«Christian

Baptism.”

Knpow ye not that so many of us as were
baptised into Jesus Christ were baptised into
Bis death ? Therefore, we are buried with
Him by baptism into death, that, like as
Christ was raised up from the dead by the
glory of the Father, even so we also shonld
walk in newness of life. —Rom, vi, 3, 4.

Buried with Him in baptism wherein also
ye are risen with Him through the faith of the
operation of God who hath raised Him from
the dead.—Col. i, 12,

I¥ addressing you to-night on the subject of
**Chrigtian Baptism ” I desire to say at the
outset that I am influenced by no other
motive than a supreme desire to be loyal to
that which we apprehend to be the change-
less truth of God. As Baptists, we will be
second to none in our desire for unity in the
chureh of Christ and love one to another on
the part of all who bear our Saviour's sacred
hame. None sorrow more than do we at
beholding the church

* By schisms rent ssunder,
By heresies distrest.”

Bat love can mever blot out loyalty. God
loved the world, but loyalty to the Word of
His truth had to be satisfied at the cost of

is own Son, We love in sincerity and as
brethren ali who have been washed from
their gins in our Saviour’s blood, who seek
with us to tread the pilgrim path, and with
Whem we hope and expect to shars the
Blories of our Father's Home, But whilst
we love them we love Truth still more, and
e"e!l at the cost of forfeiting their company,
the}r immediate fellowship, and sometimes
their good opinion we are constrained
hambly anq affuctionately to purt company
With them in order to obey our
Bunyan's Christian loved Christiana passion-
ately, but obedience to the Book in which

© read forbade that she should hinder him,

aud they troq separatel /
Celestial Gity, Y (e Y fo the

convictions,

We do not attempt to conceal the tact
that we differ from our Piesbyterian and
other friends, and we are in no sense ashamed
of our differences. But God forbid that any
one of us should by thought, word, or deed
treat any child of God in any spirit but one
of the most decidel CUhristian charity, I
ask you to accept in this spirit all that 1
shall say this evening in reference to our
friends who differ from us

‘The sermon to which I am to rep'y is
divided into two parts: {1) The mode of
baptism ; (2) The subjects of baptism. The
divigion is a simple one, and, for the sake of
convenience, I shall adopt in replying,

Ia introducing his suhject Mr McKerrow
malkes a statement which is significant, He
says ‘“ that the determination of the latter
question (suhjects) would carry with it the
defexmination of the furmer (mode),” and
alleges that they must be void of common
sense who would think of immersing infants.
If this be admitted it is by no means sur-
prising that we find no cases of infant
baptism in Scripture. Buat I would point
out that the remark as to *‘ common sense
i8 a terribly severe reflection upon the com-
pilers of the Church of England prayer-book,
who therein demand that ‘¢ the priest shall
dip the child in water.” I am not disposed
to argue on the poiat; I am only glad that.
it was Mc McKerrow's hand that dealt the
blow !

Lt me begin then with the mode, and
afterwards deal with the subjects for bap-
tism. I am pleased to observe that the
germon  under review does pot deny the
validity and Scriptural character of immer-
sion, It only claime for sprinkling a like
validity, Now we contend that both cannot
be Scriptural, Another Presbyterian minis.

ter has expressed hig willingness to admit
that hantiom ao tancht hr na ia valid ans



2

right if we will admit as much with regard
to the ordinance passing under that name as
practised by him. Qar friends will see at
once that this we cannot, dare not, do. If
we see white to the Scriptural, how can we
admit that black is just as good? It is not
to us a question of water—more or less.
The quantity of water employed does not .
enter into our minds., It is the very meaning i
and significance of this ordinance—the very
-sacrament—for which we ars contending ;
not for a mere matter of water, Baptism is
spoken of and admitted to have been
. administered to those who were newly con-
verted to the Christian faith—from the
péwer of Satan unto Grd. And the very
significance of the ordinince is that in being
immersed beneath the waters they are dead
and buried to the world and to sin; and in
stepping forth from the waters they go forth
as having risen to newness of life. Oune has
-only to study the Acts of the Apostle-—and,
indeed, all the refecences to baptism in the
New Testament—to see unmistakeably that
““these things are g0,” Thae best of writers
of all denominations agree hare, Bishop
Lightfoot, that Prince of Expositors, says:
“Ye were baried with Christ to your old
selves beneath the baptismal waters, and
. were raiged with him from these same waters
to a new and better life.” Among Church
of England deans and archdeacons, bishops
and archbishops, whom [ might quote to the
same effect, let me remind you of the words of
Archbishop Tillotson, who was for ten years
a Presbyterian minister and who afterwards
became Archbishop of Canterbury., Hesiys:
* Anciently those who were baptiszd were
immersed and buried in the water to repre.
gent their death to sin, and then did rise up
out of the water to signify their entrance
upon 8 new life.” S) does John Wesley, in
commenting upon our text in Romaus, say
*¢ Thig alluded to the ancient manner of bap-
tising by immersion.” 1t is because sprink-
ling and pouring (even in the case of be'ievers)
altogether fail to set forth this ¢ burial ’to |
sin and ¢ resurrection ' to righteousness, that,
with all love to our brethren who practise
them, we uncompromisingly reject them ; aud
it is because immersion, despite its alleged
crudeness, seis forth that death, burial, aud
resurrection with beauty and simplicity that
we delight to accept, defend, teach, and

‘Latin versions.

‘mind you, too,

* practise t.

The firat part of the sermon recently pup.
lished is divided into four distinct arguments
—viz : (1) The meaniog of the word * bap.
tise'"; {2) the ceremonial baptising of the
Pharisees ; (3) the KEthiopian euouch; and
14) the baptism with the Holy Ghost. Lst
me reply to them in that order, First, the
argument concerning the meaning of the
word baptise. On previous occasions I have
gone ai length into the usage of the word ia
the original. Let me to-night vary the pro.
cedure a little by laying before you certain
facts, and leaving it for you, as thonghtful
men and women, to draw your own coa.
¢lusions. Now, what course do we naturally
adopt when we are undecided as to the
meaning of a word ? We instinctively turn.
to the dictionary. Now, there are pub.
lished  between thirty and forty Greek.
English dictionaries or lexicons, prepared,
of course, by men specially proficient in the
Greek tongue, and without exception they
g:ve the meaning as ¢ Immerse,” ““soak,” or
¢¢dip.” They are not Baptists. Yet not
one of ttem suggests “‘sprinkle,” Can they
all be zrong? (2) Then consiler the fact
that the word is translated as signifying
immersion in the Bibles of all the following
nations, as well as in other less importang
langnages : German, Syriac, Gothic, Coptic,
Hthiopic, Armenian, Arabic, Swedish,
Duanish, Datch, and in the ear iest of all
Tne Datch Bible speaks of
the forernnner of our Lord "as * Juhn the
Dipper.” Can a//the translators a-d a/ZZ the
revisers in @/l of these languages have made
a fatal mistake? The very supposition is
the essence of absurdity. (3) I would re-
that wherever the word
““baptise” is used in Greek writings outside
the New T-stament it is invariably rendered

¢ immerse,” or ““dip,” or ‘“so.k,” and
pever “‘sprinile.”
‘the facilities at hand for testing this,

Yun may not all have
May
I venture to refer you to one ancient
G eeian writer, with the translation of
whose fables you are familiar, I refer,
of course, to Asop. Let me give you
three inttances in  which the word
“ haptise ” occurs in his original. The first
is the instance of the mule who, laden with
panniers filled with salt, slipped into the
river und, of course, dissolved his load. ‘T'he

‘fable tells us that whenever after that he

was loaded with salt he purposelv walked
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into the river ** and (Gr, baptised) Zmmersed
the panniers.” The second is the fable of
the *‘Shepherd and the Sea.” ** A violent
storm came on, and the ship being in danger
of being (Gr. baptised) Zmimersed he threw
out all the lading into the sea, and with
difficulty escaped in the empty ship.” (The
Greeks always spoke of ships that had feund
a resting-place among the rocks and ssaweed
on the ocean-bed as ‘** baptized.”} The
third ipstance in A op's Fables is the man
who was (Gr. baptising) immnersing tow in
oil, tying it to the fox's tail, and setting fire
te it. These are examples of the general
and invariable rule governing the use of the
word baptise in Greek literature. 4. And
upon this I particularly insist — What
people upon the face of the earth shonld we
expect to be able to give us a decided and
final answer as to the exact meaning of the
Greed word ‘‘baptiso?” The Greeks, of
course ! And right down through the cen-
tu.ies the Greeks have never allowed that
word to be translated in any other way than
‘“to immerse,” Nor is that all, But the
Greek Church has never allowed baptism to
be administered in any other way than by
immersion. So strongly do the Greeks feel
upon this point that they insist in all their
churches to this day in immersing each
candidate three times—into the name of the
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Grost
respectively ! In the light of this cur Univer-
sity professors and doctors miy well declare
emphatically that ‘“ baptise " can only mean
immerse. It is even tben almost presump-
tlon to tell the Greeks that we agree with
them as to the meaning of their own mother-
tongue. It is madness withont method to
contradict them,

Now I have made these four statements,
and Tam prepared to maintain them. Any
reasonable man will confess that if they are
true the case for immersion, and immersion
only, is proved up to the very hilt. The

only chaaze of escape, it will be admitted, is
" that they are false—and that I here and now
publicly challenge My McKerrow to assert,

Need Iadd to these statements ?  Or need

I tl:ouble you with the conclusions of Presby-
te'naua, Euglish Churchmen, Congregation-
slists, Wealeyans, aud others of the highest
standing and scholarship? Suffice it to say
- that our Presbyterian friends will surely

give weight to the emphatic assertion of
their own excellent and learned Dr.. Chalmers
when he sums up the whole matter by
asserting emphatically: '*The original
meaning of the word baptism is immersion."’
He continues: ‘“ We doubt not that the
prevalent style of the administration in the
apostles’ days was by the actual submerging
of the whole body under water.”

Now, secondly, consider the argnment con-
cerningthe ceremonial baptising of the Phari-
isees (Mark vii, 4) Mr McKerrow adopts the
marginal reading of the Revised Version. It
is certainly the best, and we could not wieh
for a better illustration of the difference in
the use of the words signifying washing
(nipsontai, verse 3) and immersion (bapti-
sontai, verse 4}, The whole force of:the
passage turns upon the punctilions extent to
which these Pharisees performed their cere-
monial cleansing, The third verse tells us
that before eating they at all times washed
their hands ; bat, says verse 4, after they
had been to the market place and -mixed
with the heathen and unclean they actually
baptised themselves. This is fully borne
out by the note made by the Revisers at the
end of their version (see note on Markvii, 4 —
““fr wash read bathe”), and to put any
other interpretation upon the passage is to
destroy the force and meaning of the whole,
Di. Maclecar, in his Cambridge Bible for
Schools, says ** ¢ Wash’ here implies com-
plete immersion.;’ If you put upon the
passage Mr McKerrow's interpretation and
make ** baptiso” mean—what it never can
mean, under any circumstances — **to
sprinkle,” I assert that the passage is
perfectly ridiculons. You then make the
Pharisees to have undergone actually less
cleansing after returning from the contami-

“pating market place than they underwent

on ordinary oscasions—** which is impos-
sible.” This brings us to the remainder of
the verse, which deals with the baptising of
““the cups, and pots, brazen vessels, and
of tables.” Mr McKerrow argues that
it is ridiculous to suppose that these
were immersed. It is a little singular that
he began arguing on this passage from the
margin of the Revised Versicn. He now
abandons the Revised Version altogether
and bas gone back to the Authorised Ver-
gion. If he will turn again to his first love



he will find that the Revisers have omitted
‘“the tables” altogether, and the verse
simply reads ‘“cups, and pots, and biazen
vessela,” "Now I appeal to the ladies present
a8 to whether they woanld wash * cups and
pots and brazen vessels ” by sprinkling or by
immersion. And would these Piarisees do
less? Baptise means immerse. I have
pointed out that the Revisers omit *‘and
tables '—so Mr McKerrow goes back to the
old version. 1am pleased to meet him oo
that ground, Then he prefers to call the
tables “*couches.” I am pleased tn accept
the revision. It is the same word in the
original as that rendercd * bed ” in Matt.
ix, 6 {**Take up thy bed and go.”) And
now Mr McKerrow considers it ridiculous to
suppose that they plunged these couches
into the water, and argues that they must
have sprinkled them. It isunfortnnate that
before making the statement our friend did
not couwsvit the command ou the svbjest
{Lev. xi, 32)—* whether it be vessel of
wood, or raimens, or skin, or sack, whatso.
ever vessel it be wherein any work is done
it must be put into water,” He speaks of
the couches as *‘ cumbrous articles of furni.
ture.,” Perhaps he was thinking of our
modern couches. But if he will refer to his
Eocyclopedia he will find that the couches of
the Jews .were little more than mere
. mattresses after all! The most vivid imagi-
pation cannot depict the sick of the palsy
walking off home with ‘‘a cumbrous article
of furniture " And we are told that it is
absurd to wsuppose that these were im-
mersed. Mr McKerrow need only cousult a
dictionary of Jewish custom or Jewish
history, in order to find a_ description
(as in the writings of Mosea Maimonides} of
the actual immersion of these very couches—
even to such minute details as the exact
quantity of water used, and an account of
the way in which the couches sank in the
pool and were lifted again out of the water !
The whole passage proves that ‘‘ baptise”
can ooly mean to immerse, and the two
. words ‘* baptise ” of the 4th verse are in
marked contrast with the simple * wash ”
(nipsontai) of the 3rd. The Greeks had
separate words for pour and sprinkle, and
if they had meant either of these they would
have said so. No wonder that an authon-

tativa vaina noar hama (T manne bha Dol o

N_‘
of Greek at, Melbourne University) write,,

I know of no honest Greek lexicon Which
gives ¢spriakle’ as a meaning of * baptigg,»

I would have little respect for a lexicog

which did. The word will never mean any.

thing but te dip or soak 1”

And now, Mr McKerrow occupies three.
quarters of a column with ‘his third argy.
ment—that referring to Philip and the
eunuch, And oo this point I fiad it difficulg
to believe thit be is serious. He says thag
since we lay stress upon the fact that * they
went down both of them into the water”
(Acts viii, 38), and **came up out of the
water” {verse 39}, we must admit thai if
the words prove that the eunuch was im.
mersed they also prove that Philp was
immersed too! Now, no Baptist has ever
contended that *‘the going down into the
water,” and ‘“the coming up out of the
water ” constituted the baptism. It wounld
be the height of folly! Bat it is written
{please look to your Bibles!) that they went
down into the water, - that zkhen Philip
baptised kim, and afterwards they came up
out of the water, There would have been
no necessity for them both to go dowa iate
the water in order that Philip might sprinkle
the eunuch’s face, and we contend strongly
that the going down into the water defore the
baptism, and the coming up out of the water
after the baptism prove that when Philip
baptised the eunuch he immersed him. We
are told concerning our position that ¢ it
seems to me little less than degrading the
sacrament of baptism.” We can only reply
that to depict two sacred personages from
the pages of Holy Writ struggling tngether
beueath the surface of the water is a Ziftie
more **than degrading the sacrament of
baptiam,”

Now let us consider Mr McKerrow’s lash
argument, that concerning the baptism of
the Holy Ghost. The argument is briefly
stated thus: It was promised that the
disciples shoald be ** baptised with the Holy
Ghost.” The baptism of the Holy Ghost i8
described in the Acts in such termsas *¢ shed
forth,” “fell upon,” and * poured out.”
And after the argument has been elaborated
we are asked triumphautly : ¢ What becomes
of immersion when the baptism of the HDW
Ghost is described by such expressions?’
Let us see, To the law and to the testimony !

v oL o+ aar oaan oae e Lvall



be * baptised with the Holy Ghost,” Ican
pot stay now to show you that in every case
where baptism with the Holy Ghost is men-
tidoed the margin of the Revised Version
renders it *‘ baptised 7z the Holy Ghost.”
Were it not approachiag irrevereace
1 would ask : Supposing we allow ¢ baptise ”
to mean *‘ sprinkled,” and the promise is to
be understood literally and materially, what
will you wunderstand by the promise
that the disciples shall be *sprinkled in
the Holy Ghost?’ But I cannot stay.
Please look that wup for yourselves,
‘We object to this materialism in exp-oting
as a fulfilment of such a promise a literal
baptism in the Divine Persom of the Holy
Spirit. A little child would understand it
to be fizurative language. It was clearly
fulfilled when the disciples were all filled
with the Holy Ghost. How can this be
understood as sprinkling ? L'hey came fully
under the pawer of the Spirit. Their minds
thought, their lips spake, their hands
wrote, and their very feet walked as
they were moved by the Holy Ghost. So
fully were thay immersed in His power.
We object to pandering to the demands of
an irreverent materialism which expects to
find the disciples literally plunged into {or,
as they wish ik, ** sprink'ed” into) the Holy
Ghost. But one who bas condescended to
anawer a materialist according to his mate
rialism has replied thus: ¢*The promise is,
‘ Yo shall be baptised in the Holy Ghost.” ”
The record of the fu'filment {Acts ii, 2) sys
that the Holy Ghost came as ** a sound from
Heaven as of a rushing mighty wind, and it
Jelled all the house where they were sitting.”
Of course it was ¢ poured out” upon them,
for it filled all the house; of course it was
** shed forth " upon them ; of conrse it ¢* fell
upen ” them, for it came down from Heaven
and filled all the house, so that they were
all filled with the Holy Ghost (verse 4).
That js baptism, and you cac answer for
yourselves—had it been water that came
down and * filled all the house where they
were'sitting," would it have been sprinkling,
Pouring, or immersion ?

Here end the arguments from the first
El:-;t of the germon. I hold that they each
sionwi:l:]:ﬂy aod unwmistakeably 'that immer-
are 3 e.only Scr}ptura] baptiam. There
: octrines which I prize a3 more

teaching am I more certain than on this.
All Seriptural instances of the word go to
bear this out, There is not a single jarring
note—not one inharmonious "word. Look
foramomsnt atonepassage where moust beauti-
fully baptism is referred to figuratively:
** And were alt baptised unto Moses in the®
cloud and in the sea " {1 Cor, %, 2). There they
were—the cold, glassy, watery walls of sea
towering up on both s‘des of them, dry land
beneath, and the cloud hanging thick over
them—covered on every side, surrounded,
vverwhelmed, immersed —a fit illustration of
one baptised in water., Moreover, they had
all—both young and old—just been redeemed
and delivered by the blood of the Passover
lamb ; and this striking figure of our baptism
immediately follows that as striking figure of
our redemption and deliverance—the Pass-
over,

Let me now sum up this part of the sub.
ject. As to the meaning of the word * bap-
tiso "—that is for you to decide on the
evideacs of the four statements that [ just
now male, and by * comparing Scripture
with Scripture.” I have gquoted from Dr
Chnlmers, Bishop Lightfoot, Archbishop
Tillotson and others—carefully excluding
quotations from Baptista—on the subject,
and would conclude these with the statement
of Professor Porsocn (of the Church of Eng.
land), Professor of Greek in ‘Cambridge
University. Asked as to the meaning of
*¢ baptiso,” he replied—** The Baptiste have
the beat of us; baptiso signifies e tofal im.
mersion I As to the practice of the Apostles.
and early church I think I need anticipate
no cootradiction when I say that all stndents
of Church History are agreed upon this—
that the universal adminisiration of baptism
was by immersion. The renowned Clement
of Alexandria {A.D. 194) for example gives
the following remarkable definition of a
Christian : *“ A Christian is one who knows
God, who be'isves in Christ, who possesses
the grace of God, and who has been dipped
in the sacred laver,” I might go on quoting
from writers of all ages, but I am persnaded
that you will be prepared to honour the ripe
scholarship of such men as Dean Alford, who
says of this ordinance that ‘‘baptism was
administered by the immersion of the whole
person *'—as Dean Stanley, whosays, *‘ There
can be no question that the original form of
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was complete immersion in the deep bap-
tismal waters, and that for at least four cen-
turies any other form was either roknown
or regarded as an exceptional—almcst a
monstrous—case "~—and as Connybeare and
Howson (who in common with both of the
nbove-named were dignitaries iz the Church
of England) who, after having asserted that
baptisin was, in the early church, adminis-
tered by immersion, say: ‘It must be a
subject of regret that the general discontinu-
ance of this origival form of baptism bhas
rendered obscure to popular apprehension

some very important passages of Scripture.”
To this we add our hearty ‘ hear, hear,”

and extend an affectionate appeal to all who
love our Lord Jesus in sincerity to forsake
the inventions of men and return to the o'd
paths. They have heen sanctiied by the
feet that were pierced for our redemption,
honoured by the footsteps of the apostles,
and stainsd by the blood of the martyrs,
They lead to life eternal. They ara
ways of pleasantness, and paths of peace.
In them the joys of full obedience to the
Saviour may be realised, and at the end He
waits extending, in a hand that felt the nail,
a fadeless crown of everlasting life.

Ladies and gentlemen, brethren and
sisters, Christians of all opinions and all
denominations ! that is my case for immer
sion.” * Where i3 sprinkling theo? It is ex
cluded ! By what law? By the law of the
eternal Jehovah which altereth not v

Then a8 to -the swhjects of baptism,
Baptists maintain that only those who

have professed repentance towards God, and
faith in our Lord Jesus Christ are fit candi-
dates for baptism. #e do nol maintain
Cadult’ baptisic. We have no regard to the
age of the believer. Innocent childhood and
grey-headed age are alike welcome if we
have satisfactory evidence that they are
intelligent believers, and ¢ have passed
from death unto life.” For this reason both
of our friend’s texts and much of the sermon
are utterly irrelevant. ¢ Suffer little chil-
dren to come urto Me ” says the Saviour in
Mr McKerrow's first text, and the BiptistS
will be second to none in their zeal in bring-
ing the little ones to Him. But the second
text is strangely unfortunate —° Take heed
that ye despise not oue of these little ones”
(Matt, xviii, 10). Now anybody reading

these passages will see that there is in
LI B ) wnfamaman
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baptism, dnd onr friends must surely f 1
when they come to the Scriptures fir authg,
nty for their practice that ‘there jg a
mighty famine in that land ’ when they a4
willing to £l back upoa such texts for thejy
foundations. But supposing that, for the
eake of argument, we pretended that there
was a reference to baptism in this texy,
““Take heed that ye despise not one of thege
little ones.” Then we paturally ask what
little ones does Jesus refer to as ** these 1”
The text is in the 10sh verse. If yoqy
glance back to the 6th verse you will see
that He describes them as ‘* these little ones
which belicv: in M »,” and such little ones we
delight to welcome and baptise. This being
80, we need only deal with such arguments
as may seem to show that infants have at
their birth and by right of it a claim to
baptism. We are glad that the attempt to
prove that there was an infant in either of
the baptised households is abandoned. . If
the jailor’s hvusehold inyluded children they
were old enough to believe and rejsice
(Acts xvi, 34). If Lydia’s househgld in-
cluded children—rather an encumbrance for
a woman travelliog from city to city selling
purple ! —they were old enough to be called
‘ brethren’ by the apostles (Acts xvi, 40);
and as to the honsehold of Stephanus we a1e
told absolutely nothing.

The first contention is that there is not a
aiagle instance in the New Testament of an
adult receiving baptism who could possibly
have been baptised in infancy, Even if we
admit this our friends will surely not be
illogical emough to contend that if they
could have been they skowl/d bave been, Ib
is like arguing what the humao race would
have been like to-day if Adam and Eve had
been different people altogether., We would
reply by asserting emphatically thst of all
the infants that the apostles must have meb
with in their constant travels there is not &
siogle instance in which they baptised one.
To this our friends reply that there is not &
single instance in which a woman is said io
the New Testament to have observed the
Lord's Supper ! ““They do err, not knowing
the Seriptuces.” If they carefully read Paul’s
firat epistle to the Corinthians they will see
(1) that the apustle delivered the Lord®
Supper to the Corinthiau Church, aad (@
that thare were women in that church, I
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gonld also guote other passages. As to the
silence of the Scriptures as to invitations to
pastors, salaried officers, etc., if the Scrip-
tares entered into all questions of church
government and expodiency ‘I suppose
that even the world itself could not contain
the books that shounld be written.” Ar to
doctrine, teaching, preaching, and sacra-
ments the New Testament is clear and
empbatic ; and I assert boldly that if it had
peen thbe Divine will that such a sacrament
as ‘‘infant sprinkling ¥ should be added to
the two already taught and practized, the
Scriptures would have uttered their voice on
the subject with no uncertain sound, But,
we are told, this was uonecessary, becauge
the Old Testament authorised the practice !
From Genesis to Malachi there sounds one
dismal echo--** Where?’ [Ihe quntations
from the Old Teostament in the sermon have
not even a passing reference to the subject of
baptism. Look, for example, at the princi-
pal passage quoted in support of infant
sprinkling (Deut. xxix, 10;: * Ye s‘and
this day before the Lord, your captains of
your tribes, your elders, ani yoor officers,
with all the men of Israe!, your little ones,
your wives, and thy stranger that is in thy
camp, from the hewer of thy wool unto the
drawer of thy water, that thon shouldest
enter into covenant with the Lord thy God,
and into his oath which ths Lord thy Ged
madeth with thee this d1y.” Is there lisre
the slightest hint at baptism? Nwe! But
our friends think there is. Then we reply,
if you find here authority to sprinkle ¢ your
little ones’ you must also sprinkle “ the
stranger that is within thy camp (who will
probably make his stay a chort one after
being subjected to sach treatment), the
hewer of thy wood, and the drawer of thy
water.”

The sermon refers, too, to Peter’s pro-
clamation on the day of Pentecost. Will
You please turn to it? (Acts ii, 38). Peter,
speaking to those who have been convicted
ll'\de.r the word, says: ‘‘Repent and be
baptised every one of you in the name of
Jesus Christ tor the remission of sins, and
ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost
il?il;dt:z Pl‘odmise is unto you, and to your
many as’t';n Ifo all that are afar off, even as
cdmmande; th)rd our God shall caill.” He
repent and L ose \Yho were c.mv:cted to

e baptised, reminding them of

the plorious promise of a Saviour of which
he had been apeaking (sze preceding verses).
Of course that promise was to their children,
and to all that are afar off—one grand
““ Whosoever will,” DBat Poter did pot
baptise the uncooverted children because
these people believed, any more than he
baptised ** all that are afar off.” Whom did
he baptise? See verse 41: *‘ Then they
that gladly received nis word were baptised.”
Were there no children among the number ?
I hope and expect 0. I like to think there
were, But this I 2row—that all the young
people and the old peopls baptized that day
had first ¢ gladly received the word.”

In neither 01d or New Testament is there
theslightest warrant for thesprinklingoreven
immersion of infants. The sermoun, as it
nears its conclusion, contains an extraor-
dinary statement, which, if it means any-
thing at all, concedes the whole position for
wh'ch we have contended, Itis this: ¢ That
which circumeision was to the Jews baptiam
i3 to Christians; jast as that which the
Passnver was to the Jews the Lord’s Supper
is to Christtans,” Now the only sense 1n
which the Passover was typical of the Lord’s
Supper is this—that the literal and natural
[srael of the Old Testament is typicil of the
tiue and spiritual Tsrael — the redeemcd
church—of the New Testament. And Mr
McKerrow would only knowingly admit to
the fsllowship of the Lord's supper those
who have realised the personal applicition
of the truths showa forth in  the
ordinance—those who can truly say ** Christ
our Passover is sacrificed for us,” Now we
are told that in just the same way circum-
cision was typical of baptism. Then as
circumeision was administered upon natural
birth into the literal Israel, so bapt'sm shonld
be administered upon spiritual birth into
the spiritual and true Israel, and those only
‘should be permitted to its fellowship who
have passed through the experience of re-
generation set forth by it.

And now let me g1 back for a mome=nt to
deal with ons s'atement which [ have
omitted. It is that in whick Mr McKerrow
gives an exposition of baptist logic in con-
nection with the verse : ¢ He that believeth
and is baptised shall be saved, and he that
believeth not shall be dammed.” He states
this syllogism as ouars, *‘ He that believeth

and is baptised shall be saved ; an infant



cannot believe ; therefore an infant should
not be baptised.” Bearing in miad the
divioe order it the arrangement of the two
words, and the dependence which the out-
ward ang visible ordinance (‘¢is baptised ")
must necessarily exercise upon the inward
and invisible faith (*‘ be'ieveth ) we are
prepared to acc:pt the syllogism, and stand
by the logic. To my mind it will bear
favourable comparison with our friend’s
position which is, ** He that believeth and is
baptised shall be saved; an infant cannot
believe ; therefore an infant shall be
sprinkied "

The second syllogism with which we are
credited runs thus : ** He that believeth not
shall be dammed ; an infant cannot believe ;
therefore all infints shall be dammed.” Th's
hideous thing is the conception of a
hyper-logical imagination. Heptists have al-
ways held that only those who have heard
the Gospel are responsible for the Gospel.
The Revised Version renders this passage,
+* He that disbelieveth shall be condemued.”
The words clearly indicate a pnsitive ur.
belief after having heard the message. So
that I might state our position in sy logistic
form thus: ¢ He that disbelieveth shall
be condemned '’; an infant cannot disbelieve ;
therefore no infants shall be condemned.
Ouly on Sunday last it was my sorrowful
duty to commit to her little reating place
one who only spent a few months here ; and
I left her sleeping quietly there with just as
much assurance of a glorious resurrection, as
I should have done had she been sprinklcd.
And if our friends think that the ceremony
they perform makes the slightest possible
difference in the matter of the little ones
salvation they immediately commit th-m.
selves to the abominable heresy of regenera.
tion by sprinkling, commonly and erroneously
called baptismal regeneration.

In summing up this part of our salject 1|

confess that I am a total loss to find the
slightest authority anywhere for this prac-
tice. To this decision I came deliberately
when I was myself a member of the English
Church, so that whatever natural preiudice
may have been exerted was exerted against
the decision to which T came, Since then I
have studied the subject carefully -and
closely and have not yet found the slightest
warranb for the baptism or sprinkling of in-

Fambn

-enced the traths set forth in neither ?
if without that faith men presume to call

in Christ.
| show that the ceremony performed by our

-gense be properly called baptitm,

In the New Testament there is nat a single
command or a single instance of infang
sprinkling, whereas, on the other hand, the |
biptism of believers is explicitly commandeq
and enforced by thousands of examples. Nop
can church history produce a siugle instance
uatil, at any rate, the third century after
Ch -ist, although all historians are unanimous
as to the universal custom in the churches
to immerse believers,

And what is the significance of sprinkling —
what does the form set forth? I understand
the bread and the wine in the one ordinance ;
I understand the burial and the resurree.
tion in the other. But to sprinkling
I must say— Baptism I know, and the
Lords Supper I know ; but who are you ?”

And tn what does this ceremony entitle
the little ones? Mr MecKerrow says to
church membership, We ask —to the mem-
bership of what church ? Certainly it cinnot
admit them into the membership of the
redeemed church, which is the body of Jesns
Christ, unless sprinkling regenerates, which
our friend himself will deny. Does it
admit to the membership of the Presbyterian
Church? No, else would the parents in all
consistency have to bring the little ones to
the communion service following the sprink-
ling and plac: between those little lips the
brokea bread, and put the cup to lips which
tiave never lispel the name of Jesus, If

‘they call sprinkling ‘baptism,’ they cannot

geprate the sacraments. Th:y were both
ordained for the same people—be!lievers —and
what Grod hath joined together let no man
put asunder. Uutil by faith in Jésns as
their Saviour they become membera of the
church of Christ, how can they participate
in either sacrament whean they have experi-
And

them *church members’ they must at least
be consistent enongh to admit themn to all
the privileges,

~In closing, Mr McKerrow complains of
people who have been sprinkled in childhood
being immersed on their profession of faith
I think [ have said enough to

Preshyterian and other friends can in no
It is not
baptism since the very word means immerse;
and even if they immersed the infants it

wnnld ha insk ao inoalid  incamnsh ac the



aptism taught in Scripture is an
°°I¥n:,ncpe which follows conversion, and_ is
jtself 80 outward and visible sign of the in.
gardand spiritual change. Thave personally

n sprinkled once and baptised once. Oa
the former occasion I was not consul.ted,
gor werethe Scriptures;so I mnd_e up forit on
the latter occasion by consniting only the
Soriptures, and T strongly urge everybody
elze to do the same. .

Mr McEKerrow's sermon is fall of uncon.
geions concessione and confessions, In his
concluning sentences, for instance, he tells
us that a person who was pot ** baptised
in infancy ‘‘not only may, but ought to be
baptised on becoming a_believer, however
late in life he may yield his heart to
Christ.” Here he frankly admits that
conversiou ie the proper time for baptism—
or why does he suggest waiting till then,
If a person was not eprinkled in infancy
why shonid he wait tili be is a believer,
“however late in life?” Why does Mr
McKerrow not advise him, directly he comes
to years of discretion, and finds that the
ceremony war omitted in infancy, to be
sprinkled ? Because he sees that the proper
time for bapiism is after conversion, and
that to baptise or sprinkle unconverted
lpersons of any age is invalid and meauning-
ese,

Apd then the sermon concludes by going
back to the twelfth ceatury for a quotation
which, singnlarly enougb, tersely states our
whole eontention. ¢ Faith is greater than
water.,” Such are the words which Mr
McKerrow quotes in support of his position
from the famous schoolman of Lombardy,
ind with their truth we cordially agree.

Faith 75 greater than water "—immeasur-
ably, infinitely greater ! Therefore, in the
hame of all that is sensible, all that is rea-

Yonable, all that is Scriptural, aim at the

ith, Tet us bend all our energies to the
;’ll)l'k of bringing the little ones and our
tllow.men to definite personal faith in a
‘“'ﬂclﬁet:i Saviour, and not until we have
ﬁ;ﬁﬂ evidence of the faith—the greater thing,
w.tus trouble ourselves or them about the
.halell‘—the lesser. And by that time we
taral have learned to baptise after the 3erip-
s fashion—by immersion, Peter Lom-
the 1 Siatement gives an emphatic denial to
Practice of putting water before faith,

and lal‘)m done when I have made an earnest
wordy tl‘o‘ahe@'ly appeal to all who hear these
in thy ?decgde this enbject for themselves
piric cfear light of Scripture. Ba'led of the
of Truth, and He shall guide you into

M

all Truth. Seck, I pray vou, His guidance.

We are told that this is a small matter,
He Whom we call Master and Lord has left
us two sacraments as a precious legacy to
His people *‘till He come.” And is ita
light matter if we conscionsly or unconsci-
ously uge or abuse eitber of them ?

I confess that I feel strongly on this point.
1 firmly believe that vast numbera of true
and sincere believers are losiog untold happi-
ness in their Christian lives through thought-
less disobedience, And I am equally con-
vinced that they are also thoughtlessly and
almost unconsciously grieving Him who said
¢If ye love Me keep my commandments.”
“Ye are my friends if ye do whatsoaver I
command you,” To obey my Lord in this
important respect I left the church of my
fathers, and in order to give the weight of
what influence I possessed in favour of a
full obedience to Christ on the part of all his
people I joined a body of believers who give
baptism its proper place as a sacrament, and
do not thrust it before faith on the one
hand, or abuse it by practising a mere
sprinkling on the other, 1n my own experi-
ence my baptism was the brightest, happiest,
and most hallowed season that I have enjoyed
since first I knew the Lord, it was the
greatest help and stimulus my life as a
Christian has ever received, and many
whom I have Lad the joy of leading through
the baptiemal waters have since told me that
this experience was also their own, Thus
does the Holy Spirit set Hix seal upon this
ordinance.

I appeal, then, to every child of God here
to.night to carefolly and prayerfully con-
sider this matter before God. Search the
Scriptures, and therein ascertain the mind of
the Lord. I appeal to Baptists not to be
Baptists merely because your fathers were,
but read your Bibles constantly and care-
fully and mark well our bulwarks !

The time has come for Christians every-
where to return to the oracles of God. And
when the eyes of His people are looking to
Him for guidance, when their ears are open
to receive His command, and when their
hearts are willing and waiting to obey, then
will His disciples throughout the wide, wide
world understand His last command when
He sald—**Go ye therefore, and make dis-
ciples of all nations, baptising them into the
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of
the Holy Ghost : teaching them to observe
o/l things whatsoever I commanded you;
and lo, I am with you alway, even unto the
end of the world.”
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