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Anr. IL-AN INQUIRY INTO THE VALIDITY OF LAY-BAPTISM *

BY BAMUEL 1. mnsn", .0, PHILADELPHIA.

Lny-Baptism has never formally obtained a place among Ia]lm
customs and usages of the Reformed Churf:h.. Evc‘n m”tu;
greatest emergcncies—the ttextremes ﬂescsszmtw‘ tl-_riiwul.o oE
tho old rubrics—there is no resort to tho l{Ly-nl}lnlrtlsbru{fnon o
this Sacrament. Why then institute an inquiry into its va-
s
hd:l[tg(;thcr Protestant Churches (Tmtheran nm% E[.liscop:.ﬂ, not
to name others), the validity of Lay-Baptism, in given circum-
stances, is reeognized, and the custom to some cxfent still pre-
vails. Cases moy avise, hove arisen, in tl}e.c)‘l'dcr]y pj:os?cutmn
of the ministerisl office, when the rcsponS}b.xhty of rejecting, c;r
recognizing and ratifying a Baptism administered by ]uy-im.ults
must bo assumed. Qne such case recently occurr.cd on Ttlm
application for confirmation of a person thus baptized. The

minister in charge properly proceeded with the service without

& Thia nrtivle wns submitied as o mujority report, by n Gnmmittna_ nppum‘t[ucll rfu-
the purpose, to the Tnstern Synod of the Reformed Church, st ]!(ﬂtl.muru,f 1 |1,;x;
Ootobor, 1607, 'Phe cuse which gave riso to it, was tlmt'nf the Ilnplmfn.u [ u]:l
' when it was theught the child would not live, nnd no muushfr woull
When the child grew up nnd eame furwurll' fn?r .unnﬁrnu.m:m,' L?nn
question of the validity af its Baptism enmo up, the mother insisting, s we &cl;::;
that it was volid. The ense was rufnr;ud 1;}1; tha énmlor‘t:oc n:; S::Z?:E'n::l, aron

g snod. Tho subjoet waa referred to o Uommitles, O Ehile
2‘1{;:::’ g.;{,n;ia cfmirmruf. This nrticle is lhu' rep'Drt which the Cnmlnl:::::zsdmlll::
mitted. At the same time, by permiasion, & mmorltj: rcpl:.irt. wns Bu; uu“!m;
Rov, T, W. Knssen, of Lebanen, o, Without ndopting cither ;-epnr., D:L ot
gubject wns referred to lhe next meoting of Sy.nmi, nnd the ‘rn;';u ]nr l]*;spmmssm
Committes ordered to b printed.  Umlor guel cironmstanoes it is mr-ql i);“ o lhz
to sny, that this Review, in publishing the repart, nssumes oo mTI-“.l:m ¥ ! ﬂru, o
coneluzions reached by the author, but only pommends the s.ululu. uluah vnw 3:”“1
study, nnd ita treatment, as the articio nbundently shows, highiy clabor

ablo.—JFd, Nerfew.

by its mother,
Bbe prooured.

»
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the re-baptism of the subject. Similar cases may occur. What
is proper under such circumstances ¥ The inquiry is neither
unimportant ner ycb needless.
In another view, the question is full of importance and seri-
ousness. If the minister be of the nbsolute essence of the
Sacrament, another question lies back of this, viz.: What con-
stitutes o lawful minister ? what is o true and valid ordination ?
Up to the period of the Reformation, ordination episcopally
cenveyed alone prevailed.  With that vass theological upheaval
many and great changes in church order were introduced. The
Reformed Lranch, with one or two exceptions, threw off the
episcopato as one of the intoleruble corruptions of Popery. In
the room of Episcopal, Presbyterinl ordination came in, und with
it the parity of the ministry was stoutly maintained over againss
the unbrolken practice of the Clhuvreh from the carliost, if not
Apostolic, times. Without presuming to a settlement of this
controverted point, its bare mention shows how intimately re-
Inted it is to the subjeet in hand—the validity of Luy-Baptism.
It Tpiscopal ordination Le alone admissible, then all persons
not thus ordained, are not ministers at all, and their acts no
more than the acts of laymen. Under this form, it is not
hard to sce, that the question carries along with it the most
serious consequences, involving the very constitution and vight
of existence of ull the Protestant non-cpiscopal Churches, and,
besides, affecting the Christian status and spiritual condition
of millions of persons now quietly satisfying themselves with
the ministrations of men unauthorized, because improperly and
irregularly ordained. This reference is only made to show the
scope and serious nature of this inguiry.

THE AUTHORITY FOR CHORIBTIAN DAPTISM.

The Church is not o hwman but a divine institution. Al
sacramental ordinances legitimately finding place therein must
stand by divine authority. It is the prerogative alone of the
great Ilead of the Church to say what ordinances shall have
perpetual foree. 'The Sacrament of Baptism is not without
such high and speeific sanction.  The autherity for its admin-
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istration proceeds directly from our blessed Lord. This Is
clenr enough from the imperative form of the Apostolic commis-

sion: “ All power is given unto Me in heaven and earth.  Go ye, '

therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name,”
&e.  Matt, xxvili. 18, 19.  The power here bestowed upon the
eleven aposties was not to end with them. They should die,
but not the power with them; that was to continue, from age
to age, through their successors in office, nccording to this pro-
mise of our Lord’s perpetual presence: ¢ Lo, I am with you
alway, even unto the end of the world.,” The purchase of sal-
vation was for the ends of the world, and the duo means of
admitting all nations into the fold of the church—the ordnined
order of that salvation—must never be wanting. From the
commission itself this also is clear and unquestionable, that the
proper and regular administration of Baptism is confined to
persons, like the npostles originally, invested with ministerial
character and authority.

TOE PURPOSE OF HOLY BAPTISM.

The Chureh, by virtue of its divine institution, is the deposi-
tory and medium of the resources of life and salvation. The
Person of Christ is and must remain the original Fountain of
grace ; the Holy Ghost its original and cffieient minister; and
the Sncramonts the divincly appointed method of its communi-
cation. ¥ence the Sacraments arc not the sourers, only the
ordained and ordinary means of grace; not saviours mor sub-
stitutes for the Saviour, only the channels of the provided sal-
vation ; the sacred mysterics by which the grace of God moets
the needs of our fallen life and *° counteracts the operation of
original and actual sin.” Ience, although administered ne-
ceasarily through human instrumentalities, they are not human
but divine acts; not man’s, but God's hand of salvation—Ilis
way of gracious doing to man. By them God, the sole Giver
of grace, bestows, and man, in his abject poverty, reccives,
specific spiritual benefits—* that which by nature he cannot
have.” This intervening order is fully witnessed to by St.
Puul, when, of the ministry in its lnrgest sense, he says: ‘“But
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we have this treasure in carthen vessels, that the oxcelloney of
the power may be of God, and not of us.”

Calvin ailmits this same prineiple in saying: *T¢ ought to be
suflicient for us to recognize the and and seal of our Lord in
Ilis Sacraments, let the administrator be who he may.”  An-
other old Reformation divine snys: * For as faith is our hand
by which we seck, lay hold of, and receive the blessings of the
Gospel, so the Word and Sacraments arc, as it were, the hands
of (fod, by which ho offers and presents to us, and applies and
seals to all believers, the benefits procured by Christ.”* Hooker
speaks of grace being a donation from God by Baptism.t A

npdern Anglican divine calls the Sacraments ¢ the media by
which God co-operates with man in his endeavor after Cliristian
life."’}

Natural generation is and must be 2 birth in sin. That
which is born of the {lesh is flesh,” says our Lord most em-
platically; and St. Paul reiterates the same fundamental truth
in these worda: ““By nature the children of wrath.,” Thelaw
of sin starts with our conception, not with sclf-conseiousness.
‘ch(m the Psalmist's confession: “Belold; I was shapen in
Iniquity, and in sin did my mother conceive me."” Long before
the human powers come to sclf-conscious activity, this law of
sin is in operation. The low of grace must go as decp as the
law of sin—must touch the very spring-lead of human life.
Not by the order of nature in any way, but only by the order of a
supernaturnl grace—n new birth, a regeneration—is this possi-
ble. In Infant Baptism, the work of grace is made to precede
the sclf-conscious activity of the child, standing thereby in a
new order of lifo.

DAPTIBM THI BACRAMENT QF THE NEW BIRTI.

It is definitely ealled so by our Lerd Himself, in His con-
versation with Nicodemus: * Except o man be born of water

= Gorhnrd's Theo, Inst.
F HMooker's Eeel. Polity, Book V., g 63
f Dircetorium Pastorale, Rov, John Henry Blunt, p. 158, London,
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and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God.”
John iii. 5. It is not to be denied that Christ associutes here
the birth of tho Spirit with the birth of water, or Holy Bap-
tism. Why this peculinr sssecintion is made, is no concern of
ours. The fuct is all we have to do with; and what, in this
way, God has joined together, no man has o right to put asun-
der.  That by  water” here our Lord relers to Ilaptisw was,
up to a comparatively recent period, the universally accepted
interpretation of the pussnge, carrying with it the authority of
the most learned and orthodox eommentators, from the carliest
ages on down.* St. Paul further testifics to Baptism being the
Sacrament of the new birth, when e calls it fed dovrpob waly-
yévzarac—rihe bath of the new birth, or the ** washing of re-
generation.””  Titus iii. 5. There can bé no doubt that this
Pauline conception of Baptism—the actual translation of the
subject from the kingdom of Satan into the kingdom of Clirist
—wns the full and firm fuith of the early Church. The ancieng
Fathers are all one here.  No one can read them at all thenght-
fully without being thovoughly convinced of this; for this
thought—a new birth in the Sacrament of Buptism—is continu-
ally repeating itself in their writings.

Take o few pussages from these early Christian writers, im-
plying & new birth in that Sacrament. Many others are fur-
nished in Wall's exhaustive work on Infunt Daptism, already
referred to, and Sadler’s excellent work, © The Sceond Adam
and the New Birth.”

=4 AL tho aneiont Christinns (witheut tho exceplion of one maen) so understand
thut rule of our Bavieur, Jobn §il. 5, of Duplism, All that mention that test, from
Justin Martyr (A. D. 1iB) down to St Austin, (A D. 430) do so mpply it. Noither
did 1 ever seo it othorwias applied in nuy nnoient writer, T believe Cnlvin wos the
first that ever denied this place to wenn Buptisw, Ile gives n new inferpretation,
whioh he von{ceses to e new. The judicious Mr. Hooker saw betimes the inconve-
nience and groundlessness of this new interpretation of Calvin's, which was then
groedily embroced by Corlwright nud others, that thoy might with better fice deny
any necessity of that private Baptism, which hod been ordered by tho Church in
onses of extromity ; nnd anys on thut ncoount, * I hold it for o mest infaltible rule in
expusitions of snored Seripture, thut where o literal sonatruction will stund, the fur-
theat Trom tho letter is commonly tho worst, "—Wall on Infant Baptiam, Vol, 1,
pp. $1-445,  Cotton’s Edition. 18062,
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Justin Martyr, A. D. 148. ¢ Then they are led by us to
the water, and are regenerated by the same process of regene-
ration by which we were ourselves regenerated; for they then
receive the laver in the water in the name of God the Father
and Master of the universe, and of our Saviour Jesus Christ,
and of the Toly Ghost. T'or Christ suya, ¢ Unless ye be born
agnin, ye cannot onter inte the kingdom of heaven.'”

Clement of Alexandrin, A. D, 192. e geems to me to
form man of the dust, to regenerato him by water, to male
him grow by His Spirit, to Instruct him by His word.”

Tertullinn, A. D. 200, “When with this law is compared

« thnt limitation, * Bxcept o man be born of water and of the
Spirit, he shall not enter into the kingdom of God,’ this hath
bound down faith to the neeessity of Buaptism.”

Origen, A.D. 210, ¢ And because, through the Sacrament
of Baptism, the pollutions of our carthly origin are removed,
50 it is, also, that infants are baptized; for, * Wxcept o man be
born of water and of the Spirit,"”" &e.

Cyprian, A. D. 248, “Tor then may they nt length be
fully sanctified, and become sons of God, if they be born of
each Sucrament, since it is written, ¢ Except a man bo born
of water,” " &e.

Ambrose, A. D. 397, “Nor, sgain, does the mystery of
regenerntion take place without water ; for, ¢ Unless a man be

- born of water and of the Spirit,"” &e.

Aungustine, A. D. 430. * No man passes from the first man
to the second man except through the Sacrament of Baptism.
In children born, and not yet baptized, let Adawm be recognized.
In childven born and baptized, and on this aceount born again,
let Christ be recognized.”

These pussages—and it would be quite nn easy matter to
multiply them—ifrom the enrly Fathers, expressing so clearly
their view of the significance and necessity of Buptism, will
anccount for the great stress they put on its aetual administra-
tion, and that general anxiety in regard to it which, at a very
carly period, led to the custom of Lay-Buptism in_ cascs of ex-
treme peril to life. In Lis work on Primitive Christiunity, Cave
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says: ‘“This custom, without question, arosc from Lt opinion
they had of the absolute and indispensable n?ccsslty of Bnlf-
tism, without which they scarce thought a man’s future condi-
tion could be sale, and therefore it was better it should be had
from any one than to depart this life without. it." o
TFurther, Baptism is the Sacrament of incorporation into
Christ, Gal. 7if, 27, Rom. »i. 8, 4. Tt is the Saerament for
the remission of sins. Aets 72. 88, z2di. 18, Jph.v. 20. “\th}l
the last clauses were added to the Nicene Creed by the Gmm.ml
of Constantinople, in the year 881, one wng inch.uicd w!uc],l
declares, ¢T acknowledge one Baptism for the remission Df: sm..'s.
The meaning of this eluuse may be shown by paraphrasing it:
‘T acknowledge one Baptism, administered once only 1;? cach
person, and only in one manner (that is with water, in the
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Ho]y_ G!lOB.t),
ta be efficacious for the pardon of all sins,—urigin:ﬂl sin in in-
fants, original and nctual in adults.”"*  And this still romains
the mind of the Church wherever the sacramental sense of the
Gospel is not obseured or wholly obliterated by o different
system.
yBﬂ.ptism i the Sacrament of incorporation i.nto the Churel,
the mystical body of Christ—the initial ordlr}ancc. Jlopeu-
févreg oDy pallpreboare wdvra i Eluy, Bamu:our.s:;. Mait.
szeith 19, 1 Cor. 2, 13, The Heidelberg Catechism follaws
in this sume pure sense of the Gospel, when it says, in ?nswcr
to Question T4, “ Arc infants also to he bnptized?. Yes, for
ginee . . . . . they must therefore, by Baptism, us o sxgn”of the
covenant, be also admétted into the Christinn Churcl. " The
old German text is, © durch den tauff der Christlichen Kirchen
eingeleibt ;" the modern German reads, “dorch die Tnuf‘e der
Christlichen Kirehe efnverledbt;” the Latin, “ per Bupiismum
Toclesice Dei tnserendi sunt ;" to which the Englisl, “by Bap-
tism tncorporated,” or as the new translation (Ter’c,cntcnu-ry
Tdition) has it, “ éngrafted into the Christian Churel, AnSWers
most nearly. From oll this it follows that ¢ the grace given 1n

® Sucraments and Sucramental Ordincuves, Rev. Juhn Henry Dty p. 72,

1868.] Validity of Lay-Baptism. 513

Baptism places the person baptized in a new relation to God;
being aceounted is child by spiritual sdoption as well as natu-

ral ereation, and reeeiving spiritual as well as natursl gifts
from ILim,"*

TIIE CONDITIONAL NECESSITY OF DAPTISM.

Salvation ig ordinarily through the divine order of grace.
The Sacraments arve for man, not God ; they bind us, not Him.
God binds us to the ordinances, but Timself remains unbound
—omnipotent, if ITe will, in the sphere of grace as well us
nature. But it is clear cnough from the Scripture, that God
has associated salvation with Baptism. There are no less than
twelve passages where this association is brought out in o direct
and positive form.{ The unbinssed consideration of these
passagoes forces the candid student of the Divine Word to the
conclusion so tersely put by Hocker:  The law of Christ tieth
all men to recefve Baptism.” Tt is not to be doubted that this
firm belief in the neeessity of Baptism, as a condition prece-
dent for salvation, fixed itself very early in the mind of the
Churcl, and led to the anthorization of its administration, in
necessitous cases, even on the part of the Iaity.

Wo arc now prepared to pass over to the consideration of
the
ESSENTIALS OF A TRUE AND VALID BAPTISM,

On this point Maskell makes this cbservation in lis able and
lenrned work on IToly Baptism: “The validity of tho Sacra-
ment, as regards its essentinls, must depend upon the same par-
ticulars at all times; that once instituted by our blessed Lord,
it ecannot be changed or altered in any necessary detail whats
goever, by authority less than His. And this, whether by
addition or by diminution.”t TFrom the institution of tho Sacra-

* Directorium Puntorale, Rev. Juku Ienry Biuu, - 158,

f8t John il 3, 5; Bt. Mork xvi. 16; Acts ii. A8, U0; xxii. 10; Rom. vi. 1-4;
I Cor. x. 1,2, 5; 1Cor. xil. 12, 13, 27; Gal. iii. 26, 27; Tiph. v, 26, 26 ; Col. ii. 12;
Titus tii. 55 1 Petor ifi, 21,

T Ifoly Baptizs. Ry Ree. W, Maskell, p. 121 Fondon.



614 An Inquiry into the [OcroBER,

ment, threo things enter absolutely into its essence and integrity
—the proper matter, its actual application, and the proper form.
Gerhard, standard Lutheran anthority, holds this language:
¢ Ag a whole, the parts of Baptism which pertain to its essence

are three, which can neither be sundered, nor changed, to wit,

the water, the word, and the act.’’*  In this hie only follows the
previous statement of St. Augustine.

At first sight, it might appear wholly unnceessary to say
anything with regard to the proper matter of Daptism. The
frequency with which water is mentioned in this connection,
one might suppose would have forever settled the point, both as
ta the ebsolute necessity of water being used in the administra-
tion of the Sacrament, and as fo water, and water only,
being the proper matter. DBut very early in the history of
the Chureh, it was found nccessary to insist on the absolute
use of watcr, since, in a metaphorical interpretation of the
Seriptures, water-baptism was, in some cases, repudiated, and,
besides, wine, vinegar, milk, sand ond other material were
sometimes substituted. Tertullinn, in his treatise D¢ Baptisnto,
mentions & gect which denied the necessity of water in this
Sacrament; snd Augustine charges the Manicheans with the
rejection of. water in the administration of Baptism, as one of
their heresies. The Cathari, whom Blunt ealls the Puritans of
the twelfth century, substituted for water-baptism a ceremony
which they called Baptism by fire. The Waldenses, too, in
mistaken zenl for spiritual Baptism, ruled out altogether the
necessity of water in this Sncrament, The Flagellants, o sect
of the thirteenth century, so named from their peculiar faith
in this particular, held that each one ought to be baptized in
his own blood, per flagella do corpore cxcusso.t It is well-
known that, to this day, the followers of George Fox, in their
hyperspiritualism and abherrence of all religious forms, repu-
dinte altogether the outward ordinance, under the pretext of

24 T universum trog subatenotinles baptismi partes sint statuendw, quee non pos-
sunt divelli aut watari, soilicet agua, verbum, et actio.” Gerhard's Theo. Juats

+Haly Raptinm, by Rev. W. Mankell, pp. 32-05; alvo ¥ The Annatated Hoak of
Common Prayer,” by ftev, John Henry Bunty pp. 210, 211,
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holding to o spiritual Baptism. Besides, where water was not
at hand, recourse hns heen had to wine, millk, vinegar, and, on
the desers, sand, as the material of Taptism,

The mystical sense, always attached to the use of water for
a religious purpose, goes to show ifs necessity to a frue and
volid Baptism, This association of water—eeremoninl ablu-
tions—vwith inward spiritual purification does not belong exclu-
_sivcly te the system of revealed religion. There we find it by di-
vine appointment and under divine regulations. But nothing
was more common among the heathen nations than eoremoninl
bathing before sacrificing. The Old Testament, however, is
portienlarly full of such prefigurements of its sacrnmental
virtue. We meet this mystical foree of water on the very first
poge of Holy Writ.  The creative operation of the Holy Ghost,
the Lord and Giver of life, is directly associated with this cle-
ment.  “When as yet there was no living thing upon the
earth,” e moved upon, ¢. ., hovered, brooded over (nccording
to the original®), the fuce of the deep, and, lo, # living world
starts forth from that boundless waste of waters: a type of the

~ Sacrnment of Regeneration, in which * born of water and of
~ the Spirdt,"” the dead soul becomes instinet with a new life.

The holy apostles, St. Peter and St. Paul, teaching by inspira-
tion, do give this prefigurative sacramental sense to two re-
markable occurrences recorded in the ancient Scriptures; the
one} sceing in the waters of the flood, cleansing the earth of
the defilement brought upon i6 by the inhabitants of the old
world, o **figure" of the Baptismal cleansing of mankind from
the filth of sin, and in the salvation of Noah and his family in
the ark, a “figure” of snlvation by Baptism; the other,] taking
Tsrael's hasty transit through the Red Sea, separating them
from the land of their long and biiter bondage, to be o type of
man’s deliverance by Baptism from the bondnge of nature and
his freedom in Christ. Showing the decpest sympathy with
tho apostolic meaning given fo these remote cvents, we find

* Longe's Gonesis, tranalnted by Prof. Tayler Lewis, L. D.
11 Deler jil. 20, 21, 11 0or. . 1, %
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this ‘mystical view, from the ecarliest ages, incorpo?uting 1t5'ulf
into the sacramental thinking of the Church. With peculiar
fitness it hos been enshrined and is purpei;.:mted, from ape
to age, in this old Baptismal prayor: “Who, of Thy great mercy,
didst save Nonh and his family in the ark by water; and also
didst safely lead the childven of Israel, Th'y pco’})le, throug'h
the Red Sca, figuring thereby Thy holy Baptism.* - 'O%d as i8
this Baptismal prayer, it is, doubtless, bused on this still mogu
ancient form from the Sacramentary of Gelasius, A.D. 402:
“Thow . . . . who washing wway the sins of the world by water,
didst, in the very outpourings of the deluge, stamp a figuro of
regeneration ; so that through the mystery. of one and the
same clement, there was both an cnd put to sins, and o source
of excellence,” .

The Old Testament contains yo other instances of this mys-
tical Toree of water, prefigurative of its higher sacrnmenthl use.
Of spocial significance in this respeet, because lcpt:osy was 3 f.ype
of sin, is the cloansing of Naaman, when, following the |1{rcc-
tion of Tlisha, *he went down, and dipped himself seven times
in Jordan; and his flesh came again like unto the 'ﬂush of a
little child, and he was clean.” What was here, in the Old
Pestament, in the form of prophecy and prefigurement, ﬁr'lds
its full meaning and force in the sacramental use and clennsing
virtne of water in Holy Baptism. o

The sanctification of this element by our Lord's Baptism in
Jordon gives, for all ages, the solemn sanction of His own
blessed example. Ilis words to Nicodemus must also be taken
as an authoritative designation of the matter ubsolutc‘ly neccs-
sary to its ndministration: ¢ Except a man be born of water,
&o. Tence, in the absence of the proper matter and the sub-
stitution of anything clse, that Beptism must be pronounced
null and void. '

The ruling of the Church Lias always been against an e.\:c.:lu-
sively spiritual conception of the ordinance, and the substitu-

055 Orddpe of Warship," p. 160,
19 Xings, v. 14,
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tion of any other material than the one designated by our
Lord, * baptizing with water.” It is not possible to produce
any liturgy, either from the Enstern or Western Church, from
the enrlicst ages down to the present, which allowed tho use, even
in cases of extremity, of any other matter than waber in a true
and valid administration of Buptism. The Council of Trent
holds this explicit language: “If any one shall say, that true
and nataral water is not of necessity for Baptism, and on that

" necount shall wrest {o some sort of metaphor those words of

our Lord Jesus Christ, ¢ Except a man be born of water und of
the Iloly Ghost,” let Lim be anathema.® Aceording to the

« + Heidelbergr Catechism, the outward visible sign of Buptism is

water necessarily.  In Question 69, it is said, Christ appointed
this external washing with water. Hence tho rubric in all
properly prepared liturgies, preceding the office of Baptism,
directing that ¢ water be provided,” &e.

The proper form of Baptism has always been regarded as
no less impertant. That the recitation of the words of the
institution is necessary to the integrity of Baptism is manifest
from the original gommission: “Go ye . . . . beptizing them in
the name of the Tather, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghost."  Only that which is of God can be the bearer of the
divine. Augustine says: * Aeccedit verbum ad elementum, ot
Jit saeramentum ;' join the word to the element and it becomes
the sacrament. The werd here is the authorized formula of
Baptism—the plain cnunciation of the three Divine Persons.
Tho Church, by its bishops, councils, canons, has ull along
prenounced ghe distinct mention of the names of the blessed
Trinity to be of the essence of u valid Daptism. Ambrese
suys: “Exeept one shall have Deen baptized in the name of
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, he cannos
receive the remission of sing, nor share the gift of spiritual
grace." The “venerable Bede,” called so from his superior

* #The ennonis: ““ 8i quis dixorit, nqunm veram ot naturalem non osse de neceasi-
tuto baplismi, atquo idea verbn il Dowmini nostrii Josu Chriati, Mo guis renntus
Suit e aguy et Spivite Saneto, ad metaphoram aliquum detorgerit ; nonthemn ait.”
1 Nisi baplizatus fuerit in nowine Patriv, et Filli, et Spiritys Sunetd, remigslonem
non potest acdipere peceatoram, neo spiritualis gratie munug bourire,”
33 '
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piety, virtue, and protracted life, declares: “If any one bap-
tizing says, ‘I baptize you in Christ Jesus,’ and does not say,
¢in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Iloly
Ghost," as the Lord instituted, it is no true Baptism.”"* It
would be an easy matter to repent, if thab were necessary, from
the Apostolical Constitutions and ancient Councils, canons like
this: “If any bishop or presbyter, contrary to the ordinance
of the Lord, does not baptize into the Father, the Son, and the
Holy Ghost, but into three unoriginated beings, or threo sons,
or three eomforters, let him be depased.”  Heretical Daptism,
and as woll that of porsons usurping the holy office, was ac-
cepted and recognized as valid when administered in the proper
form and with the proper matter,t The Council of Nice or-
dered the re-baptism of these enly whe had been baptized by
the Paulianists, and so not in the name of the Trinity.] The
rejection of the doctrine of the Trinity vitintes necessarily any
service or ceremony in imitation of Christizn Buptism.

The greatest stress, a3 appears from the history of the Chareh,
was Taid upon the use of the proper matter and the proper form
of Baptism. TItsvalidity was made dependent upon thizg, Arch-
bishop Laurence of the Anglican Chureh says: It was always
the doctrine of the Reformation, that the clement of water alone,

4 Bi (quis baplizens dicat, baplizo te in Chrieto Jesu; ot non dieat in nomine
Putris, ot Filii, ot Spiritus Banoli, sivut Dominus institeit, non est verus haptis-
mug."”

FThe Surdicnn Conneil, A. D., 347 which condemned and excommunicated

Ischyras, who usarpeid the oflice of o Preshyter and then of o Bishap, did not nunul
the Boptisms ndministered by him, nor order the re-haptism of persona baptized by
Lim either before or after his pretended conseoration to the usurped Bishopria. The
grnme Couneil deelnred null and void the ordinntion of all persons orduined by the
prelendors Musmus and Butyehinous, and yet did not erdor tho re-baptiem of
persons baptized by any of these men noting without aathaecity and logitimate
ordinntivn.  Rev. K. Kelaall's letter to Dre, Waterland on the validity of Lay-
HRaeptian 3 Widerland's Works, sel, VL, p. 124,
" 1 Maskell mokes this observation in his thorough discussion of the whele subject,
in tho work alrendy referred to: “ Where any notiee is taken of the gquestion of the
Baptism of heretics, Lhe constant rule nnd praetico scems to have deponded, whether
a8 to reeaiving or rejecting it, upon the fnct, on the one hand, of the true form, or,
on the other, of any substifute having beon yeed in the adminisimation of the Buern-
ment.”  Holy Daptiem, p. 108,

v
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united to the form of words preseribed by our Saviour, consti-
tuted true Baptism.””  So much importanee, indecd, was Jjustly
attached to this, that, lest in the Tear and haste conscquent
upon its administration in a case of extremity, there might be
some damaging-omission or substitution, the Book of Common
Prayer, in its allice for private Baptisw of children, direets the
purish-priest to make the following inquiries touching any Bap-
tism he may be required to recognize and allow: ¢ With what
matier was this child baptized 2« With what words wos this
child baptized ?"

The third essontinl of a true and valid administration of
Baptism, is the actual application of the water in the plain use
of the words of the institution. Gerhard, in his © Z%heo. Tnst.,”
styled by Kurtz the opus palmare of Lutheran Theology, says:
*It is not sufficient that the name of the Father, Son, and Ioly
Spirit should be invoked upon the water of Baptism, but it is also
required that the person should be put-into the water, or Lave
the water poured upon him; so, on the other hand, it does not
suflice to put the person in water, or pour it upon him, bus it
is required that this should be done in the name of the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit."*

Just at this point comes in the consideration of the proper ad-
ministrator of the Sacrament. Who may lawfully make the ap-
plication of water in Baptism ? There can be, and has been, no
dispute that only a person who has been duly clothed with the
ministerial oflice is the proper end lawful administrator of Bap-
tism, and indispensable to its regular, though not its valid, ad-
ministration. To the Apostles, and to them only, and their suc-
cessors, down through the ages, was it with divine authority
said: “ Gro ye, therefore, and teuch all nations, baptizing,” &e.
By our blessed Lord, the administration of Baptism with the
office of teaching is committed to a class of persons especially

# Non suffioel, invoenri nomen Patsis, Tilii, ot Spiritus Snocti super aquam bap-
tiami, sed requiritur etinm, ut homao in nquaw mergrtur, sive nqun perfundetur; vi-
cissin non sufficet, hominem in aquam mergere, vel agqun perfundere;, sed requiritur,
ut bno fint in nomine Puiris, Filil, ot Bpiritus Soncti, Gerhard's Theo, Inat, (2778
Vi, g 88 Tuburgm, 17060,
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culled and ordained to the sacred work., St Paul reiterates the
sume thing in 1 Cor.iv. 1, where he styles the ministers of Clrist,
“the stewards of the mysteries of God,-—ofzovipous pwaty~
plov Gety, which the Vulgate renders, dispensatores myasterio-
rum Del. It is not to be denied that, ordinarily and regularly,
the administration of Baptism pertains alone to the ministors
of the Church, ex efficio.

The question before us, however, is not as to its regular
administration, but its velidity, when, wnder nceessitous cir-
cumistances, ¥ 18 irregularly admindstered, i. o., by a person not
in holy orders. The validity and regularity of Baptism are
separate and distinet questions, and onght not to be confoun-
ded. The question to be deeided is this: Is the administration of
Baptism absolutely tied to the Minister : like the proper matter
and the proper form, is the minister of the absolute essence™ of
the Sucrament, and is its asswmption en the part of an unor-
dnined person, even in neeessitous eases, 4 periculo mortis, so
gross a violation of order as to vitiate the net itself, and render
ve-baptism necessary ? Sacredly ganrding against its miware
ranted and unealled for administration on the part of others,
the constant practice of the Churel, with some fow exeeptional
cnses, has been all onc way. Broadly asserting the frregularity
of necessitous baptism by laymen, it has boldly maintained, by
nuthoritative deliverances and the steady refusal of re-baptism
to all such, the palidity of the act where the proper matter was

# IM tho ministor bo nhsolutely cmential to its validity, then n strist construotion

of the greet commission, “Go ye," bo., wonld have confined its ndininistrution to the
Aportolic rank. Yot the Primilive Chural did not so eonfine it, but suferd, in eases of
cmergensy, Preshylers and Denaong, even withont the formn permission of the Binlapy
10 baptize, thus furnishing precedents of it valid ndministration whoro the degren
af'holy orders did not originaliy enmprebendit. %o make the minister ganenfiaf to
true Boptiem,” snys Kelsall in his reply to Dr, Watortand, “is to teneh n doctrine which
i altogether now, iz countonnneed by none of the aneient Fathers, is contrailictod by
Bome, 1l is disoinimed by thelinown practice of the Primitive Churehl” Waterfunrd's
Worka, Vol, Vi, p 103, “Ministrantis personam non da evwe ancrawenti, sed de hare
erae judicnrunt. Pio igitur fit, s minister tangnt solus; at it etinm, si tangat alius.”
Arehbinhup Abbot. In this the Archbishop only Tollows the theory hield by St. Augue-
ting, who mide the essence of the Snersments to consist in the tpplicativa of the
water with the proper form, by whomsoever done.
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at hand, the proper form observed, and the clement netually
applied.  This it has done without abating in the least the in-
tervening cheraetor of the saered ministry, but deflending it
alone on the ground of necessity, and the practice of the old
Testament Church in regard to circumeision, the appointed
initintory Sacrament into that Chureh, performed even by women
in several ingtances.®  “Tle rules of the Chureh,” says Bing-
Lam, “required thut none should baptize in ordinary cases, but
the regular and lawful ministers of the Cliureh ; and to do other-
wise was always a note of eriminal schism: bub in ecase of ex-
tremily, she granted o general commission even to laymen to
baptize, rather than any person in such an exigence should die
without Baptism ; and in such o case to receive Boptism from a
layman, was neither usarpation nor schiswm in the giver or re-
ceiver, boeause they had the Chureh's authority for the
action.”§ Touching the validity of irregular Baptisms, Hooker,
in Lis quaint way of putting things, says: “Many things are
firm, being done, althouglh in part done otherwise than positive
rigor and strictness did require. Nature, as muel as is possible,
inclineth unto validities and preservations: dissolutions and
nullities of things dene, are nob only not favored, but hated,
when either urged without cause, or extended beyond their
reacl. If therefore at any time it comp o pass, that in teach-
ing publicly, or privately in’ delivering this blessed Sacrament
of regencration, some unsanctified hend, eontrary to Christ’s
supposcd ordinance, do intrude itsclf to exccuts that whereuntg
the laws of God and His Church have deputed others ; which of
these two opinions scemeth more agrecable with cquity, ours
that disallow what is done amiss, yebt make not the foree of the
word and Sacraments, much less their nature every substance,
to depend on the minister’s authority and calling; or clse tleirs,
which defeat, disannul, and annihilete both, in respeet of that
one only personal defeet ; there being not any law of God which
snith, that if the minister bo incompetent, his word shall be no
word, lis baptism o baptism."}

# Feod, fv. 21, 2 Mace, vi. 10,
T Bingham's Antiquition af the Chrintinn Clurch, p, 803,
1 Hovker's Beel. Polity ook T, # G2,
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LAY-TAPTISM IN THE LIGHT OF HISTORY.

The precedents of such extraordinary Baptism are :.ﬂrem]y
furnished in the Apostolic times. In the Acts, mention is I-Im(].G
of the fict that Philip, o deacon only, baptized the Samaritans
and the Ethiopiun cunuch. We also read of Paul, aftc}'wm'ﬁ the
chief of the Apostles, having been baptized l3y Anfn}ms. The
dinconate, as the name imports, was an infCl'lf]l‘ winistry § not
an office with which the curc of souls was origmnll.y nssocinted.
In its formal institution, there helonged to it no right t‘0 ba?{)-
tize, at Ienst nothing of the kind is expressed. It wus primari jfr‘
and mainly concerned with the outward temporal n«??essxtxgs o
the peor membership, as appears fully from Ac!:s vii. J\.n'd. yeb
so far from the validity of Philip’s Baptism br:-mg queshongd,
the Apostles St. Peter and St. John, proceeding to Snmfxrm,
ratificd his act by confirming those whom he hiad baptized.
This view of the dinconnte ngrees with she actual usago of the
Drimitive Church; deacons only being allowed to baptizo when
a bishop or presbyter was not at hand, B.ut in sl such cases

" of necessity the validity of Daptism administered by a dencon
was never disputed. :

If an ordnined ministor i3 absolutely essentinl, like the proper
matter and form, to the valid administration of Baptism, what
shall be mnde of the cuse of St. Paul? He was baptized, not by
the hand of one to whom the original commission was given'—
Peter, James, or Jon—but by Ananins. And who was this
Ananins ? IIe was not one of the Apostles; he was nok cven o
prominent teacher among the early Christians, and :Vet not
without some reputation, but it was more for carnest pnf:ty and
devotion.* Receiving Baptimn by the hand of Ananias, St

® The following sutheritics are given in support of the unoficial charnoter of
Annning.  Prof. Leelder snys in his commnentary u lece, #Annning is nut nn Apastle,
nat o distinguished tencher, but a disviple, that s simply & metmber ol" the Clmrch','
not intrusted cither with the ministerinl, or any other congregational office,
Lewge's Commey Aein of Apuniies, )

“A Jewirh disciple st Damnsous of high repute, n devout man ncu.tfrd\qng E? tl{u
law, lmving n good report of all the Jewe which dwolt there (Acts il 1-).. 1ru‘(1|-
tion makes him to huve been afterivards bishop of Damasous.”  Smith's Bible Diet,

Art. Anunina,
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Paul received by Baptism and the Inying on of hands the Holy
Ghost (Asts ix, 17). The Fuct of spocial revelation to Anan-
ins as the administrator of Baptism in St. Paul's cose did not
vemove ita afficial irregularity, and yet its validity is un-
questionable. :
TESTIMONY OF TIE PRIMITIVE CHURCIL
That the Primitive Chureh allowed the validity of Lay-Bap-
tisin, in necessitious enses, muy be shown from the sction of
* Ceuncils and the writings of some of the most prominent of the
Futhors. IF thero 1 weight in great numes, it has in its favor o
long linc of such autheritics. Barliest, is Tertullian, A, D. 102

« ,In Dhis treatise De Baptismo, he writes: * The Bishop las the

(original) right to give Baptism; next fo him Preshytors nnd
Deacans, yet not without the authority of the Bishop, for the
honor of the Clureh, by which peace, Z ., order, is prescrved.
Otherwise the Laity also posscss the right; for what is re-
ceived in.common, way be given in common . . ... But laymen
are in much greater degree abliged by the rules of modesty
in the use of their power, since they who are superior to them,
are obliged not to assume to themselves the eflice, which helongs
to the Bishop only. Tmulation is the mother of strifo. All
things are lawful, says the Loly Apostle, but all things are not
expedient. Therefore it ought to suffice them to use this power
in necessities, when the condition of the place, or time, or per-
son requires it; for then their charitable assistance is accopted,
when the eircumstances of one in danger presses them to it
And in this case he would be guilty of a man's destruction who
omitted to do, what he luwfully might.”"* It has been sought

A Juiwish convert living in Dumnsens, who seems o have had considernblo in-
fuence among the Christions.”” Merzag's Thea, & Keel, Hncyetopedin., Art, Anawieen.
Froun. by J. fT, A, Dowberger, D, 7).

“Ile was not an Apastle, nor une of the sonspivuous mewliees of the Chnreh. And
it s not without o deep eignificnnee, that e, whe was enlled to be nu Apostle,
shoull he baptized by one of whow the Chursh knows nothiag, hut thet he was n
Cliristinn diseiple, nnd had heen n deveut Jow,"  Life «f: Epintles of St. Pant Ly
Conybenre f: Howsau ; Vol 1, po 04,

# Dandi quident jus habet sumipug goeerdos qui est Episcopus ; dehine Proshytori
et IHueond, non tunen sine Episeopi nuctoritate, propter Telesie hunorom, quo
s¥vn pox eal. Alionuin etinm inicis jus est. ..., . Sullicint soilicot, in necossitutibus
. abaris ;o sie ablant loct, aut tamporis, cut porsonie sonditio compeiiit; {oua enim
coastantin sucdurrentis excipitur, emn nrget eivoumstnnding periclitunlis.”
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to break the force of this testimony of Tertullinn in f:wor.of
the validity of Lay-Baptism, by regarding ‘it as an expression
simply of his private opinion, and no n_uthm'lt:y as to the netual
practice of the Chureh at the time. Kelsall is not f:l,l" from the
mark, in styling this, “a nimble and casy way of ‘mk.mg' ofl an
evidenee that we do not like.”  Though extending this 1'|gh.t to
Iaymen, Tertullinn was deeidely opposed to its being.cxcrmsed
by women, regarding it as a flagrant act of presumption. Dut
in this thero was a manifest inconsistency. Whatever may be
gaid in regard to Tertullisn’s peculinr notions on some sulf-
jeets, his testimony oun this point carries welght with it as evi-
dence to o practice then already prevailing in the Church.

Tho Spunish Council at Elvira, A. D. 805, allowed t.llu vu!-
idity of Baptism administered by Iaymen who had not dlS(lulLll-
fiod themselves for holy orders, *Percgre navigantes, aub s
Ecclesin in proximo non fuerit, posse fidelem {qui I:w:ufrum
suum integrum habet, nee si bigamus), baptizare in ncc?ssntabe
infirmitatis positum Catechnmenum.”  Coneil, Hldberit. ean.
xxxviii. This provision was attached to this canon, tluft in
case the persons receiving this necessitous Baptism survived,
they were to be brought to the Bishop thab i might be recog-
nizad and ratified by confirmation. Ilad this deerce of a prov-
incial Synod of the Western Church been contrary to thc.rc-
ceived principles and usages of the Churely, it would certainly
liave been promptly annulled and repudiated by some subsequent
weumenical Council. No censure having been pnssed, its
deerec must be nllowed to carry with it full ecclesinstical sanction
and foree in the cnse.

Optatus of Milevis, A. D.366. This Father, in spenking of
our Lord’s commission thus delivers himself : ¢ Non dixit Apos-
tolis, vos facite, alii non faciant.  Quésquds in nomine Patris,
et Iilii, ek spiritns Sancti baptizaverit, Apostolorum opus
implevit.” :

Jevome, A. D. 884. “Quod, . £., jus baptizandi, frequenter,
si tamen necessitas cogit, scimus ctinm licere laicis. Ut enim
aceipit quis, itn et dare potest.” Dial. adv. Lucifer I e 4 )

Augustine 400, A. D. “Quanquam etsi laieus aliquis percnntr
doderit (Baptisma) necessitate compulsus; qued, cum ipse ae-
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ciparet, quomode dandum esset, addidicit; nescio an pie quds-
quani dizerit esse repefendum.  Nulln enim necessitate si fiat,
aliend muneris usurpatio est: si autem necessitas urgeat, aug
nullum, nut veninle delietum est.” .. .. “In necessitate, cum

.Episcopi, aut Presbyteri, aut quilibet ministrorum non inveni-

untur, et urget periculum ejus qui petit, ne sine isto Sacrn-
mento hanc vitam finiat, efiam laicos solere dare Sacramentum,
quod aceeperunt, solemus nudire.” .. . “ Sanctum est Baptisma
per seipsum, quod datum est in nomine Patris, ct Filii, et Spivi-
tus Bancti: ita ut in eodem Sneramento sit ctinm auctoritas
traditionis per Dominum nostrum ad Apostolos ; per illos autem
ad Tipiscopos, et alios Sacerdotes, vel etiam laicoy Christianos
ab eandem origine ct atirpe venientes.”

Here is oxplicit testimony to the nsage of the Church in
Augustine’s time. The validity of Buptisms administered by
Inymen is not without the endorsement of this most distinguished
Father of the Latin Chureh. Trom this time onward, the
lay-administration of the Sacrament, in cases of emergency,
prevailed universally, both in the Western and the Kastern
Church, far beyond the reach of the authority and influence of
his nane. :

THE ROMAN CHURCH.

Tiver sinco the time of Augustine, the Chureh of Rome, in
necessitous eases, has allowed women as well as laymen to bap-
tize. In u luter period this permission was greatly extended,
even allowing it to a pagan. The Council of Florence nmong
others put forth this decree. “DBut in ease of necessity, not only
a priest, or deacon, but also a layman, or woman, indeed even a
pagan and o heretic may baptize, provided only e observes the
form of the Chureh, and intends to do what the Chureh does.”
So solicitous was the Roman Church te have this necessitous
Baptism properly administered, that several Councils adopted
canons requiring the curntes to instruet the people in the form
of baptizing, lest in their haste and trepidation there might Le
some damaging omission.® Tho Roman manuals contain the

® Comeil, Ravenn. A, D. 1M, Rubr JL Goncil, Ravenn, A. D, 1314, R. 14, Coneit.
Arclnd. A. D260, Coneil, Slivh, A, D, 1420, de Daptinime, tom VIL ¢ methorition eited
by Kelaull in hin ansiwer to Watertand on the validity of Jeay-Taptinm.,



526 An Inquiry into the [OctosnER,

fullest divections to midwives where the necessity of Baptism
appenrs. )
ANQLICAN CIURCIL,

The same practice obtained in the Angliean Chureli from the
earlicst times, English Councils have passed upon it in the most
definite form. * The Pupilla Oculi,” which was a standard book
of instructions for the clergy in the medirval period, has some
oxhnustive statements on the subject, which plainly show that it
was the praetiee of tlat Churel to recngnize Daptism as valid, by
whomsoever administered, if given with the proper matter and
form of words ; which practice undoubtedly continued up to the
time of the Reformation.* Hooker, undisputed authority in the
same Cliurcl, says, in his “Ecelesiastien) Polity”: * Baptism by
any man, in case of extreme necessity, was the voive of the whole
world.”  And on the validity of Baplism given by women in
case of extremity, he is cqually positive, declaring that it ought
nob to be reiterated. In 1584, » petition, signed by Puritans,
was presented to Arelibishop Whitgift, asking the inkibition of
Baptism by women. The Archbishop replied:  That the Bap-
tism mynistered by women is lnwfull and good, howseever they
mynister it, lnwiully or unlawfully, (so that the institution of
Clrist, touching the words and element, be dulie used,) no
learned man ever doubted, untill now of Iate, some ono or
two.” In 1661, the rubrics of the Dook of Common Prayer
were altered, so as to male no mention of Baptism by any
other than o “lawful minister.””? DBy some this alteyation has

@ The medimvnl rubrie of the Salisbury Baptismai Piee, A. D. 1085, substantislly
reteined in the Book of Common Prayer, id as lofowsi—

0 Fthe Pastors and Curates ahall oft aidmonish the peaple that they defernet Loy .o..

Aud they shell warn them thatwithont great canne and neccesnity they baptize not ehil-
dren at home in their hovses, And ichen groat weed shall eompel them aa to do, that then
they ninister it on this foahion, First,let then thot be present eall upon God for Hin
gruee, and suy the Lurd’s Prayer, if the time will auffer.  And then one of them whell
wame the ehild wnd dip hins i wedor, or panpe water wpon himg saying these aeords @
I BAPTIZE THER IN THE NAME 0F THE TFATHER, AxD o THY Box, axp or e Hony
Gutost, ANEN.  And let them not dowdt Int thet the child g0 baptized in loefully and
mfficiently buptized.

1 The okt rubrie was: Non licel Inico vel mulieri aliquem buptiznre, nisi in nrtienlo
neoczsitndis, 8i vero vir et mulier adessent ubi imminerot necessitutis articulus hap-
tiznndi puerum, ot non eesot nliug minister ad hoe mogis idoneus prmeens, vir bap-
tizet et non walier, nisi forte mulior bone seiret verbn sncramentolin et non vir, vel
alind impodimentum subessot,—Suaron Manwol.
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been regarded as a formal decision of the Anglican Church
against the validity of Lay-Baptism ; others, and among these
stand some of the most eminent Bpiscopul divines both of this
country and England, say, that while this alteration does, and
was intended to cheek the practice of Lay-Baptism, it was no
decision against its validity, and the practice of the Church
for unbroken centuries.* At all events the practice of the
Tepiscopal Church in both countries is still in fuvor of its valid-
ity. Contending that ordination episcopally eonveyed is alone
true and lawful, they reduce the ministrations of the Clergy-
man of dissenting Churches to the lovel of lay-ministracions,
and yet do not hesitate to receive members from those Churches
without sulbjecting them to the necessity of re-baptism, thns
recognizing their unopiscopal, and, therefore, irreguler Bup-
tism as true and valid. :

# Blunt, in Lis “Aunotated Dook of Comman Prayer”, p 213, saysin n noto Loneh-
ing the niteration of tho rubrie, Timiting the administeation of Buplisin to Inwul
ministers, that it affeoted nok the Churel’s position on the subject of nevessitons Brp-
tigm, inasmuch ag “Minister,” in the Book of Cominen Prayer, menns “osceutor
officii,” and if used in thit sense, the addition of “luwlul” dees not by nny menns of
necessity restriet it to n elergymnn, The “alfin mividter ad hoe magiv idonens” of the
former ribrie, shows thal the word minister was useil evon of Iny porsons in the
cise of the sdministration of Daptism, Jong befure the Nefortantion. Nor did this no-
tion throw any doubt upon the validily of the Baplism of the 300,000 pursons in

England whe il been baptizod by Inymen, ns no public provision wos made for
their re-haptisin.

“'Pho phrass ‘wny other luwful minister,” ndded, in 1661, nt Bishop Cosin's sug-
gestion, iy, in fcl, the equivalent of no ancient Latin rubrio (the ono nbove quotal),
referring lo lny persans buptizing, nnd the word miniater is used to indicate the preraon
winistering tho Snerament, without refurence to his baing n elorgyman,” Sucramentn
soned Sucramental ordivances, by fteo Jokn Hewry Dtunt, p. 083,

Itev. Dr. Leo swys, “The tocen ‘lawful minister’ with regnrd to the Sacrnmant of
Baptism includes under cortnin ciroumatanices not enly peraens glerfenl but lay, Dut
oven i it meant an ‘ondnined minieter only, it would simply nct na o discournge-
ment to Iny and schismnticnl Baptism, for wlish purposo it wae introduced in the
Boolk of 604, n3 (renting thetn frregular bub sedid, and thorefors aob to bo reiteratad
eonditionnlly or olhorwise, for the proper mutter and form nrg along essential to this
Baerament, ‘o Inwful {orduined) minister” is nol-”  Direetorium Anglicanune, Third
I, Lewdon, p. 100,

“1f a Pricat or Deacon may not be lind, in an urgent case of private Baplism (the
apeedy death of the ehilt being npprohonded), the purenis brd betlor geb some malo
friend to baptize the ohild.  If anch ennnot e proenrod, the futher muat ndminister
the Snerament; the wother may only de so if the futher knows not Lhe Sneramontal
wards, or gomo other impediment,” Jh, p. 208,
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LUTHERAN CIURCIL

No change in thiy particular was p}'oposcd by the Lutheran
Reformers. Sacramental and historical thcology.wus nnt~re;
pudiated by them in the correction of.thc overlaid ahulscs 0
the Papacy. Occupying high ground in reference to t]le.nc-
cessity and efficacy of the Sneraments, 1?}1? Lutheran thcu.‘ogm.zlas
had ne difficulty in accepting the validity of Lny-l?uptlsmdm
cxtreme cases, and continuing in the new 0}-dcr of thmgs., under
proper ecelesinstical regulntions, the practico of the p}'lmllt{v;:,
modizeval, and Roman Chureh. It would burden this n-ltl‘(} 8
too much to make extensive guotations from the old I‘mth’m an
divines and the emrly liturgics of thab Cllurf;h. Sf1ﬂ|cf3 it to
say, that in both ways its undeviating testuncny‘ls_ gllvenftlo
the validity of necessitous Baptism by Jaymen. Take the fo -
lowing unquestlonable cuthorities, only as examples among nany
others at hand. g

Buddeus says: They who by divin.e .comm.'md can cmf[';:r
Baptism ave the rightly constituted ministers of the Ghum1 I
If, however, no minister of the Church be. prcsent,' and tl(;
danger of death forbid the deferring of Bupt.lstn, the judgmen
of our Church is that it may be rightly :Ldmmlster?d b'y n lay-
man or a woman,”* Tollazius E:Lys:.“ Extmo.rd_lnm'lly how-
ever, and in cnse of necessity, any pious Chrlstl‘zu?, ma]g or
female, scquainted with the Sacraments can administer Dap-
tlstlnr; Eubhemn Liturgies explicit directions ) gi\:ml for 'the
proper administration of what is styled Noth-"_l:mic. From
such an old service book, bearing date A. D. 1713, but t‘he‘re-
print, as shown by the lluminated t;it]e—p-nge of an older ht*.m gy
published A. D. 1626, under the nuspices uf‘Jolm Cusiwir,
Duke of Saxony, we take the following rubric: s sollen

# 4Qui baplimmym ex Numinis mandute, nliis rite eonferre p{.}ssu.nt, m'ullﬂl:'l'l .m;i::
ging sunt rile eonstituti. Quodsi ceelesie miniall:.r non [lllﬁ!lh,'vlhl:qll‘u erllmE“iE'
differe dintius nptismum votel, turidem o Inieo ctinm, M:lb fcfunnn, ;uutu‘lm mi
trard, ecolosito nostrio est seniontin,'  Jeal. Theo Dog., Lib, l . caph - g4 .

1 ¢ Extraordinnrie vero, ebin easu neeessitntis, quivig Chrfsl.‘mmm 'pms [ 'rliuum
snerarum gnnrug, sive sit mas, sive foming, Lnptismum adminiateatri potest.”
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aber die Plarrer das Volek in den Predigten unterrichten, dass
sic nicht leitlich zu der Noth Tauff cilen sollen, wann cs aber
dic hichste Nothdurfft eorfordert, dnss man tauffen soll nnd
muss, dass die, so dabey seynd, unsern Herrn Gott zuvor auf-
ruffen, und ein Vater Unser beten, wann solehes geschohen,
als daan darauf teufen, in Namen des Vaters, und des Sohns,
und des Heiligen Geistes, und dass man dann nicht zweifele, das
Kind scy recht und gnugsam getauft, und nicht soll ander-
weit in dor Iirchen, oder sonst offentlich getouflt worden.
Doch soll man soleh Kind, wenn es nm Leben bleibet in die
Kirchen tragen, das dor Pfarrer die Leute frage, ob sic auch
gewiss scyen dass das Kind recht getauflt sey, und mit was
Weise und Worten sie es getauflt haben,” &c. Women were
not allowed to baptize only under circumstances of the greatest
need, and enly then in the failure to get some Christian man
there, and then it is added: “Aber so dassolbige wegen
Schwaclleit des Kindes nicht seyn mochte, zls den soll die
Webe-Mutter, oder welches gegenwiivtiy Christlich-Weil sich
des Tazflens unterfangen will, zwo oder drey Porsonen, so vor-
honden, zum Zeugniss beruffen und erfordern, damit auf
sweyer oder dreyer Kandschafft, dic heilege Tnuffe des Kindes
bestehe, und zuvor das Gebet Christi, Vater Unser, &e., beten,
dem Kind cin Namen geben, und darauf das Kind tauffen und
sprechen : Ich taufle dich in Namen Gottes des Vaters, und des
Solns, und des Heilizen Goistes.”

THE REFORMED CIIURCIL

No definite canon lLias been adopted by the Reformed Chureh
on the subject; and the absence from its liturgies of all directions
and forms for the right administration of # Noth-Taufe,” such
a8 the above, would indicate an unfuvornble judgmeont as to its
validity even in nccessitous cases: With the exception of
Zwingle, it must be conceded, the most prominent Reformerdl
divines were decidedly opposed to the praetice, although frank-
ly confessing that it had in its favor the authority of anti-
quity.

Zwingle says: “Wir sind getouft, und sind recht getouft;
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e n ? y rin-
‘{ Iin o8 I ann cin ]ﬂ(]ﬂs W iJ SL‘bS toufﬂll. Dll/rﬂll (}I‘ mwran
1Y

i mstands warend (dos ist, der c]emertcn diser welli).
e (Di\: dem umstand der person ward geirret, c}.nss‘ ﬂ]len
.d;n; I}FLH’ séilite toufen ; so man doch wol wusst,.J:x.ls"c;:‘li];]l::(‘l’l'lrch .
mensch tonfen mocht, oucl Eie }m;)\armnélzi:l()l ":E]&mﬁmq e-{-p,.es_
in, in hi itutes, Book 1V., Chap, A V., 3 o3
Ci]i?{:{isl:crllﬁ I‘:I;Elllt: cu;tom, which has Deen Tecfe‘n'ed .:md
59'5 tised for many ages, and almest from the prm;utlv’c times
]0];‘(2(::18 Clurch, for Baptism to be perform(.:(i‘ by Eu).rmen;;:mclzs;;:
where death is upprchended,‘nnd noe mlmst(: Wis p coent in
time, it appears to me impossible to defeg;i y] a;}lr iubmken
son.”’t  Over agninst the usuage o.f the : lu\l(.‘,)i ;}c unbroken
centuries, Calvin interposes here sn.mpl‘?r his prwat‘ ,71 guthcr
Rather than that infants should- die \Vltl}\;u:c]i:;slrizé Luther
is {i rers, Wwe have seen, in accordan : 1
i:g 1111111? f'io(:'}l]: ‘I‘;::Li:ﬁi‘;e of the Church, a.lio;l;e(l 3(.3 l:lxy'm:m ?;1:‘:3; u;:n
. inister it in times of neeessity. DBut alvin pu i 5
t:i:glg;'n]}uptism a pitch low%r. Gﬂle, nlio;:’gi;f}s :gzc:;ng,r I::zi_;
g regsitate preeepti, by God's command, ’
2:;3;'&;:0?;‘::;56{, ns 1Ib is Cg‘rm}’s ordinary m('mus‘ of riegc;]err;tlizﬁ
and piving salvation; dcnymg that thererlsl"m c;n i Azd e
dircet necessity as to justily 1?5 Iuymdmlmatm]mn..,b o
oven this Reformer did not insist absolutely on the 7.L, Gf.J z.«.“ "
of all that had been baptized by luy-hnnds,. thus 1?1 &G,]a(i:{xe zo;]—
least recognizing its validity. ‘ In one o.f qins le(;tel;s, \.‘ 1 o o
demning absolutely all Baptisms m]mlm.stcr(,? yd“o.m. t;red
yel cmn:’ions agningt the scandal [If‘repen.tmg that a tn'umim Of
by laymen, sinee its reputed validity has ‘th;zd (i:nm tj:::led 7
antiquity, and its repetition, he thought, would be reg
anéI:'rslian;:li(:anr‘:?carly against the administration of this Sacra-

ment by lay-hands.  In his exposition of Question T1, Heidel-

I i i 299
i Ziciuglii ol Ify p. 278, Zwrich, 1800, + b o 290,
® [uldrici Zwinglii Opera. Vol, Ify 1 ) ‘ ! .
": :i:xlrlliu abhing seeulis adeequo ab ipeo fere eeelesim exordio receptun fmgs::llo
i iin.:iuuln‘murtiﬁ Inici baptizarent, s minister in tempore non ndestet, non v
inpe

H "
m Brma ratione defendi gueat. o .
<]“é‘ Ketlvall's Reply to Waterlamd.  Weterland's Works, Yol, VI, p 95
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berg Cutechism, Le says: “DBaptism is properly used when it
is administered by the ministers to whom Chwist Las limited i,
and whom He has sent to teach and baptize, and not by women
and others whom God has not sent."* ¢ Sinoe the administra-
tion of the Sacraments forms a part of the ecclesiastical min-
istry, those who are not called to this, and espeeiatly women,
ought net to take upon themselves the right and authority to
baptize."t+ The emphatic exception made here in the ense of
" women would seem to indiente, even in the Judmnent of Ursinus,
that the adwinistration of this Sucrament by faymen, under
urgent circumstances, mizht be admissible, At all events, in
+ his defenee of Infant Baptism, he quotes, with evident appro-
Lation, this saxymg of Augustine: © The whole Churel, holds
the doetrine of Infant Baptiam' by tradition.  TWiat the whols
Chareh holds and has always retained, alihough it has not been
deerced by any Councdd, that it iz just and proper for us to he-
lieve, as {f 4t had been delivered and handed down by apostolic
authority.”"t  From the time of Tertullian, at least, the custom
of the luy-ndministration of Buptism, in necessitous cases, as
lias already been sliown, has been held .and always retained
in the Church, thus carrying along with it the very authority
—tradition—which Ursinus claims in support of Infant Bap-
tism. If the voice of the Church i3 to be respected in the one
instance, it is certainly entitled to a Jike respect in the other.
Bena, writing to Bullinger from Geneva, about the usnges
cbtnining in the Angliean Cliureh, most dccidedly disapproves

of Lay-Baptism in these words: « What must wo say when, in

#F Lrainns’ Comu, an Heidelhorg Ciateching i travsluted by Reo, B, Williard, p, 864,
“ Unplismns ndministretar uh iig, quibng il Christus, priveepit, hoe eat, ministria ep-
clesin, quos Cliristus misit ad docendum ot baptizandun : non o malieribys,
aut alils, qui o Deo non sunt misai; et noming Dei nihil stipulari possunt,” Corpua
Deoctrinm U!u'fnhmm!_,' fanaper arlitinn, a4, 41,

T Dro Wiltiard's Transdation af Urwines' Comm, man.
ing Buptism,” eoncluding Ursinug oxposition of this Snerp
in the Mlanover edition, now before ge,

;t"qu:fl’muunpm‘uulurmu traditum tenel wniversitns Ieclenim,
Erelonim, uea 1t Coneitiin fratitutant, sed wemper
ritutale traditom rectinime eredfmu,””

These “ Theses Qoheors-
ment, huve been omitted

Quued weiversn tay et
Felentnm ent: now ufsi stpontolicn autho-
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case of necessity, as they call it, women are allowed to bap-
tize."

Tt is not to be disputed that the Reformed divines generally
were opposed to the practice of the lny-administration of Bap-
tism, and more especinlly by women, even under the most urgent

circumstances. Assuming this position, whether true or falsé,

they broke with the entire pre-Reformation Chureh, and alse,
in this particular, the more historical and sseremental branch
of the Reformation itself, as represented by the Lutheran and
Angliean communions, which already has been amply shown.
The whole current of church practice and anthority was aguinsé
them in this particular.

Baptism ndministered by women, as has already been naticed,
was singled out by Ursinus as (cspeci:ﬂ]y irregular and objec-
tionuble. The validity of Buptism by women must follow the
recognition of that administered by laymen. The one follows
the other logically and necessarily. Maskellsnys: ** Necessity
las always been regarded by the Chureh, as a fit reason why
men, neither pricsts nor deacons, should buptize : and if the
same neeessity oxists, where no man happens to be né hand,
what is there in the nature of the thing, which should prevent
the administration of this Saerament by a woman ¥ Doubtless
it must bo ventured upon, only in the last extremity, only when
life appears to be fast ebbing away, and no hope left."t

The irregularity of Lay-Baptism lLas been gtrongly urged .

against its integrity. An act, irregular in some of its par-
ticulars, may nevertheless be valid. Exigencies making it
imperative, its integrity and binding foree are in no way af-
feoted by such irregulerity. During the recent eivil war, the
exipencics of the case demanding it, the President of the
United States suspended the writ of Habeas Corpus. The act
was @rregular—an extraordinary stretch of authority. But the
Copgress, ut the session ensuing, conceding the extraordinary and
necessitous circumstances under which the President was called
to nct, recognized its validity and confirmed the course adopted.

= Zurich Leticrs, p, 274, Parker Svefely, Cumbridye, 1316,
1 ifuly Baptinn, by ften. W, Mankell, Mo, p 2030
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The subscquent public and official rocognition of such neccssi-
tous Baptism, in case the persons thus baptized lived, was
decu.md the neeessary complement and seal of its former lny-
administration. And in the Roman Catholic, Lutheran and
Anglican Churches, o special form is provided for the public
ratification of all such irregular Baptisma.*

_ Baptism looks forward to its personal and voluntary ratifica-
tl.on in Confirmation. It only reaches in this suprplcmcntn‘ry
r{be its last sense and menning. The apostolic namo of this
rite, ndmitting the catechumen into full membership with the
Chureh, was ** the laying on of hands;t in the sub-npostolie
age, ik was known as “the sealing,”” or ‘the anointing.” It
Was conceded by the ancient Church, that oll the defects of an
irregularly administered Baptism wore covered by this supple-
mental act. Hence, in the primitive ages, Baptism was im-
mediately followed by confirmation ; this was the practice
whether the person baptized was an adult, a youth, or an il:li
Tant.] ’

From the authorities presented, and the stream is singularly
constant and strong in one direction, Baptism, we have IZn,rned
wns accounted valid when administered, first, with water aecj
ondly, with the preseribed form, and thirdly, both rerrulzu" and
valid, when in addition to these absolute requisites aﬁministcr—
f:d by an ordeined minister. And the voice of t;heJ Chureh, as
it comes down through the ages, bears, with wonderful urnzL-
nimi-ty, unmistakable testimony to tho validity of the Iny-ad-
ministration of Baptism in extreme cases; that is, it was re-
cognized, and no repetition necessary, provided that,itlmd been

given with the proper matter and the proper form.

# The Pelatinnto Liturgy afirms ihat no yoordained man ought to zssume the

nl'l'ms.x u.f Baplism, without however expressing any opinion on the validity of its Iny.
administration in exceptional capes. ¥

T Acts vili. 12-17, xix. 6, 03 IIcb, vi. 2.
T Sacruments aud Sweramental Ordinances, by Rev, Juln Hewry Biunt, p. 06.
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