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_________________Job XXI.3 v. Suffer me that I may speak, & after that I have spoken, mock on. 
 

 
 The words which we have just read contain a request made by Job to his three friends, Eliphar, 
Bildad, & Tophor, who came to comfort him under his afflictions. But who proved to be miserable 
comforters. 
 They charged him of being wicked in the sight of God, for which he had visited him with the 
severest calamities and bodily affliction_  In the chapter from which our text is taken, Job commences a 
reply to their severe animadversings_  “But Job answered ^ said, hear diligently my speech, and let this 
be your consalations.  Suffer me that I may speak, and after that I have spoken mock on:_  that which 
Job requested was very fair_ that they would suffer him to speak & not interrupt him in the midst of his 
discourse; for as he had been censured, doubtless he had a right to speak for himself; and if they had 
not granted him this privilege, certainly, it would have been very unkind.  He entreats that they would 
hear diligently his speech, as those that were willing to understand, him for persons may as well not 
hear, does not to take heed & observe what they hear_    That which Job urges for a patient hearing, is 
very reasonable_  Mark you, they came to comfort him_  Now says he, “let this be our consolations”  Be 
so kind, so just, as to give me a patient hearing, & that shall pass for your consolation.  He then 
promised that he would hear them speak when it came to their turn_  “After I have spoken you may go 
on with what you have to say, & I will not hinder you, tho you may go on to mock me_  These are the 
circumstances, which gave rise to our text___   We have made these remarks for the purpose of 
requesting your attention for a short time,  while I shall attempt to explain to you, the apostolick 
mode of Christian baptism_  We have situated the text merely as our Motto during this discussion, 
which we conceive to be very appropriate, when we consider the circumstances under which we 
generally speak on this subject_  The mode of baptism which we ^generally practice is regarded by 
some, as being erroneous, invalid, without scripture warrant, & nothing worth; & by others it is held in 
derision & contempt.  We think therefore, that the prosperity of our cause, which has been so long blest 
of God, maes it our duty occasionally to make known our views on this subject_   And we have thought 
proper on this occasion, to give a short explanation of the mode of baptism, to the members of our own 
Church & to those who advocate our views on this subject_  We do this not for the purpose of 
convincing any who hold different views, but to confirm the minds of our own church, and to instruct 
others whose opinions where opinions are undecided. 
 We do not wish to hurt the feelings of our Baptist friends who may be present __  Nor shall we 
say any thing for this purpose_  When we shall mention their name, it will only be for the purpose of 
showing wherein we differ on the mode of baptism.  They frequently explain this subject to their 



congregations & we take no offence; and certainly it is our privilege also to state our views to our 
congregations_   We know several  of  our Baptist friends of the neighborhood, and so far as I have seen, 
I regard them as Christians, and from then I have (?) marks of kindness and friendship for which if any 
obligations __ And although the views which I shall advance on this occasion ,may differ with theirs yet 
as far as I am concerned, this shall not interrupt our friendly intercourse, and from what I have seen, I 
cannot but charitably hope it will produce no alienation of affection on their part__ 
We are prone to differ almost on every subject and in every respect; yet this should not cause us to get 
mad with each other; _ if it should have this effect, you may rest assured that our piety is not as deep as 
it should be__ 
It would certainly be wrong, if you were to get offended ^at me because my person in every respect is 
not like yours __  If you have grown to be larger than I can ^have or if I have blue eyes, & you have black, 
this should be no matter of disputation between us_  So in farming___ If you think proper to sow wheat, 
& I sow corn; __ If you think proper to fence plant in March & I in April, It would certainly be strange for 
me to get offended with you and hate you.  When you visited my house, that you should not eat at my 
table because you did not conduct your form ^ exactly as I did mine_  And so in politicks_  If you are for 
^Genl  Jackson, and I prefer the principles of Mr. Clay, we ought to have self-government enough, to talk 
the matter over in peace friendship & to part in perfect peace & good feeling___ And just so it should 
be, it must be, in religion___  If you think , that Christ died for only a part of the human family, and I 
contend that he died for the Whole world__  If you contend that a part of mankind are rejected by the 
decree of God, and placed off under the broad seal of reprobation, & I contend that it is the privilege of 
all men to be saved__   Though this is a point of much more importance than the mode of baptism, yet 
let us discuss the matter with Christian forbearance__  But if you think proper to read your sermons, and 
I chose to extemporize; or if you think it more consistent to stand up to pray, & I kneel down_  Certainly 
we should not and I am glad to say that we do not get xxxx offended with each other about the position 
of the body in prayer__  and if you think proper when you get baptized to go off from the church to 
some pond or water course, in order that you may ^be plunged under the water;  & I think proper to 
remain in the church & have water brought & poured upon me in imitation of the baptism of the Holy 
Ghost, why should you raise the least objection?__   Why should you become offended, & rejected me 
from your communion, merely because we differ in making an outward sign  Merely because you 
require more water to make your sign than I do__  Does it not seem to be unreasonable to get into 
broils about the manner of making an out ward sign “with water” ?  If it was necessary for as to be 
plunged under the water when we are baptized, our blessed Saviour would have said so when he 
instituted the ordinance; but he does not say one word about the mode_  “go says he teach all nations, 
baptizing them” __ and certainly our blessed Lord would not condemn us for not being plunged into the 
water, unless he had left a special command on the subject__  And if God does not condemn us__ If God 
has blest the labors of Episcopalians, Presbyterians, & Methodist ministers If he has heard the prayers of 
their people since they were baptized by pouring_  If he has shed his love abroad in their hearts from 
time to time,_  If God has thus accepted them as his children, our Baptist brethren ought not to refuse 
to let them commune at their table__  They ought not to refuse to commemorate together the death & 
sufferings of our commons  Lord in hope of meeting together in our Father’s house in heaven__ 
Now we must all admit, that prayer is much more important than Baptism, because this duty is to be 
perpetuated while we live in the world, hence the savour said that men ought always to pray & not to 



faint_  And if you neglect to pray, your religion will soon become like a green tree with a rotten heart_ 
presenting a fair appearance, but unsound within_  And if all the time that is wasted in talking about the 
mode of baptism, was employed in reading the Bible & secret prayer we should see a great deal less 
contention in the world_  We should see a great deal more love & meekness among professors of 
religion_ Prayer is the Christians resort for defence, for preservation, & for enlargement of soul 
It is therefore ^much more important to know how to pray, than to know how to be baptized: And if I 
were to reject any Christian from our communion, I would much sooner reject that man who did not 
kneel down when he prayed, than I wed.  the individual who had not been plunged under the water 
when he was baptized__  But with all the importance of prayer, we hear but little said about the portion 
of the body_  And as far as I am concerned, if a man will evince by his walk & conversation, that he is 
indeed a Christian, I never will ask him whether he prays standing, sitting, or kneeling__  And if he 
exhibits a god example, it is nothing I shall not enquire whether he has been baptized by sprinkling, 
pouring, or immersion_  And although it is my opinion that pouring is the most consistent & scriptural 
mode fo Baptism, yet I wd. Not think of rejecting a man from our communion because he had been 
immersed__ 
We have thought it best to write down 



our remarks, and to read them as distinctly as possible---We adopt this course for several reasons, 

1.  That I may be entirely dispassionate, & not carried beyond improper limits by the zeal which is 
sometimes manifested to support a particular party or set of opinions---Our remarks therefore 
are the result of much deliberation & calmness of feeling---I have penned them down, reviewed 
them, & again given them my approbation--- 

2. This plan will enable me to be more distinct & more clearly understood--- 
3. I can correct any misrepresentation that may be given by those who may misconstrue our 

language— 

We shall only trust of on the mode of Baptism at present.  This is the great point 
of contention controversy between the contending parties— 

We are fully prepared to state our views on the Nature & subjects of baptism also, but this would 
occupy too much time for the present hour---We shall therefore content ourselves, with an explanation 
of the mode of baptism, as being the most controverted question, & most to our purpose at present to 
settle---And as Job requested his friends to give him a patient hearing, so I request you at the present 
time---And if there be any in this congregation who consider our views on this subject erroneous, & 
without scripture warrant; or if any should feel disposed to ridicule our practice of baptism, I should 
consider it very unkind, unfriendly & unchristian, not to give us a hearing on the subject---“Suffer me 
therefore that I may speak, & after that I have spoken mock on--- 

We now approach the great bone of contention between the two parties, Baptists & Paedobaptists: the 
one contending that immersion is the only allowable mode of baptism, & the other that it is not, & 
cannot be established by any passage of scripture within the lids of the Bible; & that sprinkling or 
pouring is more scriptural, & more analogous to the baptism of the Holy Ghost, & in their opinion the 
Apostolick & the most expressive & suitable mode of administering the ordinance---Here then we are 
fairly at issue ---We shall set out by saying that immersion as a mode of baptism cannot be found in the 
New Testament---All that can be said for immersions gathered from inference & circumstances; but in 
no case can it be shown that the word baptize signifies immersion or plunging.  It is only presumed so 
from circumstances mentioned in connection with the word in a few instances, upon which they build all 
their argument. 

But while the word baptize cannot be shown in the New Testament as meaning immersion---while I say 
this cannot be done, we intend to prove primitively that the word baptize in several instances does not, 
nor cannot mean immersion---and that in several cases it does mean pouring or sprinkling---If we can 
prove this, you will be compelled to admit that the weight of evidence is with us, & against immersion as 
being the only mode of baptism--- 

Before we advance to the positive proof that the word baptize does mean pouring, we shall consider the 
several cases, upon which those who contend for immersion, build their arguments & draw their 
influences---For this is all that they can do,--and for one, I never like to hold up inference 
against positive proof—This they will have to do, if they contend that immersion is the only allowable 
mode of baptism— 



1.  The baptism of John is the first instance generally adduced in proof of immersion.  We could 
prove to you in a moment that John’s was not the Christian baptism, and in whatever way he 
might have baptized, it cannot be brought as an example, for as to imitate---The Christian 
baptism was instituted by our Saviour after the death of John, and after his own resurrection.  
And if you will refer to the 19 ch: of Acts you will find that St. Paul commanded that John’s 
disciples should be Baptized over again.  Why?  Because they had outlived their privileges, & 
their dispensation, & had lived to see the Christian dispensation, and were as much in need of 
Christian baptism, as though they had never been baptized, therefore St. Paul commanded them 
to be baptized over again.  Here then you see at once that we have nothing to do with John’s 
baptism.  It was laid aside by St. Paul, and John’s disciples were baptized in the name of Christ. 
 
But as we wish to give those who differ with us every advantage which their side of the question 
will admit, we shall insist upon it that John did not practice baptism by immersion--- 
It is said that the multitudes who went out to him, were “baptized of him in Jordan,” therefore 
they were immersed--- 
To say nothing of the laborious & apparently impossible task imposed upon John of plunging the 
multitudes into the river who flocked to him day by day, and the indecency of the whole 
proceeding, when women were also concerned---To say nothing of these things, it is plain, that 
the principal object of St. Matthew in making this statement, was to point out the place where 
John exercised his ministry & baptized.  And to show you beyond the shadow of a doubt that St. 
Matt: only intended to point out the place of John’s baptism, by the term “in Jordan,” I refer you 
to what John says when speaking of the same thing—1st chapter, commencing at the 21 verse—
(read the scripture) St. Matt: says in Jordan, & St. John says “beyond Jordan”— 
It certainly must be clear to every one from comparing these two passages, that they only 
intended to mention the place where John baptized & not the mode---Now if I (?) to inform you 
that I had been to Petersburg & had baptized a number of persons in that town, would you go 
off & say positively that I had immersed them?  Certainly you would not ---And when one 
Evangelish says that John baptized in Bethabara beyond Jordan, will you insist upon it that he 
immersed the persons when he baptized?  Certainly the evidence is too weak for such an 
assertion--- 
But it so happens, that we have a passage of scripture, which relates to John’s baptism, & which 
only can be fairly explained by referring to his mode of baptizing; a passage to which John 
himself uttered at the very time he was baptizing—Matt: III-II.  “I—[says he] baptize you with 
water unto repentance: but he that cometh after me is mightier than, I, whose shoes I am not 
worthy to bear: he shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost & with fire--- 
Now when person wash their face with water, they do not dip their faces into the water, but 
they apply the water to the face.  John says, he baptized “with water,” in the same way they 
should afterward he baptizes with the Holy Ghost. 
Now let us look to the time when this promise was fulfilled, & you will find that Christ did 
baptize his disciples by the Holy Ghost, & also the manner of their baptism.  Refer to the 2nd Ch: 
of Acts & you will find this passage---“And there appeared unto them cloven tongues like as 
of fire, & it sat upon each of them; and they were all filled with the Holy Ghost.”  Thus you see, 



that the baptism of the Holy Ghost & of fire was a descent upon, & not an immersion into---All 
the accounts that we have of the baptism of the Holy Ghost agree with this: they are 
all from above, like the pouring out or shedding of water---That John therefore baptized 
by pouring water upon his disciples is very clear, from his using the same word to express 
the pouring out of the Holy Spirit upon them--- 
The very same words—“baptise with” which he applies to water, he applies to the Holy Ghost, & 
we must all admit that the term “baptize with” when applied to the Holy Ghost means pouring 
or shedding; & yet they contend, that the very same terms, in the same sentence when applied 
to water must mean plunging on immersion.  If John did plunge or immerse, the words ought to 
read thus;--“I baptize in water, but Christ shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost  & with fire.” But 
the scripture does not read so---“I baptize with water, Christ shall baptize with the Holy Ghost 
& with fire.  How any man can but make out that John immersed, when he positively says that 
he baptized with water, is indeed strange logick to me--- 
Just look at the difficulty into which those who baptize by immersion only are brought in this 
matter---If baptism necessarily means immersion, then Christ never baptized his disciples with 
the Holy Ghost, because he only poured it upon them, which according to their views is not 
baptism; It follows therefore that the prediction of John was never fulfilled according to their 
views of baptism, because none of the disciples mentioned in the Acts of the Apostles never 
received the Holy Ghost, but by effusion or pouring---This is the dilemma in which they put 
themselves—They must admit that baptism in this passage is not just for immersion, or they 
must deny that Jesus ever did baptize with the Holy Ghost---This, I should suppose, they would 
not do, when so many passages of scripture would be against them— 
In the explanation which we have given we have established one point clearly, (?) that the 
word baptize does not in every case mean immersion, for here it is applied to the Holy Ghost, & 
when they were baptized with the Holy Ghost it was performed by pouring--- 
Now if any man will still contend that John plunged the persons whom he baptized, he can 
blunder over scripture & twist & warp it in a manner that strikes me with astonishment--- 
Every Christian will admit, that the baptism of the Holy Ghost must constitute the 
 



Substance of regeneration; and that water baptism is the shadow, or outward sign of this great inward 
change_  Now in the very nature of things, the substance & the shadow must correspond.  A tree you 
know will not reflect the shadow of a man.  New as the baptism of the Holy Ghost is the substance 
which is always performeds by pouring or shedding; we think that water baptism, which is the shadow, 
ought to agree & correspond with the substance_  If then you make the shadow & the substance 
agree, pouring must be the most correct mode of administering the ordinance of Baptism_ 
 We think that we have made it very plain, that the term “in Jordan” does not signify to plunge in 
the river; but that it is used by St. Matt: to speak of the neighborhood in which John baptized; and as a 
pristine proof of the St. John the evangelist says, that he baptized “in Bethabara beyond Jordan.”  And 
the most able critic on the Greek language, agree that “in Jordan,”  with equal propriety may be 
rendered “at Jordan,” or near to Jordan__ But after St. Matt: & St. John inform us where he baptized, 
one of them “in Jordan” & the other “beyond Jordan,” they then inform us, (both of them) how he 
baptized, vis: “with water,” agreeing exactly with the baptism of the Holy ghost, which our Lord 
afterwards, on the day of Penticost, poured out upon the people; for says St. Peter, “this is that which 
was spoken of by the prophet Joel, and it shall come to pass in the last days (saith God) I will pour out 
my spirit upon all flesh__ And as far as I am concerned I wish to baptize  & be baptized in the same way, 
that my master administers his baptism__  I wish to imitate Christ in all things; and as he baptized with 
the Holy Ghost by pouring, so I think it the most expressive mode of administering water baptism 
The explanation which we have given of John’s baptizing “in Jordan” & “beyond Jordan,” we think ought 
to be satisfactory, and by it the great difficulties are removed into which we are brought, if we contend 
that immersion he baptized by immersion___  The only evidence that can be brought, that John 
immersed, is, that he went down to a river_  And indeed in a country like ours where water for pouring 
can be obtained almost any where, it would seem strange for persons to resort to a river only to have it 
poured upon them.  But let me inform you, that the country where John baptized was very different 
from ours.  Springs in that country are scarce, and the water for family purposes was brought daily by 
the women from the nearest rivers & fountains, which rendered the supply in families scanty, and of 
course very valuable.  Therefore as water was scarce, & had to be brought a long distance by most 
persons; & as thousands went to hear John Preached who of course required a considerable quantity to 
satisfy their thirst, John thought proper to go down on the river to exercise his ministry, that the people 
might get water to drink & also to be baptized with_  Therefore when John’s disciples were qualified for 
this ordinance, he says that he baptized with the water of Jordan.  This is a plain statement of the case.  
For the same reason above stated, John baptized at Enon, near Salem, because there was much water_  
Enough for the multitude to drink_ Enough for their camels_ & enough to baptize with_  Without the 
trouble & inconvenience of having a company in this dry country, continually employed, in bringing 
water at a great distance to baptize the thousands, and also to afford them water to drink_  We 
generally try to have our Camp-Meetings where there is much water, & it is also our practice generally 
to administer the ordinance of Baptism during Camp Meeting  Now suppose an individual had left us an 
account of a Camp-Meeting held 100 years ago in the following words_ “A Camp Meeting was held 
on Pearl River Meherrin River, Mecklenburg Co: commencing on the 15th day of Aug.  1734 which 
continued for ten days in succession_ tho’ the season was dry, & the ^weather very warm, yet we were 
surrounded with a plenty of water.  The Almighty poured out his spirit upon the great congregation that 
attended_  upwards of 200 were hopefully converted_  150 joined the church and were baptized”_  Now 



some wd. argue from this, if they did not ^know it was a Methodist meeting, that they were all 
immersed because they had a plenty of water, when in fact every individual might have been baptized 
by pouring:  And they only mentioned that they had much water because of the multitude which 
attended. 
Johns saw that that he was compell’d to resort to some stream or fountain, that they might have water 
for all their purposes;-to drink, to water their Camels, & to baptize with- 
The baptism of John is one of the strongest arguments made use of by the Baptists to prove that 
immersion is the only mode: & although this was not the Christian baptism, yet do you find any thing in 
it stated that proves immersion only?  Are there not several considerations in John’s Baptism, which 
seem to stand opposed to the idea of immersion?  If immersion can be proved in the scriptures, it is very 
certain, that it cannot be done by John’s baptism.  We shall now dismiss John’s baptism, & leave you to 
reflect, whether you think your gorund for immersion can be sustained by the practice of John_  We are 
persuaded that there are many things against such a conclusion___ 
2.  We shall notice in the next place the Baptism of our Lord__  It is said in the IIId of math. & 16 v. that 
Jesus when he was baptized, went up straightway out of the water__  It is inferred from this passage of 
scripture that he was immersed, & was in this respect an example for Christians to imitate__  To show 
you that this was not the case, that he was neither immersed, nor baptized as an example for Christians, 
I need only direct your attention, to the nature and design of our Lords baptism_  We should like to say 
something ^very pointed on this subject because we believe there are few circumstances in the word of 
God, more perverted than the baptism of our Lord.  It is made a source of proselytism by those who 
ought, from the office they fill to be better acquainted with the scriptures  
We hear it rung from Dan to Beersheba by those who never read the New Testament though in their 
lives, that all Christians must follow the Saviour down into the water_  We hear it repeated with the 
utmost confidence, by our coloured population, that they must follo9w the Saviour down into the water.  
To all such persons the reply of our Saviour to the Sadducees will apply with peculiar fore_  “Ye do err, 
not knowing the scriptures”__ 



Unless thy favor their side of the question. But charity hopeth all things,& I can but sincerely hope, that 
there are none here of this description,  & but few in the world_ 

 Seeing then, that our Lord was not baptized, as an example for Christians, the question arises, 
for what was he baptized? What was the design of his baptism? Now whether I shall be able to satisfy 
you or whether not on this question, it will not alter the one which we have just settled (i.e) that Christ 
could not according to the scriptures, be an example of Christian Baptism. In reference however to the 
question respecting the design of our Lord’s baptism, we think the scriptures are very clear. If you will 
refer to the 3rd chapter of Matth. Commencing at the 13th verse, you will find that the design of our 
Lord’s baptism was “to fulfil all righteousness” It seems that John knew him to be the Messiah, and saw 
an impropriety in administering the same baptism to him, that he administered to sinful men, and 
therefore objected to his baptism. But when the Saviour informed him that he intended it “to fulfil all 
righteousness” he suffered him__ Observe if you please, Christ does not say I am about to set an 
example for Christians to imitate;, neither does he say that he was about to institute, but what? I am 
about to fulfil_ Before I abolish the law, it behoves me to fulfil it in all its parts. His own declaration is, 
think not that I am come to destroy but to fulfil __The question now arises what did the law require him 
to fulfil? It required him to be circumcised, the 8th day- to go up to Jerusalem yearly to keep the feast 
of tabernacles- and the feast of the Passover – All these points of the law he did fulfil- As he performed 
the office of a Priest, the law also required that he should be consecrated to that office at the age of 30 
years_ But if his baptism was not intended to fulfil this part of the law, he never did fulfil it__ The Priest 
under the law, entered upon their office at the age of 30 years, and that was also the age of our Lord 
when he was baptized, as you may learn from reading the 23rd of the 3rd Chapter of Luke__ 
It is evident from what we leave said that Christ was baptized as the “High Priest of our profession”. It 
follows also that this “art of righteousness” must have been fulfilled according to the law, which he was 
about to fulfil. To ascertain the manner permitted in the law I refer you to the 8th chap: of Numbers, 5th 
.6. & 7th verses__ “And the Lord spoke unto Moses, saying take the Levites from among the Children of 
Israel and cleanse them; and then shalt thou do unto them to cleanse them- Sprinkle Water of purifying 
upon them”__  If then Christ did fulfil the righteousness of the law perfectly, then the water 
was sprinkled upon him in his baptism. If he was immersed, the law was not properly fulfill’d- the 
conclusion I think is irresistible. 

 3. We shall now notice the case of Philip & the Eunuch__ By those who believe that immersion is 
the only mode of baptism, the case of Philip & the Eunuch is considered as conclusive. We would 
observe, that all that can be gathered from this circumstance we are compell’d to infer; for there is 
nothing stated in reference to the manner in which Philip baptized the eunuch. Now I am perfectly 
satisfied in my own mind that Philip baptized the eunuch by sprinkling or pouring__Those who differ 
with me infer that he did not, and that he was immersed, because the scripture says (Act 8c (38.3g vs:) 
“And they went down both into the water, both Philip and the Eunuch, and he baptized him (not 
immersed him) He baptized him” __This is relied upon as decisive proof. If so it proves too much; for 
nothing is said of the eunuch, that is not said of Philip. “They wents down both into the water,”  & so 
Philip must have been immersed himself as well as the eunuch__ Now an argument that proves too 
much, does not prove anything __ The preposition into upon which all is relied in this case, decides 
nothing at all on the subject as has been shown a thousand times.  



You all ought to know that the scriptures were not written in the English language. The New Testament 
was written in Greek. In the Greek language, the same word which is here translated into means to, at, 
near, or by. If they had gone down to the water, the same word would have been used. To show you 
that this preposition is of variable import, I will mention one or two cases 2 Kings VI. 4. “The sons 
of Jordan the prophets came to Jordan to cut wood.” They did not we suppose, go into the water to 
perform that work. In Matt: V.1. It is said our Lord went out into a mountain_ Here the same preposition 
is used, & the same translation given. And yet there are some, who will admit that into here 
means to, but when they come to this baptism of the Eunuch, they insist upon it, that into must 
mean under the water. Is it not clear, to everyone, that this argument is false and inconclusive, and will 
not hear a comparison with other parts of the scriptures. 
 It is very certain that into does sometimes mean to shut in, or enclose.  For instance, “the 
wicked shall he turn into hell.”  & David was cast into the lion’s den__ Here the nature of the case 
determines the meaning, but when into is applied to baptism, the case does not require it to mean shut 
in or enclose, no more than it means to enclose when our Lord went up into the mountain, and Zaceus 
climbed up into a sycamore treee. 
 From a variety of scriptures then which determines the word baptize to mean pouring. And as 
our Lord baptized with the Holy Ghost by pouring. And as our Lord was sprinkled- and as John 
baptized with water, it is my opinion that Philip took the eunuch down to the stream or spring, for it 
does not say which it was__ The eunuch said “All here is water”  __They went down from the Chariot to 
it, and when they got to the water, we have abundant reason to believe that Philip baptised the 
eunuch just “with water,” just like John baptized his disciples_______________ 
 But we can put this case in stronger light still___ Those who are acquainted with the 
circumstances, which gave rise to the baptism of the eunuch, know very well that when Philip joined 
himself to his Chariot, that he was reading the book of the prophet Isaiah, & the place of the scripture 
which he read was this- “He was led as a sheep to the slaughter; and like a lamb dumb before his 
shearer, so he opened not his mouth___ 
Now if you will refer back to the prophet Isaiah, to the subject which he was then wading, you will find 
that in a few verses before the passage which is mentioned, that Isaiah prophesies  of one who shall 
“shrink many nations.” The eunuch asked Philip what these things meant, if the prophet referred to 
himself, or to some other man_Then Philip opened his mouth & began at the same scripture, & 
preached unto him Jesus. Now what explanation do you suppose Philip gave him, of that passage which 
he had just read, which says__ “So shall he sprinkle many nations.” Do you think that he could have 
convinced the Eunuch that this passage meant to immerse many nations? It appears that Philip had 
been instructing him on Baptism from the scripture which he had been reading, for it says, they came 
unto a certain water; & the eunuch said “see here is water, what dost hinder me from being baptized?” 
Now if he instructed him from the scripture, which says, “he shall sprinkle many nations,” and if he 
desired baptism from this instruction, doubtless he must have been baptized by sprinkling or pouring. 
This is a circumstance in the baptism of the Eunuch seldom noticed__ And altho’ the Baptism of the 
Eunuch is relied upon as almost positive evidence for immersion, yet it seems to me to be entirely out of 
the question, when I look into all the circumstances of the case. And on the other hand, from the very 
scripture which he read, there is very strong evidence in favor of sprinkling or pouring. 



 4__We shall now notice the next and the last work for baptism by immersion__ Rom: VI. 3 & 4 
verses (read the scripture). It is thought by many that the Apostle here alludes to the mode of baptism; 
but before this can be done, stated as a fact, it is necessary to bring in the next verses which depend 
upon the foregoing “For [says the apostle] if we have been planted together [still by baptism] in the 
likeness of his death we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection: knowing this that our old man 
is crucified with him, that the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin. 
For he that is dead is free form sin__        Why then do advocates for immersion go forward to these 
verses so inseparably connected with those they are so ready to quote, & show as a resemblance, not 
only between baptism by immersion & being buried with Christ; but also between immersion & being 
“planted with Christ.”  
 The Apostle also speaks of our being crucified with Christ by baptism. Why do they not show us 
how immersion in water resembles the nailing of a body to a cross? I suppose this does not suit their 
purpose__ 
Now before you can understand what a man means on a subject, you must include all that he says; for if 
you separate things in this manner, & give only a part, & leave out the balanced, you may prove 
anything you please__ I can prove by the bible, that there is no God, & almost any thing that my 
imagination can invent by taking detached passages of scripture; and thus the word of God wd. Speak 
anything, everything, & nothing___ If then you include the whole of the apostles meaning, you cannot 
say that baptism is a figure of Christs burial, without making it a figure of his Crucifixion, and a figure of 
being planted with Christ. And you may rely upon it, that you would find it as difficult to keep up the 
figure in all these particulars, &still insist upon immersion,  as you would find it to heat ice red hot.  

Now I heard of a minister who labored to impress the idea of immersion upon his hearers, by 
paraphrasing on this scripture in the following manner: __Suppose, said he, your wife, or your friend 
were to die at a distance from home, & you were to hear that your friend or wife was carried out in the 
field, and laid upon the ground, and a little dirt or sand sprinkled upon them, and left in this condition. 
What said he would you think of such a burial? Thus, I suppose, he tried to improve impress the idea of 
immersion by working upon the sympathies of his hearers.__ I must acknowledge for one, that I should 
think very hard of such a burial;__ but I should like to ask this gentleman one question in reference to 
his idea of burying;__ How would he like to hear of the death of his friend at a distance from home, & 
that he had been buried, say 10 feet deep, and taken up again in a moment, & left in the burying ground 
without any further notice or attention__ I reckon he would dislike one as much as the other__Thus the 
argument seems to be far-fetched & trifling__I was astonished myself to hear of such logick from an 
individual who professes to be a teacher in Israel__I thought at first that I would take no kind of notice 
of this argument in this discussion, for it appears to me that every man of intelligence whither he is a 
baptist or not, would see its inconsistency at once; but I have mentioned it merely to throw off 
difficulties from the mind of the most uninformed part of the congregation. 
 There is another thing to be considered, before baptism can be considered a figure of burial 
service__The rite of burial is very different in different centuries & ages. The Greeks and Romans buried 
their dead bodies & laid up the ashes in urns. The Antient Egyptians embalmed them, & deposited them 
in buildings prepared for the purpose__ The Antient Jews hewed sepulchers in the solid rock, & this was 
the manner of our Lord’s burial. He never was laid beneath the surface of the earth__ The Hindus burn 
their dead bodies, & if they can, throw the ashes in the Ganges.    Now if burial service is a figure of the 



mode of baptism, what mode is it? It is true we bury our dead beneath the ground, but this is not the 
case in all countries, & this was not the manner in which our Lord was buried. It is very easy to say, that 
burying will suggest entirely different ideas to different people. 
 
   



Mark the prophecies dictated by the spirit (isa:52_15) “so shall he sprinkle many nations” _____ 
Ex:36_25. “Then will I sprinkle clean water upon you, & ye shall be clean_  ___ Joel 2.28.  It is said “ I 
will pour out my spirit upon all flesh”___ 
 Now let us examine how this witness bears testimony in the New Testament. 
(1 ch: Acts 3_8)- (read the scripture) _____________________________________________________ 
_I also refer you to II.33v. ____________________________________ 
Again: when Peter preached to the gentiles, “While he shake the Holy Ghost fell on all them that hear 
the word” __ 
From these quotations, is there not an established and inflexible analogy, between baptism with water 
and baptism with the spirit__  And is not the baptism of the spirit beyond all doubt administered 
by pouring?  Is not the fact of purification testified according to the declaration,  “I will sprinkle clean 
water upon you” __ and cleanse you from all your idols” ___ 
2.  Having ascertained the witness of the spirit, let us now ascertain the testimony of the water __ 
The term water is often used in a figurative sense, & signifies the pure doctrines of the gospel_  In this 
sense we understand Moses (Deut:32_2_3) (read the scripture)_____________________________ 
Paul speaks in the same style (1Cor:3_6v) “I have planted, Apollos watered, but God gave the increase” 
__ Moses & Paul were taught by the same Master who said to Nicodemus, “except a man be born 
of water & of the spirit he cannot enter into the kingdom of God__  “Water here means the doctrines of 
the gospel, or word of God, which is the instrumental cause of regeneration__ Hence it is said by St. 
Peter (1 Pet 1.23rd ) men are born again by the word of God    __ 
“And that we may be at no loss as to the mode of this spiritual operation of the doctrines of the gospel 
represented under the idea of water, we are exhorted by St. Paul in the X of Heb: 22v_  in the following 
words “Let us draw near with a true heart, in full assurance of faith, having our hearts sprinkled from an 
evil conscience & our bodies washed with pure water” __  remember, Christ died gave himself for the 
church that he might cleanse it with the washing of water____  Now is it not reasonable to suppose, 
that this cleansing would commence on the ministry, and that the external sign wd. resemble, the thing 
signified__ the “heart sprinkled from an evil conscience”? Accordingly we find that this washing with 
water did commence on the ministry, which we find recorded in Num: 8 ch:6-7 vs.  “Take the Levites 
from among the children of Israel, and cleanse them; and thus shalt thou do unto them to cleanse 
them; sprinkle water of purifying upon them” ___  Other persons & things were also cleansed 
by sprinkling, Num:19 ch: 17.18 v: “A clean person shall take hyssop and dip it in the water, and sprinkle 
it upon the tent, & upon all the vessels, & upon the person”__ 
This leads us to understand the practice of the Jews as related by St. Mark VII.4 v.  “And when they came 
from the market, except they wash (or baptize) they eat not___  and many other things there be which 
they have recd. To hold as the washing (or baptizing) of cups & pots, brazen vessels and of tables”___ 
Wherever we find an administrator & subjects for purification whether they be persons or things, and 
whether the term water be taken in a figurative or litte literal sense, the mode was sprinkling or pouring 
_ Take another example_  In the operation of cleansing leprous persons or houses, the priest 
shall sprinkle upon him that is to be cleansed; & the Priest shall sprinkle the house___  this cleansing 
ceremony which was performed by sprinkling you may read in the 14th chap of Leviticus_____ 
As the spirit and the water thus agree in one & their mode of application to persons & things, in the old 
& in the New Testament, let us now attend to the witness of the blood_ 



1. We shall notice the blood of the Passover__ (Ex: 12 ch:22) “Ye shall take a bunch of Hyssop, & 
dip it in the blood that is in the basin, & trike the lentil & the two side posts with the blood that 
is in the basin”__   This St. Paul informs us, was performed by sprinkling  (Heb:XI.28)” Through 
faith he (Moses) kept the Passover and the sprinkling of blood” 

2. We notice secondly by the blood of atonement__ Because of the uncleanness of the children of 
Israel, Aaron was commanded to make an atonement for the Holy place_  How?  “By sprinkling 
the blood before the mercy seat”__ (Lev: 11, ch 11.14) 
Moses also sprinkled with blood, the tabernacle, & all the vessels of the ministry, the book & all 
the people, which we will read from Heb: 9 ch:19-22 vs. ___ 

3. On this fact Paul grounds an argument respecting the blood of Christ_ (Heb: 9 ch 13 &14 vs) “for 
if the blood of bulls & of goats & the ashes of an heifer sprinkling the unclean, sanctifieth to the 
purifying of the flesh; How much more shall the blood of Christ who through the eternal spirit 
offer’d himself without spot to God:  purge your conscience from dead works”__  How was the 
conscience purged from dead works?  By sprinkling, as we read to you a while ago_ 
And Paul says again “Ye are come unto Mount Zion_  And to Jesus the mediator of the New 
Covenant and to the blood of sprinkling, that speaketh better things than that of Abel”__  thus 
you see the spirit, the water & the blood agree in one fact; - purification, & one mode of 
testifying to that fact, - sprinkling or pouring   _________________ 
The spirit and the water, & the blood, agree in one ____ This text reproves those who seem all 
for the spirit _  They hold the blood in little estimation, & reject the water altogether_  With 
them it seems a light matter to cast out from the Church of God one of his witnesses in earth_  
At this we are surprised & grieved; for none can reject the testimony of God, without incurring 
guilt, & exposing themselves to danger__ 
Christ has commanded his ministers to teach all nations baptizing them in the name of the 
father, & of the Son, & of Holy ghost.  This baptizing was to be with water, for it was the 
prerogative of Christ himself to baptize with the Holy Ghost; and at the house of Cornelius, 
Peter said, “Can any man forbid water, that these should not be baptized, which have rec.d. the 
Holy Ghost as well as we” ____ 
Now the Quakers have nothing to do with water baptism; they say there is but one baptism, and 
this they say is the baptism of the Holy ghost; but in this respect we believe they are in great 
error__  Water baptism is intended to represent the baptism of the Holy Ghost, and should not 
be neglected by any who desire to fulfil all the commands of God __ But although we condemn 
the Quakers for rejecting water baptism, yet if they are satisfied with the baptism of the spirit 
only, and will give us good evidence of piety, we will give them the right hand of fellowship, we 
would cordially invite them to our communion.  The spirit & the water & the blood agree in 
one___  This text reproves those also who are all for the water! 
A man may be born again of water & of the spirit; he may by the blood of Christ have his 
heart  sprinkled from an evil conscience, & his body washed with pure water in a mode agreeing 
with the witness of the blood & the spirit;  and yet if he cannot go down into the water, & then 
go under the water, he must be banished from the communion of saints.  Can such persons 
remain insensible to our plea when we seriously enquire, “what right have they to adopt a mode 
of baptism which contradicts God’s witnesses in earth, & excludes the pious ^from in  the table 



of the Lord?  In looking at the testimony of the spirit, & the water, & the blood, I never could 
imagine how they first invented the ida of immersion 
1.  Could they derive immersion, from the baptism of the 8 souls saved by water in Noah’s ark_  

No: for it was the ungodly who were plunged in the flood, while the 8 were saved by water 
instrumentally: the like figure where unto baptism doth also now save us__  the figure then, 
or mode of baptism which now saves us, be it what it may, must forever exclude the idea of 
immersion_  The Antedeluvians were immersed in the flood, but the 8 souls were shut up in 
the Ark and borne above the water, while the clouds poured down rain upon it; the like 
figure whereunto baptism doth now save us___ 

2. Could they derive the idea of immersion from the baptism unto Moses in the cloud and in 
the sea?  Impossible.  Pharaoh & his host were overwhelmed in the flood but Israel passed 
over on dry ground and were baptized with a shower_ (read 1&2nd verses 1 Cor compared 
with 77Ps:15.16.17)___  But says the objector several learned men say, that the Israelites 
were immersed with the cloud_  Learning it is true is a great blessing, but if learning can 
make me believe that a company of persons can be immersed in water on dry ground, I pray 
for one to be delivered from such learning___ 

3_ Did they derive the idea of immersion from the Jewish baptisms?  It cannot be so; for they 
were performed by sprinkling  When  an administrator put water of purification upon a person 
or thing: and by washing with water when a person purified himself 
When our great High Priest was pierced for our sins there came out blood & water, not in 
quantity sufficient for immersion, but in quantity abundantly sufficient to sprinkle many nations, 
& to cleanse them from all their idols & all their pollutions_ 

4_ Do they find immersion in the meaning of the term baptism?  No_  For we read in the 
Septuagint, that the body of Nebuchanezzar was baptized with the dew of heaven_  This 
was sprinkling in the gentlest possible manner__ 
In the Greek Testament we read when they came from the market except they baptize they 
eat not; and the baptism of beds_  Baptised unto Moses in the cloud, which says the 
Psalmist poured down rain__ He shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost & with fire_  
In all these cases the word baptize must mean effusim, or it means sprinkling, or pouring, or 
it means nothing___ 
 
5_ Do they discover immersion in John’s baptism?  No:  For John baptized with water, 
analogous to baptizing with the Holy ghost______ 
John baptized Christ “To fulfil all righteousness”_  What did righteousness require_  A Priest 
was to be set apart to his office by washing with water__  What was the mode of washing?  
By 
 

 
 



I only mention these things to show how absurd it is, to undertake to keep up the analogy 
between immersion & burial service.  It is very clear from what we have said that if we insist that 
baptism is a figure of Christs burial, we are compel’d also to show that it is a figure of his life & of 
his death; for it is expressly declared that we are “baptized into Christ, & also into his death_ & by 
baptism we are planted & crucified with Christ_  Now how is it possible for you to select the burial of 
Christ as an allusion to the mode of baptism, & leave out his life & his death, when Paul expressly says 
that baptism brings us into union with all these, his life, his crucifixion & his burial_   
 Seeing this cannot be done without falling into the most palpable inconsistency, the question 
arises what is meant by this passage of scripture, which represents us as being buried with Christ by 
baptism? 
 This we shall now explain_  If we you will examine this scripture, ^again you will find that it is 
not our mortal bodies which are buried with Christ by baptism, but our old man sin_  (Read the 
scripture)_  Let me ask you now, how is possible to bury this old man sin in water_  How can you handle 
sin, so as to bury it in water_  You must see at once, that this cannot be done; and therefore this death 
& burial must be spiritual in its nature_  Our old man sin is now dead and laid aside, and 
completely buried; and this great spiritual death to sin is outwardly express’d by baptism_  As to the 
mode, there is not a word mentioned_  If we were to go about in this way, to hunt up allusions to the 
mode of baptism, we might find a great many_  The Apostle says, “we are baptized into the death of 
Christ; & the death of Christ was a crucifixion; this to reason like our baptist friends, must allude to the 
mode of baptism; which I suppose a Roman Catholic would say, is signing the baptized with the sign of 
the cross, tho’ our Baptist friends do not practice it_ 
 In this way of picking up allusions to the mode of baptism, we have a very striking one in the 
floating of Noah’s ark, when the few that were in it were saved by water. which was poured down upon 
the earth: the like figure bap where unto baptism doth now save us.  If we are seeking for figures of the 
mode of baptism, we have one given us. Much better, and much more striking, than either of these 
which we have considered, (i.e, the gift of the Holy Ghost. This is frequently call’d in the New Testament 
Baptism, and is explained by the sacred writers to mean_ “come upon”_. “To shed forth” “to fall upon”_ 
“To pour out”_ This is the baptism of the spirit; and is a much better figure for the practice of sprinkling 
or pouring, than the expression, buried with him in baptism, , is for immersion into water_ 
 We have now gone through the leading arguments in favor of immersion, and we have offered 
our objections and explanations as we have proceeded_ If those who contend for immersion cannot 
maintain this ground by John’s baptism, by our Lord’s baptism, by the baptism of the eunuch, nor by 
burial with Christ by baptism, they will admit themselves that it cannot be supported by any stronger 
arguments_ And we think that we have shown very clearly, that nothing satisfactory can be established 
from the four particulars cases which we have noticed_ And so far from their strongest arguments being 
proof in the subject, we think that they make abundantly more in favor of sprinkling or pouring_ 

1 We have considered John’s baptism, which was administered, whether in or at Jordan, “with 
water,” agreeing with the baptism of the Holy Ghost, which was to be administered by 
Christ himself_ 

2 We have considered the baptism of our Lord, who was baptized “with water” by John, not 
as an example for Christians, because he could not repent and believe in a coming Saviour, 
but that he might be consecrated to his priestly office_ This consecration was effected 
according to the law of Moses. Which directed water of purifying to be sprinkled upon the 
subjects_ 

3 We ^ have considered the case of Philip & the eunuch, upon the passage of scripture which 
the Eunuch had just read viz: “he shall sprinkle many nations’ we are persuaded that the he 
was sprinkled, & the water was poured upon him in accordance with the scripture which he 
had just read_ 



4th We have considered the burial with Christ by baptism_ Which could not mean burying in 
water, any more than being Crucified by baptism means a crucifixion in water. 

This we have shown has no reference to the mode of baptism, but to the thing signified by 
baptism, viz: a spiritual death to sin_”our old man sin is dead”_ & to impress the idea, the Apostle add, 
the expression buried with Christ, & this great invisible change is visibly expressed by baptism_ 

Here this the ground for immersion fails, and from the very ground taken by these who insist 
upon immersion, we think that we have made it appear There is abundant more evidence in favor of 
pouring or effusion_ And if we were to stop here, ‘it seems to me, that enough has been said to satisfy 
any impartial enquirer on this subject, that pouring is sprinkling, seems to be the most scriptural, the 
most reasonable, & the most expressive mode of baptism_ But the strength of our arguments in favor 
of im pouring does not stop here_ 

We shall now mention several circumstances where immersion must be left entirely out of the 
question_ 

1st The baptism of the 3,000 on the day of Pentecost_ Recollect if you please, that it was the 
third hour of the day, or nine o’clock by our time when Peter began his celebrated sermon it 
is not probable, that they could have been ready to administer baptism ^before 12 o’clock_ 
as 3000 were to be baptised by the 12 apostles (granting that every one was baptizing at the 
same time)_ this w.d give 250 persons to each administrator; & if an experience was to be 
rec.d from each individual, three minutes of time to each subject would be as little as could 
be allowed_ Will now grant, that if required only 3 minutes to give in experience, & to get 
ready to go into the water, and even ask this calculation immersion is only of the 
question_For mark you, They only had 6 hours if they commenced at 12 o’clock and 3 
minutes to each subject, to give in his experience walk down to the water, & get ready, 
would require twelve hours & a half, when at this Cod in fact they could not have had but six 
hours, if they commenced at 12 o’clock_ 

 And granting that they commenced baptising at 9 o’clock the very time they commenced 
preaching, they would have had but nine hours, when in fact it would have required 12 
hours & a half _ These considerations have convinced me that the 3,000 were baptized by 
pouring.  

 But there is another circumstance which seems to put immersion out of the question—the 
company came together composed of the strangers and foreigners as well as citizens of 
Jerusalem and its vicinity—of course they could have had no idea of what 
would happen occur; and it is not reasonable to suppose, that the 3,000 were so certain of 
being converted, as to take with them an extra suit of clothes; and to have immersed, 3,000 
persons, men and women indiscriminately without a change of clothes, would have been a 
very indelicate spectacle for their enemies, or even for their friends to behold—and what a 
droll spectacle it would have been for 3,000 persons, men and women, to have gone 
through the streets of Jerusalem, just out of the brook, with their wet clothes hanging 
around them, soaking and dripping at every step!!- This must have been the case, unless 
they all carried a suit of clothes with the expectation of getting converted—taking all the 
circumstances into consideration we are fully convinced that the 3,000 were baptized with 
water just like they had been baptized by the Holy Ghost, -by pouring— 

2.    We shall notice in the second place the baptism of St. Paul, recorded in the 9th Ch. of Acts 
the 18 v—“And immediately there fell from his eyes, as if had been scales; and he received 
sight forthwith, and arose and was baptized.”— 

 Paul had been blind, and was fasting for three days—in this exhausted and debilitated state, 
Ananias came in—Paul’s sight was restored—and instantly he arose-[he stood up] and was 
baptized; after which he took food and was strengthened_ All the circumstances here as 



well as the express words of the text, are against the opinion, that the apostle was led away 
and immersed__ 

 And for one I do not want more valid baptism, than was administer to St. Paul, as he stood, 
which must have been by sprinkling or pouring--- 

3.  We shall notice in the third place, the Baptism of the sailor and his household, recorded in 
the XVI Acts; 33v: “And he took them the same hour of the night and washed their stripes; 
and was baptized, he and all his straightaway”— 

 This baptism was performed in the night—in the prison—and immediately, forthwith, on the 
spot, after the stripes of the Apostle had been washed  
Every circumstance here furnishes a strong presumption against immersion and in favor of 
sprinkling or pouring.  
Again: when Cornelius and his friends were converted to God and had received the Holy 
Ghost, mark you what Peter said, (Acts X. 47v) “Can any man forbid water, that these should 
but be baptized as well as we.” Which have we? the Holy Ghost, as well as me”-----  
Take notice if you please—he does not say can any man forbid us going to the water, but 
can any man forbid water—The same as if he had said, can any man forbid water to be 
brought, that these may be baptized_ This is the plainest and easiest interpretation that can 
be given to Peter’s words___ 

Once more: ___ 1 John V. 8v. it is thus written “There are three that bear witness in earth, the spirit, and 
the water, and the blood; and these three agree in one”—these three witnesses agree in one fact-
 purification, and one mode of testifying to that fact, viz: sprinkling or pouring--- 

Now if we look over the history of redemption, we shall find, that the manner in which each of 
these witnesses has borne their testimony has been by sprinkling or pouring— 

1st. Let us examine the testimony of the Spirit _ “Behold (says Solomon) I will pour out my 
spirit unto you”—Again I will pour upon the House of David the spirit of grace____ 



Sprinkling the water upon the subjects. 

If John immersed Christ he was so far from fulfilling all righteousness”, that he was evidently a 
transgressor of the law of God, by making the testimony of the water differ from the testimony of the 
blood & spirit_  From this conclusion there is no escape_  John either baptized with water in the mode of 
aspersion, or he contradicted the three that bear witness in the earth__ 
We have now given our scripture evidence in favor of our practice, respecting the mode of baptism: and 
doubtless you ^have will perceived that we are not with scripture warrant, that we are not without Bible 
ground, that we are not without “thus saith the Lord.” 
 I have understood that some should say, that they had as li(?) have their great too baptized, as 
to be baptized by pouring or sprinkling__  In reply I have to say that I should be unwilling to trifle with 
Holy things with such course expressions 
Our view of baptism can be maintained by the word of god, by the scriptures, without being compell’d 
to make such an unhappy resort, & without employing such vulgar terms_ 
We appeal to reason; we appeal to the word of God, & men of sense will enviegh our arguments as 
drawn from such authority__ 
 Having given our scriptural arguments, there are several strong prescriptions, founded in 
reason, which conclude against immersion, & awake in corroborate the view which we have given in 
favor of sprinkling or pouring ___ 

1.  If the Almighty had intended that immersion should be the only allowable mode of baptism, 
Christ wd. Certainly have specified this fact when he instituted the ordinance, But this we know 
he did not do__ “Go said he teach all nations baptizing them” .  If there was any evidence, that 
we should be baptized by immersion only, we ought to submit without a murmur__  But there is 
no such evidence.  We have gone over the whole ground & find no evidence from the 
word baptize. Which is often used for sprinkling or pouring, but no where clearly for immersion? 

2. _ If immersion is the only mode of Baptism, under many circumstances it could not 
be performed administered_  Even in our own mild climate temperate climate, it is found very 
inconvenient, and sometimes impossible to baptize by immersion & I believe it is very seldom 
practiced by the Baptists themselves, in the months of De: Jany: & February_ Some few persons 
may risk it in warm spells of weather in the winter, but they are comparatively few, and as far as 
my own knowledge extends, I have never known, nor heard of a person who was baptized in the 
winter, though I have no doubt it has been the case in warm spells of weather.  But all must 
admit, that immersion in water in the winter season, is a “Yoke of bondage”  & Ch & contradicts 
the declaration of our savior, when he said, that his “yoke was easy, & his burden is light” 
We find this difficulty in our own climate; but go if you please 50 degrees towards the North or 
South pole, where the inhabitants for many months together, are obliged to retire into the earth 
to preserve their lives from cold, & you will find that baptism by immersion would be entirely 
impracticable_ 

3. If immersion is the only mode of baptism in many cases it would endanger health and in others 
life itself, and fatal effects do sometimes occur___  A  lady in North Carolina, in feeble health 
was carried down into the water to be immersed, and the consequence was she was carried 
home a corpse- (for the truth of this statement, I can give you Chapter & verse) __ It sometimes 



happens that aged & infirm, & sick people experience religion, & wish to perform a long 
neglected duty, viz:  become members of the church, & receive the Lord’s supper before they 
die; which could be done very conveniently except upon the supposition that immersion is the 
only mode of baptism_  I am acquainted with a lady who has been waiting a long time to get 
well enough to be baptized by immersion, & this probability is she never will get recover her 
health sufficiently to go down be plunged in the water___ 

4. It is very improbable that a wise & good God would enjoin such a mode of Baptism, calculated to 
shock the physical & mental powers, producing shivering, trembling, & sobbing, which has the 
effect to distract the thoughts, & unfit mind for a collected performance of solemn act of 
devotion___ 
(?) never seen a lady go into the water who did not appear to be awfully alarmed at the idea of 
being for the first time in her life plunged under the water;  consequently they are unprepared 
to perform this solemn act without distraction of mind_ 

5.  “The religion of Christ (as Mr. Watson observes) is in all things scrupulously delicate  It will not 
even suffer a woman to pray in publick with her head uncovered; how then can it be thought to 
enjoin a practice in which she must appear under all imaginable disadvantages__ In (?) after 
age, when immersion came into fashion, baptisteries, & rooms for women & changes of 
garments , & other auxiliaries to this practice, came into use, because they were found 
necessary to decency; but then could be no such convenience in the first instance; & accordingly 
we read of none_  Even in our own modest times, though a lady should have a dress suited to 
the circumstances, yet when she comes up out of the water, what fears must haunt her mind, 
lest any thing about (?) dress should be out of place, which might cause unbelievers & scoffers 
to mock or rejoice ___ 

6. __In addition to all this, the practice of walking into a river or pond, where the water itself is 
filthy, being the receptacle of every unclean thing, & the bathing place of cattle, and creeping 
things of every kind, stirring up the mind from the bottom; which instead of purifying the 
unclean, makes those who go clean every whit”, appear more (?) objects of grief than members 
of that kingdom which is “righteousness & peace, & joy in the Holy ghost: their  & peace, & joy 
in the Holy Ghost:  their hair disheveled, their garments defiled & dripping, you are constrained 
to cast a mantle over them as quickly as possible , to hide them from the publick gaze,”  lest the 
daughters of the Phillistines (so to speak) should rejoice_  Is all this commendable in “women 
professing godliness” __  Surely prudence, & propriety, delicacy & decency, if they had a voice & 
could speak would answer, NO!___ 
I must acknowledge, with my present view of the scriptures, I always feel sorry & unpleasant, 
when I see a lady go walk down into the water for the purpose of being immersed.  Now if the 
heart was made any better by the application of water in any form, the case would be different; 
but it is very certain that the heart is not touched by the use of water; it can never touch the 
pollutions of the soul.  Unless you realize the baptismal influence of the Holy Ghost, & feel the 
love of God shed abroad in your hearts, you never (?) dwell with the pure society__ “B(?) 
Are the pure in heart, for they shall see God.”  You may be baptized by sprinkling, pouring, or 
immersion. Yet unless your heart is made pure, by the sanctifying influence of the Holy Ghost, 
your religion will be nothing worth when you ^come to ^be examined at the bar of God.  The 



purity of our hearts is figuratively expressed by the application of water, and this says the 
Apostle should be “clean water”  __  and there is a degree of beauty, and decency, and religious 
solemnity in pouring out water baptizing persons “with water” which never can attend the 
practice of baptizing them in water.   They come forward in the presence of the congregation, in 
the church, where every other religious act can be performed, and make their open vows to 
God, after which the minister in the name of the Father, & the Son, & of the Holy Ghost, pours 
(?) water upon the individual in token of a clean heart, which has been wrought by the 
outpouring of the Holy Spirit_  We have now gone through this discussion.  May the Spirit of 
God direct us to the knowledge of the truth_ 
 
We calculate that much will be said in reference to our remarks on this occasion_  By some we 
expect that our effort will be considered a total failure.  If it be a failure, it is certainly unwise to 
get offended at our weakness And here I would say to those who call themselves Methodists, 
hold fast the profession of your faith without wavering, and be not carried about with every kind 
of doctrine.  I have seen some professors of religion in my life who wd. Get alarmed 
whenever an individual a persons would tell them they were wrong going wrong, &  I have never 
known such persons to prosper in religion; they are too easily driven from their ground, & 
carried to (?) every insinuation_ When a (?) ^ or woman becomes a member of our church we 
like to see them maintain a Christians firmness which remains unmoved amidst every contrary 
opinion that may float around them.  Such persons are always more respected for their Christian 
conduct, enjoy more of the vitality of religion, and die with a better hope of a blissful 
immortality.  And if you should be assailed by those who hold contrary opinions, your reply 
should be, if you are satisfied, they need not be dissatisfied, and trouble themselves 



With that which concerns you alone.  Recollect your feet are upon a bridge which has carried thousands 
over the cold stream of Jordan and landed them on the golden bank of the heavenly world.  While 
acclamations of joy have filled the heavenly arches by those who had long before passed over (the 
same?) bridgeway__ 
Rejoice to say that God has never said to us yet, that we were wrong, but he has crowned our efforts 
with victory after victory; our banner is still waving from Main to the Florida’s from the St. Mary’s in the 
cast to the Rocky mountains in the west; the ark of the Lord is going before us with shouts of glorious 
triumph_  Our march is onward, & volunteers are flowing in every day, and the best of all is as Mr. 
Wesley said when he was about to die “the Lord is with us”_  And if we can keep cold & dull formality 
out of the church, God will still be with us.  But if ever the church gets proud, and cold, and formal, 
farewell to pure religion___ 
Whenever members of our church can settle down in a state of cold formality, they are in the most 
dangerous condition in which they can  xx  be placed:  They have just the kind of religion that the 
De(smudge) have them to possess_ Jus enough to make them easy on the subject, just enough to 
silence the clamors of conscience, while they are destitute of living faith, with a name to live, while they 
know nothing of the life & power of godliness__  such persons, if there be such I our church, are I a 
more dangerous condition then when out  they were out breaking sinners:  For when they knew they 
were sinners, the mind would occasionally make up, & become alarmed,; but if the Devil can get a man 
or woman to become easy in the church, and flatter themselves, that they have religion enough, they 
are then in their in the most lamentable state on the subject of religion in which they can be placed in 
the present world; and the enemy of souls has flattered them in the cradle of dull formality, until he has 
rocked them over in the pit of eternal night__  O God save the (church?) from formal religion_  (?) 
known person sometimes to grow cold in religion, neglect the means of grace, finally become 
dissatisfied & leave the church, give in their experience, & try the water_  such persons generally, want 
more internal heat; they are in more need of grace than water_  As far as my observation lay extended, 
the church has never suffered any loss by such expressions__ While the heart is warm with the love of 
god, persons love the bosom of the church; but when they begin to loose their first love, the enemy is 
always ready to point out some other course which he knows will be an injury to the interest of the soul. 
(?) have heard of persons who would use every effort to keep prevent their friends persons  from joining 
the Methodist church Such persons generally, have more heat party zeal, than they have religion; & 
their advice is very unsafe__ Persons will sometimes try to prejudice the minds of young converts, 
& keep prevent their joining that church where God has converted their souls, and where (?) –ter 
judgment tells them they (?) more xx religious privileges_  Their minds in this way have been disturbed 
& perplexed, xxx their feelings have been wounded, & some no doubt have lost their religion_  Can such 
persons believe that God will approbate such conduct__ What said our Saviour on this subject, 
“Whoseover shall offend one of these little ones which believe in me, it were better for him that a 
millstone were hanged about his neck, and that he were drowned in the depths of the sea.  Young 
converts should be let alone on this subject to choose for themselves_   and when individuals try to 
warp their minds & influence them contrary to their wishes, they injure their own souls, and those they 
wish to carry with them__  Every (?) in religion should be done with (?) single to the glory of god, & 
(?poral) salvation of the soul__  And persons should always join the church where in their opinion they 
can enjoy most religion__ and if this is not the ruling principle God will  disapprobate the act, & in my 



opinion they will never prosper in religion__  Even parents have not a night to dictate to their children in 
this matter__  children should obey their parents in the Lord in temporal affairs, but in the subject of 
religion they must be left untrammeled__ Let every individual be fully persuaded in his own mind; for 
whatsoever is not of faith is sin_  Recollect that every individual must answer for himself at the bar of 
God__  If parents could answer at the bar of God for their children then they wd.  be free to dictate; but 
this they know they cannot do__ A (?) –pose the child is condemned (?) bar of God, for giving up his own 
faith, and following the directions of their parents, contrary to their own wishes; How bad such unkind 
parents would feel__ It is true, it is very desirable to have our children & our friends in the same church 
with us; yet it is much more desirable to see them growing in grace & finally crowned in heaven_  And if 
they think that they can enjoy more religion in a church different from yours, O think of their eternal 
salvation, & don’t throw impediments in their way to heaven_  Let us become more zealous to get souls 
converted, & get them to heaven afterwards, than to make proselytes to our party. 
We are now about to close our remarks_  “Live in peace & the (?) of peace shall be with you”. (?) God_  
Save the brotherhood__  (?) in the practice of prayers & you will be happy while you live, and finally the 
sun of your life will go down in a clear sky to rise the golden blaze of the new Jerusalem__ May the of 
the church great Head of the church grant this to be our happy lot! 
   James A Riddick 
   Mecklenburg Sept: 24 1834 
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