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termine the query,” says Mr. Bootl, ““ we may first
coneider the order of fime, in which the positive in-
stitutions of the New Testawent were appointed;y” and
nnargned, irwnedintely claims for baptisia priacity of
appointment. on the pross assumption that Johw’s Hap-
tism was Christian Baptism ! and also, that which the
apastles administered before the ascension of {hrist
Tt that Christing Baplism was anksown untit Christ
arose from the dead, is mide to appear from the fol
lowing considerations,

1. The kingdom of Chuist was not established nutit
then—1 am nware that Jesus inferms the Jews, that
the ~law aud the prophets were uatil John,” adding
tyince thut time the kingdom of God is preached,™
Phat the kingdom of God, in this instance, signitics
nothing wore than that sate of preparation which
Johu's nission embraced is rendered obvious by the
next elanse; “and all men press into i1 Jesus says
that this was but @ o itthe flack,”  §am also aware
that Mark seems to call Johu's mission “the heginning
of the gaspel of Jesus Christ.”—We presume all witt
audmit, that David’s preparation was the beginning of
Solomon’s temple; yet who suppaeses that Solomon's
temple was then iu existence?  But if Jesus Christ
reatly considered that his kingdowm was established.
why did e command the seventy to preach every-
where that it was ealy “at hand?” Aud why does the
blessed Saviowr hinwelf declare so often that it was
“pear?’ These expressions aloae, are, inour judgrent,
suflicient to prove, that the life of Jesus on carth, so
far as external circumstauces were concerned, was
only a continnation of Julw's mission: a greatly en-
larged preparation for the great events of bis death
and vesurreciion, on which hes Kingdem was estabilish-
ed on the day of Pentecost. This position will be fur-
ther sustained, and its influcace felt as we proceed.

2. No baptism, before the ascension of Jesus, de-
manded the prerequisites of Cluistinn baptism.  The
bapiism of Jobn requived only confussion of sin and
profession of repentussiee.  But did ot Jobn, says the
objector, turn dway the Phavisees and the Sadducees,
because they did not bring forth fruit meet for repent-
ance? We think not.  Joln wag evidently surprised
at their coming—as we have Leen ad the appearvanee
of like ehracters in the iuguiry room—adwmits that
they were taking af lewst one step, in flecing from
the wrath to come~—zivesthem fostruction well adapt-
ed to corveet their prejudices; and closes his addres
to them by <aying, “1indeed baptize you with water
uato repentance,” telling them that Jesus would pro
ceed on much siricter priveiples.  But if Jolwy's, like
Christian baptism, demsnded previous rogenerating in
its suljects, then the administrator must either bave
blundered unaceountably in his decisions, or else there
must have been a marvellous “falling away Trom
grace.” It is well known that John baplized in Jor-
dau 3 number sufliciently great to justify the Evan-
gelist in saying that he baptized all the inhabitants of
Jernsalem, Juden, and all the vegion vound ahnut Joy-
dan. 1t is equally well knowa that when Jesus ap
peared immediately alterwards, be fouud very few
Uhristians in alt those parts. Lot the passage now e
borne in wind which declaves that Jesus made and
Baptized more disciples than Johu, and all must be con-
viiced that the disciples of Christ, in the<e baptisms,
did not make regeucration a prevequisite 3 but pro-
S ceedud, in wll probability, on the principles of Jobn's
B baptism—cularging the preparation which his micsion
g contemplated.  But we have the words of Jesus Christ
B8 Linselt, concerning these multitudes of baptized per
R cous, showing that he did not regeive them as Chris
R tians. Jn addressing them, he says of Johu, Ik
BR wasaburning anda shining iight, and ye were willing
= Jor o scason, to rejoice in his light? Jobn v. 35.
andin the 42d verse, he says to'tliem, “I kaow that

3. The import of Christian baptism was unknown
previous to the ascensior of Christ. “We ave,” says
the apostle, “biriod with Christ by baptism into denth;
that, Lihe /s e wae raised frow the dead Ly the glory
of the Father, eves #0 we adxo should walk in newness
of life.” I Peter had undevstoed this, could ke have
reproved his Master. for saying that ke should die?
Auud how could all the apnacties have been so shstinate
in their unbelief of Chyint’s resurrection, if they bad
been baptizing for yearsin view of itsaccomplishment?
“now ye not,” says Paul, “that so many of us as
as were daptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into
his death?”  Thus setting aside every baptism which
was 2ot based on the death of Chirind, as unworthy of
the nawe ; and at the same time, making room for the
exception of the eleven apostles, who donbtless were
not baptized, for the same reason that Joha the Bap-
tist was not, who freely admits his unbaptized state,
in saying to Jestus, “1 bave med 1o he baptized of
thee,”

4. Before the yeswrrection of Jesus Chyist, no hap-
tisin was administered o the nusne of the Father, Son
and Holy Ghort. Should the administyater omit
cither mune in the act of Laptiam, i is plain that the
suljeet woull nat receive Christian baptism.  lence,
whes Panl et eertain diseiples at Ephesas, who had
uot heard of a Holy Ghost, concluding that they had
not heard of Christian baptism, he asks into what they
bad been Luptized.  This passage proves teyoud the
possibility of doubt, that Joblmn did not boptize in the
name of the Holy Ghost, which, as we have alveady
<eon, gans {o prove that the apostles did not, uutid
Christ arose frum the dead.  Jhid John, or the disciples
of Christ, baptize in the name of Jesus while he abode
upon earth? It they did, what could induce the Se-
vionr 1o charge the apostles and all who knew that he
was the Messiah, to tell it to no wan until ke was ri-
sen from the dead 2 1id Johm baptize in the namne of
the Father? That Ged sent him to haptize, no one
doubls; that ke proncunced the name of Gad in the
act of baptism, is without the least shadow of proof.
tt would be justas easy to sliow, that in the baptism
unto Moses, each sulject was bhaptized in the pame of
the Father.  The same is trae of all the bapiisms, ad-
minittered by the apostles prior to Christ’s deatls.

4. When Jesus comuissioncd his disciples to bapiize
all nations, he made no cxeeptions in favor of previ-
vus baptisius; nor did the apostles uaderstand bim to
wmake any.  On the day of Peutecost, there must have
been o mnltitade i the assembly, not ouly of those
baptized by Jobn, hut also of thase bapiized by the
apesties thomsehies; vet they eried, “Repent aud be
baplized cvery one of you” 1t is in vain to say,
those baptized multitudes of whaom we speak were ad-
ready Christinng, and heuce did not ery out.  Rewem-
ber, Christ said of them, * I kuow you that ye bave not
the love of God in you.” Therefore, since it cannot be
shown, that they had become more hardened than
athiess. we have good reason to believe that bt ndveds
of them turned to God upon that day——heard .he
apostles gladly, and were baptized * in the name of
the Lord Jesus "—like the twelve whom Paul found at
aphesus—a case in itself suflicient to prove, that John
it not administer Cheistian baptism: notwithstanding
ail that Fuller, Kinghorn and othershave done ¢ wake
1 appear otherwise.

In view of these arguments we presume thal none
whoever read Mr. Booth's “Rabbinical Fable” ean for
a moment suppose that Christian baptisns was known
before the ascension of Christ.  Indeed we think it
must be evident to all. that the argument of prior ap-
pointwecat is wholly in our faver, and in reality scttles
.or ever the whole controversy, giving us the exam-
ple of Jesus Christ kimself, administering his sup-
per to those who never had received Christian Bap-

& yokave not the love of God'in you.

fism. And if o, who can be found bold cnough to



