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PREFACE

% HE enfuing addrefs to a minifter and hig
church in Berwick, was not wrote with
any deflign of publication 3 and when
that was firlt requefted, Iintirely de-

clined it for {everal realons ; one of which was,

chat 1 would be far {rom expofing private concerns
to public view, farther than is neceffary. But
upon a renewed requeft from my  friends in Ber-
wicls; and viewing how greatly thofe called the

Baprift principles are miftaken and mifreprefented

by minifters and churches 1 that part of the coun-

iry, where they are but litle known, I thought
proper t¢ yield to the requelt : Neither in reality
zre "'lf"fc private concerns, for they were publicly
afted among them, and there is reafon to thinksthat
soth authars and neighbouring minifters were con-
ioited 1n the affair.  Though what had the greateft

welght 1o my mind wasguhc confideration that many,

who are filling the nation with the cry of LIBERTY,

1::711 again{t oppreffors, are at the {ame time them-

ielves vmlatlw that dearett of all rights;, LIBERTY
E CO'\TQCIENCL for 1f that man is inexcu/able
20 ]u%e{h another, and yet doth the fme ioting s,

and 1t we are “ fure that the judgment of God is

“ according to trutL, againtt them which commit

o¢ rLu:h thmO's,” 15 1t noz a needful kindnefs, inftead
fan injury, to endeavour to fhew to fuch, be

T they.
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they ever fo much our fupenors wherein they are
expolirg themfelves to that judgment ? And as |
am {enfiDle that multitudes have the fame¢ notions
concerriing liberty of confcience, as this minifter
and church have, I fhall tranferibe their fentiments

upn it; and make a few remarks thereon.

They exprefs themielves thus: ¢ As to what

“ you fay of fyiug the confiience in [piritual things,
S we can hatdly think what you refer to. 1t is
¢ what we intirely difallow and proteft againft, and
** are not {enfibie of doing 1t 3 but it you can con-
¢ vince us of having done It, we are H’:"ldy to re-
®* move that on Pc'bon -——-ubertv of conicience we
¢ claim ou f._.l'-'*ea and allow others, as a darhing
“ print 3 and therefore mult not be forced to any
¢ thing coptrar }-’ te ozr conlciences, nor be thought
1o tye the conicicnces of others b., not wﬁfeﬂ!mg
¢ ro what we cannot thing to be fo. me honor of
i 1ntereit of religion.” 15 reachly
re ufe either of force or fraud 15 CONe

(rars 7 1 but does it not lock odd for
2 miniter and his chureh to talk of being forced,
cniy o t {roim one of thar members, Ces
wwered 1n 23 miid and refpefttul terms as language
can furniy 7 Flowever, by this we may guels what
' ' L hear, o they had a5 much
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¢ruth of his reafons, but judged them not to be
¢¢ {ufficient,”” and therefore declare him to ¢ lie
under the public offence of this church,” &c. And
they afterward tell his wife that this cenfure ¢ wag
not for one opinion more than another, but for
the negleét of——attending upon the Lord’s {up-
per.””  And when he and his wife were both con-
vinced by a farther fearching of the fcriptures, not
only that the half-way covenant was wrong, but
al{o that believers only were the proper {ubjeéts of
baptifm, fhe wrote a letter, wherein fhe in a very
relpectful manner requefted a difmiffion to the
Baptift church in that town : In anfwer to which
they wrote a letter to her as long as a {ermoo, in
which they politively deny her requeft.

And what now 1s their liberty of con{cience come
to ¢ Why truly their memoers are forced either to
believe as the chucch believes, or be dealt ‘with as
puljlic: cffenders ! They tell this filter, that * no-
¢ thing but very we ighty and grievous things lying
*“ upon rhe cenicience, which they cannot reinedy,
“ can juftify a perfon to feperate,” &c. Which
implies, that in fuch a cafc they may feperate 5 yet
whole confcience 15 to iud’ge when the cafe is {o ?
{f 1t 15 only the church thatis to judge, then where
15 their allowance of liberty to otheis as a darling
pomnt ! It will doubtlefs be faid, that they give rea-
fons for their denial of that requefl, Well what
are they © One of them is, they {fay that Baptift
church was “ fet up in an irregular manner.””  And
JWwas there ever a church which allowed that thofe
who feperated from their irregularities, were regu-
lar 1n {o duiag ? But to let “others Judge of this
cafe, 1 underi and 1t to be plainly thus. Sundry
of thele biethren in Berwick, withdrew from this

and
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L7 ]
beloved in Chriff, and withes welito them zl, while
the church as 2 body appearsto her fo corrupt both
in doftrine and praflice, that fhe cannot with a
clear confcience juin with theai : And where is any
inconfiftency in that ? ~
2. When they fet out to fhew the Baptifts errors,
they bring in many truths which we held as much
as they do, and hereby unwary minds are catcht
with a prejudice againlt us as a very bad people,
that don’t hold {uch good craths.  So have I feed
a net baited with as good wheat a5 that which is
faid up in the garner. Some of the truths [ refer
10 are thefe 3 that whatever agrees not with the
aw and teflimony, is to be rejefted 3 that fathers,
or our neareft relations, are not to be followed, but
rather teftified againft when they forfake  the truth
and their duty ; that baptifm is a fign of initiation
or introduion into the vifible church of Chrift,
and as fuch ought not to be repeated. Thefe and
other truths which they bring in, we hold as fuily
as they, and for them to reprefent the contrary, is
unfair dealing with us, and tends to deceive others.
2. Having attempted to firip us of fuch good
cloathing, they would cloath us with fuch bearfkins
as thefe, viz. That 1n order for a perfon to join
with us, he muft renounce “ all that he has done
“ to Jay himf{elf under obligations, ali his profefioos,
** and all that God has deune for him heretofore 3™
and a great deal of fuch froff, which is as contrary
to truth as darknefs is to hght. For they fay,
“* That muft be of men, which is not taken from
* the word of God, as enjoined there 3 therefore
when we are convinced that infant-forinkling is
tuch, we renounce it, and practice believers baptifm,
which is plainly enjoined there, without the leatk
~ thought -
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thought of rencuncing any thing which God hag
done for s or that we have heretofore done to-
Wwards h hat was agreeable to his wiil.

4. g hus laboured to tarn her mind, they.
near th- fl”‘t ay, ** If you will forfake the church,
you muft azfwer for it.”> In which, their putting
2 mark of ditin@ion as they do upon the word
will, plainly implies a}udmw her to be governed
by will inftead of confcience, if fhe doss not yield
£0 their arguments.

Now i, to firam an exgreﬂon, zad make a man

an offender for 6 weord § % if attepts to itrip fuch
3 2ppear agalnit the evils of the times ¢, of truths
Awhich they ?}c] ' and to load them with faife ac-
cufatisos, and then to charge them, or fuch as join
with them, witl Wi Hm.{s in thelr way, were things
pfcu}iar o Berwick, I fthould not have expofed
them tnus to the Hm"lu . But this is fo much the.
picture of modern fiberty and c‘wnrity that a hold=
ing of it up to view may poflibly be of fervice to
s, And though many may think this picture
;ciently odicts :mauy yet the finifhing ftroke
1 bd;mﬂ 3 which 15 {or the {ecular arm tO finith
what the church has began.  The church has de-
clared the Baptit to be irreguiar, therefore the fe-
cuiar power [l ferce them to {uppoft the worfhip
which they © ﬂfc;enuouﬂy diffent .com 3 for this
end the public teachér of the L‘i‘a[)tlﬁ church in Ber-
W;Cp,., and cne of the mcmty} :*’t._ a fe1zed and carried
rifeners to York laft wiantes, and they informed
me that when they attempted to have the cafe tried
at April court, it was fhifted off by _a pretence that
the chief judge might not it becaufe he lived

Berwick, thou :h the Baptifts defired he might ﬁa, :
And

T
b 1-"
3
_'-l
'L:,.}
!
'1
L !
F -
L+
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And as there was not enough to make a court with< -

out him, the other party could hereby prevent the
cafe from coming to the Superior Court until ano-
ther year.- This is done by men” who pretend to
allowliberty of confcience to others as a darling
point | And things of like nature are done in vari-
ous parts of the land ; of which at prefent take but
two inftances more. One is in the diftriét of Mon-
tague, in the county of Hampfhire, where is a Baptift
church of many years ftanding ; yet their neighbours
force away their eftates from time to time,to fupport
a worfhip which they cannot join with : And I was
informed-by a credible Gentleman who was prefent,
that when one of that cherch {fought for rehef at
laft Auguft court, the chief Judge (who was honor’d
with that commiffion in confequence of-his being one
of the 17 refcinders) was inftrumental of turning the
cafe againft him, by fuch a cant as this, viz. That
the plaintiﬁ' was one of the f{igners of their certifi-
‘cate, and there was not-the number which the law
required without him. According to which, it is
only for-any people to diftrain firft upon one of the
committee, and thenthey may fall upon the reft-of
the fociety as they pleafe, as they have done at
Montague fince in a barbarous manner.

The other inftance is at Afhfield, in the fame
county, where a Baptilt church was conftituted and
a minifter regularly ordained in the year 1761, when
they were the major part of the town ; and they
have maintained divine worfhip among “themfelves
ever fince ; yet a number of a different perfuafion
coming into the town afterward, and a few who
were there before, with the he]p of non-refident
proprietors, brovght in a minifter of their own fen-
timents, and have taxed the Baptift minifter and his

B - Hociety,
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fociety towards his fettlement, falary, and building
their meeting-houfe, for which they have forced a-
v/ay from them at feveral times to the value of
teir Pourds lawful money on each right 3 and tho’
the Baptift petitioned for relief to the General Court
in May 1768, and obtained a vote that they fhould
notity the town and proprietors of Afhfield, to
fhew caufe, 1f any they had, why their petition
fhould not be granted, at the next Seffion of the
court, and that the further collettion of taxes from
the petitioners fhould be fuipended in the mean
time ; yet no fooner were they gone home, but
their opponenrs the next week ¥ obtained an A&t to
enable them to lay their miniltenial taxes upon all
the lands in faid town, let them be in whofe hands
they would @ In confequence of which, they pofted
and fold laft Aprl at public vendue, for a very {mall
part of their value, mowing land, winter grain, crch-
arding, one dwelling-houie of a pocr man’s, and
their burymcr p‘abe, in the whole about 400 acres;
by which | means, as they fay in their petition to our
General Court, ¢ We are not only deprived of li-
““ berty of canfcience, which our moft gracious So-
“* vereign has granted us io common with other his
““ loyal bejﬁ&S (which we have a 7ight to in reli-
** gion and realon) but we are alfo in great meafure
‘¢ difinherited, 2nd 1n a fair way to be turned naked
““ into the wide world ; we humbly beg leave to
‘¢ fay, Thefe things are hard ; very hard ! for it
e may not fettle and ﬁJpport a miniter agreea-
¢ ble to our own confciences, where is liberty of
¢ confcience ¢ And if we may be allowed thart li-
“ berty, which 1s moft reafonable, by what law, or
¢ with what gquity, are we forced to pay for the

* fettlement

® Chiefly, as I am informed, bv means of the fame Judge
thet turned the cale againfl them at Moatazue.
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“fottlement of another with whom we eannot in
% confcience join !*’ | |
Thefe people (as they fay in faid petition,
€< A confiderable part of us fettled on our lands ia
< this town before the laft war, and endured a great
“ deal of hardfhip 1n the war, in building a fort
‘ upon our own coft, and defending ourfelves for
““ {ome years, withoutany help from the province,)”
have been at a great deal of pains and expence in
applications to our General Court from time to
time, and this very year have been at the expence
of no lefs than five journeys down above an hune
dred miles for that purpofe, were at their Seflion in
the fpring before, and in the time of their lands
being torn from them, which they had cleared with
the peril of their lives, becaufe of the {fword of the
wildernels 3 yet have got no relief, nor any en-
couragement of it, but the centrary. And fome,
to juftify their conduct, plead that thofe lands were
granted upon condition of fetthing and fupporting
that religion 3 and there are minifters who, inftead
of purlving peace, prepare war againft thofe wha
will not put into their mouth y and, as Mr. Locke
obferves, ¢ That magiftrates (hould thus fuffer thefe
¢“ incendiaries and difturbers of the public peace,
“ might jultly be wondered at 3 if it did not appear
¢ that they have been invited by them unto a par-
““ ticipation of the {poil, dand have therefore thoughe
“ fit to make ufe of their covetoufnefs and pride,
““ as a means whereby to encreafe their own power.
“ For who does not {ee that tbefe gocd men are in-
““ deed more minifters of the government, than
¢ minifters of the gofpel.”
And that great reafoner jultly obferves, that
:¢ The bufinefs of laws is not to provide for the
T Ba “ truth

31
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< trath of opinions, but for the fafety and fecurty -
“ of the common-wealth, and of every particular
““ man’s goods and perfon. And fo it ought to
€< be 5 for trrth certainly would do well enough if
 fhe were once left to fhift for herfelf. She fel-
“ dom has received, and I fear never will receive,
““ much 2Miftance from the power of great men ;
¢ to whom fhe is but rarely known, and more
“ rarely welcome. She is not taught by laws, nor
** has fhe any need of force to procure her entrance
““ into the minds of men. Errorsindeed prevail by
““ the affiftarce of foreiga and borrowed fuccours.™

Again, fays ke, * To give laws, receive obedi-
“* ence, and compel with the iword, beiong to none
“¢ but the civil magtrate 3 and upon this ground 1
““ affirm, that the magiftrate’s power extends not
ro the eftablithing of any articles of faith, or forms
“ of worfhip, by force of laws. Fer laws are of.
“ no force at all without renalties.”” ¢ The care .
““ of fouls cannot telong to the civil magilirare, be-
caufe his power conhifts only in outward torce :
“ but true ard faving religion confifls 0 the inward
‘“ verfuafion of the mind ; without which nothing
‘¢ can be 2cceprable to God.”

Thele and many other convincing obfervations
Mr. Locke has made, n his letter concerning tole-
ration 3 but | have a greater zuthoiity than his to
produce againft thefe opprellive mealures ;3 even
tsar of Zion’s King, who compares the fetting up
o his xingdom in the world to the fowing of goed
feed i 2 hield 5 after which an enemy fuws tares 3
which waen the fervants difcovered, they were for
catinering up the tares, but he faid, Nay ; lefz‘ while
F¢ gaiacr up fhe tarves, ye rooi up the wheat wilh
teen : ler bath grow tagetber untili the barvefi.

Which

44

1 44
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Which parable he has explaived fo plainly, that we
may well be aftonithed at the condu&t of fome who
pretend to be his fervants, and yet dare to contra-
dit him 5 fo much that the field which he faysis
the world, they fav, is the church : according to
which, if any appear by their fruits to be children
of the wicked one, they muft {till let them alone in.
the church, inftead of putting away from among
themielves fuch wicked perfons, as he has com-
manded, 1 Cor. 5. 13. While they ftir up the civil
magitrate to oo up or punith fuch of their neigh-
bours in the world, as will oot fupport their religi-
ous fchemes.- Here then, though we fuppofe we
might lay as juft a claim to the chara&er of loyal
fubjects, and good chriftians, as our neighbours ;
yet let them fuppofe the beft for themfelves, and the
worft for us that they poffibly can ; let them call
themlelves children of the kingdom, and us children
-of the wicked one, and at the fame time forcibly
deprive us of any of our worldly goods and privi-
leges, becaufe we don’t conform to their religion ;
how can they anfwer it before the king of Kirgs, and
lord of Lords | How dreadfull - d. they rua upon
the {word which proceedeth out of his mouth, that
fays, ¢ Let both grow together antil the harveft !”
~ Lam very far from charging this upon any whele
b(_)dy of people, and fully believe that-there are many
of the common denomination in this cruntry who
truly regard the rights of confcience, and abhor op-
preflion 3 and in many places our people enjoy li-
berty and live in peaceable gaod neighbourhood with
others 5 yet the violations of the rights of mankind
are {o great in other places, that it is high time that
fomething was more effectually done againft them,
than has ever yet been done in our land 3 for thofe
o which
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which have bzen called laws in our favour,have nevép
been enforced with penalties, which has emboldned
many to break them ;3 and .indeed Mr. Locke
fays, < laws are of no force at all without penalties,”

Seme would accufe us of being enemies to our
country, becaufe we move 1n thele things now 3
though 1if regard to our country had not prevailed
above our private interefts, poflibly. the court of
Great-Britain would have heard our complaints be-
fore this time : However, lct our accufors turn the
tables, let them hear their oppreffors exclaiming from
year to year again{t being taxed without their own
confzat, and acramfi: the icheme of impofing epilco-
pacy upon them s while the fame perfons impofe
crually upen their neighbours, and ferce large {ums
from them to uphold a worfhip which they confci-
entioufly diflent from, and then fee if they will fic
full until their oppreflors have got fully eftabhifhed
in their poswer, before thev feek deliverance from-
their voke 3 for this is tralv our cale. “And as the
honcrable Edward Goddard, Efq; (who was for-
merly one of his Maj=fty’s council for this province,
and whofe motto adorns our title page) fays,

LORD m:zjorirty weuld clalm the purlfe,

For hit incombsznts : than which nothing worfe,
1L.ORDLY diocefzn, himfelf, can claim :

So thelz two lL.ords do differ but in name.

Oze pleaciny Englifh laws, for his {fupport ;
The aiher femmpfx z{ts of our own court.
Ailedping la', in a perverted fenfe,

To render’ CHARTER grznt, a mere pretence 3
Arnd o5 if law and charter both 1ntend,

To crufh one cherch, another to befiiend :
They'd mz-e them mean, the fame that Pharaoh faid,
Go ferve ‘“e Lord, buot let your flocks be ftay'd.
Bur if one church be tzx’d, to ferve another,
No matter whethier done by this or t’ other.

R R G e i R
Copy



[ 15 ]
Copy of a Church-cenfure that was paft upon Mr.
Lord, &y the North Church in Berwlck

A-T a church-meeting Augoft r1. 176%. It was
defired that Mr. Abraham Lord give his rea-
{ons of abfenting from the communion of this church.
And 1ft. He faid, Ibat he could not approve of
the church’s admntmg many perfons to have bap-
tifm for their children who are of various charaéters,
as he faid they did ; -and that he did not know of
ary diftinctlon between owning the covenant and
coming nto crmmunion, and believed there was
but one covenant, 2dly, That he faw a fpirit of
oppofirion againft the fpirit of God in the church,

in keeping out fome preachers, and depnvmg
the members of hearing, and improving their gifts,
Which being confidered by the church, the queftion
was put, Whether the church Jook on thefe reafons
as {ufficient to _]u{’ufy his abfenting from our com-
munine ? Voted in the negative.  The confideration’
of the-matter referred to the next church- meeting.

Sept. the 8th, the church mer according to ad-_
journment, and tft. entred upon the confideration
of the cafe of Mr. Abraham Lord ; and voted,
That Mr. Abraham Lord be declared te lie under
the public offence of this church, and be with-held
and {ufpended from the holy fellowfhlp of theL.ord’s
{upper, and from all fpecial ordinances and privi-
leges of the church, until his offence be removed by
penitent confeffion.

A true copy of the church’s proceedings with
regard to Mr. Abraham Lord, according to record.

. Attelt.
erWiCk, Northn . y
Parifh, Sept. 11. Matthew Merriam, Paftor.

1767,
(Here
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(Here follows a copy of Mrs. Lord’s letter to that
- . Church.)

To the reverend Paftor and Brethren of the North
Church in Berwick. *

Eloved 1n Chrift, as 1 have no defire nor intent
to give any offence in the leaft, I hope you will
look on my requeft as reaforable, in defiring a dif-
miffion from this. church to the Baptift church in
Berwick. 1 have revealed my mind to one of the |
Elders of this church, and have waited fome - time,
and have had no return. 1 will let you know the
reafon why Iinfift on it. I caonot {it eafy here in
your debaring one of the members of this church
from the holy fellowfhip of the Lord’s fupper, and
from all fpecial ordinances and privileges of this
church.. You have intirely fhut me out who am
of the fame way of thinking ; for tying the corfci-
ence 1 {piritual things is worfe than parting with
earthly enjoyments. As to the doctrines and difci.
pline of the Baptift church, as far as I can conceive,
It is agreable to the word of God, and neceflary for
my falvation ; and to be plain, I cannot benefit here
as I would defire. 1 am willing to take your re-
fults, as you thall think fit ; As for commendati-
ons I look for none, knowing my felf to be an un-
worthy creature, I beg your prayers for me, and
though we cannot join in ferving God here, 1 hope
we fhal] all meet at the right hand of God, and there
praife Him to all eternity. I heartily with you the
graces of God’s holySpirit, and reft, your’s inChrift,

April g, Elizabeth Lord.
(Thewr
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- +(Their Anfwer.) g

To Mrs. Elizabeth Lord, member of the church of
Chrift in the north parifh in Berwick.

g?floifed (ifter in Chrilt, your letter to us of April
24 Iaft has been laid before us, and we have con-
(idered thereon : Andthough an anfwer thereto hag
been delayed for a conliderable time, yet we would
not tave you think that it 5 through a neglett of
you 3 but it was thought proper that {ome previous
{teps thould be taken before a pofitive aniwer was
oiven 3 as we would leave no fuitable chriftiam
means untried to remove what we efteem your falfe
opinions, which are grounds of your requeft of &
difmiffion.  And indeed the fubjett of your letter
1s juch, and your mind is {as we eonceive) fo much
turned alide from the truth, that after labouring -
with you to reclaim you by a committee of the
church, 1t may be confidered as a prudential adt;
and an act of kindnefs and tendernefs to you to de-

lay an anfwer, that you might have opportunity to
think better of the fubjed, and to return to your

duty before you had wholly gone off and forfaken
the communion of the church of Chriflt, with which
you folemnly covenanted : praying thatGod would
lead you into the truth, and deliver you from efror ;

we hope that you do by this time at leaft bezin to
think better.

 As to the principal fubjeét of your fetter, which
is your requefting a difmiffion from this church to
the Baptilt church in  thistown, we having mec
twice and deliberated thereon, judeed it inconfiltent
with our covenant-engagements and chriftian com-
mupion 3 accordingly voted, That wecannot fee our
way clear to comply with your requeft, by giving:

: YO
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you a difmiffion from this chufch to the Baptift
church in this town. There are feveral reafons
which (as they appear to us)render it improper and
v.-hat we ought not to comply with, to give you a
difmiflicn in the manner which you requeﬁ —1ft,
We cannot but efteem your motives thereto, in part
at leaft, to be very wrong, and that you labout un-
der a very miitaken apprehenficn of things in the
reafons which you give therefor.—Ycu {ay, the
rezfon why you infift on 1t 13, That you cannot it
¢afy here ; and that the reafon that you cannot fit
eafy here is, that we have debared one of the mem-
ers of this church from our communion, or to that
purpofe ; whereby you fay, we have fhut you out,
who are of the fame way of thinking. We muft
fuppofe that you mean  your Hufband, when you
ipeak of une of the members of this church being
debared with whom you fay, you are of the fame
way of thinkirg.  Butif you think that be was de-
bared for any cpinion at ail, you have guite miftook
the thing .—It was not for one opinion more than
another, but for the neglect of an important chnftian
duty, viz. attending upon the Lorc’s fupper, a neg-
le€t which had ]mg been perfified 10, while you
continued to commune with the church therein ; —
And it was for this negleCt, and not for any difle-"
rent opinions, that we dealt with him in a way of
difcipline, as we thovght it to be our duty from our
obligations of a brotherjy watch for his good to edi-
fication.  As to his differing from us in his fenti-
ments abour Baptifm, he did 1ndeed at the church-
meeting Jeft fuggeft that he began to think diffe-
rently, or was tnder fome doubt, but did not it
on it at all as a realon for Lis ablenting from our
comsmunion before :—=His being {ufpended does not
therefore
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therefcre at all relate to you, or thut-you out from
the enjoyment of any and all the ordinances and
privileges of the church ; unlefs you are affected
with 1t merely becaufe he ftands in the relaticn to
you of your hufband. Butif that is the cafe, we
muft tell you that we think you are very wrong:
therein 3 for in Chrift’s kingdom we are not to be
influenced by any {uch relations ; but to deny and
forfalee them all as to alts of fpiritual communion,
if his honor and the truth and purity of his gofpel
require 1t.  To this purpofeis that faying of Chnift
in Luke 14, 26. *“If any man come to me, and
hate not his father & mother, and wife and children,
brethren and (ifters, yea, and his own life alfo, he
cannot be my dilciple.”  Which bating can mean
nothing fhort of a difregard of them in comparifon
of Chrift and his gofpel, and a hearty readinefs to
oppole them, and bear teltimony againft them,
-wherein they forfake the truth and their duty : We
conceive therefore that your motive for leaving us
arifing from hence, is very wrong.  Andif you are
difpoled 1n any meafure to change your opinion, or
to think more favourably of the Baptit principles,
or to leave us and go to them on account of the
cenfure paft upon your hufband, vou are certainly
- quite wrong therein, in not being led by truth, but
by partiality and prejudice in tavour, which you
ought not to be governed by. We do not {ay that
this 1s the cale with you, but advife you t0 examine
yourlelf. "

As to what you fay of tying the confeience in
Jpiritual things, we can hardly think what you re-
fer to.—It 15 what we intirely difallow and proteft
againft, and are not fenfible of doing it ; but if you
can convince us of having done it we are ready to

(2 ~ remoye
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remove thatobjection : You cannot therefore have
any reafon or motive from hence to forfake us.—
Liberty of confcience we claim ourfelves and
allow others, as a darling point 3 and therefore
muft not be forced to do aqy thing contrary to ogr
coniciences, nor be thought to tye the conlciences
of others by no/ confenting to what we cannot think
¢0 be for the honor of God and intereft of religion,
As to your opinion concerning the doctrines and
difcipline of the Bapuft church, both that they are

agreable to the word of God, and neceflary for yous
'fdh"’at!()f‘ we are truly forry for your muftake, and
rhat you *aopear to be {o uncharitable, by faying, what
feams to cut off the whole Chriftian world, except
the few who are of the {e& of the deuﬂs from
your caanity and hope of thetrr falvaton: Bug
we truft that if vou carefully and fericufly attend to
and ﬁnﬁmr this oupinion with 1ts conlequences, you
will not.abile bﬂ, it We truft you would not de-
fignedly fay or do what would (hut out from falva-
tion or Ceny falvation to the apoﬂleq who baptized
whole houfholds upon the fairis of the head or heads

of the family, or deny the filvation of thofe who
were baptized by them. and of all the priminve
chriftians who (a(.cerduw to aacient hiftory) for
thres of four centuries vniverfally practifed infant-
baptifm, and none dented it Which that it was
rr*r“' 4 by the apoitles and primitive chriftians
ay . o ::*H'b concluded fronmy the univerfality of the
; 3*% ce ever fince, and -at this day amoog all the

ot arics of whatever denomination in Chrifte ndony,
excep: the {fmali fect of the Bapufts, compara[wely
with the whele fmall indeed : For however fome
of the vther {ectarics have warped off from the gof-
zeiin other r 'j.:, 5, yet they all agree i this, wao
" ' hold
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hold to any outward ordinances, viz. The baptifm of
infants as being of divine right and authority. And
the univerfality of agreement in\this practice among’
all fe@aries, how diffcrent {oever, & oppofite to one
another, except the few Baptifts, ftrongly argues in
all reafon that it is 2 practice of early date, and took
its rife with the chriftian difpenfation, that it was
taught and pradifed by the firft founders of it. - We
truft you would not deny the falvation of all who
have pra¢tifed and do fiill praétife infant- bapti{m and
{prinkling ; among whom (if we judge by the pro-.
per evidences and marks of true piety and fanctifi-
cation) there have been and are {till many, not only
real chriftians, but eminent chriftians, and among
whom there have been many eminent minifters,
whom Ged has evidently own’d and hlets’d, and
which way God has evidently own’d and biefs'd by
“bringing home many {nuls therein. It fecms theres
fore that God himfelf does not citrem the doétrines
and difci line of the Bapt:lt church to be neceflary
for falvation, wherein they diffsr froms us, and that
he has made it appear that they were not neceflary
for the falvation ot the primitive ciriflia: ¢, or chiri-
ftians of later ages, or chriftians of thele days.  You
feem indeed aware of this even while vou defire a
difmiflion from us to the Baptilt church, and ex-
prefs that you thiok their doétrines and difcipline to
be neceflary for your falvation ;3 this appearsin your
(tiling us, Belovea in Chrift, defiring our prayers for
you, and boping that we and you [hall meet at the
rigot hand of God, and praife. him to all elernity :
Al which are expreflive of your charity for us, and
hope of our falvation in the way that we are in, as
you lay, Though we cannot jein in ferving God bere,
i bope, &c--We muft put you in mind of your

111CON-
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inconfiftency, and therefore your error 1n this point,
regarding not {o much an inconfiftency in writing
as in your fentiments and practice : You fhle us,
Beloved 1n Chrif?, deftire our prayers for you, and
hope we fhall meet together at God’s night hand,
and yet defire to leave us, intimate that you cannot
have communion with us, and that you think other
and diffcrent doltrines and difcipline from what we
receive and practile are neceflary to falvation, that
is, to yeur {alvation, which term neceffary to falua-
tior, unplies that you think that you camnot obtain
1vafzon without embracing thofe doctrines and that
Gi {czp’m But how 15 1t that they are [o neceflary
oF your fglvation when {o many peopl have beea
riftlans, and have been {aved, and others may yet
faved in 2 cifferent way, and you vourlelf exprefs
ur charity for us as cbnj iansy, and hope of our
vation, who do not embrace thofe doltrines and
nat mfc p""e‘.and centinuing not to embrace them 2.
Why are they {o neceffary tor your falv.ion, and
not at 11 ne Cx_f"“.;:‘x for the falvatien of others ¢ Or
why, If we are chiriftians and beloved in Chnift, and
2 troe church of Chrilt, [¥ as you exprelt yourfelt 1n
vour leiter, and private converfation to the church’s
commiites CD?‘ED“"""" together |—if {o, why do you
defire to leave us, why can’t you have communion
with us, why can’t you {it eafy here, how can you
eficem ctlier and different dectines and difciphne
neceflary to g ar {zlvation, and by renouncing vour
baptifin, and ail your former protefliois, do that
which wil deny any communion with us, and that
we hiave ?‘;y r'ag:*-t r0 the name of a church ot Chrift ?
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Can your views of thins be right, can your motives
De goGT; which incuce you to do this? Can they
be

2 This &ir. Lord 2ad his wafz declare is not trug,
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be approved of God ? How can you lay fuch a

ftumbling-block before the children of God, the

church of Chrift, even o large a body of his difci-
ples, as the whole number of thofe who praife
infant-baptifm and fprinkling ? If our baptifm is null
and void in the fight of God, then cur miniftry and
ordinances are fo too, 3 meer nullity, or what is much
worfe, a profanation 3 God therefore does not own
them nor concur with them 1n his 1nfluences, there
can therefore be no hope of our falvation in our
way of adminiftration. W hatever excufes you may
be fo kind as charitably to make for us on account
of our want of light, and labouring under the pre-
judices of educaticn, {o as to hope that we may be

accepted and faved ; yet, alas! they won’chelp us :

But your profefled principles and praétice in re-
nouncing your infant-baptifm [if our charater and

final ftate was to be determined according to them}

would not only fhut us out of a church-{tate, but
out of heaven itfelf 5 we could not hope to receive
a bleffing 1n our way of adminiftration, or to be ac-

cepted of God to eternal life, perfifting therein.  If

it be indeed, as the plain language of your new prin-
ciples exprefs, or (in other words) if your new opi-
nions be true according to the gofpel, there is no
hope for us perfilting in the way that we are in :—
Bur to fupport our confidence, we may fafely fay,
If our method of adminiftration of ordinances is not
valid, and God does not own them, he never own’d
any in the chriftian difpenfation, and hath no true

church upon earth, as we have the witnefs of mul-.

titudes, who well evidenced their faith, and the blood
of martyrs in various ages 1n our favour ; yea mul-
titudes of thole who were in our way of adminiftra-

tiony, who bore teftimony to the truth of the religion
which

-
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which they profefled unto the death, triumphing
over that laft enemy in the {ure and hively hope of
giory : T'o which we think we may add, the wit=
nefs of the holy Spirit to us in his concurring influ-
ences and bicfling with the werd and ordinances ;
from wience we firmly conclude that he owns them.
~ We {uppofe indeed that you think yourfelt to
have been a chriftian for a number of years ; if fo
we troft you won’t deny the agency of the Spirng
of God 1n making you a chriftian : And his ords-
nary way of operation is in the way of the means
of his own appoistment 3 and po doubt he alted
confifient with himfelf, and in bis ufual way of ope-
- ration, when you was brought home, 1f indeed yeu
be a chrift:an 3 which was while you centinued un-
der the adminmftration of ordinances, which we pro-
fefs and praltife : In coniequence of which opera-
tion [ we fuppole] you was induced to join in fuil
communion with the church m this way, and {o
continued for a number of years without a difhculty
upon your confcience as to your baptia, that we
were ever {ealible of.  You will perhaps fay, that
vou have {ince gamed farther light as to the ordi-
nance of bapufm, and find that you are {t1]l unbap-
tized : But can that be frue light which induces ycu
to renourice your baptifm, and that adminiftration
of orawnances, as a meer nullity or prolanation,
which Ged has thus owned and blefled ? To you,
or that miniftry, in attendance upon which God has
beltowed upoa you his {aving influences, and en-
nghtned you with the hght of life ? To fuppole
that the Spriit ¢f God who owned the admimftration
et ordinances which we praflife, dees now Jead you
to renounce your baptifm, this adminiftration of
orcinances and thefe churches, is to {uppofe that
| the
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the Spirit of God atts contradictorily to himfelf, and
owns two direCtly contrary methods of adminiftra-
tion, one of which being a total fubverfion or over-
throw of the other : Which fuppofition needs no
farther confutation, than the bare mentioaing of it.
Therefore, unlefs you can deny that God did ever
concur in his influences, and afford his blefling with
our method of adminiftration, either to you or o-
thers, you are confirained and bound to confefs that
you are not now led by the Spirit of God in re-
nouncing your baptifm, and therewith our admini- )
f{tration, ordinances and churches : And if you are’
not led by the Spirit of God herein, which operates
1n and by the word and miniftry of his own appoint-
ment, you are certainly wandering out of the paths
of truth, 1n the wildernefs of error,, in this refpe&,
wherein you have loft the true guide, in fenouncing
the adminiftration which God owns. Therefore as
you acknowledge and own us in your language as
chriftians, and a true church of Chrift, and that we
may be faved in our way, the inconfiltency of your
practice, we muft think, is a proof of your error in
thofe {entiments, and that prattice which denies any
communion with us, and virtually {peaks and fays,
T'hat we are in a ftate of Heathenifm, that we have
not fo much as the vifible figns, and deferve not
the name of a church of Chrift.

And we have farther to add, 2dlv. That we efteem
the /7 of your leaving us and going off to the Bap-
uft church, and complying with what they demand
of being re-baptized, to be very wrong. Baptifm,
if it 18 confidered in {cripture light,-we conceive is
to be efteemed an initiating ordinance, a fign and-
feal ofinitiation or intredu®ion into the vifible church

of Chrilt 3 and as {uch it is not to be repeated, It
* D | 15
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is abfurd, as common fenfe and reafon teaches, te
fuppofe two initiations by the fame fign.” If a per-
fon has been once initiated by baptifm into the vifible
church, he is then a member of Chrift’s vifible king-
dom ; and however he may fall away and apofta-
tize by fin or neglet of his duty, fo as to forfeit the
charity of the church, and fo. to require a public
profeffion of repentance and folemn renewal of his
engagements to be the Lord’s, in order to be re-
ftored to the church’s charity ; yet all this does not
diffolve his baptiimal bonds, and his relation to the
church as a baptized perfon, or render him unbap-
tized, whether that ordinance was adminiftred in ia-
fancy or adult years. Itis in the nature of it an
outward ordinance, and fo far as it 1s an outward
fign of initiation, it is never to be repeated when it is
once performed. When Simon the forcerer fell after
his baptifm, and appeared to be ao uabeliever, in the
gall of buternefs and 1n the bond of iniquity, the,
apoftle exhorts bim to repent of his wickednefs, and
pray God, if perhaps the thought of his heart may
be forgiven him 3 but he fays not a word about his
being baptized again. See Afts 8.  Whereas his ex-
horrations to thofe’ who -were unbaptized were, Re-
pent and be baptized, Acts 2. 38. 1f you fhould
fay, That you was baptized in znfancy, when you:
knew nothing of 14, and was not capable of delieving,
and that it is therefore null and void : It may be
an{wered, That your want of faith did not dilannul
your baptifm as an outward {ign, any more than
Simon’s unbelief difannulled his baptifm.

Your baprifm {we may add) is no more difan-
nulled by irs being done in your infaney, than the
circumcifion of the Jewith children at eight days old
was rendred null and void by its being done in their

i infancy,
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infancy, when they were incapable of ‘believing 3
whereas it was not expected that it fhould be #des
ai? to believe in the promulgation of God’s gracie
ous covenant, or t0 offer themfelves to be circums
cifed, as they were not capable of atting, though the
fizn of initiation into God’s covenant was enjoined -
to be performed to them by others : The fame
propriety there is-undoubtedly 1n-the nature of the
thing, and in God’s view in believers under the gof-
pel confecrating and dedicating their infant feed unto
God, by a facred ceremony and-feal, a feal which .
God has feen fit to enjoin as a feal of initiation into
his vifible church and kingdom under-the chriftian
difpenfation. As God did once exprefly command,
viz. that under the old difpenfation of the covenant
of grace, that the infant feed of his vilible people
fhould be initiated 1nto his vifible church by an out-
ward fign ; and as he has under the new difpenfa-.
tion pot difannulled their right to the covenant {eal,
but on the contrary given us ftrong reafon to con-
clude the continuance of the {ame right to that {ign
which 1s now the feal of the covenant, the {eal of
initiation, by various paffages of fcripture, particu
larly in ftiling the children boly, one or both of whofe
parents are believers, 1 Cor. 7."1 4. not meaning (as
‘'we {uppofe) an inherent holinefs, or holinefs of na-
ture, but a federal or covenant holinefs, as being
of the number of God’s people, as being the chil-
dren of the covenant j——from thefe confiderations,
as well as other realons which fall in with thefe, fome
of which have been hinted at in the courfe of this
letter, we think we are bound to hold the baptifm
of infants to be of divine right and authority, and
think that the validity of their baptifm, when once
paptized, cannot be denied : therefore your baptifm,

2 We
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we conceve, 18 not on this account to be repeatéd'
We are {enfible that there is great ftrefs laid upon
the partlcuhr moce of baptifm by plunging, by fome
of the feét of the Bapufts 3 who {ay, That bapti{m
by [prinkling is of itfcif null and void on account of
the mode, and that it is no baptifm :—But is it there-
fore no bapiifm, becaufe 1t 1s bapufm performed by
{prinkling, or pouring water on the perfon, and oot
by dipging him all over therein ? And do ydu think
your bapt:im to be no baptifm on thataccount ¢ And
is it for this reafsn that you fay, that the doltrines
and mfcmhn? of the Bapn[’t church, as far as you can
conceive, are neceffary for your {alvation ? This 1
truly to make the particular mode of baptifm by
plungirg to be eflential, both eflential to baptifm and
to falvaticn —But by what authority do you make
fuch a particular mode of baptifm one of the effen-
tials of religion, ¢flential to baprifm, and to falvati-
on ? Have you your authority therefor from the
{fcripture © Has Chrift or Lis apoftles ever faid {o ex-
prefly, or faid that from whence you may witaout
any doubt iafer it, and afhrm 1t to be in the above
{enfe effential, fo as to declare all thofe who are not
baptized 1n this way, buc are baptized by fprinkling
to be unvaptized perfons, and 1n a {tate o heathen-
iim, a {‘afe of eftrangement from Geod and from the’
promiies and priv :!eges of the covenant of grace, fo
as to {hut them out of the church and of Chrift, and
therefore out of heaven ¢ As this principle holds.
We are {olly perfuaded that you don’t find Chrift
or his apefiles faving any fuch thing :—But if 1t had
been efi-ntial, don’t you think that Chrit 1n bis
boundleis wiidom and goodnels to’'mankind, and his
ciiurch would have clepr]}' revealed his mind and will
to us 1n that puint, 10 his revelasion which he com-

mitied
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mitted to his church? No doubt he would,—as we
have reafon to blefs his name that he bas given us
{ufficient reafon to think that'every thing neceflary
to falvation is clearly and plainly revealed in the
written revelation which God has of his abundant
mercy given us.—* To the law, therefore, and to
the teftimony ; if they fpeak not according to this
word, it is becaufe there is no light in them.” ffa. -
vii. 20.  We would therefore remind you that it
is dangerous -making things effential, which Chrift
has not made fo, and making other laws, rules and
terms of communion, befides thofe which Chrift has
made and enjoined :—This is to ufurp the throae,
the prerogative and authority of Chrilt, the only
king and lawgiver of his church, and is allo an high

affront to his wildom and goednefs.
That water-bapiifm is an ordinance of Chriit un-
der the gofpel difpenfation, we firmly believe, as
.Chrilt has besn pleafed clearly to reveal it to be {o:
But as to the pardicular manoer of adminiftring 1t,
whether by dipping or pouring water on a perfon,
or fprinkling, we find nothing exprefs in the witi-
tution, and think thatChrilt has left no pelinve com-
mand refpecting i, lcavirgg us at liberty to perform
it either way as feem to us moft convenient, and that
" we have full liberty to ufe either way of adminitira-
ticn without giving offence to any chrillian, without
eiving cccafion to any to withdraw from our com-
munion, or .incurnpg the cenfure of any as un-
baptized perfons, in a ftate of heathenifm, having no
regular miniftry or ordinances, and having no right
to the name and privileges of a church of Chnit s
whichi is the plain confequence of hiclding that bap-
tifm by plunging is the only baptifm, that baptim
by [prinkling is null and void, and is no chiiltian
H | ban.i!’m 3
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E&pt {m 3 a3 you fignified -i1s your opinion.~—We
don’t fay, that baptifm was never adminiftred by
joha Baptift, or by the apoftles, by dipping, though
we are perfuaded that it was not always, as where
it appears, that fome were baptized in the houfe, and
-where great numbers were baptized in a day ; upon
which occalions dipping would be attended with
great inconvenience, or even an impoffibihty : We
are [_,szjﬂdﬂ"l therefore that dipping 1s not effenual
to the ordinance, but that fprinkling of water un a
erfca In baptilm, s fully warrantable by fciipture,
Ehﬂr it was at lealt fometimes practifed by the apo-
itles and primitive chrifiians, and 1s upon the whole
t0 be choien, as being agreable to the mind of Chrit,
and that in foime cales at lealt it onght to be ufed s
s when the other mode would be impracticable, or
be attended with great inconvenience or danger of

"T’J

it as to the practice of John Bapuft, allowing.
e baptized by dipping only, that, we conceive,
is nothing to the pre{ent mode of bapuim ; for his
: was not the chriftian baptifm, tor the chri-
ifpenfation had not then taken place 1n the
wor]d, it hemg the baptifm of repentance ntreduc-
tory to it, and pracu‘"ﬂd before Chnift entred upon his
b ic miniltry, fee Matt, 2d and 4th chapters. 1t
pr* therefore the baptifm of the new and chri-
a venfazion, Chrift net having yet inftituted 1t :
nce the boalted argument comes to rothing at
H, uh cih fome ule to prove the neceflity of bcﬁw
bupf zed by dipping, That it is a folliwing the ex-
ple of Chrift, who they {ay, was bap: ized 10 that -
rnafmpr by ]ohn BaPtl(}E in ]ordan, as 1t 1s faid,” 7 hat

be went up out of the water ¢ For that was not the

baptiim of the chriftian difpeafation, and therefore it
is
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is no proof or evidence that he defigned that we
fhould follow him in that particular mode of baptifm.
As Chrift has not enjoined the particular mode of

baptifm, but has left us at hiberty to ufe either plung- -
ing or {prinkling, or pouring water on the perfon to
be baptized, we think baptiim by dipping is Jswyful
according to the fcripture, though we den’t think
it enjoined or commanded 3 and if any perfon ap-
peared confcientioully to choofe it, we could with a
good cnfcience confent to the admiffion of members
into our church, by their being baptized in that way,

in cafe they had not been baptized at all. But to
elteem it effential, or to admit a perfon to be bap-
tiz=d by dipping, who had been baptized by fprink-
ling, we cannot. And 1ndeed for a perfon that has
been once baptized by {prinkling, to renounce that
baptifm and be baptized by dipping, s at leaft 4 trif-

ling with the facred ordinance, and is but little, if -
any, fhort of a profanation of it ; and if you fince
you have been bantized by {prinkling, have renew-
ed your baptifmal covenant, and have communed
with the church of Chnft, fhould renounce all your
former engagements to receive baptifm by dipping,
we elteem it thar you would be guiity of great fin
herein, even a trifling with or a meer profanation of
{acred things. And if you are a chriftian, yet yous
conduct herein muft be reckoned among thofe works,
which are ftiled wood, bay, fnbble, which fhall be
burnt, by which you will {fufter lofs, And we can-
not efteem 1t for the honor of God, for the intereit
of Chrift’s kingdom, or the fafety of fouls, that the
et of the Baptifts, efpecially fome of them, go a-
bout urging thofe who have already been baptized
by {prinkling, to be re-baptized by dipping, thus
teaching for detiines the commandments of men,
as
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o3 that muft be of man, which is not taken from
the word of God, as enjoined there, and thus mak-
ing the commandment of -God, the nftitution au-
thorifed by Ged, of none effet by their traditions.

To conclude this our reply to your letter, we
fhall only add, 3dly. That however your mind may
bz fo tur ned afide from the truth, as to think that
you inall do right, to renounce your banmm to be
re-ba p'l::f( by being dipped, to fosfake this church
with whem vou hava {olemnly covenanted to walk
1N ¢ Lh*i{";inn feilowfhip, and to go off from us to the
Bantiit courch, yvet we do not think 1t to be our
duty to confzit thereto, by giving you a difmiflion
from us to that church but we think it to be our
duty ta deay i, to bear tefiimony ﬂgmﬁ/} your {o
Gsing, ard 10...,17[1]; to warn you again{t it.—We
citeem 1t no {ipajl matter for a pvrion to {eperate
from a church in any manner, with which he or fhe
has {ciemnly ¢ wrenaﬂh,d to walk 10 chnftian fellow-
fhip 3 an aét which nothing but very weaghty and
grievous things Iying upon the confcierice,which they
cznast remedy, €an Juﬂxﬁ* - But to add to this the

b

Fenounc rg . dpufv’r al tranfza&ion and bonds, and
all that a perfon has done to lay himfelf under obii-
2 itions, ali his profeflions and all that-God has done
for h:m hereto! fore, to Dbe baptizpd by dlppm

theredy practicaily Lt.,clarlng all the churches of o-
ther denominations to De no churches of Chrilt,
tiis muit De dLLEnde with peculiar and very great
dons.  Hereby the body of Chrift is bro-
n and torn, his members wounded and grieved,
INAnY .-‘r m you yourfelf cannot deny to be chrifti-
ans defrifed as being uvnbaptized, having no true
chucws, miniftry or ordinances, and thereby 1S

thrown a {tumbling-blcck in the way of the dlf?-
ples
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ples of Chrift : And on whom muft the guilt here-
of lie ? Muft it not lie on you ¢

If you can fatisfy yourfelf as to doing this, we
repeat it, that we cannot confent to it 3 we think it
inconfiftent with our duty to God our heavenly
Father, to Chrift our Lord and Redeemer, and to
you our fifterin the Lord, to withdraw our brotherly
watch from you, and confent to your going off to
a church with which we are not in communion as
a church, it being fet up 1n an irregular manner 3
we think we fhould be guilty of great want of
love, of brotherly tendernefs and care fo to do.
But if you wil/ forfake the church with which you
have folemnly covenanted, and confent to join
with the Baptift church by being re-baptized, yox
muft anfwer for it,

We have a hepe for you that you have built
vpon the true foundation, even Jefus Chrift, bue
caution you not to build thereon this, wood, bay,
Suovle, left you {fuffer lofs by your works being
burnt.—We hope and pray that Ged will purge
you from any tincture of error, ana lead you into
all truth, that you may continve in ‘th2 faith,
grounded and fettled, and that you may be filled
with the knowledge of God’s will in all wiflom
and {piritua] underitanding ; and reft your Brethren
in Chnft,

(In behalf of the Church)

Berwick, Jan. Matthew Merriam,
15. 1770, | ( Paftor.
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To Mr. Matthew Merram, of the
North Parifh in Berwick, and to.
the Church under his Paftoral

- Care. | |

Men, Brethren, and Faibers, -

EING by divine Providence brought into this
place, and being called to baptize Mr. Abra-
ham Lord, and his wife, I thoughe it my duty to
inquire into their character, as well as their princi-
ples and experiences 3 and finding that he is tnder
a cenfure of your church for withdrawing from your
communion, and that fthe has had a long letter of
warning and reproof from you, in an{wer to one
that the wrote to requeft a difmiffion from you to
the Baptift Church in this town, it appeared to-me
expedient to return you fome anfwer thereto : In
-doing of which I fhall endeavour,
1ft. To give the true ftate of the cafe between
us. 2dly. To confider your method of fupporting
your principles. 3dly. Your notion of liberty of
confcience.,

Ift. To give the true ftate of the cafe between
us 5 1t 1s plainly this : We hold that baptiim was
inflituted by Chrilt to be adminiftréd only to them
who give gofpel evidence of their being true believ-
6rs 3 and to be ad miniftred to fuch by Jurying in

water,
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water, and not by pouring or {prinkling. But you
Lold infants as well as believers to be fubjets of
bapti{m ; and that * Chrift has not enjoined the
¢ par:icdar mode of baptifm, but has left us at Il-
“ berty to ufe cither plungirg or prinkling,

“ pouring water on the perfon to be baprlzed ”

Thie keing the plain ftate of the cafe, I will preceed,
lidly. To' confider ycur method of -fupporting
your principles.  AAnd here, 1. You beg the very
quefiion -in cebate 3 for ycu fay, * The apofles
¢ baptized whole Loufholds wpon the faith of the
¢ head or heads of the family ;’* and that, ¢ All
¢ the primitive chnftians (according to ancient hif-
““ tery; for three or four centuries univerfally practif-
‘¢ ed infant baptilm, and none cdenied 1t.”> VY hereas
the very poirt in difpute 15, Whether the apoftles
bapr ized any upon the faz:b of the head of the fa-
mily or not ? And for you to fay they did withoue
pmor, is a notorious begging of the queﬂmn As-
for the Jaylor’s heufe, the fcripture is exprefs that
they fpake unio bim the word of the Lord, and to

&il that were in bis boufe : And that he rqomed
gelieving in God with all bis boufe, Act. 16, 22, 34.
And the houfe of Lydia are called érethren, who
were comjorfeq by the apoftles, ver. 40. And the
houthold of Steahanus,ware the firff fruits of Achaia,
and eddilied themfelves to the minifiry of the [aints,
1 Cor. 1.16. and 16. 15.  All which plainly be-
{peak their acting by their own faith, and not being
baftlzt.d upon others faith 5 and thele are the plain-
eit inftances of houthold baptifm, that we have in
the Bible. And asto the primitive chriftians, 1n-
fiead of thewr univerfally practifing i1ofant-bapuim,
according to ancient hiftory, it appears that we never
have it named unil the third century, and then St
Or:geﬂy
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Origen, who 1s one of thie firft that appeared for it,
fays, * Itis for that reafon, becaufe by the facrament
“ of baptifm the poillution of our birth is taken a-
¢ way, that infants are baptized.”” See Mr. Peter
Clark’s defence of 1nfant-baptilm, againft Di. Gi/l]
pag. 111. And hence they (as appears by Mr.
Clark’s quotations) frequently called baptlm Rege-
neration, from a miftaken notion that a being born
of water, in John 3. 5. meant baptifm : But if pa-
rents willingly bringing their children, and minifters
willingly putting water upon them would regenerate
them, that would contradi® John 1. 13. which
affures us, that we are not born again of blood, nor
of the will of man, but of God. And your faying
that none denied it, is not truth ; fer it appears by
Mr. Clark, and others, that Terzallian’s appearing
againft infant-baptifm, is the firft exprels account
that we have of its ever being praltifed ; and by
the fame account we find that the ufe of God- faibers
and God-mothers therein, 18 of as early date as the
praclice itfelf. The apoftle John tells us, that the
myfiery of iniquity did already work in his day 3 how
far then had it prevailed when this cuffom was in-
- troduced, which, according to Origen’s words, was
built upon that aniichriftian doclrine, That the
facraments confer grace !

2. Having thus begged the queftion, you endea-
vour to frighten Mrs. Lord from embracing the
Bapuft principles, by reprefenting that her {o doing
would virenally ¢ fhut our from falvation, or deny
* {alvation to the a‘pol’(les,”'and to the primitive
chriftians, as well as to multitudes fince, This con-
fequence you endeavour to draw from her faying
in her letter to vou, that ¢ As to the doétrines and
*dilcipline of the Baptift church, asfar as I can con-

+ . ¢ ceve
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€¢ cetve, it is agreable to the word of God, and #e-
¢ ceffary for wy [Jalvation”
BJF, oray Sirs, who would ever have drawn fuch
Cuﬁf -quence therefrom, if they had not a preju-
ciced mmdP Her words plainly inclade all our
r;cc::'m&s and difcipline, and not thofe ponts only
herein we differ from other chriftians : And do
zny of you exreét to be faved without embracing
znd conﬁ.rmnc to the coétrines and duc1phne that
vou think is qun:ab].., 1o the word of God ? Or dare
04 m:t contrary to your coniciences for fear of con-
______ :g; cocd men’s errors! The apoftie plainly
s, that he that doubzeth whether a thing be law-
f ,,f:f, and vet doeth ity is damned or condemn-.
lea. 14. 23- how much more mullt that perion
W ho 1A contrary to what he is convinced 18
virs. Lord, in her letter, plainly exprefl her
Uf the {alvation of other chnftians, which are
nut of her feniiments about baptifm, while fhe e~
iteemed 1t peceilary fur her to aft according to the
iznt wiich God had given her : This you try to
- fi‘f" cient as 4 great mconﬁ[’tency and carry things
r 25 o (a; of yourfelves, that ¢ If our baptifm
“1s null and 101d in the ﬁcrht of God, then our
T r:i"rv and ordinances are fo too, a meer nullity,
or what is much worfe, a profanation 3 God there- -
r es not own them nor concur with them 1in
Avences 3 there can therefore be no h0pe of
i .31 vation in our way of adminiftration.””—
‘ way which has been often ufed to frighten
people from fecing with their own eyes, or Trom
acling their own judgments 3 but T truft you, will
ailow that circumcifion was as neceflary formerly as
paptifm is now, yet will you fay that there was no
Lepe of the {alvation of all the Hraelites, who \'t-;ere
orn
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born in the wildernels for 40 years, who were not
circumeifed untl after they came over Jordan f -
Joth. 5. 5. The feaft of Tabernacles, which was
‘one of the greateft ordinances in the Jewith church,

" took its name from the mode which God com-
manced it to be kept 1n, yet {oon after they were
{ettled in Canaan, they dropt that mode, and it was
not recovered again for above a thoufand years, even
from Jothua’s time until after their habirations had
lain defolate %0 years, Neh. 8. 17. - Solomon de-
dicated the temple at that fealt, though becaufe they
had dropt the manner of keeping of it, from which |
it took its name, therefore it is there named only.
from the time of keeping it, viz. the feventh mam’b,
1 Kin. & 2. Yet how great were the tokens of
God’s prefence at that feaft  Can any of you pre-
tend to equal evidence of his prefence 1n {prinkiing
for baptilm, as Ifrael had at that feaft ? Or to any
who have pratiifed it, that equalled David for deve-
tion, or Solomon for wildom ¢ Yet the poor cap-
tives who returned from Babylon, were not deter’d
by fuch great charaters from returning to an exact
conformity to divine rule, Neh. §. 14,—1%. From
thefe and many other fcriptures, it appears that God
owns and grants his prefence with his faints, fo far
-as they act in his truth, and yet will not hold them
guiltlefs in retaining any error, or negletting to act
upon any truth when it is farther opened to them,
even though that error had been held, or that truth
neglected by the greatelt or belt of men.

The prejudices of education and natural affeCtion
are {o great, that all the light and power of the day
of Penticoft did not convince one of the apofties
that they were to drop circumcifion ; and when a-
nother vifion from heaven gave Peter farther hight

1
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in the cafe, the reft of the Church contended with
iz zbout it, unti! they were convinced alfo, At
xf. 2, 18. So [ expect our fathers and brethren
will do with us about cur forfzking infant prink-
ling, unul they are convinced- of therr error,

Al youratzempts to prove that either Mrs. Lord
had pat the S pmt of God with her when the held
to- infant-bapuf fm, or elfe cannot have the fame Ipi-
rit in leaving of it, have not {fo much colour of rea-
ion 11 them, as they might have had who were zea-
lous of circomcifion, to fay to Petery That either
he had not the fuirit on the day of Penticolt, or elfe
that he could not have it in going 1n to men un-
circumeifed.

2. You go on to endeavour to prove infant-
baptifm from Abraham’s covenant. But here let
me c:bicrve, that the priefthood in that church was
35 exprd] imited to Aaron’s natural feed, as ever
chu:ch-privilzges were to Abraham’s polterity ; yea
and more ‘ft:, jor one admitted of profelytes, the
other did not : Arnd 1t 1s abundantly evident from
the New-teltament. that both Abraham and Aaron
were types of Chiift, and their feed types of the
faints ; and I am fully perfuaded that there 1s every
whit as much warrant trom {cnpture, to entail the
minifiry under the gofpel to minifters natural feed,.
as there is to give fpecial ordinances to the ofispring
of helievers bpforc they are converted. "How vain
1s it then to attempt to build a New-teftament orci-
nance upon an old-teftament ceremony ? How 1n-
confiftent alfo is the method that is taken concerning
t Cor. 7. 14 ? For it is held on your fide that this
text proves that the ceremonial law is abolithed, by
which the Jews wives, and [fuch as were born of

them, were put away, Ezra 10. 3. And you take -
the
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the fenfe of the word fanfZified from the gofpel as we
do, 1 Tim. 4. 3,~—5. Yet you turn directly back
to that abolithed law for your fenfe of the word boly.
We are commanded to make fraiz paths for our -
feet 3 and if .we regard it, we ought to know that
the fame law which called lirael a boly people anto
the Lord, above all people upon the face of the earth,
commanded them for that reafon not to make mar-
#iages With other nations, Deut. 7. 3, 6. What
crooked work then do they make who will take that
law to explain the word holy by, in this very texc
which proves it to be out of date ! Pray confider -
it 3 if our children are holy as .Ifracl were, then
marriages with others is unlawful ; but if {uch mar-
riages are lawful now, then our children are not holy
in that fenfe as they were.,

4. Bs to the mode of baptilm, I obferve that you
allow our mode to be goad, but would have other
modes to be good alfo 3 to which [ would fay, We
have not only plain accounts of their going into and
coming out of the water, but are twice faid to be bur:-
ed by or in baptifm, and all know that to be buried
s to be covered. I know many fay, this don’t refer
to literal, but to fpiritual baptifm j yet when the fame
perfons come to the meaning of the word baptize,
they would refer us to {piritual baptifm, which they
fay 1s by {prinkling or pouring ; but you know what
is faid of them that turn afide to crooked ways.

We are fenfible that the word fprinkled is often
ufed, but it is never applied to baptifm in all the
bible 3 and you obferve that thofe who fpeak nog
according to the law and teftimony, * 1t 1s becaufe
““ there 15 no light in them.”” You need then to fee
what you are doing whin you call that baptifm which
the Bible never calls fo.  We don’t hold to re-bap-

3 - trzing



~ tizing any more than you do, but when we are con-
vinced that what was formerly done under ‘that
name was not what the fcripture calls baptifm, we
efteem it our duty to leave 1t though it were dong
by cur dearelt fathers, and to prattife Chnft’s com-
mand ; and your own words are full in our jufti-
fication herein 3 f-or you fay that Luke 14. 26. ¢ Can
‘“ mean nothing fRort of a cifregard of them in com-
“ parifon of Chnft and his gofpely and a hearty
““ readinefs to oppole them, and bear teltimony a-
‘¢ gainft them, wherein they forflake the truth, and

¢ their duty.” I come, h
3dly. To conlider your notion of hiberty of con-
{cience, where you tell Mrs. Lord, that you can
hardly think what the refers to, when {he {peaks of
vour fying the confeience in [piriiual things 3 and
you fav, *“ Liberry of confcience we claim ourlelves,
“ and allow others as a cariing pomt.”  Yet you
have laid her hufband under church-cenfure, for not
coming to your communion,althouzh it appears by
vour records, that he gave reafons for-his not com-
Ing, D.uth as to your principles and condut,which he
“ could not appravecf > And when fhe tells you
ihz 1s of the {ame way of thinking, you reply, that it
was not for env epinion at all that he was dealt with in
a way of cifaipline 3 and fay, ¢ His being {ufpended
¢ does not therefore at all relate to you, or fhut

£ yau out” |
But in the fear of God, Sirs, what do you mean!
Has the admitticg perfons of warious chavallers to
bring their children to bapufm, and into a half-way
covenant, ro reference to any opinion ¢ And if a
perfon {ays, he fees ¢ A {pirit of oppofition againft
¢ the {pt1t of Ged 1o the church 1o keeping out
“ fome pre:chers, and deuriving the members of
& hearing, & improving their gifts 3 and therefore
declares
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declares he cannot commune with them for thefa
reaﬁms, and yet is cenfured by the church therefor
is that ¢ allowmg liberty of confcience to others as
¢« 3 darling point I’ Or when anether declares they ©
are burdened with the fame things, can it confift
either with liberty, or with fruzb, for the church to
declare that the others cafe don’t relate to them af
oll, unlefs they are affeted with it meerly on ac-
count of natural relation 3 and {o go on with a va-
ricty of injurious fuggeftions and- reprefentaticns,
which are followed with warnings and reproofs,
without ever giving the leaft fatisfation as to the-
points their confciences were burdened with ! If thig
be your church-order 5 if this be your liberty of
confcience, I mult {ay as Jacob did, O my foul, come
thou not intd their [ecret, wnio their affembly wmine
honor be not thou united, |

I muft add, that your reprefenting that our em-
bracing believers baptifa, carries in it a * renouncing
¢ all that a perfon has done to lay himfelf under
“ obligations, all his profcffions, and all that God
“ has done for him heretofore " And your often
accufiag us with reprefenting all others to be 1n a
flate of beathenifm, are notorious fallhoods. Who
will pretend to fay, that Hrael’s being circumcifed at
Gilgal, implied a renunciation of their former obli-
gations, or of any thing that God had done for them
in the wildernels, or any pretence that they were
then in a ftate of heathenifm !

Methinks upon a review you muft alfo be thock’d
at your faying, that the baptifm which Chnift and
his apoftles received from John, ** was not the bap-
““ tilm of the Chriftian difpenfation.”” For we have
not the leaft inttmation that Chrift or any one of his
apoltles ever had any other water baptifm but what

¥ o2 they
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they recerved by John, {o that you had as good fay,,

that neither of them ever received the Chriftian bap-
tifm |——I am willing to make all the allowance in
thefe things, for remaining darknefs and prejudice,
that is confiftent with that charity which refoiceth
#oi i imiguily but s the truth 5 though I hope 1
may never give up the truth for any : And fince
you allow that a hating of fathers and brethren, in
Luk. 14. 26. can mean nothing thort of ¢ a hearty
** readinefs to oppofe-them, and bear teftimony a-
¢ gainft them, wherein they forfake the truth and
“ their duty ;3 | hope you will not take it ill that
I have takeon the freedom to do fo to you.

I have had but lictle time and advantage therefor,
and am willing to have my miftakes correéted, but
what istruth ought to be regarded for its own fake,
and thofe who do not regard it muft anfwer therefor
betore Him who 1s ready to judge the quick and the
dead ; to whom I would commend you all, and reft
your hearty Well-wifher,

Berwick, June ISAAC BACKUS.

10, 1750. ,.

N. B. We are as far from holding any external
ordinances or doings to be of a faving nature in
themfelves, as ary of you, while we look upon it
of great importance to keep a good conicience, by

¥

acting according to the cleareft light we can gain in’

zll the commandments and ordinances of the Lord,
and to leave thole who are otherwife-minded to him.
And finceyour letter plainly holas forth that you
nave nothing againll Mr.-Lord, or his wife, but what
relates to their religious fentiments and behaviour,
I take that to be a recommendation of their moral
charalter, and being fatisfied in their religion, I think
our way 1s clear to receive them to our fellowthip,

without giving juft cccafien of offence to any.,
e e R R s B e 3 S S S e A
Polt{cnpt.
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| Poftleripe. =~ . = .
DEAR Sirs, as I had but little epportunity when,

in your town, to anfwer your letter, I would
now add a remark or two more. The Orit 15, That
notwithftanding your profefled regard to the divine
oracles, yet you fet up the practice of men above the
‘example of Jefus Chnft ; for, to {upport infant-
fpriokling you fay, ¢ The univerfality of agreement
“ in this practice among all {eCtaries how different
¢ {oever, and oppofite to one another, except the
¢ few Baprifts ftrongly argues in all reafon that it is
« a praltice of early date, and took its rife with the
“ chriftian difpenfation.”” Though by the way the
change of the feaft in the feventh month; from keep-
Ing 1t in #abernacles 1o keeping it 1n their commodi-
ous houfes, was more univerfal 3 furl think we don’t
read of a (ingle diflfenter from that practice in a thou-
fand years ; unlefs the prophet is to be confidered
«as one, who told this people, That the earth was
defiled under them becaufe they had tranfgrefled the
laws, cbanged the ordinance, la. 24. 5. Andif you
look into John 7. 44,~49. you may hind that you
are not the firlt who have advanced the authonity of
great men and the multitude, agaioft a defpiled few s
nor the firlt that have flighted the example of Jefus
of Nazareth, as you do in faying, ¢ Asto the practice
““ of John Bapuift, allowing that he baptized by dip-
“ ping only, that, we conceive, is nothing to the
“ prefent mode of baptifin 5 for his baptiim was
* not the chriftian bapti{im, for the chriftian difpen-
“ fation had not then taken place in the world. ¥

Hence

® If this arguing were good, then neither would it be any
thing at all to us, how or in what manner Chrift eat the
Lord’s fupper, for the Jewifh difpenfation was rot then

diffolved.  Whag do men 1un inte when they turn afide
. Srom truth &
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€ "ent '*;e boafted argument comes to nothing at
iome ufe to prove the neceflity of be..
aptized by dippi ;zg, Toat is a following 1he
RPN ; Cb,j " Vhas the example of our
divine Lord ﬂ_[bwr*'] it perft....tl” agrees with thar of
souip and the Fnuch, who went 7a20, and came ont
ne water) {eems *“ nothing at all” in your eves,
while the gramce of the I‘-”L.l‘iltLCE fince the arti-

"
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Ciritlian ADOILacy i3 {o [-uC:EG in your view, that ¥ Ol
fav, ** For a cerfon that has been once baptized by
“ipninkiing o ‘enounce that ba},tl["n and be bap-
©fizea oy G

Ipping, ts at fealt a tritlng with the facred
ittle, if any, fhort of a pro-

"' r -ll*.
Cianaln

‘---l-.
L

e, =c£onnij:, vou, Sirs, who unicftly judoeMis,
L. to hold warer baptilm as cflennal to falvadon,
netencully condemn vourfelves therein  for you
teli her, That whatever excules the might be {0 Kind
SETIADlY fo mai{F for you, ¢ yet aias | they
cut your prefefizd principles and
Draciice in rencuncing yeur infant-baptiln {1f our
hare€ .l e was 1o be Cetermited acs

“cording 1o t‘::r&m} would not only fhat us out of
2 churdh fate but cut of heaven ufelf.”  And a-
g5 you fay, It our baptfin is null apd void 1n
" tae Gobrof God,—ethere can be no hepe of cur.
“¢falvation i oour way of adminiftration.®”  If this

S 1ot @ helling exzernal forms to be effential to fal-
vatien, § know not what can be fo 5 yea and fuch

you are all forced to own, are built
ences and not upon t‘xprefs fcripture :
And it s a tadiden which, os far as it prevails, in-
ey cuts 03 vour children trom the libe: ty of an-

w
¥
134d mE EOF

[ S
Jwirizz a gocg cexnfeicice atter they belicve, by beirg
2pUzed as their Lord was 5 vet you are the mm

who
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who acciife us of * making the commandment of
¢« God, the inftitution authorifed by God, of none
¢ et by our traditions,” only becaufe we teach
believers who were formerly {prinkled, that they
ought now to be ouried in baptifm. --Upnn the
whole, T leave it to be confidered whecher the ftrefs
of your long letter dees not all turn very much upon
this one puint, viz That whatever minilters and
churches have held & pratiled when they had God’s
Spirit with them, can never be forfaken under the
{ame influence.  Which argument, however {peci-
ous it has appeared to many, carries nothing lefs in’
it than that o.d Quaker notinn, That when a per-
fon has the Spirtt with bim, he 1s then perte€l 3 for
if he is not fo, then there 1s no - inconfiltency 1n
Peter’s being taught by the fame Spinit to'go 1n to
the uncircumcifed at Cefarea, who firft taught him
“to preach-to the circumaifed at Jerufalem 5 which
,was only a fulfiimeat of our Lord’s words, who
“told them that he had many things to fay to “them
which they could not bear now 3 but that the Spi-
rit of truth thould guide them into all truth 4 yet
many dilcover fuch ﬂ'range ignorance of their
bibles as to take this lalt claufe to contradi® the
other with, as if the Spirit that g mde&mo all truth,

~muftdot all at once, 1nftead of guiding in that path

which fhineth more and more until the perfeit dgy 1
Churchmen have made much ufe of this very ar-
gument for retaining all thofe popifth ceremonies
which were not retormed by {uch eminent Saints
and Martyrs as {uffered in Mary’s days : And -in-
deed the nature of the argument is levelled againft
all further reformation, and verifies the oblerv ton
of one of the moft eminent fathers of this country,
pamely Mr. John Davenport, the firft minilter of
New-
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WNew- Haven, who afterward died at Boftan. He
firft fled into Holland from perfecution, and was
defircd to fertle there, but a principal reafon why he
wouid not, was becaufe they (much as 1t 15 now 1
our country) admitted: almoft all forts of perfons .
2o bring their children to baptifm, therefore he de-
termined to come here 5 for, ¢ He obferved, -That
“ when a reformation of the church has been
€ brought about in any part of the world, it has
* rarely been afferwards carried on one flep
s further, than the jfi7ff reformers did- fucceed m-
¢ their jirf} endeavours , he obferved that as eafily
“ might the Ark have been removed from the
** mountains of Ararat where 1t firft grounded, as
““ 2 pecile getanv ground 1n reformation, after and
€ beyond the firft remove of the reformers. ‘And
*¢ this obfervation quickned him to embark in a de-
“ fignoir cjarffzatz'ar, wherein be might have oppor~
“* tunity to drive things in the firt eflay, as near thg,, -
¢ precept and pattern of fcriprure as they could be
““ driven.””  See Dr. Mather’s Magpalia, B. I11. pag. -
. £3. Accordingly, when in 1662, they, inftead of
perfuing further reforination, 0pened that way of
degeneration, the half-way-covenant, he gave both
his verbal and- prmted teftimony againft ie. I fully -
believe that manv of the fathers of this country were-
truly built upon the Rock, but that iofant-fprink-
ling was among their wood, hay, ftubble, which.
will be burnt up 3 and I leave you to confider what
a condition fuch are in, who have only their wood,
hay and {tubble, to build upon.
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