
14 INFANl- BAPTISM SCRIPTURAL

We proceed now to another branch of our argnment,
and afhrm that the entire New Testament does not fur-
nish a single clear case of baptism by dijyping. The proof
of this statement, however, although it will serve to
strengthen our argument, is not at all necessary to its
conclusiveness. Its omission would not be leaving out
the keystone of the arch, but simply leaving the building
a few inches lower. We may go even further, and affirm,
that If It could be shown, beyond a doubt, that baptismm the times of our Lord and His apostles was invaHably
administered by dipping,_thi8 would not at all invalidate
that branch of our argument in which we have clearly
proved that haptwm and dii>ping are not synonymous, but
would merely imply that dipping is a valid mode of ad-
mmistenng the ordinance,_a point on which we are all
quite agreed.

Did John, then, baptize by dipping? It is confidently
affirmed that he did, because it is said that he - baptized
tn Jordan." Now, were we even to admit that the sub-
jects of John's baptism went into the water, (which is far
from certain,) how would it follow from this admission
that they were dipped? If a man rides his horse into
the water, does that imply that he plunges him over head
and ears in it? May it not mean merely that he rides
him m a few inches deep, for the convenience of letting
him drink] The Jordan, as is well known, had a double
bank, an inner and an outer. The stream wa.s confined
withm the inner bank, except at the time of the annual
overfiow, caused by the melting of the snow on Mount
Lebanon, when it reached to the outer. The expression
'H/^ Jordan," then, ought not to have any great stress laid
upon It; for it may mean no more than that John arran^red
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