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Baptists adopt open Communion 178

These people are very properly described by the term Antipedobaptists, that is, opposers of infant baptism, for we have no account that many of them went any farther. But they were generally denominated by their enemies, Anabaptists. They, it is true, countenanced some of the Anabaptistical errors, but we have reason to believe that multitudes of them lived. and died without any other baptism, than that which they received in their infancy in the Church of Rome. Many of these opposers of infant baptism, were distinguished by their learning, wealth, and princely titles, and we have no reason to believe that they were generally acquainted with the principles of vital piety. Believer's baptism by im​mersion is always a cross-bearing duty, and this was prob​ably the reason, why no more of them submitted to it. Their notions of baptism were in the main clear and con​sistent, but their practice was defective. I know not, how​ever, but as many submitted to the ordinance as were fit subjects for it.

In a catechism or confession of faith published at Cra​cow in 1574, which is said to have been drawn up by a Baptist minister, by the name of George Schoman, the article of baptism is very well defined. "Baptism," says this rite of baptism is very well defined, "is the immersion into water and emersion of one who believes in the gospel, and is truly penitent, performed in the name of Father, Son and , Holy Ghost, or in the name of Jesus Christ alone." (Mosheim, vol. iv. p. 491.)
Infant baptism is well fitted for a church composed of different materials, dead and alive, for it is administered to those who know nothing of the matter. But Believer's baptism will not do for such churches, and wherever it has been adopted, it has produced embarrassment at first, and division in the end. And so it happened with the people of whom we are speaking. And the genuine Baptists among them doubtless often found themselves involved in much perplexity. Had they sought instruction of the old Waldenses, many of whom we have reason to suppose maintained the simplicity of the gospel in their obscure re treats, they might have been set right at once. But they Were ambitious of worldly honor, they found themselves (Bible News. 179) associated with great men, and protected by noble patrons, who thwarted their principles and led them astray. But as tempests dispel the fogs and clear the atmosphere, so tile dispersion of the Pinekzovian party, opened the way for their founding independent churches of those who had been baptized on a profession of their faith. For a while the Baptists in Poland appear to have stood right as it respect​ed the discipline of their churches, but before long they plunged into the inconsistent and embarrassing practice of open communion, and admitted into their churches Pedo-baptists, and those who held that baptism was not a per​petual ordinance. They had before adopted some funda​mental errors in doctrine, and although they enjoyed world​ly prosperity for a time, yet at length a terrible gust of persecution blasted all their prospects, and overwhelmed them with distress and ruin.

Hitherto we have said but little respecting the doctrinal sentiments of the Polish Baptists, and I am sorry that a more pleasing account of them cannot be given. They styled themselves Unitarians, and were first of an Arian and afterwards of a Socinian cast. When they first began to tamper with the doctrine of the Trinity, and the divinity of Christ, their notions were vague and fluctuating. 1 hey gave an exalted character to the Son of God, and did not entirely divest him of his divinity, and they also defended a kind of trinity for several years. They were unwilling to admit the proper deity of the Savior, and yet they. knew not how to get over some of the strong expressions of scripture that advance it, and some of them professed to adore and invoke him. There is a work, published not long since in New-England, by a Pedobaptist divine, Bible News, which I am sorry  to find is well received by some of our Baptist ministers. The author of this work professes to hold to the divinity of Christ, but adopts a new method of explaining that sublime and important subject. I am inclined to think that the Baptists in Poland, in the beginning of their speculations, had not arrived much rather in their descent towards Socinianism, than those Baptists in America, who have adopted the Bible News above mentioned. But they went down

one step after another, until they landed in the Socinian system, so fatal to every thing pertaining to Christianity but the name.
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Lelius Socinus came first into Poland, where  it is supposed he sowed the seeds of Socinianism about the middle of the sixteenth century. After tarrying here awhile, he went to Zurich, where he died in 1562. He had acquired no determinate plan of doctrine, but Faustus Socinus, his nephew, came into Poland in 1579, and from the papers which his uncle left behind him, is supposed to have drawn the system which now bears the name of Socinian..

This man was bold and. assiduous in the propagation of his sentiments; he went among the Baptists and other Polish dissenters, who were inclined to Arian and Unita​rian principles, and multitudes became his admirers and followers, Thc leading Baptist ministers were too well prepared to embrace his dangerous errors, and of course were the more easily converted; and by their influence, and the insinuating address of Socinus, the churches one after another, were won over to his sentiments, and adopt​ed his creed. But it must be observed, that we have hither​to spoken only of the leading men among the Polish Baptists. The great mass of professors in the churches were alto​gether illiterate, and could not of course understand the subtle arguments, by which Socinianism is supported. We have no account at all of them, nor are wt informed what they said and thought of those chilling doctrines, which disrobed their Savior of his peculiar attributes, and reduced him to a level with 'mortals. Robinson, who seems generally well enough pleased with the doctrine of Socinus, acknowledges that Socinianism consists in refined reasonings beyond the abilities of great numbers who join​ed the Baptist churches in Poland, and that it is therefore unlikely that they understood or embraced the sentiments, which were adopted by their leaders. This is an impor​tant concession, and one would think must be an insuper​able o objection in the mind of every candid man, against the Socinian system. The gospel of Jesus Christ is de​signed for the ignorant as well as the wise. The way faring man though a fool shall not err in the gospel path. That system of doctrine therefore which none but men of philosophical acuteness can comprehend, I think we may safely conclude is not of divine origin, but an invention of speculative and unhumbled men.
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I know not what arguments those Baptists brought against singing in public, who omitted the Open communion is now generally opposed by the Par​ticular Baptists, and although the General Baptists are more lax than they in their doctrinal sentiments, yet I be​lieve they are equally strenuous in their terms of commu​nion. But before the Baptists began to form churches, and indeed for some time after, it was a very common thing for them to travel in communion with Pedobaptist churches. Different reasons may be assigned for their so doing. At first, there were no Baptist churches for them to join. And after churches began to be established, ,many were brought to embrace believer's baptism in situa​tions remote from them. And others doubtless continued in their old churches after they had been baptized, without much consideration on the subject. We do not find that many churches founded by the Baptists held to open com​munion, and had they, no harm nor benefit would have resulted from it, for they were generally so despised and persecuted, that few Pedo-baptists would be seen in their churches.* In the times of which we are speaking, the Baptists were not stunned with a continual din of entreaties to unite in the Pedobaptist communion, but they were admitted to it as a mere matter of favor and indulgence, which but few would grant. But we are informed that the good Doctors Watts and Doddridge, admitted Baptists to their communion, and treated them with kindness and respect.

That wealthy and benevolent Baptist, Thomas Hollis, the liberal benefactor of Cambridge College, near Boston, was a member of a Pedobaptist church.

*”The people of this persuasion" says Neal, in his history of the Puritans, vol. ii. p. 112, "were more exposed to the public resentment, because they would hold communion with none but such as had been dipped. Ail must pass tinder this cloud before they could be received into their churches; and the same narrow spirit prevails too generally among them even to this day." (1733)

