
Baptist History 

Lesson 7

I) Particular Baptists


- not as numerous


- still highly influential


-Calvinistic views

Crosby wrote Particular and General Baptists existed from the Reformation on. There were also those that didn’t take either name. They wanted to stand for truth without taking on human labels.

Many particular Baptists came out of Henry Jacob’s Independent Church. 

Question on baptism among these churches.

-1650, Daniel King wrote a book “A Way to Zion, Sought Out and Found, for Believers to Walk in.” It had three main points:


1) That God hath had a people on earth, ever since the coming of Christ in the flesh, throughout the darkest days of Popery, which he hath owned as saints, and as his people.


2) That the sainst have power to reassume and to take up as their right, any ordinance of Christ, which they have been deprived of by the violence and tyranny of the Man of Sin.


3) Proveth that outward ordinances and among the rest of the ordinance of baptism is to continue in the church, and this truth cleared up from intricate turnings and windings, clouds and mists that make the way doubtful and dark.


Four important Baptists oif that time echoed that sentiment in the intro to the book. 


Henry D’Anvers was a Baptist who had been a colonel in the Parliamentary Army and was governor of Strafford. He became a Baptists and wrote a book on baptism. He traced Baptist history in his book and made pedobaptists angry.


“In the 6th year of King James, 1618, that excellent Dutch piece, called, ‘A Very Plain and Well-grounded Treatise concerning Baptism, that with so much authority both from Scripture and Antiquity, proves the baptizing of believers and disproves that of infants, was written in English.”


He goes on to say there is plentiful evidence that Christ had true churches in every age that defended true baptism and rejected false.


Hanserd Knollys wrote an account of the Particular Baptist Churches.


John Spilsbury broke off Henry Jacob’s Independent Church. He became a Baptist preacher. He saw the error in infant baptism. 


Spilsbury was dealing with error of sprinkling and knew it was wrong, however, he allowed pulpit affiliation and his friend William Kiffin did not. They split as well in 1639-40, Kiffin organized the Devonshire Baptist Church of London.


Henry Jessey, a pastor at Jacob’s church, also became a Baptist.


Jessey was troubled with the debate over immersion and in 1642 told the Independent church they should be baptized by dipping. In 1644 he held debates over the subject. In 1645, Knollys baptized him.


Jacob’s Independent church had several secessions that became Baptist. Sprinkling is getting a foothold at this point. 


A man named Jeffrey Watts wrote, “Only I wonder at the iron brow, and the brazen face of novel impudence, and new light, that whereas it is every seventh day at least, in its chimney house conventiclers, prating against the old, laudable and ancient practices of this our, and other Reformed churches, and it dares to pretend to antiquity and glory of it in this point of their immerging and dipping, (calling it the old way) who scorn it and scoff at the same, and all old light, in their other tenets and opinions.”


He says immersion isn’t taught in the New Testament. He also ridiculed the fact that some Baptists had practiced nude baptisms. 


The Particular Baptists, in 1644, wrote a Confession of Faith. “That the way and manner of dispensing this ordinance is dipping or plunging the body under water; it being a sign, must answer the thing signified, which is, that interest the saints have in the death, burial and resurrection of Christ, and that as certainly as the body is buried under water, and rises again, so certainly shall the bodies of the saints be risen by the power of Christ in the day of the resurrection, to reign with Christ.”


“The person designed by Christ to dispense baptism, the Scriptures hold forth to be a disciple, or a person extraordinarily sent, the commission enjoining the administration, being given to them who were considered disciples, being men able to preach the gospel.” (Article XLI)


Thomas Crosby wrote of the confession in Volume I, Page 170, “The Baptists never did anything that more effectually cleared them from the charge of being dangerous heretics, than did this.”


By 1644, there were seven Particular Baptists Churches in London and 47 in other parts of England.


Battle of believer’s baptism was continuing between Baptists and Church of England, Presbyterians and Congregationalists.

II) Charles I (1600-1649) (Reigned from 1625-1649)

-People didn’t like the fact that he seemed to bring Church of England closer to Catholicism again. 

-Thought King was above the law.

Macaulay, in History of England, Vol. I, pg. 64, says, “He had inherited from his father, political theories, and was much disposed to carry them into practice. He was like his father, a zealous Episcopalian. He was moreover, what his father had never been, a zealous Arminian, and though no papist, liked a Papist much better than a Puritan.”

William Laud was second Archbishop of Canterbury in Charles’ reign. John Christian calls him the worst enemy of the English Baptists. Macaulay says Laud had Roman Catholic tendencies. He loved ceremonies, holy days, vigils. “He was rash, irritable, quick to feel his own dignity, slow to sympathize with the suffering of others, and prone to this error, common in superstitious men, of making his own peevish and malignant moods for emotions of pious zeal. Under his direction every corner of the realm was subject to constant minute inspection.”

Even the smallest congregations of dissenters were broken up. He had spies watching family devotions.


Disguised conformity was at an all-time high because of the terror he caused.


It was partly because of the persecution he inflicted and the zeal with which he did it that he and Charles were eventually arrested and executed.


Evans wrote in “Early English Baptists, Volume II, Page 20, that there is evidence of Baptists at this time, but clear organizational records are hard to find.


Three popular Baptist ministers were Thomas Brewer, Turner and Fenner. They were arrested and imprisoned. Brewer was there 14 years.


In 1927, Laud told Charles, “I must give your Majesty to understand, that at about Ashford, in Kent, the Separatists continue to hold their conventicles, notwithstanding the examination of so many of them as have been discovered. They are all of the poorer sort, and very simple, so that I am utterly to seek what to do with them.” (History of the Troubles and Trials of William Laud, pg. 535)


Charles said to “keep these particular persons fast, until you think what to do with the rest.”


One courtier of the time said, “If I hate any, it is those schismatics that puzzle the sweet peace of the church; so that I could be content to see an Anabaptist go to hell on a Brownist’s back.” (Howell, Letters, page 270)


Bishop Hall wrote to Laud in 1631 that there were 11 Baptist churches meeting in London every Sunday.


Lord Robert Brooke was one person who didn’t exactly know why the Particular Baptists were being persecuted at the time.


Laud was impeached in 1640 for high treason. Baptists increased considerably with him out of the way. Laud was beheaded in 1645. 


Christian says in Chapter 18, “the year 1641 was the year of liberty. Previous to this date they had been hunted and persecuted, and in every way possible they concealed their numbers and hiding places. Now they sprang into publicity with amazing rapidity, they had so many preachers and won converts with such ease, their baptisms in the rivers were so frequent and so open, their preaching was such a novelty, and their boldness so daring, that their enemies were thrown into consternation. They made mention of their baptizing as a novelty, their doctrine as sour leaven, their pretensions as impudence and their numbers as nothing less than a public calamity. 


More and more books were published about the Baptists, but the severe persecutions had been abolished.


For the most part, it seems sprinkling was the preferred way of the Church of England by 1600-1650. 


Schaff, a historian and Presbyterian, (Presbyterians were charged with changing the practice of dipping.) and he quotes Wall in saying, “This change in England and other Protestant countries from immersion to pouring and pouring to sprinkling, was encouraged by the authority of Calvin, who declared the mode to be a matter of no importance; and by the Westminster Assembly of Divines, which decided that pouring and sprinkling are “not only lawful, but also sufficient.”


Calvin, dead by 100 years, influenced Presbyterians to sprinkle. This group led the change to sprinkling in England.


III) The English Civil Wars


Had been coming for a while, but officially began in 1641. First two were Charles’ supporters against Long Parliament supporters. Third war was between Charles II supporters and the Remnant Parliament supporters.


Charles I, like James I, believed in the Divine Right of Kings. 


Parliament at the time was a temporary advisor committee. Kings had to go to them when they required more tax revenue. 


Charles married a French Roman Catholic princess. The marriage was right after he took the throne. Protestants didn’t like the idea of Catholic children in the royal line.


Charles wanted to take part in the Thirty Years Year going on in Europe. This would be expensive.


Parliament started an impeachment process, but Charles dissolved Parliament.


Later, the king couldn’t raise funds without Parliament and he started a new one in 1628. This came with compromises. He then didn’t call a Parliament for 11 years.


Charles started what is called his own “personal rule.”


The Long Parliament was started in 1640. Charles needed their help.


But people started siding with one or the other. Cities favored Parliament, while rural areas favored Charles.


Baptist persecution declined until Parliament gained control of England and Presbyterians were the ruling denomination.


Neal’s “History of the Puritans, Volume III, pg. 300 says Presbyterian ministers declared it to be “a great wrong that men should have liberty to worship God in that way and manner as shall appear to them the most agreeable to the Word of God, and no man be punished or discountenanced by authority for the same. We detest toleration so much pursued and endeavored in this kingdom, according it unlawful and pernicious.”


Crosby (I, 192) said laws were passed by Parliament that forbade Baptists to preach, write or speak against the Presbyterian church. Many were imprisoned, but further punishment was frowned upon.


Cook (pg. 96) writes, “The difference between Presbyterians and Baptists is not great in reference to the doctrines of grace, but they differ very widely in reference to the nature of the Christian church and the ordinances, and these are by no means unimportant.”


Opposition to infant baptism is what Presbyterians had a problem with Baptists about.


A Baptist preacher named Samuel Richardson said, “We had as good be under the pope, as under your Presbyterian check. You would all be tolerated, and would have none tolerated by yourselves. You would suffer none to live quietly and comfortably but those of your way. Is this to do as you would be done by?”


Westminster Confession was made. In this, sprinkling barely won in a vote.


Baptist churches started forming associations and churches in England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland communicated.


Charles was beheaded in 1649. 


Oliver Cromwell was named Lord Protector after England had been a Commonwealth for a brief time.

