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* . ordinance of man for the Lord’s 1 Pet. | force of baptizo. The primary meaning of the word
4:13. Yours, &e., 8. _|is to dip or to immerse ; and its secondary meanings,

if it have any, all refer in_ some way or other to
be . _ same leading idea. Sprinkling &c. are entirely out

| RECORDER. [+ sesion

- : : ‘v This (and much more to the same effect might be
e . ~—h SRRty presented) silences forever the supposition that the
MMQM’ N. G. word is generic—indefinite, and irrespective of mode.

or inclusive of all modes—means any application of
water by immersion, or sprinkling, or pouring.

Let it be further remembered that baptism is itself
exclusively a figure, a symbol, a form, a mode. Now
if you fake away the form, or mode, nothing is left ;
you take away the thing. Baptism, therefore, inva-
riably denotes mode, and g but mode.

Whence, [ may now ask; Bow we ﬁt the word
baptizo? 1t is derived from the root bapto. These

many as sy-
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Our readers will perhaps be sarprised to notice on the
outside of eur paper of this week two articles which
we have published before. A friend has kindly given
us the paper on which to print a number of extra
copies for gratwitous circulation. The papers thus
‘printed we wish to contain articles calculated to be
extensively useful. We wish that all may know what
Baptists really believe.
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two words are therefore considered b _
This however ii]:_‘.!phzm y a mistake —
Their primary meaning is same, bat sameness
proceeds no further. ivatives in philology, are
always, as you must be aware, dulﬂed' to modify
their primitrves, and thus to express what is intended,
more definitely than the sense of the primitive would
admit. = Were it not so, what would be the use of
derivatives? They would in any language be a
rofitless encumbrance. Such is the exact difference
tween bapto and baptizo, a difference that naturally
and materially affects the question at issue, and ought
to be maturely considered. Baptois never in a sin-
le instance, applied to the ordinance of baptism. 1
ﬁesire that you shall especially note this fact, since
meanings are often brought from baplo, which you
are told belong to baptism. This is not true, since
it is another word, ang not of the same meaning.—
You hear men talking of baptism as meaning 10 smear
and to dye ; and of the baptism of a lake wuh.th'e
blood of a frog. In every one of these and all simi-
lar cases, the word is bapto, which is never used
1o express christian baptism. Baptizo is exclusively
used when a christian baptism is spoken of ; and |
here deliberately assert, and I know what I am about,
thai in the whole Greek language, bapfrzo has no
meaning, which as Prof. Anthon says may not be
resolved into dip, or immerse. If the truth of this
declaration is disputed by any scholar, let him bring
me the passage by which it may be disproved, from
the Septuagint, from the New Testament, from any
of the Greek dassics, or from Greek Fathers. 1f 1
am wrong the passage can be produced, and the fact
proved ; but it never has been done, and I know very
well it never can be done. The meaning of baptizo
never can be expressed by any act short of immer-
sion. And here ] must express my surprise to find
that on this subject, some'of our pedobaptist brethren,
whose learning and religion would seem to justify
the expectation of more candour, are in the habit of
misrepresenting Dr. Carson. In his learned work
on baptism, he arrives at the results [ have now sta-
ted ; after which they make him say, in the as-
sertion that baptizo means exclusively to immerse he
knows that the Lexicons and commentators are
against kim. |have within a few days past, re-ex-
amined his work, and find that he saysno such thing.
His language is this, p. 79 edt. 1823— _
¢ Baptizo to the utter exclusion of baplo, is applied
to the christian rite. Bapto, the root, | have shown
to possess Lwo meanings, to dip and to dye ) Bapti-
z0, | have asserted, has but one signification. It
has been formed on thesilea of the primery meaning
of the root. and has never admitted the secondary.
Now, both these things have been mistaken by wri-
ters on both sides of the controversy [Baptists and
Pedobaptists. It has been generally taken for
granted that the fwo words are equally applicable to
baptism ; and that they both equally signify to dye—
Both of them in a ry sense are’ supposed to
signify 10 wash, or to moisten. 1 do not admit this
with respect to either. I have alrendir proved this
with respectto bapto ; the proof is equally strong with
respect to baptizo. My position is that i always sig-
nifll;: to dip; never expressing anything but mode. Now
as [ have all the lexicographers and commentators
against me in this opinion; it will be necessary to say
a word or two with respect to the authority of lexi-
cons.”
In this opinion ?
is it in which he has the lexicographers and com-

nonomous.

- . ——

Howell’s Sermon on Baptism.

We copy from the Richmond Republican this ex-
cellent discourse. Our readers will not fail to give
it a careful perusal. '

REPORT OF A SERMON,

Delivered by the Rev. Dr. Howell, Pastor of
the Second Baptist Church of this cily, the
8th inst., 40 a large and attentive congrega-
gation, on the subject, ** What is Baptism?”

It is useless for us to do more than invite public
attention, to this able and eloquent discourse. It
will be read with interest by all who know anything
of the source from which it emanated, or are at all
familiar with the subject of Baptism. .

The Reverend gentleman, having announced his
text, *“ As many ofe as have been baptized into|
Christ, have put on Christ,” Gal. 3 chap. 27th verse,
spoke nearly as follows: )

Beptism is the ribed form in which you pro-
fess the religion of Christ. It is a rule of universal
application, thut the public particzpation in the dis-
tinguishing forms of any system of religion, human
or divine, has ever.in every nature, been regarded as
the profession of that religion. - He who offers the

ribed sacrifices to idols, is an idolator. The man

who observes the prayers and ablations enjoined by
Mohammed, isa ammedan. In your baptism, you
have professed and declared yourself a Charistien.—
This conclusion is sustained bgethe common sense
.and reason of all men. It is the great truth affirm-|
ed in the text. * Ye are all [professedly] the chil-|
dren of God by faith in Christ Jesus. For as many
of you as have been baptized into Christ have put}
on Christ,"—have intelligently and publicly, made a
profession of the religion of Christ. e is the
prince, of life, and you have “put on” his dis-
tinguishing livery. He is the captain of your salva-
tion, and you wear the uniform of his army. None
entered the sanctuary as members of the churches ia
apostolic times, without such profession ; and

! who made it were firmly united in the Redeemer.

| .Y By one Spirit ye are all baptized into one body.—
B 'l{ere is, said Paul, neither Jew, or Greek, there  is
~ peither bond nor free, there is neither.male nor fe-
male, for ye are all one in Christ Jesus.” Baptism is
therefore your formal -profession ef the religion of
Christ. “Asmany of you as have been baptized
into Christ, have put on Christ.” s

In the consideration of this subject three inquiries
present themselves: 1 What s baptism? 2 Who
are to receive baptism? 3 What are ﬂaeTadv:::m;iga
lﬂdfnﬂlt ; which baptism confers? To the first

.of these, lzgali devou{ltie present discourse. And
before I commence the argument, I beg permission
to make a remark respecting our brethren of the sev-
eral pedobaptist denominations around us. To dif-
fer with them on this, or anir other subject, gives
‘me no pleasure. God knows | feel for many of them
with w I have the pleasure of an acquaintance,
the sincere regard, both as men and as christians.—
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In what opinion of Dr. Carson

Most would I concurd\rilhhthem inl;;;r:iu]x:::; mentators against him * It is—1st—that bapto is not
we(;e 0,:' he ga“? de so,lanm.at :i':c:ﬁ: lhel!::fore equally with baptizo applied to the christian rite—-but
an yt viour. 1ntAis di ) *{ this fact is now given up to Dr. Carson by all scho-

and in any others with which it may be my duty to
follow it, nothing is further from my intention than
the design to foster a sectarian spirit, or to widen the
breach, already too capacious, between the christians
of different churches. It is not my purpose to cen-
sure or condemn others. It is the right of every man
in our happy country—a right of which Baptists in
all ages, amf in every nation, have been the firm and
unwavering advocates—to decide, and act for him-
self in all that pertains to religion. He is accounta-
ble to God only, for his opinions, and his practice.—
My purpose is to offer to all who. are present here,
the required explanations for myself, antt my breth-
ren, for what has been considered unnecessary sin-
gularity, and to defend the reasons for our proceed-
ings in regard to the ordinance of ba[i\p.grp With
these preliminary observations, and soliciting your
amdnr attention, and your earnest prayers, that we
may all be led to the knowledge and belief of the
truth, as it is in Jesus Christ, I proceed to the drs-
eussion of the first inquiry,
WHAT IS BAPTISM ?

To this question I have given mature, protracted.
and anxiows investigation. I have had before me
the light of the Bible, and" of every period of the
cliristiarr church. My object has been to determine
my personal duty and obediénce to Jesus Christ.—
)¢ since I have arrived at the settled, the unwa-
vering conclusion, and the more I stady it the more
_I am confirmed in the assurance, that the immersion in

lars ; 2ndly—that baplizo has not the secondary mea-
ning of bapto, to dye or color; 3rdly—that baptizo has
no secondary meanings; and 4thly, that it means mode
and nothing but mode. Do not the lexicons all de-
fine baptizoin its primary sense, to dip, to plunge,
to immerse ! Certainly they do. Then here the
agree with Dr. Carson. Do they ever define this
word, to pour, or to sprinkle? Never in a single in-
stance. Here also they all agree with Dr. Carson.
In what then were they against him ? In the alleged
secondary and remote meanings, which they admitted
and Dr. Carson denied. These are the facts. What
do they amount to? They relinquish nothing what-
ever. Dr. Carson was a good. a great, and a learned
man. #e has passed from the world. 1 trust these
facts will protect his memory against any misrepre-
sentation hereafter, such as that which I have here
been called upon to correct.

I now remark that the word employed to express
baptism is thoroughly definite and unamhiguous, and
that word which of all others most fully and perfect-
ly conveys theidea of immersion, and fixes itas the
baptism appointed by Christ. Such is the rich vari-
ety, copiousness of the Greek language in which as
every one knows, the New Testament 1s written, that
a different term is used for every conceivable form
of the application of water for any purpose, whether

ofane or sacred, as raino, rantizo, cheo, encheo, nipto
ouo bapto, bapt izo;fu no, agnizo, cathairo, and others.
Some of these words express different actions; and oth-

s

t- terof & true beleiever in Christ, by an awthorized | ers the same action with rd to different objects; but
}1 sister of the , in the name of the Father, and |all are employed to describe the use of water for dif-
i Son, and of the Holy Ghost, is christian baptism.- | ferent purposes. It is inconsistent with any reason-

s is christian bapti This alone is christian
For the sake of more perfect definiteness,
, I.assdme that immersion is necessary to bap-
there li;l:o tmmersion, there n':‘;:g ba
“The truth of this proposition is proved by the
ig of the word em;fo's'ed by the m}' Spirit in
! describe the ordinance ; by the metaphor-
_ solSense ©f the rite, and by the facts.and doctrines
hich baptism was instituled to represent and to

able conceptions of the wisdom and benevolence of
God, to presume for a moment, that in his holy word,
respecting the teachings of which it 1s so necessary
that we should bave correct ideas, that the Holy
Ghost did not use words with the utmost precision of
import. When God commands itis necessary. if we
obey him, that we shall know what he means.—
Among so many words in the most perfect language
ever spoken by man, is there not ene definite enough
to describe the action of baptism in such a manner

*

' immersion is always necessary to christian that we shall certainly understand ecisely what it

" y the sense of the word used in thie|is which is enjoined, and thus avnidp:he heart burn-

e do describe the ordinance. S ings and litigations, which have so long agitaied and
-ord.amplo invariably, in some one or|divided the e of God? Did the ?lo y Spirit in

dictating his revelation, design 1o leave upon our
mind an sndefinite impression ? This would have been
the case had be, as our Pedobaptist brethren tell us,

s, i8 baptizo. To ascertain the sense
3 sesari ve recourse to the

ake up Schre- ; :
_______ take up “*i intended 10 coufine baptism to no icular mode.—
' | That be did not so design is_certain. If he had he

would not have adopted baptizo lest immersion should
have been understood #s the action demanded; nor
would be fave Cl!])lﬂ{:d cheo lest pouring should
hu‘m‘ww that action prescribed ; nor
would have raino lest eprinkling should have
been presumed obli . He would certainly have
given us some : hw reference to the effect
rather than the action. as such a word at com-
mand? Most certajnly it was. Ateonce our thoughts
recur 1o agnizo to purify and kathairo o cleanse, in
Any sanines of spmiyiag wader. Bat Jebovah dsd

not an # term; he did not therefore,
m_ um tion,, - The word he adop-
“.t'. “n’ hm * ¥ . H * “”.

ently God will regard imuiersion only as christian

in a.nothel; ;:e h:‘ conveying the same idea

3 12: 50—« ve a baptism 10 be i
with,Vand how am I strait _nntilitbeammel'uh—
ed!” He alluded _mtbaamchingmd'w
mane, and Calvary. In these he was “planged ina
flood” of suffering. Such is the metqﬂmn.l bap-
|t : ' occurs in the same
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of your examination. You can readily look
yourself. You may, by the help of ' ¢

easily find every in the Bible in the
m.la,.r, and wash ocour in ;
and then if you know even the Greek letters, and .
little of the , you can see the form and know
the sense of the cor Greek ~in the

the Old. 1 will briefly state what you will find to.
be the results.. ' - S

1. In the English Bible you will find the word dip
in a multitude of Inall these, with one
single exception, the original Greek worl is either
bapto er baptizo. This one exception is in Genesis
37:31. in which itis said that Joseph's brethren
took his coat, and dipped it in the blood of a kil.—
Here the word translated dipped is xmorLuxa¥, Which
means stained. smeared, or daubed. Mark i you
please, the precision of the original. The:'idea in
this place, is not to dip, but to smear or daub, and
the Septuagint so expresses it.

2. You will learn that the word sprinkle, in some
of its forms, may be found in man Tuqag@s, and
never in a gingle instance is the original word bapto,
or baptizo. It is raino, or its derivative rantizo, and
some others. Here again you see the careful par-
ticularity in the use of words by the inspired writers;
and especially that the translators never rendered the
word which means to baptize, by the word gprinkle.

3. The word pour you will find of very irequent
occurrence in our translation, and not in one single
instance 18 the original bapto or baptizo It is when
pouring simply is intended, invanably cheo and its
cognates.

4. Wash often occurs, as you will see, where re-
ference is had not to the whole, but to a part of the
person, as the eyes, the face, the hands, the feet,and
other parts of the body. Not in, one case of this
kind is bapto, or baptize found, but the word is al-
ways nipto. When wash, with the signification of
bathe occurs, the original word is always lone. The |
penitenit woman is said to have washed the Saviopr's
fcet with her tears. The Greek word here is not
bapto, nor nipte, nor lono, but brecho, which means to
wet, or to moisten. In three passages however, two
in the gospels, and one in the epistles, 7. e., Mark 7:
4, Luke 11: 38. and Heb. 9 : 10—we have the word
wash denoting to d:p ; and here we have in the ori-|
ginal, either the verb baptizo, or the noun baptimaos. |
The language of our version is this:—*“And when
they come trom the market except they wash they
eat not. And many other things there be whic
they have received to hold, as the washing of cups,
and pots, and brazen vessels, and tables.”  And * He
[Christ] went in, and set down to meat [with a
Pharisee.] And when the Pharisee saw it, be mar-
velled that he had not first washed before dinner.”
These are the two passages from the Gospels; and
the commentators agree that these washings so far |
as the persons were concerned, were immersions. Dr.
Adam Clarke; for example, a Methodist, refe ring to
them says. “They simply dipped or plunged them

to furniture, the purifications of cups, pots, tables,
couchlies, and other articles, what shall we say ! We
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as the Lord's Supper was hi ?:'lﬂ
Upon this point the from

God is full and explicit. *How,” asks an apostle,
* Shall we that are dead to sin, live any longer there-
in?! Know ye not that so many of us as were ba
tized into Jesus Christ were baptized into hisdeath *
[Christ died for on and was buried, and rose
again ; we by faith in Christ, are dead to sin.}]—
“ Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into
death, that like as Christ was raised up from the

L

:

should walk in newness of life. For if we have been
L planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall

¢ also [raised] in tite likeness of his resurrection.”
In other words; as Christ was buried in the grave,
so we are buried in the water of bapism; and as
Christ arose and come out of the grave, so sve
and come out of the water of baptism. Our refre-
senting his burial necessarily brings us to represent
his resurrection. **For if we have been planted to-
gether in the likeness of his death,” [buried as he
was,| we shall also arise 1n baptism **in the likeness
of his resurrection.” Knowing this, that our old
man”-—sinful nature—* is crucified with him”—ecru-
cified in the body of Christ who hore our sins upon
the cross—*that the body of sin might be destroyed,
that henceforth we should not serve sin. Now, if
we be dead with Christ, we believe that we shall also
live with him, knowing that he being raised from
the dead, dieth no more.” We also. if we are indeed
dead with him to sin, and alive with him to righteous-
ness, die no more, and therefore live to the glory of
him who died for us, and rose again. Andasa man
when he is buried, leaves all the scenes and pursuits
of his former life, 0 having been buried in baptism
to our old life of sin, wa live a new life of holiness
by faith in the Son of God. These are the great
Jacts, as stated by Paul and the other apostles, which
baptism was designed to represent and commemorate.
They are among thoze amazing acts of our Lord
Jesus Christ, by which he redeemed us from death
and the-grave. These acts, God intended to keep
ever before us, and they are therefore set forth anew
in every instance of chiistian baptism. Such bap-
tism can therefore never take place without immer-
sion.

But christian baptism also teaches us great ard
important doctrines.  You teach by pictures—so here
—("arson, p. 25. * Baptism marks in a figure, the way
in which we become partakers of the benefits of
Christ's death. This is by our being, by a divine
constitution, one with him. His death is a proper
atonement for us, because we die with him, so lhat
in reality his death is regarded by the law of Gol
as our death. This is not necessary in all cazes of
substitution. To have a dabt discharged by another,
there is no necessity to become one with him. But
it is not so 1n crime.  Justice is not satisfied unless

the criminal bimself suffer. And by the divine con-

[;’, e. their ha"d,;] into the water.” Bul with rez::rd | .\.ni“mm,, that makes believers one with Chrinl, 1he-\» ! that besides the twelve, there were present scvenly
The |

are all considered as having died with him.
crimials have suffered, since he who suffered is one

are told that these tables especially, were large
wooden structures, or benches ten or twelve feet long, |
and two or three broad and could not have been im- |
mersed. On this subject, I remark that these gentle-
men‘gratuitously, to make out their case, depart from
the best authoritres on Jewish antiquities. These au-
therities tell us that the tables; &c., were pleces or
leather spread out on the floor, from which the peo-
ple ate in a crouching posture, as they now do in

u
forth iw”our baptism ; (tanght as by a picture) our
union with Christ in his death, his burial, and his
resurrection. | now remark that thes wunion must
appear in our baptism or it is no baptism. 1 will
sustain this fact by the argument of an Apostle him-
nelf, on a colateral topic.

The Corinthians celebrated as they imagzined, the
Lord's Supper ; but Paul tells them plainly, that that

with them. These are the gloricus doctrines held

many places in the east. These surely, conld easily
have been bathed, or immersed. But "however this |
may have heen, I will give you the very words of
the law of God in the premises. The Jews professed |
to be governed in their obediency by his law: They |
did then, in the case, what the Jaw commanded them i
to do. And new what was that ? The law is re-
corded in Leviticus 11 : 32, &c.—thus: “ Whatsoey-
er vessel 1t be [which is polluted] wherein any work
is done, it shali be put into water, and it shall be
unclean until the even, so shall it be cleansed”—by
being putinto the water. The same Jaw—in Namb.
31: 23—is repeated and amplified. It is thus ex-
pressed.—' Every thing [tables, and all] that may
abide the fire, ye shall make to go through the fire,
and it =hall be clean ; yet it must be purified by the
water of separation. And al/ that abideth npt the
fire, ye shall make go through the water.” Such
was the washing of furniture, cups, tables, or couches.
and all other articles. It was done by immersing
them either in fire, or water. The law of God de-
manded this. Shall our friends suppose it was not
done and construct an argument 100 upon this sup-
Eumllon'! They surely were immersed. Thus we

ave at once, disposed of two of these passages which
have been presumed to be doubtful. One other re-
mains—that contained in the epistle to the Hebrews.
Its reading is as follows :—* Which stood only in
meats and drinks, and divers washings—diaphorois
baptismois-—and carnal ordinances imposed on them
until the time of reformation.” Upon this text, how-
ever, | need say very little, since it is given up to us
by most of our brethren. It is translated by the most
learned Pedobaptists themselves, among whom I be
you to examine Grotius, Whitby, McKnight, anﬁ
others, thus—*Divers immersions, and]ordinances
concerning the flesh.”

This rapid survey of our present version shows
that the translators, Pebodaptists as they were, did
not conceive themselves at liberty to violate the
principles, I have now sketched. The words used
in the original both of the Old and New Testament,
were employed with greal precision. Out of geveral
hundred mnstances, they did not, but in three -cases,
even atlempt to render baptism by any other;-word
than to immerse, in these three they use the word
wash, with the idea of dipping. But never in a single
instance, did they render baru'zo, in the Greck
sprinkle or pour in English! It is impossible’ there-
ore, that sprinkling, or pouring, or any thing else
‘but immersion, can be baptism ; because ‘the” word
used by the Holy Spirit to describe the baptism en-
joined upon you by our Lord Jesus Christ'always
means immersion, whether used by writers, classical,
or sacred ; because-even eur translators of the com-
mon version of the scriptures, althongh all pedoba
tists, never rendered it as synenymous with -sprink?e-
or pour ; and because, 10 baptize, and 10 sprinkle, and
to baptize and to pour, are altogether different ac-
tions. Immersion therefore, and immersion only is
Christian baptism. So much for the sense of the
word,

2. We now proceed to the second branch of the
argument. That immersion in water is essential to
Christian baptism, is also proved by the metaphorical
sense of the ordinance. ' Upon this part of the sub-
ject you.need be detained but a very few moments.

A metaphorical baptism is defined by Lexicograph-
ers, as we have seen, thus—*“oppressed, or over-
whelmed with affliction ;: plunged in a flood of afffic-
tion.” . Regarding such baptism our Saviour said to
some of his disciples—Matt, 20 : 22, Mark 10 : 38—
“Can ye be bapiized with the baptism that I am bap-
tized with 7" . Lightfoot, a Presbyterian divine,
n exposition of this passage remarks—* Baptism
among the Jews, as it was performed in the coldest
weather, and the persons were kept under the water
for rome time, was used not only to ress death,
but the most cruel kind of death.” The intimation
of the -Redeemer is that he should be overwhelmed in
calamities. This was the bpptism described. Again

ceremony was not the Lord’s Supper! But why?
They ate and drank together, the bread and the wine.
Yet it was not the Lord's Supper. It was not Be-
cause they departed from the original model in the
form of its administration. In that form used by
them, could not be discerned the Lord's body—his
sufferings and death.  This destroyed the ordinance.
So Pedobaptists themselves regard similar desecra-
tions now. The Papists administer the Lord's Sup-,
per in what they call the mass, Afier various su-
perstitious ceremonies, the Priest gives the people the
wafer, and he himself drinks the wine. Do our pe
dobaptist brethren believe that tkis is the Lord's Su

per?  Would they participate in it as such ? Cer-
tainly not. Now if the Lord's supper is vitally vi-
tiate when it does not show the Lord's death, and
therefare is not the Lord's supper ; it is equally true
that that is not baptism which does novshow fis bu-
rial and resurrection. Can his burial and resurrec-
tion be shown by sprinkling, or pouring? Never.
Sprinkling and pouring can therefore never be bap-
tism. Immersion is essential to baptism.

These deductions might, were it necessarv, be
strengthened by many other arguments equally con-
clusive. We might adduce the constantly recurring
declarations, that in the days of the Apostles, bap-
tism was administered in rivers, and in other places
wheie thereswas *“ much water;” and we might re-
fer to the fact, that in its administration, they went
down into the water, and came up out of the water,
none of which is necessary, or observed in sprinkling,
or pouring. All these and numerous other facts ren-
der if possible, the certainty still more certain, that
where there is no immersion, there is no scripiural
baptism. But time does not permit; and I proceed
to observe, that we are sustained, singuiar as the
fact may appear, in the conclusions now submitted,
l;y the best and most learned pedobaptist writers
themselves, of all classes. Do you demand the proof
of this assertion ' You shall have it, and to any

uoted by Dr. Du

extent you desire. |
ze term baptism

The tmmortal Martin Luther, as
Veil-—on Acts, 8, 3—remarks——¢
i8 a Greek word. It may be rendered a dipping, as
when we dip something in water, that it may be en-
tirely covered with water. And though that custom
be utterly abolished among the generality, for neith-
er do they entirely dip, but only sprinkle with a lit-
tle water, [ their children] nevertheless they oughtte
be wholly immersed. and presently drawn out again.
For the etymology of the word seems to require it.
The signification of baptism is [as just now stated
that the old man of our nativity which is full of sins,
which is entirely of flesh and blood, may be over-
whelmed with divine grace. The manner of baptism
therefare, should correspond with the signification of
baptism, that it may show a certain and plain sign
of it.™ What Baptist could better have expressed
his own sentiments than it is here dons by the most
distinguished of the reformers. To this day, although
practically rantists, all the best German critics main-
tain the rame doctrine. Another example.—The
great John Calvin, the father of the Presbyterian
chureh, in bis Institutes of Religion, as translated by
Allen—vol. 4, ch. 15, p. 343-—remarks——* The word
!mpuze_s:gmﬁes to immerse, and it is certain tnat
immersion was the practice of the ancient church.”
[n several other places this profoundly learned man
maintains the same important truth. Particularly ia
his commentary on John 3: 23, and on Acts 8- 33,
he says—* From words we perceive how bap-
tism was administered by the ancients; for they im-
gxmedd mdlhgf w"l!:tl: body ;n _ws:lter.“ I could multiply

undreds of instances of similar i imo-
ny, but I forbear. TGRS e

4. But it is necessary before I close this discourse
that I should refer even if it be but very briefly, 0
some pbjections which have been wr against the
conclusions to which have now conducted.
_ The prepositions with which baptizo is connected
pposed by some to turn aside the
hat baptism

dead by the glory of the Futher, even so we also|i
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atise fout of. Were yoh informed that a gentleman having
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sentence where they occur. it i-l:ld only of you
friend that he went to the river, we should have no
proof that he went #nto i¢. But if it is said he went
to the river, and bathed, we at once know that he
went ffo the stréam. So in relation to from, and
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been immersed, came from- the water, you would not
doubt his having been in the water. So much in ve-
lation to the preposition eis connected with baptism,
and which so fu lﬁv; expresses info. Respecting; en,
and ek, and apo, they do not, and in the very nature
of things they cannot weaken in the slightest degree,
the force of the worl used by the inspired writers to
deseribe the form of baptism. Itis still immersion,
and nothing but immersion.

2. It is alleged that Paul must have been baptized
in the house, and standing upon his fect, and there-
fore could not have been’ inmersed. But why suéh
a supposition as this? Acts 9: 18—22: 16, Annanias
said to-him ¢ **Arise and be baptized™—** and he
arose, and was baptized.,” But does Luke say he
was baptized in the house and standing ?  Certainly
not—but only that he arose as a preparation for bap-
tism. The rising was one thing, and baptism was
nnother thing. This isa common form of expressjon.
Clrist said to his disciples, ** Arise, let us go hence.”
He said to Paul when stricken with blindness on the
rond to Damascus: ¢ Arise, and go into Damas-
c¢us.”—this objection alzo is as you see, utterly base-
less,

3. As an other objection to our conelusion it is al-
leged that the three thousand persons baptised on the
day of penricost, conld not possibly have been im-
imersed for two reasons ;—The first is that there was
not a sutlicient number of administrators to have
performed the work in one day  and the second is
that water in sufficient quantities could not have
been found in Jernsalem, and its vicinity.

Let us briefly examine both these rensons. Regar-
ding the former, a little simple arithinetic will work
wonders. Three thousand persons divided between
the twelve apostlés, would give to each apostle two
hundred and fifty. I find by my own experience
that, procceding with the utinost deliberation, 1 usn-
ally baptize three in a minute. But sappose the
apostles buptized only two in a minute, they wonld
have baptized the whole in a huadred and twenty-
live minutes—thatis, in two hours and five minutes.
I they baptized three in n minnte, the twelve apos-
tlex alone baptized the whole three thousand iu one
hour and twenty minutes.  But let it be remembered

| dizxciples authorised to baptize, miaking in all, cigh-
tv-two adininistratars.  Now divide three thousand
between eighty-two ministars, and yon give to each
1.11,;ont thirty-six, all of whom coudd have Lecn bap-
{tized with the most perfect deliberation, in less than
| fiftesn minutes. This' case then, presents not the
| least difficulty.  But suppose it did present an in-
superable drfliculty, and it could be proved that three
thousand, instead ol being baptiged in fifteen min-
‘utes, could not possibly have been baptized in a whole
day. What then? "The argument lies against the
statement of Luke thiat =0 many were baptized, and
not against immersion, asthe mode of their baptism.
But how so? [ answer every ons knows who
| has witnessed, or adwinistered the ordinance, that in
| @ given time, as many, and with the same ease, can
be immersed as can be poured upon or sprinkled. —
Eut the idea that so many could not;have Leen bap-
tized on that day is wholly fanciful,

2. The second réason consists in the supposition
that water in_sufficient quantitiez could not have been
obtained in or about Jernsalem, to baptize so many
persons, What! A city with st that time propabl-\'
more than a willion of inlmbitants, within whose

1

whose religion required daily ablutions; a eity in
which in a milllon of inhabitants bathed cvery day,

a city in the midst of which, and near it, were six
|immense reservoirs with easy descent, expressly for
bathing purposes as the pool.of Bethesda, the King's
or Solomon’s pool, the upper pool, the pool of Si-
loam, the pool of Hezekiah, and the lower pool
ol' Gilion; all within a few minutes' walk, and two
at the place where the conversation ocearred, some
covering four acres of ground; a city which al-
thongh on high grounds, was surrounded by moun-
tains, and consequently, as are all such places, well
snpplied with water; thatsach a city should not con-
tain water enough to immerse a few hundred people
isa dremm, which it would seem, never could have
found admittanee into any but a distempered imagi-
nation. No my brethren, for any such purposes there
never could in the holy city, bave been any want ol
an abundance of water. And I will state here, once
for all, that men have never been known to live, they
never will five, where there is not an ample supply of
water for all domestiec and religious purposes. Hence
ull those fanciful suppositions that water for baptism
cannot be found im great deserts, such as Zahara,
angl at the poles, have nothing to do with the ar-
gument. Who lives permanently, in the lands of the
Zuhara, or amid the thicked ribbed ice of the poles?
Where there are no resident people there is no occa-
sion for baptism.

3. It is again objected. that baptism could not al-
ways have been administered by immersion, because
the Jailor of Phillippi must have been baptized in
the house, where this form of the ordinance could
not have been observed. Let it be admitted for the
sake of the argument, that the Jailor was baptized
in the house and what then? Do we not know that
in all eastern houses, prisons as well as others, baths
were invariablz' found, for religious and other pur-
poses * This fact has been again and again demon-
strated. There was not the i‘ast impediment then,
to the baptism of the Jailor' and his family in the

Jailor was baptized in the house ? Does the narra-
tion justify the conclusion ? Let us look at the pas-
sage, Acts 16, 20—34. They were you remember
in the inner prison when alarmed by the earthquake,
and attendant events—* Then he [the Jailor] called
for a light, and sprang in, and came trembling, and
fell down before Paul and Silas, and brought them
out [here they left the inner prison] and said, sirs;
what must I do to be saved? And they said, be-
lieve in the Lord Jesus Christ und thou shall be sav-
ed, and thy house. [Now they were out in the
sages.]' And they spake unto him the word of the
Lord, and [they spake the word of the Lord] to all
that were in his house. [Here we find the Apostles
in the Jailor's house, or the part of the prison where
his family resided.] And he ‘E::e Jailor] took them
the Aposiles] and washed ir stripes, and was
ptized he and all his straightway. And when he
brought them, sufo his hous¢. [This is the second
time the Jailor brought them into his' house, They
therefore took him and his family out of his hovse
to baptise them, and aflter the baptism returped. | —
And he set meat before them, and  rejoiced, béliev-
ing in God, with all his house.® The Jailor was
therefore, not ba in his house. This event
occurred at midnight. If sprinkling or pouring was

ever used in ba ‘this was a mgermuonfor
it, and if certainly would have done there in
the house. But they went out of the house to bap-

tize them, - Why ? ~ Most surely because immersion
oo
i e
sy
syny thiog oncan eve
“Some tive allusions found in the serip-

and not with water énongh to baptize three thousand; |

ing, w quired. This
 incBnsistent with. the | -
thing but immersion“can ever be re- Jonity

. ,.. ﬁ.h
in water umuy as Noah .ﬂhh'

were eneclosed in .

Another passage of similar character, 2
“ Moreover brethren [ would not that ye shogy
ignorant bow that all oar Fathers were ys
cloud, and all passed-throngh the sea, ang m"
baptised unto. Moses jn the clogd and in the g
The argement constructed from this text i, that 1y
Hebrew Fathers were all baptised, but (hat they
not all immersed, and that therelore, immengy |
not  necessary to baptism. But does this g 3
state the fact? A moment’s “peflection wil] [y
convince yon that it does not, In wh‘““’maﬂm
fathers baptised? In the cloud, and mn (b, =
How were they baptised? By passing throyo} the
sea, and under the cloud. Is not the }ikem,:s this
figure bears to immersion about as near as it coyly b
and still remain a figure? Dr. Whithy on this o
sage justly remarks—«They [the Israe!i:es] Wen
covered with the sea on both sides—Exod. 14, 39_
=0 that both the clond and the aea had some rese.
hlance 1o ounr heing covered with water in baplisy,
Thuir going into the sea resembled the ancient mas.
ver of going into the water, and their coming out g;
their,rising out of the water.””

5. Another figum-live allusion requires our e,
tion, It is the bapitism of the Spirit. The Spirit &
said to have been poured out upon the people »
Pentecost, and its receplion was the baptism of f
Spirit. It is therefore concluled that pouring wa
on a person.may be baptism. Let us examie ts
narrative, Acts 2. 1—4. «They were all with g
accord, it one p'ace. And suddenly there came,
sound from heaven [maik it was a soundl asof,
rushiug mighty wind, an! it {the soond] filled all
house where they were sitling.  And there appear
unio them cloven tonzues like as of fire, and it fihe
likeness of fire] =at upon each of them. And thy
were all fillel with the Holy Ghost, and begué
speak with other tongues as the Spirit [with whid
they were fillei] gave them otlerance.?” Is this the
action the pouring out of the Spirit, info them, mi
they are filled with it, which is to he imilate] ig the
baptisin of water. If o, then nesther sprinkling, oot
immersion, nor even pouring 1s baptism. - But the ma-
ter inust be poured into the candidates until they e
filled with water, as the disciples were filled with the
Holy -Gho~t! Into such ab=urdities those who o
stinately pursue error are always lable 10 be I,
The simple and plain truth on this subject is. that ts
baptiam of the Spirit is the act of patting men onder
the inflnence of the Spirit; and the baptism of waly
is the act of patting men underthe water. & Wem
huried with him in baptism, wherein we are also rism
with him, through the faith of thesoperation of Go!
who hath raised-him from the cead.”

The notion preity generally prevails, 1 beliere,
among our Pedobaptist_brethren, that baptismjsde
signe:l 1o represent the work of the Spirit in regepen.
tion. John leaches us otherwise. Speakingof the
work of redemption.—He says that'to its truth ml
elficacy, there are three that bear record in heaven. the
Father, the word for Son] and the Holy Ghost, and
these three are one. And to the same great facla—
There are three that bear witness in earth ; the Spuil,
the water, and the blood, and these three agree in one”
By the Spirit, the water, and the biood, all the con.
mentators, agree in understanding the Holy Spir,
baptism, and the Lord's sapper.. The Holy Spir!
hore testimony 1o the truth and efffcacy of redemptios,
at penticost and still does so in every recurring cos-
version ;— baptism bearing witness in representing b
burial, and resurrection —the Lord’s supper in repe-
senting his suflering and death—A/l thiee agree inoe
testimony. Those who make baptism an embles
of work of the Spirit in regeneration err egregiou<f.
since— :

1. Baptism is a concurrent witness with the Spri
of the sufficiency of Christ, &c.

2. 1f baptism were a witness 1o the Spirit, thes
one of Christ’s wilnesses would be removed..

3. If baptism bears witness to the Spirit, then on¢ |
witness bears wilness 1o another witness.

4, If baptism bears witness to the work of theji
Spirit in regeneration, then John was wrong, Chrst
has hut {wo witnesses, The other bears witness (0
the Spirit.

5. If baptism bears witness to the Spirit these three
wilnes<es do not agree in one lestimony. .

But John was right ; ani if so, it follows that al!
that doctrine which makes baptism a sign and sealof
the work of the Spirit in regencration is Wwrong “j
can only lead men into huriful errors.

None of these fizurative allusions lher&fﬂ?!‘_’w' '
at all our conclusions. Indeed, they bave plaisly ?
contrary effect.

Such, [ believe, are all the objections to onr A
ments on the sahject, considered of any weight fhare
treated them calmly and fairly, and instead of 2™
any doubt upon them, they actually strengthen ®
confirm the conviction thal immersion and im
alone is christian baptism.

These briefly, are our reasons, my brethren, for ¢
firm belief that the immersion in water of a tro k-
liever in Jesus Christ, by an anthorised administ®\%
in the name of the Father, and of the Son, -;‘“‘"m
Holy Ghost, and this alone, is christian hapti®- e
conclusion, we have seen, is amply suswioed by
meaning of the word, by the mem"'f”“al '?”ﬂ,
baptism, by the great facts and <OtUIDES “hw:d"
ordinance was designed to res~esent and teach, 2 o
the places, and cirenmata~ces -altendant upon It
ministration, We he-€ in addition to our mﬁ:,
the promises, als~ ¢xamined the strongest 0
to our eonclu":"“’ and we find them wholly Md:
of force, sadeed they add to the assurance tbal ™
opiniens are immoveably trae—that they never
pe shaken, e

It remains only that we make a brief practis ¥
plication of our subject, in two respecis, and ¢
done. : ™
1. Ingthe first place, you who have not bech. ¢
mersed have never been baptized at afl.

I do not, by the plain statement of e bt §
fact, mean to shock yt i, or 1o "Pwm'u :
simply, and with defbrence 12 #500
ig_true and imp A man who )

2 & gy et




