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CHAFTER I

The vurrose of this research is to deterasine whether
infant baptiso wos practiced in the early Christisan Church.
This problem is important baecsuse of conditions in the

Christian Church today. Particularly here, in denominztion-

ridden America, there is violent disagreement on this iscue.

About one=third of 211 professing "Protestants" (including

Lutherans) in the United States zra members of "Raptist hod-

ieg," 1.e., churches which reject infant baptism.l Are they

correct in incistine upon "believers! baptism?! or are the
fants? There are

'hietoric churches”™ right in haptizing ini

o
ot
e
(7]
)
-

two possible apiroaches to this problem: thzt of B

theology and that of Church history.

The approach of Biblical theolopv is to exanine care-

f'ully all Scripture passages which have zay bearing on infant

baptism, a2nd try to determine thelr msaning &nd relevince to

the subject. This is the usual arrroach, This is the proce=-

dure the Garman theologizans Altheus, Cullmann, and Jeremias

have bean using, for example, in trying to refute Barth,.?

1ler. Yearbook of American Churches, 1957, edited by

Landis (New York: Eationnl Gouncil of the Churcheé

Henson Y,
in the U.S.A., c.1956), pp. iv, 16-26,

of Christ

2Kar1 Barth, a Swiss Raformed theologian, came to the
conviction several decades ago that infant baptism did not
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The avproach of Church history, on the other hand, is
to exanine all historical evidence from the time of the

Apostles pertaining to infant baptism, and on the

u®

wiois of
this evidence determine what hos been the practice of the
Church, This is the acproach tnken in this study,

There nre two factors vhich have contributed in limiting
the scope of this investipation: (1) Holy Seripture itzelf ia
absolutely silent in regerd te the specific subject of infont
hawtisu3; and (2) from the fifth century on infant baptigm
was unquestionably the general practice of the catholic

. ' i o % 3 - -
Church.* The faeet that Scripturs itselfl says nothing about

originate with Christ, but instead was invented by the
Church, snd hence should be discontinued. HHis pozition is
sat, forth in Die kirchliche Lehre von der Taufe, sweite
iullape (Ztrich: Wvancelischer verlag L, (. %ollikon, 1943;
snelish translastion by eErnest 4. Fayne, The Teaching of the
Chureh Hegarding Baptism; london: 8. 0. Y. Press, 1948). e
16 anowered by uUgcor Lullmann in Die Taullechre des leuen
Testozents (Zilrich: Zwingli-<Yerlir, c.19L3; Lnglish Lrens-
E ]

lation by J, K., 5, Relid, Baptlism in the liew Testarents
< 7 s s s m—— —— e S ——————

Chicago: Henry Regnery Co., 1950) and by Peul Althaus in das
ist die Taufe? (Uoettinpen: Vandenhoack and Ruprecht, c.
1950}, 5n excellent summary of the Lutheran Biblical theol-
ory viewpoint ieg found in Werner wlert, Der christliche
Glaube, zuweite Auflape (Rerlins Purche==Verlag, CelUhl), Ol
5LA=55he dJoachim Jerenine includes argunentation along New
Testamont theolory, Church history, and archeolopicsal lines
of thoupht in his excellent bosk, Hat die lrkirche dis
Kindortsule pelibt? (Goetsinren: Vandernhoeck and liuprecht,
1969).

1‘. "-"‘ ®

3This gtotement does not mean that no passares of loly
Seripture have any direct benring on infant bantisme. It
stntes only thnt no pessages of Seripture refer to infant
bavtism explicitly. Thus fets 11l:145 16:15,333 1 Cor.q:16,

atc., csn be olfered =5 evidence, but not as nroof, for
infant baptism, Thus Cscar Cullmenn (op. eit., unglish trans-

lation, p. 2L) says thzt these pass=ages are indecisive and
insufficient for proof,

hﬁll sources in the bibiliogrsnhy consulted for this study
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infant bantism means thst our treztment of Scripture will
not be dirsct, but only incidental. The Biblical theology
approach would be to treat these passages direetly; the
strict historical @prroach must pzas them by, Th? saecond

premnise, th=t from s2bout LOU A.D. on infant baptism was in

q

eneral & universal practice, means that our study will be

-4,

0

limited to the first four centuries of the Christian era.

o

The imnortonce of Scripture's absolute silence on infant

bantism ern hardly be overemzhasized. This is undoubtedly

the mirhtiest weacon which the cpronents of infant baotisnm
have, ~nd their second greatest weszpon is similar, namely,
thst infant baptism is not specifically nomed by any of the
Church fathers until sbout the year 200, and then it is first
mentioned by an opponent of infant hnptism.s

Scripture's silence on such an important subject would
naturally tend to enhance the imuort-nce of =an historica
investigation such as is here undertszken. On the other hond,
this writer wounld be amnong the first to agres that ouf orin-
jion of infznt beptism dare not rest on the evidence which
Church history furnishes, but instead on Seripturec alone.

“len can znd do err; it is God alone who is infallible. The

apree on this conclusion. The evidence for it is overwhelm-
inge Ka.ge., the Council of Carthage in 418 A, was cxplicit
in its sup ?rt of infant baptismé cg; Eillivgiwaéié Tﬁe
History of Infant Baptism, second edition, edited by Henry
Jotton (Oxford: University Press, 184k), I, 463-471. All
the lesding theologisns of the age, too (e.g., St. Jerome,
St. Aupustine), surpported infant baptism; cf, infres, chap.
ive

STertullian; infra, chap. 2, ppe 19-26,
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evidence of Church history, then, must not be taken ag nor-
mative, but only as ancillary. It is of value only as it
throws lizht on the Christian Church's understanding, or
lack of understanding, of Cod's will as revealed in His lord,

It wns indicated above thet the scope of this study will
be the extra-Biblical Christiaen literature from the time of
Christ to “bout 400 A,D, This paper is thus patterncd after
1ie outatanding treatnent of this same sublecet made about
250 vears ago by Dr. ¥illiam Wall of inFlond.®  Inm fact, this
thesis is sc indebted to his thorough scholsrship that an ac-
knowledpement of this kind in our introductory chapter is
obligatory. His work is guoted throughout this paper, and
the resder interested in studying this subject more intensely
is refarred to this rather sncient, but not outdated, work.
Un the other hand, it has been attenpted to make this paper
more than simply a rehashing of Dr, Wallts thorough treat-
nente Also many modern writeérs on the subjeet have been con-
sulted so thot several imroxrtant aspects of the problem not
treated by Dr, Wall sre found here. However, while an attempt
has been made to consider all the important angles of the
subject, this paper iz {ar from exhaustive. The interested
reader 12 invited to consult, not cnly the honks in the bib-

liography, but also many of the scurces to which the books

“in the bhibliography refer.

“Hall op. cit. & vols. For an adverse criticism of Ur,
Wall's ¥ ﬁ Ty an opponent of infant baptiss, cf. Alexander
"'Mbbell Christian nagti%n with ihq Antacedents ond

uonucvnonts (Nashville: . cwuiddy Frinting Co., 19137, vp.
T7R=312 pas

assin,




CHAVTER IT

WA g ) TN gyt g gs  mms v g, pre . % - "% =ame - =%
THE ZVIDENCE OF THE FIRST *ND SECOND CENTHRIES

A5 indicated above in the introduction, there are no
specific references to infoant bactism in the Christizan
Church until zbhout 200G A. D)., when Tertullian opposed it.
Nevertheless, miuch other Christian llterature from before
200 throws lisht on our subject. It does so, not heecnuse
of what it s2ys or fails to say about infant bantism, but
becouse of whaguwit s:ys sbout Christian bantism in general,
Cloment of' Homs

The first of the "Anostolic Pathers" was Clement of
Home, @ discinle of Feter and Paul.l Accordins to Busebius
ha was bhishop of Rome from about 92 to 101. "Of the many
writines ascribed to him, only the firet to tha Corinthians
(in which he geoks to settle disturbancas bhatween clerics
and laics) is considered suthentic (A.De 96)."2 In this
first lettar to the Corinthians Clement commnents the follow-
ing on 1 Cor. lhil:

Again of Job it iz thus written, that he was just =nd

blameless, true, one that feared Cod, "nd eschewed evil,
Yet he condemns himselfl, and says, there ic nons free

ror 5 brief hiepranhical sketch of his lile, ef. frnest
Leirh=-teniett, landbook of the Lurly Christian Fathers
(Tondon: Uilliams nnd Norg.te, 1020), prie 1=D.

2iutheran Cyclonedia, Lrwin L. Lucker, cditor im chief
(St. Louis: Concordia !ubiisghing flouse, c.195L), pre. L&=5,



6

from pollutions ﬂo4 not thoush nhiis life be but the
length of one dn

Ve
Clemant wos convinced that 2lso new=born b hes are corrust-
ed by gin and nced Cod's forriveness.
ipnatius
Tho second of the "Apostolic Fathers™ was the third

£

bishor of Antlioch, Igns tius.r 1l wan martyred, according to

fuseblius, nnder Trijan in 107, In Ignatius we find a strong

.-

episcopal emvhasis, understandable bacrugse (1) he himself
was a hishop and hecruse (2) the current sorsecution mode
eriscopal lesdershinp inperative. Thus he nermitted nn bap-
tisms vithout o birhop's supervision.? 2t one nlace he

.
es to th

@

reaaion of Chrict & purifying effect upon

the hantismal water.V

3The originrl Creck -iti g Latin transli:tion of thies

nassage is gliven in J. F. rre, editor,. Fatrolocise Fatrum
Urnooorum ("- rig: Caprnier ‘I'»‘tl‘-.,.., lqé" ('\t, f-l.s i ?,;3—4.
‘ﬂvanftor iIFC'n editicn of Creck fsthers vill bﬁ referred
to as :ﬂ. he =nglish tronsleation slven hare is in Josevh
Hingham, Tha \nt:~nat1c of the Christizp Chuych 2pd Other
Lorks zTardﬁn- Tilliam dtroker, 12h3), 111, 457, ond Lilliam
“ell, The llistory of Infant Baptism, ?nn ndltion, edited by
lienry Totton (Oxford: University rress, 1244), T, L7. Cf,
2leo the trsnslition in The Library of of Christisn Clascsies,
Johnr Balllie, John 7, lelleil. 9 and lienry ¢, Yanbusen, general

cditors (.dxluge1 hia: The Yestminster Freqq, 1953, etc.),
I, 52, Cf, slso andre Ranoit, Le Banteme Chretien au feeond
Vitcln (Paris: Frecses Univorlsaires de rrance, 1953), DDe
r-, q.

3~ .

k?or & biographical sketch, ef. Leigh-Renrett, on, cit.,
D=170

e
~Library of Christian Classies, one. cit., I, 115, Cf,
21lso Helnhold uc@bﬂrp, Textbook of éHF'Hiﬂtarv of Doctrines,
tronslated by Charles 3, Hay (Crand Rapids, iche: Daker
Pock House, 1954), T, G2.

6In his letter to the Bphosians, chap. 18, found in PG,
v, 559-660. A translation is given in Library of "of Christianm
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Tha Lidache
Jhe Didache, ovr Te_ching of the Tuelve Anostles, wes
also written sbout thie time, %hile it discusses baptism,
it iz only concerned with the mode, outward preparation, and
zct of baptisn itself, »nd soys nothlns zbout either infant
baptism or the effect and power of bhantism,”

Enistle of Barnsbhas

'he Bristle giliﬁrﬂﬂbis originnted in Lpypt about 130
Aelle It taught :h.t "tha believer enters unon the wvosseos-
gion of the blessinge of redemption through hnntism,"g and
that throurh bantisn we becone free from sin.? "We E0 down
into the water laden with sins rnd filth and rise from it,
besaring fruit in the heart, rasting our fear snd hope on

Jesus in the n:iria.“lb Rarnabas taught that bantism was a
1ean of

ns of freeins from sin,

shephord of Hermas

The Shepherd of Herans was written according to =ncient

tradition about 140 A.D. by 2 Roman Christian, Hermas. It
?

seics, on. git., T, 92-3. Cf. 2leo Bernoit, op. cit., 2P,

;'a‘l— - 2.—.—

Tin English translotion of The Didache i= riven in Libra
of Christian Classics, one cite, 1, 101-179, For asn excellen
discusoion of Tae nldﬂche cf, Bencit, oce. eit., Ppe 5=33.

“k

‘Bpistls of Barmabas 71,1, #, found in MG, II, 729-30. Cf.
also Seebors, OD. Cite, T, 71e

Jipistle of Barnabas VIII.15,

1?§2&5§1§,2£ Rarnapag I1; H?G, loc. cit. Cf. also Fenelt, ¢
ope cite., PPe 34-58s e, BT

-l o ‘i
P

Tc:on'cum).n ASE:-:!I-\I.'gR‘! :

LIBRARY

_ST. LOUIS 5, MO
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was esteened so highly by the early Church thot at times it
was included in the canon of Seripture. It taucht that
thmoupgh baptiem we receive the remissisn of our sins.ll
Life is riven us through the water of baptism, and this is
s0 necourary thst 1t wmust in some way be applied even to Gld
Testanent believers.is Through bantism all the sins which a
man hos comnitted sre forgiven.tld Hermns poes so foar as to
stnte thet the Church is bhuilt upon the waters of h?ptism.lh
This witnass of Hermas be2rs even more weipght if it is dated
considerably before 140, &5 many =cholars feel it should be,

Justin Martyr
Justin dartyr was a fawous arolopist whoe was born about
100 and who suffored martyrdom under Marcus iLurelius in

166,19 liis princinal werks sre his two Apologies znd his

llien, IV, 3:1, para. 15, found in ¥PG, II, 917-922,
Gfs 2lso Josenh Cullen Ayer, A Source BooE for incient Church
History (Hew York: Charles %cribner's Sons Sons, 1330), D. 18

12vis, ITI, 3:5, fournd in MPG, II, A99-910; also.Sim,
IX, 16:2, 35 5, found in MPG; TT 97)—1610.

Luan, 1V, 3:1, and IV, 1: ? found in PG, TI, 917-922.
fo also nﬂnberp, Oﬁ. cita, 0—31, fiyer, 1oc. cit., and
inpvla n, opsiciti, 11T, & 4.57-1;3:1.

iy, ITT, 3:5; MG, IT, 999-910, and Sim., IX, 16:2
found in wpg, 1f,7973-1016., Cf. also »cohnrg, o, cit., I,
62, and EﬂOiu, o-. Citey IPRe 115-137. Bven lewman, a
cwtxﬂt admite thut inr1”* teaches bavtiSﬂnl regenaration:
Albert h@xry Hewnan, & Jlanual of Church listory (Fhiladelphia:
American Paptist Fublierntion Society, ce.L299, 1933), I, 230-1.

Lifor o bicrravhical nketch,.cf. l.eigh-Rennrett, on. cit.,
rPe hl=5le :
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Dialop with Trypho the Jew. Four passapes esvecizlly require

consideration,

In one vlace in his Dialogsm with Trycho Justin says about

Jesus,

He nesded either the baptism or the Spirit who came dow
unen Him in the shape of 2 dove, o, too, He did not
condescend to be born &nd to be crucified bascause lie was
i birth or crucifixion; He did it solely for
the suke of nan, who from the time of /dam had become
subject to desth znd the deceit of fgc serpent, each

s Wnll poss on to explain, this suotation shows that

in these times, sc very nensr the Apostles, they svoke
of oririnzl sin affecting all mankind descended of
\damy snd understood, thot, besides the nctual sins of
gach particular person, there is in our nature itselfl,
aince the foall, something that needs_redemnntion and
forgivencss by the unerits of Christ,

In section L3 of his Dialop Justin contends,
We =lsc who by Nim have had access to God, have not re-
ceived this carnzl circumeision, but the spiritual cir-
cumcizion, which itnoch, 2nd those like him observed,
And we have received it by bartism, by the mercy of
(rod, becuzvuse we were sinners; and it is, allowed.to all
persons to receive it by the sime way.+?
Thin section shows two things about Justin's thinking on
barntism: that Christisn baptism repleaced the carnal circune

cision of the 01ld Testament; and that & "spiritual circume

1pinlop with Ir cho, secti%n 88; origin?l %n g:G, gl,
625-6; Tnplisnh tronciation from The Fathers of the Chureh,
32 vols, Trensloted by Jeremiah F, U'tullivan, et al, Lew
York: Cima rublishing Co., Inc., C.1947, a2t al, 111, 249,

17‘,;;;11, op. city, 'L, 643
1%ybid., pe 65. The original is in YPG, VI, 567-562.

Wwe indeed know that ile did not z2poroach the river hecause
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cision® is cnzeted through barntism,l? The Fact that infants
were circumcised in the Old Testament era, then, would argue
strongly for thelr baptism now by Tustin, 20

In his Birst Auolery Justin defends the Christisn reli-

Fion against the charpes of its heathen enemies, Part of his

discusgion of baptism is as follows:

How we dedicoted ourselvas to Cord when we were made new

through Christ I will exnlain, since it might seem to

be unfair if T left this out fron Wy eXp osition, Those
who ars psrsusded and belleve that the thinrr we te“ch
nnd say are true, snd promise that they can live ac-
cordingly, ore instructed to pray nnd beseech God with
Meeting for the remission of their past sins, while we
proy osnd foast along with theme Then they are brought

by us where there is water, and are re shorn by the s:zme
wnner of rebirth by which we ourselves were rehorn;
for they are thon washed in the water in the name of
God the Father and Master of nli, and ?f our Savior

s Christ, and of the Holy aplrif

Mis pasacce shows Justin's comnecihiion of regeneration (be-

ing born agein) with bantism, He looked upon baptism as the

29

neans for effecting regeneration,
4 muceh disruted rassage from Justin is the following,

also found in his First Apology:

19211, loc. cit.

20cr, Bingham, op. cit., III, 461-2,

Slriret | E°]°E§! chap. 6l. MPG, VI, 419-2C, FEnglish
tronslstion from LLLrary Chrlstian uihusics, OB cit., I,
282, Another tyranslrtion 1 1ﬂ ~iven In Wall, ObDe cit.,

66-68, and Ayer, op. clt., pe 33,

22%all, loc. cit. Cf. also chap. 66 of the First Aéolog*

(original: ..F"",, VI, L?7), translated in Ayer, on. cit., Dp.
35. Cf, also Benoit, oc. cite, pPre 138=185.
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Several persons among us of sixty and seventy ye:ars

old, of both sexes, who were discipled {or mude discie

pleg) to Christ in, or from their childhood, do contin-

ue uncorrupted (or virgins).<3
lany advocates of infent baptism contend thet this passage
proves that thelir practice obtained also in St. Justin'’s
day. % How else could "ehildren® be "made disciples™? Howe
ever, 1t must be admitted thot the expression &K TIAW wv
{from childhood) is not restricted to infants. It can also
pe apnlied to children who have reached the age of responsi-
bility, @£, children who are six, eight, or ten years old.%?
‘lence even if Justin did have bextism in mind as the means
‘%o Tmake digeiples®” of zll nations?0 there is no proof here
that he aprlied this also to infants.

2te Irenseus
Ste Irenacus iec a very important figure, both beeanuse

he was "the nost eninent tescher of the Church in the sgecond

Z3rirst Avolop y chape 15. HPG, VI, 349-350, English
tranglation from Wall, op. gite, L, 70.

245 .20y Wall, loce. cite., and F. G, Hibbard, Christian
Bantism (Eeé Yorks G, Lane and G. B. Tipoett, léh s vart I,

pp. J.i.- i “-’;o

: R30f, William F, Arndt and F, Wilbur Gingrich, A Creck-

rnzlish Lexicon of the llew Testament snd Other Harly Christian
literature (Chicago: The University of GLhicngo Fress, and
Gambridge, The University Press, ¢.1957), ppe 609~610.

" séﬁgd gven thig is incapgble of d%rgct pioof. Cfe Ko Ra
agenbac Textbook of the Historv of Doctrines, trans-
lated by é;'ﬂ. Tuch and revised and edited by en;y Be Smith
iﬁew Ygr&; Sheldon and Go.,;1861),i;, 2%?; ngstinhﬁargyr

pole To spesks of uddnr o Jor €k Matdwy, but this doaes
n?t nfcessagily involve haggfség %o%p. femiéch,FII,hLilsqﬁ"
Ci'e also Andrsas Wiberg, Christizn Baptism Set Sforth in the
Hords of the Bible (thiaaeTpﬁiaz American Paptlst rublicae
tion Society, n.de), phe 215=213,
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half of the second century“27 and "the soundest ~rmong the
ante-ficone fabhers,“zg and beczuse he wae a pupil of
Polyecarps, wie, in turn, was a discivle of the Anoatle John,2?

Irenaeus, as Justin, spesks of original sin as affecting
"51l mankind™30C and all - our "rtce,“3l vubtting vs in a state
of being "debters to God, transgrastors, and eneaias to uim,HSE
under the stroke of the serpent =nd eddicted bo death."23
Irenaeus 2lso discusses Christ's redemption snd baoptism,
tresting bastism Yas of the mezns or instrument by which this
redemption is conveyed and coplied to anyone, and calis it

/
by the nuse of AUTgwel cnd Ao )V!’TCWLS, trademption, "3

- o - >
27tutheran Cvciovuodian, one cit., Pes 523,

231hiﬁ.

29Here there iz 2 direct "apostolic succession” from
Jonn through Polycarp to Irenzeus, a direct line which,
beenuse of its shortness both in tims and in number of "links™
involved, con he expected to nreserve hoth correct anoctolie
teaching and practice, For a brief biography of St. Irenaeus,
cf, Lelghelennett, ope. cit., pp. 24=39,

306painst Heresies, Book V, chap: 19; found in 1'PG, VII,

11756,
3)Ibid., chap. 213 JPG, VII, 1178-82,
32Ibid., chap. 16; MG, VIT, 1167-¢,

331big., chap. 193 PG, YII, 1175-6, =nd Rook IV, chap.

5; JBG, VIL, 933-6, : _
3ifie cleariv teaches that it is only in =nd throush Christ

thot we have reconcilintion =nd redenption; cffe Amainst Here-

sies, Book IIX, chap, 203 JFG, VII, 242-5, le identifies

this work of Christ with baptism in Apainst leresies, Pook I,

Ci‘.ﬂpo 18; ."P(‘l’ "'I'II’ 61}1“650. Gf. !.!180 }'I::". ? _9:;‘. E_{'b.. I' 71.
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The moabt auoted gnd disvuted passage from Irenaeus which has
bearing on our problam, nowever, is the rollowlang from his
sacond bhook Agzalinst Heraesles:

Therefore as e Christ was a liaster, He had also the
ageé of a !Master, Mot dlsdaluning nor golng 1a a way
ahove humen nabure; nor breekling in His own person the
law which He had set for umanklad; but sanctifying every
savaral age by Lhoe likenesz that it has to Hlm., For He
gana to save all persouns by Himself; =211, I mezn, who
by Him are regeneratad unto Cody infants and little
onas, aud chlldren and voubths, and older persSons.
Therefore He wenti through the ssversl ages: for infTants
baing nuade an infant, senctifying infants; Lo 1iLtle
onas He was made & 1litlle ono, sanclifying those of
that age and alno giviang them an example of godliness,
Jurtlgg, and dutifulness; to youths He was s youth.

fne arguwent for infant baptism in this paccage hinges
en the word preénascuntur, sre romenergked. Llsewhere
Irenaous ldentifles this tera with baphiam.36 If the sune
identiflcation is maﬁe'here Irenaous can be cited as an iu-
portant witness Tor 1lufant bsapticsm. This argunent is
strengthened by the imconcelvebillty of "infant=" being re=-

generataed In any way excepbt by baptlsm.37m

35agninst Heresles, Book 1I, chap. 22, para. 43 UPFQ, VII,
T83=-4, The tngilsh tranalabtion gmlven here le from Wall,
22. c’.b-. I. 72-30

36cr, Supra, Pe 12, footnote 353 also Irenaeus' ega;nsg
Heresies, Bock 1, chap. 21, para., 1; Bock III. chipe ?
Tares. L and 2,.and chap, 22, para. 4; and Book IV, chap.
36, perae 4, all found in HIG, VII. Cf. aleo Blnghawm,

ODe ©1k., IIX, 464=6,

3TThis same line of arguanentation iz used by Hibbard, OoD.
cite, Part I, ppe. 183=4, and Wharton B. Harriotit in his
urticle “Baptisu,” in A Dggblanari of Christlan Ag&;gg;&;gg,
edlted by william Smith snd samue ﬁﬁhegﬁam (Loandon: Jonn
urray, 1875), I, 169, Cf., a2lso BHenclt, 2§. clie, PP
186-221, For the view of thosze who separate regenoratlion and
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Wlth this we conclude our study of tha First =nd second
century Church fathers. While Clement of Alexandria,
Tertullisn, and Origen 2lso lived during the lotter pért of
this period, their @sain activity was after 200, and so they
will be considered in the next chapter,

Junnory of the LEvidence from the First and Second Centuries

1l As no material expliecitly referring to infant bap-
tiem has come down from this era, the conclusion is warrante-
ed that thie "problem” wae not 2 problam at that tise. lio
apologatic or polemical literature hss endured which either
defends or attacks infant baptism,  Infant baptism was ei-
ther universally accented or universally rejected by the
Church,

2 Therce ie considerable cvidence from this period
thet trhe Church regorded all human beings corrmpt from
birth, full of =in, ond nocding Cod's forgiveness (Clement
of fome, Justin Jartyr, Irenaeus)., There is 2lso evidence
that the Church regorded baptiem 25 a means (even the means)

of regeneration (Tgnotius, Harnabas, Hermas, Justin Yartyr,

bantism, cf, Hagenbach, op. eit., I, 200-201, 2nd Wiberg,
Ope Cit., pne 222-227. Heformed thsologrlans sgzree on the
identificrtion of regencration with baptism, but still maine
tain thnt Irenseus and the other Church fathers did not
teach baptismal repeneration. H.m., Jomes Hagan Collins-
vorth, The ¥eeudo Church Doctrines of Anti-Fedo-Baptists
Defined 2nd refuted (Lonsas City, Oe: hudson-rimberly
Tublisning Co., 1992), pe 395: "Irenaeus called baptism
Tregeneration’ because It is an external embles of it.™
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Irenaeus) 38 ind, finally, there is evidence that the Church
considered also infants conzble of regenersction (Irenseus).
These facts can he summarized as testimony for infant bantism
-in the second century in the [ollowing valid syllogisas:
First Syllogien

Mz jor premise: All (infants) / are (human beings in-

fected by sin snd in need of Cod's forpivencss).
inor premise: ALl (human beings infacted by =in 2nd in
need of CGod's forgiveness) / are (subjects in which God is
eapable of ef’ectins regeneration).
Coniclusion: Therefore, all (infants) / ara {subjscte in
which God is capable of effecting raganeration).39
Jecond Syllogism

Unijor premise: All (infants) / are (subicects in which

Cod is capable of effectinz repeneration).

3%0n this point ef. Johann Christian "ilhelm Aucusti,
Handbuch der christlichen Archiéolorie (Leipzip: der Dyk'lschan
Huchhan&lunm, 1736), 1L, 309-321; Charles ¥, Ronnett, Christ-
ian Archaeolopy, seccond edition, vol. IV of the Litrary of
2ibliecal :nd Theological Literature, edited by Geerse R.
Crooks and John ¢, furst (tew York: katon nnd ‘aing, and
Cincinnati: Curts znd Jennings, c.1293), ppre. 432-4; Hibhard,
ope Cits, Part I, npe 133-5; J. F, Bathune-Baker, in Intro-
duction to the Surly liistory of Christisn Doctrine (!ondon:
Tethuen and Coe., 1903), bre 378-390; =nd Albert Hauck, "Tsufe”
in Healw-bfincvlcloplidie flir protestantische Theclogie und Kirche,
second edition, bepgun by Johann Jrkob Herzog énd Lustayv
Leopold ?litt nnd continued by &Albert Hauck (leipmig: J. C.
Hinrichs'sche Buchhandlung, 1#%5), XV, 220ff7,

3%hich is exactly what Irenasus taught supra, ppe 12-13.
For the oprosite view, that infants are incapable of regen-
eration, ¢f, Alexander Campbell, Christlian Haptism with its
Antecedents and Consesuents {Nashville, Tenn.: .cquiddy
Printing Co., 1913), pP. 238fT.
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Jinor cremise: All (subjects in which Cod is capsble of
effeeting regeneration) / are (persons cancble of regenera-
tion throurh hanbism).“o

Conclucion: Therefore, all (infants) / are (persons

capable of regencration through bn;tism,.hl

hOuhich is exs etly what Justin Martyr expresces in his
Dizlop with Tryoho, sect.on L33 Muoted 2upra, pe Y.

ﬁl“nny scholars agree that the accumulstive testimony of

this period points unnnimausly to the practice of infant
ha tLuu, even thourh it is not explicitly mentioned in the
iterature which has survived from this era, Helsy cf,
tan: att, op. cit., pe 447, and FPhilip Schaff, Ante-licene
?“th:"nify, “vol. IT of llistory of the uhrlstJ n_caurch
Oreong Harids, “ich.: Wm, B, =Zerdmans Publi s“iﬁr Co., 1350),
252260, Others, of courne, who believe infant baptism to
hove boaon introduced later a2nd pradually from outside the
Church, diascount all this evidence beczuse ther: 1s no
opeeific mention made of infant baptisme Heme, cfe Wiberg,
cpe cite For an excellent and scholarly study of this secand
centiry period, cf, fenoit, op. cit., especisnlly the conclu-
uJDﬂ,j¥J;hﬁ?3-930. in excellent bibliograrhy is given on

Ghe 231=2 1 @

--lc'.-'::a-e
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CHAPTER TII
THE EVIDEECE OF THIE THIPD CENTURY

In t.is chapter will be discussed tha evidence of the
Church fothers who functioned during this century, ond 2lzo
one Church council of this period., Here thersz are many
specific references to infant baptisa,

Clement of Alexandria

Clement of /lexandria lived from sbout 150 to 213. He
was bhorn of heathen parents; studied in Italy, Syria, and
Yolestine; and later went to Egypt, where he baecame the head
of the fomous center of Christion lesrning ot Alexandris.t
fle wos firet instructed by Pontaenus, #nd later became the
tercher of the famous Orip;en.2 At one place in his Instruc-
Ltor Clement disputed sgainst some heretics who said that
c2tholic baptism was not enough to rut one inte = complete
state of Christisnity. Other rites, ton, were necessary.
Apainst them Clement declared,

When we were reborn, we straightway received the per-

fection for which we strive. For we were enlightenad,

that is, we came to the knowledge of Gote o o o

This is what haprens with us, whose model the Lord made
Himself. When we are bantigzed, we #re cnlightened; being

liutheran Cyelovedia, Erwin L., Lusker, editor in chief
(St. Louis: Goncordia ru iinhing House, c.1954), p. 232,

2For & biogrephical sketch of Clement, cf. Srnest Leigh-
Bernett, landbook of the Early Christian Fathers (London:
¥Williams 2nd Horgate, 1920), pPe 77=%he
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enlightonsd, we becouo adopted sons; beconming adopted
sona, we are mnde perfect; and hecowing perfect, we are
made divine. "X have =sid," 1t A= written, "you are gods
and all of you the sons of the most High."

This ceremony i= often called "fres gift," "enlichten-
ment," “perfaction," and “cleamnzing"--~"clesnsing,"
beecuuce through 1t we arse conpleotely purlfied of our
sins; "free gift," becsuse by it the punishmenbz due

to our sins are renitlted; "enlightenument," since by

it we behold the wonderful holy light of salvation,
that 12, it enables us to see God clearly; finally,

wo call it "perfection” as needing nothing further, for
what more d40es he nesd who pomseunes Lhe hnowledge of
GCod? I& would landeed be oubt-of place to czll something
that wae not Tully perfeci o gift of God, He is perfect;
thereforse, the gifts He bestows are olso porfect. Jucsh
as at His command all things came into exlstence, 50,
on rlis mere decire to glve, thare lmuediately arises an
overflowing meccure of Hie gifts. What_ is yet to come,
His will alope hes already antlcipated,?

Here An Cleuwont, as in the earlier Church fathers, we find

an ldentification of raptism and rasanerablon.4 The entire
orimlitive Church 1= unanluous concerningz trnls regenerative
ability-~thiz “"sacramental power'--of baptism. Hore, Loo,
Gleucnt's broed education, extensive travels, aand luaportant
positlon as nead of the Alexandrian achosl enhances the
opinlon thet his view wae that of Lhe eantire Christian Church

of hic time.

5§nntruchr, Book I, chap, 6. This passaga in its
original CGreek ie given in J. F. Hlgne, edltor, Fatrologise
Fatrum Craecorum (Faris: Carnier Fratres, 1862 gt al.), VIII,
279-311., hLerearter .ilgme’s edltion of the Grask fabhers will
be referred Lo as :1F(, This Englich btranzletion is found in
The Fathers of the Church, iiIIl, 25-26, 32 vols, Transe
lated by Jeremiah Fe. O':=ullivan, g% al. liew York:; Clma
Fublishlag Co., Inc., C0.1947, et ai.

“%0f, also Clament's Irestise on isrrizpe, given in
Eaglish translation in The E?Er&fﬁ of §§ris§§an Claccics,
John Paillie, John 7. MelNeill, &nd Henry . van Jusen, gencral
edltors (Phllicdelphia: The nestalnster rreecs, 1953, etdd),
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Tertullinn

Tertullisn, "the father of Latin theclogy,” wae born ot
Carthage in lorth Africa about 15C. He wrs converted to
Chrigstianity sometime between hisz thirtieth and fortiasth
yeare. Later bhe joined the ‘ontanists, an ascetic sect which
blaspherously held that a man named "Yontanus" wes the para-
clete or comforter which our Savior premised to sond His
disciples. Tertullian in later life wns definitely outside
the streum of catholic Christianity. !le died betwsen 220
and 240, 5

Tertullian was unicue in that he both affirmed the ne-
cesrity snd saving power of bantism 2nd advised the delay of

baptism sas long as possible., The most pertinent seetio

o
5]

are the three guotations given below, #ll from Tertulliants
treatise On Haptism,

vhereas it is an acknowledged rule, thot none can be
saved without bagtism, grounded esnecinl’y on that sen=

vele, II, Alexandrian Christianity, P, 79: "For there is no
need for the Lord to make believers do this [.e., wash]
aiter intercourse since by one baptism He haz washed them
clean for every such occasion, &s 2lso He h&s comprehended
in one baptism the many washings of “ozes.” 7. #1l: "He
od] thus wishes us to turn ourselves again znd become 2§
children who hzve come to know the true Yather and =re re-
born through water by & generation different from birth in
the created world." Also one of our Baptist sources frank-
ly admits that Clement tesches regeneraticn through bantism:

cf'e Vo Lo Peterson, Baptismal Neogeneration, the (reat I'agan
Idol (NePes Co1247. Ths book mny he ordered Lrom 1eV. Ve
Le Feterson, 1349 Midway Perkway, 8t. Faul 13, ¥inn.), p. 38:

"When we coms to Clement, 193-202, we Iind indications of
the regenerative power of boptism."

5cf. Luthe-cn Cyclopedia, on. cit., r. 10443 Lelgh-
Bennett, ope. cit., vp. 55-75; end William Wall, fhe Histo:

of Infant Baptism, 2nd edition, edited b: Henry TCotton Ihxéordz
Tniversity fress, 1844), I, 27. :
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tence of our Lord, Unless one ba born of water he ennnot
be saved: some seruples do srise, =2nt even rash ois—
courses of some men, how according to that rule the
apostles conld be saved, whom we do not find to have
been banptized with our lord?s bantiss, sxcept Paul, And
when Faul only of them had the bontism of Christ, either
the rest, who wanted thig water of Chriet, must ba sup-
pogsed in & dangperous conditicn, that so the rule may
stond fast; or else the rule is broken, if any nerzons
rot baptized, csn be saved, I have heard some men (God
is my witness) talk =t this rate, »nd would have nobody
thinkk me go lewd 2s by the itch of my ren to roize cues-
tions rurrosely, which may couse scruples inocther men,

I will here give an nnswer, as well as I can, to those
men that deny the Apostles to have beon bartized, For
if they received only the baptiem of John as of a man,
and had not thot of our Lord, (inasmuch 25 our lord fim-
soll hnd determined that there is to be bhut one bzntism,
saying to Feter when he desired to be washed, He that
has beon once washed, has no need again: which le would
not have said to ona that had not bsen woshed #t 2ll,)
even this is 2 plain proofl against those who take sway
from the Apostles even the baptism of John, that they
nay abolish 2s needless the sacrament of water, o« « o
Here apain these impious men reaise cavils, &nd say,
baptism ie not necegsary for those thet have faith,
which is suflicient; for Abraham without eny sacrament
of watar, but of faith only, prlessed Gode.

But in all matters the later injunctions bind, and the
following rules trke vlace above those thot were bufore.
Thouerh there were galvation formerly by bore faith be-
fore our lLord's passion and resurrectinn: yet when the
Taith is enlarged to believe in His nativity, passion,
and resurrcction, there is an enlargement of the sacra-
ment, the secaling of baptism, #s it were =2 gzrment to
our faith; which formerly wnas bare, but cannot now bhe
without its law: for the law of baptizing is given, =nd
the form of it aprointed: Co, s:ys lle, teach the na=-
tions, bautizing them in the name of the rather, znd of
the Son, anc of the lloly Spirit. and when to Ghis low
that rule is added, sxcept one be regenerated of water
and the Spirit, he shall not enter into the kingdom of
heaven, it has bound up faith to » necescity of baptism,
and thererarg 21l believers from thenceforward weres bape-
tizede « o » >

6Tertuluan Cn Raptism, chanters 12 and 13 The
s Y] astl - - - © a

original Latin i= Flven in J. P. /iigne, editor, Patrolorice
Patrum Latinorum (Paris: Garnier Fratras, 1262 et al.), I,
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Later, in chapter seventeen, he assys that it is not ab-
solutely unlawful for laymen to heptize, snd then adds,

But how much more necessary for laymen is it %o keep the
rules of humility snd modasty; thet since these things
belong to men of higher order, they do not arropgate to
thenselves the office of the tishops that is proper to
ther? bBuaulotion is the mother of schisme. The most
blessed Apostle sald, that @)1 things were lswful, but
all thinrs were not expedicnt, Let 1t sullice Ghat
thou meke use of this power in ci#ses of necessity: when
the circumstance either of the plice, or of the time,
or of the perscen requires it. For then the adventuring
to help is well taken, when the condition of a person
in dmper forces one to it: becruse he thst shall neg-
lect at sueh a time o do what he lawfully may yill be
guilty of the person's perdition [§r damnstion].

These two sections tell us much about Tertullian's
orinion of baprtism., He clearly regsrded it ss & means of
regeneration. For him it was the new birth which brought a

)
erson into Christ's kingdom,” Accordingly, he held thot a
loek of bopgicm d:mns, and the negligent party is guilty of
the damnotion of the unbaptized., All this must be borne in
aind when considering the following:

iut they whose duty it is to administer bantism, =re to

know thet it must not be given rashly. (Give to every

one thet asketh thee, h2a its proper subject, ond re-
lates to almsgiving: but thot command rather is here to

be considered, Give not that which is holy o dogs,
neither csct vyour pearls belore swine; @and that, Lay

1321-24, Heresi'ter “igne's editicn of the Latin fathers will
be referred to ns !PL, This English transl:tion is found in
'-';811. OTe Cit-' I’ Q0-9L,

7rertullian, On Baptism, chap. 173 JPL, I, 1327-2¢,
The &nglish tronslstion is from Wall, op. eit., I, 92.

AFor sdditional croofl of thi;, cgs ggrtulliag, %% i
Pudicitia, I, 21, found in VPL, T 050-983, An BEnglis
transiatfan is fsund in Joseph’culien iyer, A UHource Beok for
Anecient Church History (Kew York: Charles Seribner's Sons,
i935’. Te 176,
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honds suddenly on no man, neither be partaker of other
men's taults. Thareiore according GO every ono's

([ ] L] L]
conaition and disposition, #nd also their age, the de-
laying of bastism is more profitable, esvecially in the
case of little children. PYor whet nead 1s there that
the godfathers should be brought ints doanger? Deczuse

they may either fzil of their promises by death, or
they mny be mist-ken by 2 child's proving of wicked
disposition., Our Lord says indeed, Do not forbid them
to come to e, Therefore let them come when they are
grovin upj let them come when they understand; when they
are instructed whither it is that they come; let them
be made Christians when they can know Christ. What need
their suiltless ape make such haste to the forsliveness
of sins? ¥en will proceed more warily in worldly
things; #nd he thnt should not have esrthly goods cofe
initted to him, yet shall have hesvenly., Let them know
how to desire this salvation, that vou may appear to
have given to cne that asketh,

For no less reason unmarried versons cught to be kept
off, who sre likely to come intc tentation, as well
those that never were married, upon account of their
ng to ripeness, as tho=e in widowhood for the mias
of their pazréner: until they either marry or be con-
firaed in continence, They thot understand the weight
of baptism will rather dread the receiving it than the
delaying of it. An entire f£2ith 1s secure of snlva-
Lichie”

=

(%))
2]

In this section Tertullian obviously advises the delay
of baptism., This delay is not only adviged regarding in-
fante, however, but zlsc regarding adults. How can this
view be reconciled with the preceding opinion, according to
which s delay of beptism is pictured as enteiling the pos-
sibility of damnation?

duch hos been written on this problem, not only because

of Tertullisn's apnerent self-contradiction, but slso bacause

9Tertullian On Baptism, chap, 183 #FL, I, 1329-31, This
mnglish tranglation 1S grom %all, (o121% é;g., I.'93—9h.
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of his anbarent opposition to infant baptism. This oprosi-
tion carries much weight in view of the faet thnt Tertullian
is the very first of the Church fathers to refer specifically
to this practice. odern op onents of inf=ant baotism assert
that Tertullian's opvosition "proves™ that infant baptism had
not beon in vogue in the Church before his tinme, and was just
then being introduced.tY He, then, 2s a conscientious and
Torthodox"” theolosian, opnosed it., Is this concliusion war-
ranted?

The following zsvpears to be the best zolution.
Tcrtulliﬁn, 25 the other sncient Church fathers, regsrded
baptism as the mesns for effectins regeneration. In fact,
baptism for Tertullisn was the only means of regeneration,
for had not Jesus said, "hExcept & man be born of water
El.e., haptisaﬂ and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the
kinpdom of Goan 2kl hecordingly, bantism is absolutely nec-
essary for eternal life, for by this means all our past sins
are washed away. Vhether sins, esracislly grave sins, which

are committed aiter bantism con be forgiven, is a very dif-

ficult problem, Baptism weshes away the guilt of sl1 origi-

10y A W E
Eefey cfe Andreas Wiberg, Christiosn Baptism Set Forth
1n the Worda of the Bible (PhiladeIphlar Aucrrcsn Baptist
Pubiication cociely, N.de), pve 229-231, However, even one
of our sources ounosed to inrunt baptisr admits that
Tertullian "taught infant baptism unto regenerstion.”

Peterson, op. cit., pe 3%.

11John 3:5; used by Tertullian in suprort for the necessity
of bagtism, supra, p. 19.
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nal sin #nd all past actual sins, but not sina committed
after hapbism., LAecordingly, in order to "gat the niost” out
of one's baptism, one should delay it as long &s possible,
IF you wait until right before death baptism can wash away
21l the sins you have committed in this life. A deathbed
baptism mzkes you more sure of your sslvation, more positive
that all your sins ~re washed away. And, 1f Cod unexpected-
1y calls you out of this world without your having been bap-
tized, vou may be sure that your faith by itself effects for
you the forplveness of your sins: "in entire faith is smecure
of salvotione™l? However: when an unbaptized person is on
his desthbed, baptism is not to be neglected or refused un-
oy any circumstances whotever. lle who refuses to bactize
the deathly sick 'is imperiling their salvation, and, if they ;
die unbaptized, is ruilty of their damnstion. Accordingly,
"omorgency” baptism is to be administered to zll in danger
of immediate death, no mattaf what their chronelogicesl age.

This sesms to be the best construction of Tertullian's
~nosition. He aprears to be a witness on the side of those

wvho practice infant baptism, rather than on the side of

those vho deny it, in the following respects:

120n Baptism, chap. 18; quoted gunra, p. 22.



25

l. He affirms thet baptism i1z » mesns of ragercration,
a4 means of washing away sin, rather than perely a
girh of a repeneration alrendy effected,

2 His tastizony is clear that ha himself believed in-
tants could be repenerated LEToush baocListe il

3. He advises the delay of bartism, not enly for
infante, but 2lso for older peonla.

L His resson for the denial of ba~tism to infants is
not their lack of undarstanding; nor the abzence of
their nced for the forgsiveness of =ins; nor the
inabilitv of bantism to effect the forsiveness of
their sins. His only reason for rostronement is
congideration for sins committed after baptisn,

5 lis arpument in chapter 18 is not agrinst infant
baptism per se, hut rather 2r inst ecarly bantism
ser ge snd lor the delay of bsntism on =11 ape
levele (except the ared).

6. His discuzssion in chanter 12 of brinsing little
children to bhaptism is no proof that infant bantism
wag fMirst being introduced ebout th't tine. lHe does |
not say that he opposes infont bantism beecsuse it is
an innovstion, and contrary to ecclesiastieal custom,
but rather becsuse of unfoergivable sins which might
be committed after barntism.

7. In fact, Tertullian's failure to use Church custom
in suport of his denlz) of baptism to infants is an
argamentun e silentio for the practice of infant

baptism at t.1s tirce

3, His mention of ﬁodv*rengi wh? testifg Pn¥ theﬂ
childrer who 2rs incananble of answerins for tham-
selves (ch. 1%) #lso polnts toc the oractice of
infent baptien 2t this time,

13supra, pp. 19-22; cf. olso Reinhold Secbers, Texthook
of the Histo of Doetrines, translated by Charles &, Hay
{Crana Rarids, "ich,.: Baker Rook House, 1954), T, 132-3.

l40n Baptism, chap. 18; supra, ppe 21=22,
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In conclusion, Tertullisn's position on haptism e=n he
sunmarized =5 follows. He rep rded baptism 2s the means of
regeneration, It effects the forpiveness cf sine through
this rebirth in everyone who is bantized, regardless of arse.
nowever, baptism washes awny only past sins. lence baptism
1s to be delayed as long zs possible. Tertullian looked
upon baptism as the culmination of the Christisn life, rsth-
er than ¢8 an inltiation into it. !any aspects of his nosi-
tion as expresszed iv his wribtings point to the coneclusion
that, while he personzlly op osed baptism early in life,
thie practice--including infant baptiswn--was in vopue during

5

his tizo.t
Urigen
Una of Tertullian's contemporariess was Origen, "the

ost famous representstive of the Alexandrian theolopy,

- 15The position set forth in the preceding paragraphs is
olec maintained essentially by the following: F. G, Hibhard,
Christisn Baptism (New York: (. Lane #nd C. B. Tippett,
1755}, pre 199=194; Charles W, Hennett, Christian Archeolosy,
second edition, vol, IV of the Library of Bihlical snd
Theolosical Literature, edited by George i, Grooks #ngd John
I'» Hurst (Vew fork: maton nnd ¥ains, and Cincinnati: Curts
end Jenninge, c.1998), pre. £34-36, LLB; Johann Wilhelm
Friadrieh Hofling, Das Sakrzvent der Taufe (Srlangen: der
Palm'schen Varlagsbuchhandiunz, 1946), L, 104-10%; Jomes
Rogan Collinsworth, The Pseudo Church Joctrines of Anti-
Pedo-Baptists Defined and nefuted (Ronsns City, '0.: Hudson-
Fimberly ijublishing Go., 1292), Dpe 395-63 Joserh Bingham,
The Antiguitics of the Christisn Church (london: William

ker, 1343), I1L, LOG=B; Faul rfeine et 2l., "Baptism,”

Jtra
in The kew Schafi-Herzop bneyclonedia of Relisious Knowledge,
edited by SYamuel vacsuley Jackson (Grand hapids, JicCha:

Baker Book House, 1951), I, 451; K. R. Hagenbach, A Text-
book of the History of Doetrines, translated by C. . Buch

and revised and esgited by Henry B, Smith (¥ew York: Sheldon
end Co., 1861), I, 20); Thomas Callsher, 4 Short Method with
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which aimed nt a reconciliation of Christisnity and
hellenistic thauvht.“lﬁ He was born of Chrigtian perents in
185, =nd wes eduested under rantaenuvs and Clement of Alexan-—
drifa. At ape eigrhteen he became leader of the catechetical
school in Alexandria, which was an cutstznding center of
lesrnlng. ile traveled to Rome, Arsbia, Ialestine, and
Crecce, He was captured =nd cruelly tortured under the em=
peror Decius, which czused his death in 254.17 Three scc-

tions of Urigen's writings require attention, 142

the Dipoing =nLi-Peaob:"tlsLu (St. lLouis: Presbyterian
Z}ﬂaljahi?' Co., 1878), i ]- ¥G]Ehp and 'hi%l Schaff, &nte-
iceng O "*"ﬂ1‘nxtv, Vol ‘1 o istory of the Chri stian
Ghureh (CGrand u-.l S, Hiche: Wme B nerdmans Publishing COa,

1950), p. 261, also J. Re Orayes snd Jacob Ditzler,

W‘L Grs ves——'lt’l@r or Great Carrollton Debate (° emvhis,

Tonn et Lonthern Hoptist rublication Society, 1276}, pp.
723770 pagsim. Yor the opposite view cf, Augustus leander,
Leetures on the Fivhory of Christian Dogmas, edited by J. Le
Jrcobi, transloted Lron tLhe Gernen by J. Be Jliyland (London:
Henry G, Bohn, 1858), I, h31-3. Bennett summarizes (p. L49):
"That infant b'ﬂzmiq 1 wos oprosed at any tite in the early
centuries arose lorgely Frqn thc miasteken notion that baptism
washed away all (past) slns, and thet sins comaitted after
hartlsm were s eci 111y difficult of cleansing; hence the
fresuent deferring of bantism vntil & late period in life
or just before death,”

t"

15Lutheran Cyclopedia, op._cit., p. 767.

17For a biogrsphy of Origen, ef. Leigh-Bennest, op. cit.,
Dle ‘E‘S—‘.lB-

1850me opponents of infant baptism contend thot these
quotntxcns are unrelisble. They =2rz 211 taken from Fufinus
snd Jerome's Latin translesticns of Origen's criginal Greek,
Rufinus =nd Jerome are zomewhzt unrelisble, however, in that
they often were not content with trnuslutirg, but often inter-
jected their own idezsz into tna work of the translntion,
xevertheless, the evidence points to bhese sactions being
oripginzl with Oripgen, For a thorough discussion of this
'll"Ohlﬂ’ cf. -'i'd.l-l’ __E. Ci-t.' I losff..’ III’ )ll-lluff.’ Iv li-:3ff.,
and Liberg, op. cit., pre. 232— °
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(L) From Origen's Homily &irht on Leviticus, chap. fours:

Hpar David speaking, I wcs, s2ys he, conceived in in-
iauity, snd in sin gdid my mother brinr me forth: show=
ing that every Toul tnat is born in the flesh L& pol=-
Lluted with the filth of sin :nd inigquity: and th: ot
therefore that was said which we mentioned before;
that none is clean from pollution, thoush his 1ife be
but of the lensth of one dave

Besides all this, let it be considered, what is the
re;son that whereas the bartism of the Church is given
for lorgiveneses of sing, infants also are by the usage
of the Church bantized: when if there were nothing in
infants thot wanted forgiveness and mercy, the grace

ol' baptism would be needles: to than,

Uriren here stonds as £ powerful witness for infant
bantism., He affirms (1) that originzl sin affects all from
birth, (2) that baptism pives the forgiveness of sins, snd
(3) thrt the Church bantizes infants for this reason. It
iz to be noted thnt Origen here is not givins his ovinion
of what should be done, 78 was the case with Tertullian
(supra), but instead is indieating vh=t IS the teachins and
pruactice of the Church,

(2) From Oripen's fomily Fourteen on Luke:

Having occasion given in this place, I will mention a
thing th2t couses fre uent inguiries amons the breth=-
ren, Infants sre bovtized for the forgiveness of sins.
Of whzt sins? Or when have they sinned? Or how ecan
any reason of the laver in theilr case hold rood, but
according to that sense that we mentioned oven now'
none is free from pollution, though his lii'e be but of
the length of one day upon the earth? And it is for

190rig9n‘s Homily Lirht on Leviticus, chan. four; PG,
XII, h9?-50 This Engl translation is from ¥Wall, ope.
Cito’ ’ 1oho
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thot reason beczuse by the sacrament of baptism the
?01'utionq8£ our birth is tsken away, that infants sre
vaptized,~

(3) From Origon's Comnents on the Zpistle to the HRomans,

Boock V, ch&p. 9:

find also in the law it 1s commanded, th:t & sacrifice
be offered for evary child that is born, a pair of
turtle doves, or two young pipscns: of which one is for
A ein oilering, the other for a Burnt offerinz. rFor
what sin is this one pigeon offered?Y Tan the child
thrt is new born have comnitted zny sin? It hrs even
then sin, lor which the sscrifice is coananded to he
offered; from which even he whose life is but of one
day 1is denied to be free. Of this sin David is to be
suprosed to have said thot which we mentioned before, .
In sin did my mother conceive me: for there is in the
history no account of any particulsr sin that his moth-
er had comamitted,

For this aleo it was, thot the Church had from the
Lpostles & tradition Jor ordexnl to pive bantism even to
infants. For they, to whom the divine mysterias were
comtitted, know thot there ie in all persons the natu-
ral pollution of sin, which must be done away by water
and the Spirit: by reason of Thich the hody itselfl l1s
also called the body of sine?

Here, too, Origpen bears witness to original sin, the
saeramental power of bantism, snd the practice of infant
bantism, In addition should be noted Origen's statement
that infznt baptism wae & traditien (or order) "from the
Apostles.” Instead of being a recent innovation, Oripgen

maintaing thot this practice wus derived from the Apostles

QGWPG, XIIT, 1433-238; HBnglish translation from Wall, op.
Ci LAY ] I. IOli—so

@30 tommans

21lupg, XIV, 1047; Snglish trenslation from Wall, ope clt.,
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themselves, some of whom were still living zbhout 150 years
before Origen wrote this.>e

The objection mirht be raised thst Origen was heretical
in many aress of Christian theology, 2nd hence his witness
should be discounted. His speculative and mystical nhiloso-
chy led him to deny the physical resurrection of the dead,
as-ert the nrowexistence and pretemporal £z211 into sin of
souls, and affirm an eternal creation and the final restora-
tion of 21l men and of fallen angels.?? For these views he
was attacked both by his contemporaries and by churchmen of
succeading penerations, However, it should be noted (1)
that by no one wes he accused of heresy because of his view
ef baptism and infont baptism; in this area all other

churchmnen seemed to apgree with him; and {(2) even on the

220f, WEfling, ov. eite, I, 10%-9; Hagenbach, op. Cite.,
I, 201; Hibhard, ope. cit., ppe 194-6; Senberg, op. Cite., I,
155=63 Bingham, op. cit., III, 468-9; and Wiberg, op. cit.,
vpe 232-245, Uripgen's stotement sbout infant baptisam being
an apostolie tradition is in direct contradiction to
ilegenbach (ope cite, I, 193), that "Infunt baptism had not
coune into general use before the tize of Tertullian,”
Urigen slso contradicts leve, a Lutheran{l), vho asserts
{Juergen Ludwip Meve, A History of Christian Thourht;
Philadelphia: The United Lutheran Publicstion Liouse, c.1943,
I, 153}, "Dut in the meantime [since that of the lMew Testa-
ment writers] the adult baptism had changed to infant
baptism, At first this practice was exceptional, but with
Constantine it had become the rule.” UWith this view, of
course, modern Baptiste agree entirely. This posltion is
also maintained by lesnder, ov. cit., I, 228-235. The two
chief srpuments acainst Origen are (1) that these sections
sre interpolations of Jerome and Hufinus, and (2] that
Urigen's "little ones" refers to older children.

23Lutheran Cyclopedia, loc. cit.
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basis of only his own writings Origen's teschings on hantism
have more weight that his vosition on other subjects, for he
plainly asserts that his tesching and practice of baptism
are not only his, but instead are of the “Church . . . from
the Apostles.” He does not sny this regarding his other
taeachings which the Church hes regarded as heretiezl,

in conclusicn: Tertullisn snd Origen were conteagorary
churchmen, both heretical, who had divergent views on bap=-
tism, Doth coneidered it & mesns of regenerztion which
weshed away eine They differed in that Urigen practiced
infant baptism, while Tertullian advised the delay of bape
tiem @8 long 0s possible. The prominence of both of these
churchmen leads to the conclusion that both procedures were
nracticed to & certnin extent at that time., There are seve
eral facts, however, which lead to the conclusion that
Origen's position was that of the grest majority in the
Church, a2nd that Tertulliesn's waes an innovation. _ .

Origen claimed that his teaching was that of "the Chureh.”
He declared, in effect, "OUn this issue I am orthodox and
speak for the whole Christian Church,” lHis extensive travels
and vast learning would tend to supprort his claim, Tertullizn,
on the other hand, did not claim that his view was that of
fghe Church.” WHven if he had, his more limited travels and
experience would tend to minimize ﬁis claime,

Origen declered that infant baptism was a grndltion

{or order) from the Apostles themselves, Tertullian made no
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such claim for the denial of infant baptism or sven for the
delay of baptism at all,

Tertullian set forth his view as his own personal
opirion of thit which should be done in the Church; 'he indi-
gates ne practice of the Church to suprort him. Origen, on
the other hasnd, claimed that infant bantism was the ﬁractige
of the Church, and that he was merely & gpokesman Tor this
universal practice,

Tertullizn scems to intimste that others in his day
disapreed with hin, snd did practice baptism ezrly in life
{including infant baptism). Origen, on the other hand,
rFives no indicstion of any dissgreement with his practieg of
infant baptism,

5te Cyprian

S5t. Cyprian ie the next churchman to reguire attention,
Sorn sbout 200, he first beesme & Christian in 245. His
tremendous popularity caused his elevstion to the bishopric
of Carthage {in North Africa) in 248, He fled dJuring the
Decian perseéution {254}, but was agprehended and beheaded
later under the emperor Valerian,2h

There are many passages from St. Cyprian which indicate
his sgreement on baptism with all the Church fnthers (except

Tertullian) cited thus far. At one place, discussing the

2kLpgheran Cyclopedia, ope cit., pﬁ. 277-8., For a brief
biopraophy of Oyprian, cf. Lelgh-bDennett, ope cite, pre llh=
134 :
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fraquenting of heathen sacrifices by "Christian™ parents, he
sveaks of "their little infsnts 2lso being led or brought in
their parents? arms, lost that which they had obtained ime
mediztely after they were born."25 His obvious reference
here 1s to infant baptism, as St. Aupustine and others un-
derstood 150 years 1zter.26 In another place he says that
in baptism men experiences the second birth and that baptism
hae & regenerative force.27 In another he states that the
recipient of bavtism receives the Holy Chost.2? #lsewhere
he contends that baotiem frees from the devii®® and from
denth »nd hell.2Y In another he deelares that with bantism
baging the whole origin of faithe3l More imnortsnt than all
these passages.together, however, is Cypriant?s letter to
Mdus (epistle 59). This letter was in response to two
Queﬁtiohs asked by Fidus, & country bishop in lorth Africa..
Fidus had sent his juestions to @& council of sixty-six bishe
ops who met in Carthege, Worth Africa, in the year 252,

Cyprian was the presiding bishope One of the problems in-

25In Cyprian’s book, On the Lapsed; MPL, IV, 477-510,.
tnglieh tronslation from Wall, Ope Clbey L, Li3e

26gr, St. dupustinae®s Lettor to Bonifaces [IPL EE&III
3503643 the Snglish is glven 1B Wall, O0s Cite, T, lhk=5e

27To Donatus; UFL, IV, 203-205; cf. also Liber de Oratione
Dominica, : M

TPL, IV, 552=3.

28Epistle 63, pera. 83 UPL, IV, 391,
2%Gpistle 69; MPL, IV, 413-420.

30pistle 55; (PL, IV, 406-409.

3lieferred to in Seecborg, one Cit., I, 19,
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volved the erime of & certain Victor, 2 presbyter, whe had
baen Yaduitted tos soon to absolution” by a rash bighop.
The other problem wes whether infants might be baptiszed be-
fore they were eight days old.. Cyprian, =s head bishop of
the council, was the author of the responding letter. It
reads as follows,

Cyorian sand the rost of the bishops who were present
2% the council, sixty-six in number, to Fidus our
brother, greeting.

We read your letter, mecst dear brother, in which you
write of one Victor o prieste o o o

But as %o the crse of Infants: whersas you judge thot
they must not be baptized within two or three days af=-
ter they sre born; and th-t the rule of circumcision is
to be observed, so that none should be baptized and
sancthified before the 2ighth day after he is born; we
were @ll in our assembly of the contrary opinion. For
as for what you thoupht fitting to be done, there was
not one that was of vour mind, but all of us on the
contrary, Jjudged that the grace snd mercy of God is to
be denied to no person that is born, For whereas our .
Lord in His Gospel says, The Son of lan caome not to de-
stroy men's souls [or lives] But o s2ve them: as far
as lies in us, no soul, if possible, 18 to be lost.

For what is there deficient in him who has been cnce
formed in the womb by the hands of God? They appesr to
us and in our eyes to attain perfection [§r increasd]
in tha courss of the days of the world; but all things
that are made by GCod =2re perfect by the work =nd power
of God their laker. The Seripture gives uz to under-
stand the ojuality of the divine gift on all, whether
infonts or grown persons., Glisha, in his prayer to
Cod, stretched himself on the infant scn of the Ehuna-
mite woman that lay dead, in such manner thst his head,
and face, &nd limbs, =2nd feet were ap-lied to the head,
face, limbe, and feet of the childj which, if it be une
derstood according to the quality of our body and na=-
ture, the infant could not held measure with the grown
man, nor its little limbs fit and reach to his great
ones. But in that place a spiritual eguality, and such
as is in the esteem of God, is intimated to us; by
which persons that are once made by Cod are alike and
equal; and our growth of body by age makes & difference
in the sensa of the vorld, but not of God. tnless you
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will think that the graece itself, which is given %o
baptized persons, is grester or less, according to the
age of those that recoive it wherezs the Holy Spirit
iz given not by different mensures, but with frtherly
affection and kindness equal to ali. for God, as He
accepts no ono's person, so not his apge; but with an
exact ecuality shows Himself a Father to all for their
obtaining the heavenly srace.

And whereas you say, that sn infant in the first days
alfter its birth is unclean, so that any of us abhors to
Ities it. Wwe think not this neither to be any reason to
hinger the riginglto itl%hshheavenly groge,  For it is
written, to the clean 2ll thines are clean: nor ourht
any of us to abhor Ghat which Eoﬁ hzs vouchsafed to
nakes Though an infant come fresh from the womb, no
one ousht to abhor to kiss it at the giving of the
groce snd the owning of the peace Jor bhrotherhood

when &8 in kiss=ing the infant, every one of us ought,
out of devotion, toc think of the fresh handiwork of
God: for we do in some sense kiss His hands in the per=
son newly {ormed snd but new born, when we ewbrace that
which is of His making.

That the eighth day was observed in the Jewish circum-
cigion, was & type poing before in a shadow and reseme
blance; but on Christts coming was fulfilled in the
substance. For because the eighth day, thzt is, the
next to the sazbbatheda was to be the day on which the
Lord was to rise from tﬁe dead =nd uunicken us, and give
us the spiritual circumcision; this eighth day, thet
is, the next day to the sabbath, or lord?s day, was
signified in the type beflore; wﬂich type ceased when
the substance came, and the supiritual circumeision was
given to use

So thsat we judge th2t no nerson is to be hindered from

obtaining the grece, by the law thnt is now arpointed;

and thst the spirituzl circumecision ought not to be re=-
strained by the circumcision that was aeccording to the

flesh: but thst 2all are to be zdmitted to the grace of

Christ; since Feter, specking in the Acts of the Apos=-

tles, says, The Lord has shown me that no person is to

bhe called comion or unclesn.

If any thing could he an obstacle to persons against
their obtaining the grace, the adult and grown and eld-
er wen would be rather hindered by their more grievous
sins. If then the greatest off'enders, =nd they that
have grievously sinned against God before, have when
they afterward come to believe, forgiveness of their
sins; nnd no rerson is kept of% from bastism and the
grace: how much less reason is there to refuse an ine
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fant, who, being newly born, hos no sin, save that bee
ing descended from Adam according to the flesh, he hos
from his very birth contracted the contagion of the
death anciently threatened: who comes for this reason
more ensily to receive lorglveness of sins; beczuse
P?ey are not his own but otherst! sins that are (orgiven
11,

This, therefore, dear brother, was our opinion in the
assenmbly; thot it is not for us to hinder any person
from haptism and the grace of God, Who is merciful and
kind and alfectionate to all. WUhich rule, =8 it holds
for all, so we think 1t more sscpecially to be observed
in refarcnce to infonte snd persons newly horn: to whom
our help and the divine mercy iz rather to be granted,
bzeanse by their weeping and wailing 2t their first en=-
trznce into the world, they do intimate nothing so much
as that they implore conpassion.

Dear brother, we wish you always good health. "

The witness of thig letter to infant baptismiis obvie

(B

cus, Uspecially iaportont are the following considerations:
le The issue at stake wans not infant baptism,. This
orocedure seems to have been taken for sranted by

1L concerned. 1he problem was whether inient

baptism, like Qld Testament circumcisign, had to
walt until the elghth day after birth.

2. UCircumeision was regarded rs a type of bantism,
which, in turn, was referred to as "spiritual circumn-
cision.”

3, New=horn babes were looked uron zZs rossescsing sine
fulness, which they hasd inherited from their psrents.
These Church fathers, as all others sexamined thus
far, believed in original sin.

32¢yprian's Spistle (no. 59) to Fidus; original in MPL,
IIT, 1047-1056; English translation from Wall, on. gite., I,
129-132. Cf. alc=o :‘?"L, IV, 369-370.

33Thus this letter offers no support whotever for the
contention of one Baptist writer, that in this letter we can
ses the origin of infent baptism in lorth Africa at this
tine,s Cfe J. M, Uramp, Baptist Histo {Philadelphia:
Anerican Baptist Tublicstion Society, nede.)p; PPe 32=35.
Infant baptism was taken for granted by all concerned.
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he Baptism was looked upon ag impsrting the forgive-
ness of ginse

¢ In this lettor there ic the witness of sixty-six
Tichone collcctively for infont bastlem, s
Vitness benys much weirht in Lhat 16 ropresents
the unaninous decision of 2 considerably large
number of the leaders of the Church. These were
all, no doubt, educeted ond wise men, theologlans,
well scquainted vith the practice and teaching of
the Church. Probably 211 were at least middle-
aged, and some in all praobability wers seventy or
eighty, which would mean that they were born about
170 or 190, & chonge in practice so fundamental
ag inflont baptism could not have bo=n introduced
without somne controversy and oprosition, Instead
all sixty-six men, including the lesrned Cyprian,
aprecd-~and even took for grontede--that infant
bapbism was o be practiced.3d

Methodius

JMethodius was bishop of Olympus in Lycia toward tho end

of the third century (died in 311). He teught plainly that

-
regeneration took place through bcﬂtism.96

345ome attempt has beon made to rrove this letter &
forgery of a later generation, but with little success. Cf,

the discussion in Wall, ovp. gcit., I, 132-6,

35Uiberg (op. git., PDe 2L7-251) tries to annul the coun=
cil's testimony in that (1) its letter has no reference to
any arostolie tradition reg rding infont baptism and (2)
iniant communicn, which the Western Church now rejects, 1s
also advoeated by the council, lHeither of these factors
at 211 disprove the mein isrue involved, however, that -ine
fant baptism was an accepted, undisputed, and apparently
universal practice about 250 A,0, in the Horth African
Chiurche

36¢onviviun Decen Virsinum, Orat. VIII chap. 6 and 8:
MPG, XVITI, 1h7-1523 and OUrate iII, chap, EH urG, XVIIT, 71-76.
GCi. 2lso Secherg, op. cit., I, 188, :
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Sumaary of the Lvidence from the Third Century

(}) In this period of Church history, as in the rrevious
century, there is united testimony on the part of the Church
fathers repgsrding originzl and inherited sin, the universal
need for forpiveness, ond the power of baptism 25 a regenera-
tive force te impsrt this forgiveness,

(2) Tn addition, this century contains three outstanding
churchmen who make many specific references to infant bape-
tism, These three are Tertullian, Origen, and St. Cyprian,
a2ll contewnporaries, All three were infected by soue heresy,
but 3t. Cypriaon's was the least fundamantal and obnoxious.
A1l three bear some witness to infant baptiem being a pracs-
tice of the Church. Two of the three sup:ort the practice,
and one, Tertullian, disparages it. e does so, however, not
becnuse he believes infant beptism contrary to apostolic
teaching ond practice, nor bacouse he thinks the baptism of
infants ineflfective or unnecessary, but only becsuse he ap-
proved the delay of baptism -on all age levels., lie viewed
baptism 28 the climactic conclusion of the Christian life,
rather than as a2n act of initiation into it. Thers is no eve
idence thot he or any other third century Church father re-
garded infzant baptism as an innovation. Instead ther: is the
testimony of Urigen, "that the Church-had from the iApostles a

tradition to give bartism even to infonts,"37

37ror sn excellent discussion of the third century evi-
dence concerning infant baptism, cf. Johann Christian Wilhelm
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Aurusbig Handbuch der christlichen Archaclorie (Leipzir.

dar Dyk'gzchen HuchhﬂndTunr, 1836), 11, 330=-343, Origen's
tastimony given here is in vizect ccntrﬂdictlon to IMndre
Legrrde, guoted in Buphenia leil MeCraw lchwartz, &

bonrendium of Baptist Hiator (Bostont Meador “ubITsuing
UOaey D)y Pl kﬁzli ’EntI¥ the sixth century, infants

were b'*leec only vhen they ware in d:nger of death,
About this time the praectice was introduced of =dninistor=
ing baptism even when they were not ill.”



CHAPTER IV

THE BVIDENCE OF THE FOURTH CENTURY

The Council of Eliberis

About the year 305 a group of Church ofificizls decreed

g following =t the Couneil of S5liberis:

IT anyone po cver from the cstholic Church to any her-
esy (or sect) and do return agein to the Church: 41t is
resolved thst pensnce be not denied to such arn ones
becsuse he acknowledpes his favlte Let him be in a2
state of penence for ten yesrs, and after ten years he
curhtt to be admitted to communion. But if they were
infants when they were curried over; inasmuch as it
was not by their own fawlt that they sinned, they
ought to be adaitted imnediﬁtely-i

This eection is subnltted heesuse of its referance to

infonte beingy eavrried over intc the seets. According to

this

suotation these infants were already regerded as mem-
of the catholic Church. It is well known that none
considered members of the Church until baptism. Hence
decree suproris the theory that infant baptism was
the common practice of the Chureh.?

The Council of lNeocaasarea

The Souncil of Neocaesarea in 31L made 2 decrse which

has no immediste reference to infant baptisa, but which is

lCouncil of Bliberis, canon 22, The Bnglish translation

is from William Wall, The History of Infunt Bantism, 2nd
e%it%on, ediged by Herry Cotton {dﬁfbrﬁ: University Press,
1!}1{;,!.1"-.

25 giscussion of the matter is found in Wall, op. cit.,

I, 142-150.

e e e A
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8%ill thought to enlighten the subject. It states as follows:
A wioman with child may be baptiszed when she pleases,
For the mother in this matter communicates nothing to
the ¢nild; because in the profession every onefs own
olutiuﬁ is declared [br becru=e every one's resolu-
tzon at_the profession is declared to be peculiar to
himgelf] .3
This cenon, contand some opronents of infant baptism,h
shows that these Church fathers likewise refrained from bape
tizing infantse. A pregnant women is here advised to0 be bape
tized when she pleases; her own baptisz in no way affects
the spiritual condition of the child she is carrying. The
Church fathers are here understood to op:ose those who had
doubts about the propriety of such 2 woman's baptism, be-
couse they thourht that in such a bantism the child might
also be bactized., Such &n infant baptism, contend the op=-
vonents of infant bantism, the fathers must also have ob-
jected to; otherwise they would not have had sceruples re=-
pordlng such a joint bantisme Also, the decision thnt the
womnen's bastism communicates nothing to the child indiertes
thrt, if such 2 comaunication of baptism did take place,
the fathers, as opponents of infant baptisn, would have
regorded it as unlawful. Further, the statement about "in

the profession every one's own resolution is declared"

3council of leocaesares, canon 63 English translation
from Wall, op. cit., I, 151,

LSege, Grotiusy Wall, on. eit., I, 151ff. passim,
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seems to indicate thet baptism took place only after a
public prefession of faith,

Packers of infsnt baptism have a different interpreta=-
tion, To then the problem before the council was simply,
would the mother's baptism also hold for her child? If they
baptized the child aflter its birth, there was & possibility
that 1% was being baptized twice, But if thev did not bap=-
tize it after birth, there wee a danger that it had not been
bastized at all. COver agninst this situation, then, the
council ruled that "the mother « « « communicates nothing to
the child"; each one must be baptized for himself. Regsrding
the "profiession” mude at beptism: this was done also in the
casge of infants, who had sponsors for this very Lurpose.5

A caoreful study of the passage involved will show that
it is legitimstely capszble of sither interpretation, The
bare worde de not shiow vhich of these two mesnings the fa-
thers had in mind. Hevertheiess. as “all points out,5 the
word order in the origincl Creek favors the second explana-
tion; for the sense of the last clause is not, "every one
must moke his own chaice a2t the profession,” but rather,
"the choice which is made at the [}aotismni] profession, is
declared by cvery one to pertsin only to himself.” This,

then, is only an explenation for the preceding statement,

5¢f. Tertullian, supra, p. 2l.
&Jall’ Oou. E_Lt_'l_o. I’ 153-4.
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that the mother in baptism communicates nothing to her un-

born child,e

Gregory Nazianzen
Gregory Hazianzen was & leading theologian of the Easte
ern Church in the fourth century. He lived from shout 329
%o 390. Born of & pious Christian mother =nd highly educat-
ad, he traveled from his native Cappadoeia to Alexandria,
Athens, Falestine, and Constzntinople, where he became bish-
op in 3#1, liis views can be exnected to be rerrasentative
of the ertholic Christisnity of his age.’/ In his Oration on
EBsptism, Cregory says the following:

Meligion teaches us th=t there nrs threc sorts of gen-
eration or formation: that of our bodies; that of bape
tiom; and thot of the resurrection, The first of these
ig of the night, 2nd is servile, and tainted with lust.
The second is of the day, and iz free and rowerful
apainst lust, and tskes away all theat veil [or derkness]
contracted in our birth [br generation), and renews us
to the supernal lifes The last is more dreadful and
sudden, bringing together in a goment all the creation,
toc be set before thelr Creator.”

llere it is evident th=t (Gregory, as the previocus Chwr'ch
fathers, regsrded baptism ns the means of spiritual regener-
ation. Through it cur sins sre forgiven and we receive

gternal life,

7vor a biography of 5t. Gregory, cf, Srnest Leigh-Benrett,
llandbook of the Barly Christian Fathers (london: Williams and
NorEnte, L1920)s Ppe 219-230.

80pation XL, vara, 23 found in J. P. “igne, editor
Patrologise Fatrum Craecorum (Paris: Garnier Fratres, 1862

%g aE.). YAXVI, 359=428, Hereaftor igne's edition of the
iraelt fathers will be referred to as MPG. The English
translation is from Wall, opn. git., I, 164,
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This passsge has even more bearing on infant bantism,

howevar, because of ite identification of baptism with "gen-

eration of the day." In another oration, talking ahout St,
Basil, Gregory declares,

Now let us contemplste the affairs thet ralate to him
himselfs In the beginning then of his age he was by
nis excellent lather, who was at that time a publie
teachar of virtue in the country of Pontus, swaddled,
as I may call it, and formed with that best and most
pure iformation, which divine David rightly names "of
the dey," and which is oprosed to that of the night.g

According to CGregory's description of bartiem in his

o

Cration on Baptism, this section must refer to Et, Basil's

bertisme, That St, Basil was a mere infant at this time is
brought out both by the expression "in the beginning of his
age™ ond by the use of the word diuunoﬁhtl, "gwaddled,™
which evidently refers to infant sweddling clothes.

ilso mors pertinent evidence ean be adduced from

P

Cregcery's Oration on Baptism, In paragraph four he mene-

tions some of the names by which baptism is known: "The
gift, the grace, baptism or washing, the anointing, the
laver of regeneration, the amending of our make [ér foYma=
tiod], the seal,"lo and then explains the ressons for these
names, in paragraph seven he soys that baptism "is 2 seal

for such persons aogs newly enter into life; so to those that

Ypration XLIIY, in praise of 8t. Besil [PG, XIXVI,
593-606. The hngliéh trenslation is from Wall, op. git.,
T, 165,

10uall, op. cit., T, 169; MPG, loc. ecit.
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are adult it iz a groece, ond the restoring of the image
which they had 108t."t}: Later he has an extensive section
warning againgt the dangers of delaying haptiam.lz From
thls discourse the following is most apropos to our subject:

Art thou a youth? Fight against pleasures and passions
with this auxilliary strength: list thyself in Cod's
!!I'i'.fiy. «a o e

Art thou old? Let thy gray hairs hasten thee:
strengthen thy old apge with baptisme o« ¢

liast thou an infant-child? Let not wickedness have the
asdvantage of tise: let him be sanctified from his in-
fancy; let him be dedicated from his cradle to or by
the Spirit. Thou, as a faint-hearted mother and of
little faith, art afrajid of giving him the seal because
of the weakness of nature. Hannsh, before Samuel was
born, consecrated him, devoted him to (God, a2nd =8 soon
nes he was born, consecrated him, and brousht him up
from the first in 2 priestly garment, not fearing for
human infirmities, but trusting in Cod. Thou hast no
need of z2mulets or charms; together with which the deve
il slides into the minds of shallow persons, drawing to
himself the venzration thu:t is due to God, Give to gim
the Trinity, that great and excellent preservative.l

Here there is explicit advice %o have one's infant
chiidren baptized, Later, after warning that the neglect of
antiemal groce imperils salvetion, he continues:

Some may say, suprose this to hold in the case of those
that can desire baptiem: what say vou to those thut are
as yet infants, and sre not in capoeity to be sensible
either of the grece or the miss of it? Shall we bape
tize them too? Yes, by 211 mesns, if any danger make
it requisite. For it is better thut they be sanctified

11lyali, ope gite, I, 170

12:0stly quoted and trenslsted in Wall, op. cit., I,
17011,

130ration on Baptism, para, 173 PG, XXIVI, 359-428;
English translation %rom &all, oD. éit.,'r, 171:2.

o il T ¢ e Sl

-

BN T gar——




L6

without their own sense of it, than thot thay should
die unsealed snd uninitiated. 4nd a ground of this to
us is circumeision, which wae given on the eighth day,
and was a typical seal [or bantisn] and was practised
on those thot had npo usza of resason: as also the ansint-
ing of the doorposts, which preserved the first~horn by
things that h2d no sense. As for others, I give my
opinion that they should stay thres years or therge
abouts, when they are capsble to hesr and answer some
of the holy words: 2nd thourh they do not perfectly
undergiand them, yet thay form them: and that you then
sanctifly them in soul and bhody with the pgrest sacra-
ment of inltiation. For though they are not liable to
rive account of their life beflore thelr reason be come
to maturity, (they having this advantage by their age,
that they #re not forced to account for the faults

hey have coamnitted in ignorance,) yvet by reason of
shose sudden and unexpected assaults of dangers that
are by no endeavor to be prevented, it is by all means
advisable thst they be secured by the laver [of bap-
tif"-?ﬂo -

Gregory then replies to those who wanted to delay bape
ism because Jasus was not baptized until He was thirty
vesrs old, Oregory says that Jesus was perfect, #nd needad
no cleansing; while we are begotten in corruption, 2nd need
to be clothed with incorruption and immort=lity through
baﬁtlsm.ls

In this section, too, St. Cregory gives explicit ad-
vice in supvort of infant baptism. As in previous Church
fathers, so here, Loo, iz seen the compzrison of baptisa to
circumncision 2né the opinion th=at baptism effsets rsgenera-

tion. Very noteworthy, however, is the fact that Gregery

Ligpation on Baptism pafa. 23; PG, loec. cit.; English
translation frnﬁ'ﬂatg, gg: cite, I, 1758,

150pration on Baptism, para. 29; Wall, loc. gite
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here advises immediate baptism only for those infante in
danger of deeth.lﬁ ile recommends the delzy of bantism for
all others until age three, at which time they ern partici-
pate-=at least a little-~in the ceremonve fHere two obser-
votions are pertinent: (1) Crepory adduces this view as
merely his opinion, 2nd does not suy it is the practice of
the Church; =nd (2) even this pnsition is not identical
with thet of the modern churches which denand "believers!
baptisn® only.17 %all comuents that St. Cregory probably

took this position because of the delsy of his own bap=

Gregory of lyssa

W

Cregory of lyssa wes a contemporary bishop of St,

Crogory Lazionzen, 2lso in the Eastern Church. le died af-

160n this point cf. the foll winz: Charles . Bennett,
Christion hrchauol€EV,’5ﬁ§°“§ ﬂditioy, vol, IV of the
Library oi Biblical and Theolorieca ligerature, edited by
(eorgo e Crooks #nd John Fe Hurst (New fork: ﬁatan and
"lains, and Cincinnati: Curts and Jennings, c.1898), p. L49;
Joseph Bingham, The Antijuities of the Christian Church
(London: William Straker, L8L3), LIL, 47.=h; ond Fe Ge
Hibhard, Christian Baptism (lNew York: G. Lane and C. B,
Tippett, Lokb), VErG f, pre 202=205,

17Thcre is no foundatior =t all in this material from St,
Cregory for the following commuent of Andreas “Wiherg, Christian

Bapticm Set Forth in the liords of the Bible {Fhiladelphia:

imerican Daptist ublic-tion —0CioGY, n.d.j, pe 2533 "It shows
aost clearly th-t infant baptism in the CGraeck Church at this

tine wes a new affair, unsettled by law, human or divine, and
that bantism of new=born children was yet Tar from being Chere

& general practice."

18%&11,ﬁ%§. clite, I, 191; cf, also K. R. lapenbach, A.

Toxtbook of hxg%org f Doctrines, transloted by C. We
Such ana revised and e i%?d b menry'B. Smith (New York:
Sheldon and Co., 1361), I, 352-9, -
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ter 394, lie taurht th:t by baptism a child is instated in-
to the prradise from which Adam was thrust out.l?
Cptatus
Jptatus was bishop of Filevis in liorth Afrieca during
the Tourth centwry. He uwrote several outstanding books
against the schism of the Donatists about 370, In these he
affirmg that the catholic and Donatist doctrine a2nd practice
of baptism was the same in both parties.ae In one book he
conprres a Chyristian’s putting on Christ in baptism to the
rubting on of 2 garment. After calling Christ so put on Ya
garnent swimning in the water," he continues,
But lest anyone should say, I speak irrevcrently,'in
celling Christ a gorvment: let him rend whrt the iApostle
nsays, Ag nany ol vou as have been bagtized in the nam
of Christ, hsve rut on Ghriste Oh whot & garment is
thim, thet 1s nlways one ond never renewed, thet de=
cently fits all ages and shepesl It is nelther too big
for infants, nor too liitlg for men, &nd without any
alteration fits women.
Lecording to thie, both catholice and Donatists in liorth

Africa practiced infant baptism,.

19%n his Oretio Cotechetica liagna, para, 333 found in
VPG, XLV, 9-106, Tor o briei biography of Grepory of lyssa,
¢f, Leiph-Bennett, op. cit., ppre. 237-251.

20¢r, wWall, ope Cits, ¥, 160-1,

2lpe Schismmte Donatistarum, Vi found in J. ¥. Migne,
editor, ratroloriae rotrum Latinorum (Paris: Garnier Fratres,
1862 et. al.), ET 1063, Hereafter ‘igne's edition of the
Latin lathers will be referred to as iPL., The Snglish trans-
lation is siven in Wall, op. cit., I, 10l=2, Cf. also Hibbard,
ov. cit., Fart I, ope 201=2,
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St. Basil

Ste Besil of Caesarea, one of "the threa great Cappado-
cians," lived from obout 330 to 379. He was the champion of
orthodoxy in the Trinitarisn controversies of the sge and
made important contryributions in several differant ecelesizs-
tical flelds.”” In his Oratio Exhortstoria ad Baptisaum he
expresses himself as follows:

There is therefore a several?? season proper for several

thinge; 2 time peculiar for sleap, and one peculiar

But any Ti6s of onels 1ife 1§ Broper for BRRCLEAS

3ut any tin e's 11 s Droj 2 -

Later he warns about the danger of delaying bantisn,
af"irming thet through baptism his hearers could be renewad
and born ugain.25 They, instead, wanted to delay baptism
so that, as St. Basil 2lleges, they could continue senjioying
the sinful pleasures of this world., These were catechumens,
"half-Christians,” who had taken instruction for a consider-
able time but who 28 yet had not crossed the threshold into
the Church through baptisme. Their ﬁnt having been baptized
before is no srgument agoinst infant baptism, however, as

there is no proof thot these eatechumens had Christisn par-

22p0p a hiography of S5t. Rasil, cf, Lelgh-Bennett, op.
cite, PPe 196-21%2,

331.9., different.

2h0ra§ig Gxhortatoriz gd Baptismum, para. 1j Wall, op.
ci L] I| 209. j

250ratic Exhortatoris ad Baptismum, para. be

el T LI a2
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ents.26 g %all observes, “thi= is no proof that any Chris-
tlazns, after they were once bantized themselves, did sver suffer
thelr infent children to go without baptiem,"27
3be Ambrocse

3te, Ambrose was a leader aad teachor of the tastern
Chureh who lived from 340 to 397. A practical theologlen,
he was eduycatad in Roge and spent aluest 211 his 1life in

14,28

ILaly.” in his Joumentbary on Ht. Luke, Book I, he discus~

seas Luke L3177 and polntes culb magy similarities bebveen John
the Baptish and Elijeh. After heving mentiomed Eliljen's
uiracle of dividiang the River Jordan, he continues,

Dut perhaps this ma¥ seem L0 be fulfilled in our Gime
and 1la the Apostlez’ btime,., For that returning of the
river waters backward toward tha spring head, which
wae coused by Elljeh when the river was divided (as
the Seripture says, Jordan was driven back), signified
the oaeeraudent of the laver of salvation, which was af-
terward 4o be instltuted; hy which those 1nfants that
ara baptized are reformed back eagpin Irom wickednezs

or o wigked state to the primitive obate of Lhelr
u::.t.ure.‘?s

Here 5L. Aubrose clearly affirms that infants through
beptlieon ecye freed from sin and 4in some way brought back to

tha state of innocence whilech preveiled bsfore Lhe fall,

26y1berg, Ope Cibe, DPe 253=4, takes the opposite view,
contending that St. Basil's exhortation, "from a child you have
boen catechized in the word" in this addrssa proves they were
c¢hildren of Christianz, There is no prositive proof elther way.
Gfe als0 Hibkard, op. ¢it., Fart I, prc. 205-8,

27wall, op. git., I, 210.

2ipop a blography of 3t. Ambrose, of. Lelgh-Senmatt, OB.
glt., Pb. 230-303.

29% ounenter on 3t, Luke, Book I, chaps 1, DPara. 373 L,
XV, 16203 EngIls& transiation frow Wall, ope. cit., I, 221,
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In another book, where he discusses circumecision, he
calls baptism a spiritual circumcision from sin, 2nd then
continues,

both the home~born snd the foreirmer, the just and the

sinful, must be circumcised by the forgiveness of sins,

so as not to rractice sin any more; for no person comes

to the kingdom of heswven but by the sacrament of bape

tisms « « o Ffor unless any person be born again of wa-
ter and of the loly Spirit, ne canuob enter into the

TS e —

kingdom of Tod, Zou see he excepts no person, net an

Enfnny, nga one that is hindered by any unaveidable

aceident,

The evidence is clear in this place, Loo, for baptism
being 2 saerament of regeneration and for infants being in-
cluded as proper subjects.

Ste John Chrysostom

St. John Chrysostom, patriarch of Constentinople, lived
from =hout 345 to 407. As hishop of the city which for a
while wae capital of the Roman Empire, it may bs expected
thzt nll his practices, if not his doctrinss, were in accord
with eatholic Ghristianity.31 In Homily Forty he discusses
the pain and trouble of 0ld Testement circumecision, and then
centinues,

But our circumcision, I mean the grace of baptiam;

pives cure without pain, and procures to us & thousond

benefits, #nd filis us with the grace of the Spirit;
and it has no determinzte tize, as thnat had; but one

' 30pe Abrahame Patriacha, Book IX, chap. 11, para. 243
W'l %IV, B21; tnglish transi ;
Cf. nlco Hibberd, op. cit., Fart I, ppe 206-7, and Gingham,
ﬂ. cit.' III' l)75-

3lFor a biography of St. Chrysostom, cf. Leiph-Bennett,
Ohe Citng Ple 252-271.

etion from Wall, op. cit., I, 223,
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thet is in the very beginning of his 359,32 or one that

is in the middle of it, or one that is in his old age,

may receive this circumcision made without hands. In

which therc is no trouble to be undergone, but to throw

off the load of_gins, and receive perdon ror all fore-

going offences,

Ste Chrysostom here, as St. Aimbrose above, apgrees as
to the power znd efficacy of baptism a2nd also as to its
apnlicability to infants. By itselfl this section can z2l1so
be understood =g permitting the delay of bantism, but eclse=-
whare S5t. Chrysostom indicates his disapprovel of this pro-
cedure ¥

There are also citnticns from St. Chrysostom demon-
str-ting his aporoval of infant baptism which have survived

only in the Latin by way of S5t. ﬁugustine.35

323¢, Chrysostom here mesnt infency, ae is demonstrated

by hig use of this expression slsewhere; cf. Wall, op. git.,
I, 228
’ wfell @

33Homilg Forty, on Geneegig, para, 43 PG, LIII, 373=4;
Enelish trenslstion from Wall, %oc. cite In ﬁis aporoval of
infant baptism in this passage 5t. Uhrysostom seems to
contrgdict a more Tece?tlJo?? Ghrysogto:, ﬁho,kwgthrnaorge
Je Leber, saye in The Holy lLiturgy of the Greek Orthodox
Church (éash{nﬂton DeCo: Urder o% Song of rericles, C.1946)
De 82 "Infant baptism (now practiced in the Cresk Orthodox
Church) had not yet [at the time of St. Chrysostom] been
introduced into the Church, snd before one could receive
baptism, he was required to.have a good knowledge of the
fﬂitho“ Gf. slso Hibhard’ _0_2. cito’ FPaxrt I’ iDe 207-8.

3hop, wWall, op. gite., I, 230,
35cr, St. Augustinets Contra Julianum, Book I, chap. 5,

ara. 21; 1#L, XLIV, 65L-5; bnglish transiztion in Wall, og.
cit.’ I’ 231-‘}.
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The Second Ecumenical Council

In 331 the Second Hcumenical Council waes called in
Constantinople by i“mperior Theodosius I. One of the major
achievements of this council was the completion of the
lceno-constantinopolitan Creed, which the Council of licea
(325) had concluded with "I believe in the Holy Ghost."™
Amongz the articles added at Constantinople was this, "I
acknowledgo one hantism for the remission of sins.” While
this does not relate direetly to infant baptism, it does
denonstrate unyuestionably thit the entire orthodox Church
of' that age locked upon haptism as a "saeramentT=-a di-

vinely aprointed means for imperting the forgiveness of

The Gouncil of Carthage

The Council of Carthage of 397 also raquires attention,
Held in Noxth Africa 2t the time of the Donatist schisa, it
questioned whether those baptized in the Donatist churches
eould later receive holy orders in the estholie Churche The
following canon wag pasced:

in reference to the Donatists, 1t is resolved thot we

do ask the advice of our brethren and fellow bishops

Siricius ond Simplicioanus, concerning those only who

are in infancy baptiszed amongz them; whether in that
which they have not done by their own judgment, the

36cr, Cherles Joseph Hefele, A History of the Councils
of the Church, second edition, transiste rom the German by
Henry hutcombe Oxenham (Edinburgh: T, and T, Clark, 1#96),
IX, 340-351, and Fhilip Schaff, The creads of Ghristendom
(hew York: ﬁarper and Bro&her; C.
original is, a;mo\ore sV EV ﬁd.'lTTll'M ELS -.ps_nv '&/me'nﬁv.
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arror of their parents shall hinder them, that when

they by a wholesome purpose shall be converted to the

Chureh of Cod, they may not be promoted to be ministers

of the holy altar. 7

The answers of these two bhishops must have favored =2d-
miesion of the converts to the ministry, for four years lot-

er another council of Carthage ruled in this way.39

The evidence of these councils indicates that infant
baptism was the aceepted practice of hoth eatholics snd
Ponatiste.

3%. Jerome

5t. Jarome, one of the most learned and scholarly men

ef the fourth century, lived from 331 to L20., le devoted
the last thivty-four years of his life to intensive literary
work noay Bethlehem, I¢ was during this time thaot he
trinsl:tad the Vulgate and wrote many comunentaries on the
books of the Bible.?’ Innumerable quotations from 5t,
Jerome could be adduced in sunsort of infant baptisam; here
enly two will be cited, 0

(1) In a letter to & Christian lady named Leta he

adnonishes thet she errefully provide for the relipious

37The Third Council of Carthage, esnon 43. Enplish
translation from Wall, pp. eit., I, 309,

38yall, op. cit., T, 310, Cf. also Hibbard, op. Cit.,
Part I, pe 21%¢ 3

3%or a biozraphy of St. Jerome, ef. Leigh-Bennett, 2on.
ci'b., PPe 272-2390

LOfor references to wora vassages, cf, Yall, op. git., T,
238=41, 3L8IT. pasgim.
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training of her child, Farents are accounsable for their
children. After discussing this voint he continues,

And how then is it true, you will say, that the sins
of the fathers snre not imputed to the children, nor
those of the children to the fathers, but the soul that
sinnath, it shall die?

This is said of those that have understending; of such
as he was, of whom it 1ls said in the Cospel, "He is of
ape, lot him speak for himself." But he that is a
e¢hild, snd thinks 2s a child, (till such time &s he
comes tO0 yerrs of diseretion, &nd Vythagoras'! letter
(Y) do bring him to the place where the road parts into ~
two,) his good deeds, =s well as his evil deeds, nre
imnuted to his prrants. Unless you will think that the
children of Christisns are themselves only under the
guilt of the sin, if they do not receive bsrtism; and
that the wickedness is not imputed to thoss also who
would not give it them; especially at that time when
they thzt were to receive it could nmske no opposition
against the receiving it. £As also on the other side
(or, as aiso in the kingdom of 1life} the saivatiou of

w . - [}
infants is the advantage of their paronts.”

llere 3t., Jorome uzkes specific reference to children
of Christisn porants wno do not yet Thave understanding,®
who have not yet come "to the years of diseretion,™ and who

are not yet capable of giving opposition to the receiving

of baptism, and who nevertheleés are to be baptized., In-
fent baptism must have been meant,

{2) Hot many yesrs after St. Jerome had written the
letter cited above the FPelagian controversy broke out. In

this doctrinal strugrle St., Jerome was one of the champlons

hlisistle ad Legom de Institutione Filise (Bnistle 107);
MPL, XKI%, 873=Ls Lnglish translatcion from wall, OPe Clte, .
T,GEBQ-LO. Cf, alse Hibbard, ope gite, Fort I, ppe 209,

21 -17.
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of the catholic Church against the errorists, who were de-
nying original sin, They practiced infant baptism, . but
maintained thst it wss not for the forgiveness of sins, be-
cause new-born babes had no sin. About 410 St. Jerome rub-
lished three books apainst these Pelagiane, which are writ-
ten in the form of a2 dialorsue between & catholic and a
Pelapgian, Tn one plsce in book three the Pelagizn objects
to the torment of eternal misery being inflicted, according
to eatholie teaching, on "inicecent” babias, and contends
that they have no s:'m..’"2 L 1ittle later the conversation
foas:

Critobulus [Pelagian): Tell me, T besesch you, and free
me from all doubt; for whazt reason are infonts
baptized?

Atticus [ci:z:tholiﬂ: That in beptism their sine may be
Torgiven.

Crite: What sin have they incurred? Is any one loosed
that never was hound?

Atte.: Do you ask me? That trumpet of the Gospel, thet
tencher of the Oentiles, thot polden vessel shin-
ing through all the world, shall answer you.

"Jeath reigned from Adam to Voses, even over them
thot had not" sinned after the similitude of Adam's
tronsgression, who is the figure of Him thst wss
tocome . « o " 4nd if you object that it is
said, thot there were some that h'd not sinned;
vnderstond it, that they sinned not that sin which
dam committed in poradise, by bresking Cod's come
mand. But all persons sre held obnoxious either -
by their own, or by their forefather Ldam's sin,
He that is an infant ies in baptism loosed from the
bond of his forefather; he thst is of age to une

L2y, Jerome, Dialo contra Felagianos, Book III,
para. 173 ML, XXfIT, ETA-EIS; tronsioted in iall,;gg. cit.,
I, k19=20.




57

derstand, is by the blood of Christ freed, both

from his own bond, and a2lso from that which is de-

rived from snother.

Atticus then corroborates his orthodoxy by auoting ver-
batim the enistle Qf Cyprian to Fidus, written nbout 160
yvanrs before,h3 and then continues his expogition of infant
bantism for the lorgiveness of singl

These sections denonstrate adeﬁuately the unicuestioned
accentance of infant baptism both by S8t. Jerome and by his
Felagian opronents. Hspecislly to be noted is that there
is no indication at all of any of thelr contemporaries or
eariier churchmen who held different views. Infant bantism
seams to have been practiced "everywhere, and 2t all times,
and by all,.®

S%te finpustine

St. iuhusﬁfhe's vosition as champion of catholic ortho-
doxy at the end of the [ourth century is undisputed. He
lived from 354 to 430, and was one of the greatest Latin
Church frthers =2nd one of the grsatest Christian theolopgians
of 8ll time. Roman Catholics, Lutherans, end Frotestants

ail claim him as 2 champion of their baliefs. He was bish-

op of the church in Hippo, near Carthage, liorth Africa, and

L3Guoted supra, rpe 3L=36.

LLSt, Jeroms, %%. cit., para, 18; VPL, XXIXI, 615-6163
wall, op. cit., I, =
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his influence extended over the entire cztholie Church of
his i -59.155

Here, too, countlecs quotations could bes adduced, but
should be unnecessary, St. Augustine's position as =n ex-
ponent of infant baptism is universally acknowledged, Like
hias contemporary St. Jerome, he contended that infants
should receive baptism because 1€ washes awsy their origi-
nal sin which they received from thelr parents., According
to St. Aupgustine, rspgeneration takes place through b:a',".t'.i.sm.‘*6
Further, baptism gives the forgiveness of sins &#nd instates
the reciplent into the kingdom of Gad.h7 In spite of ¢his
unjuestioned testimony, two specially pertinent sections
will be guoted at length,

{1} In his fourth book against the Donatists St.
Avpustine saye much zbout infant bsptism, including the
Following:

ind as the thief, who by necessity went without bape

tism, was saved; because by his plety he had it spiri-

tuslly; so where boaptism is had, thoupgh the party by
necessity gmo without that [?%ith which the thief had,
yet he is saved.

while the whole body of the Church holds, as delivered
to them, in the crse of little infants baptized: who

LSpor o biosrephy of St. Augustine, of. Leigh-Bennett,
ODe Siltey, pre 30L-335. . 3

46gg, St. Aupustine's Clty of God, Book XIII, chap. 73
:'-"51!., :{LI’ 331-2.

L74ovever, according to St. Augustine, those who receive
baptism snd the Lord's Supper can later fall away and
eventually be lost; ef. City of Cod, Book XXI, chap. 253
JPL, XLI, 74l-3.
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cartainly cannot yet believe with the heart to righte
eocusness, or confess with the mouth to sslvotion, as
the thie% could; nay, by their crying zsnd nolse while
the sacrament is administering, they disturb the holy
mysterias; and yet no Christisn men will say thaey are
baptized tc no rurpose.

And if any one do nsk for divine authority in this

matter; though that which the whole Church practices,

and which has not been instituted by councils, but was
ever in use, is very reasonzbly believed to be no
other thun o thins delivered [or ordered] by suthority
of the Avostles; yet we may besides take 2 true esti-
mete, how much the sacrament of bantism does avail ine-
fants, by, the circumcicion which God's former people

received o
2te Aupustine then makes an extended compsrison between cire
cuneclision and baptism,

To be noted here is not St. Aurustine's approval of
infent boptism, but rather his statement that the whole
Church holds this and practices it; and that this rractice
was not instituted by councils, "hut was ever in use.” and
is very ressonsbly believed to have been handed down from
the fLpecstles. St. Augustine believed that infant baptism
hzad alwnys been the universal practice of the Church 49

(2) In his letter to Dardanus St. Augustine admirasbly

sums up the catholic teaching of infant baptism as follows:

Lde 2 . ;

St. Augustine, De Baptismo Contya lonatistas, Book IV,
chapters 53 end 243 iﬁﬂ: ZITII, 17h; English translztion from
Wall, op. cite., I, 254=-5, Cf. also iibbard, op. gcit., Part
I, ppe 208=12, and Bingham, ov. ecit., III, 475,

495 Wall points out (gﬁ. cit., T, 102), St. Augustine
was evidently unfamilisr with the writing of Tertullian, who
about 200 yesrs earlier had advised the delay of baptism,
especially in the ense of infants; cf. supra, ppe 19=26.
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It ie 2 wonderful thing to consider how God dwells in
gome that know Him not, snd in some that do know Hin
He does not dwell. For they who, when they know God,

- glorify Him not as Cod, nor sre thankful, do not belong

. to His temple; a2ng infants sonctified by the sacrament
of Christ, regenerated by the Holy Spirit, do belong to
fiis tenple; who, though they be regenerated, cannot yet
br reason of thelr age know Gode o & » We 2ffirm there=
fore that the Holy Spirit dwells in bartized infants
though they know it not; for after the si»me manner they
know Him not, though He be in them, as they know not
their ouwn soulj the reascn whersoef which they ecannot
yot make use of, ie in them as a sgark roked up, which
will kindle as they grow in vears,o0

Thia lettor was written by St. Aurustine ahout the year 388,

St. lucustine’z unequivocal testimony on tha side of

infont baptisa stands ns a powerful witness near the end of 2
thie period. As supreme champion of catholic Christianity

he was head and shounldars over 2ll other thaslogians of his
daye And instead of disenssing the graduslee-or suddene=ine
troduction of infant baptism; or describing sections of
Christendon which do not follow. this practice, he concludes
¢hat infant baptism was honded down from the tine of the
Avostles snd is practiced by "the whole body of the Church.”

It was a "catholic" practice.
Summary of the Lvidence from the Fourth Century
The written testimony on every hand rpoints to the uni-

verssal practice of infant bantiom.2l

5UEgist%e ad Davdanus (Spistle 127), para. 17; L,
KEXIII, 3323493 sngiish translation from Wall, 22: cita, I,
27?-27&. Cf. also Hibbard, op. git., Part T, np. 202-22
pagsii, and Wiberg, One Cities Fre 250-2.

l¥or 4 comrlete listing of pertinont passapes in Mipne's

‘Latin Church fathers, cf. IfPL, CCRIX (index volume), Ppre
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840-1. lodern Baptists disagree with this conclusion, and
affiym thot infont bapticm was rather becoming prevalent
during this neriof; Their view? cgngSpon fg ghithgse of
sugustus Meander (Lectures on the History of Christian
Dogmag, odited by Je. l.e YAcobi, translated irom the Lerman
b Jde e Rylznd; lLondon: Henry G. Bohn, 1254), II, 402-5,
who claims that infant baptism was not in general practice
in the Jast until after this time.



CHAPTER V ‘
OTHER BEVIDENCE AND PROBLEMS
Le Other Hvidence

(1} The Jewish practice of vroselyte haptism at the
time of Christ 2lso enlightens this subject. From the 01d
Testament the Jews had the command to eireumelse all their
meles vhen eight days olde, They were 2lso to circumecise
211 Gentile proselytes; i.e., all Gentiles who becams con-
vinced of the truth of the Jewish relirion and wanted to
beeome Israelites, In addition, however, all these prose-
lytes received a water baptism, including their infant
children who had been born before their psrents becsme
proselytens. Christian bantism, likewise, was looked upon
as an initiatory rite into a new religion. In accord with
the contemporary practice of Jewish nroselyte bantism,
then, the Apostlee could #lso be expected to baptize the

infant children of converts £z well 8s the converts themne

selves.l

1In_support of this argument cf. the following: Wharton E,
Yarriott, "Baptlsm,® in 4 Dictionary of Christiasn intiouities,
edised by‘gé}liﬁm fméth =nd 3??ggi ghegfﬁnm (London: Jo ?s
Murray, 18 y I, 170; F. G, Hibbard, Christisn Baptism (New
York: G. Lene snd G, B. Tipnett, 1245), Part I, 95106, 306-7;
Johann Christian Wilhelm Augusti, Handbueh der christlichen
Lirehficlogie (Leipzig: der Dyk!schen Buchhandliung, %33%3, Xy
32613 ond Richard Watson, "The Institutions of the Church--

Baptisnm," Part IV, chap. 3, in Thao;o?ica% Institutes, revised
edition, edited by Thomas O, Summers (ilas viTTe, Tennet
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(2) Vany heretical sects troubled the Church during
these four centuries, but all, as far as can be determined,
practiced infant baptism gs did {sccording to 5t. Aupgustine)
the eatholics. These sects included the Ehionits,2 *lone
taniats, Donnnists,3 kovatiana,h ﬁestorians,5 and Pelapgi-

anse uch contreversial literature was written, both by

Fublishing House of uh ‘ethoﬂist fipiscopal Church, South,
1399), ppo 712-720, Cf. alse ! tichard Whately, "On *infont’
‘dpcian " nesey XI in Gssays on Soma o? khe bDiffienlties in
the r‘t;uy* of the ﬂﬂoﬂtie Faul and in Dther rarts of the
llew Testament, eight! Fordon edition (lindover: Garren .
Draper, 1d5)1 ppe 323-83 William Wall, The ilistory of Infant
uapr-ﬁ;, 2nd estLqm nited by Henry Potton ~0xzord. Univers
sity rress, 1:.&), Ly rxvilf,., Johann Wilhelm Friedrich
Hofling, Las Sakrement der | aui@ {Erla mgen: der Palm®schen
Verlagsbuchhs mdlung, 1040), L, 1~-140 paasim, and II, 1-20
pagsim: and J. Le CGraves and Jacob Ditzler, The brrves-—
Ditzler or Grest | ﬂrro11ton Debote (!lemphis, lenn.: Southern

Bapti st rublication oc{ety 1870}, ppe 653-303 Hmﬁuiﬂo The
Haptists contend that u““lSh proselyte baptism did not include
infants =2nd, even if i¢ did, it still had no bearing on lew
Testament Christian baptisme Cfe Jo e Oraves and Jacob

Etalnr, Qe cit., Phe 772-&. A penetrating refutation of
thlu position i1s iound in Joachim Jeremias, Hat die Urkirche

%;; ‘inderteunfe geitbt? (Goettingen: Vanderhoeck and Ruprecht,
=)

2Thus the Clementine Lritinzs of the Bbionites evol‘c‘tly
t”urhu the “mgenP“"tive power or baptiom: ef. Llbert Henry
Hewn: n,|§ Vanual of Church History, revised edition (Phila-
delphia: Americen Baptist rublicntion Society, c.1933)
179-1%0, In espite of this cvidence, however, !lewman qtil;
contends here that the ibionites did not practice 1nfent bap=
tisn,

3hven Fewmzn admits the Denatists tahght baptismal regenw-
eration and practiced 1annt baptism: HNewman, op. ecit., I, 210,

J"Ibldo s PDe 206=7

50f, Ge Dietirich, aditor and translator, Die nestorian-
ische Taufliturgie (Ciés sen: J. fickertsche Vériﬂpss chhandl lung,
1907 ) o
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the catholles and these sectorians. In none of i, however,
wvas the practice of infant baptism on issue, Neither side
in any controversy accused the other of wrongly practicing,
or refraining from practiecing, infant bantism, Instezd
there is the teastimony of St. Augustine, that the whols body
of the Church held and practiced infant baptism, which had
baen handed down from the Apoatles-6

(3) So far ne conslderation has been given to spurious
literature written during this period. Muen was produced
znd then falsely attributed to the great churchmen of the
same or a praeceding ape, %YWhile of inferior worth because
cf its decentive nzture, it yet is voluable 2s indicative
of the thinking and practices of the times. Throughout this
literature, too, there is a unanimous testimony for the

practice of infant baptisme’

6ﬁany of the early Church fathers (e.g., Irenasus,
Spiphanius, Augustine) wrote histories of sects and heresies
current at or before their time, but none deseribe any who
denied infant baptism, Cf, Hibbard, op. cit., Part I, pp.
220=3, It is true that some of this time, G.f£., the Pauvlic-
i=ns, opposed infant baptism; but they also oppozed adult
bantism; 1.2., they were against baptism entirely. Cf,
Hlgwnan, .ope ites I, 382-3, Thus also Andreas Wiberg (Baptist)
in his Christizn Baptism Set Forth in the Words of the Bible
{(Philadelphia: lmerican Reptist Publication S0CLeLY, Nede),
Peo 255, agrees that "several heretical sects, esrlier and
contemporary with Pelagius, denied all bantism, and of course
denied the bantism of infants." He then continues: "And many
orthodox =zects who held to baptisa, denied it to infants.”
He offers no proof for this claim, Cf. also Hibhard on this

75egey cfe the Apostolic Comstitutions, VI, 15, which
sdvise, "Baptize your intants, @nd bring them up in the
nurture and adnonition of Gods For He says, Suffer the little
children to come to Me, and forbid them not."™ wall, Ope Cit.,
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B. Froblems

There 12 one particularly outstanding problem which
seems to prevent the conclusion that infant bavtlism was a
universal practice during this reriod. This is the evidence
that during the fourth century some of the lesders of the
ame were not baptized until maturity. ULspecially notable
among these were St. ﬁuﬁuséine, St. Chrysostom, St. Jerome,
3t. Oregory lazisngen, and the empsror Constantine the
Grast.® It is definitely known that some of these had
Christion prrents.,? Does the failurs of these parents to

bantize thelr infant children contradict the evidence exate

26, The Apostolic Constitutions are found in J. P« Migne,
, Latroloriae satrum Graecorum (Paris: Garnier Fratres,
17262 gt ©l.), L, O09=L150. ‘lorearter “igne's edition of the
Crecl fsthers will be referred to as MPG, A discussion of
this pussape is given in Wall, op. cit., I, 524ff., and in
Jemes Ragan Sollinsworth, The Fseudo Church Dockrines of
inti-Pedo=faptists Defined and Hefuted (Kenses Cit s [i0es
HUGSON=K1MOGrLlY FUDILENLing UOep L s Dpe 3248.301, Cf,
aleo the Heecornitions or Travels of 5t. leter, referred to
in Joseph Bingnam, The Lnticvities of the Christisn Church
(London: Willlam Straker, 12L3), L1l, LOZ=h.

Y

U¥any are convinced thet the nsme of St. Basil should be
added %o thig list (e.z., Yiberg, op. cit., Pe 254), but
historicsl evidence rather favors hie having been baptised
in infaney. OCFf, Hibbard, op. cit., Yart I, pp. 202-3,.

98¢, Gregory Nazmian-en had sg his mother tho rious Nonna
ond S%. Aupustine had ‘fonica., St. Jerome, a2lso, had Christian
porents. “oreover, “onica and St. Jerome's parents evidently
woere already Christians at the time of the birth of their
children mentioned here,
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ined thus far, znd prove that infsont baptism was not univer-
gal at thut time?l0

The persons mentioned above will bes considered indi-
vidually, St. &ﬁnusbine, although he had nious ‘onica &s
his mother, hsd a hesthen ather, who did not accept the
Christian feith until S¢. Aupustine wns seventeen yesrs
old.*! It is probable thzt, even if Yonies did went to
have Augustine bantized when he was a baby, his father pre-‘
vonted it.t?

History indicntes ﬁhmt 9t. Chrysostom!s piarents were
heathen ot the time of his birth, and thzt St., Chrysostom
was such himeelf for a timegl3

S5te Jerome was definitely born cof Christian parents.

Yany sre of the opinion that he was not baptized until.zbout

1056 conclude the following: .Charles ¥, Bennett, Christian
Archasology, second edition, vol. IV of the Library of Bibiical
End Theolopical Litersture, edited by Ceorge I, Crooks znd
John Fo Hurst (new York: Laton and Mains, .2nd Cincinnati:

Curts z2nd Jennings, €.1298), pe. 4483 Wiberg, loc. cit.; Augus-
tuz Heander, lLecures on the History of Christian Dosmas, edited
by J. L. Jacobi, cronsl-ted from the Cormen bBY ce Se nyland
(London: Henry G. Bohn, 1258), I, 228=235, and II, 402-405;

and Dre Jeo Re Creves in his debate with Jacob Ditsler, _he
Crovese--Ditzler or Ureat Carrollton Debate (Memphis, Tennes
Houthern Beptist uDLLCALION SOCLELY, L870), ppe 782-3, 20L.

llcf.'wall; ope cit., If! 115-121; alsoc Luhherrn'cvclonedis,
sewin L. .lueker, editor in chief {5t. lLovis: Uoncordia rublishing -
House, .c.195L4), p. 72. . ;

12511, loc. cite.

13Ivid., pp. 21-97.
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twenty-nine veurs old.lh The proof for this iz open to
question; he might have been baptized in infancy.15

Thera is contradictory testimony reg- rding 5t. Cregory
Hazianzen as to whether his pirente were Christisns =t the
thinie of his birth, or were not converted until later., That
he was not bartized until after his conversion in early
manhood is cevrtain, but this is ne proof that infant bap-
tism was not ;rﬁcniced.lﬁ Later he himself advocated the
immediate bartism of all babies in denger of desth, and
the baptism of all healthy children when zbout three years
old, 17

Constantine the Grest was not born of Christian par-
ents, hence could not be expected to have been baptized in
lnfrncy.lg Af'ter he had embraced Christianity, however, he
continued unbaptized until right before his death., He ovi-
dently did this because of a reluctonce to forscke all
worldly ways, which he would have had to promise te do at

19

the time of his baptism.

g e, ef. the Lutherzn Cvclopedis, op. cit., p. 531.
15ce, wall, op. git., IX, 100-115,

lﬁFor a2 thoroush discussion of this whole problem, cf,.
-.:311., ga. Cito' T.{, 76‘3?’;

17z¢, supra, poe L3«47.
18wall, gn. git., IT, 47-60 pagsime

190¢, Gdwerd Gibbon, The Deeline and Fall of the Roman
Gmpire (gew York: Feter Fenelon Uolller and fon, 1900),
T, 204-6.
9

\
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In conclusion: there is definite proof that many adult
converts to Christianity during these centuries delayed
thelr bavtism, Tertullian advised postronement;20 St, Basil
admonished his cstechumens beeause of their delays;?l

Constantine the Gre»t rut off his baptism until he whs near

(1
the point of denth.2? There were two ressons for these dee
lays: (1) a love of the pleasures of this world, and &
lcathing to leave them, the problem with Constantine the

(ireat 2nd 3t. Pasll’s catechumens; and {(2) a misvnderstand-

ing of the mearing of baptism, which was the case with Terw
tuliian, Tertullien advised del=2ay because of damning sins
which otherwice might be comuitted after baptism, He locked
uren baptism as the culaination of; rather than an initiation
into, the Christian life. For him it was zn act of prenara-
tion, not for this 1life, but for the life to coms. These two
reasons, either individually or together, evidently induced
many to delay thelr baptisms, Howover, as far as can be proved
thase cases always involved converts. To rapsat Wall's state-
ment quoted atvove:22 "There is no proof that any Christians,
sfser they were once baptized themsaelves, did ever suffer their

infant children to zo without baptism.“zk

2007, supra, pp. 19-26,
21Suprz, ppe L%-49.
22Gibhon, loc. cit.
235upra, pe 49

24i7all, op. cit., I, 210.



CHAPTER VI
GONCLUSION

In this concluding chapter therae will first he given a
sumnary of this paper, and then seversl conclusions based
upon this materizal,

lo Infant bartism is not apecifically mentioned either
in Seripture or in early Christian writings until about
200 A.D. Evidently this practice was not & controverted
issue 2% 211, &Lither the entire Church practiced it or the
ertire Church refrained from this practice.

2e Tertullian about 200 A.D. was the first to discuss
infant baptisn, end he opnosed it. However, he advised the
delay of beptism on all age levels. And he did sanction
he bastism of infants when they were in danger of death,

30 Origen, & contemporary of Tertvllian, said that in-
fent beptlsm was a proctice of the Church received from the
ipostles.

e & council of sixty-six bishops under Cyprian seemad
to teke infant bzptism for granted in 252 A.D.

5 Fourth century Church fathers spoke unznimously for
infong baotism, with the exception of COregory Nazianzen, who
advised the delay of the baptism of healthy children until
they were three years of uf€.

e B5t. Ausustine declared that the entire Church
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practiced infant baptism, that it had been ever in use, and
that it had been delivered {(or ordered) by the Apostles.

7. Many delaved baptism {1) becsuse of & love For the
ways of the world or (2) a misunderstanding of the meaning
of baptism, IHowever, this applied mainly, perheps exclu-
sively, to converts. There is no abaolute proof that
Christian parents neglected the baptism of their infant
children; either for these or other reascns,

¢ Coupled with &#n absolute silence regerding infant
baptism as 2 controversial issue in the esrly Church is an
zbosolute silence rep: rding its introduction. There is no
historical proof =2ither for the contention that infant
bantiem was intreduced {rom outside of the Church, or for
the netion thet it began slowly in one place ~nd then
gradually spread throughout the Church.

9, Unanimougly the Church of this entire age held
to the regenerative power of baptism. All, likewise {up
to Pelagius), appzrently believed in original sin. These
two teachinpgs, when placed together, constitute a good
argunent for infsnt baptisnm,

18, Jewian proselyte baptism included infants; Christ-
iszn baptism could be expected to do the same,

11, A1l spuricus Christisn literaturs of the period
ayored both baptismal regenerstion and infant bavtism,

‘From all this evidence ezn be drawn the folloving cone

clusionge
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1. Infant baptism was unguestionably prasent in the
Churech from about 200 A, on, It was nprobably general in
the ¥Western Church by about 250 and universal in Christen-
dom by the yezr AOC.

2, Historlcal evidence also favors the practice of
infant baptisa before 2003 in fact, throughout the entire
Christizan Church from its founding. One becomes least in-
volved in unanswerable guestions, historical anachronisms,
and arpumenta 8 silentio 1f one accepts the testimeny of
St. Augustine, that the practice of infant baptism was
universal and received from the Apostles themselves,

3. HNevsrtheless, the silence of the entires Church
before 200 =nd of the Zastern Church before the fourth
century cannct bhe simply disregarded. There is no abe
solute proof that infant baptism was practiced at those
times and places. On the other hand, all historical evi-
dence points to such practice, Accordingly, the burden of
ﬁroof for their position lies with those whe maintain that
infant baptism was not practiced in the Eastern Church be-
fore the fourth century and/or in the entire Church before

200, rather than with those who maintailn th t it was,
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