation. From what means 
of instruction is the unbaptized child of chris- 
tian parents excluded which would be open to 
the baptized child? Under the Mosaic eco- 
nomy, which was exclusive, circumcision ad- 
mitted the child to the temple worship, to the 

over, and other festivals, to association with 
the chosen people, to the use of all the means 
of instruction then in the world, {rom which, 
thz uncircumcised were excluded ; but under 
the christian econotay whichis meant for the 
world, there is no such exclusion. The un- 
baptized child, has all the advantages which 
were possessed by the circumcised child, and 
many more; nay, further, lie has all the ad- 
vantages possessed by the baptized child. In 
no respect does the first differ from the second, 
except that he does not bear aname which by 
itself is delusive and worse than worthless.— 
The unauthorized baptism of infants cannot 
be shown to render to them any service what- 
ever. It renders no advantage to their pa- 
rents. By the complete subjection. of a child 
to the will of his parents, by his imploring 
helplessness, by his docility and artlessness, by 
the sacred trust which God has put in the 
hands of his parents, by the parental love with 
which he has implored them, are they bound 
and urged to dedicate him from his infancy to 
God, to instruct and train him for God, and] 
guide him by precept and example to the 
knowledge and love of his Maker. Can bap- 
tiem add anything to these obligations? Does 
it, in fact? Even parents who have sprinkled 
their children. feel the force of these natural 
motives, day by day, a thousand times more 
than they do the influence of that religious 
sprinkling.” “Pious parents do not need this 
new inducement to educate their children 
well ; ungodly parents cannot feel its force.— 
On the other hand, the actual practice of pedo- 
baptist churches too clearly proves that the 
churches themselves take very little interest 
in the ceremony. Baptism, except as far as 

spiritnal power, seems to me to have dwindled 
into a formality.” >. 8 
“At the close of the volume there are a few 
remarks advocating free communion. Here 
we shall have to break a lance with our bro- 
ther. ‘We purpose to take up the subject in 

ob 

f 
the Redeemer. Christ's baptism, with all its 
blessings, is set aside to introduce another] 

apostles have said one word. Through the] 

fants altogether unconscious are thus'dedieat-] 

teaching of the rabbins or priests, to the pass 

fession of repentance and of a new life, in 
which the baptized person is consecrated to 
God the Father; the:8on, and the Holy Ghost 

no one but & believer can. make ‘this profes- 
sion without {i 2 rate 9 

“ How can ong-who does not mean to re- 

aopuge. all sin oo” low Jo. nify his 

death unto sin, wit ont pocrisy ? How can 

ii. wb ap chnged, profes, b rs 
: m the water, that he Weae to live a 

ife of faith, of gratitude, of obedience, 0 

head are some excellent and telling remarks ;{our next number. werd 
but which our space forbids us quoting. Con-| On a subject which has been controverted 
trasted with this our author considers, second-| for centuries, and Which on both sides I the 
ly, the effects ‘of infant sprinkling. We givelquestion has och ied the pens of our mos 
the following as a specimen of Mr. Noel's im-} learned and AH dines, it was not to be ex- 
pressions and sentiments :— ~~" Ulpected that any statement or argument should 
“1. Tts first effect is to abolish almost ‘en-|be put forth possessing the a fi novelty ; 

tirely in any church and in any nation thejuor does this work possess suc claims. “tis, 
baptism of velievers. It is not an’ addition to however, a perfil ance entitled to eat re- 
the baptism of believers, but supersedes it ;{spect, and must” command it from all serious 
because when a nation ad je professionjminds. Mr. writes like a man, ra- 

3 

of ‘cliFistianity, almost all its ‘children are bap- ».when he has ng such intention ?}of cliristianity, alm en are bi 
2A \ of vi tized, and there remain no adults unbaptized. 

preva 

pc ore who is still a votary of 
a sery the world, a slave of § The consequence is, that all the effécts of the! discussed, a no aid doing] ol 
pA hood, to ¢onsecr: baptism of believers vanf¥lwith it. Ab p- his Master's irit fi whic hes 
tw God the Father, the Son, anc oly| tisw of dedication, not sanctioned by Chiist,} written is lary; s alw; 
Ghost, by being immersed j ¢{and of which ng instance is found in tie Nes dl and dignif ! ink the ¢ 

falsehood in the : utsd by Christ, @ e declar-|ness of the christ iy Na thstanding, he 
ly every unreges AD £ BY aps pry | deele . Yicws, ang 
tian ministers baye t to th con YSPC 

verigd 1 No one, th (does not 

admitted ta'baptismw »ét disregard the ‘act'b 

{ther than as a theological gladikitor ; ey 
{impressed i ood Gong rng the subject |th 

His frequent and solema appeals to 
sciences claim tlieit devout considergfioh.— 
We eofnmend the work to all good men, and 
the lgpivg of our glorious Redeemer, whose - 
cause it so ably advocates. . 

Newton and Chalmers.on Calvanism, 
[The following testimonies of competent: 

witnesses, is worthy to be pondered. This 
testimony pertains, in one case, to the biblical 

f Calvanism.] 

origin, and in the other, 16 the practical results. 

JOHN NEWTON. 

When such men as the eminently pious and. 
devoted Newton, some of whose. devotional 
hymuos are favourites with the pioos of ali de- 
nominations avow themselves believers in the 
distinctive doctrines of Calvanism, it should 
lead those who are in the habit of denouncing 
that system as the sum of all that is hateful 
and horrible, to suspect that they ** neither 
know what they saygnor whereof they affirm.” 
Especially is this the case, when. the senti- 
ments of Newton are re-echoed and confirmed 
by such giantsin intelléct as Chalmers, Cand- 
lish, &c., and by such characters as Dr. Tyng, 
Bishop Johns, &c. &c. Surely if Calvanisin 
were that impious compound of blasphemy and 
licentiousness, which sore persons would per- 
suade the world to believe, these men, and 
such as these, were capable of making the dis- 
covery. Take, for example, the: testimony of 
John Newton, himself one of the most remark- 
able: and distinguished illnstrations of the 
power of Free and Sovereign Grace, that the: 
world ever s&w. Ie avows himself, as will be 
seen, a “rigid Caivanist.” 
-As to the doctrines. which ase stigmatized. 

by the name of Calvanism, I cannot well avoid 
the epithet rigid, while I "believe them, for 
there seems 0 be no medium between holding 
them, and not holding them ; between ascrib- 
ing salvation to the will of man, or the power 
of God ;—Dbesween grace and works ;—between 
being found in the righteousness of Christ, cr 
my own. Did the hard consequences often 
charged upon the doctrine called Calvinism, 
really belong to it, I should have much to an- 
swer for, if I had invented it wyself, or taken 
it ‘upon trust from Calvin: but as I find it in 
Scripture, I cheerfully embsace it,’ and leave 
it to the Lord to vindicate his own truth, and 
hisown ways, from all imputations which have: 
been cast upon them.— Presbyterian Advo- 
cate. 

DR. CHALMERS, 
How comes it, that Scotland, which, of all 

the countries in Euyope, is the most signal- 
ized by the moral glory that sits on the aspect 
of her general population? How, in the name 
of mystery, should it happen, that such a theo- 
logy as ours is conjoined with perhaps the yet 
most unvitiated peasantry among the nations 
of Christendom? The allegation against our 
Churches is, that in the argumentation of our 
abstract. and speculative controversies, the 
people are so little schooled to the performance 
of good works. And how is it, that in our 
courts of justice, when compared with the ca- 
lendars of our sister kingdom, there should be 
$0 vastly less to do with their evil works? It 
is certainly a most important experience, that 
in that country where there is the most of Cal- 
vinism, there should be the least of crime, that 
what may be called the most doctrinal nation 
of Europe, should, at the same time, be the. 
least. depraved, and the land wherein 

are most deeply imbued wih ho bine o 
salvation by graee, should be the least dis- 
iy, pithet Blk weekly Gif mmcien 
or their Sabbath, profanations. When Knox 
came over from the. school of Geneva, he 
brought its strict, and, at the. same time, uo- 
sorrhgtes orthadiny al g with him; and ot 
only. did jt. flame abroad from all ou e abro r pulpit, 
but through vur.schoolsand our catechisms, it 

wn to the. boyhood of our land ; 
and from one generation. to another hage our. 

Sofiah youth basa fomiiarixod. tn ibm pwnd 
of it from their very infancy ; and. unpre 

e of the mere aca 
Joie 


