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ISO broad, and 73 dttp ;" "th« lidM of whieli ar* built np with muonrr of tmall atonct, whoM

aarfkoa la oovurwl with a hanl auiooth oamant." On which he thuH reMOriri [p. 18]

" H«r« certainly ban remained alnoo Chrlit'a day an aspanaa of water fiirniiiblag 040 baptlat-

erlaa, aach feet by 10 ;"

ill which the .3,000, he says, couKl have had "facllitiea for ChriHtlan baptUm."

He should have said 780, but 180 more in not material. What troubl«H ua ia

the dividing and utilizing a pool of its depth, 75 feet, into baptinterioH, 6 feet

bj 10, all over its surface I They would need a number of boats and we

don't read of any in Jerusalem or nearer than Joppa or Qalilee. Even if

they had them enough, it would hardly be "easy and without any hurry to>

immerse the 3000 in less than an hour," as Cramp assuron his readers, or

" within twenty minutes " as Mr. C. ansured his. Mr. Cameron said, however,

"Oreatcr than all wan the royal c<«(»ni undar Iht UmpU—t T*rital>lo lake—where hundrada
conld be aiinultaneouslyliiimeracd."

Observe, the Pharisees, priests, scribes, and the mass of the people were

hostile to Christ, whom they had just crucified, and to his disciples and their

baptism. That day of Penticost was a great festival attended, besides those

of Jerusalem and Judea, by Jews from "every nation under heaven" [Acts

2 : 6], full of bitter anti-christian zeal. The pools and cisterns contained their

water for fooil and religious uses. Would they allow them to be polluted by

the immersion in them of thirty hundred of the hated sect of the hated Naza-

rene? Wc read of no disturbance on that account, which of itself implies

there was no immersion. Mr. C. sugs^ests they may have been immersed in

a large " eiattm [l] umltr the umpU ;" that is, from which the water was taken

for the sacrifices, and while the priests, pharisees and people crowded the

temple above, worshipping! Such is the struggle to make out immersion.

Let me conclude on this with another Baptist account from a different

point of view. To make out that John's mode was immersion, Pengilly

reasons thus, (p. 14):

"We Rhoulil notice the place where Jolin adiiiiniatered thin ordinance. It was 'the river

Jordan.' If In refiTenre to the peopie of .ItTUsaleiii, u situation where water nii^'ht be easily

obtained ior uprinkUng or pouring, was what John required, we read of our Lord at this place,

directing the man that was born blind to go and 'wash in the pool of Miioam;' so wo road of the
'pool called Bethesila,' and 'the brook Cedron,' all in or near Jerusalena, (and we read of othera
in the Old Ti'stamcnt ;) and without doubt, at some of them the penitent Jews of that city and
neighbonrhofHl might liave rect'ived the ordinance, if «ucA wore the mode by which John adminis-
tered it ; and it cannot reanonably be imagined he would have required those persons to go the
distanea of several miles for the convenience of the river Jordan : more reasonable to gupj)08e
ha would have baptized in every town anil_vilia{{e where his ministry had its intonded etfeot

;

and eapecially at or near the metropoltt.
his mode.''

This strongly favora the opinion that immersion waa

'

Pengilly here proceeds on the unwarranted assumption that John could

have no other reason for abiding and preaching in " the wilderness," but the

quantity of water for immersion. But let us suppose his facts and reasoning

correct. His contention is that because, "ator near Jerusalem," there were no

conveniences for immersion, though plenty for sprinkling, therefore John
"reqnired the penitent Jews of that city and neighbourhood to go the distanue of several miles

for the convenience of the river, Jordan." Well, if John could not find sufficient

water for immersion there, neither could the apostles. Oh, but—! That

argument ia sounc2 enough in favor of immersion; bnt as against immersion

it must not be mentioned. Yet the Baptist Church Publication Society
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