
^
Bnt It miiy be necessary to repljr te « conmon o1>jeciio» wrgtA

hy the fiepUsti against infant baptism, DatrieljT) that cblldria

ought not to be baptized, because tbejr cannot belioTe. Bat tlko

same objection if admittewl, would have overturiMd circuagicisloa^

which has giren way to baptism in the Church. Whjr circumcUt iit.

fants as they could not beliete ii the God of Abraham? Again, if

this objection be good in one case it hiust be so in another. It Is said,

beliere and be baptized, hence the Baj>tist argues tione are to be bop.

tized but believers. Now is. it not also said, believe ind be saved,

and he that beliereth not shall be damned. But Idfknts cannot be.

lieve; therefore according to the Baptist mode of reasoning, infknts

cannot be savetl. What blasphemy ! P i I if they are the deicendanCi

ofti sect of the Waldenses who ara<jal»'. tv have refused baptism to

infants, because they believed iwem incapable of salvation, then they

are consistent for once. 0, wUt a - /sterol May tht.Lerd pity and

deliver all who are under ii i influence. j' t i '
'

That boptlsm takes place of circumcision appears from the follow-

ing considerations—Circumcision was the initiatory sign of the Cove-

nant before Christ, by which members were admitted Into the Church,

but being abolished, either there is now no initiatory sign of the

Covenant or baptism is that sign. The formef taoght .tt>e putting

away of sin: so does the latter, "the former was an emblem of pu-

rity : so is the latter, &c. &o . Hence the Apostle Paul speaks of

them togpther in Colossians 4. U, 12, by which it appears that bap-

tism now answers every end in the Church that circumcision did for-

merly.

As to the mode of baptism, there i« nothing in the Bible to autho-

rise any man to say that immersion of the whole body is/necessary

to make baptism valid. Th6 word Baptize being used In a variety

of instances where it cannot possibly have any such meaning—-and I

call upon any person to shew If they can that it has thM exclusive

signification in the New Testament. In Mark 7. 4, we are told that

the Pharisees found fault when thejf saa the disdj^es eat nith un.

roashen hands, J^ the Pharisees and all the Jem tehentheif come

from the market, exhpt they wash (ari baptised) eat not. Here we

aee that those persons were baptized, although a part only of the bo.

dy (' y< ^ hands) was washed. It is added many other things they haofi

recei-oid S(c. such as the washing ofpots and tables or couches upoa

whui- 1'- ^ ;lined at -tais. Now did they immerse those tables

or couuiies in order to baptise them. Did they not rather pour or

sprinkle water upon them for that purpose. St. Paul says the Isra-

elites were baptlted in the cloud, (what! immersed in the cloud that

was over their heads) and in the sea, (immersed in that too although

its waters were divided, and formed a wall on either hand, so that

the children of Israel passed over dry shod,) unless they were bap-

t!«od fiAtn «hA dcud above bv the nonring or sprinkling of water

froQi It, thft JBttst have been a'dry baptism.
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