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When they heard this, they were baptized in the name
of the Lord Fesus,

sy 31t CR—

© NE

T has ever been the artifice of Satan, to turn off
mens thoughts {from practical religion and vital pi-
ety, and to fix them on forms or doctrines of less im-
portance. He assumes the garb of an angel of light,
and insinuates that certain things contain the substance
of religion, which, perhaps, enter but little into its na-
ture. He often so bewitches the attention, that some,
while they pay the anise, mint and cummin, the weight-
der matters of the law are forgotten or neglected. To
such temptations, the .heart yields without much re-
luctance, In its unregenerate state, it fixes on any
thing rather than on true religion, ¥orms and cere-
monies, expense and mortification, are submitted to
in preference ta the love of God and man. Something
visible is looked for, which may strike the senses rath-
er than affect the heart.

Among other forms engrafted on religion by its
founder, which have divided the practice, and, but too
often, alienated the affections of his disciples, is the
ordinance of baptism« Jarring sentiments on this
subject, once disturbed the repese of states and cities.
At present they often disturb the tranquility of Chris-
tian Churches; and in seasons of revival, they uni-
formly hinder the work and bring it to an untimely
close. Since this is certainly the case, and since we
are well assured that true religion daes not consist in
forms and ordinances, it hecames us to discuss with
unaffected candor, and differ with christian forbear-
ance and affection. In the following enquiry concern.
ing baptism, the writer proposes to maintain a candid
spirit ; being not more anxious to promote conviction,
than to advance a christian temper.
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In our researches concerning the proper mode and
subjects of baptism, it is our business to discover as
distinctly as possible, the sentiments, the directions,
and the practice of Jesus Christ himself, or his imme-
diate disciples. To decide this point, the baptism,
which v-as practised by John, is often alluded to as a
guide. Waring the dispute concerning the mode John
practised, iz may be worth our while to examine, in-
to the design and circumstances of his baptism. Per-
haps, we shall be able to discover such a remarkable
difference, between the forerunner John, and Christ
the Lord, as to assure us, that whatever Johndid in
this matter, was never designed as an example to the
disciples of Christ. To set this difterence inits pros
per light, is the object of this discourse.- The current
opinion among those who think but slightly on this
subject, will favor the belief that John’s baptism was
one and the same with that of Christ. It is called by
the same name, is spoken of in the same records, and
was submitted to by Jesus Christ, and therefore with.
out much consideration it is alluded to as an example
for Christians. But when we fully reflect on the fol.
lowing circumstances—the use of baptism among
the Jews before the time of John—the nature of John's
character and mission—that John practised baptism
without the command of Christ—that John’s baptism
was submitted to. by Christ—that in its very nature
his baptism was different from that of Christ—that
John Teased when Jesus began to act—that in John’s
baptism there is no mention of the Holy Ghost—and
that John’s disciples were actually rebaptized by the
Apostles. When we attentively reflect on these things,
we then perceive that the baptism of John was as dif-
ferent from Christian baptism as the character of John
was from that of Christ.’

1. Let us consider that the rite of baptism was in
use among the Jews before the time of John. If so,
what he did,unless he received the command of Christ,
may no more be an example, than that which was used
long before by the Patriarchs* and Prophets of the

* At a very carly period, religious washings were in use.
A very learned critic offers an opinion, that Jacob practised
them in his family. When Jacob commanded ¢¢Be clean
and change your garments,” Gen. xxxv, 2. he supposes that




.
" .
A

fewish Church. That it was observed by the Jews
as an ordinance of religion is certain. Their writers
inform us, that their nation was admitted into cove-
nant with God by baptism, as well as by other types,
I shall on this subject make a few quotations from Mai-
monides, who stands confessedly among the best inter-
preters of the Jewish law. ¢ By three things,” says
he, ¢ was Israel admitted into covenant, by circumci-
sion, by baptism, and by sacrifice.” [Maim. Exod. xix,
10.] The same writer, when speaking of the admis-
sion of Gentile converts into the Jewish Church, in-
forms us ‘ that none were esteemed proselytes until
they were circumcised and baptized.” I shall make
only one more quotation of many that might be.added.
« Following the doctrine of the Sanhedrim, they bap-
tize a child, and if he is destitute of parents, he is
presentcd by three persons who represent his father.”
From all which it appears, that this was a practice
.comnron among the Jews, and that those who were
.authorized to practise it, used it constantly when they
proselyted the Heathen nations. From this circums
‘stance, we are not surprised at seeing John baptize,
when, as the forerunnerof Jesus, he began to prepare
‘his way. They therefore who were sent to John,
[John i. 25—33.] did not enquire, why he used bap-

he meant. ¢« Washyou with waterand changeyour garments.’’
This was certainly areligious preparation ; becaufe it is ad-
ded, ¢ letus go up to Bethel, and I will make the: =an altar
unto God."” A conje&ture might be hazarded, that the flood
gave the first idea of baptifm, and that Noah was ipftru@ed
to look on this as a type of the blood of Christ, and that he
“handed it down to his posterity. The apostle Peter confirms
. this idea, assuring us that the flood was a figure of Christ’s
blood. ‘¢ While the ark was a preparing, wherein few, that
is eight souls, were saved by water. Thehke figure whereunto,
even baptism dothalso now save us.’’” These religious wash-
ings seem not to have been confined to the Jews. Thereare ev-
ident traces of them to be seen among the Heathen, by whom
it was no doubt borrowed rom the Jews. Theancient fathers,
Justin, Clement, and Tertullian, mentionthis circumstance.
‘lurtullian pronounces tbe baptizing intothe mysteries cf idols
sacrilegious. The washings which we findamong the Asiatic
nations, and which are of a religious nature, indicate that this
practice has had extensive use, Even Pilate, that he might
shew his innocence of Jesus’ blood, made use of a sacramental
sign. ‘* He took water and washed his hands before the malti-
tude, saying 1am innocent of the blgod of this just person.’””
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tism 7 Or what was the meaning of that rite? Its naa
ture was perfectly understood already. They only
enquired, whether his character was such, as to con-
stitute him a person of proper authority to administer
that ordinance. *‘* Art thou Elias” returned to the
earth? *‘ Art thou one of the ancient prophets,” senrt
anew to preach the way of righteousness ? ¢ Art thou
the Christ” for whom we look? Had he appeared in
any of these venerable characters, they expected, that
according to long established custom, his disciples
should be received by baptism, Now, though John
could not plead his authority to baptize, under any of
the above mentioned characters, yet, daat he sustaine
ed such an exalted character as Christ’s forerunner, as
to obtaiy a special commission from Heaven to bap-
tize. M while the prevalence of baptism among
the Jews, and the enquiries made of John concerning
his authority to baptize, make it very probable that he
baptized as a Few:ish prophet; it is rendered almost
or entirely certain, from the following consideration,
that though Jerusalem, and all Judea, and the region
round about, went to receiye his baptism, yet there is
not the least mention made of his baptizing women,
According to the Mosaic constitutions, women were
represented by their husbands, which last were exclue
sively commanded to attend the great solemnities of
religion. The males were also ordained exclusively
to receive circumcision, the seal of fuith, It may be
asked then, if the baptism of John were Christian bapa
tism, why did ke not admit females to his baptism ?
When Jesus had set up his church, his Apostles bap-
tized multitudes both men and women, Why did not
John the same? It canuot be answered, that the short.
ness of the narration ferbade any meation of the sub-
jects of his baptism, The truth 15, there is a great
deal said of John and particularly of kis baptism. His
conversations are recorded, whick he held with Pha.
visees and Sadducees, with Publicans and Soldicrs.
But there is not the least appearance, that a woman
ever recelved his baptism : A decisive mark that he
baptized as a Jewish prophet ; and thercfore I repeat
it again, that John’s baptism (being without the com-
-mand of Christ) was as diffcrent from Christian bap-
tism as tuat of any other prophet or holy man,

2. John's character, and tae nature of his mission,
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tiake it evident that Ass was not Christian baptishtq
If John appeared as a disciple of Christ, then doubte
less bis practice should be our example. But he came,
in a character quite different from that of a follower of
Christ. He came before his Lord, a messenger to
proclaim his speedy coming. He came like other
prophets, to tell what he knew of Christa But he de«
livered no message from him. He was diligently ena4
uired of, auy to the character he proposed to sustain
—Whether he was the Christ, or Elias, or that long
expected prophet ! Fle made his continual answer, K
am not the Christ: X am the voice of one crying in
the wilderness, the messenger to announce his com«~
ing. Him I have never known. It will notle diffi«
cult to make it fully evident that John appearcd as one
of the prophets, though more favored than the rest, be-
cause he lived to see his Saviors Inorder to this, we
- shall produce the scriptural accotint concerning John,.
as itis delivered by ancient prophets, by the angel who
was sent to announce his birth, by his father Zacharis
as, by John himself, and by Jesus €hrist. ¢ Behold,
saith the prophet Malachi, I will send you Eljjah the
prophet before the coming of the great and dreadful
day of the Lord: Mal iv. 5¢ The angel who was sent
to Zacharias to foretel the birth of John, refering to
the words of Malachi, declares, “ and he shall go be-
fore the Lord in the spirit and power of Elias,” as a
mighty prophet, * to make ready a people prepared
for the Lord.” Luke i. 17. In the faith of this, Zach-
arias at the birth of John,describes himthus: ¢“And
thou child shall be called the prophef of the Highest.”
Luke i. 76. John’s own testimony as we have seenis
that he was the person predicted by the prophet Mal-
achi. And to put the matter absalutely out of doubt,
Jesus Christ tells us expressly, that the line of proph-
ets continued until John. ¢ The law and prophets
were until John.” Luke xvi. 16. Andlest any should
suppose that he meant till John’s first appearance, it
must be noticed that Christ explains his own meaning.
“ What went ye out.into the wilderness to see ?”” An<
swering this himself; he declares John a prophet. And
though more privileged . than the preceding prophets,.
yet he absolutely cuts him off from his church, by af-
firming ¢¢ Notwithstanding he that is least in the king<

dom of Heaven,” i. ¢. among his disciples, properly s




¥

called, ! was greater than he.” Mat. xi. 11, It cana
not therefore be supposed, that John who was of the
line of the prophets, the forerunner of Christ, should
have the power to establish one of the most solemn
ordinances of Christ’s religion. Nor can it be believs
ed, that one who wasless enlightened than the least in
the Christian church, could discover, or would venture
to presume upon, the will of Christ as to the fashion
of his church. | R | .

3. John practised baptism tvithout the command of

Christ, and therefore Azs was not Christian baptism.

- It cannot but appear unreasonable, that any one in
matters of such high concern as the public ordinances
of Christianity, should attempt to establish them witha
out the express authority of Christ. Yet if John’s
baptism was the baptism of the Christian Church, he
must have instituted it, without ahy direction from
him, who alone had authority to direct. That John
was not commissioned by our Saviour,is plain beyond
the shadow of contradiction. John was indeed sent
to baptise with water ; but it was by God who fixed
on him as the favored prophet, who should precede
the Saviour. At the very time that John informs us
he was sent, he plainly tells us that he knew not Christ.
“ I saw the spirit of God descending from Heaven
like a dove, and it abode upen him.  And I knew him
not : But he that sent me to baptize with water, the
same said unto me, upon vhom thou shalt see the
Spirit descending and remaining upon him, the same
is he that baptizeth with the Holy Ghost.” John i.
32, 33, It was revealed to hiin that he should receive
a sign, by which he should know Christ, and till he
rcceived that sign, he was as ighorant of the person
of Christ as others. So great indeed was his ignoe
rance, that long after this he sends two of his disci-
ples to enquire, ¢ Art thou he that should come or
look we for another.” Mat. xi: 8. Now can it be sup-
posed, that one so unacquainted with the founder of
Christianity as John certainly was, might presume to
fix upon its distinguishing ordinances? John observs
ed the Passover, and never the J.ord’s Supper, yet
no one fecls himself bound to imitate him. And if
not so, neitheroughtwe to regard any practices which
he followed without the Saviour’s command. Fact
and reason unite in demanding our belief that Christ
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,w the he wd qi the church 1escncd thls mstltutlon of
baptism to himself, He (h.slgmd but two sacraments
in his church. And who so proper as himself {o fix
them? The one he did confessedly esiablish himself;
andI think cvery impartial mind will allow that he
jnstituted the other on the same occasion. He was
Lord of all, the Head of his church, and the sole author
of its sdcraments: . .

4. Christ partonk of ]ohn s baptxsm an evidence
that it was not Christian, baptim. =,

_ In all that concerned Jesusas a ‘man, he submttted
tG the institutions and practices of the Jews—but in
ever tittle that was conmected with his.church, and
{]‘qcullar .character, he consulted not with ﬂesh and.
ood. He. was sovereign Lord of his church, its doc-
7éines and its ordinances. * Since he had come into the
world, he chose not to depend on man, but to make
nfan depend on him.. He would riot permit any one
to fix without his authority, what should be the usages
of his church in after ages. . Al was his own. His
people he purchased with his blood; and the path of
their duty hie determined with'his own wisdom. What
therefore he received personally from anather could
not belong to his church. That Jesus did himself
originate the baptism to be tised in his church, is ren-
dered pretty certainby the circumstance that, hehxmselt
did not baptize.. Far reasons soon to be examm\,d
he partook of . John’s baptism. But lest any should
suppose that all came from John, and thust be handed
down it regular succession,; Christ stopped the suc-
cession, refused to administer baptism himself ; and by
his divine will and sovercign power, directed hls dis~
ciples to baptize; though for ought that, appears they
themselves had never received that ordinarnce.

. Besides, if this was Christian bapusm, then was
Christ baptized into himself. He was one of his own
disciples. . An absurdity which is seen as soon as it is
mentioned. To be baptxze‘d imo Christ is to confess
sin, to believe in him, to follow him and hope for sal-
vation by him, None of which' could Christ reason-
ably do. This baptism  must therefore have been
somethmg very different from Christian baptism.—If
it then be asked, why did Christ submit to be bapti-
zed?! His own ‘words furnigh the solution. John ask-

ed the same question, and received for anawar, “ Suf-
B
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fer 1t to be 20 now, for thus it hecometh us to fulil ati
righicousicss, Blut, 3. 15.—If it had been his des

B Lo set an example Lo his Yollowers, it was easy and

natural to have then informed John that such was his
inteniiens Indecd we cannot well understand how he
could, «i cxplaining to kim that he was about being
mtroduced thio hisown church, if such had been his
mesnini. The Baptist himsell) was powerfully struck
with the vaficavss of his administering suck an ordi-
mince to e Savior. I have nced to be baptized -
ot thee, and comest thou to me 2 Jesus then informs
him that righieonsness, or the established order of
things, and that the rightesusness or truth®* of God
vequined it.  Christ’s baptism therefore, was not that
he might be admitted into the church. Christ’s church
was et vet set up.  But it was that every word of
God wmight be fulfilled.: It wasas you all know reveals
cd to johr that the Son of God should be designated -
to him by a miracle ; the Holy Ghost descending vis
siblv upon him. This word once spoken must have
its uccomplishment. - God had in his holy purposcs
fixed on the baptism of John, as the means by which
he would draw to Jesus Christ the attention of the
Jewish nation. When therefore John hesitated to
baptize him, Jesus informed hint that Revelation could
not be all fulfilled but in connexion with his baptism.
When therefore John remembered the word of the
Lord, ¢ that he should see the Holy G?lost descend-
ing upon Jesus,” then be permitted him, the Holy .
Ghost descended upon Christ; and thus at his baptism
was fulfilied all rightesusness or revealed truth.

In another important point of view all rightequsness
was then fulfilled.  Christ by his baptism, compleated
she wholeround of duties prescribed by the Jewish 14w,
and fulfilled every part of that system, to which as yet
he was obedient. Circumcision and sacrifice,in obes
dience to the law, he submitted td. In order to be 2
Fricst, and especially the High Priest of his people,

* The word righteos sness in the Holy Scriptuses; often sig-
rifies truth. And theu Jesus’ reason would read thus: ¢ Suf-
fer it to be so now for thus it becometh us to fulfil all truth.’”?
In thee O Lord do 1 put my truft, deliver me in thy right-
eousness.”’ Ps. xxxi. 1. 1o whieh passage righteousness is the
same with truth, as is fully evident fram the fifth verse, Vi-

de also, Is, xlit. 6,—xlv, 19, .
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he must be wwashed, (baptized) and anointed. Exod,
XX1X. 4=-21.] ‘This was pmph esiod | Is. Ixic 1.]of Christ;
and, in the {fourth chapter ot Luke, he appropriates the
prophecv to himself. Lukeiv. 18. Therefore in order
to fulfil all the righteousness of the law, and at the
same time {ulfil the ¢iuth or righteousness of prophecy,
he received the legal puriﬁcation (or baptism) and was,
anointed with the Holy Ghost,

5. John’s baptism was in 7ts very nature, distinct
and separate from Christian baptism.

John himself, the apostles, and Christ Jesus speak
of itas distinct. When John was asked of his bap-
tism, his answer bespeaks a difference between hisbape.
tism and that of Christ. * Iindced baptize with wa-
ter; butthere standeth one among you whom ye kuow
not.” John, 1. 26. He thatstood among them, was.
o baptize them with a different efficacy, with the Ho-

ly Ghost. This was not and could not be given by
" John’sbaptism, His baptism embraced no such ben-
efits, The Apostles also, as appears by their after
practice, thought the baptlsm of John very different
from that of Jesus. When Paul perceived that cer-
tain persons calling themselves disciples, had rot re-
ceived nor even heard concerning the Holy Ghost, he
enquired W1th surprise, * Unto what then were ye
baptized ;" as if he had said, surely ve have not re-
ceived Christian baptism ; you must have been in-
troduced into some dispensation very different {from
thc Christian. Our Savior also setsthie baptismof John
in direct opposition to his ewn. Alter his resurrec-
tion, he met his asscmbled disciples and commanded
them to wait a certain time at Jerusalem, that the
promise made unto them might be fulfilled, say m;
““ For John truly bapiized with water ; but ye shall
hebaptized with the Holy Ghostnot many days hencc?”
Acts i. 5. If it be asked wherzin consists the dif-
ference ? It is answered, that it consists partly /1 dc-
gree and partly in the very nature ot the things. When
1t 18 s2id that the difference between John's baptism
and that of Christ consists in degree, it is designeil
tc convey an idea that, to a certain lcnﬁdl, John led
his diciples toward Jesus. Like the other plopths
he prcmclud what he knewof Christ.  He sasw the ap-
proaching Sun of Rightevusness, as a man would view
the first rays of the approaching sun reddening the at-.
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mosphere.  Such an onewould be well fitted to rouse
up, and prepare men for the approaching and glori.

~pus wonder. Butif he had never befcre seen the sun,

he would be quite ignorant of its naturc.  Such was

John with re egard to Christ. He constantly affirmed

“ I amnot he.” Heconstantly affi. rued “and I kenw

him not.”—John’s baptism howevcr liffered not only
in degree, but also in its very n.tmi: from that of

Christ ; maqmuch as the forerunner is (flerent from

his coming Lord. " John came not to preach the Gos-

pel, and therefore his was not a GOSPC] baptism. He

came only to awaken mens attention, to tell them that

the Lord of life was at hand, and fhat they must be-

lieve in him ; that he would te'tch thema bctter doc-

trine and give them a more perfect baptism.' Accor-

dingly ]ohn s baptism is called by a distinctive name,
the baptism of repentance.’ Christian baptism is that

of faith. ‘Now his baptism being that of repentance,
1s in exact conformlty with his character and mission,-
~which was to prepare the wav of the Lord.

how could he s0 effectually | prepare the way of the

Lord, as by ‘teaching and awakening men to repen-

tance. We now well understand that repentance pre-

pares the heart for the reception of Christ. John’s

baptism was a type of the troubled, though salutary,

waters of repentan(c ﬁowmg from the sight of the'
broken law ; Jesus’ baptism,‘was a type of the peace-

ful streams of life flowing from the throne of a recon-

ciled Father—We have qlready observéd that John,

that Christ, and his apostles, acknowleged a difference
between the two dispensations ; and we now remark

that the Jews did distinctly perceive this differcnce.

¢ There arose a question or dispute between some of

# From the earlie:t ages of Christianity, John’s baptism
was fully understood to be distinct from Christianity. Ter-
tullean, an eininent father of the fecond century, thus ex-
vrefles himfelf concerning John’s baptifm. 'T'he ordinance
(‘actum) of the baptism of repentance being received, puts
man into the situation of a candidate for remission of sins,
#nd sanctification about to follow from Christ. For as he
(Juhn) preached the baptism of repentance for tle remis-
syon of sin, he thereby declared that that remission was yet
future. If penitence precedes and remssion follows, then
this is to prepare the way. But he who prepares is not the
same with him who accomplz:be:, Pol. Syn. ‘fom, iv, 715 '
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]ohn?sa ciples and the Jews about purifying.” John
1i. 25, Andthat ti s question or dispute was about
bapiism, hardly admits of the smailest doubt ; the
whole discourse before and after relating to baptl
And there are circumstances there ;elated, well calcu-
lated to awaken a' spirit of disputatinan, It was then
John’s disciples uttered the compla,nt-—-“ Behold he
baptizeth, and all men come unto him.” This disputs
therefore must either have arisen from the characters
of John and Christ or the diversity of the forms they
used. If the characters had bccn waited in one ob-
ject and inone mode, and John was=: + different from
Christ, except in person, then there was no subject of
dlspute. John and his disciples migLt have informed
the Jews, that their master and Jesv. Christ were u-
nited in one object. If the questior. was about the
fo.m, then it is worthy the attentxon ¢+ those who in.
sist that John baptised by immersior. in Enon, ¢ be-
cause there was much water there ;” that, at that very
time, Jesus baptized crowds in Judea; * for all men
came unto him,” without any concern | vhether there
W'ls much or little water,

ohn declined and hastened to de. 1y as soon ag
the gospel standard was erected and Chzi~tian baptism,
instituted—The splendor of his mission appeared no
longer than uatil Jesus was manifestce. ~ When hé
ivas manifested to Isracl the forcrunrer withdrew.
The morning star disappeared when tho sun arose ;
it was obseaged, it duu:tl) vanished away .  His dis-
ciples were filled with grief and covy. V hile Christ
was with his dlscnplc baptizing in Juuc'n John -as
also baptizing in Enon near to Salim. ~ Thcre John’s,
disciples expressed their concern that the slory of Je-
sus augmented daily, while their master’s fame and
splendor faded fast away. ¢ Rabbi, he that was with
thee beyond Jordan, to w ‘hom thou ' beares witness,
behold the same baptizeth, and all men (vme unto
him.” Johniii. 26.—John, who understood - 1is matter
perfectly, in his answer unfolds to them not only the
difference but opposition also of character betwen his
Lord and himself. * Did I not tell you that I am not
the Christ ; but am sent before him ?”” Did I ot tell
you that I am not worthy to loosc the latchet of his
shoe, much less to set up one of the ordinances of his
¢hurch ; citherasa competitor or a partner. Inow tell
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you, * he must incrcase but I must decrease.”™™  Ife
took a pleasure in being supersedcd, in retiring, and
standingby tohearthe Bridegroom’s voice: “Thism
joy therefore is tulfilled.”  Think it not strange my
disciples, if my baptism is deserted. T appeared be-
fore Jesus preaching the baptism of repentance ; but
the object of faith, Christ and his gospel are now re-
vealed, and the baptism of {faith is setup ; the mes-
senger is no more when his Lord is come, and my
instituticns must decay since Christ shall set up his
kingdom. In fact thc commisson of John secms to
have extended no farther than to introduce Christ ac-
cording to God’s appointment, to the notice of the
Jewish nation. He declares that ¢ {or this cad he
baptized, that Christ should be marifest to Israel.”
'This was done when the Holy Ghost descended on
him and a voice from heaven pxocl.umcd ““ this 1s my
beloved son htar ye him.” John’s course of rightesus-
ness was now all fulfilied ; he withdrew, his labors
ceased, and the next account of him is that he was,
cast into pusou.

7. John's baptism was dilferent from Christian bap-
tism, because they who reccived it had no instruction.
concerning the Holy Ghost.—Thisis a circumstance
which ought to sct the matter beyond all doubt or Gues-
tion ; of this truth we are assured by the sacred writer,

Actsxix. 2. When Paultravelled through the church-
es, he came to Fphesus, andin hmprutchmg he found
certain dl"lplw. Mot knowing whether or not they
had been instructed by one who had the power of 1in-
parting spiritual gn*‘t and wishiny them to enjsy the

consolations of the (,omfo;tﬂr he said unto the 1,
¢ Have ye received the Holy Cxl-o st since ye belivved
And thpv sald unto him, we have not so much ashenrd
if there bz a Holy Ghost.”  How (mtuuu the Clirisa
tian baptisn: as we learn fiom the institution of 1t by

——— e ey

* Itisa very natural and easy suppo. 1tion, thit miny who
had been baptized by _]ohn allerwards came 10 Jesus and
his bapti-m. The dlaCll, s jealousy, for they ssem to have
been tmlyjcalnus, at theirmaster’s decreasc—the vast mul.
titudes that flocked to Christ while John was deseried-—and
Juhn’s answer to the complaints of his foilowers, < 1 wust dew
creage,’” 1zise the presumpiicn almost to a certainty, that

many who had been ba;tized by John were baptized aguia
by Clitists apo.tles.
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Jesus Christ ? © Go ye therefore teach allnations, baps
tizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son
and of the Holy Ghost.”” Mat. xxviii. 10, What if Paul
had baptized in hia own name and not as a disciple,
should we confide in what he did as cur example ? It
will be answered,no. Ifany now would baptize with<
out the name of C'/zr:st should we reccive them as our
patterns ¢ It will be answ&rcd no. Aud if John bap--
tized without the name of the Ho Ghost, shall we re~
ceive him as a Christian Baptist? It must be answer-
ed, nos Jol n seems to have hadbut little knowledge
more titan the prophets had concerning the third per-
scn cf the dlessed Txinitv and what he did knowy,-
had no connexion with his baptxsm. He therefore did
hot teach i1t to his discxplcs. His doctrine was a doc«
trine not of mstruction, but of convietion. In confor-
mity with this, his baptism was solely a baptism ofre«
pentance toward Gods Wherefore these Jews resis.
dent at Lphesus, though in their visits to the temple
at Jerusalem they lnd received John’s testimony and:
bagmm ; yet had they never heard auy discourse
concerning the Holy Ghost, nor witnessed any bap-.
tism in his name.—In consequence of this they were
mstructed in the Christian faith, and by the Apostles
commuand, received a Christian baptism. This fure
nishes a last argument. .
8. ‘That they “who had been baptized by John were
afterwards baptxzed by the apostles.—And this, one
woulid tinink, should conclude the matter absolutely,
and cstablish the entire difference between the bap-
tism of John and that of the Apostles.  As soon as
Paul found these men ignorant in so material a point,
he evidently expresses his surprize that they should
\e called by the name of disciples. * Unto what then
were ye baptized 7 'The form of this question is pe-
culi'ir, and its aim is evidently to let them know that
they were not yet Christian bretfiren ; that they were
scholarz or dl‘:Cl[)lF‘S only. Asifhe had said: Itis
impossibie that you should kave been baptized by
Christ or any of his disciples—irom them you would
have learned something of the Cinistian doctrine.—
'They answered, we have not been haptized by Christ,
nor by his Apostlx,s, nor by any of kis diciples ; we.
have only received the testimony of John concerning
Jesus. The Apostle then reminded them, ‘“that whem
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John preached the baptism of repentance, he said uns
to the people, that they should believe on him which
should come after him, that is on Christ Jesus.” Acte
xix. 4. In which words the Apostle tells them that
John had no church nor durable discipleship: that
he had no new doctrines of his own ; but that when
Christ was come they must hear him, believe in him,
be baptized into him and received 1nto his church.
« When they heard this, they were baptized in the
name of the Lord Jesus.” Acts, xix. 5;  Enlightened
by the discourse of Paul_ they perceived that they were
stillnothing mor: than Jews w aiting for Christ. They
now believed on him, received his doctrine, were bap,
tized in his name, Lecame his unscxples, and received
the Holy Ghost.
- Thus have I'labored to open up this matter and set it
inits proper light. I have studu,d candor, have endeava
oured continually tocherish a Christian spirit, and I
hope have carried conviction.--The oniy observation I
chall make from the whole of this argument is, that if
John’s baptismbe thus different in all its circumstances
iromthatof Christ,then John’¢baptismbe its form what -
it may, is no example to us Christians. , Even if there
wasnodificulty concerningthe mode of John's baptlsm :
Yet whylooktothat for an example which in itswhole
natuseis essemxally different from Christian baptism.
- The various texts concerning John's practice which
hrave been drawn into the disputes concerning baptism,
must be laid aside as of no avail. Not being commis-
sioned by Christ he was no more a Christian in his
profession or his practice than Abrabam and David
and the ancient prophets.

It maybe properin the eonclusion of thisdiscourse,
to examine the mode of Christain baptism, and see in
what form it presentt itself, kieping out of view the
baptism of John, as havmg ro reference to the sdb-
ject. On the side of those who deny sprinkliag to'
be baptism, the argument is very narréw indecd. A
few passages,notmore than three or four, cau by them'
be urged in favor of their scheme. Among these, let
it be observed there is nothing which outr Saviour

sald, nor any thmg alluded to which Le did., Nor is’
there any thing in the institutions of God’s antient
church, which gives the least countenance to imme:z-
ston, It is hgwever said of Philip and the Eunuch,




17

¢ they went down into the wateY, both Philip and the
F.unuch, and he baptizedhim.” Actsviii. 38.  Chris-
tians arcalsosaidto be ¢ buriedbybaptizminto death.”
Rom. vi. 4. Andto be ¢ buried with him (Christ)
in baptism.” Col.1i-12.  One or two passages besides
these, are sometimes produced on this subject, but
they appear to have no bearing on thcargument. Let
us with brevity and-candor, examine the passages re-
ferréd to-—The case of the Eunuch is thus related :
$ And he commanded the chariot to stand still, and they
went down both into the water, both Philip and the
Eunuch, andhe baptized him.” From this it is argu-
ed, that the Eunuch was immersed. Butas thisisnot
declared, the circumstance of the case must fix our o-
pinion. I suppose it will not be contended, that this
was a place set apart for baptism by immersion. I
suppose also that it will not be contehded, that Philip
and his companion passed by many waters, till they
came to one with banks and depth sufficient for this
purposes But while the awakened man rode in his
chariot with the Evangelist, he received the heavenly
illuminatioy, and discovering by the way a certain wa-
ter, for ought we know a fountain or a little stream, he
begged to be baptizeds  Philip consenting, they both
alight and go down into or to the water, and he was
baptized. ‘The expression, @ certain water, leaves lit-
tle doubt but that it was a small stream or fountain.
In a country well watered like our own, how many
streams might be passed withoutthe possibility of im-
mersion ? How many mightbe passed, where it would
be inconvenient, even to administer sprinkling with-
cut going into the shallow stream ? Besides, thereis
not the least intimation given of preparation for be-
ing immersed under the water. We are not inform-
ed that the Eunuch laid aside his garments, or put off
hispurplerobe,and prepared himself ; vet, inthe nature
of things, we should have looked for such particulars.
To have gained such a convert to the faith, must have
occasioned unusual joy ; and joy loves to dwell on
particulars.  No such circumstances are mentioned,
and we have no reason to suppose thatany suchexist-
ed. From the strain therefore and circumstances of
this narrative, we are led to believe that in the midst
of their heavenly converse, they passed by a certain

water, when alighting from the chariot, the Eunuch
C




18

received the symbol of the blood of sprinkling, ands
went on his way rejoicing.—Thencxt passage plodu-r
ced in favor of baptxsm by immersion is Rom. vi. 4.
¢ 'Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into
death.” Itis argued from hence, that Christians are
in baptismtobe buried underthe water. To rectify this
mistake, we makc the following observations :—7The
Apostle is not m this place discoursingabout baptism
at all—hc uses such a variety of figures to elucidate
the point on which Le dw elt that we are assured he
did not refer to the mode of baptism—and when he
- speaks of rising from our burial, we plainly see that
his heart was not now on {or ms, but on the business of
persuading Christians todie tosin and rise to holiness.
The Apostle’s object was to wean the disciples” heart
from sin, as may be readily learned from the begin-
" ning of the chapter.. In ordcr to this, he tells them
they were one with Christ, that they were crucified
with him, that they were dead withhi, thatthey were
buriedwithhim. From whichwe see nothmg like the
mode of baptism in his subject. Neither do the fig-
"ures used permit us to think, that heg referred to the
mode of baptism in this particular expression.  In the
words immediately before, we are said to be baptized
“into his acath ; or, in other words, to be dead with
him in baptism ; tor the meaning of those two phra-
ses is precisely the same. No one will suppose a lit-
eral meaning to this expression, dead with him in bap-
tism ; and it not, so neither to the following one, bu-
ried with him in baptism.  Butit will farther, and if
possible, still more distinctly appear that the apostle
had no allusion to immersion in baptism, from the
explanation which he gives to the expression risen
with Christ. Burying and rising are opposites in their
signification. If buried in this passage, signifies put
under the water ; then risen, must signify come out
of it—But does the Apostle thus explain, rising with
Christ? He does not. But he plainly tells us what
he does mean. He informs us that he meant walking
in newness of life. Dead and buried with Christ
means nothing else, than that Christians being united
to Christ, ought not to sin, because they are spiritual-
1y joined with him in his death and burial which is de-
clared tothe world, and sealed to them intheir baptism.
The other passage, Col. ii. 12. 1s 50 precisely similar
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to the onc now menticted, that an explicaticn is un-,
necessary.

We have now considered what argument would re-
main in favor of baptism by immersion, John’s bap-
tism being excluded.—Let us next examine what ap-
pears in the Holy Scriptures in favor of baptism by
sprinkling—In favor of this many things appear.

1. All the ancient represcentations of the precious
blood of Christ, were niade by sprinkling, In the
passover, the paschal lamb pointed directly to Chtist,
and its blood to his blood. The precise manner in
which the blood of the lamb was used, is made known
to us by the Apostle. ‘¢ Through faith he (Moses)
kept the passover, and the sprinkling of blood.” Heb.
xi. 28. When the foul and subtle disease of the le-
prosy was to be cleansed, which so expressively re-
presents the disease of sin, the priest was to take him
that was to be cleansed, and sprinkle the blood upon
him seven times. Lev. xiv. 4—27. And so of every
other thing which prefizurcd the atonement of Christ.

2. The gift of the Ioly Ghost, and the blessings of
Christ, are spoken of in language favorable to sprink-
ling. I will pour out my spirit upon thy seed.” Is.
xliv. 3. Isaiah, speakingef the benefits of Christ,
thus describes them : ¢ So shall hesprinéle manyna-
tions.” Is. lii. 15, And Ezekiel, * Then will I sprin.

"kle clean water upon vou, and ye shalt be clean. A
new heart will I give you” Ezo xxsvi. 23, 26.

3. Not only was the blood of Christ typified by
sprinkling, but, after it wasshed, it was called the dssd
of sprinkling. ** Yc arc come to Jesus the Mediator
of tﬁe new covenant, and to the dloed of spriniime,
that spcakcth better things than the bloed of Abelst
Heb. xii. 24. Peter also in the address of his first ce
pistle, gives the blood of Christ the same appcllation.

¢t Electaccordingto the forcknowledge of God the Fath.
er,through sanctification of the Spirit, unto obedience,
and the blood of sprinkling.” 1 Pet.1. 2. I know not
how, with propricty, we could rcpresent the blood of
Christ in any other way than by sprinkling, since itwas
by the command of God, thus represented in his an-
cient church ; and for our direction 1n this matter, in
the new dispensation, is called the blood of sprink-
ling.— ,
4. Christ has given us an example of using water
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in this manner, as a sign of his bloods  'Whoever vill
censider the blessed actions of our Saviour, on that
mght in which he was betrayed, (John xiii,) will have
little cause to doubt; but thatas he did on that night
wystitute the sacrament of the Lord’s supper, sohe did
i ltke manncr institute baptisth imntediately before
1. When he had eatenthe passover for the last time,
he riseth from the (paschal) supper, and pouring wa-
ter into abason, useth it as a sacramentalsign. In full
proot thut this was a symbol of hisblood, and not the
washing of fect, then customary among the Eastcrn na-
tions, afe those sayings of Christ on that occasion :
- % What I do thou knowest not now, but thou shalt
know hercafter. If I wash thee not, thou hast no part
in me. And ye are clean, but not all, for he knew
who should betray him.” If it had been only a wash-
ing of feet, in token of affectionate regard, then Peter
kneiwv the meaning of it now, as well as he could at a-
ny after periods Had it been only a customary ex-
pression of friendship, Peter would have had as full
an interest in Christ without as withit: If there had
been no reference. to any tling, but siniply a washing
of the fect, then Judas being washed, woyld have been
clean, as well as the rest of the ‘disciple$i The truth
is, Christ was using a sign of his own blood, and seemis
to have been teaching the ordinance of baptism. Ha.
ving finished what he designed principally, he put on
his garments, sat down again, and as his heavenly cus-
tom was, he drew an inference from the manner of
the transaction; and taught his disciples a lesson of
condescension.—The argument now is closed, and the
eandid Christian is left to judge, to decide, and with
humble faith, to draw near to the b/ood of sprinkling.
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