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•ad tu oh at an generally the symbols of African 
superstition. A mini chief soon made his appear
ance with another band, his name was Jean not, 
he was more ferocious and terrible than either of 
the preceding. His standard was the body of a 
a white child, carried on the end of a long pole, 
and all around his tent were planted lances, each 
having on its end the bloody head of some white 
man or woman. The white females taken on the 
habitations were publicly abased in the presence 
of the whole camp, and then their throats were 
cut, and their heads used for the above purpose. 
Many ef those who were the wires and daughters 
of their owners were reserved for the chiefs of 
these hordes of savages, and when they were 
tired of them they were mads to act as serrants 
to the negresses that were in the camp. Unheard 
of enmities were daily practised among them— 
some were condemned to bo satcn between two 
planks—others had their hands and feet cut off 
—others had their thighs dislocated, and often the 
head of wane white was cot off, and the skull 
cleaned oat for a drinking cap for the chiefs— 
end to complete the awfti tale, all around the 
camp were hung by the chin, to hooks that had 
been for that purpose driven into the branches of 
the trees, living men and women,rending the air 
with their moans and lamentations. Alfthis and 
much more took place within a few weeks of the 
first rising of the slaves. The poor Governor 
now aw Be error, bat it was too late. It was 
not, however, known that he had instigated the 
slaves to take arms, so he now called upon the 
inhabitants to aid him in patting down the revolt, 
a large force waa collected for the purpose, and 
set off ia search of them, with what success will 
be hereafter seen. W. T. Cardy.

CarUton, SL John, N. J5-, Dec. 16,1831.

coveredTo justify his position, it is not suffi 
cient for Dr. Crawley to show that baptizo has. 
in Greek literature, this meaning in tome or nu
mérota instances, but in every instance. He 
most make out his case fully and completely, 
otherwise a verdict of “ not proven ” must be 
returned against him.

Let us, now, look a little at the principal or 
only admissible part of his proposition. “ No 
philologist of any eminence, baptist or pedobap- 
tbt, contends, at the present day, that the origi
nal meaning of baptizo is other than to immerse, 
or that in classical usage the word ever has any 
other meaning than that." For the reasons 
above assigned, we stop here.

We distinctly state, that we do not pretend to 
know the opinions of every philologist, baptist or 
pedobaptist, in the wide world at the present 
day, and therefore we dare not presume to de
cide authoritatively what many of them may or 
may not contend for with respect to the original 
meaning of baptizo. But this we know, that 
some, who have proved themselves to be philo
logists of some eminence, even at the present 
day, absolutely and unqualifiedly deny the as
sumption contained in the proposition of Dr.

and only to dip, we hold to be utterly incapable 
of proof, by a full induction of the instances pre
sented in the classical literature of Greece.”

“ We feel satisfied, indeed, that the more com
prehensive and thorough the sifting of the usage 
of baptizo, conducted in the spirit of a discrimi- 
nat.ng Hermeneutics, it will become the more ap
parent, that the exclusive sense of dipping is un
authorized by the practice of the Greek lan-

of the circumstantial evidence, thus f„ 
immersion to have been exclusively ths'm?’!*** 
Christian baptism, or even that of J< l** ** 
deed, I consider this point so far made w ot, 
can hardly suppress the conviction, that if 
one maintains the contrary, it must be ei,|J? 
cause he is unable rightly to estimate the ^
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Crawley. This statement may surprise a person 
who knows the precise state of the controversy 
at the present time; nevertheless it is true. 
We cite the declaration of the Rev. Robert 
Wilson, Professor of Sacred Literature for the 
General Assembly, tioyal College, Belfast, from 
whose work on Baptism we made a quotation in 
our last number ; and we certify our readers, 
that, as far as we are capable of forming an im
partial judgment, Professor Wilson has made no

guage.”
The word in question, in some of its forms, is 

used by Plato. Can an instance be produced 
where it is used by this author in the sense of 
dipping ? “ In the Lexicon Platonicum of Ast,” 
says Professor Wilson, “ on which he expended 
the literary labour of a lifetime, the primary 
sense of bapto, in the writings of the Grecian phi
losopher, is expressed by immergo to dip, to im
merse,—that of baptizo, by obruo, opprima, to 
overwhelm, to oppress, having no reference what
ever to the action of dipping.”

We conclude this article by a reference to the 
writings of Hippocrates. As a physician he had 
frequent occasions to use in his prescriptions the 
word dip, or dipping. If baptizo primarily be 
equivalent to bapto, how can this fact be ac
counted for on such a supposition—that Hippo
crates has employed bapto about one hundred 
and fifty times, to denote the modal dip, and its 
derivative baptizo, for the same specific purpose, 
only once, if indeed tliat one occurrence belongs 
to the genuine text ?—We state this on the au
thority of Dr. Halley, as quoted by Professor 
Wilson.

or power of the Greek language ; or b«v,Z? 
is influenced in some measure by partv-ferf " 
or else because he has looked at the suh'*™*^* 
only a partial manner, without examiniJrJ' 
and thoroughly." n'n ”

With this statement before him P~s. 
Stuart could not have affirmed immmionT? 
the uniform practice of the apostolic eh»* 
He expressly refers to churches “ after the .
of the Apostles" ; and asserts, that “fa 
writings of the apostolical fathers, so called v 
the writers of the first century, or at least’tW 
who lived in part during this century,
an) thing of a definite nature occurs

respeetiig

MODE OF BAPTISM.
Oar Baptist friends generally have become 

exceedingly bold and self-confident in their asser
tions respecting the primary meaning of /ten rit», 
baptizo ; and he who, in these days of progress, 
should presume to doubt, or deny, that the verb 
primarily signifies to dip or plunge under water, 
and nothing else, and that such modal meaning is 
Mnctioned by the uniform usage of Greek classi
cal literature, will of course be charged with a 
want of fairness, or with betraying ignorance of 
the present state of the Baptist controversy. We 
are not inclined, however, to yield to this sum
mary mode of disposing of the subject ; and we 
hesitate not to say, that in hia recent letters in 
the Christian Messenger, Dr. Crawley has taken 
s position which is far from being tenable. His 
main proposition is thus assumed :—

“ No philologist of any eminence, baptist or 
pedobaptist, contends, at the present day, that the 
original meaning of baptizo is other than to im
merse, or that in classical usage, the word has 
any other meaning than that, or some shade of 
sense bearing a close affinity to it, and involving 
the same idea.”

By the word “ immerse," as used by Dr. Craw
ley, wo understand—plunge or put into and under 
water, or other fluid ; and further that baptizo is 
affirmed to be strictly a modal verb, or one that 
so expresses the action of plunging or putting 
into and under water, Ac., as to exclude any 
other mode of using the clement. The qualify
ing clause—“ or some shade of sense bearing a 
close affinity to it,—and involving the same idea,” 
must provide for the necessary action of plunging, 
so strenuously contended for by the advocates of 
exclusive immersion, and so may be considered 
at synonymous with the terms preceding ; or it is 
designed to cover supposed analogous cases, in 
which the wonl is used, where the action of 
plunging into and under water or other fluid is 
absolutely impracticable, as determined by the 
nature of things, or the facts recorded, which 
construction, if rightly made, is fatally ruinous to 
the position embraced in the former part of 
his proposition. A person or thing must be 
either plunged or not plunged—dipped or not 
dipped—immersed or not immersed. If these 
“ shades of sense.” to which Dr. Crawley refers, 
should bar out the act of dipping, plunging or 
immersing,we think he will find it difficult to make 
this word when thus used, to signify dip and noth
ing but dip, plunge and nothing but plunge, im
merse and nothing but immerse. To this point wc 
deem it right, to direct the attention of our readers. 
Immersion, as understood bv our Baptist friends, 
is “ the act of putting into a fluid below the sur
face or " the act of plunging into a fluid till

Professor Stuart.
A person who had never read Professor Stu-•„ t, ... 1 . ,, i . . . a person wno nau never read Professor Stu-vam boast, but, after having examined numerous iy ,- ,, ,, , , . ,* . . , , , . . art s Dissertation on the Mode of Baptism in theinstances, m which the word in question is used, lnil, f__. ,, . .... 1 . ,. ,, *, 10th number of the Biblical Repository, wouldaccording to the admitted canons of enlightened I ______ c. , ,. 1 _ . .. .. - , . ° . ! not, wc are confident, form a correct opinion ofcriticism, he gives substantial, and, in our view, i ,l„ r> r • • r 1________ , - ’ ’ , . ’the Professors views, from the représentations ofunanswerable reasons for the conclusions to1 n. n ...,i rr > -, . * .which he has been led to arrive j D,‘ ( 3 ^ What, "° 0nc ,s d'*P°5'

“Our general statement is, that the verlJ ,, "' ‘the relation between the verb 
fane,f„. (baptizo) unlike fanr« (bapto) in it,! olyect may be secured by the act of im-

. ‘ \ l J IS mersion, and thus he renders the verb “ to dip
primary sense, is not tied to any exclusive mode, 
but embraces a wider range, and admits of great
er latitude of signification. Let the baptizing 
element encompass its object, and in the case of 
liquids, whether this relative state has been pro-

plunge or immerse but he states with equal 
plainness, that ft signifies to “ overwhelm," “ lit
erally and figuratively in a variety of ways,” and 
gives many instances, from the Greek classics 
and Christian fathers, in proof. “ It were easy,”, ii_. . _ . , , r- , auu viinsuun miners, m nrooi. “It were easy

duced by immersion, affusion, overwhelming, or j he says, “ io incease the number of examples’ • 
in any other mode, Greek usage recognizes it as but these are enough to exhibit both the literal
wben th tT’fl ,hY0a:r “ IT-™’! aml me,allb0rklal ^ of the word. The reader 

Ztl Î! L . °VCr ' * T ^Ptlzcd j will observe, that in all these examples, the word when the rush ot an overwhelm,ng flood come, ; baptizo, (and not bapto,) is employed ; which
Sit- and drow"9 tbem’and ,bealtar built, with the usage in Nos. 2, 3, 4, is a conclusive ar^ 
by Elijah was baptized, when his attendants pour- gument against supposing that these two words 
od upon it the required quantity of water. Some-1 are in all respects synonymous ” 
times the act,on of the verb applies to the whole, | He also shows that baptizo signifies in the Sep-

. » * * ! miui.ii mai UUliU+U 111 lOO '
sometimes to a part of the baptized object ; this tuagint “ to overwhelm in the Apocrypha 
information, however. i.i not cnnvovml h» dk» I__ l _____ _ .. • . *infonnation however is not conveyed by the | wash, cleanse by wator;’” in the N^stlent 
term itself but must be learned from the context, » to wash,” “ copious affusion or effusion.” 
and generally from the surrounding circumstan-1 To the question, “ Do baptizo and its dcriva- 
cea In attaching to the verb this generic sense. ; tives, when applied to designate the Hite of llàp. 

ke our stand upon the solid foundation of tixm, necessarily imply thatthi, rite was perform-we lake our stand upon the solid foundation of 
tbo usage of the Greek language through all pe
riods concerned, including tlio Classical, the 
Hibliral^ni the Patristic" (pp. 96, 97.)

Nor docs Dr. Gale, himself a Ilaptis1, and ac
counted by the baptist denomination a “ philo
logist" of “eminence,” differ very materially 
from the views expressed by the above pedobap 
tist author. In his “ Reflections,” page 122, he 
says :—

“ 11,0 word (baptizo) perhips does
not so necessarily express the action of putting 
underwater, as in general a thing’s being in that 
condition, no matter how it comes so, whether it 
is put into the water, or the water comes over it ; 
though, indeed, to put into the water is the most 
natural way, and the most common, and is, there
fore usually and pretty constantly, but it may be 
not necessarily implied.”

This admission of Dr. Gale is far from tying 
down the verb to express only one mode, and 
that mode, the action of plunging into and under 
water; as, according to his definition, a thing 
may lie “in that condition,” when baptized, 
where putting into and under water may not 
even bo “ necessarily implied.”—Or, in other 

ords, baptizo primarily differs from bapto, and 
is not necessarily a modal verb, and therefore in 
its original sense is not bound down to the action 
of dipping, plunging, or immersing.

As Professor Wilson-proveeds with his exami
nation of passages, wo find ‘such statements as 
these,showing the deep conviction of their truth
fulness existing in his own mind :_

“ Tbo Assertion that baptizo denotes to dip,

ed by immersion of the whole person ? He 
replies—

“ There is then no absolute certainty from 
usage, that tbo word baptizo, when applied to 
designate the rite of baptism, means of course to 
immerge or plunge"

“ In al1 other cases," excepting Mark I. 9, “ 
the New Testament, the mode of baptism is left 
undetermined by the original Greek, so far as 
the language itself is concerned, unless it is 
necessarily implied by the word baptizo ; for in 
all other cases, only the element by which, not the 
mode in which baptism is performed, is designated 
by the sacred writers."

As to the word itself, “ independently of any
historical facts,” he states “ that the probability
that baptizo implies immersion is very .considera
ble, and on the whole a predominant one ; but it 
<ioos not still amount to certainty. Both the 
elassm use ami that of the Sepluagint shew that 
wash,,,,, anil copious affusion are sometimes so
nified by the word. Consequently the rite of 
baptism may have been jierformed in one of 
these ways, although it is designated by the word 
baptizo.*9

After an examination of “ all those passages in 
the New t estament, in which the circumstances 
related or implied would seem to have a bear
ing on the question before us, viz. Whether the 
Mode of baptism determined by the sacred 
writers ?" lie says—“ ! am unable to find 
them anything which appears to settle this qucs. 
uon. I do consider it as quite plain, that none

baptism, either in a doctrinal or ritual -f,,.,
It is indeed, frequently alluded to; bnt 
usually in a general way only. We can 
gather from these allusions, that the rits^ 
practised in the church ; but we are not uu/lj 
determine with precision, either the manier «f 
the rite or the stress that was laid upon it” 

Quoting Cyprian, Bishop of Carthage. wU 
«ays—“ Nor should any be troubled, beca^si mA 
persons are sprinkled or effused, since ttov 
obtain the favour of God, for the Hot, 
Spir.. says by Ezekiel the prophet : “ Then will 
I sprinkle clean water upon yon,” Ac. (V.A 
xxvi. 25.)—Professors Stuart says—“ Here thee 
sprinkling, so early as the former half of the tkbi 
century is pronounced to be legitimate and valid, 
by one of the noblest men among all the ehris. 
tian Cithers. I need only add, that this nohl. 
and liberal decision of Cyprian was confirm*
and proclaimed by several ecclesiastical councils, 
not long afterwards.” '

“ My Missionary Brethren," who sought to 
ail vice, he says, “ will now perceive, that mr 
opinion must of course be, in accordance with tbs 
principles above developed, that they should im- 
dor the Greek baptizo in the same way as our 
r.nghsh version and the Vulgate have dona, vk. 
by retaining the word baptizo, and merely giving 
it a form that will render it analogous to ottor 
verbs in the language to which it is transferred. 
In doing this, they arc still at full liberty to es- 
plain to their hearers the meaning of the word, 
according to the views of it which they entertniu ! 
while, at the same time, they free themselves from 
the charge of having mado a sectarian 
lation.”

Without pledging ourselves to all Profassr 
Stuarts admissions, we have deemed it 
more than just to him, to place these extracts be
fore our readers, that they may judge for them
selves to what extent he has toneeded the whole 
case to the exclusive immersionkts.

But » c are told that I’roiessor Ripley's reply 
contains “ a complete and triumphant answer.” 
I wo passages, by way of example, arc noticed, 
to show tliat nothing in these passages justify a 
departure from what Mr. Ripley assume» to fa 
the Greek usage.

^ “ 11 *“ said of Judith ” says Mr Stuart, "ia 
C. 12: 7, tliat she went out by night into tfa 
valley of Bethulia, and washed herself (ebaptr 
zeto) in the camp at the fountain of water.”

The only “ complete and triumphant aosww* 
that wc c an sec in the reply is, that a questionfc 
asked—“ Why may not Judith have plunged her
self,Wo tbo fountain ?” Without dwelling allais 
on the improbability of a woman going out al* 
y night into a military camp, and plunging iato 

a fountain, wc content ourselves by stating, that, 
in our humble judgment, the language of tfa 
record conveys another idea. The terms me 
1,1 Tl,< nr'Y‘if r°v u<Woç—at, the fountain rf 
water,, which we hold to be conclusive the* 
she did not plunge herself into and under tto 
water of the fountain.

On Mark 7: 3, 4, Dr. Bloomfield is opposed 
to Mr. Ripley. He says-- “ Here, however, we 
are not to suppose immersion implied, but merely 
ordinary washing ; or, perhaps, on occasions rf 
urgent haste, sprinkling .cnee the gloss (6r 
it is no more) of some MSS., rantisontai” “Thw 
view," Mys Professor Wilson, “stated by Bloom
field, is sustained by the . -ithority of most ofonr 
leading Greek lexicor.r, which generally concur 
in regarding this baptism sr a Lathing or washing

/


