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This appropriate occasion, imperiously calls upon us, to prors 
that the cause we espouse, is worthy of the efforts which are made 
to sustain it. This we shall do, by as brief and comprehensive an 
exhibition of our system of faith and practice as the nature of the 

Tse will permit; and we trust we shall have grace hereafter, to il- 
luatrate it by a life of conformity to its precepts.

The word of God which we have read, and which, in letters of 
gold, we have inscribed upon the walls of this sacred edifice, brings 
together a large portion of Christian truth into the smallest possible 
compass. It contains a representation of the unity of out holy rc- 
ligion, and the harmony of all its attributes, with each other, and 
with the nature and’ purposes of its divine Author. “When he 
ascended up on high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto 
men." These gifts, for the wisest and most benevolent reasons, are 
necessarily various. The diversity of endowments, however, does 
not conflict with the unit^of religion: ‘JTherc is one body, and 
one spirit, even as ye are called in one hope of your calling.”— 
And as there is “one God and Fatfler of all, who is above all, 
and through all, and in you all,” and “we ate all one in him," so 
there is “one Lord, one faith, one baptism.”

The first of the cardinal articles in the Christian system, there­
fore, according io this representation of the subject, is the firm be­
lief in one only living and true God.

The perfect unity of Jehovah is a doctrine everywhere taught in 
the word of God, and has been fully received and defended by Chris­
tians in all ages—Deut. 6: 4.—“ Hear, O Israel, the Lord thy God 
is one Lord " The royal Prophet, addressing the Great Eternal, 
exclaims—Ps 86: 10—“ Thou art God alone.” The language of 
Jesus Christ is definite—John J 7: 3—“ This is life eternal, that 
they might know thee, the only true God.” An Apostle adds—1 
Cor. 8: 4—“There is none other God but one.” Such, on this 
topic, are the instructions of divine inspiration: nor do they vary in 
any particular, from the principles both of sound reason, and of 
Christian assurance.

Reason, if we consult her lessons, will teach us the doctrine of 
the divine unity. The human mind, whenever it has conceived the 
being of one infinite God, manifests invariably, the greatest difficul­
ty in admitting the existence of any other. All nature with its 
thousand tongues, proclaims the deity; and the Unity of design and 
agency in both creation and providence, declares that he is one.
. This primary truth, written, as with a sunbeam, upon every ob­
ject and event which we behold, settles the doctrines of religion up­
on an immovable foundation, and thus confirms Christian assurance. 
With what uncertainty and anxiety were the minds of Pagans ever 
agitated, who, among the multitude of their gods, could not deter-
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mine which inflicted the evils they suffered, of bestowed the bless­
ings they enjoyed. They knew not, therefore, to whom they might 
offer their propitiations or address their thanksgivings. With us 
the veil is removed from the celestial abode. As there is but “ one 
Lord” we assure ourselves of his presence in every place, and of

• his agency in every event. His eye ever beholds, “and his eyelids 
try the children of men.” In all the fair scenes of nature around 
us, it is his goodness which smiles; in the work of redemption, it 
is his grace which calls forth our affections; and for the salvation 
of his people, it is his hand which forms Christ in us the hope of 
glory. We every where behold—

" The unambiguous footsteps of the Got, 
Who gives its lustre to an insect’s ^ing, 
And wheels his throne upon the rolling worlds."

To him we turn, whose power created the universe, upon whom 
depend all his innumerable creatures, and whose nature is infinite 
love; for “the Lord our God is one Lord.”
_ The doctrine of the Unity of God, it has been presumed by ob­
jectors, is, if true, irreconcilable with the sentiments, so long and 
so ardently cherished by Christians, which teach a Trinity in the 
Deity; and that, of necessity, one or the other must be abandoned. 
If the Father is God, and the Son is God, and the Holy Ghost is 
God, and if, to each of these persons are ascribed the attributes, 
properties and operations of God; there must be three distinct 
Gods, the existence of whom has already beendenied and disproved. 
The dogma of the Trinity, therefore, must, it is argued, be given 
up, as inconsistent with the indisputable truth that there is, and can 
be, but one only living and true God.

But it is not wise rashly to repudiate a doctrine so palpably 
taught in the word of God. That the same thing cannot be one and 
three in the same respects, is undeniable; and were this the opinion 
held by Trinitarians, in relation to the mode of the divine existence, 
there would be no impiety in its rejection. But such is very far from 
being a correct statement of tl?.a subject. The unlimited confi­
dence which we are strongly inclined to repose in the powers of our 
own minds to comprehend, and decide, every question, even such as 
are connected with the infinite incomprehensibility of Jehovah, may 
lead us into fatal errors. We forget that alhbings around us, that even * 
we ourselves, are mysteries, most profound, which none of us have 
ever assayed to penetrate; and shall we fall into the inconsistent sup­
position that, although they may abound in all things else, in refl-' 
gion there can be no mysteries 1 Every being around us ii an indi­
vidual. Every man is a single person. These ideas become. nnsp-' 
arable from our thoughts; but shall we carry them into our eflfc
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eeptions even of the divine nature? How long will it be ere The­
ological disputants learn one of the first lessons in philosophy, that 
we cannot penetrate into the essences of things, and must content 
ourselves with the simple knowledge of facts?

'1----------------- A n d so
It ifl with all the mysteries of faith ;
God seta them forth, unveiled to the full g 
Of man, and asks him to investigate;
But reason’s eye, however purified, 
And on whatever tall and goodly height 
Of observation placed, to comprehend 
Them fully, seeks in vain.”

The field of vision is too large for our powers: the magnitude 
too great for our limited energies.

The word of God is true. It is the testimony, and we can have 
, no higher, which Jehovah gives of himself. What disposition shall 
^we make of thdSe portions in which the Trinity is taught? Shall 

we discard them as uninspired; or shall we renounce the whole 
Bible as inconsistent with itself, and therefore an imposture? No I

“ Thia book, this holy hook, on every line 
Marked with the aeal of high divinity, 
Ou every leaf bedewed with drops of love 
Divine, and with the eternal heraldry, 
And signature of God Almighty, stampt 

From first to last"—

"isno cunningly devised fable." Millions who now “surround 
the fount of life, and drink the streams of immortality,” have prov­
ed its truth, and the faithfulness of its glorious author. If in this 
blessed book we are taught the doctrine, we will receive it, and, with 
humility, believe that a plurality of persons, is consistent with a 
unity of essence in Jehovah.

We have scarcely cast our eyes on the first chapter of Genesis, 
and commenced to read the first verse, when our thoughts are ar­
rested, in the grammatical construction, by the doctrine of the Trin­
ity. “Inthebeginning God—Elohim—literally, the Gods—crea­
ted the heavens, and the earth.” The verb—bara—with which 
this plural noun is construed, it is worthy of remark, is singular I 
To enumerate the parallel passages would be an endless task. In 
troth, when the name of God is introduced in his word, the singu­
lar—-Eloah—is seldom ever employed. It is not preferred even 
when the design is solemnly to assert his essential unity. In the 
emphi c passage already recited—“ Hear, O Israel, the Lord thy 
God is one Lord," the noun God—Eloheina—is plural, and would, 
if literally rendered, be “the Lord thy Gods is one Lord!” Tha 
sama form is found almost invariably when other names are em-
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ployed to designate Jehovah. Adonim—Lords, is a term of famil­
iar occurrence in the inspired writers when they speak separately 
either of the Father or of the Son. The same remarks are true of 
numerous other names appropriated to Deity.

I I am not unaware that many pious and learned men, as Calvin
Buxtorf, and others, have “ maintained that these names afford nq 
satisfactory proof of a plurality in the divine essence”—that, on the 
contrary, “they are to be accounted for by a peculiarity in the Hebrew 
language, which expresses in this manner, dignity and majesty.a 
variety of powers, and a multitude of operations.” It is not my 
purpose at present to enter into a consideration of the arguments on 
this question. Such a disccussion would not accord with the occasion 
of the present assembly. I may, however, add, that the grammati­
cal rule of the Rabbies, upon which they rely, there are good rea­
sons for calling in question. The language of the Hebrews affor­
ded, as we have seen, singular nouns, and as one object of Jehovah 
was, through the instrumentality of his people, to destroy polythe­
ism, it is remarkable, if nothing was meant by it, that in the very 
name and style, dictated by inspiration, of the true God, the plural 
form should be employed. But there are numerous passages in 
which Jehovah speaks of himself as more than one. If therefore 
the names to which we have referred are left entirely out of the ac­
count, still, on other premises, the same argument is maintained in 
all its force God uses this language—" Let us make man, in our 
im and after our likeness.”—" Behold the man has become as one 
oj us —“ Whom shall I send, and who will go for us”—" Let u» 
go down, and confound their language.”

.“ If the use of a plural name to denote an individual," savs Dr 
Dick, “was a peculiarity of the Hebrew language, it would be un­
derstood, and no danger would arise from it: but it is quite a difler- 

Ient thing to introduce a person speaking of himself, as more than 
one, and for this putpose alone employing plural pronouns “We 
have no example in scripture of such phraseology in reference to 
any being but God; and, therefore, justly conclude that there is a 
reason for the usage that does not exist in any other case Why 
should he, without a cause, and that too, when teaching his own 
unity, speak of himself in such terms as to impress the conviction 
of his plurality ? To whom did he address himself, and who were 
to be his co-laborers, when he said—“lR us make man?” Tell 
me not that he adopted the style of monarchs. Kings did not reign 
before man was created. Pretend not that he addressed angels. Cl- 
fenor eings had no share in the production of our spec i.

I will barely suggest some other arguments in support o£ tha 
aoctnne of the Trinity, contained in the scriptures of the Old Tew 
lament— Numb. 6: 24, 26—“ The Lord bless thee and keep tlife.
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the Lord make hie face to shine upon thee and be gracious unto 
thee; the Lord lift up his countenance noon thee and give the* 
peace.” This is the blessing which Aaron was commanded to pro­
nounce upon the people of Israel. There is in it a three-fold repe­
tition of the word Jehovah, and a perfect correspondence with the 
Christian benediction—2 Cor. 13: 14—“The grace of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the communion of the Ho­
ly Ghost, be with you all.” These words are in the forty-fifth 
Psalm, addressed by one divine person to another—“ Thy throne, 
O God, is forever and ever.” The authority of an inspired com­
mentator—Heb. 1: 8—has determined that the speaker is the Fa­
ther, and the person spoken to the Son. The appellation of God is 
also given in a sense in which it never was attributed to creatures 
of the highest order. In the Prophets—Isa. 48: 16—-we have an­
other passage—“ Come ye near unto me, hear ye this; I have not 
apoken in sefret, from the beginning; from the time that it was, 
there apt I; and now the Lord God and his Spirit hath spnt me.” 
Mention is here expressly made of three persons, one who is sent, 
and two who send. The speaker is God. , He can be no other, 
because he assumes in the context the name and titles, and works 
of God, calling himself the First and the Last, the Creator of 
heaven and earth; but at the same time he says Ke was sent by God ; 
not surely sent by himself, for such language would have no mean­
ing, but by a distinct person. He is represented, also, as being 
sent by another; who is called the Spirit; which is not a name 
for an influence, energy or operation, but for a living intelligent 
agent, the same who in the beginning, moved upon the face of 
the waters, the same who garnished the heavens, who spoke by the 
Prophets, and to whom omnipresence is ascribed in the touching ap­
peal—“ Whither shall I go from thy Spirit, or whither shall I 
flee from thy presence."

Taking together all that we have said on this subject, he must be 
strangely constituted who cannot perceive that the doctrine of the 
Trinity is, in the Old Testament, plainly taught.

I may add, as a remarkable fact, that the doctrine was so fully in­
corporated in the primeval and patriarchal faith, that some traces of 
it are discernible even among the Pagan writers, who must have 
received it by tradition from the earliest times.

Zoroaster, the reformer of the Persian religion is said to have 
taught that the first divine agent created all things by his Wisdom 
and Love, which names bear so strong a correspondence to the Se­
cond and third persons in the Trinity, as they are represented in the 
Bible, that we cannot doubt but they must have been derived from 
tome remains of divine revelation still glimmering from the Plrtri- 
arehial age. The Magi maintained that the Deity existed in a first;

I).
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■econd and third mind. The first was super-essential in itself 
and the principle of all essence; the second was the filial mind 
generated by the first, the creator of the natural world; and the 
third was the efficient power and wisdom of the other two. The 
person called Tholh, Thcuth, or Hennes Trismagistus, who was 
celebrated among the ancient Egyptians as the author of their 
learning and arts, obtained, we are told, this title of “Thrice Great­
est, chiefly on account of his doctrine concerning the Deity. He 
held that there were three principal powers, virtues, or forms in 
God, and that the name of the ineffable Creator implies one Deity_
Dicks Theol. Serm. on Unity of God.—This was his name—- 
I am all that will be, is and was. Who can glance at this repre­
sentation, and not have his thoughts directed to the definition of Je­
hovah as explained by the Redeemer in the New Testament, and 
applied to himself—“ I am he that was, and is, and is to come.”

But of the philosophers of Classic antiquity our knowledge ia 
more extensive and minute. Pythagoras and"Thales (Dwight vol. 
IzPP- 122,) who were the founders of the Ionic, and Italic sects 
were the parents of all the philosophy of the Greeks. It is well 
known that these two men founded their doctrines, concemino- sub- 

Ijects of this nature, from traditions which, with intense assiduity, 
they collected from different nations. Pythagoras travelled in 
quest of information on Morals and Theology into Egypt Judea 
Babylon, Persia, and Hindoostan. Of thia fact we are directly 
informed by Jambhchus, Diogenes Laertius, and porphyry, and 
alsp by Hindoo records now in being. Porphyry particularly de­
clares that he resided seven years on Mount Carmef The mother 
of Thales was a woman Lof Phoenicia, and the scenes of his travel* 
were Syria, Phoenicia, and probably Judea. Of the followers of 
these distinguished men some adhered more and some less closely 
to the system of doctrine and .the scheme of philosophising which 
they pursued. Plato and Socrates were of the former class, and 
Aristotle of the latter. Plato resided twelve years in Egypt, where 
he conversed extensively with both Egyptians and Jews In differ­
ent parts of his writings Ke has abundantly taught us that his best 
doctrines were derived from traditions held, as he says, by barbari­
ans and foreigners, of whom, in one place, he declares that “they 
were more ancient than the Greeks, aid lived nearer to the Gods.” 
1 mention these facts for the purpose of showing how the doctrine* 
oi , the Bible, derived from the Jews, found their way into the re­
ceived systems of Pagan philosophers.

But I turn from the records of the Old Dispensation, and from Ph- 
fian true i without allusion to numerous other testimonies which 
abound there, and consider for a moment, the full and perfect proof 
contained in the New Testament.
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Of the well known text, so long the theme of controversy—John 
6: 7—“ There are three that bear record in heaven, the Father, th* 
Word, and the Holy Ghost, and these three are one”—I say noth­
ing. It is sufficient that to both the Son, and the Holy Ghost, 
as well as to the Father, the omnific name of God is often given. 
They possess the incommunicable attributes of Jehovah, and although 
one in essence, act, as in the scene of the Redeemers baptism, as 
persons separately. There was the Son who received the holy rite: 
the Spirit who descended in a bodily shape, and rested upon him; and 
the voice of the Father was heard, speaking from heaven in appro­
val of the service.

The Apostolic commission is decisive. “• Go ye, therefore, and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” Baptism, let it be remembered, 
is a sacrament, which, by all the Apostles, we are taught to believe 
it would be impious and blasphemous to administer in any name but 
thaf ef the Eternal God.

An equally conclusive argument is drawn from the memorable 
passage—1 Cor. 12: 4, 6—“ There are diversities of gifts, but the 
same Spirit; and there are differences of administrations, but the 
same Lord; and there are diversities of operations, but it is the same 

‘God that worketh all in all.” Three distinct Agents are here re­
cognised, obviously exercising equal power and authority—God, 
the Spirit; God, the Lord, or Christ; and God, fhe eternal Father.

Of the numerous other passages and facts on this subject, I 
mention only the Apostolic benediction, already recited—“The 
grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, the love of God, and the com- 
Ynunion of the Holy Ghost, be with you all.” This solemn 
prayer, it would be idolatry to address to any being but God; yet 
'three distinct persons are, separately invoked, and are, therefore, 
Divine. They know our wants, hear our requests; are able to do 
what we ask; and are the foundation of all that blessedness, implied 
in the terms, grace, love, and communion.

But we are admonished that we must not now pursue the inves­
tigation further. We have briefly, but, I trust, satisfactorily, estab­
lished the great truth, that “ there is one only living and true God, 
who is infinite in every natural arftl moral excellence; and that he 
has revealed himself to us as the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost, the same in essence, and equal in divine attributes.”

The second of the cardinal articles in the Christian system, as 
enumerated in our text, is the unity of the faith of the Gospel.

As there is one God and Father of all, so there is “one faith,” 
/which, in its living influences, binds us to him, while it works by 
love, purifies the heart and overcomes the world. When Messiah 
ascended up on high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto
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men And he bestowed “some Apostles, and some Prophets, and 
some Evangelists, and some Pastors, and teachers; for the perfec­
ting of the saints, for the work of the ministry, for the edifying of 
the body of Christ, till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of 
the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect man, unto the 
measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ."

But one formal definition of faith is found in the sacred word. 
This is given by the Apostle Paul, in the following terms:—“ Now 
faith is the substance (upostatis, confidence)—of things hoped for, 
the evidence, (elenkos, conviction) of things not seen: Heb. Il: 1, 
This simple exposition makes the subject perfectly plain. The na­
ture of faith is expressed by the two words, confidence and convic­
tion. Its objects are things hoped for—things not seen. Thesa 
must be gooo! things, or they could not be objects of hope; they 
must be future things, otherwise they would be already attained; 
and they must bo things revealed and promised, because these ara 
requisite to the vety existence of faith and hope. The confidence 
of faith, is the full persuasion which we repose in the honor and 
faithfulness of God; the conviction that ho will, according to his 
pledge, bestow upon us everlasting life—We “judge him faithful 
who hath promised,” Heb. 11 : and arc assured that “he is able also 
to perform”—Rom. 14: 21. Thus we perceive why it is, that 
“ Faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the word of God”—Rom. 
10: 17.

From these considerations it will be apparent that faith, in its na­
ture, is not, as has been often imagined, choice, temper, or affection, 
but, as distinguished from every other fruit of the Spirit, is a firm 

<- confidence and conviction, of the truth of what God has revealed 
in his word.

A literal faith must be distinguished from that which is figura­
tive. Referring, metonymically, to that quality in the object, upon 
which it is predicated, the term is sometimes used to express fidelity, 
either of God to his promise, or of man to his professions. The 
Gospel is frequently called “ the faith ’ because it is that great sys­
tem of truth .which requires belief. These forms of language, are, 
however, easily understood.

The degrees, the objects, and the effects of faith, are different; 
but in its.nature, it is always the sStne. Faith may be weak or 
strong; but this is a circumstance dependent on the amount and 
character of the evidence to sustain it, which we may have ascer­
tained. It may have God, or man, things heavenly, or things 
earthly, for its objects. It may produce, according to their different 
natures or qualities, different effects upon the heart and life. Still, 
in all cases, its nature is the same. The belief of the testimony at 
Sod, is faith in God; and the belief of the testimony of man

4
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11 faith in mon. There is, indeed, an immense difference in the ob-
ji jects. “ If we receive the witness of man, the witness of God is

greater”—John 5: 9. To receive the witness of men is to believe 
them faithful and true in what they testify; and there is no other 

iway in which we can receive the testimony of God.
The promise of salvation, however, is not made to the belief of 

every truth, nor even to the belief of very many truths, that are 
scriptural and important. It is impossible, as we have seen, to dis­
tinguish one faith from anotiier by any difference in the nature of 
believing. That is the same in all cases. The one saving faith, 
therefore, must be ascertained, not by its nature, but by its objecti 

। I and effects.Let us determine then, in the first place, in reference to the true 
l objects of religious faith.

You have no need to be apprised, that without an object, faith 
j ■ cannot possibfy exist. When there is nothing perceived to believe,
[ nothing^ can be believed. That the true inquiry is, not so much

how you belie 'e, as it is what you believe, will be evidefit the mo­
ment you recollect that faith saves us in no other way than as re­
spects its object; and that all its effects upon the heart and life, are 
Strictly the influence of the truth believed and appreciated. What 

t then shall we believe? I answer, the Gospel. And what is the
Gospel? It is the testimony of God concerning his Son, Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Because “ faith comes by hearing, and hearing 
by the word, (or Gospel) of God ,” Christ commissioned his Apos­
tles to publish this Gospel to every creature, as the subject matter of 
all true faith, and an Apostle declares that it is, “according to the 
commandment of the everlasting God, made known to all nations 
for the obedience of faith”—Rom. 16: 26. This is the one true 
faith; and all who believe it, have obtained like precious faith with 
the Apostles.

The one faith is the belief of the truth.- For want of correct 
knowledge, men may be deceived as to the truth, and consequently 

IJ as to the faith. So teaches the Apostle of the Gentiles. “ God hath
from the beginning, chosen you to salvation, through sanctification 
of the Spirit, and belief of the truth, whereunto he hath called 
you, by our Gospel, to the obtaining.of the glory of our Lord Je­
sus Christ”—2 Thess. 2: 13, 14. The conclusion appears to me 

H inevitable, that, if the belief of the truth is the fruit of the distin­
' puishing favor of God, by which we are chosen to salvation; that

if such belief is inseparably connected with the sanctification of the 
Spirit; if it is by this belief that Gou effectually calls his people by 
Ine Gospel: and if the end of this faith is the obtaining of the glo­
ry of our Lord Jestw Christ, all of which is maintained in the pas­

, sage now adduced; tlzn, certainly, the belief of the truth is the

one saving and true faith. The substance of this truth, is the Gos­
pel, which is, in itself, one perfect and consistent system. God is 
one, and his doctrine is one. Two systems differing from each 
other cannot both be true; much less can they both contain the sav­
ing truth: no sincerity, nor any other attribute of the mind,' can 
Tender them capable of producing salvation. But the knowledge of 
the truth is essential to the belief of the truth; consequently the 
knowledge and belief of the truth as it is revealed in the Gospel, lie 
at the very foundation of all genuine religion.

We must be permitted, however, still further to discriminate.— 
Men may have a general belief that something called the Gospel 
is true, and that Jesus is the Christ, and yet if they conceive these 
truths in an erroneous sense, their faith is vain, they are yet in their 
sins. The Jews, for example, believed on his name when they saw 
his miracles, but “he would not commit himself unto them”— 
John 2: 23,24. And many others, who believed on him, were in­
sensible of their bondage in sin— John 8: 30, 37. How could 
these two factsexist together? They believed him to be the prom­
ised Messiah, but it was in the carnal, Jewish sense, without any 
just conception of his true character, or the spiritual nature of his 
kingdom. This was the error which induced them to go about to 
take him by force, and make him a king—John 6:14, 15. Their 
want of a knowledge of the truth, was fatal to the efficacy of their 
faith.

It is not enough to credit al! the Gospel facts in relation to Christ; 
we must neither be ignorant of the import of these facts, nor con­
nect any error with them subversive of the truth they imply.— 
For illustration—the Judaising Christians in the primitive Church 
professed to believe, and doubtless did believe, that Jesus is the 
Christ, that he died for our sins, and rose again for our justification, 
and that he is exalted at the Father’s right hand as our great Me­
diator and Advocate. But they rendered their faith of no value, 
by maintaining that “ except men were circumcised, and kept the law 
of Moses, they could not be saved;” thus perverting the Gospel up­
on the important article of a sinner’s acceptance with God—Acta 
15: 1. We conclude, therefore, that he who believes that Jesus is 
the Christ, in a sense different from the Apostles, or holds in con­
nexion with this, any sentiment subversive of its real import, is 
still destitute of the true faith. The knowledge requisite, is to per­
ceive the excellency of the Gospel, its importance, and its suitable­
ness to our lost condition as sinners. Without this, we do not in re­
ality, know the Gospel; and not to know it, is to fail in our faith.1 
It is not “ good tidings of great joy” to us. We do not feel that 
Christ is precious, and altogether lovely, nor that his salvation is 
the “ one thing needful." The word of God is never truly under-

I
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stood, until its spirituality is perceived, and its excellency apprecia* 
ted. “This”—says the Redeemer, “is life eternal, to know thee 
the only true God, and Jesus Chrst whom thou hast sent”—John 13: 
3. To know God is not merely to understand that he exists as the 
Creator and Ruler of the universe, but to know also his true char­
acter and perfections, as represented in his word. In this sense, no 
man knoweth the Father but the Son, and those to whom the Son 
Will reveal him. And to know Jesus Christ whom he hath sent, is to 
perceive his excellency, and his suitablencsss as the Saviour of such 
sinners as we feel ourselves to be. Such a knowledge renders him 
precious. Of all who sustain this character, the inspired declara­
tion is true. “ They that know thy name will put their trust in 
thee”—Ps. 9: 10.

Thus we ascertain the true faith, by its objects. Its effects, also, 
must be of a corresponding character, upon the heart, and the life.

“By faith, Noah, being warned of God of things not seen as yet, 
moved with fear, prepared an ark to the saving of his house”—Heb. 
11: 7^ “But wilt thou know, O, vain man”—says James, “that 
faith without works is dead? Was not Abraham, our Father, jus­
tified by works, when he had offered Isaac his son upon the altar? 
fieest thou how faith wrought with his works, and by works was 
faith made perfect?”—James 2: 20. Men may act without faith, 
and they may believe what is false, still true faith is never inopera­
tive. It is in believing that we arc filled with all joy and peace, 
and abound in hope. The heart thus affected, and the life thus in­
fluenced, evidence is afforded that the faith which is the agent, is a 
Saving faith. °

Why, it may be asked, if this is a correct view of the subject, dor 
not all believe? The pen of inspiration answers. “If our Gos­
pel be hid, it is hid to them that are lost, in whom the God of this 
world hath blinded the minds of them that believe not, lest the light 
of the glorious Gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, should 
chine unto them”—2 Cor. 4: 34. Such men, through the culpa­
ble blindness, prejudice, and aversion of their hearts, receive not, al- 
though.clearly revealed, the things of the Spirit of God. '

The rapid sketch now submitted must suffice for an exposition of 
the “ one faith. It is one in its nature, in its objects, in its influ 
ence, and in its effects; and it is’equally necessary for all men.

The third of the cardinal articles enumerated in our passage, 
w obedience to the authority of Jesus Christ, who commanded the 
reception of one baptism.

Ab there is one Lord, and one faith, so there is one baptism. Of 
eligion of Jesus Christ, God, the Lord, is the author; faith u 

the medium of its bestowment; and of its public profession, baptism 
■ the solemnly appointed form. The nature of Daptism, it* source, 

- d '

UNITY OY RELIGION. M

its signification, its subjects, and its design, all present the same 
beautiful unity which we have seen existingin every other depart­
ment of the system of infinite grace.

The baptism of the Gospel is one, in opposition to the many bap­
tisms which were practised under the Law.

“The first Tabernacle, while it was yet standing”—says St. Paul, 
“was a figure for the time then present, in which were offered both 
gifts and sacrifices, that could not make him that did the service per­
fect, as pertaining to the conscience; which stood only in meats and 
drinks, and divers washings, and carnal ordinances imposed on 
them until the time of reformation”—Heb. 9: 9, 11. The terms di­
vers washings—diaphorois baptismois—more properly various bap­
tisms, are rendered by Adam Clark, “ different immersions," and 
by Macknight, “divers immersions." Grotius, Whitby, and oth­
ers, give the passage the same sense. The Law on the subject of 
Mosaic baptisms, defines ceremonial pollution, its causes, and the 
means of purification. Whatever is so defiled, whether an individ­
ual personally, or any thing in his possession, “shall” says Jeho­
vah, “be put into water, and it shall be unclean until the evet.; so 
shall it be cleansed”-—Lev. 1: 3, 4, &c. An addition to this law 
was subsequently enacted, and the whole published in the form of 
a statute. That part of it which refers to the subject now under 
consideration is in these words:—“Every thing that may abide the 
fire, ye shall make to go through the fire, and it shall be clean; yet 
it must be purified by the water of separation; and all that abideth 
not the fire ye shall make to go through the water."—Num. 31: 32. 
Under this law Israel'lived, and were governed, until the coming 
of Messiah. Many baptisms, and often repeated, characterised the 
Mosaic ritual service; but under the Gospel we have but one bap­
tism, the desecration, or repetition of which, is an act of blasphe­
my against the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost.

The Gospel also teaches one literal baptism, in contrast with 
those which are metaphorical, and spiritual.

Baptism is metaphorical. “ Fearfulness affrighted me,” says 
Isaiah—Isa. 21:4. Such is our common version; but the Septua- 
gint reads it-—1* Iniquity baptized me,”—that is, overwhelmed me; 
I was immersed in it. The same metaphor occurs frequently in 
th e Evangelists. “ Can ye,” said the Saviour, to some of his disci­
ples, (Matt^ 20: 22, and Mark 10: 38) *be baptised,”—Baptizesthai, 
11 with the same baptism that I am baptised with?" In exposition 
of this passage, Lightfoot remarks:—“ Baptism among the Jews, 
as it was performed in the coldest weather, and the persons were - 
kept under the water for some time, was used not only to express 
death, but the most cruel kind of death.” The intimation of Jesus 
W that he should be overwhelmed in calamities. He conveys ths
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same sense in another similar remark. “ I have a baptism to be bap­
tized with, and how am I straitened until it be accomplished"— 
Luke 12: 50. Josephus, in his wars of the Jews, employs the 
same metaphor—B. J. 4: 3, 3—-Speaking of the bands of rob­
bers who had crept into Jerusalem, which was then defenceless, he 
says, “usteron ebaptisan ten polin”—“afterwards they baptised the 
city1’—they overwhelmed it in confusion and suffering,—immersed 
it in calamities. The baptism of fire, and other instances, did time 
permit, might be adduced as illustrative of the figure. The one 
baptism of our text, is not a metaphor, but a literal compliance with 
the injunction of the Son of God.

Baptism is also spiritual. This is performed—-Matt. 3: 11—by 
putting men under the influence of the Holy Spirit, whose sanctify­
ing power renews and saves the soul—“He shall baptise you with 
the Holy Ghost ” This feature in our subject is so familiar as not 
to need speciaB’illustration. The one baptism, is not spiritual, but 
literal: t^e public and formal confession, in the manner of his own 
appointment, of Jesus Christ, our Lord.

The correctness of these expositions appears to me most obvious. 
The paraphrase of our text is thus expressed by the learned Mack­
night: “Ye all serve one Lord; have one and the same object of 
faith; and have professed that faith by one form of baptism.” “ One 
form.” The one baptism therefore necessarily includes the form of 
its administration. Baptism has one form and one form only. This 
is sufficiently indicated by the sense of the word, the Mosaic law 
regulating it, and its metaphorical and spiritual significations, alrea­
dy submitted. As one of the “two witnesses” of the Apoca­
lypse, the testimony of this sacrament is such, as to leave no doubt 
regarding the one form to which it is confined. The great Luther 
remarks—“ The signification of baptism is, that the old man of our 
nativity, which is full of sins, which is entirely of flesh and blood, 
may be overwhelmed by divine.grace. The manner of baptism, 
therefore, should correspond with the signification of baptism, that 
it may show a certain and plain sign of it.” It represents the death, 
burial and resurrection of Jesus Christ, whereby, he, as the substi­
tute and representative of his people, satisfied infinite justice, and 
exhibits in all these respects, the believer’s fellowship writh him—his 
spiritual conformity to the Redeemer in his death, burial and resur­
rection, by dying to sin, being buried to the world, and rising again 
to a life of holy obedience. This view of the subject is taken by 
the Scriptures themselves.

“ Know ye not," says Paul to the Romans, “ that so many of us 
as were baptised into Jesus Christ were baptised into his death?— 
Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into death; that like 
as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father, , 

even so we also should walk in newness of life. For if we have 
been planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also 
in the likeness of his resurrection; knowing this—that our old man 
is crucified with him. that the body of sin might be destroyed, that 
henceforth we should not serve sin, for he that is dead is freed 
from sin. Now, if we be dead with Christ we believe that we 
shall also live with him; knowing that Christ being raised from 
the dead, dieth no more; death hath no more dominion over him. 
For in that he died, he died unto sin once; but in that he liveth, he 
liveth unto God. Likewise reckon ye also yourselves to be dead, 
indeed unto sin, but alive unto God, through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Let not sin, therefore, reign in your mortal bodies, that ye should 
obey it in the lusts thereof, neither yield ye your members as in 
struments of unrighteousness unto sin, but yield yourselves unto 
God, as those that are alive from the dead ; and your members as 
instruments of righteousness unto God"—Rom. 6: 3.

If such is “the signification of baptism," as an Apostle avers, 
and of which its manner should, as Luther maintains, “show a cer­
tain and plain sign;” and if there is but “ one form of baptism," who 
can doubt what that form is? Paul himself plainly describes it:— 
“ Buried with him in baptism, wherein ye also are risen with him, 
through the faith of the operation of God who hath raised him 
from the dead”—Col. 11 : 12. Its purpose is, in this divinely ap­
pointed form, to make a solemn profession of faith in Jesus Cnrist, 
and no one is- qualified to receive it, but such as are prepared to 
make such required profession. These are the plain deductions of 
reason, and they are amply sustained by the word of God. Faith 
in Jesus Christ is, in every possible instance, demanded by the great 
Law-giver as a preliminary to baptism—“He that believeth and is 
baptised; shall be saved.”

1 shall only further add that the ordinance in question originated 
and is enforced by the authority of God; it may be given by his 
authorised ministers of the Gospel, in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, the one only living and true 
God; and all who receive it enter thereby into the most solemn 
vows to a life of devotion and holy obedience.

Such is the one baptism of the Gospel, considered in opposition 
to the many, of the Mosaic dispensation, in its literal import, in con­
trast with those which are metaphorical and spiritual, its form, its 
design, its subjects, its authority, its administration, and the pledge 
which it assumes. This is the only literal baptism; there is no oth­
er. “ One Lord, one faith, one baptism.”

We have thus briefly glanced at the three great subjects present­
ed to view in our text: and I will add that the principles thusse 
forth as the doctrines of the Great Jehovah, to whom we this daj



UNITY OF HELIOIOX. ar
UNITV OF RELIGION.

1

I

dedicate this Temple, are necessarily held by the true Church of 
Jesus Christ; and that the practice of them, with the accompanying 
blessing of the Holy Ghost, is requisite to give full effect to the Rev­
elation of God. The church thus endowed and adorned, is Christ’s 
representative on earth, and enjoys the promise, that “ against her 
the gates of hell shall not prevail.” She will ultimately triumph, 
and subdue the world to the government of the Messiah, who shall 
“reign Lord of Lords, and King of Kings.” Until this day, she 
has been obscured by sombre clouds, but how glorious will she 
then appear I—

“ Clothed with the sun ; tunl in her train the moon ;
And on her head a coronet of stars ;
And girding round her waist, with heavenly grace 
Tho bow oi mercy bright; and in her hand 
Immanual’s cross—her sceptre, and her hope.”

The venerable denomination, of which it is our honour to ba 
menlbers sustains the attributes I have described as characteristic of 
the kingdom of the Redeemer; ours, therefore, is the true Church 
of Jesus Christ.

I might here, with the usual forms of dedication, close my dis­
course : but I have said that our church is venerable, and the trua 
church of Jesus Christ. I shall, doubtless, bo asked, why, if 
these claims are legitimate, it was not also the primitive, and apos­
tolical church? or, if it might plead these distinctions also, why it 
was subsequently so soon lost, and did not again appear until the 
twelfth, or as some affirm, until the fifteenth century? Can it ba 
admitted that God would thus abandon his people, which he has 
pledged his omnipotence to sustain, and to lead to victory? In the 
present state of information in relation to us, in the south-west, these 
inquiries are proper, and I must be indulged in a brief reply.

I assume that our church was constituted by Jesus Christ himself, 
while personally on earth, and is, therefore, primitive; that it has 
never ceased to exist, but on the contrary, in a state of comparative 
purity, has existed in every age, from that period to the present mo­
ment ; and, blessed be God, it is now rapidly spreading itself into 
all nations, and covering the face of the earth.

Before I proceed in my argument, lest unhappily, I should be 
misunderstood, I wish to say, that in the demonstrations I shall at­
tempt, I censure no denomination. I offer no wrong to any class of 
men. My object is, not to point out the errors of others, but to 
show what is true concerning ourselves. This we have a right to 
do without giving offence, and the present auspicious occasion de­
mands it. The enlightened, and the candid, will, I am assured, 
give us credit for conscientious fidelity to Christ, and ardent desire, 
try every lawful means, to maintain his truth. Is this sectarianism ? 
It sannot be. , It is, indeed, the only true Catholic liberality.

With these preliminaries I proceed to remark, that the Identity of 
the apostolic church, and that of which it is our privilege to be mem­
bers, is apparent upon a very slight investigation.

In numerous points of radical importance in Divinity, we cheer­
fully fraternize with some one or other, or all the sects around us. 
But in at least two prominent traits, our church is, and ever has been, 
distinguished from them all,—we immerse only, in baptism, and ad­
mit believers alone to that rite, and to ecclesiastical membership. Is 
this conduct primitive and apostolical? Did these two facts distin­
guish the church constituted by the Redeemer himself? If not, 
the opposite can be proved by the New Testament. But such 
proof never has been offered; it never can be produced. On the 
contrary, that the evidence upon these points fully sustain the prin­
ciples adopted by us, is admitted by the most learned pedobaptisu 
themselves.

Without detaining you with voluminous quotations of authorities, 
so many of which are at hand, but which time, and circumstances, 
do not on this occasion permit us to bring forward, I shall give you, 
1 trust, satisfactory proof of the correctness of my statement. Bish­
op Smith, the present learned Diocesan of Kentucky, in a discourse 
on baptism, published during the last year, and at this time in my 
possession, uses this language:—“ Perhaps not a majority of living 
Christians now practise immersion. But we have only to go back 
six or seven hundred years, and immersion was the only mode, except 
in the case of the few baptised in their beds at the real or supposed 
approach of death. And with regard to such cases, it is enough to 
show how irregular and defective such baptism was, to be told that 
it disqualified its recipient for holy orders. Immersion was not only 
universal six or seven hundred years ago, but it was primitive, and 
apostolical, no case of baptism standing on record by any other 
mode." Hundreds of others of equal character with “ the Bishop 
of Kentucky,” have made similar admissions. This, however, is 
sufficient for our present purpose. Immersion, then, as baptism is 
primitive and apostolical.

Respecting those who are entitled to recieve baptism, we refer to 
the opinions of the learned of other denominations. Dr. Woods, in 
his lectures on Infant Baptism,—Leet. 1, p. 11,—remarks: “It 
is a plain case that there is no express precept respecting infant-bap­
tism in our sacred writings. The prWbf, then, Jhat infant baptism 
is a divine institution, must be made out in some nfjher way." Pro­
fessor Stuart makes the same acknowledgment in stronger terms. 
He says—Bib. Rep. Api. 1833, p. 385—“ Commands, or plain and 
certain examples, in the New Testament, in relation to it (Infant 
Baptism) I do not find ” Like concessions abound every wherein 
the writings of learned and candid divines.
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If what these great men assert is really true, (and who, that has 
read the Scriptures, cun doubt it?) the question is decided. It it 
not credible that on a subject so important as the qualifications for 
church membership, the form o( the sacraments, and the persons 
entitled to receive them, the word of God which is our only rule of 
faith and practice, should not be explicit; yet Bishops tell us that 
1 ,eno rec01d baptism by any other mode than immersion; 
and Theological Processors allow that for infant baptism there is no 
command, precept, or example, in the sacred writings. There was, 
therefore, no such thing in existence, or contemplation, and the 
primitive and apostolic church was. what would now be called a 
Baptist Church. I may add further in confirmation of this truth 
that we can designate the exact period in history when infants were 
nrst introduced to the rite, and when pouring and afterwards sprink­
ling, were adopted as substitutes for baptism.

A brief reference to the history of the times will show what the 
church was during the first three hundred years.
f -bjr'AJ0Sbe'm>a distinguished Lutheran divine and historian, says, 
Bccl. Hist. Cent. 1, vol. 1, pait 1, page 53—in describing the man­
ner in which the Christian rites were administered during the first 
century “Those who amended their lives, were initiated into the 
kingdom of the Redeemer, by immersion.” In another place he 
adds—Vol 1, p. 108—concerning baptism during the first hundred 
years: “ The sacrament of baptism whs administered without the 
public assemblies in places appointed and prepared for that purpose

was performed by immersing the whole body in the baptismal
Tn iL-______ _ i* 1 • . ■ . .In testimony of the manner of administering baptism in the se­

cond century, and the beginning of the third; I have time to intro­
duce but one witness Tertullian, who wrote during that period, 
says, De Corona Militis, apud Dupin;—and every other primitive 
■writer agrees with him—“ To begin with baptism. When we are 
ready to enter into the water, and even before, we make our protes­
tations before the Pastor, and in the church. We renounce the 
Devil and all his pomps and ministers; afterwards we are immers- 

Sufh’ and,silcl‘ onIy> was ‘be form of baptism 
during the first three hundred years. r
■m2yCketI.hire’21Ora everl I10 infants amon= t]1e baptised? If there 
were, both the Bible and history were silent on the subject, and God 
has said - Deut. 4:3, “ Ye shall not add unto the word which I 
command you, neither shall ye diminish aught from it, that ye may 
keep the commandments of the Lord your God which I co u 1 
y°.“- . . °.w eould there be? The Bible demands that all who re- 
h^im nnWihte 8 k°“ d b® bebevers. And please again to hear Mos­
heim on the subject—vol. 1, ceht. 2, chap. 4, sect. 13—« The per-
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sons who”—-during the Bccorid century—“were to be baptised, af­
ter they had repeated the creed, confessed and renounced their sins, 
and particularly the devil and all his pomps and allurements, were 
immersed under water, and received into Christ.” Can infants re­
peat the creed, confess the ir sins, renounce the devil and all his 
pomps and allurements? This was done by all the baptised: infants 
cannot do it; therefore infants were not baptised.

Neander of the Lutheran church, equally learned with Mosheim, 
and more candid, says—Eccl. Hist. Apostolic age, vol. 1, p. 140— 
and multitudes of others, profoundly qualified to decide the question, 
both of the Old World and the New, who are not Baptists, and 
who have no sympathy with us, agree with him:—“ The practice 
of Infant Baptism was remote from this age”-—He adds—“ Not on­
ly the late appearance of any express mention of infant baptism, 
but the long continued opposition to it, leads to the conclusion that 
it was not of apostolic origin.” Infant baptism, therefore, was in 
apostolic and primitive times, wholly unknown.

Were the Christians of the first and purest ages of the Church, 
now to be classed, to what Church, let me inquire, would they bo 
considered as belonging? To the Baptist, undoubtedly. They 
agree with no other. Therefore the apostolic church, and that of 
which we are members, are undeniably identical.

Thus half my pledge is redeemed. I have only now to provo 
that our church has existed in every age up to the present time.

“The primitive church in process of time"—says Enc. Rei. 
Know! p. 180—“became corrupted from the simplicity that is in 
Christ. This corruption, and the apostacy to which it led, had 

(been foretold by the Apostles, even in whose days the mystery of 
iniquity did already work. When, in the third century, the discip­
line and morals of the principal churches became altogether relax­
ed, such as had the purity of the Redeemer’s kingdom at heart, af­
ter struggling in vain to resist the torrent of corruption, gradually 
separated themselves from a community which became unworthy 
of the Christian name.” The true church which all now believe to 
have been the minority, was proscribed instantly and branded as 
heretics; but can the fact be questioned that at this point it became 
separated from the great Roman apostaev, out of which has but re­
cently sprung Protestantism in all its numerous branches ? Let us 
briefly trace these legitimate followers of Christ in their ecclesiasti­
cal progress.

In becoming separate from the apostates, that they acted with * 
great moderation and kindness^history abundantly testifies. Hook­
er, for example—Eccl. Pol. Book 5, p. 324—although he speaks 
with sneering bitterness, remarks:—“These held and practised their 
own opinion, but with many' protestations, often made, that they
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neither loved a whit the less, nor thought, in any respect, the worse 
of them who were of a contrary opinion.” Persecution now be­
gan its work of violence, not as previously, by the hands of Pagans, 
but by a nominally Christian power, congregated in the Capitol of 
the mistress of nations. Our Fathers were called Novations at 
Rome, the Donatists in Africa, the Arians and Paulicians in Greece, 
the Cathari or Puritans in Italy; in Germany and other countries, 
Albigenses, Montenses, Waldenses, Anabaptists and Baptists; while 
the corrupt party who perpetuated their predominance by an alli­
ance with the civil power, assumed the imposing title, and main­
tained the name with the more pertinacity because they were desti­
tute of the essence of the Catholic and Apostolic Church.

The Novations began to be known by that name from Novatus, 
a Presbyter, who flourished, say in A. D. 251. Their practice was 
thus to address the candidate for admission to their communion— 
Orchard’s History, p. 52. Enc. Brit. Art. Anabap. Dupin’s His­
tory, C. 3, p. 25, &c., &c.—“If you be a virtuous believer, and 
will accede to our confederacy against sin, you may be admit­
ted amongst us by baptism; or if any Catholic has baptized you 
before, by re-baptism." Their churches, says Jones in his Lec- 
turcty were spread all over the Roman Empire, where at various 
times, they suffered martyrdom by tens of thousands. On account 
of their “strict communion” and rigid discipline they were reproach­
ed as Puritans. Dr. A. Clarke says of them :—“Their manners 
were simple and holy," and Robinson—Researches p. 127—“ They 
were Trinitarian Baptists.” Mr. Long says—Hist. Donat, p. 103, 
and the statement is corroborated by Danvers, Orchard, Ecbertus,and 
others—-“They did not only re-baptise the adults that came over to 
them, but refused to baptise children.”

In A. D. 311, Donatus flourished; and in Africa, “in which" 
•ays Jones—Eccl. Leet. vol. 1, p. 474—“there was scarcely a city 
or a town that did not contain one or more of our churches, they 
from him, were called Donatists.” Danvers p. 272, Rob son, 
Osander, and others, tell us—“Our modem Anabaptists—i.e. Bap­
tists—are the same with the Donatists of old.”

In A. D. 653, a portion oY our churches in the East began to be 
called Paulicians from the great attachment of Constantine, their 
principal leader, to the doctrine and Epistles of Paul. “The Pau­
licians, says Mosheim—Eccl. Hist, vol 2, p. 223—rejected the bap­
tism of infants.” “ These people," says Robinson—Res. p. 92__
were called Acephali, as headless, from having no distinct orders of 
•lergy or presiding persons in their assemblies"—that is, they had 
bo episcopacy.
v The Novatians, Donatists, Paulicians, and others, were driven by 

th* severity of persecuting edicts to escape to the forest^ and they 

worshipped God in “the caves and dens of the mountains." On 
this account they were called Mxmtenses. Mosheim says of them, 
that “About the middle of the eleventh century a considerable 
number ventured to settle in Lombardy, in Milan, and other pla­
ces, and many of them led a wandering life in France, Germany, 
and other countries: In Italy they were called Paterines or Ca­
thar i, in France Bulgarians, also Publicans, a corruption of Pau­
licians, and Bonihoniincs or good men, but were chiefly known by 
the term Albigenses, from the town of Alby in the upper Lan­
guedoc,” and in the valleys of Piedmont, Valdenses, or with 
the German spelling as pronounced by us Waldenses, probably 
from the distinguised Peter Waldo, known as a leader among them. 
In the same fraternity were the followers of Gundulphus, Bruno, 
Arnold, Berengarius, Menno, and others, of whom we cannot now 
speak particularly. Of all these, we have the testimony of Wall, 
an eminent writer of the Episcopal Church, that they suffered more 
than on any other account, for denying the baptism of children.

On this subject I also present to you, the declaration of the cele­
brated reformer Zuinglius Referring in his w'ork—De Paedo- 
bapt.—to our church, he says: “ The institution of Anabaptism— 
Baptist principles—is not a novelty, but for thirteen hundred 
tears has caused very great disturbance in the church, and has ac­
quired such strength that the attempt in this age to contend with it, 
appeared futile for a time.” Thirteen hundred years from the Lu­
theran reformation, in which Zuinglius was distinguished, carry us 
back precisely to the time designated by us in the third century as 
our separation from the corrupt party who subsequently formed 
themselves into the papacy. But we are told that history, during 
all this period, says nothing of Baptists, and that the name in ex­
plicit form, does not occur until in England about the time of Crom­
well! In reply, I remark that no one pretends that primitive saints 
were called Baptists. They were, however, as we have proved, 
what would now be called Baptists. Our present name, like many 
others we have borne in former times, was not of our own selec­
tion. If it has been imposed upon us recently, by those who, to 
say the least, were not our friends, does this in any respect change 
our claims or our character? We seek not for the prevalence of a 
name, but for- the history of principles* Of whom did Mosheim 
speak when describing a body of Christians every where existing 
during the dark ages, in greater numbers than their friends have 
generally imagined, or their enemies been willing to admit, he 
says—Eccl. Hast., Cent. 13, ch. 5, sect. 7—“They held that no per­
sons whatever, were to be baptised until they came to the fiill use 
of their reason?” Stennett in his answer to Russen p. 84—speak­
ing of the same Churches, and alluding to the expediency of Spon-
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Bors, Bays, “ They entertained this doctrine because, to all infants, 
in whom there can be no desire for regeneration or confession of 
faith, &c., the will, faith, and confession ofanothcr seems not in the 
least to appertain.” All these bodies of Christians were sometimes 
included under the general name of Waldenses, of whom Presi­
dent Edwards says—Hist, of Redcmp. Period 3, part 2—Some of 
the Popish writers own that that people never submitted to the 
Church of Rome”—“it,” says Beza, “is the seed of the primitive 
and purer Church.” These Waldenses were not unfrequcntly 
confounded with the Albigenses, and all were sometimes denomina­
ted Anabaptists, or Baptists, and Mennonites. Of them. Mosheim 
remarks—Eccl. Hist. Balto. Ed. vol 2, ch. 3, p. 127--“ The true 
origin of that sect which acquired the name of Anabaptists by their 
administering anew the rite of baptism to those who came over to 
their communion, and derived that of Mennonites from the famous 
man to whom they owe the greatest part of their present felicity, 
is hidden in the remote depths of antiquity, and is, of-consequence 
extremely difficult to be ascertained.” I adtl, only the testimony of 
Dr. Ypeij, Professor of Theology at Groningen, who, in 1819, 
wrote an account of “the origin of the Dutch Baptists'* corro­
borated by Reverend J. J. Dermont, chaplain to the King of 
the Netherlands, both learned Pedobaptists—Encyclop. Religious 
Knowledge, Article, Baptists—-they say:—“We have now^een 
that the Baptists, who were formerly called Anabaptists, and in 
later times Mennonites, were the original Waldenses; and who have 
long, in the history of the church, received the honor of that origin. 
On this account the Baptists may be considered as the only Chris­
tian community which has stood since the days of the apostles; and 
as a Christian Society, which has preserved pure the doctrines of the 
gospel through all ages. The perfectly correct external and inter­
nal economy of the Baptist denomination, tends to confirm the truth, 
disputed by the Romish church, that the Reformation brought about 
in the sixteenth century, was in the highest degree necessary; and 
at the same time goes to confute the erroneous notion of the Catho­
lics, that their Communion is the most ancient.” I need not now 
state to you, that the Anabaptists, &c., of the Eastern Continent, are 
the Baptists of England and the United States.

Thus we have fully sustained our proposition, by unquestionable 
testimony, that the Baptist church has existed in every age from the 
apostles to the present moment. “God has never left himself with­
out witness."

But this which I have traced is not Our only line of descent. If 
the Christians described had never existed, the true church would 
not have been lost. It has prevailed among the Britons, who, in 
the mountains of Wales, have preserved the truth from the time

Christianity was planted in that Island, during the first century un 
Io the present hour. This fact is capable of the clearest demonstra­
tion. Britain generally, but Wales in particular, is the fountain to 
which most of the churches on this continent trace their origin- and 
we are proud of the purity and elevation of our ecclesiastical pater­
nity. r

I have now demonstrated, by indubitable historical facts, that the 
Baptist church, which adheres to “one Lord, one faith, one bap­
tism, strictly accords with the law of God; that it is the primitive 
and apostolic church; that in unbroken succession, through Several 
channels, it is readily traced, in a state of comparative purity, strug­
gling through the days of Popish darkness and Protestant ignorance 
and intolerance, down to our limes; and that what is now called the 
Baptist church is the only church existing, reaching back to that 
period or that can be truly said to have been organized by our Lord 
himself The Baptist, therefore, is the only true church of Jesus 
Christ, here is the true doctrine, the true ministry, and the true or­
dinances; and whatever of “divine right" ever was imparted, is, and 
will remain, in her possession. -

I should be pleased in conclusion, to submit a succinct history of 
the planting of ithe Church in America, which now numbers its" six 
hundred and fifty thousand communicants; its introduction into Ten­
nessee; and particularly mto this city, withits prospects and general 
character. I must satisfy mys< If, however, having already detain­
ed you by far too long, with the statement of two or three general

Baptists were found among the first settlers both of New Eng­
land and V irgmia. The true primitive worship was, therefore in­
troduced at a very early period in our colonial history

Of the territory now occupied by the State of Tennessee, our bre­
thren were among the earliest proprietors. Seventy six years since

’.t.'Vtk^TheS Were orKanizedl one on the Holston—the 
other on the Cinch river. In the wars, however, which, nine years 
afterwards, in 1774, occurred with the Indians, in that quarterboth 
^±per“d- P?th e, restorati°n of tranquillity, some of the mem­
bers returned, and the church on the Clinch was re-organized and 
under the name of Gladehollows, commenced a permanent ’exist­
ence Sixty-one years since, in 1780, a col^y of emigrants were 
as a branch °f the Sandy Creek church, constituted in North Ca­
rolina. They settled on Boon’s Creek, and from the place of ts 
location, called the name of their church Buffalo Ridge.

tP°ng ljeSe Were ei,ght ministers, who immediately commenc­
ed active and successful ministerial labours; and during the first 
y*u onstitutea six other churches, aU of which soon lft™£
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To the Middle division of the State, then called West Tennes­
see, the first adventurers consisted of forty families, under the gui­
dance of General Robertson. They arrived and settled the region 
we now occupy, in 1780, sixty-one years since. Six years after 
that period, was cor.sJtuted, of emigrants fom Virginia and North 
Carolina, under the pastorship of John Grammar, the church at 
Sulphur-fork, on Red river, and soon after, the church at White’s 
Creek, six miles north of this city. For a season the country was 
supplied with preaching by the missionary labours of Elders Am­
brose Dudley, and John Taylor, of the Elkhorn Association, in 
Kentucky, who gathered the church at the mouth ofSulphur-fork, 
and several others. These were the first Baptist churches, within 
our territory, in existence west of the Cumberland mountains. Mi­
nisters now began to settle in the country, and under the able and 
successful labours of Daniel Brown, Joseph Dorris, Nathan Ar­
nett, Patrick (Mooney, and others, on the north side of the Cumber­
land, and John Dillahunty, James Whitsitt, and their companions, 
on the south, converts and churches rapidly multiplied—and, in 
1796, forty-five years since, was formed the Mero-District Associa­
tion; fiom which have originated all the others in Middle and 
Western Tennessee. Such is a bare recital of some of the most 
prominent incidents respecting the origin and progress of the church 
in our State, which by the last returns, numbers about 44 associa­
tions, 670 churches, 450 ministers, and 32,000 communicants.

Respecting the city of Nashville, the statement of a few general 
facts shall suffice. No special efforts were made here until about 
twenty-one years since. Vardeman and Hodgen, of Kentucky, 
co-operated with Whitsitt, McConnico and others of this vicinity, 
under whose labours a very extensive revival occurred—and great 
numbers, many of whom were among the most influential of our 
citizens, were baptized. This state of things resulted in the con­
stitution of the church now assembled in my presence—which so­
lemn transaction occurred on the 22d day of July 1820, James 
Whitsitt and Jeremiah Vardeman officiating as presbyters. The 
then handsome edifice standing on Spring street, was soon erected 
for its accommodation, and the property secured by deed, as was 
supposed, to the “United Baptist Church." The talented and la­
borious Richard Dabbs was called to the Episcopal office, and be­
came its first pastor. His efforts were crowned with great prospe­
rity. His lamented death occurred on the 21st day of May, 1825, 
but his memory is yet fresh in the affections of thousands. He was 
succeeded by the Rev. Philip S. Fall. The peculiar views of Mr. 
Alexander Campbell now began to attract attention. He had here 
many admirers, and it was soon found that the pastor was a warm 
convert to his opinions. I shall not trace the influencaor progress 

in our city of what its friends call “The Reformation." The task 
is too delicate, and could hardly be performed without offence to 
some of our friends, for whom I entertain a high regard. It is 
sufficient to remark, that, after long and painful agitation, the Airrh 
which had numbered some three or four hundred comm' ml 
found herself, by formal transactions of 24th May 1828, reduced to 
five members, destitute of a house of worship, without a pastor, 
and lying under a dark cloud of public odium.

Overwhelmed with difficulties, despondent, almost hopeless, you 
remained for a season,

11----------------- As when heaven’s fire
Hath scathed the forest oaks, or mountain pines, 
With singed top their stately growth, though bare. 
Stands on the blasted heath!"

You ultimately obtained the occasional pastoral services of El­
der Peter S. Gayle, under whose labours a few were added to your 
numbers. In other respects your condition was not improved. 
These are the circumstances in which I found you in 1834. Of 
what has since occurred, it does not become me to speak. Your 
church now numbers two hundred and fifty-three members__of
whom ninety are coloured, seventy-four are ladies, always influen­
tial and efficient, and eighty-nine are strong men to labour. Ano­
ther declaration of the correctness of the sentiment so beautifully 
sung by an American poet:

11 Truth, crushed to earth, shall rise again, 
The eternal years of God are hers:
But error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies, amid her worshippers.’1

Such, briefly, is our history, and the position we to-day occupy. 
For future success we look alone to the blessing of God, throi h 
our Lord Jesus Christ. Of the correctness of our principles wo 
are fully persuaded. Our doctrines are immortal as their author. 
Their triumph is not doubtful. We have here, at last, raised our 
Ebenezer, and set np our banners, in the name of the mighty 
God of Jacob, in the resting place we have found for ourselves 
and our posterity. “Hitherto hath the Lord helped us." Again, 
my beloved people, accept my wannest congratulations. To our 
brethren of all other denominations, it is enough to say that we offer 
the hand of fraternal kindness, and renewedly express the desire, 
while, in “the unity of the Spirit and the bond of peace" among 
ourselves, we stand unwaveringly upon the doctrines we have 
avowed—having, “ One Lord, one faith, one baptism,” to cultivate 
with them, as always heretofore, relations of courtesy and brother­
ly love.
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But one duty remains to be performed. It is a pleasing, a de­
lightful task. While we discharge it, let us “thank God and taka 
courage.” And, now, in the name, and on behalf of the church 
and aggregation, here assembled—our Father in Heaven, accept, 
we entreat thee, our humble offering—We solemnly dedicate 
this Temple, and consecrate it, exclusively, to the wor­
ship AND SERVICE OF ALMIGHTY God--- THE FATHER, THE
Son, and the Holy Ghost—one God—to whom be all ho­
nour AND GLORY, NOW AND FOREVER. AmEN.


