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PRF,FACE. 

IN Bubmilting the following pages to the candid and serious attention of the )( .. 
ligiouR Public, it may not he improper to state, that, although the last fifteen lei" 9 

of my life have been principally devoted to Biblical and Theological research, and 
to the ministration of the Gospd of the hlessed God, yet I have ne,'er reada Trea­
tise nor preached a Sermon expressly on the suhject of the Baptismal ceremony.­
N or could an~ consideration hm'e impelled me on the eve of my departure from the 
Province, when multiplied engagements furnished sufficient occupation for every 
1lOur of my time, to have engaged in this controversy but a sense of imperiolls 
duty. Perceiving the sectarian spirit and tendency of Mr. Crawley's recently­
published' Treatise on Baplism'-and fully persuaded in my own mind that the 
.<lrguments by "\vhich he has endeavoured to support his exclusive views, are just 
abont as solid as the element employed in the administration of the ordinance in 
"uestion, I strongly felt that I owed it alike to the cause of Christian liberality, 
and of Christian t,."th,-promptly to stand forth in defence of both. 

I entertained a hope of being able to complete the work which I have been thns 
jnducecl to undertake, before my departure: but my time is so extremely limited 
that I find this to be impracticable. I have therefore thought it preferable to i,suc 
it in two Parts: the pres€nt discusses the mode of Baptism ; and the oilier, which 
will appear as soon as circumstances in the order of Providence may permit, will 
exhibit the Scriptural grounds of Pedobaptist sentiments as to the subjects of lhe 
rite. 

A, the Part now before the reader ii. the production of little more than a fortnight, 
-I may not unreasonably claim his indulgence towards any inaccuracies he may 
discover in the composition: in relation to the reasonings and philological inl-esli­
gal ions by which I have endeavoured to show the fallacy of Mr. Crawley'S positiol15, 
I desire nothing but rigid impartiality. 

Above all, may it ever be remembered, both by UJe writer and the read('j', that 
~, in Christ Jesus, neither circumcision availeth any thing nor llucircumcision, mlt 

a new creature,"-and that, "GOD IS A SPIRIT, and they that,worship him, 
mus, worship him in spirit and in t,'uth." 
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A 

SHORT AND SCRIPTURAL METHOD 

~art JFirfJt. 

CHAPTER I. 

PRELIMIN ARY OBSERVATIONS. 

"PROVE all things: hold fast that which is good;" 1. Thes. v: 
'21. "Let everyone be fully persuaded in his own mind"; Rom. 
xiv. 5: "Brethren, be not children in understanding: howbeit ill 
malice be ye childrcn, but in understanding be ye men"; 1. Cor. 
xi v: 20. "Let not him that eateth despise him that eatelh not; 
and let not him that eateth not judge him that eateth: for God hath 
receive(i him. Who art thou that judgest another man's ser­
vant? to his own master he standeth or falleth. Yea he shall be 
holden up: for God is able to make him stand"; Rom. xiv: 3, 4. 
These are among the salutary monitions which were elicited from 
the Apostle Paul by certain diversities in ol'inion and condllct, 
among those whom he recognized as 'brethren, dearly beloved,' 
in his own day: and no one who entertains correspondent views 
of the spiritual character of Christianity, will hesitate for a mo­
ment to admit their application to all those peculiarities of religi­
ous sentiment, not involving the essential principles of the gospel, 

. which distinguish the different classes of Christians at the present 
period. An obedient regard both to their letter and spirit is no less 
obligatory upon us than it was upon those to whom they were ori­
ginally addressed. "Vhat then do those apostolic injunctions 
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inculcate, in reference to the diversities that exist among the 
true members of the visible Church of Christ? As to ow·selves, 
-they require us to bring all our religious opinions to the test of 
Ihe word of inspiration, and with docility of mind, and deep devo­
tion of heart, to search the sacred records, that saved from error 
and established in the knowledge of the truth, "the word of God 
may dwell in us richly, in all wisdom and spiritual understanding." 
With regard to othas, who though of the household of faith, ac­
conI not with us on points of secondary consideration, they enjoin 
the cultivation of a spirit of love and forbearance; representing it 
as nothing le~s than an unhallowecl usurpation of the prerogative 
of Deity, to criminate and condemn them on that account. 

The dividcd state of the Christian Church has long been the 
subject of poignant regret to men who, with a Jliety unusually 
elevated, have combined a benevolence of heart nobly superior to 
the littleness of bigotry. H<Jwevcr much we may deplore the exis­
tence and consequences of such dissonance in religious views 
among real Christians, it will awaken the less surprise the more 
we reflect on the plurality of causes that are in constant operation 
to produce and perpetuate it; such as-the power of habit anll 
educational prcjudice-the influence, often of adventitious associ­
ations in life-the ~usceptibility of error incident to minds of the 
IJighest order-and last, though not least, the infirmity and deceit­
fu loess of the human heart. "Nor ought we, in tracing the causes 
of these differences, by any means to forget, that on many points 
of a merely secondary nature-those particularly which relate to 
modes of worship and of church government-there is to be found, 
in the divinely authorised records of the Christian revelation, very 
little ofprecisc direction; and thus is there obviously left, in refer­
ence to such points, a considerable scope for the formation of dif­
ferent views." 

But surely, amidst all these diversities, there is gt·ound of suffi­
cient breadth and pre-eminently holy still left, on which all who 
maintain the fundamental principles of the gospel may stand, and 
keep, what is of infinitely greater moment than a mere accordance 
of speculative sentiments or of ritual observances ,-" the unity 
of the Spirit in the bond of peace." 

Nothing more directly tends to sevet' that bond than the spirit of 
dogmatism and exclusiveness. I am anxiolls to believe that it was 
remote from the intention of the Rev. Mr. Cl"awlcy, to display 
iuch a spirit jll the 'Treatise on Baptism' by the publication of 
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'which he has recently gratified the importunities of the churches 
in these Provinces, with which he is associated. Discriminating, 
howcver, as may have been the judgment exercised by those 
churches, in so unanimously pitching upon him among all bis 
ministerial brethren, as the champioll of their impugnecl cause­
atILl strong as may be his confidence in the rectitude of' the views 
which he has adopted in connexion with the initiatory rite of 
the Christian dispensation, I was not, I confess, when I took up 
the work, preparcd to see it intimated in language of no dubiouS! 
import, that, in his estimation, the department of the church 
of Christ which derives its characteristic name, from its zeal 
respecting the baptismal ceremony, is, in reference to this ordin­
ance, to be regarded as " the pillar and gl'ound of the truth" ;"­
that he is " compelled to look to the principles of Baptists, as a 
means essential to thefi·nal triumphs of the Cross-to the complete 
establishmcnt of the reign of the :\lessiah" ii-that "in the church 
Qf Christ, and in the participation of its holy ordinances, he dare 
hold communion with none but those whom in the exercise of the 
most christian and charitable judgment, he believes the Saviour 
has sealed [by immersion of course] as his sineere disciples" ;j: 
with many declarations of a similar cast.-Now, not to speak of 
the preposterousness of instituting, on the ground of a disputable 
peculiarity of opinion respectillg the mere mnnner of observing an 
outward ceremony, any comparison between the Baptist churches 
and the universal church of the living God, which, in virtue of her 
being the depository of the completel1 canon of divine revelation 
is called by St. Puul " the piliar and ground of the truth",­
what,let me inquire, is the nalw'e of Messiah's Kingdom? When he 
hiUlself was demanded of the Pharisees, When the Kingdom of 
God should come? did he not most perspicuously discriminate it 
from every thing external? "The Kingdom of God" said he 
" cometh 1I0t with observation: neither shall they say, Lo here! 
or, 10 there! for behold, the Kingdom of God is WITHIN you." 
Luke xvii: 20, 21. In aecordance with this declaration, the 
Apostle Paul gives equal prominence to the sallie essential distinc­
tion, and particularly describes wherein this spiJ'ilttal empire con­
sists :-" For the Kingdom of God is not meat and drillk, but 
righteousness, peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost." Rom. xiv: 17. 
How the mode of practising any exteriol' rite can be so essentially 
connected with the complete establishment of this interil)'/' domi­
[(Jion in the souls of men, we must cou[es5 ourselves utterly at a 

" Treatise on Baptism, p. iv. t p. iv-j 1"7. 
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loss to conceive. To invest any rite which, at best, is only a cir­
cumstance of religion, with such immeasurable importance,-to 
make it little, if any thing, less than an essential of salvation, has 
too much the appearance of Pharisaism, to accord well with the 
spirituality of the Gospel, or with the present state of religious 
knowledge in the world. "Such strenuousness" says Professor 
Stuart "I am most fully persuaded, is a zeal without a proper de­
gree of ohristian knowledge and liberality on this point. It is a 
zeal for the costume of religion, rather than the true spirit of it.­
So far as it goes, I must believe it to be really and truly sectm'i­
anism. m That there exist ample grounds fOI' the formation of 
the sentiment thus delivered by the leamed Professor, candid Bap­
tists will themselves at once concede. We have their recorded 
admissions respecting this matter-their denunciations, they migbt 
rather be termed, against their brethren, who, in the exuberance 
of their zeal about a ceremony, appeal' at least, more solicitous to 
promote the predominance of their party, than the vital interests 
of the Gospel of salvation. 

In the constellation of eminent men who have adorned the Bap­
tist persuasion, enumerated by :Mr. Crawley, Bunyan, 'a name 
equally dear to genius and piety,' and the ever-to-be-remembered 
Robert Hall, shine with distinguished lustre. Let the estimate 
then which these men formed as to the importance of a perfect co­
incidence in the observance of outward ordinances among Chris­
tians, be heard in their own words-by Baptists-by every class of 
the Redeemel"s disciples. The honest author of 'The Pilgrim's 
Progress' addressing his strenuous brethren on this point, says, 
" In my simple opinion, your rigid and church-disgusting princi­
ples, are not fit fOI' any age or state of the church. I say they are 
babes and carnal, that attempt to break the peace and communion 
of churches, though upon no better pretences than water ;-1 am 
still of that mind, and shall be, so long as I see the effects that 
follow, viz. the breach of LOVE taking off Christians from the 
more weighty things of God, and to make them quarrel and have 
heart-burnings one against another." -- More polished, of course, 
but not less pointed, are the shafts which MR. HALL directs against 
" this loftiness of pretension and arrogance of language" as he ex­
presses himself. "We reason" he says" as we conceive conclu­
sively, in favour of adult, in opposition to infant baptism; our 
Pedobaptist brethren avow their inability to discern the justice of 

* Bib. Repo •. No. x, 1'.378. tTreatise on Baptism, l'p. 183, 184. 
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bur conclusion: and are they on that account to be viewed in the 
8ame light as though they intentionally rejected the decision of 
inspired men? What is this but to set up a claim to inspiration, 
or, at least, to such an infallible guidance in the explanation of Scrip­
ture as is equally exempt from the danger of error or mistake? 
If we examine it accurately, it amounts to more than a claim to 
infallibility it implies, ill Pedobaptists a knowledge of this extra­
ordinary fact. The apostles were not only inspired and conse­
qnently infallible teachers, but Were known and acknowledged to 
be sllch by the primitive Christians j and before we presume to 
demand an implicit acquiescence in our conclusions, and to consi­
der om'selves entitled to treat dissentients as we suppose the op­
ponents of the apostleiS would have been treated, it behoves us to 
evince ollr possession of infallibility by similar evidence."" Re­
Luke administered in this form to our Baptist brethren, by one of 
their opponents, would no doubt be regarded as the language of 
contumacy and resentment: but emanating, as it does, from the 
eloquent lips of their own estimable and illustrious HALL, who 
being dead yet speaketh, it will surely be deemed entitled to some 
degree of regard: it should at least repress the triumph with which 
they are wont to represent themselves as virtually the only Chris­
tian church upon earth; and impose a check npon that sectarian 
vehemence, mistaken, perhaps, by themselves for zeal to win souls 
to Christ, one principal object of which, is, to effect the SEPARATION 

of 1'eal Christians fWlll the bosom of those churches to which they 
are attached. t On this delicate subject, we should probably be 
deterred ii'om expressing with unfettered freedom our own senti­
ments, from an apprehension that tllE'Y would not be likely if as­
sociated with our name, to operate upon the minds of our esteem­
ed Baptist brethren with any salutary influencej-we are therefore 
happy in being exempted from the necessity of so doing by one nn­
der whose most humiliating rebukes they cannot but remember, 
that" faithful are the wounds ofa FRIEND." Under tbese impres­
sions, and prompted by a sincere desire to do them good, we are 
inflL16ed to lay before them another IiXU'act ii'om the same celebra­
ted writer:-

" We are incompetent judges," observes MR. HALL to his Bap­
tist brethren, " of the light in which our conduct appears to those 
against whom it is directed; but the more frequently we place our~ 
selves ill their situation the less will be uur surprise at the indica-

'Hull'. Works, vol. 1, p. 40B. rt .. *Ed. tTreat. 011 lJap. p. 190. 
n 
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tions of alienation and disgust which they may evince. The vcr 
appellation of Baptist, together with the tenets by which it is d, 
!;ignated, become associated with the idea of bigott·y. With mil 
gled surpri:;e and indignation they behold us making pretensior 
which no other denomination of Protestants assumes, placing on 
~elves in an attitude of hostility towards the whole Christian worl, 
and virtually claiming to be the only church of (;hrist upon eartl 
Fortified as it is by its antiquity and universality, and combinin 
in its exterior whatever has a tendency to dazzle the imaginatio 
and captivate the senses, there is yet nothing in the church ( 
Rome that has excited more indignation and disgust than this ver 
pretension. What then must be the sensation produced, when, i 
the absence of all these advantages, a sect comparatively small an 
insignificant erects itself on a solitary eminence, from whence i 
repels the approach of all othe,' Christians. We propose to ex 
tirpate an error, and we plant a prejudice; and instead of attempl 
ing to soften and conciliate the minds of our opponents, we ir 
fliet a stigma. Professing serious concern that the ordinance ( 
baptism, as it was practiced in the first ages, is fallen into neglec 
we attempt to revive an unpopular rite, by a mode of procedur 
which, without the remotest tendency towards the rcmoval of errc 
or the elucidation of truth, answers no other purpose than to mak 
ourselves unpopular."* The sentiments which we have exhibite 
from the writings of the incomparable HALL, are only specimen 
from a mass of kindred materials: they are marked by a grandeu 
of conception respecting the essential verities of the Christia 
5ystem, and an expansion of love towards all, of every name, th! 
compose the extended fold of our Redeemer, truly worthy of thei 
author, and in perfect harmony with the inspired directions pre 
fixed tf) these remarks. With the admirable "Vorks of HALL, : 

is natural to conceive that Mr. Crawley is intimately conversant 
that he has yet, however, to imbibe the spirit of liberality, b 
which they are pervaded, we are presented with rather repulsiv 
evidence in the very first sentence of his Treatise. 

"It would be easy," he says, "to settle the controversy respec' 
ing Infant Baptism, if men would agree to let the New Testal11C11 
decide; for who, that had never heard of the custom of baptizin 
infants, and should confine his inquiries to the writings of th 
Apostles and Evangelists, would ever think of introducing such 
practice!" t Considering the exalted intellectual and spiritual eha 
racter of a numberless host ranged on the Pedobaptist side of thi 

"*Hall'fI 'Vorks) vol. 2. Pl'. ::'!2u, 227. tTreatin on Baptil5m, p. 5. 
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long-agitated controversy, how extremely modest and deferentiitl 
is this declaration!! Really, it must be admitted, it is no small trilll 
of patience to bc thus cavalierly treated in the very onset; nor call 
it be a matter of wonder, that the immediate tcndeney of such 
'loftiness of pretension and arrogance of language' shonld be to 
excite in us 'mingled surprise and indignation.' The troubling 
of these waters, methought, is not very likely, at this rate, l1lur h to 
resemble in its effects the agitation of the pool of Bethesda. The 
recollection, however, that in the present era of light, the distinc­
tion, in a matter of doubtful disputation, between a gratuitous 
assumption and a j'easoned conclusion is pretty generally under­
stood, soon perfectly restored our equanimity. Implicit faith in 
human dicta has so long impeded the advancement of science and 
religion in the world, that it has most deservedly become quite un­
popnlar; nor can any enlightened friend of either wish it C\'er 
again to prevail. Hence, in minds of penetration, bold assertioLl 
is much more likely to arouse suspicion than to create confidence: 
it cannot aid a bad cause; and it is adLllirably adapted to discredit 
a good one: if allowed by the unprejudiced and judicious to take 
the character of e\'idence at all, they will only admit it in proof of 
the ~vealrness of the individual who hopes to produce conviction 
by such all expedient. In this view some may deem it presump­
tive evidence. 

A distinguished theologian-who has laid all orthodox Christians 
under deep obligations hy a triumphant defenceofdoetrincs of much 
more vital importance than the mere ceremonial of Christianity ,­
the learned and excfClllent DR. ,\V.HlDLHv-in addressing hilllself 
to a discussion of the haptismal contro\'crsy, approaches it witb no 
such port of confidence as Mr. Crawley has assumed. \Ve shall 
not, it is hoped, be suspected of a design to institute any invidious 
comparison, in suggesting, that at the feet of such a lllan as DR. 
'VARDLAW, Mr. Crawley might well deem it a privilege to sit and 
learn: at least we should: and while we admire, as everyone must, 
it is our unfeigned wish also to imilrtlt', in the course of the 
present discussion, the spirit of the sulJsequent passage:-" Al­
though" observes the DR. "our opinions nlHl practice are not to 
he decided by names; yet the manner of ow' treating any subject 
not only may be, but ought to he, not a little affected by them.­
And when I think of the names of high eminence, both for intel­
lect and for piety, both for scholarship and for integrity, that are 
ranged on hoth sides of the present controversy, I cannot but con­
sider pertness and dogmatism as indications, not of l"igoUL" of judg-
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11lent, but of the imbecility of self conceit. If through infirmity 
and corruption, I shoul(l, in any part of my argument, be found 
guilty of these evils or of the appearance of them, I have thus 
pronounced a previous verrlict against myse\f.-My aim, however, 
shall be to avoid t.hem, and to state my views and reasonings, al­
though with decision and firmness, (because to this I do believe 
them, bona fide, to be entitled,) yet with becoming simplicity, self­
diffidence, and charity."'" 

Having thus animadverted on the rigid and repulsive spirit of 
Mr. Crawley'S performance, we may be considered as having 
given a sufficient answer to all that it contains in the shape of pure 
and positive assertion, a figure of speech for which he indicates an 
ardent predile~tioll. It is his a/'guments howevCl', not his OI'acles, 
that we purpose to examine: 011 those we shall bestow our be5t 
attention, with all possible brevity. 

In every species of controversy, there ought, obviously, to be a 
distinct and perfect understanding between the disputants in re­
gard to the preliminaries ot' the ddmte. Unless the principles 
from which they uerluce their conclusions o.~'C, matters of mutual 
concession and confidence they may indeed wl'angle, bnt it will be 
impossible for them to I·eason. All difficulty upon this point is, 
in the present case, effectually precluded by the dignified enuncia­
tion recorded in2Tim. S: 16, viz:-

"ALL SCRIPTURE IS GlV~:N BY INSPIRATION OF GOD." 

By the test of this principle, taken in the '. .. hole range of its legi­
timate application, we wish to Etanu or fllli. Recognising, equally 
with ourselves, the Bi01e in all its entireness as the only authorised 
standard of faith and practice, our Baptist brethren are bound to 1',,­
ceive whatever is clearly cvinced from an examination of its records, 
to have tbe sanction of Divine authority,-dthough the manner in 
whicb its claim to that sanction is demonstrated may not accord 
witb their previous conceptions of propriety. It is surely not the 
province of an erring mortal, to dictate to the Omniscient in what 
way he shall convey to us the knowledge of his will. For aught 
we are warranted to assnme to the contrary, tbe mode of his com­
munications may as fur transcend our preconceptions as the matler 
of them. 

Mr. Crawley lays it down as a principle which ought to be uni­
versally admitted by Christians, that" the New Testament is the 

• Di.'ertuti<>ll on the Scrip, Authority ofInfallt BUjitism, p, 17, 
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only rule ofChristi~n onlinanccs,'" and represent.s an appeal to tile 
Old Testdn1ent on this subject as " inconsistent with the dictate:; 
of common sense." TVe, on the contrary, can neither admit rbe 
principle, nor divest oUt'selves of the impresoion that there is much 
more rudeness than reason, in charging us with a want of cl'..;n01OI1 
sel1se for rejecting it. The great anxiety which OLlI' opponents 
indicate to confine us to the New Testament is, in our estimation, a 
very suspicious circumstance. It involves a hypothetical ad01i;;­
sion that the practice of baptizing infants, which they oppose, may 
be proved to have the support of Divine authority by allowing the 
Bible, including the New and Old Testaments, to decide the point, 

A correct amI aderruate knowledge of the Christian ordinance of 
Baptism, cannot, we maintain, be derived from the New Tcstament 
apart from the Old. If-and we here use the sentiments ami 
nearly the words of one who, .Mr. Crawley seems to think, pOS5C.-;S­
ed rather unco'mmon sense·~-the Rev. Richard vVatson, the late 
talented Secretary of the Wesleyan Missionary Society,-if the 
Abrahamic covenant and the Christian covenant is the same gra­
cious engagement, on the part of God, to show rntrcy to man, and 
to bestow upon him etemallife, through faith in Christ as the truc 
sacrifice for sin, differing only in circumstances; and if the 
sign and seal of this covenant under the Old dispensation was cir­
cumcision, and under the New is baptism, which has the same 
federal character, performs the same initiatory ofilce, and is in­
stituted by the same authority i-if none could haye authority to 
lay aside the appointed seal, but t1J3 Being who first instituted it, 
who changed the form of the covenant itself, and who has in fact 
abrogated the old seal by the appointment of another-8ven bar 
tism--which is made obligatory upon" allnatior;s" to whom the 
gospel is preached, then, Antipedobapti . .,t writcrs are boulld to em­
ploy all their strcngth to prove that baptism was not appointed in 
the room of circumcision, since if they fail in establishing this posi­
tion, one of theil' main objections to infant baptism is rendered 
wholly nugatory. Could they persuade us to treat the Old Testa­
ment, in this controversy, as though its authority and use were alike 
Sllperseded by the New, their endeavours to give plausibility to 
their system would, we have no doubt, be materially facilitated, 
-although even then, it would behove them to assign reasons, of a 
very conclusive character, to justify their cOllduct in precluding 
from the church of Christ those whom he himself enfollled in hig 
arms, and respecting whom, while he blessed them, he said,-

• Treatise 011 Baptism, p. 5·-1 p. 
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"of SUCH i~ the kingdom of heaven." But it will be quite SOOIl 

.,nough, we deem, to interdict all application to those venerable 
aud inspired oracles of God, un the point at issue between us and 
our opponents, when we shall have ascertained either, that they 
are- perfectly silent un this subject, or that their responses are as 
equivocal in their import, as history informs us were those orthe 
oracles of Paganism. 

There are several intel·esting and impol"tant aspects in which 
the great commemorative rite of Christianity, as well as the initia­
tory one, is susceptible of illustration only in the light which the 
Old Testament throws forward on the New. It so occurred, that 
the very last Sabhath on which the writer of these observations 
admilli~tered the Lord's Supper, he addressed the congregation 
from I Cor. v. 7, 8,-" Purge out therefore, the old leaven, that ye 
may be a new lump-therefore let us keep the feast, not with old 
leaven, neither with the leaven of malice and wickedness-but 
with the unleavened bread of sincerity and truth." "\\Tith the re­
cent recollection of the references which he found it absolutely re­
quisite to make to the institution of the Passover, the preparations 
for its observance, and the manner of its celebration, in order to 
a due exposition of the words of the Apostle, how, he would ask 
could such a:lusions, replete as they are with materials of Chris­
tian edification, be elucidated independently of the Old Testament? 

There lies another objection of a most serions nature nc-rainst 
the principle assumed by Mr. Crawley, that" the New Testa­
ment is the only rule of Christian ordinanees" :-It strikes at the 
root of the obligation of the sabbatic institution under the gospel 
e~onomy. This objection he enrleavours indeed to dispose of, by 
classing the duty of observing the sabbath with those principles of 
moral truth that have" belonged to religion under every dispen­
satiun, snch as, love to God alld salvation by faith."" Butthe fallacy 
of this mode of reasoning appears, from its confounding the pal­
pable distinction between duties of a nature purely moral, and 
those which are of a mixed character-bei ng partly moral du ties and 
partly positive institutions. Now of this latter kind is, unquestion­
ably, the law of the Sabbath. The consecration of a part of our 
time to the worship of God is indeed a moral duty,-and one of 
pre-eminent practical importance; but the propo1·tion of time to 
he thus appropriated, the designation of every seventh day to be 
observed as a holy rest,-must Obviously he matter of positive 

'" Treatille on Baptism, p. G. 
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enactment, Without an appeal to the Old Testament where 
shall we find such an authoritative appoilltment in reference to 
tbe Christian ordinance of the Sabbath 1 

It is indisputably apparent then, that with regard to the ol'din­
ances as well as the doctl'ines of Christianity, there subsists an inti­
mate connection between the Old Testament and the :\'ew : they 
reciprocally illustrate each other. In pl'oceeding, therefore, tn 
inrJllire ' ,"Vhat saith the Scriptw'e' in relation to the mode and 
wbjects of Baptism? we shall take the llnnmliirtlcrl word of God 
as our only adequate guide, 



CHAPTER It. 

THE ]I,{ODE OF BAPTJS:lI! NEITHER ENJOINED Non DESCRIBED IN 

THE NEW TEST An-lENT. BAPTISTS INCONSISTENT 

"'ITH THEIR OWN PRINCIPLES. 

-VVERE there a particle of precise illjunction in the New Testa~ 
ment in reference to the mode of performing the baptismal rite, 
an expeditious method might be adopted to put an end to all con­
troversy upon the point. The fact, that our Baptist brethren have 
produced no inspired prescription favourable to their views, will 
be deellled on all bands proof abundant that none such exists; since 
ifit did, who can suspect that, by any possibility, it could have es­
caped the perspicacity of those who consider the manner of the 
thing of such essential consequence. 

Not only have out' Lord and his Apostles omitted giving any 
express direction in relation to this particulal', hut, we diffidently 
conceive, it will appear extremely probable, to say the least, from 
the usus loquendi forllls of expression used by the sacred writers 
when speaking of Christian baptism, as compared with classic 
usage, and interpreted as the estahlished laws of syntax and idiom 
in the Greek obviously require, that they have st-udi01tsly avoided 
a description of the mode in which it ought to be administered. 
That they have done so, whether with 01' without design, will in­
contestibly appeal' in the sequel. 

Our opponents, who impugn the validity of baptism performed 
by affusion or sprinkling, are bound, in order to sustain their ex­
clusive immersion scheme, to prove, 1. That the word baptise 
means to dip, submerge, and nothing else, and 2. That a strict as­
similation to the original manna of practicing an outward cere­
mony is obligatory upon all christians, in all climates, and in all 
the ages of the church. 
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Let them establi:;h these positions by irrefragable arguments, 
and we shall strike hands "'ith them at once. Yes! with their per­
lt1is:;ioll we shclH be b:tptized straighlway,-and seek in the bosom 
of a church where there is Christian discipline, the cO\'enanted be­
uefits of a due participation in the ordinances of our Redeemer; 
regretting only, that the ll1ethod adopted by tllem to ~onvince 

us of the rectitude of tlleir sentiments, has so long given to lI'uth 

the appeamnce of discourtesy, and prevented us froll1 recognizing 
her celestial features. "Convince them [the Pcdobaptists] says 
MR. I-L~LL to his less candid b"cthren, cOllvince them that it is 
their duty to be baptized in the method which we approve, and 
thcy stand ready, many of them at I east we cannot doubt, stand 
ready to perform it. CO!1\'ince them that it is a necessary infer­
ence from the correct interpretation of the ap",;t.)lic commission 
and they will without hesitation lJow to that authority." 

Now the only way in ,,,hich they can possibly produce this eon­
"iction in enlightencli minds, is, by establishing upon a Scriptural 
basis, the two principles which we have mentioned above. 

Nay, were we freely to concede what, with unyielding positivi­
ty, they m~intain, thOll;;'h upon evidence the force of which nOlle 
can appl'eciate but themsell'es,nall1ely, that the original word by 
which the sacred writers dC"igllate the klptismal ceremony, con­
stantly involves the idea of immel'sion, to the exclusion of e\'ery 
other meaning, still, in order completely to vindicate their system, 
it \,'ould remain for them to evince, that in a religion supremely 
spiritual" and designed to be uni versal, a Illode of administerin,a: 
this ordinance should be olJligatory, the practice of which is so ill 
adapted to many climates, where it would ~ilher be exccedingl.,· 
harsh to immerse the candidates, male and female, strong and fee­
ble in water; or in some places, as ill the higher latitudes, for a 
great part of the year impossible. Even ifimmersion were in fact 
the original mode of baptiZing in the name of Christ, these rea­
sons make it illlprobable that no accommodrrtion of the form should. 
take place without vitiating the ordinance."" 

The principle that a conformity to the Apostolic mode of prac­
ticing an outward rite, is necessary to its appropriate and vali,i 
observance, ollr Baptist brethren themselves most p,dpably sur­
render in point of fact, by departing from the primiti\'e maililer of 
partaking of the Lord',; Supper. Is the imprcssiye ceremonial illsti-

, Wal5011', Theol. In,t. yol. 3. 
c 
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tuted by our Lonl immediately before IllS cru('ifixion, an(1 design­
eLl to commemorate that atoning d2aih by whicb he achieved the 
I'cdcrnptinl1 of the world, of less importauce and sign ificancy than 
tbe rite of Baptism ? Let it be remembered, thrrt the Eucharist was 
not only appointed by our Saviour, during the time of his sojourn 
upon earth, bllt was made the subject of a special anel immedi:tte 
revelation by him to the Apostle of the Gentiles, after his ascen­
~ion. "For," says Paul, "I have received of the Lord" that which 
I also dclivered U;lto you, that the L<:>1"l1 Jesus, the same night in 
which he was betrayed, took bread: and when he had given thanks 
he brakc it, and said, Take eat: this is my body which is broken 
for you; this do in remembrallce of me." I Cor. xi: 23, Q.1. 

I{ ow i l is worthy of remark, thn t the circumstances of the first 
cl'lelJl·ation of this cotllillemorative Institute, are detailed in the 
go~pd ",ith a miiwtencss, to which there is not the most distant 
a[',"JI"oximation in any recorded case of the administration of Bap­
tism. "Then our Lord instituted and kept the feast with his Dis­
ciplcs,-they were in an upper room,-it was nighl,-they kept it 
.,"itll unlecwened bread, for the houses of the Jews furnishc(l no 
other at the time of the passover,-they dmnk the wine of Pales­
hnc,-and Teclined lipan couches, or t)'icli~imns, acconling to the 
oriental Cllstom. 

If then-admitting for a moment that baptism was originally 
practiced by immersion-the principle for which our Baptist bre­
thren so strenuously contend in relation to the initiatory rite of 
Christianity is a just onC), "hy do they not recognize it as equally 
itnperious in its application to the Lord's Supper?-" I ask now," 
says Prof. Stuart, "all the auvocates for the iileTaZ sense ofBAPTIZO, 
who urge lIpon the chllrches the original mode of this rite: "by 
they do not urS·" upon thell1,in the same manner, and for the same 
reason, the literetl doing of what Christ coml1l2,nued, as to the sa­
namcnt? Is thut ordillance, \yhich is a symbol of the blood of 
Jeslis shell for the remission of sins-of that blood which taketh 
away sin, and without which there is no salvation-is that ordin­
ance of less significance and ill1 portance than the rite of Baptism? 
'rhi.' cannot be pretender\. \Vhy then do you not plead for its 
celebration by night; and this too in a reclining posture, in an 
upper chamher, with unleavened bread, with the nress, furniture, 
and attendance that originally were exhibited? You regrrl"<l not 
olle of all thc.'e eircull1stancc'j; l!ot even a single one. How 
then do you ob o )' the commanl! of Jesus, THIS DO in Tcmemu}"ance 



«JuDe OF BAPTIS~I. 10 

oj uc According to tbe tcnor ofyollr own exegL·.is, you do llot 
vbey it; you cannot, while you do not litcrr,lIy iUlitate all the'" 
virticulllrs. " 

The philological accumcy, howcycr, of this cxegi." and i,', consoll­
ance \'fitll the n-urd of truth, must ue sul,jectecl to C'xaillinatioll : 
aud if it stand not the ordeal of these tests, tben i~ the c:,:clllsiYe 
immersion schemc Luilt uJlon a foundation of precisely the sallie 
material as compose that of the fabric of a vi,;ion-illl{!gination ! 

In perfect coincidence with the preceding ouservations, It rc­
Inar1\, of rather an opposite kind, Illight here he introllllccd, in re­
garllto the Greek wonl DEIPNIHi-a Bltpper i. e. n jull meal, uscd 
ill th" New T".,talllent to denominate the ;~reat cOllllnemoratil'e 
ordinance; but having sClirl quite (,llOU"il, it is conceive!], for our 
inllnediate purpose, I shall plClce tbe observation to which I hal':': 
)'f,C,rCllce on my Ii,;! of re,;en'c, and H\'ail l)fy~clf of it ill a future 
~t~l;;e of the discussion, 

The reader, I trust, will not be !1ispirited I"hen apprised thClt all 
lha.t has been advance,1 hitherto,is merely preparatory to the decill­
in;;' process ofinvestigcltioll, which it oecoliles necessary to institute, 
The t:12aning of those words, employed in tbe originullanguage of 
the New Testall1ent concerninG' the initiatory ceremony, is a mut­
ter intimately relevant to the question at issue bctweenlls and our 
Baptist brethren; 11 hat their meaning is therefore, af'cording to the 
1I.,age of the Greek language, amI in pfI';sages of the l'.~e\Y Testa­
mellt respecting the ilnport of which there C~lll arise no question, 
must be accurately examiued, Details of this kind, I am not una­
ware, even in rdation to teater, must Le e~-;tl'cll1ely dry to those 
who hftve not at least an elelllentary acquaintance with the Greek: 
shoulll any of OUI' readers therefore regard the inl'cstigation now 
before us as a "hill of difficulty,"--I tIlust here take my leave of 
them with a request that they \ViII \'- ilill round its base: mean­
while I shall endeavour, witb all possiiJle agility, to clilllu its Sllll1-
lI1it,--:lIld dcseentling on tbf3 other si(lo, I shall present them with 
a trlle and faithful ace',llllt of its statistics, ill a l"'i'lliar form, 



CHAPTER III. 

R]!;MARK' ON PEDODJ\PTIST CONCESSION' IN REFERENCE TO THIl: 

MEANING OF THE 'YORD BAPTIZO. 

b the absence of all express Scripture direction as to the mode 
of' Baptism, the or,ly sources from which we can deri~'e informa­
tion upon this subject are,-l, the Scripture Illeaning of the word 
employed to dei'igllate the ordinance,-2, the recorded circumstan­
ces of its auministratiun, and-B, those allusions to the ceremony 
which are supposed to indicate the manner in which it was per­
formed in the Apostolic age. 

As the meaning attached to the word bapti=e, baptism-in the 
sacred idiom, is the matter upon whio::h the controversy as to the 
mode of the rite especially hinges, we shall, in the first place, en­
deavour to settle this point.-Does the word BAPTIZO, the appro­
priare term, the vox signata, of the ordinance in question, alway~ 
aud exclusively signify to dip, irnme1'Sd 

It must be perfectly obvious to every intelligent mind, that wh<.'n 
our Baptist brethren appeal to the recorded circumstances of the 
administration of the ')rd; nance, they virtually concede that to im­
mej'se is not the unvarying meaning of bapti::c; for were it shewn 
to ha ve but the one meaning the necessity of such an appeal would 
be entirely precluded. I cannot therefore refrain from expressing 
my wonder, that Baptist writers do not concentrate all their ener­
gies to prove immersion and baptism to be in all respects perfect­
ly synonymous terms. This would be the direct method to estab­
lish their sentiments upon the 'mode, and nothing but this can sus­
tain them. 

Whoever has examined this subject must have perceived, that 
the above statenlent precisely accords with the estimate which our 
opponents foem of the very strength of their cause, Its whole 
weight reposes like a pyramid upon its point; upon the meaning of 
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this solitary word BII'TIZO. SO thought Dr. Gale, a Dapti:;t-"The 
meaning of the word n,HTlzo," he .-ay.-, " must be cOllsHleru] ll" 

the main branch of ollr di,pute.''' .~1}'. Robinson, another Baptist 
writer, observes, "'VllCther John baptized by pouring- on ,nlter, 
or by bathing in water, is to be determined chiefly, thollgh not 
wholly, by ascertaining the precise meanillg of the worel baptize. "t 
\Vhen they speak out upon the subject the perfect Lanllouy of their 
views in relation to this matter i:; l'all'ahle. 

Hence all their pains--taking research to collect together conces­
sions flom Pedobaptist v;riters, that BAP'rlZO means to immel·se.­
But such concessions, were they accumulate,l to the skies, are per­
fectly irrelevant to the end which our Baptist brethren have in view, 
unless they can show that those authorities (to which thev attach 
not the shadow of importance only when tbey can cull fr~m the,,) 
a detached expression speciously though not I'cally favourable to 
their views) also decide that BAPTIZO mcans nothing elst' but to dip. 

In the array cf Pedobaptbt concessions, falsely so called, which, 
lollowing the example of Messrs. D'Anvers, Keach and Booth, 
.!\Ir. Crawley ha~ lllarsh,dled together, we see nothing \"hatever 
that omens ill to our cause, or produces the slightest illtilllidation. 
\'Vhat Dr. 'Villiams said of Mr. Booth's labours in this line, we 
may with the utmost propriety say of the Pedobaptist concessions 
exhibited by Mr. Crawley.t "What he has produced from Pe­
dobaptist writers as concessions, no I1lGre regards the leading point 
in dispute than, I was going to say, the fir8t verse of the Jiri't book 
of Chronicles, 'Adam, Seth, Enoch.' For the immediate ques­
tion is not what is the radical, primary and proper meaning of the 
word baptism, in a philological or etymological sense; IJUt whe­
ther the legal, the ceremonial or sacramental sense 01" the word, 
excludes, absolutely excludes, every other idea but immersion ?­
No conce5sion short of this is of any real sen'ice to our oppon­
ents."11 Were a Pedohaptist to make such a concession, his opi­
nion would not of course he entitled to exemption from scrutiny, 
any more than the assertions of an opponent. But the tenden­
cyof the maneuvre 011 which we are now animadverting, really 
and tru Iy is to make an erroneous impression on the minds of the 
reader who is not versant in the controversy, After perusing' such 
a list of concessions as Mr, Crawley has adduced, woul,1 not any 

~Retlection9 on \Vall's Hist p. 7;3,7-t 
tHIst. of Baptifan J p. 5. 
+" Treatise on Baptism, p. 137, 8, 9, 140. 
II Antip, Ex.m, vol. II. p. 5, Ii, 
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,implr: ['r:~der i"'~I~;inl', that tJIO:;C Illen de,-igne,l to plead fur the 
(":clu~i"e ;,Y'-'1l'11l ur illlrlll:r~ilJl:, ur at least,-that they deemed illl-
1iJ(?r,illlJ the lrIurf~ S"riptural Illode of practicing tlie rite. Now 
1l1i,; ',",Jtd,1 I>e a r."'8 aud Illisleallillg irnl're~6iun-flJr these writers 
}.elic\'ed ju,,,t 11, ,,,e du, in l't'ganJ to the Scriptural propridy of 
Llljltistll Jly uspasion or effusion. 

Illgelluou'lIess demands, that as frequently as our opponents cite 
~Llch COIlL:c~,>iolJ,; the), "hould abo full} state tbe s~lltittJents whieh 
111C' ,'ontrioutors entertained upon the point. "'hen I1-Ir. Booth 
rang"'] together his host of Pedooapti'it eOrJcessions,-to SLlve his 
credit, he was cIlrnpC:'lled to prefix to them tbe fullowing :-" N. B. 
'l'u olJvi'lte mi~takc5, the reader i,J desired to ooserve, that many of 
the folluwing quotations afe to be cOIl~irlered as cOllcession~, made 
l,y these learned authoL, ; no inconsiderable part [indeed all] of 
tbeln as,;erting, notwithstauding what they bere say, that the 
wurd oaptisn: signifies pow'ing and sp1'inkling as well as illllflCl'­
:::iOl1. "i 

In order however more eifectnally 'to obviate mi~takes', we 
thillt. it will 1I0t be amiss to allow a few of the most eminent or 
the leamed authors, whose words 1\'lr. Crawley has adduccd tl) 

favour his side, to answer for themseh'es all a fair cross-examina­
tion. It will thus most satisfactorily appear bow "cry inadequately 
and unfairly the meaning alHI design of a writer may be repre­
~cnted by a detached sentence, or-at times, when it serves our 
opponents-c\'cn by the detached pm·t of a sentence, which to the 
roader appears a whole ono. The concessions which I1-Ir. Craw­
ley has produced I place 011 the left hand--and the corrective de­
"isions of the same authors on the right: 

AL"TEDIUS. I ALSTEDIUS. 
" TIJ haptize ~Jc;lIifl(>s Oldy to immerse, "The term baptism silTnifies both im­

~1~lt to wa~ lJ.·'-Lc-:dl'uu. Theal. c. 12. p. m.er~ion and sprinklin!f, (:';;l,ersionem) and 
:L .... l. of consequence n1Jlution."-Encyclop. lIb-

I
xxv. sec, 3. loco 4.0. 

CALVIN. CALVIN. 
" The :\'ord l~nptlze ,signifies to immerse It is no consequence at all (minimum re­

nn~ ,thl~.l~Jte o! lTmne;~lOn W~lS ~:h:"erved by!~ertl) whether the person baptized is totaJ1y 
tlU J ,11:( It~lt ~_j'hurCh. -Inst. LllfJ.::O:. ReIJg'llInrnCl'.se. u,?r '\.'hcthe. r. he is merely sprinkled 
L. 4. c. :\ '\. L. II)" an affUSion of water. This ~hol1hl1le a 

matter of C1HIIC(, tu 1 ill' Churches in differ­
(,Ilt r('~lOns; altI1nll!Ih-

N. B.-Mr. L'l'rly~·lt'y's quotation com-

j

Pldt:S t1!i~ 5('11tC11C('. 

WITSIUS. WITSIUS • 

. ~' It .camll"lt be lI~n~e~ that t!le native si~-. "\V(' arc not to imagine tho.t immer:;ion 
~ll~C~~lOn of the \\old:s. fJaplun and O{(Ptl-ll:3 so necessary to lJnpti~m that it ([Ulnot 
~~1;11't/~ It~. IduJlgL' to lh}l.11-Econ. Ped. L. IJ~ unly perfol'me~l by Jlo(I\'illg \\'at~r nIl 

~;;.rl or by asperslOll."-.EtOn, Ft.d, yol. p . 

• P',,]uLal'l ist Exam, Chap, 11. Lond Ell, 180,1. 
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0:1 t.he CO~S2S5IO:';~; ! or these \\'rit~r.3 to tho Dclpti::;h) I r('l1l'lrI:. 

'1',) tlwt frulll Jl!stcdilts r,ll". Crnwlry b,ts hillJself furni,ihcd a 
suGj''';'.:lll f1nSIV81', by admitting, that, ill aU tile L'~s;cnn .. ; be b::s 
exalllined, b,tplizo has the menning of wa~h, CiL"i'le.* Iii..; optie.d 

po IVers Inust cel'lainly have been of a superior kil"l, 10 enal,I'" hilll 
to lllake the discovery tbnt bapti;;o :;ignifies tu l('ash '-:t fact or 
,vhit:h the vel'ie~t sciolistcannot be igl1ol'~llH--Ii~H.Go) t.,"C Ini~~h;:,:'r1 
it docs not illvariably Ill::nn to d:}). C IlL' in ollly adlllit~, llwt i'\1-
Illerse i:i the primfll'y sigllilication of t!le term; and by tIl>' ancient 
church, the reader must not under.-ctrrllll tJill1 as 11IC:tllill~ tllf! j}pos­
iolic eburch ; he n:eans nothing of tlJe killd. vVitsius', C:?iCC:,S;O:t 

just goes to st:lte what many Le:,i"ollS do, that inJ:ller,,-, i" th" 
nalit,c 01' prilllary illlp"rt or the \yord ;-Lilt II thousrrnu such con­
cessions n\'uil our Eaptif;t In'e;thren Hct!Ji;'q;, so long as it J'ernninR 

a fact attested by every Lexicon ii' e;;j"lellco, tbat it hus mOl",' 1!J,lil 
one 111c:1ning lJcsidl'.~ dipping',-~:rhieh ;1:::; rc~oIut(!y refll~'.' to I!{)\V 

to the wi"hes of Immorsionists, as dill :!\1ordccai tho Jew to 
imperious Halllan. 

But now that I rrlll on the suhject 01 concessions, r cannot refrain 
from observing, 111l1t the 1110:;t UIHCccculltahle and anlllsing part or 
the !Jusino:'s is, the pressing of Jeremy Taylur into their seni,·l'. 
-Hi,.; lordship, tllOtl~:h docDling the llapti:;t:; 'dccoived,' to shnw 
what might be said fur a IJ!/d cnusC', collc-cted rr few ar;':lllllcnts in 
their favour; wltidl to himself api",arcd sophi,til'fll, and f,uch as 
no pcr,'ion of jllllgrllent 01' pcnctralinn cnuld ar'credit;i al1l1 yet 
the bishop is representeu by Mr. Crawley;: as ' pleading hard' for 
immersion! 

Hud we, in ad vel'tin,~ tn Perl,,\)apti:3t cOIlCr,,;1)1l5 as to tbe 
meaning of the word bapti::o, (e)'hiiJited with sueh an air "('tri­
umph by our opponcIUs), deemed it exp(:diGtlt to proportion tlw 
attention be"to ... ctl upon them to OUl' estimate of their rcal im­
portance in the debate, ow' remarks concel'lling thCll1 \\"wld llave 
been much less extended, ;;ince, as has lieen previously intilll:ttr:d, 
unless they absolutely prccluded the idea of sprillkliiig oj' pow'ing 
as the ceremonial 01' sacramental meaning (1[' the word baptism, 
they are perfectly irrelevant to the object of exclusire Itnlllcrt'iol1-

ists. It is well known, tbat won1:-; in common use sometimes 
assume, in the idiom of the sacred I.JOuL,;, a l11callill~ very difi(~r­

ent from that which attaches to thelJ1 when eillplo)'cd about lhf'j 

.;., Trr'atJ~A on Rapti'3m, p. 13L 
t See Hnnllnond's f';l \ (.{.nell'l('.". 

t TreatIse Oll.li'JptlSJJl, p. 1:'::9. 
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ordillary affairs of life. Of this we have a striking and appropri­
ate example in the Greek word dcipnon, and the English word 
supper used in reference to the sacrament, both of which import a 
full meal or ban'1uct. Noli', if because tbe primary meaning of 
bapli.m~ is immer~inn, no one can be properly baptized who is not 
itrllnersed then hy parity ofreflsoning, 110 one cnn properly partnke 
oftlte LOl'd'~ Supper by merely receiving a crumb of bread and a 
table spoonfu 11 of wine in commemoration of the denth of Christ, 
becnuse supper means n full meal. It woultl indeed be much more 
specious tbus to argue in relation to the L01·d's Suppa, than to 
baplism; bec:lIlse, whereas the word baptism often means less than 
immersion of the whole person, suppa, never means less than it 
full meal. 

"Vere names of high celebrity suflicient to e~tablish the position, 
tlwt a oil1gle case canllot be produced from the New Testament in 
,':bich hnptisrn IH'ccSc'Grily involves tIle idea of immersion, \ye 
mi.~ht \Vith the utmost facility muster a cohort of them. Let one 
sd;ico : thflt one MI'. Crawley himself will admit is a host 011 a 
question ofbihlical philology. Professor Stuart "fter an investi­
grrtion~cflndid flml Blabol'ate to admiration, into the whole of the 
evidencc fUl'Ilishetl by the sacred text pro and con-thus presents 
the reader with the result of' his inquiry;-

" r hrrve now examined all those passages in the N. Testament, 
in which the circumstances related or implied would 5eem to have 
a bcnring on the question before us, viz. ;- fVhethej' the mode of 
baptism is determined by lhe sacred writers'll am unable to find 
in them allY thing wbieb flppears to settle this question, ,- " "'._ 
J do consider it a~ quite plain, that none of the circumstantial evi­
dence, thus far, proves immersion to have been exclusively the 
mode of Christian bapti~m, or even that of Jobll. Indeed, I con­
sider this poillt so far made out, that I can hardly suppress tbe 
conviction, that if anyone maintains the contrary ,it must be eithflr 
because be is unable rightly to estimate the nature and power of 
the Greek langunge; or because he is influenced in some measure 
by party-feeling; or else because be has looked at the suhject in 
only a p:1l'tial manner \Vithout examining it fully and thorough­
ly."" Much as we esteem MI'. Crawley as a Christian and a 
Christian minister (and \\'o do most sincerely regret that a sense 
of duty in'pels us to lIleet one on the field of polemic theology with 
whom we have cordially united in the services of the sanctuary) 

• Bib. Rflp. :\0, X. p. 337,3.38. 
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much however as we esteem him, and respectable as no doubt are 
his literary attainments, yet we must think, that his opinion on a 
question of philological criticism is not of sufficient weight, even 
were it disinterested, to sustain any comparison in point of au tho­
rity with that of his erudite instructer. But enough of names 
and authorities! 

.Ilrnicus Plato, amicus Socrates, sed magis arnica veritas. 

The ultimate appeal must be to a higher tribunal. 

D 



CHAPTER IV. 

THE WORD BAPTISM USED IN THE NEW TESTAMENT TO DE8IG­

NATE CEREMONIAL PURIFICATION, WHETHER PERFORMED 

BY WASHING, POURING, OR SPRINKLING. 

TH~T the words baptiz~, baptismos, as used by the sacred writers, 
are terms applicable to all the various modes of ablution 01' cere­
monial purification, whether performed by washing, pouring or 
$pl'inkling, is a fact, in proof of which we shall adduce some pas­
sages from the New Testament. If the word can be lucidly evinc­
ed to have this latitude of meaning when not employed to desig­
nate the initiatory rite,-and if our Lord, when he commissioned 
his Apostles to baptize all the nations who should believingly re­
ceive their message, did not restrict them to a particular mode of 
administering the ordinance,-and if neither the Scripture narra­
tives of baptism nor the allusions to it, require us to believe that 
the Apostles baptizerl by immersion, we are fully authorised to 
conclude, that the ordinance is scripturally obeyed, when perform­
ed by effusion or aspel·sion. 

MI'. Cra \V ley has affirmed tbat "the English version of tbe 
Bible has in fact left the \vord baptize untranslated."" Tbere is 
an inexcusable want of precision in this statement, for this obvious 
reason-it is calculated to mislead the unlettered reader. I do not 
intend to insinuate that Mr. Crawley had such a design in thus 
vaguely expressing himself; but in order to preclude mistake, 
he ought to have said, that it is left untranslated, when used in 
"eference to tlte CEREMONY of baptism. The intelligent reader 
would then have seen the propriety of endeavouring to obtain a 
clear perception of its meaning, from those places where it occurs 
in the New Testament, without such a reference, but in which it 

:I. Treatise on BR;ttism, p. 107. 
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is nevertheless translated, or its import unfolded, by the connec­
tion in IV hich it stands. 

A few examples in point sball now be adduced ;-" And when 
they came from the market, except they wash (baptisontai, baptize) 
they eat not." Mark, vii; 4. And when the Pharisee saw it he 
marvelled, that he had not first wasbed (ebaptisthe, baptized)' be­
fore dinner." Luke, xi; 33. From the question which the 
Scribes and Pharisees put to our Lord-" ""'hy do thy diseiples 
transgress the tradition of the elders? for they w(tsh not thei1' hand$ 
when they eat bread." Matt. xv; 2; it evidently appeal'S that 
the baptism mentioned in the above passages, consisted merely in 
washing; the hands. This Mr. Crawley concedes;' and endea­
vours to show that the Jews washed their hands by plung.ing, or 
dipping them in watcr. VVe have however a more venerable do­
cument than any to which Mr. Crawley refers, which throws light 
upon this suhject. Let the reader take his Bible and turn to the 
secollr! book of Kings, 3 ch. 11 v. and he \villiearn in what man­
ner the Jews baptized their hands ;-" Jehoshaphat said, is there 
not here a P"ophet of the Lord, that we may enquire of the Lord 
by him? And one of the King of Israel's servants answered and 
said, Here is Elisha the son of Shaphat, which pou1'ed water on 
the hands of Elijah." The office here attributed to Elisha plainly 
designates him as having been the attendant 01' servant of Elijah ; 
and therefore it is descriptive, not of a solitary instance, but of a 
custom. In the Odyssey of Homer,t whu flourished probably 
about half a century after Elijah, there j" an allusion to a similar 
usage among the Greeks ;-

( Then came a nymph, 
, 'Vith golden ewer charged and silver bowl, 
, 'Vho poured pure water 011 my hands, and placed 
, The shining ::;tand before me. 't 

Thi~ mode of washing before meals still prevails in Persia. A 
modern traveller (Sir J. Kerr Purter) relllarks,-" A silver pla­
ted jug, with a long spout, accompanied by a hason of rhe sa'II" 
metal, was carrier! round to every gllest hy an attendallt, who 
poured water from the jUI( on our right lwnds, which lYe held in 
succession over the bason.":!: That, pouring fl'om a vessel was 
the Jewi,h lI10de of washing the hands, has been fully estahlishpd 
by Dr. Pocock,-' non lavant' he says, ' nOr/nils nisi e vase affu"a 

* Treatise on Baptism, p. 1:]0. 
t Lib. x. 307,370. 
t Travels in Georgia, Pcrsin1 &c. Yol. 1. pp. 238 J 239. 
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aqua.'" The fact thus clearly made out, renders totally inadmis­
sible the accuracy of the criticism, which Mr. Crawley adduces 
from Dr. Campbell, who himself explains 'washing the hands 
oft, by pouring water upon them.'t 

N ow this ablution of the hands is represented by St. Luke 
xi: 38, as the baptizing of the person. From the insupera­
ble difficulty that the baptism of the hands was the baptism of the 
man, Mr. Crawley, endeavours to escape, by observing, that the 
words, the hands, are to be suppliedt in Luke xi: 38, after wash. 
That cause must certainly be in a most desponding state which is 
driven to such pitiful expedients for support. Unfortunately, 
however, for .Mr. Crawley, even this refuge fails him; for the 
expression in the original, oti ou p1'oton ebaptisthe p1'O tou aristou, 
should be translated thus :-that he was not baptized before dinner. 

We adduce another example of the translation of the word bap­
tism in our English Bible:-" And many other things there be 
which they have received to hold, as the washing (baptismous, 
baptisms) of cups and pots, brazen vessels,and tables." Mark, vii: 
4, 8. The traditional purifications, or baptisms, as the sacred his­
torian denominates them, here mentioned, were quite different in 
their intention from common washings. Though originated by 
superstition, they would naturally conform to the legal mode of 
ceremonial purification in similar cases. What that was, we learn 
from the following direction in the Mosaic institute :-" And a clean 
person shall take hyssop, and dip it in the water, and SPRINJrLE it 
upon the tent, and upon all the vessels." Num. xix: 18. Apart in­
deed from the illustration thus supplied, the idea of theil' immers­
ing tables, or as the word ought to be rendered beds or couches, in 
water, is palpably absurd; and with regard to the other articles 
specified in this catalogue, we know from the highest authority that 
even the Phflrisees ceremonially wash lid merely' the outside of the 
cup and platter' and of course did not dip them. Here then are 
baptismous, baptisms, of the various articles in domestic use among 
the Jews, in which we discover not a trace ofimme1·sion. 

The proof that the term baptism is employed by the sacred wri­
ters with a range of application inclusive of all the various cere­
monial purifications among the Jews, whether traditional or di. 
vinely instituted, accumulates as we advance, and becomes brighter 
by scrutiny :-" Which stood only" says Paul, in meats and drinks 

lit Not. MiN. cap ix. t Tn Loc. 
i TreatISe on Uaptism, p. 132. 
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and (diaphol'ois baptismois) divers baptisms, and carnal onlinanccs 
jmposed until the time of reformation.)) Heb. ix: 10. ~ othing' 
can be more perfectly obvious at first view, nor sllsceptiiJle of 
stronger confirmation from the most scrutinizing inquiry, than that 

the Apostle here alludes to all the various species of purification 
enjoined under the Mosaic dispensation. From the result of an 
examination instituted by Mr. Stuart, and extended through the 
whole of the ceremonial laws of Moses, in regard to ritual purifi­
cations, we present the reader with the following details :-" 'Ve 
find," he says, 

" I. That washing the clothes only, is one of the ceremonial rites 
of purification. The first direction of this nature we find in Ex. 
xix: 10-14. Other similar directions, the reader will find, by con­
sulting Lev. xi: ~8, 40.-xiii: 34, 54, 56.-xiv: 47-xv: 17.­
Num. viii: 7, ~1.-xix: 10,21. 

2. That washing the person is also enjoined, by way of purifica­
tion. Aaron and his sons were washed with water, when entering 
on the priest's office; Ex. xxix: 4.-xx: 19, &c xl: 12. In all 
these and the like cases, the Hebrew verb is RACHATZ; which cor­
responds to the Greek LOUO, [ami the Latin LA vo.] 

S. That both the clothes and the pel'son wCl'e washed, on a great 
variety of occasions. Lev. xiv:,~8, 9.-xv: 5, 6,7, &c. Num. xix: 
7,8,19. 

4. That spl'inkling was used most frequently of all, by way ofpu­
rification and consecration. As ofblood.--Ex. xxiv: 6-S.--xxix: 20, 
21. Lev. i: 5, ll.-iii: 2,8, 13.-iv: 6, 17.-v: 9.-vii: 2.-viii: 19, 
24, 30.-ix: 12, IS.-xiv: 7, 51.-xvi: 14,15,19. Num. xviii: 17. 
-xix: 4. Also sprinkling of oil; Lev. viii: 11.-And sprinkling 
of the water of purification; e.g. Num. viii: 7 .-xix: 13, IS, !l0, 21. 

5. That affusion was also used in the rites of purification; Lev. 
xiv: IS, 29. 

6. That smem'ing over was also a rite of purification. Lev. xiv: 
17, 2S.-xiv: 25.-xvi: 18." 

It is relevant to our present inquiry, particularly to state, that 
although there is in the Hebrew language, a word which signifies 
to merge, imme'l'se, it is never used in reference to any of the cere­
monial purifications referred to in the preceding detail. 

" We find, then, 110 example among all the Levitical washings 
,or ablutions, where immersion of the pl'rson is required. The 
word RACHATZ, which is almost uniformly employed, and which 
onr tmnslators have rendered wash or bathe, does nrd imply i'lll­
mel'Si8n. It may, indeed, admit the idl'a of immersion, because a 
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washing or ablution may be effected in this way; but on the other 
hand, the meaning of the verb is equally well answered, without 
immersion. ,,,. This fact, in relation to the word employed in the 
Old Testament to designate the purifications undel' the law, is 
the more observable, ueC[luse the Hebrew term which means to 
immej'se, occurs in respect to the priest's dipping his finger into 
blood or oil, in m·del" to spj'inkle them before the Lord, Lev. iv: 6. 
-xiv: 16; and also in regard to a bundle of hyssop being dipped 
into water, fOj' the purpose of spj'inkling; just as a Pedobaptist mi­
nister dips his hand into a vessel containing the baptismal element 
for the purpose of sprinkling on the subject of the ordinance 
clean water,-the significant and prophetic emblem of the purify­
ing influences of the Holy Spirit, by which the mind is cleansed 
from all moral pollution and spiritual idolatry. Ezek. xxvi: 25. 
AmoDg all the divers baptisms then, to which the apostle alludes, 
none, no, not one, appears to have ueen performed by immersion. 
In reply to Mr. Crawley's question in the words of M1'. Ripley, 
" What should hinder us, from employing the word immersions in 
t I-leb. x: 19? "Vhat should hinder you! Such an one as Paul the 
aged, who, in language as plain as he could have used, speaks of 
the( diaphoroi)divej'sijied baptisms, under the luw witnvut any limi­
tation. What should hinder you from employing the word imm~r­
sions! The fact that, while by far the most numerous of the puri­
fications to which Paul inc! isputably alludes, were performed by 
spj'inkling and many of them by 1vashing, pouring and smem'ing 
over, you must find stronger evidence than you have yet produced, 
in order to prove that any of them were performed by dipping, 
before you can claim to consider the word as including a single 
case of imrnersion at all. 

Tho apostle plainly enough suggests to the attentive reader, in 
t.he thirteenth ver~e, what spe"ies of purificatiQn he had most pro­
minently in !:Jis view, by referring to the blood of bulls and of 
goats, and the ashes of an heifer, SPRINKLING the unclean;" and by 
enforcing in the following chapter, the great practical design of the 
whole epistle thus: Let us draw near with a trne heart in full as­
surance of faith, having our hearts SPRINKLED from an evil con­
ilcience, amI our bodies washed with pure water." 

One additional example shall close our scripture illustrations of 
the sense of bapti::o; and it is one in which it not on Iy does not, 
hut cannot, by any imaginable method of interpretation, present a 

?r~tunrt on the mode of BR.ptism. 
tTreatise on BaptisD1 1 p. 133. 
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favourable aspect to our opponents. I refer to the Apostle'~ man­
ner of expressing himself respecting the exode of the children of 
Israel from Egypt. "Moreover, brethrel'., ! would not that ye 
should be ignorant, how that all our fathers were undel· the cloud, 
and all passed through the sea; and were all (ebaptisanto) baptized 
unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea." I. Cor. x: 2. That this 
passage should ever have been appealed to with exultation by our 
opponents, as affording confirmation to their sentiments, may well 
excite the astonishment of anyone who has read the Mosaic narra­
ti ve of the event alluded to. It is as follows :-" And it [the pillar of 
cloud] came between the camp of the Egyptians, and the camp of 
Israel; and it was a cloud and darkness to them, but it gave light 
by night to these; so that the one came not near to the other all 
night. And Moses stretched out his hand over the sea; and the 
I,ord caused the sea to go back by a strong east wind all that night, 
and made the sea DRY LAND; and the waters were divided.­
And the children of Israel went into the midst of the sea upon 
DRY GROUND; and the waters were a w(dl unto them, on the 
right hand and on the left." Ex. xl: 21, 22. Whatever view 
we take of this matter, one thing is certain-the collation of 
the words of Panl and Moses above given, clearly precludes the 
idea of immersion; for they went ttnder the cloud, or as David, 
referring to the miracle says, the Lord ' spread a cloud for a co­
vering.' Ps. cv: 39 ;-and then, in regard to the sea, 'the waters 
were a wall unto them, on each side, while they passtld over upon 
dry ground. Deeming the position assumed by many of his bre­
thren, in adducing the baptism of the Israelites on dl·y ground, and 
under the incumbent cloud, as favourable to immersion untenable, 
Mr. Crawley prudently endeavours to get over the difficulty by 
citing the opinions of various writers, who on some points mate­
rial to the present investigation widelydiffer.* PTofess01· Slual·t's 
words are pm·tially quoted by Mr. Crawley, as tending to remove 
an objection; but, when fully exhibited, they also thl'ow one in 
the way of our brethren; for he immediately subjoins to what 
Mr. Crawley has produced, the very significant little sentence­
" So much is true, namely, that they (the Israolites) were not 
immersed." 

St. Paul by saying, that our fathers were all baptized unto 
Moses in the cloud, and in the sea, obviously meant not merely, 
that then and there, were they brought under the obligation of act­
ing in conformity with the divine legation of Moses, but that in 

• Trenti.e on Bapti.m, p. 112. 
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respect to the outwU1'd manner in which they were thus dedicated 
there was a resemblance to the administration of Christian bap 
tism. The question then is, Wherein did that resemblance con 
sist? No similitude to immersion can, we have seen, be pretend 
ed. The view of a recent Commentator, supplies a very probabJ< 
solution of one difficulty. Speaking of the cloud, Dr. A. Clark 
observes, "it was a covering for them during the day, and pre 
served them from the scorching rays of the sun, and su pplied then 
with a sufficiency of aqueous particles; not only to cool that burn 
ing atmosphere, but to give refreshment to themselves and thei. 
cattle; and its humidity was so abundant, that the Apostle her« 
represents the people as thoroughly sprinkled, and enveloped ir 
its aqueous vapour."'" With reference to their baptism in, or b3 
the sea, the vehement agitation of the waters, produced by an easE 

wind so strong as to dispart them, and make the sea dry land, 
may well be supposed to have occasioned a spray, by which they 
would be sprinkled in passing over. 

On a review of the passages that have been adduced and consi­
dered in this chapter, we are, it is with deference apprehended, 
fully authorised to conclude, that while in not one of them is there 
a particle of internal proof, that to baptize signifies to immerse,­
viewed together, they most satisfactorily evince that it does 
mean to wash, to affuse, to smear over, and to sprinkle . 

.. See Comment. in Loc. 



CHAPTER Y. 

SCRIPTURE XARRATIVES OF BAPTISM . .ALLU8JONS TO BAPTiS:~r 

THE GREEK CHURCH. \~ERSIO N S Olf THE BIBLE. 

\'V rTH the advantages ,lerived from the precerling investigations, 
for a correct understanding of the meaning of the term baptism ill 
the iJiom of the New Testament writers, let 11S now hriefly con­
template rhe circumstances associated with the administration of 
the initiatory rile in the ""Ci'l'rl narratil"es. \\T e migbt with the 
utmost propriety, object to jl~clude the baptism of John in this ex­
amination, since the material and essential e1ifference between it 
and Christian baptism, is ac;mitted hy some of our most distinguish­
ed oppnnents;~ hut well knowing tbat they would not only demur 
to this mode of procedure, but exultantly interpret it, as an ad­
mission that John's baptism was performed by plunging, we shall 
obviate all difficulty, by giving it our earlir,t consideration. 

The whole weight of the arguments which our Baptist hrethren 
rest on the circumstances of the Baptislllal ceremony, as practis­
ed by the forerunner of the Messiah, am1 the apostles, depends 
upon the meaning of Greek prepositions EIS, APO, EK, and EN, and 
on the remark John iii: '23 that John was baptizing in E·non, he­
cause there was mudl water there. Before we direct our utten­
fion to those most une'1uivocal particles (which of course indispu­
tably fix the precise import of every word ,,"ith which they are as­
sociated) let liS just look for a moment at our English translation, 
and see how triumphantly it bears l\Ir. Crawl8Y out in the follo\\"­
ilJg declaration. He says with overwhelming positiveness, "It is 
impossible to read the ahove passages [namely, tllOse which relate to 
the bapti8ms performed by John, and that oftbe ennuch hy Philip] 
wi thout feeling assured, that the ceremony which was per[orIlled in 
the river Jordun; to perform which the partics interested went 

E 
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down into the water; and aftet· which they are represented as eom­
ing up out of the water, eould be nothing less than bathing or im­
mersing the whole person. " We begin with remarking on this 
declaration, that we are witnesses of the possibility of reading all 
the passages referred to, without receiving from them the persua­
~ion which MI'. C. conceives, they must necessarily produce; for 
we have read them again and again, and are assured of no such 
thing. 'Oh' MI'. C. will be ready to exclaim, 'the incurable o.b­
stinacy of Pedobaptist prejudice!' Perfectly unaware however, 
that OUi' minds are more largely imbued with that quality than his 
own, we shall claim the privilege of assigning our reasons, for not 
fleeing eye to eye in this matter, with our Baptist brethren. 

Admitting then, for a moment, the accuracy of our English trans­
lation in rendering the Greek prepositions in question, if it is an 
admissible and undeniable inference from such expressions, that 
.John's proselytes, and Philip's sable convert, were really immerse(l, 
it is equally admissible and undeniable, that John immersed him­
self as well, and as often as he did his eandidates-and that Philip 
was submerged as completely as the eunuch, because it is said of 
them both alike, that they went down into the water. It is equally 
apparent that both the administrator and the recipient of the ordi­
nance, might go down into the water and come up out of it, without 
at all, necessarily involving the supposition, that the rite was per­
formed by immersion." Nor is there any thing improbable in ima­
gining,that they VJould go into the water, though the rite were per­
formed by spl'inkling or pouring, when we consider the warmth 
of the climate, the custom of wearing sandals instead of shoes, and 
that frequent washing of the feet was both necessary and refresh­
ing. tMoreover, from what has been previously advanced it ap­
peal'S, that our opponents consider the verb baptize alone as signi­
tying to immerse under water: and as warranting an emersion cor­
respondent with immersion. N ow if they interpret the prepo­
sitions in question, when associated with the verb baptize, as 
~leaning into and out ojadditionally, they make in fact two plung­
lIlgs un(ler and tlVO emersions, and therefOl:e consistency "ith 
their own exegesis of their word.s, requires that if they do not 

"Thorn's Modern In~m~rs. not Scrip. Bun. pp. 139, 140. 
~ t Mr. W,olfe, the l\IH;'3lOl1nry, m~ntiollS !n his Journal, an instance of this kind, iH the 
IJllstoffis ot_,a. people of l\IesopotamIa. TillS sect of Christians call themselves" The fol­
ower,s o~:-st. John .t~e B~ptist, who was a follower of Cll1'isL" Among many other 
f\tle~tlons, ~r. \Volle InqUlrc~ oCone o~ them respecting their mode ofbaplism, and WRlI; 
a lS vered,. The Prl~~t or Bishop baptl'l:e~ children thirty flays old. They take the child 
~~/~:tanks of {h.e ra er; fl relatl\re or friend holds the child neal' the surface of the Wfl­

th~ chNJ~"the Priest .'pTlnkles tho element upon the child, and with prayel's.!hey namo 
Journal, t'ol. 11. p. 311. 
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thiuk proper to COil form to the tl'ille immer"ion of the Greek 
ehurch, they should at least dip the subject twice. 

But, ill point offact, the prepositions upon which our opponents 
lay such stress, are too indefinite to prove any thing relevant to 
their design. or this a person acquainted with the Greek, may 
soon satisfy himself by consulting the best Lexicographers upon 
them-as Brelschneidel' or 8chleusner. According to the last of 
these authors, apo has twenty six distinct senses-eis as m:my-ek 
twenty four, and en thirty six. 'Vhat estimate must we form of an 
argument founded upon particles of language so varying in their 
i'npor!! From an examination of the authorised version of the 
Scriptures it has been ascertaine(l, that the translators of the New 
Testament have rendered apo by twenty four English terms-eTc 
by twenty three-eis by thirty six, and en by thirty two. Yet on 
the import of these terms which chamelion-like assume a different 
shade from almost every distin~t point of observation, do our op­
ponents foun<.l, as on the most veritable and un'1uestionable species 
of evidence, one of their most iOJposing, and we do believe, one 
of their most proselyting arguments in favour of immersion! In 
all the passages adduced by Mr. Crawley" the prepositions might 
with equal propriety be rendered thus:-at instead of in-to in­
stead of into-anfl from instead of out of. In our English ver­
sion "APO is translated f"om, three hundred and seventy rOUl' 

timeS--EIs, to, or unto, five hundred and thirty eight times-EJ(, 
from one hundred and eighty ~ix times-and EN, at, on, or with, 
three hundred and thirteen times." r BrdscltneideJ', construes ell 

10 JO)'d(tne Mark iii' 6,t (tt Jordan; and the preposition eis when 
used to designate locality means no more, as in Mark i: 9.§ 

Ml". Crawley in his remarks on the words contained in Matt. 
iii: 11 ; "He Rhall baptize with the Holy Ghost" tries to show 
that the preposition en, should be translated in instead of with II 
i. e. if we do not misapprehend him, that it should be so rendered 
as to contradict the manner in which the prophecy was actually 
accomplished. For when and how was John's prcdictinl1 ful­
filled? Eminently on the day of Pentecost, when there appeared 

*Tre:1ti:o;c on Baptism, pp. 107, 108. 
tThol'1l On Mod. Immel'S. 

l~.;~"~~\~:;~~~'V:1Y u(J'uin beyond .Toruan, into the place where John al first bapH7.elij 
an~d there he abode. Jol~n x: 40. Illtt'rpret this vt'i':.e ,:"ith Bnptist stnctness, ll.!1d you 
make our Lonl nmuhibiolls. For if John literally w{'nt Into the 'wuter, ami baptIzed by 
immersion; und irour ~hvl0ur went into the yc'ry p/nce where.r ohn .baptlzec~,. and abo~e 
tht'rr; it lH'(·c"..,arily follow . .., that the Redtem~1' multI bave hHd pnnclpall) In the- "a­
ter!"-l\1IL I~A_\C. 

U Treatbi: on Baptism, pp, lOS. 109. 
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to them cloven tongues as of fire and it SAT UPON each of them 
and they were all (not immersed in, but) FILLED WITH the Hol~ 
Ghost. And when this memorable visitation of grace took place 
Peter represents it to the astonished multiudes, as the accomplish 
ment of Joel's prophetic declaration-' [ will pour out my spiri 
UPON all flesh; while he thus describes the mode in which the ex­
alted Saviour commur.icated the heavenly girt: " Therefore bein~ 
hy the right hand of God exalted, and flaving received of the Fa 
thet', the pl"Omise of the Holy Ghost, he hath SHED FORTH this 
which ye now see and hear." In the words which the Holy Ghosl 
teacheth, not one word do we hear of his own baptism-the divim 
archetype of water baptism, beingadministered by immel·sian. Per. 
fectly coincident with the language that Peter employed on the day 
of Pentecost, is that in which he relates the success of his mi'ssioll 
to the household of Cornelius ;-" And as I began to speak, the 
Holy Ghost FELL ON THEM as ON us at the beginning. Then re­
membered I the word of the Lord, how that he said, John indeed 
baptized you with water, but ye shall be baptized with the Holy 
Ghost." Acts. xi : 15, 16. The expression baptized in, or into the 
Holy Ghost is alike anomalous and unmeaning in itself, and per­
fectly incompatible with the inflexible propriety of inspired lan­
gu~ge. Mr. Crawley's proposed alteration of the authorised ver­
liioll in this instance, receives as little countenance from the laws of 
Greek syntax and idiom, as it does from Scripture, and, I had al­
most used his own expression-common sense. For he must be 
aware, that when the Genitive or Dative case is used after the 
verb, either with or without a preposition, the expression does n'ot 
uesignate the manner of the baptism, but only the kind of element 
by which the baptism was effected." 

.flgainst Mr.Crawley's proposed translation of John's prophecy, 
respecting the ]'vIessiah's baptizing with the Holy Ghost, we have 
then 1. Its revolting absurdity, 2. Its incompatibility with the re­
corded fact of the case, as to the mode in which the baptism of the 
Spirit took placo, and 3. Its entire want of support from the ad­
mitted usages of the Greek langu:lge. Fo/' -it,-the only pretence 
he alleges is, that since the same particle is translated in, in some 
other places, it would hal'moni:::e those passages in which the pre­
position en occurs in reference to baptism, always to translate it, 
-in. t Now if this principle of interpretation be admitted, we have 
no doubt we could gratify Mr. C. and our readers to satiety, with 

Jr Stuart on the mode of Baptism p, S17. 
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the dd~g'ltjlll '''')'lilOIl!! that \Vonlt! J'e~ult i'roll! il~ applicati,oll tv 
alm~~t Innumerable 1':1.":\,;"0,, in the N e\\ T",t>ltnellt. 'oV" ~htlll 
exhibit. ?XRllIples of this species of harmony, under euch uf thr> 
preposillOflS. Apo, EIS, '"1(, I:N. 

I: L.et APO be translated, out of, ill the fullowing j,,,ss~ges, iu 
wllJch It Occurs, clI,'Jiwnice causa [,,1' the ""ke of harnlOllY. 

It-ratt. x:-.i: -t3. 'The kingdom of hea\cn :::,lL~:ll be taken ou.t ofynu.' 

xxvii: ·12. ' Let him come Jown out of the IT'J'>':i.· 

Llike i: 38. (Awl the angel departed out of beL' 

II. Let ElS for the same reason be rendered, inlo, in tho fullow­
ing cases. 

::Uatt. xii: 18. ' ilc-hold my servallt into whom I am wpll plc'ns('d 

x\ iii: 29. 'And his feHow servant fell down illio his feet. > 

Johu ix: 7. Go, \'.'ush 'ill 10 lhepool of Siloam.' 

III. We "hall translate ETC, Oil! oj, in the sulJjoincd "erge •. 
Matt. xx: 2. 

John xiii: U. 

'He agreed with the laLourers out ofu penny a day.' 

, lIe riseth out of snpper and laid aside his garmcnLJ.' 

Rev. ix: 21. 'l\cither repented they out of their lUurdp.rs, Hor out of their .01"-

ceries, nor out of their furnications, nor OHl of their thefts.' 

IV. Thefow'lhpart is necessary to complete the harmony; W<1 

shall therefore in accordance with lVIr. Cmwl('y'~ pr0i'0~ul 
translate en, in. 
~1::I.tt. v: 34. ' S\\-enr not at oil, neither in heaven. nor itl thy head.' 

?oInrk I: 23. ' There wus in the SYllagog-ne a mnn in nn unclean spirit.' 

IIeb. ix: 25. I The High Priet:t cntcretil into the holy place in the blood.' 

Enough! These examples fully estahlish the propriety of sacri­
ficing sense, to such entrancing harmony. More e~prcially, let not 
our Baptist bretbren stumble at trifles, when they lOan thus maklt 
the Bible harmonize with their own \·ic\"o. The reader will now 
be able to estimate the real worth of allY argument founded by our 
opponents, on the ver:mtile meaning of the Greek prepositions. In 
fact, DR. Cox, the most distingui.shed perhaps of all the Baptist 
writers, unhesitatingly snnenders them, as deciding nothing." The 
criticisms of opposing parties on these prepositions," says he, "are 
comparatively immaterial, al1fl in whatever manner adjusted, they 
must be deemed insul11cient of themselves to detcl"Illine the contro­
versy. " 

t.-Cex".s Reply, fl. 104. 
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And then in regard to the expression of Mark i: 10, and of Matt. 
iii: ] 6, that Jesus came up, 01' went up out of the water, it has ob­
viously no reference to his emel'ging out of that element, but is 
merely descriptive, of his returningj1-om it (asapo properly signi­
fies) after the baptism was completed. Both Evangelists accord 
in giving this view, representing his going up from the water, as 
an action perfectly distinct from his Laptism, and as having taken 
place (euthus, eutheos) immediately aftel· it, N or does the verb 
(anabaino) which they use, signify to emerge from water. No ex­
ample of its being employed in this sense, has been produced from 
either classic or sacred writers. The word in Greek, which ap­
propriately means to emerge from, is .ANADUO, which is never 
connected with AN ABAINO, which means to ascend. Plainly there­
fore, the word determines nothing as to the mode of our Lord's 
baptism, but merely describes his retiring from the river, by ascen­
ding or going up its banks, afteT he had been baptized. 

" And John was baptizing in (or at) Enon near Salim, for there 
was much water there, or literally,-there were (polla hudata) 
MANY WATERS thcre." John iii: 23. The question arises here, 
did John select this station, because,being central anti watered with 
many streams, it was peculiarly adapted to afford facility and 
accommodation, to those multitudes who attended his ministry, 
or merely in reference to the performance of baptism? Oll.r 
opponents, although they experience not the slightest inconveni~ 
ence from scarcity of water, in the Jewish metropolis at the driest 
season of the year when 3,000 are to be baptized in a few hoUl"s, 
somewhat incongruously maintain, that John was governed in 
choosing this post, solely by a reference to its abundant supplies, 
for baptizing the people unto repentance. "Here" says Mr. C. 
"the quantity of water in Enon is mentioned as the l·eason of 
John's baptizing there." Now if this is so plain, why did John 
remove from JORDAN; , for aft8r all that has been said respecting 
the mighty waters of the Enon, its rills and pl1l"ling streams will 
bear no comparison with' the swellings of Jordan. The quantity 
of water that would have been required for baptism, even han 
John dipped the whole of them, can sustain no comparison with 
the quantity requisite for drink, culinary, and other purposes con­
nected with the sustenance and comfort, of so vast a multitude of 
people. If there went out to him, as the sacred historian states, 
Jerusalem, and all Junea, and all the neighbouring region of Jor­
dan, it was John's wisdom to choose a central and well watered 
po£ition for the exercise of bis ministry, where all might most 
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conveniently assemble, and be accollllnodated, I\'hilr~ they remain­
ed. Had not this been his true motive, and if this is rlOt the true 
llIeaning of the Evangelist in the passage under examination, there 
is no assignable reason, according to the showing of our Baptist 
hrethren, why he should ever have removed from Jordan, or even 
itinerav~d bt'yond the precincts of the city of Jerusalem. Now 
the exprc~sion in the original happens precisely to accord with 
this couception, Had it been the intention of the sacred writer to 
designate the idea of abundance of waterfol' baptism, he would not 
have saidpolla hudata,many waters, or as Bezct and other eminent 
critics translate the wontS, many rivulets (multi rivi) but would 
uaturnlly have spoken in the singular number. "A single brook," 
says lYh. Stu,lrt," of very smalleapaeity, but still a living stream, 
might, with scooping out a small place in the sand, auswer most 
abundantly all the purposes of baptism, in case it were performed 
by immersion; amI answer them just as well, as many waters 
could do." The same distinguished biblicist ohserves, "No ex­
ample can be brought in the New Testament of the application of 
hudata to designate merely quantity of water, simply considered as 
deep and abounding. It is either the vast tI)atcrs of a sea or lalle, 
as agitated oy the "intis and br'oken into U'(fves, or the multiplied 
water's of numer'OUS slJl'ings, which are here designated by the 
plural of the word in qnestion." In comfirmation of what has 
been uJvanced respecting John'ci station at Enol1 it may 110t be 
improper to remark, that when Sennacherib invaded this very 
country where John preached and baptized, we are informer\ 
" they stopped all [;1 u fountains, (ta hndata in tire SEPTU AGINT, 

the same word that J oh n uses) anrl the brook that ran through the 
midst of the land, saying, vVhy shouU the Kings of Assyria 
come and find MUCH W.'TER II Chron. xxxii: 4. That John select­
ed Enon then, that the immense multitudes who resorted to his 
preaching, might be well supplied with an element, so essential to 
their support as water, and in ::, countr), where it was generally so 
extremely scarce, must be plain to everyone, who ,,'ould not from 
the predominating influenee of a religious prejudice, prefer that 
the whole multitude should be left to die, rather than not be dip-

ped. 

" It seems an observation of some weight in this debate-tlrat 
as water was used by divine appointment under the Jewish law, 
in a figurative and sacramental mauner, or as all emblem of moral 
purity; and the Christian ceremony of baptizing is, und~ubte~ly 
adopted from this usage under the law; so the only way 111 WlllCh 
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olle per.oOIJ (tbe priest) "'as ever directed or known to usc it UpOl 

nnothr:r, for this symbolical or sacnunelJtal purpose, was by sprin 
l.-fing or pOU1'ing it on, NEVF,R Ly dipping him into it. The priest' 
plunging a pp,rson, it! order to his separation or cleansing, is i 

ccremon.v quite strange, and absolutely unheard of,through all th, 
""cred records. Persons were, indeed, on some occasions directe( 
10 [wash, or] bathe themselves; hut thelt one man should take an 
other, and plunge him under water, is a thing utterly uncommand 
ed, unprecedented, and unknown, throughout the whole constitu 
tion and hi"(o,,j' of the Jewish church. It llIay therefore strongl] 
IJe presumerl, 1I0t to hal'e been the practice eith~r of John or 0 

Jeslls Chri3t, \\ hell the Chri . ..;tian church was set up. For Joll1 
lJein,l,\" of r!Jp priestly )"(tee; and beginning his lIli!Aistrations agree· 
ahly to their law, at thirty years old; and using, like them, an ap­
plication of water to the body, as all emblem of moral purity; it ig 
left to any imp:l1·tial judgment, whether he is, most naturally, sup­
posed to hal'e pluuged men under water, (a thing unpracticed 
among"t them] or, I-,hether he only sprinkled or poured water 011 

tncm,--a rite divinely instituted, and every day familiarly prac­
ticed ill that church."~ 

Hitherto, I have chiefly lIsed the shield; I may now be allowed 
for a wiIile to assume the sword-I mean of course' the sIVord of 
the Spirit,' I\"hich though two-edged is imbuerl with no blood, and 
formed for the destruction of nothing hut sin, and error. Claiming 
this privilege, I shall call the attention of tbe reader to a few of 
those cases of Baptism \YI"itten for Ollr learning, which present 
difficulties of rather a serious nature to immersion. I do not intend 
to lay lIluch stress on the illdelicacy of the ordinance as adminis­
tered to females. Those who are persuaded that the rite was 
originally pl'ncticed by immersion, are not to be condemned for 
deviating a little from the suggestions of conventional decency; 
and most certainly they are rather to be commended, than blamed, 
for the invention of leads and d)'esses to diminish as much as pos­
~ible the indelicacy to which \Ve allude; though I am not aware 
that any of our opponcnts have as yet attempted to prove from sa­
cred, or aaciellt ecclesiastical history, that such precautions were 
resorted to by John the Baptist, the Apostles, or the fathers of the 
first ages of Christianity. Making all clue allowance, however, 
for the refinement of model'll times, when eompared to the days 
of the first coml1',issioned administrators of the ordinance in f1ues-

1 
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lion, still, it cannot be denied that those honoured persons them­
selve", hat! as great a sense of delicacy as we have; and therefore 
th.ero is a little obstacle to the admission of the idea, that they, 
without any of the cautionary inventions of more recent times, 
plunged under water all the women who believed their report. 

If John the Baptist was a person of like infirmities with other 
men, it is demonstrably impossible, that in the space of six months, 
he could have dipped such vast multitudes as, in that period, the 
sacred narrative represents him to have baptized. "There went 
out to him," '"e have seen, " Jerusalem and all Judea, and all the 
region round about Jordan and were baptized of him." "Now 
when all the people were baptized, it came to llass that Jesus also 
being baptized," &c. Luke iii: 21. It is an admitted fact that as 
John was a priest, he entered 011 the exercise of his sacred office 
at the age of thirty. He was six months older than our Lord, of 
whom it is said that he was baptized, , when he began to be about 
thirty years of age': therefore the Baptist could not have been en­
gaged in preaching to tbe people, and baptizing them more than 
about six months. Take the population of the country surround­
ing the scell() of his ministry at the \"Cry moderate estimate of 
2,000,000, and suppose that John baptized but tbe tenth of them,­
" to have accomplished this, he Illust have stood in the water 
twelve hours every day for six Illonths, Sabbaths excepted, and 
hayc dipped over head and ears, and pulled up again 1,280 between 
the rising and setting sun-about 107 every hour-and nearly!! 
every minute. The ditliculty of doing this must be apparent on 
more accounts than one :--His garments must have rotted-his 
saturated flesh must have peeled from hi., bones-and the cold 
watel'must, without a miracle have caused a fatal rush of blood to 
his head."" 

Our opponents are exceedingly pressell, or rather oppressed with 
the difficulties, attendant on the immersion of the three thousand 
converts on the day of Pentecost. After their modest demands in 
forma prmpel"is, as to premises wholly tlestitute of scriptural sup­
port, they give a most singular account of the matter, to which, 
bowever, all their ingennity has failed to impart the shadow of 
verisimilitude. Mr. Crawlev, of all the Baptist writers, decidedly 
bear.~ away the palm in sc"ttling this matter: according to him 
thirty minutes are quite sufficient for the imlllel"sion and emCl"sion 
of 3,000 persons under the circumstances in which the Apostles 
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were placed on that memorable day!" Some, however, may he' 
inclined to dispute his claim to the prize, when they estimate the 
largeness of the gmnt that must be made him, before even he, in 
round assertion,jacile princeps, can so thoroughly expedite the bu­
siness. For you must grant him, that, although according to St. 
Jerom, there was no natural fountain of water in the city of Jeru­
salem itself, and but one in the immediate neighbourhood-the 
spring of Siloam, which was sometimes dry,t although pure water 
was so exceedingly scarce and estimable in the city, that it was 
chiefly procured from the clouds, and preserved with the greatest 
cat'e in domestic reservoirs, the Apostles had; nevertheless, eigh­
teen or twenty thousand hogsheads of thii! pure ani! precious ele­
ment at their disposal in the dl'iest season of the year, without one 
objection from the inhabitants, to whom their change of religion 
had made them detestable;-yoll must grant him that the three 
thousand either carne prepared to clothe themselves after their 
baptism, with a change of raiment, or as soon as they were pricked 
in their hearts ran home, "Parthians, and Medes, and Elamites, 
and the dwellers in Mesopotamia, and in Judea, andCappadocia, in 
Pontus and Asia, Phrygia and Pamphylia, in Egypt, and in the 
parts of Lybia about Cyrene, strangers of Rome, Jews and prose­
lytes, Cretes and Arabians," and procuring a second dress came to 
receive the initiatory ordinance;--you must grant him that every 
one of the candidates had been previously examined, as to their 
conversionJ and given full satisfaction to the church on that head 
-yes, and you must after all this, grant him that the seventy dis­
ciples aided the Apostles in administering the rite, and outained 
without any difficulty, each and all of them, convenient places for 
dipping men and womtln simultaneously, with delicacy, and with 
all the required despatch. Withhold from Mr. Crawley these un­
supported premises and his circumstances are exceedingly per­
plexing: doomed to the fabled punishment of Sisyphus, he 110 soon­
er rolls the difficulty a little up hill, but anon it rolls back again.­
Just so it must ever be, 

" Labitw' et labetur in omne volubilis revum," 

Not more auspicious to the cause of OUl' Baptist friends is the 
sacred narrative of the baptism of the Jailor of Philippi, and his 
household. Acts xvi: 25, et seg. Here too, they require us to be 
most Iiber~1 and accollllllodating in our concessions, or they can 
?rove .nothlnff.' Even then, indeed they are by no means at unity 
)ll thetr theones on the puzzling question, 'Where was the Jailor 

• Trcatille on Baptism, p. 11~. t Ouimet's Dictlouary, an. Siloam. 
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and his family baptized? in the prison? 01' in a neiO'bbouriul' 
I'i ver!' Who shall decide when Doctors disagree! :s Dr. R)~­
land and Dr. Jenkins, both Baptists, do, in reference to this mal­
wr. The text proves not an iota more than that they were taken 
Oltt 0.( the cell or dungeon, not out of the precincts of the prison. 
And If there was, as sOlUe of our opponents (c.lpablc of appreciat­
ing the benignant spirit of Paganism towards prisoners,) imagine, 
a tank in the gaol, it is a liltle strange that Paul and Silas had not 
the benefit of it after so severe a flogging, till the obdurate heart of 
the keeper yielded to grace, and conccived the grateful ,,-ish of 
alleviating their sufferings. If our opponents are determined, 
without eitt.er permission from the properly constituted authori­
ties, or countenance from the sacred text, to give the prisoners a 
gaol delivery-then of course we recognize their liberty to believe 
-that the Jailor let thcm out of the precincts of the prison­
directed the various members of his family to put [;nder their arms 
a second suit--to follow him and the apostles through the streets 
of the city-till, having reached a river, the whole household were 
dipped, and waiti ng a few moments to change their apparel, re­
turned to their unbolted prison, and found all the inmates in per­
fect order: I say we freely accord to our opponents the right to 
adopt either of those explanations, or any other, distinguished by 
superior felicity of imaginatioll, that they m<ly think proper; but, 
J'eally, unless the necessity of the case demands our implicit ac­
quiescense, we must bR pardoned for rejecting ideas so extt'<l \'a­
gant and contradictory. As no such necessity h<lppens to exist, 
the whole statement is susceptible of the most rational and easy 
interpretation, on the supposition that the Jailor and his house­
hold were baptized by sprinkling or affusion. 

It is only by the omnipotence of mere assumptions, that the bap­
tism of the Ethiopi<ln eunuch is made to favour the scheme of 
baptists-assumptions plainly opposed to all the probabilities of the 
case. His descending from his chariot to the water,-for, as we 
have ascertained, the Greek preposition d00s not necessarily 
imply more, cannot be alleged in evidence that he was immersed, 
unless those who maintain so absurd an i(lea, are willing to take 
the consequence-that Philip was immersed ill like manller. The 
scene of the ceremony is expressly called a desert, Acts viii: 36, 
the appropriate designation of a place insusceptible of cultivation 
from the unproductive nature of the soil, al1<1 the extreme scarcity 
of water. The sight of water in such a place accordingly produc­
erl a sensation of surprise, of which the exclamation of the eunuch 
is emphatically expressive,-See! water! (the words here is, are 
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not in the original) what doth hinder me to be baptized? In 11 

desert in the east, everyone, acquainted with hooks of travels ill 
such 1'arts, knows, that the discovery of a spring, though ever sa 
shallow, is recorded with peculiar interest and delight. 

The inspired narrative relating to Cornelius and his family: 
Acts x: 47, presents incidental evidence of a nature peculiarly for· 
cible, that the rite of baptism was administered in the times of thE 
Apostles by pouring or sprinkling. "Can any j01'bid wate1'" said 
Peter, "that these should not he baptized?" "'Yhen of t,vo 
things," says Mr. Isaac, "the one is active, and the other passil'e: 
you nel'er think of applying a restraining power to the passive 
subject: the supposition is absurd: the restraint must be imposed 
on the active agen!. Now in what possible way could the water 
])e forhidden, if it had 110t been customary to bring it upon the 
subjects of the orrlinance? The Apostle evidently means, 'call 
3'lY man forbid water being b1'ought into the room for the 
baptism of those persons," Mr. Crawley egregiously trifles 
in remarking, it is as easy to say, "can any forbid watet' 
to be used, 01' the use oj water, f01" immersion, as to say, can any 
forbid water to be brought for sp1'inkling."'· There is this differ­
ence in the two suppositions, Mr. Crawley,-yours involves the 
idea that all in the company were not agreed as to the propriety 
of using wctta, as the element in baptism,-to the other method 
of supplying the ellipsis, no such extravagant inference can attach. 

It is impossible to survey the multifarious and contrasted cir­
cumstances associated with the different accounts of baptisms, to 
which our attention has been called in this chapter, without being 
struck with the plastic energy of prejudication, by which our op­
ponents never fail to mould all circumstances into a perfect adapta­
tion to their own views, Like the Israelites in regard to manna, 
onr friends, with respect to water, never have too little, neithet'is 
there any over, Place them in Jerusalem at the driest season of 
the year, and thousands of hogsheads of the pure and limpid ele­
ment are at hand--transport them from' the city full' to a barren 
waste-a miracle is instantaneonsly wrought for their accommoda­
tion,--' the parched ground becomes a pool!' What then shall 
their c(mdition be in the 'swellings of Jordan,' and amid the much 
water of Enon? No complaint shall that ahunclanee elicit--it is 
all of course needed for baptism. Into sllch incongruities does a 
determined adherence to the system of exclusive immersion lead 
its votaries, 

• Treatise on Daptism, p, 125, 



CHAPTER VI. 

ALLUSIONS TO DAPTISl\I. D."-PTISl\! BY SPRINKLL""-~. THE CHEI:K 
CHURCH, VERSIONS OF THE ~Cl-:IPTUB.E':i. HISTORY 

OF THE ANCIENT CHunCH. 

THE allusion to baptisltl in I. Cor. x: 2, we have alre'"t.»'· exam­
ined; we must, I think, be ~atisfied that it presents an :'·"pcct :ti 

ominous to the immersil'll scheme, as did the clout! by which the 
Israelites were baptized, to the pursuing Egyptians; ,,:bile it is in­
uuuitalJly certain th2t tue Egyptians aloue were nl'L'I"U'/!C/,)!':,z 01' 

immersed in the sea. 

I. The most material allusion that rctll:.i{!s to Le '·.)I}d}ticl"ccl, is 
that in the Epistles to the Romans allll Colossi:lIls, to which our 
opponents cling with as great tenacity as though it was their :3ul.' 
support, and which they are wont to reitcrate with all the UeSllr­

allce of conscious triumph. Let us endeavour to :"c~r[[,i'l whe­
ther their glorying' in this particular is good. The passages arc 
as follows: Rom. vi: 3,·1. "Know ye 1I0t, that so many of us a,i 
were baptizeu into Christ Jesus, were baptized iuto his death? 
Therefore we are buried \"/;th him uy lJ:1pt;SIll into death: thal 
like as Christ was raised up frulu the de:1d by the glory of tile Fa­
ther, evell so we also should walk in newness of life." Col. ii: 12. 

Buried with him by baptism, wherein ye are risen with hilll 
throngh the faith of the ope ratio II of God, who hath raised him 
from the dead." The fact, that many commentators have been of 
opinion that those passages contuin an allusion to the imillersion 
of the whole body under water, is no conclusive evidence that such 
an idea was designed to ue conveyed or suggested by Puul. Of 
the inaccuracy of sneh a notion, the passages thelllseives when 
minutely examined, aftonl strong internal evidence. "Yfiters of 
seholia or commentaries, on the whole or principal pari of the 
ScriptUres, often tread in the footsteps or their prcllece:;sors ; Lut 
when [\ sacred interpreter, udmirably 'luulificll for the t,18k, COll0CI1-
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trates all his mentell energies, and the resources of his learning, all 

a few cotl1ponent parts of Diviue Revelation, he may be expected 
more thoroughly to investigate the meaning of every important or 
disputed passage. ::;ueh unquestionably is the character of PI'O­

fossor Stuart; anti sllch the learning, the critical acumen, and dili­
gence (\isplayed by him, in his recent commentary on the Epistle 
to the Romans. His note on the words in question is too elabor­
ate and critical to be here illtL'oduced, but towards its close, he has 
the following remarks, the force of which every reader of judg­
ment an,l impartiality will appreciate:-" Indeed what else but 
a mOI'al burying can be meant when the apostle goes on to say: 
IVe are bUl'ied with him [not by baptism only,] by baptism INTO 

HIS DEATH? Of course it will not be contended, that a litel'alphy­
sical burying is hel'e meant, but only a moral one. And although 
the words, into his death, are not inserted in Col. ii: J 2; yet, as the 
following verse there shows, they are plainly implied, In fact it 
is pl:.tin, that reference is here made to baptism, because, when the 
rite was performed, the Christian promised to renounce sin and to 
mortify all his evil desires, and thus to die unto sin that he might 
live unto God. I cannot see, therefore, that there is any more ne­
cessary reference here to the modus of baptism, than there is to the 
modus of the resurrection, The one may as well be maintained as 
the othel·.'''' But let us heal' MI'. Edwardst on this suhject, whose 
opinion claims particular regard, inasmuch as he was once a rigid 
Baptist and adopted Pedobaptist sentiments solely by the force 
of truth :-

"That the absurdity of supposing an allusion in this place to 
the mode of baptism may appear, I would observe, that what the 
Apostle calls, in verse 8, a being baptized into the death of Christ, 
he expresses in verse 5, by being planted together in the likeness of 
his death. This will be evident to anyone who examines the 
place. Now if any man is disposed, after the method of the Bap­
tists, to pick up allusions to the 1110de of baptism, here are two 
ready at hand, and he may take both, or either, as he pleases, It 
i~ usual with the Baptists, when contending for the mode of bap_ 
tism, to affirm that the A postle calls baptism a burial; and hence 
they infer that immersion must be the mode. This, however is 
affirming what is not true; for the Apostle never, in any of his 
writings, calls" bRptism a burial." But on the contrary, he does 
in this verse evidently speak of it under the notion of plantinO' ' 
and says, We are planted in the likeness of his death. Here th:n; 

• Comment, in I.oc. t Ed,,·urd'. Candid ReasonR, Pl'. Ill, 1j2, IU. 
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upon the Baptist plan, arc two allusions-planlill!.!', an,1 cL'lIci[ixion. 
'There are none, I believe, who make planting;n allusion to the 
morle of baptism: but shou ld this be attempted by any, they will 
have this olle advantage which the Baptists are destitute of· and 
h 

. , 
t at IS, that whereas baptism is no-where called a burial, it is in 
this place plainly called a planting. Now, if we suppose a person 
reasoning upon the plan of the Baptists, he will say, that as the 
Apostle calls baptism a planting he must allllde to the mode in 
which that ordinance was adminiotered ; and everyone, who is at 
all acquaiJlted with the art of planting, will easily gness what );iu,J 
of mode ,that must be, to which it allude~. Were this only adopt­
ed, and it may be adopted with greater advantage than the Baptist 
plan, we should probahly heal' of some contention about the mode 
of baptism, between those who immerse and those who only plant: 
and in this case I can clearly see, that rictory will crown the plan­
ters. 

" There is in the same way another allusion in this verse to the 
mode of baptism; I have mentioned it before, but do it again on 
account of its superior evidence to that allusion of the Baptists.­
The Apostle says, we are planted, that is baptized, in the likeness 
of his death. Now, taking this for an allusion to the mode ofbap­
tism, the argnment for the sign of the cross will be incomparably 
stronger than that of the Baptists for immersion. I say incom­
parably stronger; for whereas it is only said in the fourth verse, 
We are buried with him by baptism; it is said in this verse, "Ve 
are planted [baptized] in the likeness of his death: There is no­
thing about similitude mentioned in their allusion; but here the 
word ., likeness" is actually used. The argument, therefore, in 
favour of the sign of the cross, will, in the Baptist way of arguing, 
far ontweigh that in favour of immersion. And how much soever 
the Baptists may (Iespise that ceremony, it is evidently better 
founded in this context than their OWll. So that if their argument 
from this place be good, for immersion, the other is far better for 
the sign of the cross.-U pon the whole, the examination of this 
place convinces me of nothing so much as this, that both the Bap­
tists in general, and myself in particular, have been calTie(l away 
with the mere sound of a word, even to the neglect of the sense 
and scope of the truth of God." 

There is one consideration not yet noticed, abundantly sufficient 
of itself to neutralize thc Baptist view of the above passages. It 
is this: 011 their scheme of il\tel'pl'etation, the tlVO positil'o insti-
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tutions peculiar to the Christian di,;pensation are emblematical of 
the death of Chl'ist, and we have in conseCJuence none symbolical 
of the pltrifying influence of the I-loly Spit·it. Now, it has ever 
bcen the manifest intention of God, by the appointed ritual of his 
church, to present prominently to the minds of his worshippers 
the tlVO distinct but accordant ideas, of vicarious atonement /01" 
sin,-an(1 interiol' pUl'ijicntionfi'om sin. This design lies at the 
lnsis of the sacrificial and purifying ceremonial of the Mosaic 
dispensation: how can it then be conceived, that under the Chris­
tian dispensation which is pre-eminently, MINISTRATION OF THE 

SPIRIT we should have two significant institutions, both emblema­
tical of the ntonernent, and none to correspond to the ancient ritual 
of purification, or to recognize th~ snnctifying office of the Spirit 
oj God? 

H. It is deeply to be regretted, that our opponents in the zeal of 
their opposition to barti,3m by sjJl'inkling, so often permit them­
seh'cs to forget tlle veneration which they owe to the words of the 
living Gall. "How would it sound" asks Mr. Cruwley in refer­
ence to the baptism of the Spirit" to say he will sprinkle you with 
the Holy Ghost."" If he desires to refer the matter to the deci­
sion of reason, we have no solicitude about the result, We sub­
mit it to the impartial judgment of all-from the untutored child 
of nature, to the accomplished scholar, whose mind is disciplined 
to accord with the purest and most elevated standard of taste, 
whether it woulrl not be much more accordant with their concep­
tions of propriety, to say I will spl'inkle you with the Holy Ghost, 
then to say, " I willillU;iel'Se or plunge you in the Holy Ghost '1" 
If I may be permitted to give my olVn opinion I would say­
that is scriptural, this unscriptural, the former is sense-the latter 
nonsense. 

When the Most High cheers his church with the promise of the 
most plentiful communications of hii!l grace, what language does 
he employ?" "I will SPIlINKLE clean watel' upon yon, and yo 
shall be clean, from all your filthiness and from all your idols 
I will cleanse yon." "I will be as the DEW unto Israel." He 
shall come AS the UAIN, AS the former and lattel' RAIN on the 
earth." When the man after God's olVn heart, earnestly implores 
the removal of all guilt from his conscience, and of all moral pol­
lution from his minll, in what words is his petition expressed? 
PW'ge me with HYSSOP and I shall be clean: wash me, and I shall 
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bll whiter thun snow." The hyssop, us is well known, frolll it:> 
detersive and purifying qualities, was used in sprinkling the blood 
of the paschal lamb, and in spj'inkling the leper. The paraphrase 
of the Psalmist'S words in the Chaldee is, " Thou wilt sprinkle me 
like the priest, which spj'inkleth the unclean with the purifyinO" 
waters, with hyssop, and with the ashes of an heifer, and I shall 
be clean." "Baptismal sprinkling an unmeaning ceremony!" 
exclaims an eloquent preacher" "Let us point those who think it 
so, to language such as this, and bid them blush for their delusion. 
Nay, let us call upon them to contemplate Jehovah, as it were, 
rising from his throne, looking round on a world of creatures in­
volved in guilt and covered with pollution, and then let them listen 
to the words which prophetic inspiration utters, "He will SPRIN­

KLE many nations.!" I,s there any thing trifling or insignificant 
here? Is therc not rather something which bespeaks at once the 
infinite fulness of his cleansing power? the virtue which resides in 
every dl'OP of grace which he sheds upon a fallen world-the ener­
gy divine which he puts forth in every individual act of his saving 
influence-All in beautiful accordance with the spirit of that de­
clal'ation of her, who touched but the hem of the Redeemer's gar­
ment, the truth of which was realized in her blest experience, "If 
I may but touch his garment I shall be whole !" Mat. ix: 21. 

I II. An appeal to the immersions of the Greek church, as afford­
ing a testimony in favour of dipping, as the original mode ofprac­
tieing the ordinance, is founded on the ostensible but erroneous 
supposition, that that numerous communion is formed of the des~ 
cendants of the inhabitants of ancient Greece, who rctain a dis­
tinct knowledge of the language of their forefathers. Whence, if 
this is the case, arises the necessity oftl'Unslating the original New 
Testament into Modern: Greek, that those adepts in the pure and 
ancient language, may read in their own tongue the wondcrful 
wOI'ks of God? The truth is, the Greek church consists ofa most 
heterogeneous population, whose languages are marked by a cor­
respondent diversity :-" A considerable part of Greece, the Gre­
cian Isles, Wallachia, Moldavia, Egypt, Nubia, Lydia, Arabia, 
Mesopotamia, Syria, Cilicia, Palestine, the Russian Empire in 
Europe, gl'eat part of Siberia in Asia, Astracan, Casan, Georgia, 
and White Russia in Poland."t The absurdity of recognizing 
sneh a motley group as witnesses on a question of philology,is fur­
ther apparent from the fact that "most of the Eastel'll chnrches, 

"'Dr. G. Burns, formerly of St. Johu) N. B. 
t Encyclop. Lond, vol. g, 1'. 971. 
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like the Roman, have both an ecclesiastical and a vulgar tongue. 
In that of Abyssinia, the Ethiopic is the ecclesiastical, and 
the Amharic the vulgar. In the Syrian churches of Mesopo­
tamia and of Malabal', or wherever else there may be Syrian 
churches, the Syriac is the ecclesiastical tongue-while in Me­
sopotamia, the vulgar is the Arabic; and, in Malabar, it is the 
Malayalim; and, elsewhere, it is the vernacular language of the 
country. Among the Copts in Egypt, the Coptic is the church 
language, but the Arabie that of the people. In the Greek church, 
the ancient Greek is still used in the offices, and the Old Testa­
ment read in the version of the Septuagint, and the New in the 
original text-while Romaic, or modern Greek, Arabic, or Turk­
ish, is spoken by the people. In the Armenian -::hurch, the scrip­
t·J.res are read in a language but ill understood by the people-and 
this is the case in the Russian church."" 

Mr. Crawley's reference to the plurality of biblical translations, 
that render baptizo immerse, suggests a strong collateral argument, 
derived from the purest source of that species now extant, strongly 
opposed to Immersionists. Waving at present the institution of 
any minute inquiry, into the practice of the ancient church, sub­
sequent to the days of the .flpostolical fathers, in relation to the mode 
of baptism,-it is abundantly sufficient for our present purpose, to 
observe, that to the highest point to which authentic history traces 
immersion, it attests the shameful and humiliating fact that the 
candidates received the ordinance (inpuris naturalibus,) naked! 
and that greater importance was attached to no one circumstance 
connected with the rite, than that the recipient should be thus 
stripped, in order to its performance. In some cases those fathers, 
who have been often triumphantly referred to, as preserving the 
Apostolic mode, would dispense with the subjects being immersed 
or bathed, but nevel', with his or her being naked, because they 
thought, (in perfect accordance with Apostolic sentiment and usage 
of course,) that, as Wall remat'ks, in his history of Baptism, "it 
better represented the putting off the old man, and also the naked­
ness of Christ upon the cross; moreover as baptism is washing, 
they judged it should be the washing of the body, not of the 
clothes." This is the j'esult of the testimony ;-the details which 
fully illustrate this mattel', will be exhibited hereafter. In the 
mean time I merely allude to it, to show, that immersion can no 
more be evinced, from the practice of all antiquity upon which 
authorised history throws any light, to have been the Apostolic 

, Eighteenth Rep, nf tlie Church lIlia •. Soe. 
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mode of Baptism, than to prove that the three thousand on the 
day of Pentecost-the delicate and faithful Lydia-the sable chan­
cellor of Ethiopia-the Philippian Jailor and his family,-in a 
word all whom they haptized were immersed, naked. That im­
mersion was anciently practiced we know-but through precisely 
the same medium, we lmow that it was deemed essential to its ap­
propriate administration, that the individual baptized-male or 
female-infant or old person-should be perfectly naked-a strong 
presumption that like several of its unscriptural and indecent ac­
companiments 'it was one of those additions to the ancient rile, 
which superstition originated.' From translations of the Bible 
therefore, made subsequent to the introduction of" such a'Va"iety 
into the ritual of the primitive churches, as to render it very diffi­
cult" says .Mosheim, " to give such an account of the worship, 
manner, and institutions of the ancient Christians, as will agree 
with what was practiced in all those countries where the gospel 
flourished,"~ no evidence can be adduced, of the slightest weight 
or authority, to vindicate the claim of immersion to Apostolic sanc­
tion. But let us press into a purer period of the church, than 
those, in which any of the translations referred to by Mr. Crawley 
were made,-Iet us carry our inquiry back to the old Syriac trans­
lati-on of the New Testament, and ascertain how it renders baf­
tizo. "This version" observes Stuart "is the oldest of all the 
translations of the New Testament that are extant; for in all pro­
bability it should be dated during the first half of the second cen­
tury. Withal, it is admitted by those who are able to consult it, 
to be one of the most faithflll and authentic of all the ancient 'Vei'­
/lions." The Syriac, let it he remarked, has a word which signi­
fies to imnw"se, plunge, or dip, but it never employs it to desig­
nate, in any way the baptismal ceremony. This is a most striking 
fact, since if baptism and immersion had been deemed correspon­
dent terms at the time when this most venerable, from its antiqui­
ty, of all translations of the New Testament was formed, the 
Syriac word which means to plunge or submerge would have un­
doubtedly been used, and used invariably in such cases." 

In this translation, however, all the words used for baptizing, 
baptism, and baptist, are taken from the Hebrew word HOMAD, 
which signifies' to stand, continue, subsist, to cause to stand, to 
support as by a pillar--to set or raise up-to place, present, or 
establish, &c. It is the same word, also, which is useu for baptism 
in the Arabic version. This word i~J certuinly worthy of partie uk II· 

? EerIes. Hist. Cent. I. pt. ii. eh. 4. 
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attention, in the present inquiry, because in the Byro-Cha!. 
«aic dialect, it was in all probability the v.ery word used 'by John 
the Baptist, as the name of the new ordinance which he adtninis" 
tered, when he came to prepare the way af the Lord-the very 
word used by the messengers from Jerusalem, when they asked 
his reason for dispensing this ordinance-the very word used by 
Jesus when he gave the apostolic commission-the very word used 
by the Apostles and Evangelists, as long, at least, as they preach­
ed and baptized in Judea, Galilee, and Samaria."· 

From the preceding investigations and reasonings, we are fully 
authorised to deduce the following conclnsions;-

I. That neither from the precepts of the New Testament, nor 
fwm the forms of expression employed in it, in reference to 'bap­
tism, can the original mode of its administration be with precision, 
01' indubitable certainty gathered. 

II. That no one instance of the immersion of the body, as a mode 
of ceremonial purification, can be proved as a part of the divinely 
instituted ritual, either fI'pm the Old Testament, or from the 
Christian Scriptures. 

III. That the word baptizo, is palpably and undeniably employ­
ed by the sacred writers, to designate ritual purification by wash­
ing, [which dQrl~leCessarily imply immersion] poul'ing, and 

. kZ' ~ spnn mg. 

IV. That as spl'inkling was the mostfl'equent and most signifi­
cant method of purification under the law,-as the largest dona­
tion of di vine grace, is promised under the idea of sprinkling clean 
water upon the recipient,-as Jesu's blood is called' the blood of 
spl'inkling,' and the hearts of believers are said to be spj'inkled 
from an evil conscience,-baptisll1 by sprinkling with pure water, 
in tbe name of the thj'ice holy LOI'd, is scriptural and appropriate. 

V. That this mode of baptism has the highest claim to decided 
and universal preference and adoption, because it best accords 
with the manner of the baptism of the Holy Ghost, of which it is 
emblematical, and which we know, indisputably was and still is, 
administered by shedding, pouting, falling or descending t~pon 
Ihe subject, and not by his immersion in it. 

1'; Ewing's Essay on Bapqsm. 



N. B.-A digest of the evidence of antiquity, 
respc,cting both the mode and the subjects of Bap­

tism, will be given in an appendix to the complete 

work. 


