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This. i& a smull worlz of Si pages, purt of whicl is here pre- .

k1o the English render—the remainiler shal) follaw, | The -
iocnsion and: design: of it, will be- best undersiood from 1
Aujhor’s own svords” in n short prefice. & The by np Angans
inimparunt bapristic movement iy e Danigli 1

vement wlich hos not yetrun it whole course ecl T
Ednsion of this church pamphlet,, ;,‘I.im,muphx”.'\g,;thc Bap.~i -
igTheory lns munifesied ilsult}ulsu,,in;muny points, in the:

viingelical Churcly of Germany, and ‘hias - begome -matier, or
tteation, the'nuthor hapes that this -mnall worle nay .also be of
ddfierest o Germian . readors, talkeite

seen that” ‘
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well the theological meridian of the Am-
¢ the Daptistic

1t lends forth o host ogaing
hich i3 comparatively new i American
erted gystem wnust marshal nn en-

tirely different set of arguments it it would ldep its ground.
it be reserved (o the close

Our owh comnients on ilg werits nv

of the transiation. Tt msy only yet be uCCesswy to remsind tlie
rentler that the suthor is o Lautheran. If the ductiine of the
truct is true Lanbieranismn, it will be seen that it dillers, in i
theory of Christinuity, ns fur from what goes under ihat namo
in \his conntry, nsit does fiom the Baptistic thewy isell. Wil
out any farther preliminary obzervations we commend {his
ireatise to the theoloical times, vs o litde boule 1o be desied
10 muke one think, if not even to make one wise.
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it suits equally
erican Church.
Theory, from o point W
olemnics; and the controv

Intraduction.

aptism of infaits =an be doginati-
e bupigtic movement, becotre
matter of speein ntlention the wsore so, since visws begin Lo
appear in the bozomn of the churel itself, which, owever mueh
thiey scem Lo be opposed Lo (he Buplisiie system i o civil
matn! point of view neversheless shiare witli it dogumieally in
ihe enme rinciple. ion of inlunl bapiisi

The boptistic reject
rests wpon the view, that bapisin

Phe inquiry whether the b
cnbly jussified, hws, through th

has sigoificanes merely 18 &
free self-conscious acl, 08 in napristn of wlubis, who have pre-
viousty buen regenernied and wre believers, in whosa case bap-
tisim is onby qu vutward sengible demunstration of e inward @i
of groce, of which the subject hus hegonie pautaler b another
way independent of buptis. A gell-couscions pessonal lile of
fuith, received immediniely and direct from the operations of
the Holy Ghestin the saul, ig, to the bognistic system the very
gorm and substance of Clirstianity, while it views the Sacra.
ments os mero symbolical signs and adumbsations  Although
ihis view comes most cosily into favor through the Refornetl
Churely, in its views of the relation of Rith t the serimenls,
yet the ane-sided prominence of mere stebjective vl purely per-
tonil Clristinnity, has for some time past nlso found entinncs
into the Luthernn ehurch. Phe wanner of hinking which
hos been extended through DPictism os well 03 by Rationul-
jsin, hos generated views ~f the chureh und of the neans of
grace, which have not onty prepared tlse way for the Baptistic

theary, but earry the germ o

£ this in their own bosom.  [If we .~
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turn our 't
atiention
. owards ¢l
::;le::tr::lme, rn;m which the rc;ﬁnigmﬁs lant sermons of thy
» we shall find historieal” uctrine fs ne i
the signific listoricnl eround 1 cesearily
ance of Buptiam | o or the ngsen
reference to | aptiem has been handied strlion that
; ita suljective si sandied prevailingly wi
which is prop jective side, while its objectiee o, TIH
erly Suer s objective sl
Infant bupti tnentul, hos been lef § sidde, that
ptisin, a8 such. 1 nlefi in the bacl; gy
B i pon e wi CK rroumd
i certin tesery " e whale, has b N
e and caul b een handled wi
T 1 ution, only in n puss] ed with
i subordinat - I prssing way o
. B ¢ point of vie g way alluded
carrying wiik ate pom view, but s o
As, ngic"ucnhl:: Illolhtté uncqnda!lu:ml neccs’siiy ofl:l:ll'lpt(uTl“rl;‘IELi o
e rejening view artiele of fuji]
soemed 1o be 1} rning views, fiee y 1.
E— te first Toundad ! personal convic;
lite in the fvicd, mdation fer ithe evolui] tviclion
intividual, jt evolution of the Gliristi
" was nutursl 1e Clhiristian
overvalued ut ( ' aturel that confirnyui
g e expense of i irmesion should
fant Bapis pense of infint Daptjs uld b
plism, seemed placed § wptisin. - Bapiis i
faith, sinee it pliced in an oblique positon nl, 08 n-
s Sitee it was prey Hue positicn ¢ i
L sumed et u relntion |
could give the subject of it o cat well rrounded u
seemed nare usu!‘]fubl. of it uright 1o Im]iism 'd‘I.IL[I! G
This npprchcn:ri’g,‘ug:,“l']l“]Y Juined with cunﬁrn;mimr:cﬁg l'l:lmlsf;'
bapuisti - e hature of Baplism is wi s seal,
¢, and henee the bapiist aplism is withont (Jj
i " i v : It dizpute
sidedness whi nEstie sysiein jg; . . E[NILe
ich mny be desi LA fiemoetited wil
ten what relie desisnated i reneral VI one-
: irion presupposes ; general as laving for
its zen! for fro ezupposes and by whad it i 15 argot-
ce self-conscei o ML conditioned,
however. (hi -conscious religion, | Hened, ne
1his ones . qow. o alee bamistie «
. s esidedness annenrs i i apislic sysie
innannreh as it Lrenfs B Oppers i its mosl destryelj syetei,
! renky formadly wi s destrielive for
thravws fiself sehisnut aly with the church, ; an,
Mherce Ili:‘-:]éli::u:tluﬂil,\r from alb reforminer ’Clc:::? [hu"?_ wiili.
) O 5 10 secie i . = servitive in-
avent siveam wf Distorien Il‘l{vl‘:gl crvor, by separating it I:I'UII‘[:: |'f'|
permnnent form b addevelupimend, aud preservipe i U
preriiy v an jsulated chare Preservine it in
i this very way it pluces ils b chareh-commumivg, i § #
mEans af vorresi iselly as fay as possibfe, | At just
ive Chuisiinaiy tunl. Iulsluml of suflering wself, qr weyond all
) A 7y 10 be (ulien . . o L, ain
life, wnd i this way to e p i the gencral flow
tow svoner of | lﬂj o rietrne through
oW &  Luer pos o 2t
fuctinns. passoverinty the [
The poi i
s point at whiely thi is 1
! 15 el is joined |
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For this renson llllﬁ w[l:sli“.in::i'(l; ;}]:!
3 g
singufur controversy between the Ch‘"ﬁl:t nm}l|i:n cgnlruversy
tem, hinges substnntially upen s 110| to the birth and proper
helween mother m?.d ‘-]{l!]gmqu B ::I%::llmrlhc new created con-
beginning of tl':e (Jhtr_:?ﬂl!uﬁm:ucn,h the medium- of o genreratio
e cm\r\l’;'lsell'l‘:!]‘ it s o regular molher. Tl-l ehqmi?:ﬂu”]‘:
othor words,ia this 1s fuith the e s ot rthr e
e J rthe revers 3
R et ot G ot of b, and e baphiom of
cuse, Y1z - | h :\'!iclhm' it should he suid t.hm mch- “qu; can
poses b-npu]smL-'uP regulnr Loz, and llm_l Tl lll-“]L rather
;:[ciwltlliﬁ :?n!ll:l:]‘;l;lllll'l}’ Taintuined, or “'lwm(;r:ll USE[!}‘]::;[?‘”Z:“]' il
S A order T '
be auid that mﬁ[}nL(}k::‘]{:lm:‘:'l:i:f“:‘;;‘lmcli dugnmlicnll% 1o l‘:::
the l,upll_slll 0-'{:0 fion 1o the rule, hence in substance ga s
viewed as an 1“' Pr:-ecisf-‘iy with a view of giving n mo\:'h];én'
I b“ril\]:gr'm this question, have these pngcs.bccﬂ[‘ (o b,
'-\l:ru.lll[r :!:'l_a,llc the object of cur investigution [0 ?-EI\\‘-]fich e
e designs Gehit in remand to the Tundamentals b
to sel curselves right in reg i eee— Lhose  presuppesitious,
belioving  consclousness  presupposes— (Mos saible—nnd 1o
Ie 1oV InG hich no regenernted cousciousness is possil oint of
\""l“’".'f w 1.‘cicsi ne infamt Laptism as the P""',“‘f“f p:,r in-
rreogmas o ¢ sgd fundumeniale.  And, as the rm_n‘"lc i
these P"‘,’““WD.F! nily befongs more immedintely to 'c[ les
fait baptism icwg el lg that of the Spirit, it mnst ne\'c!‘l‘ :E:lthsu,_
e B w?).n Inced in organic union with the artic ]tslt
i li"j I “ni“:]' a gﬂn in arder that the reigning ml(‘sl.d? I')'l ssl
e ot . i o, o
may be b viewed in it connectio :
hupyl-ist.n musrt nO}aﬂfl‘j]gL l.]ll[ l}:g‘;;,[,lm time also, with l!mlulgcnu:lr
operdions o -grlm;li’:m!iun amdl with the personal reve ol ‘d
of grace or P.'f: G”Thnl the doctrine of election hos an m\f'-.-"u
grace 1 Gim-"l[.' the doctrine of Liptisn, is already (-:mlelnl I&ﬁ:l -
cmmcmmn"er'ﬁl('mlcu whieh the first doctrine ling \\"_l[’ lrl(‘»] '\'!cIl‘.
the great 5’!-]“'_ hate renched only 1o some masure Or lo‘i e
1513, Wh?" ‘ m:t-:' es.  That the doctrine of the peron o ! .
e onnostel with bapisn s fct of which ot Tl
LI mmm]uu rincignl thing is, that this connection be (il este
[ hut'trmu? apparent one, bul o reat one. :\q‘]’_"s' l of
Lie nol mere { 1 ' rg:-cus—clﬂm“l election, the nmplfu:![}tlon o
suvernd ﬁwlmbt oouring of the Spiril, and the operations idea ot
Chist, the ou prr ther in one living organic unity in the idea L
_._a,ré 1‘“‘_‘::2,_:;;’5-\-‘% rng Croure, we ehall, in our sttemip
the Cowst * K

openly denics the motiier.
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te point out Use relation of baptism to this iden of the ‘Clrarch,
rench the comprehiensive slund-point from which we shall be
able to give (o ench of these severnl foclors or forces jig truth, and
assign 1o it g proper -nounda,

1. Buplism as o Chlureh-founding Sacranrens.

Taith alone saves g3 not dead, but living fujth—y
but individuat, personal fith, e Ly

have assupanee of salvation~—it is the HUNE as to Ninve clergal

fife, a5 well present as fatre. I3nt just for the very renson that
fuith includes in irsell an alermity, itean have ng temporal, con-
tingent or aceidental SOUFGE 5 it ihust have o divine foundation.
On this aceount Chiistinn fnith must regard jizelf 4s 4 work of
divine grace.  Divine grace is ibnde known ang apprehended,
nut oaly in the advent of |he Suviour into tin world, it is equally
g much apprehended in (he gift to man of faith in the Saviour,
Far, o nse un expression of Luther, o Christiun Inows that Lo
cannot,, by his own Power, or through his own reason, come to
his Low! and Suviour. il he comes 1o Nis Suviour, it is becauee
his Saviour hag first cone lg hits is he 1o apprebend  Chiret,
thetr he must first e apprehended of Clirjat, Hence, although
#illis in one respect the freost and 1wrost personal of ull acle-—
that whicl is in the deepest sense human—i; nevortheless hog
1ot its deepest grownd fy human personality and frendom.  Ior

this renson conseruently the believing persanadity, in (e Scrip.

tures, i designated as n neyw creature ; by which it is declared

that the Clivistion lives s life of fith not from hinigelf, ot
that this life i something given, something derived, somethingr
Inrparted,

If now the-gurestion is asked in whot way faith s wrough in
the heart, 1he heg answer ecems lo be this: That it asises
througly the operition of (e Holy Ghost in the inward man by
means of Chrigtian preaching. & Faith cometl by henring,?
snys the Apestle Paul; and upon this pussnge the Bapists
ground their argument that haptista is anly 10 folfow fuitl a3 an
outward rite, Ip order; therelore, it faith muy he generated
in the huiman heart, it js only neeeseary to have peencher who
hs himisell been apprehended of Christ, in wlase inward man
the Cliristinn life of fuji], is active, and who by his personal
testimany is able to walcen up that life in Jiis honrers, While
weo acknowledse the fuli weight and force of the abgyve npog-
tolic declarution, we wili show hat this declarntion, is, by tlie

10t forcign
e faith is the same ng tu



whon tie Guunen se crousnrns amd his preaching, i
g0 for os it is direeted 10 those whin do nol belong o Chiist, o
anly Lave for its object, fo found the Clureh in thenr.

When we say Uil no presclier can be the orean of Christ,
whe is notad the same time an oigon of the Chureh, we bave
not in our mind, in making this assertion, & definite epiritunl
ORBER OF RANF, (0 whom tie act of Christinn prenching should
alone and esclusively e reserved ; we recognize the Protestant
iden of the universal priesthond of Cliristinns ;3 we nceord o
every Christinn (e right (o testify of his faith, only it musl e
laid down as n universal requirement, that no one put himeelf
forward ps o private organ of Chiist, it that e spenk forth
from out the commanion-Jife which has baen founded in Chrisl,
antd whieh lias been developed in history.  'T'he error of the
sects consists procisely in this, that they would unite tlieinacives
with Clirist without the CGlinreh, the grent historical medinm.
Tn this syetem the individual stands only in # private relation (o
Clivist, after lic has reached (s position throngh « purely in-
ward and mystical moving of the Spiril, or through his own
reading and understanding of (he Bible. Itis religinns sympa-
thy alone, which draws individuals. together in o sonventicle for
mutual communicalion and interchange of personnd experionces.
To them preaching proceedaonly from ludividuals, not from the

T o B,
ilﬁ‘lrli‘l':'l"i'.’—“r] ln,lu_ .{[m' Chuch, is only o preliminry, 0 prepacatory
s e, which is, in and fr Btself, an unfeuiiful and powe
53 Iegining, wlone whish containg in jiself no «rwp' lr_
I'qu its avlual eontinuation, for iis e prngi‘uhssiun. ,’_l‘l'll:dil:u(i:ie
:;:-LI'::Inw:':;i-rsi:muls ond of (lie Glmyuh, iy, s0 Lo sy, nierely
e ‘(’F(:na[ mset, can only impel himsell fowards e
m:u::’ul[-,r ;0 ”:'11: m it l.md_ ol idinite npproach, without ever
B 1]la wiy, geling o it. "The frue beginning of
fn r.-f_, eoled .lh_m_u in this, that the movement does not pro-
seetd frann tlee Tndividuad, but that the Churel seeures 1o itsalf
h;:gmm‘ng inthe individual, that the great conmution Iif;e im;-‘
l}:(‘allrlinllﬁﬁ-::f::lfr Ifj‘-”'nl e individunl life.  When we sny that the
i pln:;l::-ql .ni:r |f s planted in the individual by (e Church
o A n him, or by the individual being appropriated
¥ e Uharech, we wish nevertlieless 10 ba understoad to sn
ihu!] l!n(f_ beginning is only the trae heginning of f:;it.h, in suhfu'y:’"
;1lsln. _.I1=1'||.ch Jlsrll‘scll' appropeinieit of Crese, Only when
the propozition, *I'he Ghureh gives itself o beginning in 1l
Il'.ll'llglll!lil[,' ir resolvedl and expliined by the ather, ¢ Christ luloc
glvlca‘lmnscl!' a beginning in the individual, mukes him His

([[llzgll::[l"t)i)(; lll'mmt‘hm,r His Church in him—only then does it
begﬁming.m correct mode in which true” faith lins its true


























































































