
CHAPTER in.

RIMARKI ON PKnoriAPTIiT CONCEiSlONi IN nETERENCB TO THK

MICANINU OF THB WOUU BAPTIZO.

In the absence of all express Scriptuie direction ns to the ode

of Baptism, the ohly sources from which we can derive informa-

tion upon this subject are,— 1, the Scripture meaning of the word

employed to designate the ordinance,—2, the recorded circumstan-

ces of its administration, and— 3, those allusions to the ceremony

which are supposed to indicate the nianner in which it was per-

formed in the Apostolic age.

As the meaning attached to the word baptize, baptism—\n the

sacred idiom, is the matter upon which 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 3.\ptizo, the appro-

priate term, the vox signata, of the ordinance in question, always

and exclusively signify to dip, immerse?

It must be perfectly obvious to every intelligent mind, that when

our Baptist brethren appeal to the recorded circumstances of the

administration of the ordinance, they virtually concede that to im-

merse is nut the unvarying meaning of baptize; for were it shewn

to have but the one meaning the necessity of such an appeal would

be entirely precluded. 1 cannot therefo" •e''Min from expressing

my wonder, that Baptist writers do not om. '
, ^e all tht "r 'ener-

gies to prove immersion and baptism t . ui. resp'^^ts 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 statement precisely accords with the estimate which our

opponents foem of the very strength of their cause. Its whole

'veight reposes like a pyramid upon its point, upon the meaning of
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