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RESPONSE.
INTRO TO THE DIALOGOS FORMAT

The Dialogos material is written in a unique form. The purpose of this introduction is to explain that structure to the reader so that the material will be understood and will hopefully achieve the goal that it was intended to serve. The Dialogos material strives to help Christians objectively weigh the two sides of a controversy and ultimately help them gain a clearer understanding of God’s holy Word. 

This material consists of a written debate. The advantage to having a written debate lies in the fact that this allows for the collection of the best arguments over a period of time. It also allows for the on-going refinement of those arguments. 

The strength in having a debate lies in the fact that both sides of an issue can be presented. Often a very persuasive book is written advocating a particular doctrine or point of view. Proverbs 18:17 sheds some interesting light in this regard: “The first to present his case seems right, till another comes forward and questions him.” By making this a combined effort by Christians from varying traditions we can learn from each other’s strengths and hopefully improve our weaknesses. 

The reader will notice from the table of contents that the material is divided up into two halves. The two main headings are Believer’s Baptism and Infant Baptism. Part 1. under Believer’s Baptism is entitled “Statement for Believer’s Baptism.” In this section those advocating believer's baptism to present their evidence for holding their belief. Part 2. of the material is grouped with Part 1. under the heading Believer’s Baptism and is entitled “Statement Opposing Believer's Baptism." Part 2. consists of an opportunity for those who believe in the baptism of infants to take the lead and voice why they believe that baptizing believers only is not scriptural. Part 3. comes under the heading Infant Baptism and is labeled “Statement For Infant Baptism.”  In it those who believe in infant baptism explain why they believe that it is scriptural. There is an opportunity in Part 4. for  those advocating believer's baptism to take the lead and explain why they think the practice of infant baptism is not scriptural. It is identified as “Statement Opposing Infant Baptism.”

In order to help get a good understanding of the larger picture, an outline of each part is provided. By reading the outline the reader will get a good overview of where each part is going.

The reader will also notice from the overall table of contents on page iii that each of the four Parts is followed by a “Response.” This enables the opposing side to give an immediate response or rebuttal to the statement that has been made. As a result of this, the reader does not have to read, say 30 pages of material advocating infant baptism and then try to recall all the points well enough to be able to evaluate each of them while reading 30 pages of material that support the other position. 

The above is achieved by printing “Part 1. Statement for Believer's Baptism” on the left hand page and the “Response” on the right hand page. The Statement will always be printed on the left page and is designated by the suffix “-a” to the page number. The Response is always on the the right page, as the same page number and is followed by the suffix “-b.” (Ref. pages 2-a and 2-b for example.)

For each point made for believer's baptism on page 2-a there is the response given on page 2-b by those who believe in the practice of infant baptism. The reader first reads the statement and its sub-points on the left-hand pages (2-a etc.). Next the corresponding response and its sub-points on the right-hand page (2-b etc.) are to be read. The reader then needs to evaluate the two opposing views and determine which one accurately represents the teaching of Scripture. 

To help with this evaluation process the letters “T-F-I” are printed in front of each section of the statement of Part 1. If the reader judges any given section in Part 1. as true then the “T” should be circled. If it is judged to be false - “F” and if it is seen to be inconclusive (or irrelevant), then the “I” is to be marked. These letters are only placed before the statement portion of each part  because that is the portion of material that is ultimately to be evaluated.

In order to maintain a good grasp of the entire section, the “T-F-I” designations are included in the outline at the beginning of each part. By transferring the “T-F-I” evaluations to the outline one can more clearly see how he or she has evaluated the related portions of each part. This will help in monitoring the total flow of the arguments.

By going through the Statement and Response of Part 1. the reader will get a good understanding of the arguments in favor of the position advocating believer's baptism. By evaluating the material section by section the reader will get a good objective understanding of the two sides. When all of Part 1. has been read and the Response has been compared to the Statement, the reader will proceed on to reading and comparing Part 2. with its Response and Part 3. in the same manner.  

Once the three parts have been evaluated the reader will know whether Part 1. has succeeded in proving the position advocating believer's baptism to be scriptural or whether Part 3. has succeeded in proving the position of infant baptism to be the teaching that is true to Scripture. 

There are two versions of the paper. They are the extended version and the concise version. The extended version includes all distinct arguments submitted for inclusion that deal directly with the position in favor of believer's baptism in contrast with the position advocating the infant baptism. The concise version is the abridged version and consists of the best arguments for both sides. 

The form of the Dialogos material as a written debate has been described in the preceding paragraphs. It is hoped that with relatively little effort the reader will be able to take this structure and utilize it as a tool to look at the two schools of thought and gain a clearer understanding of the teaching of God’s Word with respect to the topic of baptism.
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