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CORRESPONDENCE.

Rev. H. GirLMORE,
Dzar BroTHER :—

In this age of Book-making we are impressed with
the belief, that anether might be added to the list,
which would qeatly subserve the interests of Christi-
anity. A Book embracing, in a condensed form, the
substance of the arguments in favor of Scripture
Baptism, we think would help greatly to silence the
cq;tious, and establish the weak and wavering.

* If your duties will permit, we respectfully request
you to prepare sueh a work for publication.
Yours, respeetfully,
THE COMMITTEE.
Steubenville, Ohio, Jan, 1st, 1846,

4,
To Tur CoMMITTEE, '
DEAR BRETHREN:—= :
I have long been of the opinion that a small work
on the subject of Christian Baptism, of the character
of whieh you speak, is highly necessary, and might
aid much in presenting truth in a clearer light, and
settle the minds of the wavering. It is surprising
that such a work has not long since been furnished
to the public. But as no one has yet undertaken
the task, and as you have done me the honor of
requesting it from my pen, I shall cheerfully endeavor
to comply with your request, though it may be in
the midst of pressing cares and responsibilities.
Yours, with respect,
H. GILLMORE.
Steubenville, Ohio, Jan. 10, 1846.




RECOMMENDATIONS.

From Rev. C. D. BarreLLE oF THE MetHODIST E.
CHurcH, AND Rev. E. 8. HoAGLAND oF THE METH-
opisT PrOTESTANT CHURCH, STEUBENVILLE, OHIO.

Having examined the manuscript of this work, espe-
cialy the first and second parts, we are prepared most
cheerfully to recommend it to the public.

The plan differs from most works on baptism, and
will be found both instructive and interesting. The
arguments are clear and conclusive, and we think
well'calculated to convince the candid that Submer-
sion 18 not the only mode of baptism. In short, we
hail it as a Book adapted to the present times, embra-
cing, as it does, the strength of what has been written
on this subject, in a cheap form. We do not suppose,
that it will fully settle the lon%econtroversy on this
subject, but believe that it will be of essential service
to the sincere enquirer after truth. We say to all,
carefully read, and inwardly digest it, and your labor
will notbe in vain.

C. D. BATTELLE,
. Pastor of the M. E. Church.
E. 8. HOAGLAND,

Pastor of the M. P. Church.

Steubenville, Ohio, August, 1846.




TO THE REV. CHARLES ELLIOTT, D. D.
EDITOR OF THE WESTERN CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE, CIN.

Dear Sir,—I trust that I shall not be -accused
of either ostentation or flattery, while I take the
liberty of dedicating these few unpretending pages
to one, who has taken such deep interest in the
subject therein discussed. The masterly and un-
flinching manner, in which you have, for many
years, promoted and guarded the interests of the
Church, has gained for you her unshaken confi-
dence, and it i1s just that she acknowledge to you
her great obligations.

Your published views on the subje%t of Chris-
tian Baptism, have disturbed the quiet of our op-
ponents ; but many minds, anxiously inquiring after
truth, have been satisfied by the power of your
arguments.

our timely and valuable Treatise on Roman
Catholicism, has called down upon your head the
blessings of a Christian Protestant Community, as
well as the fulminations of the Vatican.

The labours of your present office have been
arduous] and unremitting, in guiding, amid whirl-
wind and storm, the helm of one of our most
uai&ul and popular Periodicals of the day.

ay peace and tranquillity attend you, through

the remaining cares, and toils of life, and a blissful
immortality, finally, be your reward in Heaven.

am, Dear Sir, your obliged friend, and

Servant, in the bonds ofa Peaceful Gospel,
HIRAM GILLMORE.




PREFACE,

IN appearing before the public as an author,
on the subject of Christian Baptism, it is deem-
‘ed proper, (as all authors think, of course,) to
" make a few prefatory remarks explanatory of
our plan; and the motives by which we have
been prompted.

It has long been our opinion, that a small
work on this subject, entirely different, in
many respects, from any yet published, is
much needed for general circulation. Many
others have expressed the same opinion.—
We do not suppose that too little has been
written upon this prolific subject: but, for
the benefit of all olasses, a aynopsis of the
most forcible and oconvincing arguments, sus-
taining orthodox views of this Christian ordi-
nance, has not yet been furnished, 'This
seems to be what we need, and this is what
has been attempted in the following pages,

Whether this desideratum has been fully
and salisfactorily supplied, the public must,
of course, be left to judge. In this attempt
we think, at least, that the views and practice
of pedo-baptists have been scripturally and
logically sustained. .
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PERPACE. ix

It is not necessary, at this stage of the con-
troversy, to adduce many new arguments; but
80 to simplify and condense the arguments al-
ready furnished, as to adapt them to the under-
standing of all.

Simplification and retrenchment have been,
therefore, kept oonstantly in view, in the pre-
paration of this work; so as to disincumber
the whole, as far as possible, of all that would
be likely to embarrass those of limited means
_or information.

The plan adopted is, under each appropri-
ate head, to stale the proposition designed to
be proved or illustrated, adduce the evidence,
and draw conolusions from the whole. This
plan, we think, will give bath distinctness
and force to the subjeot. It is due to say,
that numerous authors, both ancient and mad-
ern, have coniributed greatly in this humble
effort, to furnish the reader with a kind of
Text-book, on a subject, which, for centuries,
has agitated the religious world. This gen.
eral acknowledgment of indebtedness, we trust,
will be satisfactory ; as we do not wish to en-
cumber the work with numerous names and
titles,
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p < PREFACE.

If the same purity of motive shall actuate
the reader of these pages, which has gov-
erped the writer, it is to be hoped, at least,
that some little good may be accomplished

thereby.
4 H. GILLMORE.,




INTRODUCTION.

It is a source of great mortification to us,
that our Baptist friends are constantly repre=
senting us as.an unbaptized people; and that
we do not belong to the visible church of
Christ, because we do not think praper to
make use of the same amount of wafer in the
administration of Christian Baptism, which
they are accustomed to use. They call our
baptism invalid—they ridicule our claims to
orthodoxy—yea, some of them hand us over to
the devil, or the uncovenanted mercies of God.
*“We would, therefore, repudiate these un-
generous reflections, cast' upon the fair reputas
tion of the great body of the church;” and
show, that our belief and practice, on this sub~
jeet, are not based upon false premises, but
are sustained by indubitable testimony drawn
from numerous sources. And we hope, by the
divine blessing, to relieve the minds of some
who may have been influenced by the vain
speculations and false philosophy of immer-
sionists. We shall endeavor to present truth
in its proper light. And though we feel dis-
posed to treat all Christians with due yespect,
we can neither give up the truth, or #use to
stand in its defence. Truth never-iost any
thing from investigation; and whem properly
understood it will commend itself to every
man’s judgment. Those things which involve
the soul’s eternal interest, are paramount to all
others, and must be studied, and carefully di-
gested. Thousands have been led astray on

.
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the subject of Christian baptism; and it is ob-
vious, that the well kaown imposture palm-
ed upon the world as the ** ancient gospel,”
and other speculative systems professedly intro-
duced for the reformation of mankind, have
made use of exelusive immersion, as a prosely-
ting engine. This is the sumum bonum—the
supreme good, of modera times. 'The igno-
rant are entangled, and proselytes are increased
by its influence. Aq to the propagators of this
false notion of God’s truth, we are led to sus-
pect either their honesty or their information.
How bigoted, self-conceited, and restless, are
many of those, especially, who =dopt Mr.
* Campbell’s views of bapism—immersion for
the remission of sins; and no salvation without
immersion! ‘'This is an unjustifiable exclusive-
ness, which none but bigots, and the ignorant,
" will contend for. The ignorant are to be pitied,
and instructed § but bigots, and impostors, must
be left to their own folly. The exclusiveness
of baptists in regard to the subjects of baptism,
is equally reprehensible, In order, therefore,
to pregent this subject in its proper light, it
is lho&t advisable to inquire into the true na-
‘ture an® design, the eligible subjects, the
scriptural tode of application, and the grounds
.of obligation, of this holy ordinance. This
arrangement, we trust, will meet the objec-
tions of those, who place undue stress upon -
the ordinance, and also those who may be in-
clined to reject it altogether.
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PHILOSOPHY OF CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.
PART FIRST.

THE TRUE NATURE AND DESIGN OF BAPTISM,
CHAPTERI.
Opinions of Different Denominations Stated.

It is of vital importance that we understand
the true natitre and design of Christian Baps
tism. 1If we err on these points, orthodoxy on
every other, connected with the main question,
will avail nothing. And there never was a pe-
riod in the world’s history, when men were
more liable to be led astray on the subject of
Baptism, than the present. Speculation is a-
bundant—old theories, long since exploded, are
reviving; or new theories, which have no au-
thority from Scripture or reason, are rising up:
And while error is gaining adherents, either
for gain, or on the ground of ignorance; the
lovers of Christ should speak out; the evan-
gelical churches should be ready to promulgate
and defend the truth. In regard to the subject
of Baptism, it will be properto let all denom-
inations, as far as practicable, give their own
views upon its nature and design; and then
show, in what particulars evangelical church~ |
es agree. ~ This enables the reader to compare,
and choose for himself. C '




14 NATURE AND DESIGN.

. 1. Prorosrrion.—The great body of Methodists both
in Europe and America, hold that Baptism is a sacra-

{)n_e!iltal sign of our Christian profession, and of the new
irth.

TestiMoNy. * Baptism is not only a sign
of profession, and mark of difference, whereby
Christians are distinguished from others that are
not baplized, but it is also a sign of regenera~
tion, or the new birth.” Methodist Discipline,
Art. 17, ¢ Question, What is Baptism? Ans.
Baptism is a sacrameant, wherein Christ hath
ordained the washing with waler, to be a sign
and seal of regeneration by his spirnt.”’—F¥es-
ley's Sermon on the * New Birth.”

\

2. ProrosiTioN.—The Presbyterians hold that Bap-
tism is a sacrament,and a sign and seal of the covenant
of grace.

TesTiMoNY. * Baptism is a sacrament of
the New Testament, ordained by Christ, not
only for the solemn admission of the party
baptized into the visible church, but also be
unto him a sign and seal of the covenant of
grace, of his engralting into Christ, of regener-
ation, of remission of sins, and of his giving up
unto God, through Jesus Christ, to walk in
newness of life.””—Confession of Faith, page
146,

3. ProrosrrioN.—The Protestant Episcopal Church
considers Baptism a sign of our profession and regene-




DIFFERENT OPINIONS. 15

ration, and the instrument whereby the promises of
God are signed and sealed.

TrsTiMoNy. ¢ Baptism is not only a sign of
our profession, and mark of difference where-
by Christian men are distinguished from others
that are not christened ; but it is also a sign of
regeneration, or new birth, whereby, as by an
instrument, they that receive baptism rightfully
are grafted into the church; the promises of
the forgiveness of sin, and our adoption to be
the sons of God by the Holy Ghost, are visibly
signed and sealed.” JArt. of Religion.

Some of the members of the church of Eng-
land incline to Baptismal regeneration in their
belief ; but the great majority of them hold the
same views with the Prot, Epis. Church.

4. ProrosrrioNn.—The Lutheran Church teaches that
Baptism is a sacrument, the sign and seal of God’s cov-
enant, and a recognition of our right to membership in
his church ; and that its efficiency is in regeneration,
and by it faith is conveyed to the soul of the infant.

TesTimoNy. ¢ Christian Baptism is a sacra-
ment ordained by Christ, as the 8ign and seal
of God’s Covenant with his people, and a for-
mal recognition of their right of membership in
his chureh.” Kurtz on Infant Baptism, page .
5. ¢ We conclude that children believe at
baptism, and bave faith of their own.,”"—Lu-
ther. And Luther, in writing to a friend, re-
questing her to become sponsor for his child




16 NATURE AND DESIGN,

says:—*I invite you to aid in introducing her
to Christianity, and become her spiritual moths
er, in order that through your instrumentality
and assistance, she may pass from the old faith
of Adam to the new birth of Christ by holy
baptism.”’— Table Tualk.

5. Prorostriom—The Catholics hold, that Baptism is
a sacrament, in which a person is spiritually regenera-
ted, and is necessary to salvation.

TrsTiMoNy. * As infants are not capable of
helping themselves by faith and repentance,
were they not capable of being helped by the
sacrament of Baptism, they can have no share
in Christ, and no means to be delivered from
original sin, and consequently almost one half
of mankind, dying before the use of reason,
must inevitably perish if infants were not to be
Baptized”.—Catholic Christian Instructed-—
page 30. {**Whosoever shall say that baptism is
optional, that is, not necessary to salvation, let
him be accursed.”’y-Canons of the Council of
Trent. Baptism is ¢ a sacrament instituted by
Christ the Lord, in which through the external
ablution of the body, with the invocation of
the most Holy Trinity, a person is spiritually
regenerated.”’—Peter Dens’ Moral Theology.

6. Prorosrrion.—The Quakers reject the ordinance
of water Baptism altogether, and as adverse to the spirit-
uality of the Christian Religion.

TestmMoNy. On the occasion of the-baptism
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of the Rev. Elisha Bates, formerly an aceredit«
ed minister of the society, belonging to the
Ohio yearly meeting, the society of Friends, at
their morning meeting, held in London, in
1836, record the following ‘language:—“ This
meeting thinks it right, in much Christian love
for Elisha Bates, to record its deep concern,
and its continued sense, that the practice thus
adverted to (against which our society has uni-
formly believed itself called upon (o bear a pub-
lic testimony, as no part of the Christian dis~
pensation) was not instituted by our Lord and
Saviour.”’—See Hibbard on Ch. Baptism, page
158.

7. Prorosrrion.—The Disciples, or more appropri- -

ately speaking, the Campbellites. hold, that Baptism by
immersion, is the act of turning to God; and that
without immersion there is no remission of sins. Also,
that immersion produces moral purity equal to that of
angels, and we must be lost without it.

TestivoNny. As Mr. Campbell is the great

oracle of his oygn Church, he must, of course,
speak for them. In his ¢ Debate with M:¢-
Calla,”” as published by himself, he tells us,
that God ‘¢ appointed Baptism to be to every
one that believed tlie record he has given of his
Son, a formal pledge on his part of that believ-
er’s personal acquittal or pardon; so significant
and so expressive, that when the baptized be«
liever rises out of the water, is barn of water,

enters the world the second time, he enterg it .
B , !

-~



18 NAFURE AND DESIGN.

as innocent, as clean, as unspotted, as an an-
gel.  His conscience is purged from guilt, his
body is washed with pure water, even the
washing of regeneration.’" Again, * as soon
as he,’”” (ihat is, the sinner) **is immersed, he -
has evidence of forgiveness; and until then,
whatever may be his feelings, or his hopes,
they are delusive, and he is under condemna-
“tion.” Ia his Christianity Restored, page 215,
he adds, ¢ All is mental and invisible before
coming out of the water: and as immersion is
the first act commanded, and the first constitu-
tional act: so it was in the commission, the
act by which the Apostles were commanded to
turn or convert those to God, who believed
their testimony. In this sense, then, it is the
converting act. No man can, scripturally, be
said to be converted until he is immersed.” —
Again, page 280, he says, ** When we speak
in the style of the living oracles on this subject,
we must represent being born again (John iii.
5,) and regeneration (Titus ida 5,) as relating
to the act of immersion alone.””

Other Baptist Churches, that do not embrace
Mr. C’s peculiar views relative to water regen-
.eration, believe, with him, that baptism is de-
signed expressly to represent the death, burial,
and resurrection of Christ. Making it the same
in design, as the Lord’s Supper.

8. Pnox'osvmou—.Socinians hold, that Baptism is a




OPINIONS SUSTAINED. 19

mere meode of professing the Religion of Christ ; while
Universalists, and other heretical churches, not nam-
ed, do not practice it at all.

Testivoxy. Sce Watson on Baptism and
the writings and practice of these sects. Other
minor sects need not be mentioned here.

CHAPTER IL.

THE Ol.’lNIONS, AND AGREEMENT OF METHODISTS,
PRESBYTERIANS, PROT. EPISCOPALIANS, AND LU-
THERANS, CONCERNING PROMINENT, AND IM-
PORTANT POINTS, AUTHORIZED AND SUSTAINED,
BY SCRIPTURE AND REASON.

1. ProrosrrioN.—~Baptism is a sealing ordinance un-
der the Christiun économy, as circumcision was under
the old. S

TestimoNy. It has been denied that the
points of difference between circumcision and
baptism, show that the latter has not been sub-
-8tituted for the former. Aund Mr. Cawmpbell
-has laboured hard to show, that there are, at
-least, fifteen points of difference between them.
- But 1t does not follow, that when one thing -
is put for apother, there must be, in every
respect, a peﬁect resemblance between them.
All that is necessary 1o constitute a substitute,
is that there should be a gemeral agreement as
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to the main object in view, or the great end to
be accomjlished. ‘This being the case, there
may be a variety of discrepancies without, in
the least, affecting the principle of substitution.
Now, circumecision was a sign and seal of
God’s covenant with his people, solemnly en-
tered into with Abraham nearly two thousand
years anterior to the Christian era, and is thus
expressed :—** And I will establish my cove-
nant helween me and thee, and thy seed after
thee, in their generations, for an everlasting
covenant, to be a God unto thee. and to thy
seed after thee.”* Of this covenant, circum-
cision was the original sign and seal, or to-
ken. But circumcision, one of the burdensome
rites of the old economy, was annulled 1o make
room for Christian Baptism, an institution bet-
ter adapted 1o the simplicity, increased light,
and more * easy yoke" of the New Testament
economy. The Abrahamic covenant however,
usually denominated ¢ the covenant of grace,”’
was not and could not be abrogaied, for that
was designed to be an *¢ everlasting covenant.”’
The points of resemblance between circumei-
sion and baptism are the following—-cireumci-
sion has a spiritual meaning, so has baptism:—
circumcision was a sesl of a covenant guaran-
tying not only temporal but also and chiefly
spiritual blessings, 6o baptism is the pledge of

*Gen. vii. chapter.
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an external relation, and outward advantages,
but is mainly the seal of spiritual blessings, =
Circumcision was an emblem of moral cleanss
ing and purity. Sois baptism. But baptism
is actually called the Christian circumcision.
In Col. ii. 12—we read, ‘* ye are circumeis
sed with the circumcision made without hands,
in putting off the body of the sins of the flesh,
by the circumecision of Christ; buried with
him in baptism. What can the apostle intend
by the ¢ circumeciston of Chrisi?” Doubiless .
not the literal rite; but that righteousness of
faith, that mortifying of sin, that quickening in-
flueuce, which flow from Christ, and were sig-
nified by circumcision. But that same righte.
ousness of faith, yea, all of these, are alsv sig~
nified by baptism. The primitive fathers also
viewed bapiism as a substitute for circumeision.

C HRYS0STOM says **our cireumecision, [ mean
the grace of Baptism, gives cure without pain,
and procuares (o us a thousand benefits. And it
has no determinate time, as the ancient circum-
cision had; but one that is in the beginning
of his age, or one that is in the middle of it, or
one that is in his old age, may receive this cir-
cumcision made without hands.”” Chrysostom
thus spoke within 270 years of the Apostolic
age.

Basi, his cotemporary, speaks of ¢ the cir-
cumcision made without hands, which is per-
- formed in baptism.”
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AvusTIN, another cotemporary, says—*‘ we
may mzke an estimate how much baptism avails
infants, by the circumcision which God’s peo-
ple formerly received.”

Cyprian, who lived 120 years nearer the a~
postolic age, says, ¢ we have not received this
carnal circumecision, but the spiritual circumci-
sion, and we have received it by baptism.

We remark, that in consequence of these fa-
thers understanding that Baptism was a means
of grace, and a sign of inward grace, they,
therefore, speak of the grace of bapism; and
sometimes, by a figure of speech, put the sign
for the thing represented.— See writings of the
Fathers.

2. ProrosiTioN.—Baptism is a pledge of our Christi-
an discipleship.

Testmmony. This ordinance is a recognition
and avowal of an obligation, to be like Christ.
In Romans vi. 3, 4, it imports our obligation
of death unto sin, and life with respect unto ho-
liness. Paul says to the Galatians (ch. iii. 27)
*“For as many of vou as have been baptized
into Christ have put on Christ.”” That is,
*have clothed yourselves with Christ.”” An
expression among the Greeks, signifying most
exact imitation of a person. By baptism,
then, we publicly invest ourselves with Chris-
tianity. We assume the name and habits, and
profession of Christ. We publicly engage to
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act as he acted.—to imitate his example,—in a
word, to be Christians.

3. ProrosiTioNn.—Christian Baptism is a sacrament.

TestimoNy. The word sacrament comes
from the Latin sacramenfum, and has been bor-
rowed from the writers of the Latin Church,
and applied to baptism and the Lord’s Supper.
But we do not contend for the word. It is the
sense, the meaning, the idea.. Sacramentum,
among the aneient Romans. signified a gage, or
pledge in money, deposited in court by the ad-
verse parties that went to Law, which, being
forfeited by the party that was cast, was devoted
to sacred purposes, and hence was called sac-
ramentum. ‘The word also signified an oath
berause of its sacredness. Hence, the word
was used by the Latin fathers to denote those
ordinances of religion, by which men came un-
der an obligation of fidelity to the gospel.—
These, on account of their sacredness, and of
their being a token of voluntary submission,
were deemed binding as an oath. Baptism,
then, as a sacrament. confers upon iis subjects
the obligation of fidelity to God, arising in the
scale of religious sanctity, to the awful consid-
erations of a formal oath.— Kurtz and Hibbard
on Baptism.

4. ProrosiTioN.—Baptism is a standing proof of the
divine authenticity of the Christian religion.
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TestimoNy. If this ordinance did not com-
mence with the disciples of Christ, by his di-
rection, when did it commence, ard by whom
was it first introduced? It is said to be a
Christian ordinance, confirming God’s covenant
of grace with his people ; prefiguring the influ-
ence of the Holy Spirit, and binding as by an
oath, all that are baptized, to renounce the dev-
il, and all his works ; the vain pomp and vani-
ties of the world. And ifinfidels contradict the
scriptural account of its origin, and design ; let
them show by indubitable evidence how, and
when and where, this ordinance originated.—
The Christian can, in all canfidence, view it as
a swream that extends back to the days of
Christ, when he commanded his disciples to
¢ go, and teach all nations, baptizing them,”’—
as a visible, tangible, eviuence of the truth of
scripture, The ordinance may have passed
through unholy hands ; but its nature, and de-
sign, are still known, and it proves a blesring
to all who attend to itin a proper manner.—.
And the abuse of this ordinance should not
prevent true believers from appreciating it, or
embolden the sceptic to assert, that it is not of
God. Other ovincidences are found in the
opinions of evangelical denominations, but our
limits will not admit of an enumeration of them.
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CHAPTER III.

CONTRADICTIONS, AND ABSURDITIES, ARISING
FROM FALSE NOTIONS, RELATIVE TO THE NA—
TUKE AND DESIGN OF BAPTISM.

False premises, lead to false conclusions.—
And this truth is obvious in nothing more, than
the subject of baptism ; while whole systems,
or schemes of religion (or speculation rather,)
have been based apon false notions, relative to
its nature and design. Wilness the endless
speculations, absurdities, and contradictions
of Mr. Campbell, on this subject. We shall
notice a few of them, for the benefit of our
readers.

1. ProrosiTion.—~Mr. C. makes the act, which is im-
nu:ieraion, and the. effect of that act, precisely the same

ng.

TesTimony.~~* No man can scripturally, be
said to be converted to God until he is immers-
ed. Immersion alone is thal act of turning to
God.”—Chr. Restored, 214-15. *When we
speak in the style of the living oracles on this
subject, we must represent being born again
and regeneralion, as relating to the act of im-
mersion alone.”’—Chr. Restored,, page 280.

2. Pnommou.—ﬁr. C. makes immersion the climax
of moral purity.
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Testimony. He paraphrases Heh. x. 14. thus:
“By one offering up of himself, he (Christ)
has perfected forever the immersed or sanctifi~
ed.””—Chr. Restored. page 247. ¢ When the
baptized - believer, is born of water, énters the
world the second time, he enters it as innocent,
as clean, as unspotled, as an angel.”” — Debate
with McCalla,

" 3. ProposiTioN.—Campbellism bide us receive Christ,
or turn to God, in a way that there can be no perse-
verance. :

« Testimony. He tells us, that we are turned
to God by immersion, and the aposile says:
¢ as ye have received the Lord Jesus, so walk
ye in him.” Now if we receive Christ, by
immersion alone, then must we continue o be
immersed, so long as we walk with him! Just
look at it !

4. ProrositioN.~—The Baptists make Baptism to rep-
resent a thing, to which it will not apply, even were
immersion alone baptism."

TesTimony. Baptism, according o the opin-
ion of all immersionists, can have no definite
meaning, or application, unless it represents
the burial of Christ. But what resémbiance
is there between a dip. or a plunge in the wa.
ter, and the burial of Christ in the Sepulchre?
There is none. None can be shown. The
text generally taken to support this view is,

v
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Rom. III 3-6, ¢ Know ye not, that so many
of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ, were
baptized into his death ?"’ Therefore, we are
buried with him by baptism into death. But
the burial cannot refer to the baptism of Christ,
as his baptism cannot be shown to have been
by immersion.. Neither can it apply to- his
burial in the Sepulchre, for he was placed in a
rock, hewn out, for a place of deposit, and a
great stone rolled against the door. The per-
fect dissimilarity can be seen by all. There-
fore, it is absurd to make one the representative
of the other. But the apostle exciudes water
entirely from the subject. ¢ Therefore, we
are buried with him by baptism into death.”
Not into water ; thercfore, Baptists are wrong
in their representations, and baptism according
to them, remains an unmeaning rite.

5. Prorosition.—Mr. Campbell contradiets Scrip-
ture, in asserting many things according to his theory.

TesTmmony. *“They,” the apostles, *taught
all the disciples to consider not only themselves
as saved persons, but all whom they saw or
knew to be immersed into the Lord Jesus.””—
Christian System. page 218. Now if Simon
Magus was immersed, (and certainly he was if
immersion alone is baptism) then, aecording to
Mtr. C. he was saved. Bnt Peter declared that
he was still, after his baptism, **in the gall of
bitterness, and the bonds of iniquity.” Cer-

‘
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tainly, Peter must have been mistaken if Mr.
C. is right! .

6. ProrosiTion.—Mr. C. differs from the apostle, in
requiring TWELVE propositions, discussed at length, in
order to show by what means a person may enjoy a
knowledge of a personal and plenary pardon of all{il
sins.—See his Christian System.

TestiMoNy. Had he turned his attention to
Paul’s Episile 10 the Romans, he could have
been furnished with a single passage. that
would afford more satisfaction on this point,
than all he has written. ¢ Therefore being jus-
tified by faith we have peace with God, through
our Lord Jesus Chrisv.”—See C’s Debate
with McCalla.

F 7. Prorosirion.—Mr. C. givei to water a saving effi-
ocacy-

TestiMoNy. ¢ No one acquainted with Pe-
ter’s siyle, will think it strange, that Paul rep~-
resents persons as saved, cleansed, or sancli~
JSied by water.”’—Chr. Restored, page 272.—
Surelv Mr. C. in this matter eontradicts Paul
in another place. and grossly misrepresents him
in this, Paul’s doctrine is, ** By grace are ye
saved, through faith. and that not of your«
selves, it is the gifi of God. Not of works, lest
any wan should boast.”” The passage alluded
to by Mr C. will be noticed in another place,
. in order toshow, that Paul did not preach
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Campbellism, How the foregoing notions, and
absurdities, can find a lodging place in the
minds of men acquainted with scriptural repre«
sentations of God’s plan of saving sinners, is
one of the mysteries of these latter days, and
additional evidence of human depravity.

We have no unkind feclings towards those
who are necessarily ignorant, and embrace
these views of Christian Baptism, and give ev-
idence of hearte and lives devoted to God.—
But to these notions themselves we do most sin-
cerely and fervently object. And we are fully
of the opinion that the views of Pedo~Baptists
on this subject, are neither subject to such dif-
ficylties, or to be overthrown by any scriptural,
logical, or even sophistical argumentation.—
Our views, when rightly understood, will bear
the test of the closest scrutiny, and the most
critical and rigid investigation. This has been
felt by our opponents; and this- endears truth
to the hearts of its friends.

We must now give place to reflections upon
another main branch of the question under con-
sideration. And we trust, that the mind of the
reader will yield (if it has not,) to the authority,
and inflexibility of divine trnth.
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PHILOSOPHY OF CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.
PART SECOND.
THE ELIGIBLE SUBJECTS OF BAPTISM,

CHAPTER . |
The Eligibility of Penitent Adults.

Mankind are constantly running into ex-
tremes. Hence we need not wonder, that this .
should be the case, relative to the proper sub-
Jects of Bapiism. Some tell us that none are
to be baptized; others hold that all who pro-
JSess Christianity, wiih all infants and little
children, are eligible subjects of this ardinance.
And then, there is a difference of opinion con-
cerning that which constifutes a true believer,
But, amid the multitudinous notions embraced,
and inculcated, we think that we may, by care-
ful investigation, arrive at the truth on this
subject. And though it may appear like a nov-
el doctrine, and like passing out of the beaten
track, we shall endcavor to make it appear,
first, that true penitents, though unconverted,
are proper subjects of Baptism. Then will
i";)llow evidence in favor of believers and chtl-

ren, '
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1. Proposition.—True penitents are made such, by
the Holy Spirit, and therefore, are entitled to receive
Christian Baptism.

TesTiMONY. A man cannot make himself a
penitent; neither can any, or all, the means of
grace, make him such, without the influence of
God’s Spirit upon his heart. Christ says, *“No
man can come unto me except the Father which
sent me, draw him.” And this drawing is by
the *¢Spirit” which saith come, to all sinners.
Now we do not suppose, that God will thus
convict a man for sin, and then prohibit his
consecrating himself to Him, in the ordinance
of Baptism. This would look like requiring
him to become a Christian, and then withhold-
ing from him an important ordinance of Chris-
tianity, Who can believe it possible!

2. Prorosrrion.—Baptism is a means of grace, and
-therefore should not be withheld from true penitents.

TesmioNy. Do those already converted
ne¢ed this ordinance to confirm and establish
them in grace? Surely, the truly: penitemmts are
in need of it, as a means to secure that grace,
by which the seul is saved from guilt, and im-
purity, Ifitis lawful for one, it must be for
the other; for- both are sincere, both moved
by God’s grace.

3. Prorosirion.—True penitents were understood
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by Peter, to be eligible to the ordinance of Baptism, and
gave advice accordingly.

Testimony. ¢ Now when they heard this,
they weze pricked in their heart, and said unto
Peter and to the rest of the Apostles, men and
brethren, what shall we do? Then Peter said
unto them, repent and be baptized every one
of you, in the name of Jesus Christ, for the re~
mission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of
the Holy Ghost.”” Actsii, 37, 38. This is
direct testimony.

4. Prorosition.—-True penitents were baptized by
Philip, and therefore should be Baptized now.

TestimoNy. ¢ After Philip had preached at
Samaria, and baptized many, both men and
women, Peter and John went down and ¢ pra§-
ed for them that they might receive the Holy
Ghost: for as yet he was‘not fallen upon none
of them ; only they were baptized in the name
of the Lord Jesus.” Acts, ch. 8th. Observe,
they were baptized, but they had not receiv-
ed the JSpirit, and of courre, they were not
converted. That is, they were not changed in
heart, yet they were not denied the ordinance
of baptism. And how can we withhold it from
true penitents now, who may be seeking sin-
cerely, and diligently, for all that may be repre-
sented by baptism, and that too under the in-
fluence of the Spirit, Whlcl(l} shall finally witness
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with their spirits that they are children of God;
when fn the appropriate means, faith is brought
into full exercise. Itis true, that the admin-
istrator may be deceived in regard to those who
profess to be tiue penitents, and administer the
ordinance to them. Ard so he may in regard
to the professed believer ; and inappropriately
administer the ordinance. But in both instan-
ces, the responsibility must rest with the can-
didate, ®and not the administrator. Afier ‘we
have judged, as well as we can, by their ac-
tions, God must be the judge of the heart.—
We certainly assume too much responsibility,
when we refuse to baplize any who profess to
be seeking the kingdom of God, and give cor~
responding evidence in their external conduct.
And though pardon may be obtained in the use
of ather meane of grace, yet penitents may ob-
tain God’s pardoning grace in the very act of
attending to Christian Baptism. It has been
the case; it may be again. Why then say,
they shall not be baptized? Why refuse them
the seal of the covenant—this figure and means
of grace ? Baptists may, but we cannot!

CHAPTER II.
THE ELIGIBILITY OF BELIEVING ADULTS.

IT may appear like a superfluous work, to
devote a chapter to the consideration of a right
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to Christian Baptism, on the part of adult be-
lievers; as this is not questioned by any who-
regard the ordinance at all. But it must be
kept in mind, that there is a great disagreement
among men, relative to faith, or that which
constitutes a true believer. This being the
case, it is important that we define our position,
and, as far as possible, understand this matter.
All men have not faith; therefore all are not
true believers; and impenitent unbelievers can-~
not be eligible to baptism.

What, then, is that faith, which dlSllngl]l‘h-
es us .from wun-believers, and gives us a claim
to this ordinance? How are we to understand
when we are true believers? " These are ques-
tions of the firstimportance; and questions that
should have a scriptural, satisfactory answer.

1. Prorosimion.—The theory of Mr. Campbell, on
the dsubject of justifying faith, is unsatlsfactory and ab-
surd.

TestimoNy. Mr. C. teaches, that men be-~
lieve the gospel ** by their own efforts,’” ¢+ afier
the same manner that they believe Rome to be
situated on the Tiber,”” and that ¢‘¢tkat is saving
faith which purifies the heart.”” And in his
¢ Christian System,”” page 238, he says, that
¢ it is not our faith in God’s promise of remis-
sion, but our going down nto the water, that
obtains the remission of sins.” Sarely, such
faith would leave such believers in ¢‘the gall of




36 SUBJECTS OF BAPTISM.—TRUE BELIEVERS.

bitterness and bonds of iniquity.”” This would
be justification by works, to all intents and pur-
poses. And we conclude, that faith, which is
the result of our own efforts, would not make
us eligible subjects of baptism. ‘To believe the
sctipwures, and that Christ is the Son of God,
is all the faith that Mr. C. requires of his can-
didates for baptism. And, verily, all sinners,
(except infidels,) thus believe, and therefore all
sinners have justifying faith, or are the proper
subjects of baptism. On this ground, he cer-
tainly may make Christians more rapidly than
the Gospel has ever done it! But they would
need to be made over aguin.

2. Prorosirion.—The Scriptures teach, that we need
divine aid in order to believe, to the saving of the soul.

TestivoNy. In Col. ii. 12, the sinner is
represented as being brought from the condem~
nation of sin, * through the faith of the opera-
twon of God.” In 1st Cor. 3d ch. St. Paul
says, ** Who is Paul, and who is Apollos, but
ministers by whom ye believed, even as the
Loid gave to every man.” - And Christ says,
¢t without me, ye can do nothing.” Of course,
faith could not be exercised without him.—
Hence, one said, * Lord, help my unbelief.”

3. Prorosirion.—The true Believer, is not justified by
baptism, but by faith alone.

TesTmony. Baptism comes under the gen-
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eral term, works; and may show our faith in
Christ; but it evidently is not the grounds on
which we are justified. It cannot take the
place of faith, which makes us eligible to Bap-
tism. The apostle says, * It is God that jus-
tifies.” But how does he justify? Ans. **Tt:
is one God who shall justify the circumcision
by faith, and the uncircumcision through
faith””  While it is declared, that ‘‘ by the
deeds of the (Son)shall no flesh be justis
fied.” But to him'that worketh not, but be-
lieveth on him that justified the ungodly, his
faith is counted for righteousness.”” Rom. iv.
The scriptures also declare, that we are *‘justi-
fied by faith,” that we “‘receive the promise of
the epirit through faith.” Gel. iii. And Su.
Paul tells the Corinthians that they ¢‘are all the
children of God by faith.” Gal. iii. 26. And
his Roman brethren are informed, that *Being
justified by faith we have peace with God,
through our Lord Jesus Christ.” Rom. v. ch.
and so on. Secripture testimony, on this point,
is abundant and explicit. Who, then. dares to
set himself in array against such a cloud of
witnesses, and hold up water Baptism as the
justifying condition, and make faith a mere
assent of the understanding, to the truth of
Scripture and Messiahship of Chrisi? Camp-
bell and Paul are evidently at vaiiarce. The
latter says, that we are ‘‘justified by faith;”
and the former *‘that it is not faith, but an act

raaaas
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. resulting from faith, which changes our state.”
One declares thal it is faith, the other that it is
not.—Which shall we believe? Surely not
both!

4. ProrositioN.—That faith which justifies, and makes *
us eligible to the ordinance of Baptism, implies reliance
upon God’s promises, and trust in the merits of Christ.

TesTiMoNy. A man may believe the word
of God, as mere history; and as containing a
code of moral precepts, divinely inspired ; also
doctrines to be embraced ; and yet remain des-
titute of saving faith,—and consequently remain-
a sinner. There must be something more than
a mete assent of the mind. The affections
must be stirred. The heart must feel. God’s
promises must be implicitly relied upon, and
the merits of Christ trusted in fully. and appli-
ed to our individual cases. Having such faith,
we shall be recognized as true believers; and
may, upon the grounds of mercy, claim a right
to Christian Baptism, as an evidence of our
connexion with the visible church of God, and
our avowed attachment to the covenant of grace.
Having this faith, we shall understand, more
fully, the nature and design of Baptism, and

- be inclined to “show our faith by our works”
of devotion and benevolence.
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: CHAPTER III,

THE ELIGIBILITY OF INFANT CHILDREN,

No branch of the main question, has been
more strongly contested, than that of Infant
Baptism. And yet, the evidence in favor of
the same, is so abundant, that it seems strange,
that the practice should have been contested at
all. Pedo-baptists have been ridiculed and a-
bused, for their belief and practice on this sub-
jeet; as much so, as if they had not the first
witness to speak in its favor. But they have
witnesses—true witnesses, that have spoken,
and shall speak again. We do not intend ta be
driven from the strong foundations of truth, by
either abuse or ridicule, while we have scrips
tare and sound argument on our side. Itisa
painful consideration, that baptists are in the
habit of ‘'using. similar weapons against infant
baptigm, that infidels use against the system of
Revealed Religion. And among the ignorant,
these weapons may appear mighty and nottobe
broken, or wrested, from the hands of our op-
ponents, by any efforts that may be put forth,
To the law, and to the testimony, then. We
shall call upon, not one witness alone, but a
cloud of witnesses, to testify in this important
case. And if they do not convince, or conn

_ found, those who think differently, we. trust
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_ that they will prevent others from following in
their footsteps.

1. Prorostrion.—The baptism of infant children is
not forbidden in the Word of God, and therefore they
may be baptized.

TesTimony. Suppose the baptism of infant
children is not directly commanded in scrip-
ture, yet that would not prove that it is not
lawful’; since it is not forbidden. This, doubt-
less, would have been the case, had it been
wrong. For pedo-baptism had been known
and practiced in the Jewish Church, long be-
fore the Saviour took baptism into his hands,
and directed it to a larger use and worthier end.

* There was no need of a precept for that, which
had ever, by common use, prevailed. And as it
was known by the whole Jewish nation, that
little children were baptized among them, if
Christ did not intend that infant baptism should
be continued in his church, when advanced to
a higher state of perfection, he certainly would
have laid a prohibition upon it. This he did
not do: therefore, infant children may still be
baptized.

2. ProrosiTion.—Infant Children have always been
recognized as members of the Church of God, and are,
therefore, eligible to the ordinance of Baptism.

TesTimony. 1. It appears that the covenant
made with Abraham, had not its spirituality
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changed by the giving the Law at Mount Sinai-
For Paul says, Gal. iii. 16, **That the cove-
nant that was confirmed before of God in
Christ, the law, which was 430 years after, can-
not disannul, that it should make the promise
of none effect.”” 2. This covenant was to con-
tinue forever. ‘Be ye mindful always of his
covenant, the word which he commanded to a
thousand generations; even of the covenant
which I made with Abraham ; aad of his oath
unto Isaac, and hath continued the same to Ja-
cob for a law, and toIsrael for an everlasting
covenant.” 3. This covenant was confirmed
of God in Christ. *“Now to Abraham and his
seed was the promise made; he saith not, and
_ to seeds, as of many, but as of one, and to thy
seed, which is Christ; and this I say, that the
covenant which was confirmed before of God
in Christ, the law was 430 years after, cannot
disannul, that it should make the promise of
none effect.”’ Gal. iii. 16, 17. 4. This cove-
nant is the covenant of grace. *Therefore it
is of fuith, that it might be of grace; to the
end the promise might be sure to all the seed :
not to that only which is of the law, but to that
also which is of the faith of Abraham, who is
the father of us all.”’ Rom. iv. 16. “Know
ye, therefore, that they which are of faith, the
same are the children of Abraham; and the
scriptures, foreseeing that God would justify
the heathen through faith, preached before the
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gospel unto Abraham, saying, *“In thee shall all
nations be blessed.” Gal. iii. 7,8. **Now I
say that Jesus Clirist was the minister of the
circumncision for the truth of God, to confirm
the promise made unto the fathers.”” Rom. xv.
8. 5. Infant children were included in this
covenant, **And I will establish my covenant
between me and thee, and thy seed afier ihee,
in their generations, for an everlasting covenant,
to be a God unto thee, and thy seed after thee,”
Gen. xvii. 7. 6. God had a church among
the Hebrews in the wilderness; this was a
Gospel church, and Christ was the foundation
of it. ¢This is he that was in the church in
the wilderness, with the angel which spake to
him on Mount Sinai, and with our fathers, who
received the lively oracles to give unto us.”’—
Acts, vii. 37, 38. “Know ye, therefore, that
they which are of faith, the same are the chil-
dren of Abraham. And the scripture, foresee-
ing that God would justify the heathen through
faith, preached the gospel unto Abraham.”—
Gal. iii. 78. Now, therefore, ye are no more
strangers and foreigners, hut fellow citizens
with the saints (or pious Hebrews) and of the
household of God; and are built upon the foun-
dation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus
Christ himself being the chief corner stone.”
Eph.ii. 19. 20. 7. Circumcision was the seal
of the covenant in God’s ancient church. “Ye
shall circumcise the flesh of your foreskin, and
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i1 shall be a foken of the covenant between me
and thee,”” 8. This seal was to be set upon
infants. *Aud he that is eight days old shall
be circumcised among you, every man child in
your generations.”” Gen. xvii. 12. 9. Though
the church siill remains, this seal of the cove-
nant is not continued. This will not be doubt-
ed by Christians, Consequently, proof is un-
necessary.—-We are now prepared for the le-
gitimate conclusion, and that is : as Baptism is
now the seal of the covenant of grace, it is not
to be withheld from any of the members of the
church of God. Infants and litlle children are
members of God’s universal church, therefore
they are to be baptized. ,

3. ProrosiTion.—The seal of divine truth has been
set upon inanimate nature, and may, with equal propri-
ety, be set upon infants and little children, by baptism,

TesTiMoNY. The bow in the cloud, is a seal
of the covenant. The law engraven on the
altar, Josh. viii. was a seal of the eovenant.
The blood sprinkled on the twelve pillars,
which were set up to represent the twelve
tribes, was a seal and bond of the covenant,
Exod. xxiv. And now tell us, are not infants
capable, in like manner, of such a sealing 2—
They were capable, heretofore, of circumcision,
and our infants have an equal capacity. The
sacrament of baptism does not lose this its end,
through the indisposition of the receiver. Its
sealing virtne still remains.
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4. Prorosition.—Infants and little children were in-
cluded in the promise made to Abraham, and should,
therefore, be baptized.

TesTimoNy. “For the promise is unto you
and your children, and to all that are afar off,
even as many as the Lord our God shall call.”
Acts, ii. 39. Ye are the children of the pro-
phets, and of the covenant which God made
with our fathers, saying unto Abraham: *“And
in thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be
blessed.” Acts, iii. 25. ¢Know ye, therefore,
that they which are of faith, the same are the
children of Abraham.”” ¢Andifye be Christ’s,
then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs accor-
ding to the promise,” Gal. iii. 7, 29. From
these promises, the result is plainly this: that
infants, in the New 7Testament, siand in the same
relation to bap’ism, that they did in the Old, to
circumcision; consequently their right to the
one, must be the same as it was to the other.—
Is not this direct proof in favor of infant bap-
tism? “You and your children,” evidently
mean, adulte and infants. The word translated
childien, was understood by the Jews to in-
clude infants.

5. ProrositioN.—Infants are under the provisions of
the gospel, and receive a title to eternal life, through
the atonement; and, therefore, should be baptized.

TestimoNy. Christ says, in Math. xviii. 2,
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5: “Except ye be converted and become as lit-
tle children, ye shall not enter into the king-
dom of Heaven, - Whosoever, therefore, shall
humble himself as this little child, the same is
greatest in the kingdom of Heaven. And
whoso shall receive one such little child in my
name, receiveth me.”” And in the xix. ch. and
14th verse, we read : But Jesus said, “Suffer
little children, and forbid them not, to come
unto me; for of such is the kingdom of Heav-
en.”” While Paul, when speaking of the ex-
tent of the atonement, says: * As by the of-
fence of one, judgment came upon all men to
condemnation ; even so by the righteousness of
one, the free gift came upon all men to justifi-
cation of life.””  All fitness for church relations
must be primarily predicated of, and based
upon, that moral state that constitutes a fitness
for future happiness. 'The church militant, in
its moral features, is designed to be an image
and transcript of the church triumphant. In
this respect, the two ** kingdoms sre but one.”
Of course, therefore, all who are the subjects
of that grace which is promised in the covenant
to Abraham, and signified by baptism—all who
belong to the spiritual family of God—are en-
titled to baptism. If they have the thing signi-
fied by baptisin, they may and ought to 1eceive
baptism itself also. Now it is shown, in the
above passages, that infants and litle children
are justified ; that we must be like them ; that




46 SUBYECTS OF BAPTISM.—INFANTS IN A STATE

if we receive them we receive Christ; and of
such is the kingdom of Heaven. Surely, then,
this Christian ordinance should not be denied
them. :

6. ProrosiTion.—Baptism is a seal to be given to all
nations indiscriminately ; therefore, infantsare entitled
to it. .

TesTiMoNy. * For as many of you as have
been Baptized into Christ, have put on Christ,
‘There is neither Jew nor Greek; there is nei-
ther bond nor free; there is neither male nor
Jfemale ; for ye are all one in Christ Jesws : and
if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed,
and heirs according to promise.” Gallatians,
iii. 27,29, 1If Paul does not reject infants,
why should we? :

7. ProrosiTion.—It was the universal practice of the
church, in early times, to baptize infant children, and
was handed down to us from the times of the Apostles.

TesTiMoNY. Before the testimony of church
history is produced on this point, we wish the
reader to keep constantly in mind the fact, that
the early Christian fathers, whose language we
quote, used the terms regeneration and bap-
tize synonymously, or generally as meaning
the same thing. This, doubhtless, arose from
the circumstance of its being understood, that
the subject always possessed that change of
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heart which was represented by the application
of water. )

Justin MARTYR, a learned Samaritan, who
was converted to Christianitv about A, D. 133,
and wrote 40 years after the death of St. John,
says: ** Many persons. among us, of sixty and
seventy years old, of both sexes, who were dis-
cipled to Christ in their childhood, do continue
» uncorrupled.”” The word rendered ¢ made

disciples,” is the same as in Math, xxviii. 19,
where Christ commands the apostles to go
ssmake disciples of all nations, baptizing them.”
"This shows that children were discipled as
well as adults, and consequently, baptized.—
Apologia Prima.

IrE~1US, bishqp of Lyous, in France, and
disciple of Polycarp, who was conversant with
St. John, about A. D, 178, says: that Christ
¢‘came to save all persons by himself: all I say,
who by him are regenerated [that is baptized]
to God; infants, and little ones, and children,
and youth, and ¢lder persons.” Second Book
against Heresies.

TERTULLIAN, presbyter of the church at Car-
thage, about A. D. 192, declares that ** accor-
ding to every one's condition and disposition,
and also their age, the delaying of baptism is
more profitable, especially n the case of little
children.”” Wall's Hist. of Inf. Bap. page 26.
This testimony of Tertullian, proves that infant
baptism existed within one hundred years after
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the death of the Apostle John; and he does not
oppose it only under certain circumstances,—
In less than a single century, after the apostles,
this practice had become general over Europe;
Western Asia, and Northern and Eastern Afri-
ca, and yet its novelty was not objected to by
one who opposed its practice. And if the tes-
timony of this witness proves, that infant bap-
tism was much older than his day ; it is impos-
sible, then, to date it later than the JIpostles and
Christ. Had it been an innovation, some at-
tempt would have been made to point out its
origin. This was not done by Tertullian;
therefore, it must have had a common origin
with adult baptism.

ORiGEN, who was born A. D. 185, and edu-
cated at Alexandria, and spent the main part of
his life in Syria and Palestine, concerning
whom Eusebius says: ¢ the Christian doctrine
was conveyed to him from bis forefathers,” or
* from his grand-fathers, and his great-grand-
fathers,” speaks thus, of infant baptism : **For
this cause [that is, original sin] the church re~
ceived from the apostles a tradition [that is, an
order]even to give baptism to infants:”’ Wall's
Hist. of Inf. Bap. Otigen had access to all
the writings of his age.

CyrpriaN, who was cotemporary with Ori-
gen, andtonverted from heathenism to Chris-
tianity in early life, in connection with sixty-
five other bishops, who had been inquired of
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whether, in case of necessity, an infiant might
be baptized before it was eight days old! an-
swers thus: ¢ We were all, in our assembly,
of a contrary opinion, [that is, that they must
not be baptized, within two or thee days after
they are born.] Our opinion in the assembly
is, not for us to hinder any person from baptisin
and the grace of God.”” Cyprian’s Epistle to
Fidus. These bishops were approved and de-
voted men ; and this is their uniform testimony
in the year 253, And it appears impossible to
account for this concurrent testimony, relative
to infant baptism, only upon the grouud that it
had ever been allowed, and was the custom of
the first churches.

Optatus, bishop of Melevi, in Numidia,
about A. D. 370, says, ‘‘As many of you as
have been baptized in the name of Christ, have
put on Christ. O what a garment is this, that
is always nne and never renewed; that decently
fits all ages, and all forms: it is neither plaited
for infants, nor stretched for men, and without
alteration is suitable to women.” Fifth Book
concerning the schism of the Donatists. How
Jfamiliarly he alludes to the subject of infant
baptism! 1Is this no proof?

Greaory NazIanzen, born about A, D. 320,
gives clear and abundant testimony in favor of
infant baptism. In his day, the practice of de-
ferring baptism had become alarmingly preva-

~lent; which had receivc;()l the example of the
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emperor Constantine, and grew out of a super-
stitious notion of the saving efficacy of baptism.
They wished to defer it, therefore, until just
before death. But Gregory says, “Hast thou
' an infant child? Let not wickedness have the
advantage of time. Let him be sanctified from
his infancy. Let him be dedicated from his
cradle in the Spirit.”” And again *“What say
ou of those that are as yet infants, and are not
in capacity to be sensible, either of the grace or
the want of it? Shall we baptize them too?
Yes, by all means.”” Discourse on Baptism.
AmBRoSE, born in Gaul about A. D. 338,
when speaking of the miracle of Elijah in divi-
ding the waters of Jordan, says, *‘But perhaps
this may seeni to be fulfilled in our time. For
that turning of the river waters backtward to-
ward the spring head, which wads caused by
Elijah when the river was divided, signifled the
sacrament of the laver of salvation, which was
afterward to be instituted, by which those in-
fants who have been baptized are reformed
from perverseness, to their primitive nature,”’—
Ambrose concerning the Patriarch Abraham.
Curysosteon. b.shop of Constantinople, was
born at Antioch about A. D. 354, when speak~
ing of circumcision, says, ¢‘But our circumci-
sion—I mean the gtace of baptism—gives cure
without pain, and procures to us a thousand
benefits, and fills us with the grace of the Spir-
it; and it has no deferminate time as that had;

s
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but one in immature age, or in middle life, or,
that is, in old age, may receiye circumcision
made without hands.—Homily(Xon Genesis.
. St. HikroME, in a letter to a’ lady, about A.
D. 380, says, ““He that is a child, and thinks as
a child, his good deeds, as well as his evil
deeds, are imputed to his parents. Unless you
suppose that the children of Christians are
themselves only under the guilt of the sin, ex-
cept they receive baptism; and that the wicked.
ness is not imputed to those also who would not
give it them, especially at that time when they
that were to receive it could make no opposi-
tion to the reception of it."’—JLelter to Leta.
The doctrine of this passage is simply this;
Infants are not chargeable with any sin in the
omission of their baptism. Such delinquency
could be imputed only to those who withheld
baptism from them. ~
AUsTIN, or AUGUSTINE, 300 years efter the
apostles, opposes the repetition of baptism un-
der certain circumstances, ard says: *“So that
many persons incteasing in knowledge after
their baptism, and especially those who have
been baptized either when they were infants,
or when they were vouths; as their understand-
ing is cleared and enlightened, and their ‘in-
ward man renewed day by day,’ dathemselves
decide, and with abhorrence and confession ab«
jure the former opinions which they had of
God, when they were impesed upon by their

-
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own inaginations. And yet they are not there-
fore accounted either not to have received bap-
tism, or to have a baptism of the same nature
of their error. But in their case, both the vali-
dity of \be sacrament is acknowledged, and the
vanity of their own understanding rectifted.”’—
Again, “If any one do ask for divine authority
in this matter, though that which the universal
church practises, which has not been instituted
by councils, but has always been observed, is
most justly believed to be nothing else than a
thing delivered [or handed down] by the au-
thority of the apostles: yet we may besides
take a true estimate, how much the.sacrament
of baptism does avail infants, by the circum-
cision which God’s former people received.”
Fourth Book against the Donatists, concern-
ing Baptism.

In his tenth book on Genesis, St. Auslin says:
*“T'he custom of our mother, the church, in bap-
lizing infants, is by no means to be disregard-
ed, nor be accounted needless, nor believed to
be other than a tradition of the apostles.”” And
in the 48th canon of the third council of Car~
thage, held about A. D. 397, it was asked,
whether those baptized in infancy, among the
Donatists, could be promoted to be miristers.—
And Avurmrivs, bishop of Carthage, answers
thus: “They will consent to our determination,
that such as were baptized by them in infancy,
may be admitted to orders,”
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The testimony on this proposition might be
increased, but enough has been furnished to de-
monstrate its truth, and eonvince any unpreju-
diced mind, that infant baptism is not a recent
innovation, as Mr. Campbell and others con-
tend. We need not spend time to show, that
this ordinance has been practised in the church
sinee the testimony of the last witness was pen-
ned. None will dare dispute this. Should
they do so, they would at once bind themselves
to point out its recent origin. And certainly
they would undertake that with reluctance.

8. Psorosrtion.—For eleven hundred years after the
birth of Christ, there was not one person found to op-
pose the baptism of infants.

TesTimoNy. The reader will recollect, that
we have shown in the foregoing proposition,
that it was the uniform practice of the general
chuich, for several hundred years after the days
of the apostles, to baptize infants. But from
the body of the church there separated disaffec-
ted, or heretical parties. Yet these, though
distinguished from the church by some peculiar
doctrine, or principle, were not known to deny
infant baptism.

IreNIUS, who wrote a history of all the sects
and parties, that had arisen up in the church
before his time, from the history of Simon Ma-
gus, mentions none that denied infant baptism.
He wrote his treatise about 77 years after the
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death of the apostle John, and had there been
any variety of practice on the subject of bap-
tism, he must have known it. And had he
known it, he certainly would have mentioned it.
Inasmuch, therefore, as he says nothing about
baptizing infants among heretics, it may be con-
cluded that they praoticed as the general church
did on this subject.!

EripHANIUS, about A. D. 374, wrote an ac-
count of all the sects that had appeared until
his time. He enumerates, in all, 80 heresies,
which. he says, *“were all that he had heard of
in the world.”” He says nothing of their bap-
tizing or not baptizing infants; but, after he has
spoken of all the heretical sects, he speaks of
the doctrines of the general church, and states
that baptism is to us *‘instead of the old ciroum-
cision.”” Had there been any denial of infant
baptism, he would, certainly, have known and
recorded it.

‘PHILASTRIUS wrote an accaunt of all the here-
sies, up to about A. D. 380. And though he
makes a difference of opinion about any trifling
matter a heresy, of which he numbers above
one hundred, yet he mentions no dispute about
infant baptism.

ST. AusTIN wrote his history of all the sects,
about A. D. 420. He records 88 heresies in
all, of which that of PELAGIUS was the last. And
he expressly declares that he never knew of
any sect, or heresy, that denied infant baptism.
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TrEODORE, bishap of Cyrius, in Syria,
wrote about the same time. He classifies all
the heretics under four divisions. He mentions
some, who were of the most impious character,
who denied all baptism; but of those who admit-
. ted any baptism, he mentions none who denied
it to infants. A plain proof that they held no-
thing ou that point, different from the ordinary
practice of the church. .

PeLacius, though heretical in many points,
complains in a letter to Innocent, bishop of
Rome, of his opponents, and says: “Many do
slander me, as if I denied the sacrament of bap-~
tism to infants.’’ He further declares, “that
he never heard of even an impious heretic who
would affirm this concerning infants.’® And
adds: *Who is so ignorant of the reading of the
Evangelists, as to attempt (not lo say establish
this, [doctrine] but) to speak of it heedlessly,
or even have such a thought? In fine, who can
be so impious as to hinder infants from being
baptized?” As this letter to Pope Innocent was
written in A, D. 417; and as Pelagius would
‘have found it greatly to his interest, to have
been able to cast discredit upon the practice of
infant baptism, by showing that it was a human
invention, he certainly would have done so, had
it been in his power. For this would have
been more favorable to his notion of the innate -
purity of infants, Yet such was the evidence
and practice, upon this subject, in his day, that
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he was obliged to be orthodox concerning it.—
Sec Hibbard on Infant Baptism.

Finally, “For the first 400 years after
Christ, there appears only one man, TERTUL«
LIAN, who advises the delay of infant baptism
in some cases, and one GREGORY, who did, per-
haps, practise such delay, in the case of his
own childrer; but no society of men so think-
ing, ot 8o practising, or any one saying it was
unlawful to baptize infants. So in the next 700

ears, there is not so much as one man to be
ound, who either spoke for, or practised such
delay; but all to the contrary. And when about
the year 1130, one sect, among the WALDENSES
or ALBIGENSEs, declared against the baptizing
of infants, as incapable of salvation, the main
body of the people rejected their opinion; and
they who held that opinion, quickly dwindled
away and djsappeared, there being no more
heard of, holding that tenet, until the rising of
the German Jnti-pedobaptists, or baptists in
the year 1522.”"—See Wall's History of In-
JSant Baptism, written in 1705, which called
forth the thanks of the clergy of England, in
general convention, on account of its accuracy
and research,

9. ProrositioN.—The Address of St, Paul to the
Ephesian children, shows, that adults are not the only
subjects of baptism recognized in the Seriptures.

TesTiMoNy. In it Paul ssys to the Ephe;




THE EPHESIAN CHILDREN. 57

sian children: ¢Children, obey your parents in
the Lord.”” Now, how could they obey in the
Lord, if they, themselves, were not in the
Lord? In every instance, this expression marks
incorporation into the Christian body.

And as it respects the age of the persons de-
signaied, there can be no question; as a subse-
quent verse distinctly states them to be such
children as were subjects of discipline and men-
tal institution. -And how exactly the sequel of
the apostles’s address accords with the com-
mencement; the injuunction being given as to
those in express covenant. *‘Honor thy father
and thy mother—for this is the first command-
ment with promise.”” Had those addressed
been out of the church of God, this language
would not have been employed; it being inap<
plicable. But they were acknowledged to be
ssfellow citizens with the saints; and of the
household of God.” ‘They were, therefore,
included and interested in the promise; and con-
sequently entitled to the ordinance of baptism,
which distinguished them from others.

10. ProrosrrioN.—The right of infants to baptism, is
reco nisz)ed in the words of St. Peter, recorded in Acts
ii: 38,39.

TestmmoNy. “Then Peter said unto them,
repent, and be baptized, every one of you, in
the-name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of
sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy
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Ghost. For the promise is unto you, and to
your children, and to all that are afar off, even
as many as the Lord our God shall call.”” The
promise referred to here, is found in Gen. xvii,
7. *And I will establish my covenant between
me and thee, and thy seed after thee, in their
enerations, for an everlasting covenant; to be a
od unto thee, and to thy seed after thee.””—
Now, if the awakened Jews had apprehended
the apostle to mean only adults, when he said
“to yvou and your children,” they must have
had an understanding of such a peouliar con-
struction, as to make that sense of a word,
which to them was totally unnatural and forced,
and altogether unheard of in such a peculiar
connection, to become all at once familiarly ea-
sy. From all the circumstances of the case, it
appears, not that all addressed should repent,
(for infants cannot repent,) bnt that all are to be
baptized, to whom the promise will apply: un-
less they have forfeited the right by an infrac~
tion of the covenant. The promise applies to
infants, (for, certainly they have never forfeited
the rights therefore, they are to be baptized.

.11 ProrosiTroN.—Whole families were baptized by
the apostles, and doubtless infants were included in
them.

TesTimony. In fourdifferent places house-
hold baptisms are recorded. namely, Acts x, 1,
4, 8, Cornelius and all his house, Acts xvi, Ly-
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dia and her household, verse 33; the jailor *‘and
all his;”’ 1 Cor- i, 16; *the household of Ste-
. phanus.” We conclude that both the language
employed, anc the circumstances concur, o
favor our proposition. 'The opponents of in-
fant baptism take the ground, that infants were
not included in the households which the apos-
tles baptized, because they are not specified,
and that there are households, or families, with-
out infant children, But may not children be
included in the term, as well as parents and ser-
vants? And is it not probable that they are al-
ways included, unless there is a specification to
the contrary? [f the term will not apply to in-
- fants, neither will it apply to parents, or domes-
tics of any kind. But it is not necessary tq
specify parents, servants, or children, in order
1o show, that they may help to compose a fami-
ly, when the term house or household may in-
clude any ar all of them. Indeed, if we resirict
the term in the case of Lydia’s baptism, we
must confine it to her alone; for it is said, the
Lord opened Aer heart, *‘that she attended unto
the things that were spoken by Paul.”” No-
thing is said of the faith, or conversion, of her
household, the apostle baptized. Therefore, in-
fants, or little children, must have been includ-
ed, or else she was the only person baptized!—
To baptize the whole house, means to adminis~
ter the ordinance to all who dwell in the edifice,
whether young or old. And the Editor of Cal-

VYAV
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met’s Dictionary, has given fifly examplés in
proof of the fact, and assures us as mauy as
three hundred instances have been examined,
and proved perfecily satisfactory.—See Ed. of
Cal. p. 155.

1t is worthy of remark that the Greek word
oikos, rendered household, should have bepn
rendered house or family. And it is a remark-
able fact, that the 8yriac, the best of all ver.
sions, and of the first century, and the Coptic,
read, ‘‘and when she (Lydia) was baptized with
her chijldren.”” But, after all, should the bap~
tists be able to disprove the existence of little
children in the families referred to, (which they

_have never been able to do,) yet the great prac--#

tice and principle of family baptism, would re-
main unaffected, and clearly established. Bap-
tists, when giving an account of their adminis-
tration of this ordinanee, are not in the habit of
speaking after the manner of the apostles.—
They tell us of individuals, but not of house-
holds, or families. 'This discrepancy is wor-
thy of note. If the practice of both were the
same, we might look for similar phraseology.
We presume to say, that if the same expres-
sions that are employed by the apostles, in
pointing out family baptisms, were used among
the baptists relative to the fransfer of property,
there would be no difficulty in their minds con-
cerning the legality of infant children’s claims!
But such are their strong derelictions in favor
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of what their parents and leaders have taught
them, that they cannot, or will not, see how,
house or household, can include infants, unless
they are specified! Well, be it so. Others
can see, and be satisfied also.

12. ProrosrtioNn.—Infants and little children should
be baptized, on account of the moral influence it has
upon them, when attended with, or followed by, proper
instruction. - S

Tesrmmos® It is truly diverting to hear the
Baptistag jnftha strongest language, point out
the evils "and dangers attendant upon infant
‘baptism. We give the following as specimens:

“Now, I ask, what is the moral influence all
this infant baptizing is adapted to produce in
the minds of those involuntary members, either
of the Greek, Episcopal, Presbyterian, or Me-
thodist churches? The grace of God may pre-
vent it in many instances—-but the natural len-
dency of this system is fo produce disgust and
alienation, where all would be most desirous
to secure respect and kindly feeling.”” And
then follows more than a hint, that, from the
same source, there is at least danger of estab-
lishing a national church “upor the ruins of
our free institutions;”’ and nothing but the influ~
ence of the Baptists prevents this state of
things | Hinton’s History of Baptism. Won-
derful calamity! Wonderful eyes that see it!!
And wonderful cause that prevents it!!!
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And the lynx-eyed Mr. Campbell is led. to
exclaim, *“What an immense weight of carnali-
ty, sensuality, and of varied wickedness, would
be severed from the Christian profession, by
the annihilation of this rite of infant initiation!””
Campbell’s Debate with Rice, page 30%. Sure-
ly the world will be grateful to these benefac-
tora of mankind for giving the alarm, thatthese
great evils may be avoided#w Bug there are ma-~
ny others that view this subje€tgih g‘ﬁ’erent
light altogether. They thinky¥a§ phist, that
they can see no evils conneeseid*;gﬁﬁ\ infant
baptiem; and that it may result, and does re-
sult, in a great amount of good; when attended
with proper instruction.” And all objections
urged against the baptism of infants, on the
ground of wnefficacy, may be urged against all
outward rites, Jewish or Christian; and, espe-
cially against the tite of circumcision. If the
latter was attended with good moral results, so
is the former. Itis true, thdt baptism has of-
ten been unproductive of good, when adminis-
tered to ¢hildren; but the same may be said of
adult baptism. But the ordinance itself is not
accounlable for the failure. Many, very many
children, dedicated to God in baptism, after be-
ing properly instructed in the nature and obli-
gations of the ofdinance, have inclined to reli-
gion, acquiesced in the order of God—recog-
nized the propriety and validity of their early
consecration—assumed, in person, all the obli-
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gations consequent upon the act, and felt grate-
ful to God and their parents, for directing their
attention to this important subject. These
things are stated by thousands when arrived at
adult age; and why not believe them?

13. ProrosiTion.—Infants should be baptized, on ac-
count of the influence their baptism has upon parents.

1 be mote diréctly
stimulate the pious
training their little
collection that they
hem to God in bap-
gratitude and holy
od has been pleased
yvenant to their off-
iant “with them and
1eir children as heirs
on them the visible
dection and grace—
esenting themselves
not fail to produce,
and abiding impres-
endency of attention
and unbelief on the
and design may not
. case with all bap-
;r may be said con-
ruction of c¢hildren
rood accruing lo pa-
, to all the faithful
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and obedient, there is an additional source of en”
joyment and ground to hope for the future wel-
fare of their children, when they give them up
to God, in this holy ordinance. And certain-
ly, the testimony of such, relative to their hopes
and enjoyments, arising from this source, is not
to be overlooked.

Itis not simply
baptized with wal
consequence of th
secking and obtain
baptism, if the p
given them. Hon
of love and gratit
parents at the baptismal altar? And who would
deprive them of such a privilege—the privilege
of consecrating their offspring to God in early
life? Surely none who fully understand the na~
ture, design, and utility of Christian infant bap-~
tiem. We know that it is said, that when chil-
pren are grown, they become dissatisfied with
their early baptism. And why? Just because
they either lack proper parental instruction, or
some meddling Baptist has been assiduous in
reiterating in their ears, “Infant baptism is an
innovafion—it is unscriptural—it is of no
use.”” But, otherwise, in nine hundred and
ninety-mine cases in @ hundred, dissatisfaction
will never. take place.
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14. ProrosiTioN.—Jesus Christ has commanded in-
fants to be baptized, therefore, their baptism should not
be neglected.

TestmoNy. “Go ye, therefore; teach all
nations, baptizing them in the name of the Fa-
ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.”
Math. xxviii, 19, This commission, we con-
ceive, contains authority to baptize infant chil-
dren. Notwithstanding Mr. Carson, a cele-
brated Baptist, has said—**I will risk the credit
of my understanding on my success.in showing
that, according to this commission, believers
only are to be baptized. Here I stand entren-
ched, and I defy the igenuity of earth and hell
to drive me from my position.”’—Carson on
Baptism, pages 275 6. ‘

A man may become **entrenched’’ in his own
conceit and prejudice, when he is entirely des~
titute of argument. Bold assertion is a very
common mode of disposing of questions a-
mongst exclusive men; and there is not a sylla-
ble in the text on which to rest the assertion
made by this baptist champion. T'he commis-
sion of Christ does not contain the words, Go’
and baptize believers—still less, Go and bap-
tize believers only. The only command ex-
pressed is, to baptize the nations. It is gene-
rally acknowledged that ¢“Go and disciple, or
proselyte, all nations,” is a proper translation
of the text; and that this was to be done by
teaching and baptizing, is obvious. Matthew

B
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says, “all nations,” and Mark, ‘“every crea-
ture.”” And if children are not included, as
well as adults, it belongs to anti-pedobaptists to
prove it, either by adducing other texts of scrip-
ture of a contrary import, or by showing that the
circumstances under which the comiiand was
given, necessarily restrict its meaning. The
first they do not attempt, and the second they
will find to favor, rather than oppose, the uni-
versal application of the command.

This must have been the understanding the
Jews had of the commission. For infant baptism
prevailed among them prior to its divine insti-
tation by Christ. This is susceptible of the
strongest proof; as well as that proselytes were
admitted into the Jewish church by baptism,
whether adults or children. Maimonides, the
greu. interpreter of Jewish law, who flonrish-
ed in the 12th century:i;‘lsrael says hg ‘was
admitted into covenant by three things;Yiame-
ly, by clrcumcismn, baptism, and sacrifice.—
Bapusm was in the wilderness, before the giv-
ing of the law, Whensoever any heathen***#
will take the yoke of the law upon him, cir-
cumcision, daptism, and a voluntary oblation,
are required..——No man is a proselyte, until
he be circumcised and bapfized.” And this
fact was known even to heathens. For Epic~
tetus, in about 109, says, ‘“‘when a Jew as-
sumes the sentiments of one who hath been
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baptized and circumcised, then he really is,
and is called, a Jew.” .

CaLver says, “The Jews require three
things to a complete proselyte: baptism, cir-
cumcision, and sacrifice; but for women, only
baptism and sacrifice.” :

Dr. WaLt states that, “Whenever Gentiles
were proselyted to the Jewish religion, they
were initiated by circumeision, the offering of a
sacrifice and baptism. They were all bapti-
zed, males and females, adults and infants.”

Stackuouse declares, that *The custom of
the Jews, in all ages, has been to receive their
heathen proselytes by baptism, as well as by
sacrifice and circumeision.””

WiTsios says, ‘When a Gentile becomes a
proselyte of righteousness, three ceremonies
are used, viz: circumcision, baptism, and sac-
rifice.”

Dr. A. CLark asseris, that “The apostles
Knew well that the Jews not only circumcised
the children of proselytes, but. also baptized
them. The children and even jnfants of pros
selytes, were baptized among the Jews.” And
nearly all the most competent judges in the
~ Jewish and Christian church, from Selden and
Lightfoot down to Dr. Clark, regard the testi-
mony to this historical fact, as abuadant and
conclusive, Even Mr. Booth, a distinguished
Baptist writer, admits that ssthe children of
proselytes were baptized along with their pa-

o
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rents.”” And as the Jews were accustomed to
the rite of baptism, we can account for the
question propounded to John: “Why baptizest
thou, then, if thou be not the Christ?”

We know that it has been said, that faith is
referrecd to, or required, in this commission,
and 1t cannot, therefore, include infants. Tlence
the Byptists will emphasize, *“He that believeth
and is baptized, shall be saved.”” And the con~
clusion s, that infants cannou believe, there-
fore, they should net be baptized. “Well, it is
added, **he that believeth not shall be damned.”’
Then if it is required of infants to believe in
order to be entitled to baptism, and consequent-
ly to salvation, surely a lack of this faith will
secure their damnation! For, he that believeth
not, shall be damned. Will the objector first
shut them out of the church, and then out of
heaven? But all the difficulty arises from the
fact, that adults are put in the premises, and in-
fants in the conclusion. The words teach, be-
lieve, and repent, refer to adull persons. They
have nothing to do with infant baptism; and
yet the commission of our Lord, we think, war-
ranis us in baptizing them. It rather implies
than excludes infant baptism. It commands all
disciples to be baptized. Now a disciple is
simply a learner. And infants are, strictly
speaking, learners of Christ. ‘To shut them
out of the ordinance, is then to reject these

P
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whom Christ has himselfincluded. Well may
all natijons, then, be dwcvplcd and baptized..

If the baptism of infants is not forbidden in
the word of God; if they have always been re-
cogm‘zed as members of his church;’if the seal
of the covenant of grace and truth may be set
upon them; if they were included in the pro-
mise made to Abraham; if they receive a title:
to eternal life through the atenement of Christ;
if the seal is to be given to all nations indis~
criminately; if it was the universal practice of
the chureh, in early times, to baptize them, and
was handed down to us from the times of the
apostles; if none opposed their baptism for ele- .
ven hundred years after Christ; if Paul and Pe-
ter recognized them as eligible to Christian
baptism; if whole families were baptized by the
apostles; if their baptism exerts a happy moral
influence upon themselves and their Pparents;
and if. in the general gospel commission, God
commands that they should be bapuzed-—are
we to be blamed for giving them up to God in
holy baptism?

A thousand thmgs are done, even by the hap-
tists themselves, where tliere is.not thg tenth
part of evidence to justify their conduct, that
we have adduced in favor of infant baptism.—
Andiyet the half has not been toldl. Our
limits will not admit of a full exhibition of the
testimony in favor of this practice. And we
think that enough has been given to satisfy any

5 ,
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candid, reasonable mind, that infant baptism is
not an ignovation—a Popish relict—zn -n-
scriptural and dangerous thing.

God forbid that we should glory in error, or
detract from the great truths of revclatton.—
And while millions are perfectly satisfied with
the baptism they received in infancy; and while
@God sets the seal of his approbation upon it,
and furnishes us with Scripture and rational ar-
gument, in favor of the dedication of our chil-
dren to him in this Christian ordinance, we
will glory in this; and are not to be driven from
our position by all the sophistry and ridicule
of the baptist world. )

They have made the attack, and we shall
try to defend ourselves. Not so much for the
hope of conquering them, as a desire to pre-
sent truth to others in its proper light. As we
have already intimiated, truth is of more value
to us than conquest .over an antagonist. And
while we are contending about water baptism,
let us not forget the all-cleansing baptism of th
Holy Ghost! .




PHILOSOPHY OF CHRISTIAN BAPTISM.

PART TEIRD.
THE SCRIPTURAL MODE OF BAPTISM,

CHAPTER L

DIFFICULTIEB AND ABSURDITIES ARISING FROM
THE ADMINISTRATION bF THE ORDINANCE BY
SUBMERSION,

As we have adopted the use of a common word,
expressive of the manner of applying water in
the ordinance of baptism, it may be proper
here to say a few things concerning it, Mr.
Campbell and his followers, object to the word
mode in this connection; and he informs us
that for gbout 20 years, he has been laboring
to convince the world of the impropriety of its
use! And he seems to think, that he has, at
least partially, succeeded; and that the time will
soon come when his favorite word action will
be altogether substituted for mode. He may
be successful in this attempt, but it is rather
problematical. He supposes, doubtless, that
the word action, will better apply to his mode
of baptizing, than the word ordinarily used.—
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Well, be it so. The word mode will suit us
very well, especially as it means form, mans
ner, fashion, custom. Mr. C. has endeavered
to conform the New Testament to his peculiar
creed; and we need not wonder that-our Lexi«
cons, and the use of common,and appropriate
words, should, by the touch of his wapnd, un-
dergo a change also. Words must be adapted
to his new method or mode of saving sinners.
Common terms will not apply to his ‘‘ancient
gospel,” which originated in Western Vir-
ginia, only about 20 years ago! Very well,
We wish to “‘stand i1 the way, and inquire for
the old paths,” and content ourselves to know,’
that the term we adopt is an appropriate, scrip-
tural term, and never objected to by the church
of God." We also remark, that, with a modern
aythor, we prefer in general the use’of the
word submersion to that of immersion, as the
former seems to express, more fully, entire
underwhelming, than the latter, which may be
only partial dipping, And, also, as the bap-
tists mean submersion or underwhelming,
when they speak of their kind of - baptism;
though their théory and prdctice, as we shall
show hereafter, do not correspond. Nothing
but putting men entirely out of- sight, or com-
pletely under water, can meet their views of
Christian baptism, so far as theory is concern-
ed.
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1. ProrosrrroN.—Submersionists are not agreed a-
mong themselves as to what the mede of baptizing
should be.

Testimony. If it be absolutely essential,
that a certain mode should invariably bé obser-
ved in the administration of baptism, why, we
ask, have not the Scriptyres placed the matter
in such a plain light, that there can be no mis-
take about it—no difference of opinion amongst
those who have access to the divine records?
This they have notdone. Cousequently, there
is amongst mankind a difference of opinion,and
also of practice. And this seems all well enough,
if we do not place too much stress upon the
mode, so as to make the character, or utility of
the baptism, depend upon the amount of wa-
ter used, or the manner of its application. Bat
why do baptists, or submersionists, disagree
among themselves? The Greek church baptize
both by affusion and immersion, but they con-
tend that frine immersion is absolutely neces-
sary. The **Tunkers’ (Dippers, usually call-
ed Duankards,) nsist on entire triple immersion
by a forward motion of the subject; but in the
judgment of Mr. Campbell, this mode is nu-

- gatory, inasmuch as it does not resemble the
“burial of Christ. Hence, he sys, “we must
dip oiily once, and the motion must be back-
wards.”” Now, should not the advocates of
these conflicting practices, at least adjust their

NNV
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own disputes, and settle down upon some one
specific mode, before they can reasonably ex-
pect us to renounce our present views, and
adopt theirs? Their disagreement among them-
selves presents a difficulty in regard to exclu-
sive submersion in any form, '

2. Prorosition. No Scripture precept, or command,
can be found autherizing submersion.

TesTiMoNY. Baptists. require a precept or
command, in favor of infant baptism, in order
to satisfy them, and. why may not we re-
quire of them the samie for settling the contros
versy concerning the mode? Could this be
done, much time and labor would be saved, and
we should be brought to-see eye to eye. But
this is a Herculean task. It never has been
done—it never will be done. No where is it
said, go and immerse, or submerge the nations.
In no.place in the Bible is it said, **he that be-
lieveth and is submerged, shall be saved.” No,
no! This language wauld sound novel, coming
from the sacred page. Not a single precept or
command could be construed into-such a mean-
ing, without an obvious wresting from their
original import. This has been done for the
support of a bad cause, but it is a fearful un-
dertaking.

3. Prorosrrion.—Those who practise exclusive sub-
mersion, evidentlg' place more confidence in baptism,
than the author of the ordinance designed.
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“TEsTIMONY. We are aware that many may»
and doubtless do, confide too much in their
baptism, when administered by affusion; but it
is not so common for them to do so, as it is for
submersionists. Hence, we frequently hear
them say, “what good will a littfe water do,
sprinkled upon the face?”’ Now this interro~
gation, (with many other similar ones,) is foun-
ded upon the notion, that it is the water that
washes away sin. And as we are universally
polluged, there mustbe an underwhelming in the
cleansing agent. The gieat and important mat-
ter, therefore, is the “going down into the wa-~
ter,”” which, according to Mr. Campbell, is the
“converting act.”’ With this-view of the sub-

- ject, who woald not place implicit confidence
in baptism? Surely Jesus Christ never author-
ized us to rely so much upon the ordinance of
religion, as to lose sight of religion itself. If
any people are to be found upon the face of the
earth who hold that baptism is essential fo sal-
vation, you will find them amongst those who

>reject every mode but submersion.

4. Prorosimion.—Those who hold to, and teach the
doctrine of submersion, do not themselves, in all cases,
practise it fully.

TestiMoNy. This proposition may, at first
view, appear to carry falsehood or misrepresen-
tation, upon the very face of it. But, to us,
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there is nething plainer. And we have. often
wondered, that the baptists did not see the dis~
crepancy between their creed and their practice,
and give up one or theother. Itisacknowledged
by thiem, as well as others, that ordained minis-
ters are the administrators of the ordinance of
baptism, (and any of Mr. Campbell's disciples
may be administrators!y And that it is their
duty to put the eandidate entirely under water,:
in order to make the baptism complete. There
is no getting round this. According to_ their
own teaching, the candidate must be as com-
pletely buried outof sight-~buried under the wa-
ter—as the Saviour was in the sepulchre. And
this must be done by the man that is authoriz-
ed to administer the ordinance. Now, what .
minister or layman, amongst the baptists, does
this? The very fact of its being customary,
uniformly customary, for the candidate to wade
info the water, (except in cases of sickpess,)
and thereby immerse a part of himself, proves,
that the administrator baptizes only the re~
maining part. Hence, if enfire immersion,
by the administrator, is necessary to baptism,
not one in ten thousand amongst baptisis are
baptized. :

5. ProrosiTioN.—Those who are béptized by sub-
mersion are no better Christians than others, baptized
differently.

TesTimoNy. If Christian baptism be as im-
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Portant as it is represented in the Holy Serip-
tures, and especially as necessary to salvation
as represented by modern baptists, it certainly
is calculated to exert a favorable moral influ-
ence upon its proper subject. And the influ-
ence will be good in proportion to the nearness
with which we approach the correct mode.—
This being the case, it will be perfectly natural
to compare the piety of those who practise oppo-
site modes, though it may bea delicate, unpleas-
ant task. Now, “we would not of our good-
ness boast,” but we appeal to the truth-telling
page of history in support of the assertion, that
Protestant Pedobaptist churches do exhibit as
truly and as extensively, the genuine signs of
orthodoxy and vital godliness, as do the Bap-
tist churches in this, or any other country. And
until they can exhibit evidence, that their piety
far transcends ours, we must claim that we are
to be placed on an equality, atleast, with them,
And is not this the "case! hencejare baptists
more zealous, devoted, hd selésacriﬁcing.
than their neighbors, who practise affusion?—
They cannot be pointed to by the wisest heads.
We conclude, therefore, that, either bapusm
does no good “to its subjects, or else it is not
essential by what mode we are baptized; seeing
that bapusts can present no better specimens of
Christian holipess and zeal than pedo-baptists.
And they can choose which dilemma they
please.

:.‘,f'{ AN 4\‘. %},,':
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6. ProposiTION.—Submertionists are small in num-
ber when compared with pedo-baptists, which we can-
not account for, if submersion alone is baptism.

TestivioNy. When the Bible is withheld
from the people, in whole, or in part, error
may find more adherents than truth, This we
find to be the case in Catholic, Mehommedan,
and Pagan countries. But that error, in regard
to a Christian ordinance, in Christian lands,
plainly taught in the Holy Scriptures, should
have a greater number of adherents by far, than
truth, is a problem not easily solved. But even
Catholics, though their system of religion is
fraught with error, on other points, nevertheless
agree with a majority of protestants in regard to
the mode of Baptism. These comprehend a
population of perhaps one hundred and thirty
millions. 'The protestant church is said to
contain some sixtv millions of members, and of
all these not one-sixth part practise submersion.
Uniting, therefore, the Greek church in the es~
timate, (amounting to more than half the num-
ber of Catholics,) who baptize children, and
- unite the two modes, the number who hold to
plunging, compared with those who consider
affusion inore correct, is in the ratio of perhaps
less than a million to nearly two hundred mil-
lions, or as one is to fwo hundred. Is not the
difference in numbers, therefore, tao great to
afford a plausible argument in favor of submer-
sion? Let it be considered also, in conneection '
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with this fact, that among those who practises
and contend for aflusion, not only the most pi-
ous, but learned men are found; at least, they
will compare with any others spoken of in his-
tory. We therefore do not lack, either num-
bers, piety, or talent, on the side of Pedo-bap-
tism.,

7. Prorosition.—Modern submersionists have de-

parted from the practice of the submersionists of an-
tiquity. .

TesTiMONY. It is a fact well authenticated
by history, that as early at least, as the third
century, and in subsequent sges when baptism
by submersion became more prevalent, that the
candidate for baptism was, irrespective of age
or sex, divested of all clothing; that is, they
were baptized in a state of perfect nakedness.

Dr. MiLLER says, ¢ No exception was al~
lowed.”

DR. STUART says, **It is notorious, and ad-
mits of po contradiction, that baptism of those
days of immersion, was administered to men,
women and children, naked as Adam and Eve
before the fall.” -

GyRIL of Jerusalem testifies the same thing,
‘*ag soon as ye came into the baptistry, ye put
off your clothes.” . »

RoBinsoN, the baptist.historiar, says, *Let it
be observed; that the primitive Chiistians bdap-
tized naked. Nething is. easier than to give

A
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proof of this by quotations from authentic wri-
tings of the men who administered baptism.—
There 13 no historcal fact better authenticated
than this.”

James Basnaae, than whom no man under-
stood church history better, is quoted by Rob-
inson, and says, **When artists {hrew garments
over pictures of the baptized, they consulted
the taste of spectators more than the truth of
the fact.”” And Basnage might bave added,
that all the wruly ancient representations of
baptism which -he had ever seen, represented
the candidate as absolutely naked,

Dr. WaLL remaaks, that **The ancient Chris<"
tians, when they were baptized by immersion,
were all baptized naked, whether men, wo-
men, or childrene’’—Hist. of Bapt. vol. ii, page
311. Now, if baptists regard the example of
early Christians, and place so much confidence
in the mode of baptism, why do they not fol-
low that example? If they contend for sub-’
mersion at all, why not for the early prepara-
tions for it? And why not add the sign of the
cross, the oil, the spitile, &c.? Never will they -
be consistent, on this subject, while they pre-
tend to have Scripture and early Christian ex-
ample on their side, as long as they change the

. practice or mode, according to their own fancy.

8. ProrosiTioN.—Baptism by submersion is calcula-

ted to diminish devotional feelings on the part of the
candidate. :

4
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DIMINISHES DEVOTIONAL FEELINGS. 8]

- Testiony. In many instances, submersion
gains the entire ascendency over the devotional
feelings of the candidate; for there is an involun-
tary effort to regain lis feet before he has been
submerged, - which requires the minister to
make two successive efforts to effect a complete
immersion, and presents him in the attitude of
an adversary to the candidate—the latter strug-
gling for freedom, and the former for control.—
It ig obvious that many. very many, who deep-
ly imbibe the doctrine of exclusive submersion
before hand, still, at the moment of baptism,
experience so much agitation and alarm, as
- utterly to preclude that sense of religious obli-
gation and devotional awe, that should wholly
pervade and possess the mind. Witness the
hurried, convulsive respiration—the stifled sigh
—the violent palpitation—tiie alarm depicted
upon the whole visage—=the spasmodic grasp
of the candidate on the arm of the minister—
these are common symptoms which give evi-
dence of a resistance in the human frame and
temperament to such treatment of the body; and
proclaim, also, the mind of the candidate is
occupied with anxious thoughts of safety, and
not with devotiomal solemnities of religion.—
"This is one reason why so many hesitate for a
long time, before they can consent to be immer-
sed, though they have been taught that this
alone is Christian baptism. To be perfectly
passive on this subject l‘is a very difficult thing.
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Now we consider these are some of the great
difficulties in the way of submersion; and that a
God of infinite goodness does not require us to
submit to them, in the.observance of a Christian
ordinance. .

9. ProrositioN.—The doctrine of exclusive submer-
sion has been, and is still, used as an instrument for
proselyting, or increasing the number and influence of
some particular sect.

TesTimoNy. We are aware that baptiem ad-
ministered in any way, may be abused, and
employed as an instrument for advocating the
interests of a religious party. But why 1s it,
that almost every new fangled religion imposed
upon mankind, in these modern times especi-
ally, has connected with it an everlasting har-
angue about {mmersion, mmersioN? With
Campbell at the head of one party, Jo Smith
at the head of another, and Miller at the head
of a third, we behold a water engine formed
for gaining adherents to their respective creeds.
(We give these as specimens, or examples.)—-
And certain it is, that such impositions would
gain butliule headway in the world, was it not
for the plausibility and sophistry employed, to
make submersion alone baptism; and counect
with it, the idea of damnation without it! The
command must be obeyed, the cross must be
borne? How often do we hear these uttered
by the baptists!
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10. ProrosiTioN.—Submersion is a mode not adopted
to the condition and circumstances of all mankind,; and
therefore, cannot correspond with the universal appli-
cation and benevolent designs of the gospel.

TesTimoNy. The evidence designed to es-
tablish the truth of this proposition, may be
drawn from three sources: 1. The difficulties
arising {rom climate. 2. Bapiists have been
careful to keep within prudent latitudes. 3.
Candidates before baptism do not always pos-
sess sufficient Aealth to admit of submersion.

[n those regions traversed by the 60th par-
allel of latitude, the temperature is such, that
wells are frozen to a great depth, and for the
most part™of the year water can be obtained only
by melting snow or ice. 1n the region of the
Esquimaux, the lakes and standing waters, un-
less deep, are generally in winter frozen to the
bottom, and continue frozen from seven to nine
months of the year. “ln Greenland, Lapland,
and thg coldest countries of this region, brandy
and mércury freeze during the winter. During
the winter, the inhabitants of the coldest parts re-
main crowded together in small huts, the whole
inside of a hut, or ship, is usually lined with
ice, formed from the vapor of breath, which
must be cut away every morning. The inhabi-
tants of Siberia stop the openings of their
houses with ice, and use it instead of glass. If
the cold air suddenly enter the house, the va-
pors fall in a shower of snow. KErvery part of
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the body must be covered in going out, or it is
instantly frozen. ‘The air when breathed,
seems to pierce and even rend the lungs. The
eup often freezes to the lips, if it be touched
when drinking. The provisions must be cut
with hatclrets and saws, and the beams of
‘houses are split by the frost, and rocks are rent
with: a noise like that of fire-arms.”

Now, can it be supposed that submersion is |
practicable in such a country as this? For most -
of the inhospitable year, the whole country is
bound in *‘thick ribbed ice.”” And how, we de-
mand, could a supply of water be obtained dur-.
ing the severe season? Could the people fur-
nish it by baths? Could they endure the pro-
cess? Certainly not. And yet in these regions
of terrible frost dwell milljons of human beings.

Woodbridge's M. Geog. p. 145,

But allowing the abstract possibility (and this
is the utmost that candor can demand, or truth
concede) of practising eibmersion generally,
during the winter season, in. Labrador, Lap-
land, Siberia, Iceland, Greenland, and other
countries lying within the polar and frozen re-
gions, where the mean annual temperature is
often below, and seldom much above freezing
point, still there will be found none presumptu-~
ous enough to pretend that such a requisition,
which for the inhabitants of those countries
would bear any analogy to the mild and merci-
ful character of gospel institutions, Let not
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the reader dismiss this argument with a lgering
suspicion of its candor or its justice, Can it be
" doubted that the condition of this portion of our
ace, now under consideration, forms a fair and
ecessary exception to thé umiversal practica-
bility of submersion. Aeccording to Humbolt
and others, not less than eight snillions of hu.
man beings-inhabit the polar and frozen re-
gions. _To these must the gospel be preached,
ana gospel ordinances administered as well as
to us. Butto the administration of submersion,
natute has interposed a barrier for two-thirds of
the year,~a barrier, which, to them, would
render. submersion more galling than the bloody
rite of civcumcision. But. we. must take into
the account, also, the fact, that about one-eighth
of the entiré populatian of our earth inhabit re-
gions north of our own latitudes, where' winter
extends through siz to nine months of the
year. And.even with us, there may be reckon-
ed six months of the year, wherein submersion
cannot be performed without great inconveni-
ence, and producing those unpleasant and even
painful sensations of body which are altogeth-
er at varianee with the analogy of New Testa-
ment institutions, and possess no imaginable
power to improve the heart,

The reader will now perceive, that our bap.-
tist friehds are fairly and irretrievably lodged in
one of the folowing conclusions, viz: either
God has established a Christian ordinance of
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universal and perpetual obligation, which, dur-
ing most of the time, from year to year, by the
unalterable course of nature, is rendered either
totally impracucable, or at least, oppressively
burdensome to a large portion of the human fa~
mily; or, that exclusive submersion is not of
divine appointment! They can take their
choice of the two difficulties. Either of them
will show the propriety 'of the following re-
mark of Prof. Ripley:—¢‘among those who al-
ways praclise immersion, the mention of such
difficulties only provokes a smile, and it serves
only to show how empty is mere theory when
contrasted with facts,” “

2. But facts are against the baptist hypothe-
sis. The universal practicability of submersion
has never yet been proved; and boasting and ex-
ulting on the subject, are altogether premature.
And happy for the theery of baptists, that they
have always kept themselves within prudent
latitudes.

In this they have done wisely. While other
Protestant sects of Europe have extended their
lines far north into Norway and Lapland, the
baptists have prudently kept themselves mostly
confined within Germany, the southern part of
Poland, and some of the northern States of Aus-
tria, ‘They have sent out missionaries to In-
dia, Africa, and among the aboriginies of North
America; but we have never seen the experi-
ment of a Baptist church rising up in Labra-
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dor, Siberia, Greenland, or Central Russia,—
Doubtless they would not ‘smile’ at the *diffi-
culties of immersion,” nor deem them altogeth-
er ‘imaginary’ in these regions. 'The practice
of warming ihe baptismal water in Russia, by
the Greek church, is the legitimate offspring of
necessity, but cannot be carried into the coldest
climates for want of fuel, fonts, and suitable
houses. In these regionsit is not only imprac-
ticable to administer the ordinance at all, (if
submersion alone is baptism,) but according to

- Mr. Campbell’s theory. there can be no remis.
sion of sins! Hence, no salvation!!

3. But the inapplicability of submersion to
all men, under all cireumstances, also appears
from the fact, that the candidate does not al-
ways possess sufficient health 1o admit of bap-
tism in this way. ‘

How large a proportion of our race are actu-
ally laboring under chronic diseases, which for
months and even years together, deprive them
of the power of being immersed! Those who
repent and obtain pardon upon their death beds,
not having been previously baptized, though
they may afterwards linger for weeks, or even
months, are forever denied the privilege of
Christian Baptism.

And the Baptists are not willing to admit with
CypriaN, bishop of Carthage, about the midlle
of the third century, ‘that those in a weak state
of health did nvt permit them to be washed in

$
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water, were yet sufficiently baptized by being
Sprinkled;’ “and ‘that- the virtue of baptism
ought not be estimated in a carnal manner, by
the quantity of external apparatus;'—though
the nature of the gospel ordinances, and the
condition and circumstances of mankind, wonld
decide in the affirmative.
Now, if submersionists cannot agree about the
mode; if there is no command authorising sub-
. mersion; if too much confidence is plaged in the
ordinance when thus admipistered; if submer-
sion makes men no better than affusion; if those
who pragtise it are comparatively small in num-
ber; if they have departed from ancient usage;
if submersion diminishes devotional feelings, -
and is used for proselyting; and is not adapted
to the location and condition of all mankind,
which we think abundantly proved, it is not at
all reasonable to suppose that submersion orig-
inated with a God of infinite benevolence,

CHAPTER IL

THE PHRASEOIZOGY OF SCRIPTURE OGN THE SUB-
JECT OQF BAPTISM, DOES NOT FAVOR THE '
DOCTRINCE QF EXCLUSIVE SUBMERSION,

1. ProrosirioNn—The English word baptize cannat
be defined go us to favor exclusive submersion,

Jounson says, “Baptize, to christen.” Park-
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hurst says, *To baplize, to immesse in, or to
wash with water, in token of purification from
sin, and from spirtual pollution.” ¥ ulker says,
‘Baplize, to administer the sacramentg of bap-
tism, to christen.”” Let these examples suffice
to fit the meaning of the term. Such testimony
ought to satisfly reasonable people. But Mr.
Campbell has agcertained that thesg men, and
all others, who do not define the term to suit
his creed, have been governed either by their .
own peculiar views, or the common custom of
the churches! See his Debate with Rice. Sure-
ly this is a grave charge to briug against these
lexicographers, who were giving definitions,
not for themselves, but for the world; and who
would not risk thejr reputation, in assuming re-
sponsibilities relative to the meaning of words,
without knowing what they really meant,.and
whence they were derived, -even if it should
please the pedobaptist.- Poor subterfuge, Mr.

.

2, Prorosition,—The Gresk word aprizo, when
used in a cerempmal, or ritual sepse, dpes not mean sub-
mersion sxalusively. ’

TesTimony, Was it not for the use which
baptists make of this word, in perplexing the
minds of the illiterate, we might apologize to
the reader for its introduction here. But since
it has been asserted, so frequently, that baptizo
means immersion glone, we shall take the lib-
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- erty of presenting the testimony of undoubted
authority, and then leave all to judge for them-
selves. 'I'he reader will undersiand, that the
word baptizo is the Greek word uniformly
used in the New Testament to express Chris-
tian baptism; and that it has been defined by
Mr. Campbell and others, to mean immersion
alone; but the lexicons will not sustain them in
this partial and sophistical interpretation. That
the definitions of this word, favorable to -truth,
and fatal to Mr. C.’s system of salvation, have
beeén suppressed, can easily be discovered by a
reference to his Debate with Mr. Rice. Some
of the very authors quoted by Mr. C. are made
to say that baptizo means, primarily, to dip, to
immerse, to immerge, to plunge, and these
alone, are shown by Mr. Rice, to define the
word also to mean, cleanse, wash, wet, purify,
bathe, &c. Butlet us attend to their own lan-
guage.

ScaruLa, a learned, foreign lexicographer of
1579, thus defines *“baptizo: to dip or immerse,
to dye, to_cleanse, to wash.”

HEepericus defines baptizo *‘to dip, im-
merse, to cover with water, to cleanse, to wash,
to baptize in a sacred sense.”

StepHANUS of 1572, defines it thus: To dip,
immerse, as we immerse things for the purpose
of coloring or washing; to merge, submerge, to
cover with water, to cleanse, to wash.

ScHLEUSNER defines baptizo, not only “to
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plunge, immerse, but *to cleanse, wash, to pu-
rify with water.” ’

ParkuursT defines it: *“T'o immerse in or
wash with water in token of purification.”

RoBinsoN defines it: **T'o immerse, to sink;
for example, apoken of ships, galleys, &c. In
the New Testament, to wash, to. cleanse, by
washing—to wash one’s self, to bathe, to per-
form ablution, &c.”

BRETSCHNEIDER, said to be the most critical
lexicographer of the New 1'estament, says that
baptizo means properly *““often to dip, often to
wash; then simply fo wash, to cleanse.”” On-
ly one definition restricts the meaning to im-
merse. SR

ScHrivELLius defines it: “To immerse, to
baptize, to cleanse, to-wash.”

Groves—*To dip, immerse, immerge, sub-
merge, plunge, fo wash, cleanse, purify.”

Suipas defines baptizo, not only to sink,
g};ng;.. ir’x’lmerse, but to wet, wash, cleanse, pu-
rify. &c.

%VAHL defines it, “‘first—to wash, perform
ablution, cleanse; secondly, to immerse, &c.”

GRBENFIELD defines it, ‘‘l0 immerse, 1m-
merge, sink, and in the New Testament, fo
wash, perform ablution, cleanse; to immerse.”

These are the principal lexicons, ancient and .
modern; and with what remarkable unanimity
do they testify that the word baptizo signi-
fies not only to sink, dip, plunge, &c., but ze
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wash, to cleanse, to purify.” ‘These words
express the thing done—the application of wa-
ter to the 3nhject. but not the mode of doing it.
And consequently the mode in which baptism
was admivistered carnot be determined by the
word. The connection and circumstances must
determine this. Therelpre the word baptizo,
when used ceremonially, does not prove exclu-
swe submersion.. But lest it may be thought
that evidence is searce on this point, we will
add the testimony of several of the Greek and
Latin cruics, and eminent theologians.

AixswortH, in his English and Latin Dice
tionary, defines baptizo, **to wash any one in
the baptismal font, or to lprmkle on him_the
consecrated water.”’ :

Lewcu defines it “*a kind of_washing, as by
plunging; and yet it is taken more loosely for
any kind of washing, where there is no dipping
at all.”

Buck says that #its radmal proper, and pri-
mary meaning is 1o tinge, to dve, to wet, or the
like, which primary design’ is effected by dif-
ferent modes of application.”

CoLe «leﬁnes baptizo **to baptize, to waeh,
to sprinkle.”
ul P’?sson defines it **to immerse, wash, sprin-.

e'

ConLor defines it by "nmmerslon, washing,
sprinkling, or wetting.”

PiscaTor says, ‘‘Baplizo lngmﬁes not only
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to be dipped, but also in any other way 1o be
tinged, or rinsed.” -

ZrLENUS says, “Baptism signifies dipping
and also sprinkling.” s

WaLkER in_1678 says, I find nine Latin
words used to express the import of baptizo,
viz. mergo. immergo, tingo, intingo, lavo, ab-
luo, madefacio, purgo, mundo; to immerse, to
tinge, to color, to sprinkle, to wash, to moisten,
to purge, to cleanse,’ .

ZavcH1us says, “‘Baptizo doth as well sig-
nify to dye, and simply to sprinkle as to im-
merse.’’ .

Bucanus ‘says, **Baptizo signifies to -ime
merse, 1o tinge, to wash.” .

Mavpenor says, *“With the Greeks baptizo
signifies to dye, to wash, to wash oft, and as
Tertullian says, to tinge, wet, or dye.”

BoONAVENTURE says. ‘‘ Baptizo in Greek, sig-
nifies as much as lavo in Latin, that is, to wash,
or sprinkle.’” ' i

Perer Mar?YR says, “Baptizo signifies not
only to dip, but in any way to tinge or wet.”’

VoriLoNG says, Baptizo in Greek is the same
that favo is in Latin. Properly speaking, it
signifies mothing except washing.”’

WaitTAERR says, “The word baptizo signi-
fies not only to immerse but also to tinge, to
wet.” v ,

AvLsTEDIUS says, *“The term baptism signi~
fies both immersion and sprinkling.”
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MasTrICHT says, “Baptism signifies wash-
ing, either by sprinkling or dipping.”

TEeRTULLIAN, in the second century, says,
“That bapuzo means not oaly to immerse, but
also to pour.’

Par@us says, ‘Baptism, with the Greeks,
any washing or cleansmg. whether it be done
by dipping or sprinkling.”

UrsINTs renders Bapusmos waalzmg, as well
as dipping.”

TRELACTIUS says, “Bapusm, according to the
etymology of it, sngmﬁes commonly, any kind
of ablution or cleansing.”

PeTER LomMBORD says, **Baptism sngmﬁes in-
tinction, that is, washing of the body.”

WorLEDIUS says, ‘Baptism signifies dipping
and sprinkling, and by Cconsequence, ablution
or cleansing by washing."

Dankus says, ‘‘Baptism signifies not only
immersion, butalso lotion and ablution, and not
only are they baptized who are wholly dipped
in water, but they that are tinged, or wetted
with water.’

THoMAs AquiNas says, “Baptism may, be
given not only by immersion, but also by affu-
sion-of water, or sprinkling with it.”

Feavry says, “Christ no where requireth
dipping, but only baptizing; which word Hesy-
chius, Stephanus, Scapula, and Buddeus, those
great masters of the Greek tongue, make good
by very many instances out of the classic wri-
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ters,”importeth no more than ablution or wash-
ing. .

CaLvIN says, “Whether the person baptized
be wholly immersed, and whether thrice or not,
or whether water be only poured or sprinkled
upon him, is of no importance.”

WaLL says, ““The word baptizo in Scripture,
signifies to wash in general, without determining
the sense to this or that sort of washing. And the
word baptize is applied in Scripture, not only to
such washing as is by dipping into the water
the thing or person washed, but also to such as
is-by pouring or rubbing water on the thing or
person washed, or some part of it,”

Beza says, ‘They are rightly baptized who
are baptized by sprinkling.’

OwEeN says, ‘Baptism is any kind of wash-
ing, whether by dipping or sprinkling.’

FravEL says, ‘The word baptize signifies as
well to waeh as to plunge. A person may be
truly baptized who is not plunged.’

TiLeNus says, ‘I we regard the etymology
of the word baptism, it signifies dipping, and
also sprinkling.’

KecuerMaN saye, ‘Baptism signifies either
immersion, or washing, or pouring.’

D@pERLAIN says, ‘The power of the word
baptizo is expressed in washing or performing
ablution, on which account we read of the bap.
tism of cups, pots, tables, &e. Mark, vii.’

Liourroor says, ‘The word baptism does
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not always denote immersion, but sometimes
waushing only, or even sprinkling.’

Morus says, *T'o baptize is in a solemn man-
ner to immerse one in water, or to pour water
upon him.’ .

CocsweLL says, ‘Baptizo signifies to wet
with water partially as well as totally, and by
sprinkling as well as by ‘immersion. The
words immerse and immersion are not to be
found in the Bible.’ o

J. WickLIFFE says, ‘Nor is it material whe~
ther persons are dipped once ot three times, or
whether water is poured upon their head.’

LyNwoob says, ‘Dipping is not to be accoun-
ted of the essence of baptism, but it may be
given also by pouring or sprinkling.! -

MuscuLus says, ‘It is free for the church to
baptize either by dipping or sprinkling.’

THe WEesTMINSTER AssemBLy affirm that
‘Baptism is rightly administered by pouring or
sprinkling water upon the person.’ -

DR, Dobpringk,- who it is said, had strong
partialities to immersion, says, that +baptizo may
signify any method of washing, and is somes
times used in Scripture for washing things
which were not dipped in water; but on which
it was poured, as Luke xi, Mark vii. h

D&. Apam CLARKE, whom the baptists some
times claim as favoring their views, says, ‘Were
the people dipped or sprinkled? For it is cer
tain that bapto and baptizo mean both.’ :
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- PooL says, ‘Baptizo does not alwaye denote
immersion; but sometimes washing only, or
even sprinkling.’

BarnEs says, ‘Baptizo signified originally to
tinge, or dye, to stain.’

Professor STEwAaRT, after a full examination
of the meaning of baptizo, says, ‘I do consider
it quite plain, that none of the circumstantial
evidence [in the Bible] proves immersion to
have been exclusively the mode of Christian
baptism, or even that of John.’

President DwicHT, that most acute Greek
scholar, says, ‘I have examined almost one hun-
dred instances in which the word baptizo and
its derivatives are used in the New Testament,
and four in the Septuagint, and to my appre-
hension it is evident that the primary meaning
of the word baptizo is cleansing.” Again he
says, ‘According to the great body of learned
critics and lexicographers baptizo means origin-
ally to tinge, stain, dye, or color; and when it
means immersion it is only in a secondary
sense.”

LaTurop says, ‘In the New Testament we
find a clear and direct evidence, that the word
baptizo signifies to pour and sprinkle.’

HemmeNwAY says, ‘Washing or wetting is
the first and original import of baptism.’

Mr. R. Warson says, that “if the advocates
of immersion could prove what they have nev-
er been able to do, that plunging is the primary

’ G
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mesning of the- term, [baptizo] tliey would
gain nothing, since in Scripture it is notoriously
used to express.other applications of water.”’—
See Watson’s Theological Institutes.

Dr. S. MiLLER says, ‘Now we contend that
this word [baptizo] does not, necessarily, nor
even commonly, sigififly to immerse, but also
implies to wash, to sprinkle, to pour on water,
and to tinge or dye with any liquid; and, there-
fore, accords very well with the mode of bap-
tism by sprinkling or affusion.’

r. P. Epwarpg says of the word bapto,
*That it is a term of such latitude, that he who
shall attempt to prove from its use in various
authors an absolute and total immersion, will
find that he has undertaken that which he can
never fairly perform.” And then adds, ‘If there
is a manifest failure in trying to prove the doc-
trine of immersion from-the original word bdap~
to, the word baptizo, confessedly derived from
it, must have a less definite, and less forcible
sense than the original.’

Dr. WaTrs says, That ‘the Greek word bap-
tizo signifies to wash away any thing properly,
by water coming over it; now there are seve-
ral ways of such washing, viz: sprinkling wa-
ter on it in a small quantity; pouring water on
itin a larger quaatity; or dipping it under wa-
ter, either in part or in whole.’

BurkirT says, ‘In baplism, a few drops of
water poured upon me, doth signify to me all

ey ]
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the benefits of my Saviou:’s death and resurrec-
tion as fully as if with Jonah, I were plunged
into the main ocean.’ »

Joun WEesLEY, whose learning and candbr
will not suffer by comparison with any of those
mentioned above, and who has been quoted by
M. Campbell and others as favoring the doc-
trine of exclusive immersion, says, *‘The words
baptize and baptism do not necessarily imply
dipping, but are used in other senses in several
places.” He also says, ‘With regard to the
mode of baptizing, I would only add, Christ no
where, as far as I can find, requires dipping,
but only baptizing: which word, many most
eminent for learning and piety have declared,
signifies to pour on or sprinkle, as well as to
dip. The editor of Calmet mentions eighty
examples in which the word baptizo implies
less than submersion. See Kurts on’ Bap-
tism.

This list might be greatly enlarged, but with
the candid it i$ unnecessary; and these are suf«
ficient to show, that no enlightened baptist will
be heard again to utter these slandercus words;
‘no learned and candid man can be found, who
will say that it has any ofher meaning than te
dip or plunge.’ Or that all the definitions giv-
en to baptizo, which do not mean immersion
are secondary or figurative. Be it remember-
ed, also, that Mr. Carson, a celebrated baptist
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author, says, that bapto signifies literally to
dye in any manner. (p. 64.)

3. ProrosiTion.—The term BAPTO, Whence baptizo i
said to be derived, does not favor the doctrine of exclu-
sive submersion.

Testimony. To settle the definition of this

word, it will only be necessary to give the

- authority of a few learned authors, Some

testimony has already been furnished, inciden-

" tally, in connection with what has been said
concerning the word baptizo.

Scarura defines the word bapto, 1mmerse,
to plunge, also, to stain, dye color; also, to
wash.’

HEepERICUS says, it means ‘to immerse, 10
plunge, to dye, to wash.’

CouLoN defines it ‘to immerse, to dye, fo
cleanse.’

Iy Ursinus—+*To dip, to dye, to wash, to sprin-

C b

* Groves—*To dip, plunge, immerse, towash,
to wet, moisten, sprinkle, 1o steep, imbrue, to
dye, &c.’

ScuriveLLius—*To dip, to dye, to wash, to
draw water.’

DonneEean—*To dip, to plunge into water,

" to submerge, to wash, to dye, to color,—to
wash, &e.’

From the foregomg definitions we perceive

-that immerse is not the only sense in which
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bapto is used; which is all we wish to prove.
These authors will suffice to show with what de-
gree of truth- Mr. Campbell asserts, in a note
in his garbled and deformed Testament, that
baptizo is a word that ‘all lexicographers trane-
late by the words immerse, dip, or plunge; not
one hy sprinkle or pour.” And also by what
authority he excludes every other meaning from
bapto but his favorite one. In addition to the
above, let it be remembered, that bapto is trans-
lated to sprinkle by three of the oldest and
most valuable versions of the Bible ever pub-
lished, viz: the Peshito Syriac, the Ethiopic,
and the Vulgate. And that Origen, the most
learned of the Christian fathers, in giving the
substance of the passage in Rev, xix, 13, sub-
stituted rantizo, to sprinkle, for bapto. [See
Rice’s Debate with Campbell.] Mr. Rice
mentions ninefeen versions in all, that either
transfer the word baptizo as our trauslators did,
or translate it by a word unfavorable to immer-
sion,

In view of all the foregoing testimony, must
we not conclude, that submersionists can claim
no support from the signification of terms so
various and extended in their meaning?

The Greek prepositions supposed to favor
immersion, will be noticed in connection with
passages where they occur. We wish the
reader to understand distinetly, that the Greek
word dapto is never used in the Scriptures in

¥
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reference to the ordinance of baptism. It can-
not, therefore, afford any evidence in favor of
the baptist theory, And it is most seriously
doubted, after all, whether bapto is the root of
baptizo. If so, why did not the inspired wri-

- ters sometimes use the root, as well as the de-
rivative? Butif we admit that baptizo is deri-
ved from bapto, the baptist cause gains nothing
by it, as this word is susceptible of various sig-
nifications, as well as the one said to be derived
from it. Question—Is not baptizo itself a
root, and not a derivative? Some Greek scho-
lars are of the opinion that itis. Our English
word baptism is derived from the Greek word
baptisma, and baptism is derived from baptizo.
Does not this place the latter in the position
of a root? See Edward’s Enclyclopedia of
Religious Knowledge, p. 181,

CHAPTER III.

NO EXAMPLES OF CHRISTIAN BAPTISM RECORDED
IN SCRIPTURE, AFFORD SATISFACTORY EVI-
DENCE OF BUBMERSION. ALL FURNISH, AT
LEAST, PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE IN FAVOR OF
BAPTISM BY AFFUSION.

1. ProrosiTion.—Submersion cannot be inferred from
. the baptism of the multitudes by John.

v
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TestimoNny. In Johniii, 23, itis stated that
*John also was baptizing in Enon, (literally, the
fountain of On, which flowed in several streams,)
near to Salem, because there was much water
thére’ We do not give this as a Christian ex-
ample of baptism, but because here is one of the
immersionist’s strongholds. For he can see no
reason for why John should baptize where
there is much-water, except for plunging his
converts! But, be it remembered, thatin Ju-
dea springs were rare, and water scarce. That
which was needed for domestic purposes, had
daily to be brought from the nearest rivers and
fountains, in pitchers, by the women; which
rendered the supply scanty, and entirely insuf-
ficient to quench the thirst of the multitude, and
the daily ablutions of the Jews. For Matthew
says, (chap. iii; 5, 6) ‘Then went out to him Je-
rusalem, and all Judea, and all the region
round about Jordan, and were baptized of him
in Jordan, confessing their sins.” And Mark in-
forms us (i; 5) ‘that there went out unto him
all the land of Judea, and they of Jerusalem,
and were all baptized of him.” And Luke
says, (iii, 21) ‘And when all the people were
baptized,” &c. While Josephus informs us
that there were so many, who followed John.
that Herod feared an insurrection, and caused
him to be beheaded. Now, we would ask, if
much water was not needed for other purposes
than immersion, where there is such a mulii-
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tude? No evidence, therefore, can be gathered
from the expression much water, (or many wa-
ters as it should be rendered) in faver.of im-
mersion. But it is said, that John baptized.in
Jordan, and in Enen. Be it so. This does
not prove that he was literally in the waters of
Jordan, (and if it did he might have baptized
by affusion.) For we read in one place, that he
baptized in (Greek en) Jordan, and in John i,
28 it is said—-*These things were done in Beth-
abara, beyond Jordan, where John was bapti-
zing.” Bethabara was probably a small village
near the Jordan, (literally a house of passage.)
How, then, could John baptize literally sn Jor-
dan, and jn Bethabara, beyond Jordan? The
preposition en here doubtless means, as in ma.
ny other places, near fo. Thus both passages
are reconciled.

A word of such ambiguous meaning as the
Greek preposition en, can never aid the cause
of Submersionists. The learned define it, in,
at, near to, by, &ec., and it refers to place, and
not to the mode of baptisin. And as the sireams
of that country were generally turbid, the place
selected by John was more on account of the
quality than the quantity of the water. Itis
estimated by Mn. Hibbard, that John continned
his ministry only about fen months. Then,
allowing two weeks for preaching before he
commenced to baptize—deducting 20 days lost
on account of foul weather, and.43 Sabbaths

canaa e Y
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wherein it was unlawful for bl to baptize, and
we have left, in all, 227 days in which we may
suppose John exercised the functions of his
ministry. Now, the population of Palestine in
those days was at least siz millions. And, as
wJerusalem, and all Judea, and all the region
round about Jordan, were baptized of John,
confessing their sins,” giving a reasonable limi-
tation of the general terms employed, we must
conclude that John baptized at least one half of
the entire population of Palestine. It would
then follow that he baptized, in all, three mil
lions of persons! The conclusion, therefore,
is that John must have baptized, in one hour,
two thousand two hundred and two, Sas he
oould not, without a miracle, have lIabored more
than six hours per day, especially if he stood in
three feet depth of water.) in one minute, thirty-
six, and a little over one every two seconds !—
But considering the number much less, baptized
by John, do we not see the utter impracticabil~
ity of his taking them one at a time, and plun-
ging them under water?  Isnot the probability
strong in favor of affusion? Bat let it be re«
membered, that if Submersionists could prove
that John plunged his subjects, yet nothing
would be gained. For it is well known that
John’s baptism was not christiun baptism.—
The reasons are the following :—

1. Christian baptism is administered in the

e
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name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost.—
This John did ridigo.

2. The Christi#fi dispensation recognizes the
kingdom of God as being in us, but John preach-
ed a kingdom at hand, and required faith in a
Messiah to come.

8. The apostles re-baptized some of John's
disciples, in.the name of the Lord Jesus, Acts
xix, which they would not have done if John’s
baptism were christian baptism.

The conclusion, therefore, is plain to all, that
those who imitate John in his baptism, follow
not in the footsteps of the aposiles, and receive
not christian bapiism1 But it has been asserted
that in the German translation, John the Bap-~
tist is called John the Dipper, This is without
foundation, yet, were it o, it would puzzle sub-
mersionists to tell whether he dipped the people
in the water, or dipped up the water and pour-
ed it upon the people! Many of the ancients
believed that Johu baptized by pouring. 1in
A. D. 390, Aurelius Prudentius represents him
as pouring water on the persons in the river.
Paulinus, bishop of Nola, about the same time
represents him as baptizing by pouring water.
And Bernard, when speaking of the baptism
of our Saviour by John, says—¢The creature
poured water on the head of the Creator.”

2. ProrosiTion.—The evidence derived from the cir-
cumstances of Christ’s baptism by John, does not favor
submersion. :
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TrsTiMoNY. On this paiad we remagk, 1.
That our Lord’s baptism md from Jhn’s
baptism ; for John baptize o repentance,”
and Jesus had no sins of which to repent. John
baptized, saying, that they should ‘‘behieve on
him that was to come after him,” that is, on
Christ, but Christ coeuld not exercise faith on
himself, much less on himself yet to coms.

2. Christ’s baptism was not the ssme as
christian baptism. For it has always been an
essential part of christian baptism that its sub-
jects receive the ordinance in the name of the
Holy Trinity, according to the institution of our
Lord’s own command.

3. Men were to receive christian baptism in
connexion with instruction, in order to make
disciples of them. And who will affirm that
this was the object of the baptism of Christ ?—
He could not be dedicated to his own service—
he could not become his own disciple! But,
says the baptist, **Christ was baptized to set us
an example.”” What inspired writer says this?
Ifso, why did he delay this illustrious example
until he was thirty years old? And why did
he not give some direction relative to this mat-
ter, as he did in the holy Eucharist? But not
a word is left on the occasion of his baptism, to
imitate him, or follow his example. To follow
Christ, according to his command, means holy
living, and self-denial, but is not to be applied,
in its interpretation, to his public acts, auch as

o
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circu,a‘ion i . orty days—walking on
the sei—-raising ad—casting out devils,
&c. Then wha our Lord’s baptism may

mean, it ¢an neither be one with John’s, or the
christian baptism.

4. 'The great probability is that Christ was
baptizgd by affusion, and not immersion. For
it appedrs that his baptism was the ceremonial
introductfon into the Priesthood. And in the
following particulars his case was analagous to
the Aaronic Priests. 1. They were eligible to
the priestly office when thirty years old, and
initiation followed. So our Lord was baptized
“‘when he began to be about thirty years old,”
and this, doubtless, was his initiation ordination
to the Priesthood.

2d. T'he Aaronic Priests were initiated into
office by a divinely appointed person. So
Christ went to *“John, the son of Zacharias,
the old Priest who perished at the altar, and
who was set apart to go before the face of the
highest.” ‘ o

3d. The priests were washed, or sprinkled
with water at the gate of the tabernacle. So
was our Lord washed with water—yes, ke was
baptized with water.

4th. The priests were annointed with oil im-
mediately after their consecration by washing.
And it is said of Christ, *“God hath annointed
him above thy fellows,’ his fellow priests ; they

_were annointed with oil, our great High Priest
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must have been baptized in the same way.—
Hence it is said that John baptized ‘‘with wa-
ter,”” which would be at least an awkward ex-
pression in reference to submersion.

As to the place where our Lord was baptized,
sin Jordan,” it is equivalent to “‘at Jordan’’—
at being a frequent sense of the Greek preposi-
tion en. Orit may signify that the water of
Jordan was made use of by John for bapuzing,
however it might be applied, for we might wash
ourselves in a river without plunging ourselves
into it. Or it may mean that John baptized in
the bed of the river. For Maundrell says, that




thirty daysold. They take the child to the
banks of the river; a relative or friend holds the
child near the surface of the water, while the
priest sprinkles the element upon the child, and
with prayers they name the child.”—(Journal,
vol. ii, p. 311.) Mr. Wolfe asks, “why do
they baptize in rivers?”’ Answer, ‘Because
St. John the Baptist baptized in the river Jor-
dan.”” Thus, we have in modern times river

baptism without immersion. Yet, after all this

testimony, our baptist hrethren cannot acknowl-
edge baptism in the case, without a complete
underwhelming! Novertheless, we, -are satis-
fied that our Savieur was baptized by affusion,
though could it be shown plainly that he was
immersed, yet, we should not feel bound to fol-

m———
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S5t 2% his was , ‘
the christian baptism, but <G4 #m to initidle g
him into the priestly office. And thus, accgrd~
ing to his own words, it behoved him, in con-
nexion with John, God’s officiating high priest,
“to fulfil all righteousness.”

3. ProeosirioN.—The baptism of the Eunuch, by
Philip, affords no proof of submersion, but contrawise.

TestiMoNy. The account of the Eunuch’s
- baptism reads thus :—¢And they went down,

both, into.the water, both jlip and the Eu-
nuch, and he baptized him.»®-Acts viii, 38.—
Here the baptist feels himself ‘“entrenc®ed;”’
and to him, “‘going down into the watef," and
coming ‘“up out of the water,” signify sybmer-
sion, and nothing else. Now taking the pas-
sage as it stands, there is no proof of submersion
whatever ; for if the question be proposed
.. grammatically, who went into the water? the
answer is both. Consequently, if info means
immersion, then were both immersed to a cer-
tainty, which would be a little too much to
prove. Yea, it could not mean daptism atall,
for the Eunuch was baptized afterwards. This
is acknomjedged by the baptists, when they are
pointed to.the result of laying so much stress
upongthe itions Eis and Jpo, info and
. out df“in thi8 connexion. Which throws us
. back upon the meaning of the wordvbaptize.—
But we have already shown that the word im-
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plies an application of water to the subject, with-
out reference to the amount. But still, sub-
mersionists @ill contend that into and out of
canvey to their minds the idea of going under
the water! - Well, if so, there wonld be no ‘m-
propriety in saying, when our Saviour went
tnto the mountain, he went under it, and when
Christ entered info Jerusalem he went under
the city—when Paul went into Damascus, he
went under it—and when Christ entered info a
ship, and passed over and came info his ewn
city, it should read, he entered under the ship,
and passed over,and came under his own city.
Such nonsens® would necessarily arise from
maKing info mean under.

Pedo baptists admit that the original should
sometimes be rendered info ; but we contend,
also, that it sometimes means fo and unio, as
well as into, and is often so translated in the
Scriptures. And we may with all propriety
read the text under consideration thus :—*they
descended fo the water, and ascended from it.”’

But taking it as we find it in our version, and
admitting that they, both Philip and the eunuch,
went down into the water, what can the sube
mersionists gain by it, since they might have
gone down the bank of the stream, waded into
the water, and there the ordinance of baptism
be administered, either by sphkling or pours
ing. ‘T'his has been done in modern times.—
The auther himself once baptized a man while

o-»
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kneeling in the water. Yet it was by pour-
ing, And a bystander might, when relating
the circumstance, say in all trath and proprie-
ty: *They went down both into the water,
both Mr. G, and the candidate; and he baptized
him; and afterwards, they both came wp
out of the water.” Who can see any incon-
sistency in this language, though there is not
even an indication of submersion? The ordi-
nance was administered by affusion in this
case, and we think that. all the circumstances
connected with the baptism of the Ethiopian
eunuch, go to prove, that he was baptized by
affusion also. For, 1st, Philip met the eunuch
in a road that led through a desert, (verse 26,)
implying that no streams could be found there.
And the geography of that country shows, that
no river, nor even a creek, runs through that
region. Dr, Cave's Life of St. Philp, vol.
2, page 113,

2. . Philip explained the 62d and 53d' chap-
ters of Isaiah, which aré here expressly men-
tioned. He found these words in the prophe~
cy: *So shall he sprinkle many nations,”—
Philip, of course, must have told the eunuch
that the blood of Christ was shed to wash us
clean from sin, for this is the leading idea of .
the prophecy on which the eunuch was medi-
tating. He must likewise have spoken of his |
faith in Christ,: of becoming a member of his
church, and announcinﬁ and sealing the fact by
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baptism, for it was always expected of the Jew"
ish and Gentile converts that they should make
a profession of faith preparatory to submitting
to this ordinance, (hence the eunuch finally
said, ‘I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of
God,’) and hence we understand how the eu-
nuch could mention baptism. Philip may
have told him that as water cleanses the body,
go the blood of Christ effects a spiritual cleans-
ing; that hence, baptism was full of meaning—
that it was a sprinkling;—noting too the word -
sgprinkle’ in the prophecy. The eunuch was
convinced, and coming ‘unto a certain water,
(perhaps a small spring gushed forth in the de-
sert, as is sometimes the case,) he was bapti-
zed, and in all probability by sprinkling.

The phrase ‘sprinkle many nations,’ in the
prophecy, read by the eunuch, was the only
one from which he could possibly learn, that it
was his duty to be baptized, and accords with
the command of the Saviour, Math. 28; 19: «Go
ye, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing
them.” The directions of Philip must have
corresponded to these declarations and com.
mands, and his practice, in administering the
ordinance, accorded with the conceptions of
the eunuch’s mind, when reading the prophe-
ov,~—*So shall he sprinkle, or baptize many na-
tions.’
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4. ProrosiTioN.—Submersion cannot be inferred from
the baptism of Noah and his family.

TesTimony. In 1 Pet. iii, 20, 21, it is said,
‘While the ark was preparing, wherein few,
that is, eight souls, were saved by water. The
like figure whereunto even baptism doth also
now save us,” This is the only figure spoken
of in Scripture in reference to baptism.—
The question to be decided is, whether the cir~
cumstance here recorded favors the idea of sub-
mersion more than that of pouring. God says
in Geun. vii, 4, “For yet seven days, and I will
cause it to rain upon the earth forly days and
forty nights,” and in Gen. x1, 12, he says, ‘all
the fountains of the great deep were broken up,
and the windows of heaven were opened. And
the rain was upon the earth fortly days and for«
ty nights.,” The 7ih verse informs us that
Noah and his family had entered into the ark
before the water fell upon the earth; and in the
18th, we learn that the ark went upon the face
of the waters, not under the water. Neith-
er the ark nor those in it were fmmersed, but
were borne above the waters, and the figure
was certainly that of pouring; for as the water
descended and fell upon the ark over them, it
properly prefigured or represented baptism by
pouring, but surely could have no resemblance
to tmmersijon! 'The water did not fall on them,
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as in the case of the Israelites when God sent
the rain to confirm them, but it fell over them,
constituting thereby the figure of the Christian
baptism! Ifitbe said that they were in the ark,
and therefore immersed; we may suppose, ac-
cording to this, that when a person is baptized
by pouring in a house, it amounts to an immer-
sion! A poor subterfuge, rather than none!!
Thus we see thatall the faets of the case op-
pose the immersion theory, and clearly estab-
lish baptism by pouring. 8o that if we are to
be saved by baptism as Noah was saved by
water, we must be saved by being kept out %‘
the water, and not by being put into it, Noak
was a preacher of righteousness, a hundred and
twenty years before he entered the ark, conse~
quently was not saved by that means from the
guilt of sin; and as those who were immersed
on that oceasion were drowned and lost, as
well as those who were immersed in the Red
Sea, we necessarily arrive at the - conclusion,
that the Scriptures no where teach that baptism
is submersion, or hat submersion is baptism.
And the fact that the apostle declares, that the
baptism mentioned is ‘not the putting away of
the filth of the flesh, but the answer of a good
conseience toward God,” shows that something
more is requisite to salvation, and this he plain-

ly shows to be ‘the resurrection of Jesus
C’“‘i‘to'
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5. ProrosrTioN.—Submersion cannot be shown from
the baptism of the Israelites in the cloud and in the sea

TestimoNy. Of the Israclites, it is said,
that they ‘were all baptized unto Moses in the
cloud and in the sea.’ 1. Cor. x, 2.

Mr. Campbell says, that the mere circum-
stance of their being surrounded with water,
and covered with a cloud, is called their bap-
tism.” [See Debate with Rice.] But St. Paul
tells us, that they ‘were all baptized.” How
dares Mr. C. say ‘it was a figure only?” And
if this be so, why did not Paul say that the Is-
raelites were figuratively baptized? Again it
is not true, that they were ‘surrounded with wa-

" ter and covered with a cloud.” For Moses in-
forms us that the ‘Lord caused the sea to go
back by a strong east wind all that night, and
the waters were divided.,! Does this mean
that there was water all around them, both be-
fore and behind them? It is also not true, that
the cloud was over them so as to constitute an
overwhelming. For Moses declares, that be-
fore the waters were divided, the cloud had
passed from ‘before their face and stood be-
hind them: And it came between the camp of
the Egyptians and the camp of Israel, and it

. was a cloud of darkness fo them, but it gave

light by night to these: so that one came not

near the other all the night,’ Ex. xiv, 19, 21,

So we see that Mr. C. contradicts both Paul
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and Moses; and hesitates not to sav, with some
degree of modesty, it is true, ‘I don’t think that
a drop of water fell on them,” while it is re-
corded in the 77th Psalm, *The waters saw
thee, oh God, the waters saw thee; they were
afraid: the depths also were troubled. The
clouds poured out water; the skies sent out a
sound: thine arrows also went abroad; the voice
of thy thunder was in the heaven; the lightnings
lighted the world; the earth trembled and shook;
thy way is in the sea, and thy path in the great
walers, and thy footsteps are not known. Thou
ledest thy people like a flock by the hand of
Moses and Aaron.” And Josephus adds his
corresponding testimony in the following lan~ |
guage: ‘Assoon, therefore, as the whole Egyp-
lian army was within it, the gea flowed to its
own place, and came down with a torrent raised
by storms of wind, and encompassed the Egyp-
tians. Showers of rain also came down from
the sky, and dreadful thunders and lightnings,
with flashes of fire.”  Page 61. The object of
sending the rain is stated by David: ¢Thou, o
Gnd, didst send a plentiful rain, whereby thdu
didst confirm thine inherifance when .it was
weary.” Ps. Ixviii, 9. The Israelites then,
were really, not figuratively baptized, yet
they were neither really nor figuratively im-
mersed! But will not the grammatical struc-
ture of the passage in Cor. fairly convey the
idea of fwo distinet times of baplism, one ‘in




AAAA

PENTECOST. 119

the cloud’ and the other ‘in the sea.’ Neither
of which could have been submersion. The
first was when God sent ‘a plentjful rain,
whereby he confirmed his inheritance.’ This
was being ¢‘baptized in the cloud.” And
the second was, doubtless, when sprays of '
the sea were blown over them, by the ‘sirong
wind that prevailed all night.’

From all the facts in the case, we learn, 1.
That the Israelites were all baplized with wa-
ter. 2 That they were not plunged nor dip-
ped either into the cloud or the sea. 3. That
they were not even surrounded by water, for
the waters were divided so as to be on their
-right hand and on their left. 4. That cloud
was not over them while in the sea, for it had
passed from before and stood behind them. 5.
That either before or after their passage through
the sea or both, there was an action of the cloud
which Paul denominated baptism. 6. That
this baptism was not by submersion, but by
pouring or sprinkling. 7. And that all the
evidence of the untenable theory of the baptists
is found in the drowning of the Egyptians!—
Here was submersion with a vengeance!

6. ProrosiTioN.—Submersion cannot be shown from
the baptism of the 3000 persons on the day of Pentecost.

TrstiMoNY. The shortness of the time for
the performance of the baptisms, renders it ex-
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ceedingly impracticable or improbable. It is
said in Acts, *That the apostles came together
at the third hour,” or nine o’clock. Besides
the discourse delivered on the occasion, in
which they ‘testified and exhorted with many
words,” must have occupied considerable time,
And here are three thousand souls awakened,
converted, believe in Christ, and conclude to be
baptized. All these transactions could not
have passed in less than four hours. Five hours
now remained; and three thousand were to be
baptized by twelve men. Allowing for the time
lost in repairing to the water, and making the
necessary preparations, were each of the apostles
to be constantly employed, buta little more than
one minute could be alloted for the baptism of
each candidate. Is it then probable that they
were submerged? Another difficulty would
arise from the scarcity of places in which to
immerse in the neighborhood of Jerusalem,—
The probabilities are, therefore, all in favor of
their baptism by aspersion! ’

7. ProrosiTioN.~—~Submersion cannot be shown
the baptiem of Paul. from

TestiMoNY. In Acts ix, 18, it is said, ‘And
immediately there fell from his eyes as it had
been scales; and he received sight forthwith,
and arose, and was baptized.’

'From this account we see not the shadow of
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evidence in favor of submersion; but baptism
by affusion is obvious. Paul was in the city of
Damascus, in 2 private dwelling. He had been
sick for three days. Then Ananias went into
the House where Paul abode, and having put
his hands upon him, addressed him in the name
of the Lord Jesus, and ‘immediatefy there fell
from his eyes as it had been scales, and he re~
ceived sight forthwith, and arose,and was bap-
tized, His baptism must, therefore, have ta-
ken place immediately after his recovery, and
in the very room where Ananias first saw him.
We have no account of his leaving the house in
quest of water. (If this is asserted by the bap~
tists, they will be put to the test to prove it.)
And as he could not conveniently be immersed
in the room, he must have been baptized by
sprinkling or pouring. This will appear also
from the fact that the words ‘he arose and was
baptized,’ indicate, at least, that instead of be-
ing plunged into the water, he stood on his
feet and received the ordinance. And the fol«
lowing examples will ehow that the Greek
makes the argument stronger than the transla-
. tion. /nastas is the word employed by Luke
and Anpanias, to express Paul’s rising to his
feet. And in Math. xxvi, 62, itis said, ‘the
high priest arose (anastas) and said urto him,
answerest thou nothing?” Did not the priest
stand on his feet? And in Mark xiv, 57, we
read, ‘there arose (anastantes) certain, and bear
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false witness against him.” Also in Acts i, 15,
‘And in those days Peter stood up (anastas) in -
the midst of the disciples,’ &c. And in Acts xiii,
16, we read, “I'hen Paul stood up, (anastas,) and
beckoning with his hand, said,’ &c. These pass-
ages show the common use of this word, that it
is constantly used to express the act of rising to
the feet. And the account of Paul’s baptism
leads us to the conclusion, that there was no de-
lay; but having risen up, he was baptized.

8. ProrosrrioN.—Submersion cannot be proved from
the baptism of the jailer.

TestiMony, The account is found in Acts
xvi, 33. °‘And he took them the same hour of
the night, and washed their stripes; and was
baplized, he and all his straightway.” There
is nothing in this account favoring@ the ides of
submersion. But for the followirg reasons we
think that affusion was the mode. 1. All the
parties were in prison. 2. They did not leave
the prison-house. 3. Paul refused to go out of
the prison the next day, when he might have
left. 4. He could not, as a conscientious man,
have left the prison, in a clandestine manner, at
midnight, with the jailer and his family, in
search of water to immerse them. 5. It does
not appear that there was any convenience in
the prison for immersing. And 6. We know
that water was brought to wash the stripes of
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the apostles; and therefore it is more than pro-
bable, that with part of that very water that was
krought into the prison, the jailer and his fami-
ly were baptized by sprinkling or pouring.—
All the probabilities in the case are pointedly
against the idea of submersion.

9. ProrosiTion.—The baptism of Cornelius and his
kinsmen gives no countenance to the doctrine of sub-
mersion.

TrsTiMoNy. 1. It is not said that they were
submerged. 2. They were in the house of
Cornelius, verse 24. Peter also ‘went into the
house, and there found them assembled, verse
27,2, It does not appear that they left the
house. 3, They did not go to a river, to ‘much
water,” nor ‘into water,’ 4. They were owi-
dently baptized in the house where the Holy
Ghost fell on them. The expression of the
apostle favors this view: *Can any man forbid
waler?’—that is, fo be droughl; not, ‘Can any
man forbid these persons to go to a river,or toa
pond?” Which doubtless would have been the
form-used, had he designed their being dipped
in ariver or in a pond. ‘To say that the apos-
tle intended to ask, ‘Can any forbid water o be
used, or the use of water for immersion?’ is to
make the apostle express himself as if some then
present really doubted the propriety of using
water, as the element in baptism, whereas, it
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is evident on the face of the record, that he de~
signed to convey no such idea. Who can for-
bid water fo be brought, doubtless is the means
ing of the apostle. 5. They were, therefore,
considering all the circumstances of the case,
beyond all reasonable doubt, baptized, not by
submersion, but by sprinkling or pouring.

If the baptist can find no proof of submersion
in the examples we have referred to in the fore-
going chapter, to find an example is a hopeless
case. All the facts and probabilities are against
their theory. And the further we advance in
the investigation of this subject, the more we
see the practicability and consistency of pedo-
baptists in administering the ordinance of bap-
tiem by affusion.

»

CHAPTER 1V.

NO INCIDENTAL TEXTS OF SCRIPTURE CAN BE
FOUND THAT FAVOR EXCLUSIVE SUBMERSION.

Every passage of Scripture where baptism is
incidentally mentioned, is susceptible of a ra-
tional exposition, without giving the least shad-
ow of countenance to the doctrine of submer-
sion. The whole force of evidence from this
source, as in all other cases, is on the side of pe-
dobaptism, whatever may be the pretensions of
those whose endless cry is, water! waTER!!
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1. ProrosiTioN.—Submersion cannot be proved from
Rom. vi, 4. ‘

Testimony. No text has been quoted more
frequently by baptists, than the one found in
Romans, where the apostle says, ‘Know ye not
that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus
Christ were baptized into his death? There~
fore, we are buried with him by baptism into
death.” It is taken for granted that the word
buried in the text means submersion, And it
is somewhat diverting, to see so many read this
passage through baptist spectacles! Yet, the
following will show their inconsistency. 1.
The scope of the apostle’s address, in this chap-
fer, nor the passage itself, requires us to suppose
that the apostle alludes at all to the outward form
ofbaptism. This was notembraced in the author’s
intention. His whole object doubtless was to
show, by a strong figure, that salvation by grace
implies a moral death to sin. 2. The burial
spoken of is not a physical but a moral one,—
Hence, it is said to be a *burial unto death.’« If
the burial be a physical one, then also must the
resurrection, which is its proper antithesis, be a
physical resurrection. But if the burial be ta-
ken in a purely moral sense, then also must the
resurrection be a moral one,—a resurrection of
the moral man from the death of sin to alife of
holiness. Again, if the burial referred to means
submersion in water, we may with all proprie-
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ty read the passage thus—‘Therefore we are
buried with him by baptism info the water;
that like as Christ was raised up from the dead
by the glory of the Father, even so we 1lso,
having been raised out of the water, should
walk in newness of life.” But he who walks in
newness of life must have experienced a spiritu-
al resurrection; and a spiritual resurrection ne-
cessarily implies a spiritual death., Hence the
apo stle says, ‘Now if we be dead with Christ,
wegbelieve that we shall also Live with him.’
An  again, ‘Reckon ye also yourselves to be
dead indeed unto sin, but alive unto God.’—
T'hus we see the propriety of placing the words
sburial into death,’ and ‘newness of life,” in con-
trapossition. We conclude, therefore, that the
phra es, dead to sin; dead with Christ; buried
withhim by baptism into death; buried with
him in baptism; baptized into his death,~are
terms which we understand as synonymous,
with this exception, the allusion to a burial
gives emergy to the expression. 3. That the
apostle does not allude to the outward form of
baptism is evident from the fact that he uses a
mixture of figures designed to set forth the same
doctrine.

For instance, in verse 4, he speaks of our being
‘buried with Christ by baptism into death;’ in v.
6 of our being ‘grafted together in the likeness of
his death;’ in verse 6, of our being ‘crucified with
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Christ, that the body of sin might be destroyed.’
Paul illustrates our death with Christ unto sin,
first, by an allusion to the import of baptism;
secondly, by a metaphor taken from grafte
ing, and thirdly by a crucifixion. Now if we
take the burial in a literal sense, so must we
also the grafting, and the crucifizion. But if
these mean or represent. our death unto sin,
and living connection with Christ by faith, then
surely the phrase being ‘buried with Christ by
baptism into death,’ has no reference to the out-
ward form of baptism, much less the mode of
baptism. Especially, as there is not found, in
one solitary instance, over the entire range of
Scripture history, the most distant approach to
the idea of a barial and a resarrection, where
emblematical washings are spoken of. Is not,
then, this watler burial and resurrection of the
. baptists of doubtful origin and interpretation?
But if we should admit that the apostle design-
ed to teach the mode of baptism in this passage,
(which we are far from doing,) by comparing it
to the burial of Christ, it would by ne means
serve the intended purpose of the baptists, For
in the Saviour’s burial there was no subterranean
immersion, as imagined by them. The body
of the Saviour was evidently laid in a stone cell,
abeve ground, and therefore, the figure in ques-
tion does not serve the turn of submersionists.
The apostle says, ‘we are buried,’ not we shall
Oe, or have been buried with him!
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2. ProrosrTioN~~Submersion cannot be proved from
Col. ii, 13.

Testmony. This text is similar to the one
just noticed, and affords as little evidence in fa.
vor of submersion. ¢‘Buried with him in bap-
tism, wherein also ye are risen with him
through the faith of the operation of God. The
whole context so plainly proves that the phrase
*buried in baptism’ is figurative, that we need
spend but little time with it. It means that as
a man literally dead and buried, is cut off from
all temporal connections and indulgences; so
the baptized man is really, or atleast by pro-
fession, dead to sin, and in this way made con-
formable to the death of Christ in 1ts great de-
sign and efficacy, which are to purify to him=~
self a peculiar people, dead to the world, dead
to carnal ambition, and secluded from every un-
hallowed practice. And mark, when a man is
plunged he rises from the water by physical pow.
eér, whereas Paul here says, ‘risen through the
JSaith of the operatson of God.’ Consequent-
ly, he cannot allude to submersion.

3. ProrosiTioN.—Submersion cannot receive any
support from what Paul terms baptism for the dead.

TeeriMony. Paul’s languageis, ‘Else what
shall they do which are baptized for the
dead, if the dead rise not at all?’ This, like all
other passages touching baptism, has been drag-

L]
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ged in to support the submersion theory.—
Hence Mr. C. translates it, ‘immersion for the
dead?” But the obvious meaning of this pas-
sage is, if Christ be notraised from the dead,
then those who are baptized by his authority
. are baptized for the dead. Paul says, ¢if Christ
be not raised your faith is vain.” Our acts are
performed for the living, and not for the dead.
So that our baptism in the name, and by the
authority of Christ gives evidence of our faith
in the resurrection. ‘How then,’ says the apos-
tle, ‘say soine among you that there is no resur-
reotion.” But whatever may be the import of
this passage, it does not in the least favor the
idea of going under the water.

1. ProrosiTioN.~-No argument can be drawn from
the phrase ¢“One baptism,” to favor submersion.

TesTimony. It is thought by some that this
phrase favors the idea that baptism must inva-
riably be administered in one mode. But three
things are”necessary to be accomplished, be-
fore this phrase’can serve the baptist canse. 1.
They must prove that this ‘one baptism’ is wa-
ter baptism. 2. They must prove that the
‘one baptism’ means only one mode of admin-
istering it, and 3. That the mode in which it
is to 'be administered is submersion. Then, and
not till then, can they claim this passage as aux-
ilimy to their cause.

K
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. 5. Prorosrrion.—Submersion .cannot be proved from °
Heb. x, 22.

TestmoNy. ‘Having our hearts sprinkled
from an evil conscience, and our bodies washed
with pure water.” The phrase, ‘bodies wash-
ed with pure water,’ is synonymous with sub-
mersion with the baptist. But the following
are worthy of special note: 1. No man can
prove that the aposile here means water bap-
tism. 2. Washing may take place without
‘plunging us under water. For the Saviour
said, when he held a basin of water in his
hand, ‘If I wash thee not thou hast no part with
me.” Certainly he did not plunge the disciple
in the basin! 'We read of the ‘washing of re-
generation, (not the plunging of regeneration!)
and renewing of the Holy Ghost which he sked
on us.’ Titus iii, 5. *And thua shalt thou do
unto them to cleanse them; sprinkle water of
purifying upon them.” Num. viii, 7. ‘Thus
we see that washing in these cases is not per-
formed by submersion, but by sprinkling, or
being shed on us. 3. And should it be proved
that these words refer to water baptism, baptists
have still a difficulty to meet, 'The apostle says,
having ‘our bodies washed with pure water,’
whereas it is well known, that those who prac-
tise submersion, frequently make use of impure,
muddy water! And until they cease this prac-
tice, consistency would say, cease to bring in
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this passage 1n support of your doubtful theory!
Let it be observed, that the apostle does not
say washed in water, but with water.

6. ProrosiTioNn.—Submersion cannot be shown from
the baptism of Lydia by the “river side,’’ recorded in
Acts, xvi, 15.

Testimony. The circumstances recorded
concerning Lydia’s baptism give no countenance
to submersion. It is true that it took place ‘by
the river side,’ but this does not prove that she
was put info the water, or under it. Query,
weuld our baptist friends be satisfied with bap-
tism *by the river side2’ .

We have now noticed all of the most impor-
tant passages in the New Testament, where the
ordinance of baptism is incidentally referred to,
and not one of them favors the doctrine of sub-
mersion. No, not one. But in every in-
stance, the circumstances go to show that bap-
tism was uniformly administered by affusion.
And it seems quite obvious that none can derive
any evidence from this source in favor of sub-
mersion, but those who look through the glasees

of ignorance or prejudice. Preconceived opin-
" ions generally find something in the word of
God to give them plausibility. But the safest
way is always to let the Scriptures form our
opinions in religious matters, and then we shall
escape the influence of error. And if all had
taken the Bible for their text-book on the sub.
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ject of baptism, much time and ink, and paper,
would have been saved; and much controversy
and unchristian feeling would have been pre-
vented. ‘Butmen must needs cling with great
tenacity to the notions received from their teach-
ers, or forefathers, without carefully comparing
them with the standard of truth. Tle Bible
will correct the errors of the head, and divine
grace will correct the errors of the heart, One
tells us that we are to be baptized with water,
and the other baptizes with the Holy Ghost,

CHAPTER V.

MORE DIRECT TESTIMONY IN FAVOR OF BAPTISM
BY AFFUSION.

Notwithstanding much impartial and inci-
dental testimony is presented in the preceding
pages in favor of baptism by affusion, yet we
deem it proper to add a short chapter, in which .
more direct testimony may be found. Their
peculiar views are sustained (if sustained at alf)
by inferential testimony. And we think that
the greatest amount of this kind of evidence is
to be found on the side of pedo-baptism. Yet
we think that “‘we have a more sure word of
phrophecy” on this subject. So that we may
be led to understand both the will of God, and
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our own duty. And surely God’s own method
of baptizing unequivocally teaches how the or-
dinance should be observed by us,

Proposition.—Baptism is to be performedwith water,
and not ir water.

TestivoNy, John says, ‘I indeed baptize
with water,” which corresponds with the bap-
tism of Christ, which is to be * with the Holy"
Ghost.’ ‘

In the Holy Ghost is not only an awkward
mode of expression, but absolutely in opposition
to all the expressions found in Scripture indic-
ative of the Holy Spirit’s influence, as we shall *
-soon show. And the application of the agent
or element to the subject, seems more reasona-
ble than to apply the subject to the element.

He shall plunge, dip, immerse, submerge or
bury you into the Holy Ghost, is language that
is well adapted to the baptist theory, but neither
the scriptures, reason, or common sense will
justify the use of such phraseology in reference
to the operations of the. Holy Spirit upon the
human soul. And if Jesus Christ baptizes with
the Holy Ghost, surely we may baptize with
water ; and if so, it must be - done by affusion. -

2. ProrostrioN.~-Pouring, or sprinkling, is God’s
own method of baptizing, and should be copied by us.

Tesmimony. Of this Joel prophesied, and
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Peter confirms it when referring to the fulfil-
ment. Compare Joel ii, 28, 29, with Acts ii,
17, 18—33.

¢ This is that which was spoken by the proph-
et Joel : And it shall come to passin the last
days, saith God, I will pour out my Spirit,’ &e.,
¢ having received of the Father the promise of
the Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth this, which
ye now see and hear. Again, Acts xi, 15, 16,
* And as I began to speak, the Holy Ghostfell
on them ason us at the begininng. Then re-
membered I the word of the Lord, how he said,
John indeed baptized with water, but you shall
be baptized with the Holy Ghost.’

It appears_perfectly clear that the Holy Spir-
it was poured out, shed forth, fell on all them,
and that this ie called baptism, which shows
distinctly that the agent that washes the body,
or cleanses the soul, should be applied by affu~
sion. The foregoing expressions give us to un-
derstand, that there can be no analogy between
God's manner of baptizing, and that of submer-
sion. There are other expressions used by the
inspired writers which are synonymnous with
these, and strengthen us in the belief that there
must be an application of the agent to the sub-
ject—Viz : He shall send the Holy Ghost—
Jromon high, 1 saw the Spirit descending

rom Heaven like a dove, and it abode upon
him.—Suddenly there.came from heaven, and
appeared unto them cloven tongues.—For as

ORI
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yet he was fallen upon none of them.—Ananias
put his hands on Paul, that he might be filled
with the Holy Ghost.—God anoinfed Jesus of
Nazereth with the Holy Ghost.— Giviag them
the Holy Ghost, even as unto us.—The Holy
Ghost, which he shed on us abundantly.—The
Holy Ghost sent down from heaven.— Sealed
with the Holy Spirit of promise.

These passages give us then, as synonymous
with baptism :—sending down, coming, giv-
ing, falling, shedding, pouring, sitting or abi-
ding, anointing, filling, and sealing. And
not one of them expresses, or hints st the idea
of plunging. Thus we find that the baptism of
the Holy Ghost was conferred by the descending
of the baptismal element. And when water
baptism is administered by us, the element must
be applied in the same way. ‘This agrees with
the analogy of faith, the anology of language,
and ie perfecdy appropriate, decent and signifi-
eaat.

Much more might be said upon this prolific
subject, but our limits will not admit of addi-
tional remarks on this prominent part. As we
have earefully pursued the investigation, we are
more than ever convinced of the truth of the fol-
lowing propositions :—

1. That our Baptist friends do not carefully,
and without prejudice examine both sides of
the question, and therefore are not prepared to
understand fully the grounds on which pedo-
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baptists build their faith and practice. * This is
exemplified in the author’s own experience.—
Having once been a violent opposer of infant
baptism, and an unyielding opponent of all
modes save submersion.- But investigation,
despite of all his early ignorance and prejudice,
has convinced him of his former errors, and of

" the truth of pedo-baptism. And in ninety-nine
cases out of a hundred, we think that this will
be the result with all who will lay aside their
baptist glasses, and earnestly seek to know the
truth. .

2. That the proper subjects of baptism are all
that belong to the great family of Christ, or are
recognised by him as his children—whether ad-
ults orinfants. And therefore, what God hath
joined together no man should put asunder.

3. That Christian baptism is not to put away
the filth of the flesh, but the answer of a good
conscience before God. And therefore should
neither be neglected, nor made to take the place
of that grace which it is designed to 1epresent, -
or be the means of securing.

4. That there is not a solitary command, pre-
cept, evample or phrase found in Scripture to
justify the administration of the Ordinance of
Baptism by submersion. Consequently, he
that practices submersion aots without sushority
from the word of God. As Mr. Carson says,
here we stand entrenched, and challenge proof
to the contrary.
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5. That all of the evangelical Churches that
agree in bapiizing by affusion, have ample sup-
port from the Holy Scriptures, the example of
early christians, and the voice of reason and ra-
tional srgument, whieh shonld induce them to
persevere in the good and right way—that is,
baptize with water.
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PART FOURTH.

BINDING OBLIGATIONS QF BAPTISM,

CHAPTER 1.

BAPTISM SHOULD NOT BE NEGLECTED.

Quakers and infidels are not the only persons
within the precincts of Christendom, that take
upon themselves the reaponsibility of neglecting
the ordinance of baptism. By some it is
thought wholly non-essential, and by others,
that it may be observed or not, just as the feel-
ings or. fancy of the candidate, or parents, may
dictate. While some are of the opinion that
water baptism is a continuation of the old Jewe
ish prosolyte baptism, and is to be administered
to none but Pagans, Mahomedans, or others,
who did not previously receive christianity as
the true religion. .

All who feel disposed to deny the perpetuity
‘and binding obligations of this ordinance, are

.
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requested to consider the following proposi-
tions :—

1. ProrosirioN.—The apostlesunderstood their com-
mission to include water baptism.

TesTimoNy. - On the day of pentecost Peter

" preached unto the multitudes, and said ‘repent
and be baptized every one of you in the name
of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye
shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost,’—Acts
ii, 38. ¢Then they that gladly received his word
were baptized ;> verse 41. ‘And when they be-
leived Philip, preaching the thirgs concerning
the Kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus
Christ, they were baptized, both men and wo-
men;’ viii, 12, *And they went down into the

water, both Philip and the eunuch, and he bap-

tized him;’ verse 38. Itis also said of Saul,
after being instructed by Ananias, ¢ he received
sight forthwith, and arose and was baptized;’
ix, 18, These examples, which show that the
apostles understood the commission of their
Lord, ¢go ye, therefore, and taach all nations,
baptizing them,’ in aliteral sense. Water bap-
tism must, therefore, be binding on all that
‘would be Christ’sdisciples, when it is possible
to attend to it.

2. ProrosrTion.—To baptize with the Holy Ghostis
the prerogative of Christ alone, and therefore could not
beaccomplished by the aposties.
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TestiMoNy. ¢Upon whom thou shalt see
the Spirit descending, and remaining on him,
the same is he which baptized with the Holy
Ghost 5’ John i, 33. ¢ ForJohn truly baptized
with water, but ye shall be baptized with the
Holy Ghost not many days hence;’ Aects i, 5.
¢ And they were all filled with the Holy Ghost,
and began to speak with tongues, as- the Spirit
gave them utlerance;’ ii, 4. Now, we ask
what man would.dare to claim authority to baps
tize with the Holy Ghost, or to bring men un«
der a Divine influence ? And yet this power
must be claimed, unless we admit that Christ-
commissioned his disciples to baptize with wa-
ter.

3. Paorosmon.—-The baptism of the Spirit did not
supersede the baptism of water.

Testmony, *Can any man forbid water,
that these should not be baptized, who have re~
ceived the Holy Ghost as well as we. And he
commandéd them to be baptized in the name of
. the Lord :* Acts x; 47, 48.

If water baptism was not requisite to distin-
gnish them as christians, why administer it to
thase on whom the ‘Holy Ghostfell’? Why
should the apostle Peter direct their attention
to water baptist, as soon as they believed in
the Lord Jesus? Surely he held christian bap-
tism in higher estimation than many professed
christians in these modern days of improve-
. ment.
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4. Prorosition.—The Christian law of baptism could
not have been derived from that of Jewish prosolytes.

TesTiMoNy. Many Jewish prosolytes were
baptized by the apostles. Among these were
the Etheopian eunuch, Cornelius, and others.
This proves either that the christian administra-
tors knew no such custom, (which is not prob-
able) as prosolyte baptism, or that they re-bap-
tized those who had received it. -

CHAPTER II
OBLIGATIONS UPON US AFTER BAPTISM.

1. ProrosirioN.—It is enjoined upon ministers, pa-
rents, and guardians, toattend to the religious instruc-
tion of baptized children.

TrstimoNy. We have seen that it is the du-
ty of those who have children under theit cons
trol, to dedicate them to God in this divine or<
dinance. A duty, however, too often neglected.
And as they cannot be profited without the
appropriate instruction, this duty cannot be
neglected without incurring God’s displeasure,
and the danger of having the blood of souls re-
quired at our hands in the day of retribution.—
The nature, design and tmportance of the or-

dinance should be impressed upon their minds -
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as soon as they are capable of receiving instrue-’
tion.

2. Prorosirion.—The obligations taken- upon our-
- selves, as adults, at the time of our baptism should ever
be kept in view.

- TEesTiMONY. At our baptism we pledged
ourselves solemuly, in the presence of witness<
es, ‘to renounee the devil and all his works 3
- the vain pomp and vanities of the world, and to
keep God’s holy commandments all the days of
our lives.’ oo
And this solemn pledge assumes all the bind-
ing obligation of an oath, or vow before God.
Consequently, if we violate our baptismal ob-
ligations, we are found false witnesses in his
sight, and must necessarily fall under his disap-
probation. And how many are guilty of such
violations! How very few, in the different
churches, regard constantly the vows that are
upon them! 1f God had been as unfaithful to
his promises as we have been, what confidence
could we have in his word ?

3. Prorosirion.—We are under obligation to trust in
God, that he may sanctify the ordinance of baptism to
our good, and the good of our children. .

TestimoNy. 'The ordinance is his own.—
He has commanded us to obseiveit; and prom-
ised that all things shall work together for our
good, if we love him. And, of course, we now
look for the faithful fulfilment of his promise, if
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we only attend to orr duty in the exercise of
confidence and trust. Faith in God will never
fail to secure his blessing upon our souls, and
upon our offspring. And we are as sacredly
bound to exercise faith in God, through the mer-
its of his well beloved son, as we are to be bap~
tized, or attend to any other duty. ‘He that
cometh unto God must belejve that he is, and
that he is a rewarder of them that diligently
seek him.’ ' ,

¢ Faith lends his realizing light,

The clouds disperse, the shadows fly ;

The invisible appears in sight,

And God is seen by mortal eye.”

Faith always looks beyond the watchman—
beyond the means of salvation—beyond the
ordinances of religion. When faith is exercised,
there is frust in Christ’s merits, confidence in
God’s promises, and resignation to the divine
will.

CHAPTER IIL

SOME OF THE ABUSES OF BAPTISM.

What doctrine, what precept or what ordis
nguce of revelation, has not been perverted or
abused ? And will not this abuse bring dowd
the divine displeasure on'those who thus trifle
with the goodness of the Great Author of these ?
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The origin, the nature and the design of the
ordinance of Baptisin all declare, that it must not
be trifled with, but that the most rigid perform-
ance of the duties imposed upon the subjects of
it, is constantly demanded. ‘

.. The ordinances may be spiritual and heaven-
ly, and yet through eartbly and carnal lusts and
affections, the benefit of them may be se wholly
lost, that God may be displeased with us for
the abuse of them, rather than pleased with us
for the observance of them.

It is to be feared that baptism has been quite
as much abused by professed christians, as the
great privileges bestowed upon the Jewish na-
tion were by that people. Let us take heed to
this matter. Let us consider our perversions
and abuses of christian baptism, and then look
for the remedy.

1. Prorosrrion.—Many baptized persons are guilty
of wordly mindedness.

TestmMoNy. Baptism has with many become
a mere compliance with custom, for the sake of
secular advantages. Hence they only think of
it as a matter of family festivity ; a matter in
which they must avoid singularity. The service
itself has been disregarded, and not understood
at all by them. Spiritual blessings have never
been thought of by them, Consequently, theix
children, after baptism, are not duly reminded

L
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of their standing in God’s church, nor theit priv-
ileges through faith, and their responsibility im-
pressed upon their minds. And what can be
the issue of such baptisms but a mockery of
God. and his increased displeasure for theirir-
reverance and carnal mindedness? God give
us grace to see the wickedness of our hypoerit-
ical acts of religion, and repent, ere itbe too
late to find forgiveness.

2. ProrosiTioN.—Trusting in the formal act of reli-
gion, while destitute of the power, is another error of
many baptized persons.

TestiMony. How many church members
are extremely tenacious in regard to the form
of godliness, while they are not only destitute
of its power, but utterly deny it. They think
it respectable to keep up an outside show of
religion. ‘This is expected by their neighbors.
It gives credit to their character. Itis popu-
lar to be externally religious, and the popular
tide carries them along. It wegld be thought
infidel in them not to belong to the church, and
doubly so not to be baptized, or to neglect the
baptism of children. Besides, they think there
must be some goodness in doing it—it is taking
some trouble for religidn, and God will reward
them for this goodness. And all the while
their minds are full of covetousness and pride,
and their ways sinful and vile. With what
power God speaks of his abhorrence of such
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inconsistency ! The strongest and severest
things that the Saviour ever uttered were against
such formalists, among the Scribes and Phari-
sees. Let all such, in the different churches,
repent of their broken baptismal vows. Let
them know themselves converted, and then shall
they be prepared to teach others. Perhaps
there are none who magnify the outward service
more, and trust in it, so as to destroy the very
nature and design of baptism, than those who
deny infant baptism, and practice immersion
alone.

3. ProrosiTioN.—Baptism is also abused by holding
superstitious notions concerning its nature.
Testimony. Notwithstanding the testimo-
ny of the bible, and the church, to the contrary,
as well as the testimony of reason, many place
a superstitious confidence in the baie act of bap-
tism, as if baptism and regeneration. were the
same thing. And until this false notion is laid
aside, no good can result to those holding it,
from an observance of the ordinance. It is pas-
sing strange that the same persons who take
this view of the su{bject, will, notwithstanding,
contend that baptism represents the burial and
" resurrection of Christ. , Both of these hypoth~
eses are evidently false in the extreme. And
one error is pretty sure to lead to another, and
" two errors cannot make one truth.
With what fondsess and complacency do the
baptists dwell on the idea of being ** buried un-

Pl




148 OBLIGATIONS OF BAPTISM.

der water,” justas if it had an internal saving
efficiency, asort of necromantic power to change
and renovate the sinner, and as if those who
submitted to it were necessarily regenerated
christians ! This is their great turning point,
the mighty lever in religion, whercby men are
transformed into disciples of Christ, aund all is
made secure for time and eternity ! Thus, sub-
mersion is put for regeneration, and water is
represented as the soul's all-healing agent, in-
stead of the blood of Christ. The water, the
water, the WATER, seems (o be * the one thing
needful,”” Many of the baptists, we know, re-
ject and abhor the heresy of baptismal regene«
ration, but it seems naturally to have grown out
of their own theory and practice, in regard to
baptism,’which lead the weak and uninformed
to consider submersion as a kind of talisman, al-
ways conneoted with a saving blessing. All
this arises, doubtless, from an abuse of the or-
dinance. And it is the undue stress laid upon
baptism by submersionists, that induces them,
frequently, in places where God is pouring out
his spirit upon the people, & introduce the ill-
fated doctrine of submersion, crying *¢ the river,
the river !—you must %ll be ¢buried under the
water,’ if you wish to enter the kingdom of
heaven!”

Oh how many revivals of religion, have been
arrested in their progress or put a stop to alto-
gether, by this everlasting cry of water |

: -~




THE CONTRAST.

ERROR.

Without immersion
itisimpossible to please
God.

ERROR.

It is not our faith in
Gods promise of remis-
sion, but our going
down into the water,
that obtains the remis~
sion of sins.

ERROR.

Immersion alone is
that aet of turning to
God.

ERROR.
Immersion saves us
by burying us with
Christ, raising us up
with him, and so our
consciences are puri-

TRUTH.

Without faith it is
impossible to please
God.

TRUTH.
Therefore being jus-
tified by faith, we have .
peace with God. All
that believe are jusii-
fied.

B l'lmu'm.

y the fear of the
Lord menj;ieparif;'rom
iniquity. ‘'Take with
you words, and turn
unto the Lord ; say un-
to him, Take away all
iniquity and receive us

|graciously.

TRUTH.

By grace are ye saved
through faith, and that
not of yourselves, it is
the gift of God. Not
by works of righteous-
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CONTRAST.

fied to serve the living
God.

ERROR.
But one thing we
know, that nore can ra-
tionally and with eer-
tainty, enjoy the peace
of God, and the hope
of heaven, but they who
intelligently, and in full
faith, are born of water,
or immersed for the re-
mission of sins.

ERROR,
Immersion is the first
act commanded, and the
first constitutional act,

ness which we have
done, but according to
his mercy he saved us,
by the washing of re-
generation, and renew-
ing of the Holy Ghost,
which he shed on us
abundantly through Je-
sus Christ our Lord.

TRUTH.

Knowing that tribula-
tion worketh patience,
patience experience,and
experience hope, hope
maketh neot ashamed,
because the love of God
is shed abroad in our
hearts by the Holy
Ghost, which is given
unto us. He that be~
lieveth on the Son of
God hath the witness
in himself.

TRUTH.
Repent and be con-
verted, that your sins

may be blotted out.
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ERROR.

There are two things
equally incomprehensi-
ble—to wash garments
white in blood, and to
wash away sins in wa-
ter.

ERROR.

Christian immersion
is the gospel in the wa-
ter.

ERROR.

In this water will I
build my church, and
the gates of hell shall

TRUTH.

Washed their robes,
and made them white
in the blood of the
Lamb. The bloed of
Jesus Christ his Son
cleanses from all sin.
And washed us from
our sins in his own
blgod.

TRUTH,

I am not ashamed
of the gospel of Christ,
for it is the power of
God unto salvation, to
every one that beleiv-
eth.

TRUTH.

Upon this Rock will
[ build my chureh, and
the gates of hell shall

not prevail against it.

not prevail against it.

This contrast, between truth and error, might
be extended to a great length, but this will suf-
fice to show the extreme absurdities connected
with some of our modern systems of salvation.
The errors are mostly given in Mr. Campbell’s
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own words, and #ruth in the language of inspi-
ration,

And it is a glorious consideration, that truth
must ever triumph over error. So may it be
now, henceforth and forever !

CONCLUSION.

We have now said all that we intended upon
the subject of Christian Baptism, and shall close
with a few reflections. _

1. For ordinary readers, we think that all has
been said in the foregoing pages, to establish
them in the truth, and encourage them not to
place too much confidence in water baptism, nor
neglect it altogether.

2. Mankind are prone to run into extremes
on almost every subject, especially in regard to
the ordinances of religion. And it is obvious
that, while modern submersionists have made
baptism the supreme good, others, in combatting
this foul heresy, have inclined either to speak
lightly of the ordinance, or utterly neglect it.—
We should avoid making it necessary forsalva.
tion, or altogether non-essential. If it cannot,
as a means of grace, put away the filth of the
ges‘;u, it can answer a good conscience before

od.

3. The abuse that has been heaped upon the
ordinance has, doubtless, had a discourageing
influence upon many minds. Butreligion itself
may be, and has been abused. But this should
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induce ity friends more carefully to live up to
its requirements. And though this ordinance
of religion may be brought into disrepute, by an
everlasting harangue upon a particular mode—
submersion, and that for the remission of sins,
yet let the friends of Christ fearlessly contend
for the truth, and ‘¢ walk in all ordinances and
commands of the house of God blameless.”

4. Let all be careful to secure that which is
represented by water baptism. ‘Thousands, no
doubt, settle down. in security, on the ground
that they have been dedicated to God in this
holy ordinance, while the inner man has never
been renewed. They trust in the shadow, while
the substance they know not. And this evil
we think more or less prevalent in all the church-
es. Having done many wonderful works, and
prophecied in the name of Christ, will not suf-
fice in the last day, if we are not known to have
been pure in heart. Whatever we may lack
beside, let us know that we are baptized with
the Holy Ghost.

6. The time will finally come when, in res
gard to all essential matters, the watchmen up-
on the walls of Zion shall see eye to eye. And
when all ignorance, and prejudice, and unki
feeling shall be done away ; and a difference
opinion, and in our forms of worship, shall not
be the means of our denying to each other the
right to true discipleship. When all shall con-
tend for and seek 10 enjoy an evidence of God's

o~
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approbation, and to promote harmony among
all christians, and the honor and glory of the
Great Head of the Church.

6. All the types, ordinances, and outward
forms, connected with the christian organiza-
tion on earth, will soon be lost in eternal real-
ities, And sall the privileges we here enjoy
should be employed in reference to the * eter+
nal weight of glory®’ that awaits the faithful, at
God’s right hand. No clouds and darkness
there encompass the throne. No mists of error
becloud the human intellect. In Heaven we
shall see the foundation of 7'ruth, of Life, of
Light and Love. And all the inhabitants be-
ing partakers of the same, their songs shall be
mutual, and their joys complete. And while
they rise above, transcendantly above all that
earth can grant, God, through the merits of his
well-beloved Son, shall receive the honor, and
the glory, and the praise of man’s salvation—
world without end. AMEN!

ERRATA:
Pace 33, line 18, emit-the word *not.”
o ¢ 37, line 9, for ¢“Son,” read *“Law.”

¢ 51, line 3, for “x1,’’ read “xv.” :

¢ 66, line 19, for ¢Israel, says he,” read ‘‘says:
Israel was.”

¢« 77, line 21, for “whence,” read ‘‘where.”
¢« 101, top line, for “baptizo,” read “bdapto.”
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