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MRx EDITOR,-YOU have devoted a great deal of
your attention, in ycur review of my book, to the
definition of real baptism on page 23. In 50 doing I
think you have donc right, for undoubtedly the mean-
ing of ba//izo constitutes the casus belli. To your
extraordiniary treatment of that definition I shal
refer at iergth by and by. What I purpose at pre-
sent to do is to examine your own definition of bap-
tizo.

In your issue of March r8th, you say: If baptize,
as a command ftom Christ, means to immerse in
water, then that is the tbing to be donc." And in
your Il First Principies," p. i 16, you say : I"We have
no difficulty in defining the term (baptism). We say
that it means immersion. We are willing to test this
definiuion in ail the uses of the word, chassical and
scriptural, literai, metaphorical, pocticai, or symbol-
icai." On P. 117 you say : IlIt (water) bas a neces-
sary association with Christian baptism ; I i.e., Chris-
tian baptism is ahways "limmersion in water.» Again
you say : "ITbis (that Christian baptism is immersion
in water) is uniformly admitted, even by the stoutest
advocates of sprinkling." And on p. 130 Yo11 Say :
I'While there is continual doubt and fear on the part
of thcusands of persons about their sprinkiing, there
is no etoubi zvhatever in regard Io immersion. (The
italics are not mine, but yours.)

Now this definition is exceedingiy short. It is,
however, to be greatiy regretted that it is flot more
precise in meaning ; for, of ahl words, immerse is the
most elastic, and it is made by immersionists to mnean
anything the exigency of the occasion may require.
Sometimes we are told it means putting a person into
water; but at other times we are toid it means the
contrary action of putting water on a person ; and
then again we are told it means neither the one nor
the other of these actions, but the s/a/e of/being under
the water. Witb Carson, it is "dip and nothing but
dip ; " but Morreil says, " It is quite evident that tbe
word also bears the sense of covering- by suPerfusion")
Dr. Cox says : "A person nay be immersed by
Pou> ing." Dr. Carson says ."IIf al the water in the
ocean had /a//en on him, it wouhd flot have beeru a
literai immersion." Dr. Gaie says : IlThe word bab.
tizo, perhaps, does not so necessarily express the
action of putting under water, as in general a thing's
being mn that condz/zon, no malter how it cornes so.",
(Gale was nearer the truth than he imagined.) Thus
we sec these " learned " immersionist doctors fight-
ing, flot back to back, but face to face, each using
the word in a sense repudiated by the other. What
the one tells us is diquite evident,»' the otber assures is
divery absurd."

You, Mr. Editor, judging /'rom YOur Practice, use
the word as meaning to "lput into and under water ; I
but if this is the rneaning of immersion, pi.ay what
does submersion mean? Then, after defining the word
baptizo to mean immerse, you go on and use the word
dzz5. But to dip is one thing ; to immorse is quite
another. The Atlantic cable bas been immersed in
the ocean for many years. Will you say that it bas
been dipped? The learned Dr. Conant uses no less
than seven different Englisb words wben be tries to
translate baptizo, and thon bas to confess that flot on&
of the seven gives the precise meaning of the Greek
word, alhough Ilmerse" comes ncarest. Howovor,
you have no difficuty; "it means to immorse.")

If baptizo always means to immerse, why do you
and others speak of baptismn by immersion, i.e., im-
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And, witb your definition of "the thiug donc,» it
seems that the question of Paul, in Acts xix. 3, would
answer itself : «"Into wbat, then, were you immnersed
in water ?"Il0f course the answer wouhd be, IlThey
were ' immcrsed into water"'

But whihe, Mr. Editor, you thus define baj5tizo to be
ahways, in every possible case, immersion, and, in
Christian baptismn, immersion in watcr, you ncverthe-
hess frequentîy prefer to use the word Ildip."l I shah,therefore, give you the benefit of d:i5, and try that
word also. How wouid it sound to read of men
being dio5ed éPi/o Moses (i Cor. X. 2), ditmped into
Christ (Gal. iii. 26), or dibj5ed int Ris deah (Rom.
vi. 3), "the doctrine of dippings " (Hcb. vi. 2),
"ldivers dippings"I (Heb. ix. io, "one dipping I (Epb.
iv. 5), "ldipping doth now save us II (i Pet. iii. 21).

Sucb rendering is absurd, if flot profane. It is no
rephy to this to tell us, as we bave been told a thou-
sand times, that sP6rinkling wouhd answer no better.
Presbyterians have nover been se bard pressed for
argument as to say that baptizo means to sprinkie. I
have aircady sbown that watcr, as a religiaus symbol,was always applied to the person ; neyer, se far as
the record goes, was the person piunged into and
under the water. But wbiho this was the uniform
mode of acconiplishing ritual or outward water-bap-
tism, yet no Preshyterian, se far as I know,' bas ever
mauntaîned that the word baptizo meant to sprinkhe
or pour.

The editor of the "tnar surehy knows that
the meaning of a word, and the method by whicb
that meaning is accomplished, are two entirehy dif-
ferent tbings. The metbod of anointing was by pour-
ing, but to anoint did flot therefore mean to pour. So
the Scriptural method of baptizing witb water is by
sprinkling or pouring, but to baptize does flot on tbat
account mean to sprinkhe or pour, any more than it
means to dip. The idea of mode is neyer in the
word, and to force it in makes absurdity or nonsense
in very many instances. But more of this anon.

I am flot yet donc witb your definition of ba~tz
as a di pping-îmmersion. Yeu are awarc that our
Lord spoke of dipping on no hess than five occasions
when be had no reference to the ordinance of bap-
tism. And in every such instance whcn be meant to
dip, He used the verb baj5té, a word that is neyer
once apphied to the sacred ordinance. The foliowing
are the instances: Send Lazarus that be may dip
(bapto) the tip of bis finger in water ". (Luke xvi. 24);"Uc it is to wbom I shahl give a sop when I bave
dippcd (ba0to) iL ; and when Hc had dipped (bapbo)
the sop He gave it to Judas"I (John xiii. 26); He
that dippeth (baoto> bis hand with me in the dish, tbe
samne shail betray me»I (Matt. xxvi. 23); It is one of
the twehve that dippeth (bapto) with me in the dish"
(Mark xiV. 20).

Now, Mr. Editor, if, as you say, baptism is immer-
sion in the sense of dipping-i.e., putting an object
into water or other element and then inmcediatehy
withdrawing it-how is it that our Lord nover uses
baptizo when by His action it is certain Uc meant to
dip, but ahways ba5to; and thon wben Uc refers to
the sacred ordinance Hc nover once uses bapto (to dip>,
but always ba5tizo 1 Had Ue intended that Fis disci-
ples should ho dipped, it is roasonable to suppose that
Uc would bave used the vcrb ba0to, as He did whon the
finger was dipped in water, and when the sop was
dipped in the dish. But no; wbon Uc spoke of the
religious rite He nover once said babto, bnt always
baptizo; and when He referred to dipping He nover
once said baptizo, but ahways ba0to. Thore is no ex-
ception to this rule ; and therefore it is chear that by
bapto our Lord meant one thing, and by bapÉtizo an-
othor, and that witb Uim to dip was flot baptism, and
to baptize was flot to dip.

The practice of dipping into water as a religious
rite is utterly repugnant to the hanguage and institu-
aurt y i f n th Wod.o G. Not a1 c mand, flo

662

the uses Of the word, classical and scriptural, literai,
metaphorical, poetical, or symbolicai."l To persofis in
hopeiess bondage to a theory, such larguage may
seemn to indicate high courage, strong conviction, and
a profound knowledge Of the subject under discussion.
I will flot characterize it, in your own gracious words,
as the "'confidence Of ignorance," but 1 venture tO
say that to ail intelligent, sober-minded persons who
have studied both sides of tbe baptismal controversY,
it indicates the ioud but vain boasting of one who is
flot a son of Solomnon.

Strong statements are flot always strong argumenlts,
but the very reverse. It is flot long since the Church
of Rome told us, with ail the confidence, you, Mr,
Editor, can assume, that the earth was flat and iflV
movabie, and that the sun, moon, and stars revolved
around it. She quoted more Scripture for this tbeOrY
than you can for yours : she gave the names of more
"learned men " who believed it than you can for dip-
ping into water ; she said, like most immersioflist
writers say of their theory, that it was "flnot more
light, but more honesty " that was required to believe
it. Luther, whomn you quote as such high authoritY
for immersion, said 50 too. But now that tbeory, 50
con fidently and so arrogantly held for ages, is forever
exploded ; 50, also, as Bible knowledge and general
intelligence advance, will your dipping.immersiofl
tbeory, for which you are wholly Indebted to the samne
Church of Rome, fail into disuse as a religious rite
and have no existence except in the history of error.

[To be continued if the Lord will.]

CHRISTL4N 5eOY.

Assuredly, if there is a being in the universe that
bas a rîght to be joyous, it is the Christian. He is aIn
heir of God and a joint heir with Jesus Christ. Hi5
treasures are " laid up.» ,Fis privileges and bis in,
beritance are transcendently giorious. He bas sources
of joy that angels may flot dlaim. IHe may call the
Saviour bis eider brother, and approach the awful
presence of the infinite and eternai God witb assur-
ance of acceptance and pardon and peace. The
mission of tbe Comforter is to him, and the Word of
Him whomn the heaven of beavens cannot contain, is
piedged, that "Ineither deatb, nor life, nor angeis, nor
principalities, nor powers, nor things to corne, nor
height, nor depth, nor any other creature, shali be
able to separate " bim " from the love of God wbicb i-5
in Christ Jesus our Lord." Fis joy is an ocean that
is boundless, that bas no ebb in its flowing. He is
to rejoice evermore. The arm that be leans upon i5~
tireless ; the fountain of love from wbich be draws is
absolutely measureless in its depth. Tbough the
earth shahl dissolve and tbe heavens pass away, the
Christian knows that bis hope is sure, and that al
tbings, pain as well as pleasure, the discipline of toil
and privation, and suffering patiently borne, no Iless
than the sunshine of prosperity, and the stimulus Of
earthly joys, " will ahI work together for good to tbC1Tn
that love God, to them that are callod according to lis
purpose."- Western Recorder.

WHA T THE WEAR Y NERD.

Happy they who can go unto God their joy, wbeil
they need heart rest. Wbat does the weary need?
What does the tired cbild want at eventide, wbefl the
ittie head is weary even witb play? What but the

good mother, beyond whomn the iittle one cannot look
and need flot look? For God's iigbt beams through
ber loving eyes, and God's voice breathes in ber gra-
cious words. And are we mnuch stronger than chil-
dren, we cbildren of a larger growth ? And are there
flot times in our ife when we are tired, ay, eve f
pleasure, when we sigh for rest and sorely need it?
And do we flot need an infinite love, an-infinite


