“Then Peter said unto them, Repent, and be baptised every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.” Acts 2:38
Acts 2:38 
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We had four baptisms last year, so in this edition of the Occasional Notes I feel I should set out my reasons for believing that baptism is for believers and that the mode of baptism is by immersion and not by sprinkling or pouring. I am embarking on this exercise with some trepidation because I have great respect and love for many who hold to paedobaptism (the baptism of babies) by sprinkling and or pouring. 
[image: A close-up of a person wearing glasses

Description automatically generated]Indeed, we hold them in such high esteem here at Strangers Rest that we have made provision for paedobaptists to become members and even to have a minority of elders holding to paedobaptism. I was influenced to adopt this position many years ago when I heard a recording by the late Dennis Clarke who referred to Galatians  6:15:-  “For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision availeth anything, nor uncircumcision, but a new creature.” His point was that if circumcision does not affect a person’s standing in Christ, which it doesn’t, then neither does the nature and mode of baptism. That doesn’t mean that there is not a correct way to understand baptism, nor does it mean that we shouldn’t contend for it, but it does set the boundaries of our contention. We should seek to remain in fellowship with one another and recognise each other’s genuine faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. We follow godly men, just so far as they follow the Lord Jesus Christ, but no further. If that applied to Paul (who wrote in 1 Corinthians 11:1:- Be ye followers of me, even as I also am of Christ), how much more does that apply to even the most godly men of recent centuries.
[image: A close-up of a person

Description automatically generated]James Haldane, who wrote a commentary on Galatians and  began his ministry as a Church of Scotland Minister but later, along with his brother, Alexander, became persuaded that baptism was for believers only, wrote this in a letter, alluding to his commentary on Galatians. In this letter he had set out his views on baptism in relation to Galatians 3:27 (For as many of you as have been baptised into Christ have put on Christ): “When I was baptised, nearly fifty years ago, I was convinced that it was the will of God, but I see its importance far more now than I did then. It is not with me a party matter. I would prefer associating with a Church of England man or a Presbyterian who was spiritual and humble, then with a Baptist who was lifted up with a conceit that he was something. I would not give up the benefit I have received from right views of baptism in regard to the Gospel for any consideration.”[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Alexander Haldane. Memoirs of the Lives of Robert Haldane of Airthrey and of His Brother James Alexander (Kindle Locations 11254-11257). Humilton, Adams and Company. Kindle Edition.
] 

I was also heartened to read the following in the biography of Alexander Carson (1776-1849) at the beginning of his book on Baptism:
[image: Carson, Alexander - Grace Quotes]“The church at Tubbermore became Baptist by degrees. Some of the members were baptised before the pastor. Owing, probably, in part to this circumstance, they have never regarded an obedience to this ordinance as an indispensable condition of admission to the Lord’s Supper. Indeed, they have carried the principle of open communion to the utmost extent, by receiving members into their body simply upon evidence of their conversion, with but little inquiry whether they agreed with them on the subject of Baptism, expecting that whenever they became convinced of their duty to be immersed, they would attend to it.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Carson, Alexander. Baptism: Its Mode and Subjects - Counted Faithful. Kindle Edition.] 

[image: A person with a long beard

Description automatically generated]Finally, John Calvin, perhaps surprisingly, was conciliatory on the issue as between baptism by sprinkling and baptism by immersion when he wrote in his commentary on Acts 8:38 ( And he commanded the chariot to stand still: and they went down both into the water, both Philip and the eunuch; and he baptized him):- “But we ought not to stand so much about such a small   difference of a ceremony, that we should therefore divide the Church, or trouble the same with brawls. We ought rather to fight even an hundred times to death for the ceremony itself of baptism, inasmuch as it was delivered us by Christ that that we should suffer the same to be taken from us.”[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Calvin, John. The Complete Biblical Commentary Collection of John Calvin (Kindle Locations 423864-423866).  . Kindle Edition.] 

My Own Baptism
[image: Celebrating: Jackie Pullinger of Hong Kong – Ishshah's Story]I thought that a good starting point on this subject would be my own baptism which took place in August 1984. I had been a Christian for six months before I was baptised. I was visiting the work pioneered by an English Missionary called Jackie Pullinger in the Walled City in Kowloon, Hong Kong. She was baptising a group of converted drug addicts,and I decided that I wanted to be baptised as well.I had been baptised as a baby by my parents in the Church of England. My parents, at that time, would not have considered themselves born again believers. My conclusion was that my baptism had not helped me towards saving faith,and it seemed to me that the Bible clearly taught that a person should only be baptised after they had believed. I remember the evening before my baptism that we were all encouraged to read Romans 6:3-5:
“Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptised into Jesus Christ were baptised into his death?  (4)  Therefore, we are buried with him by baptism into death: that like as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in newness of life.  (5)  For if we have been planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection…”
Now, plainly, being baptised into Jesus Christ is not itself water baptism because that would make salvation a work by us (namely getting baptised) but instead water baptism is an illustration of what takes place at conversion. 
When I went under the water in the South China Sea, I remember thinking this is what it will be like to be in my grave. It was an impression that has remained with me ever since. When I came out of the water it was as if I was coming out of my grave in the newness of life that Christ had given me. I acknowledge that I was baptised by a woman which I would not now accept, but it seems to me that the instrument is not important. It was no consequence to Paul who he had baptised (1 Corinthians 1:15-16),and I suggest it should be no consequence to us who baptised us provided it was otherwise a biblical baptism.
[image: Vincent van Gogh - The Raising of Lazarus (after Rembrandt) - Van Gogh  Museum]The illustration of baptism perfectly matches the raising of Lazarus from the dead (John 11). He had been in the grave four days and so his body had begun to decompose, but when the Lord Jesus cried with a loud voice, Lazarus, come forth, Lazarus came out of the grave fully restored to new life. This is the Christian’s experience as described by Paul in Ephesians 2:1:  “And you hath he quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins”.Vincent Van Gogh

It has been pointed out by our brothers who support the baptism of infants, that the passage in Romans that I have cited is not about water baptism. It is obviously true that water baptism does not insert you into Christ. This, as we see from the example of Lazarus, is the work of Christ, by His Spirit. Nevertheless, baptism demonstrates what happens at conversion. This is how Robert Haldane (who, as I have already mentioned, also became a convinced credo-baptist along with his brother, James) stated it:
[image: Robert Haldane]“In the verse before us, the Apostle proves that Christians are dead to sin, because they died with Christ. The rite of baptism exhibits Christians as dying, as buried, and as risen with Christ. Know ye not. — He refers to what he is now declaring as a thing well known to those whom he addresses. Baptised into Jesus Christ. — By faith believers are made one with Christ: they become members of His body. This oneness is represented emblematically by baptism. Baptised into His death.”[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Haldane, Robert. Haldane's Verse Exposition Of Romans: The Expansive Commentary Collection (p. 270).] 

Those who argue for paedobaptism by sprinkling or pouring contend that this passage, together with Colossians 2:12 (buried with him in baptism) and Galatians 3:27 (For as many of you as have been baptised into Christ have put on Christ) are not evidence that baptism is by immersion. Yet if baptism is meant to represent burial as Romans 6:3-4 and Colossians 2:12 suggest then this can only be represented by immersion (as opposed to pouring or sprinkling). As the 17th Century Baptist, John Norcott (1649-1723), remarked, the proper mode must be immersion, since “we do not reckon a man buried, when a little earth is sprinkled on his face; but he is buried when covered.”[footnoteRef:6] [6:  John Norcott, Baptism Discovered (1676)] 

Some have suggested that baptism does not represent burial in the ground because at that time tombs were used which were above ground. However, there are plenty of passages that indicate that burial was generally under the ground and therefore that baptism by immersion is the correct picture of burial:
1. Genesis 35:8:- “But Deborah Rebekah's nurse died, and she was buried beneath Bethel under an oak: and the name of it was called Allonbachuth.”
2. 2 Kings 23:6:- “And he brought out the grove from the house of the LORD, without Jerusalem, unto the brook Kidron, and burned it at the brook Kidron, and stamped it small to powder, and cast the powder thereof upon the graves of the children of the people.”
3. Jeremiah 26:23:- “And they fetched forth Urijah out of Egypt, and brought him unto Jehoiakim the king; who slew him with the sword, and cast his dead body into the graves of the common people.”
4. Matthew 27:7:- “And they took counsel, and bought with them the potter's field, to bury strangers in”. 
We do not know whether the rich man’s tomb into which the Lord Jesus was laid was above or below ground but we do know that his body was buried (1 Corinthians 15:4). The Greek word for buried is θάπτω (thaptō) which means to celebrate funeral rites, that is, inter:  bury.  The fact is that his body was covered over so that no one could enter his tomb. One has to remember of course that some baptismal tanks are above ground rather than in the ground (like our own!).
Meaning of Greek word for Baptism
A fundamental point for our enquiry on baptism must surely be the meaning of the Greek Word baptiso which comes from the root word bapto which is translated “dip” in the three instances that it is used in the New Testament:
1. Luke 16:24:-  “And he cried and said, Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send Lazarus, that he may dip the tip of his finger in water, and cool my tongue; for I am tormented in this flame.”
2. John 13:26:-  “Jesus answered, He it is, to whom I shall give a sop, when I have dipped it. And when he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon.”
3. Revelation 19:13:-  “And he was clothed with a vesture dipped in blood: and his name is called The Word of God.”
Strong’s Concordance defines the word Bapto  as follows: 
[image: Strong's Exhaustive Concordance to the Bible] “A primary verb; to whelm, that is, cover wholly with a fluid; in the New Testament only in a qualified or specific sense, that is, (literally) to moisten (a part of one’s person), or (by implication) to stain (as with dye): - dip.”
It is interesting to note then that the root word, Bapto, is never used to denote baptism in the Bible. Its primary meaning is to dip but it has a secondary meaning “to dye”.
The derivative of bapto is the word baptiso which is used 80 times in the New Testament and is defined in Strong’s concordance as:- “to make whelmed (that is, fully wet); used only (in the New Testament) of ceremonial ablution, especially (technically) of the ordinance of Christian baptism: - baptist, baptize, wash.” 
Unlike the root word, bapto, the derivative, baptiso only ever means to dip and never to dye. In other words, it has no secondary meaning.
According to John Northcott, the Dutch translation of Baptiso is “dip”. Thus,John the Baptist is described as John the Dipper (John 3:23) and John 3:23, the Dutch version reads, “John was dipping in Aenon, because there was much water”. John Northcott made the obvious point of asking “What need much water were it not for dipping?”
Use of Baptiso and Baptismos in NT
In 78 out of 80 occasions the word “baptiso” is translated baptise/ baptised/ baptiseth/                                                                                                         baptising/ Baptist in the KJV. In Mark 7:4 and Luke 11:38 the word is translated wash:- 
1. Mark 7:4  “And when they come from the market, except they wash, they eat not. And many other things there be, which they have received to hold, as the washing of cups, and pots, brasen vessels, and of tables.”
2. Luke 11:38  “And when the Pharisee saw it, he marvelled that he had not first washed before dinner.”
The derivative of Baptiso is Baptismos meaning ablution, baptism or washing and is used seven times:
1. Mark 7:4 (above) 
2. Mark 7:8 “For laying aside the commandment of God, ye hold the tradition of men, as the washing of pots and cups: and many other such like things ye do.”
3. Hebrews 6:2  “Of the doctrine of baptisms, and of laying on of hands, and of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal judgment.”
4. Hebrews 9:10  “Which stood only in meats and drinks, and divers washings, and carnal ordinances, imposed on them until the time of reformation.”
5. Luke 16:24  “And he cried and said, Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send Lazarus, that he may dip the tip of his finger in water, and cool my tongue; for I am tormented in this flame.”
6. John 13:26  “Jesus answered, He it is, to whom I shall give a sop, when I have dipped it. And when he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon.”
7. Revelation 19:13  “And he was clothed with a vesture dipped in blood: and his name is called The Word of God.”
It has been suggested that the verses in respect of ceremonial washings do not necessarily mean that the body/objects were immersed. However, the point about washing is that whether or not the body or thing is actually immersed in water it is plainly covered in water which is the same thing. The most efficient way of covering something with water is obviously by immersion. Pouring water or sprinkling does not ensure that an object or person is covered in water whereas dipping/immersion does.
It has been further suggested by paedobaptists that the immersion of objects/people is foreign to the Old Testament which knows only sprinkling or pouring.
[image: Item Details | Theological Commons]However, in respect of washing an unclean vessel, Leviticus 11:32 (which says, “And upon whatsoever any of them, when they are dead, doth fall, it shall be unclean; whether it be any vessel of wood, or raiment, or skin, or sack, whatsoever vessel it be, wherein any work is done, it must be put in water,  and it shall be unclean until the even”) makes it clear that the object should be “put in water” which suggests that it should be submerged in water supporting the credo-baptist contention that baptism means immersion in water as opposed to sprinkling or pouring.
Furthermore Numbers 19:19 states, in respect of persons,:- “And the clean person shall sprinkle upon the unclean on the third day, and on the seventh day: and on the seventh day he shall purify himself, and wash his clothes, and bathe himself in water, and shall be clean at even.
In Numbers 8:6 we read about Moses washing Aaron and his sons with water as part of their consecration (And Moses brought Aaron and his sons, and washed them with water). This is most unlikely to have been by sprinkling and would most likely have been by dipping in water.
We should not of course forget the example of Naaman who was instructed to go and wash in the Jordan seven times (2 Kings 5:10) which plainly meant immersing himself into the Jordan.
These examples confirm that washings in the Old Testament involved the submerging of items/persons.
Use of Baptizein in Greek Literature including the Greek Old Testament (Septuagint)
The Greek words bapto and baptizo have frequently been translated as baptizein.[footnoteRef:7] [7:  https://truediscipleship.com/how-is-baptism-defined-by-greek-dictionaries-3/] 

[image: Thomas Jefferson Conant - Wikipedia]Thomas Jefferson Conant (1802-1891) was a philologist[footnoteRef:8] and translator. In 1860 he published his famous study on The Meaning and Use of Baptizein for the American Bible Union (ABU). The reason for this work dates back to 1835 when some  missionaries in Burma published, at the expense of the Society, a translation of the New Testament which rendered the Greek word baptizein and its cognates (words with the same meaning) by the English word “immerse” or its equivalent. This provoked great controversy within the ABU which was split again and again on the issue. In order to try and end the controversy, Thomas Conant prepared his study on Baptizein in which he set out the use of the word in both pagan and Christian Greek literature in order for the word to speak for itself. [8:  someone who studies the history of languages, especially by looking closely at literature.] 

Mr Conant gave 86 examples taken from Greek literature of the use of the word baptizein which is used to mean “to immerse, immerge, submerge, to dip, to plunge, to in-bathe, to whelm” in the literal physical sense. 
[image: Hellenistic Hero Showdown – Hellenistic History] His first example is from Polybius who was born 205 years before Christ, taken from History, book I, ch 51,6.In his account of the sea fight  at Drepanum between the Romans and Carthaginians, describing the advantages of the latter in their choice of a position, and in the superior structure and more skillful management of their vessels, he says: “For if any were hard pressed by the enemy, they retreated safely, on account of their fast sailing, into the open space; and then with reversed course, now sailing round and now attacking in flank the more advanced of the pursuers, while turning and embarrassed on account of the weight of the ships and the unskilfulness of the crews, they made continued assaults and SUBMERGED (BAPTISED) many of the vessels.”
Aristotle was born 384 years before Christ. He wrote “Concerning Wonderful Reports”. At page 136, speaking of what the Phoenician colonists of Gadira (on the southern coast of Spain) were reported to have seen, when sailing beyond the Pillars of Hercules (westward of the strait of Gibraltar). He wrote: “They say that the Phoenicians who inhabit the so-called Gadirea, sailing four days outside of the Pillars of Hercules with an east-wind, come to certain desert places full of rushes and sea-wee; which, when it is ebb-tide, are not IMMERSED (BAPTISED), but when it is flood-tide are overflowed.”
[image: Josephus - Wikipedia]Josephus was a well-known Jewish writer who was born 37 years after Christ. He wrote “Jewish Antiquities”. In book XV, chapter 3, 3, Describing the murder of the boy Aristobulus, who (by Herod’s command was drowned by his companions in a swimming bath, he wrote: “Continually pressing down and IMMERSING (BAPTISING) him (Aristobulus) with swimming, as if in sport, they did not desist till they had entirely suffocated him.” He gave 8 further examples from Josephus’s writing all to the same effect.
TJ Conant gave 64 examples from Greek literature of the use of baptizein being used in the tropical (typical) or figurative sense. In these examples the word baptizein means: “To plunge, to immerse, to whelm (as in ingulfing floods), in calamities, in ruin, in troubles, in cares, in poverty, in debts, in stupor, in sleep, in ignorance, in pollution, etc.
Gregory of Nazianzus was born about 330 years after Christ.
[image: January 2 - St. Gregory of Nazianzus - Nobility and Analogous Traditional  Elites]He was a 4th-century Archbishop of Constantinople and theologian. When urging his hearers to defer their baptism, till they should be burdened with more sins to be forgiven, he is recorded as saying: “Nor let us take more lading than we are able to carry; that we may not be immerged (baptised), vessel and men, and make shipwreck of the grace, losing all because we hoped for more.”
[image: John Chrysostom, Johannes Chrysostomus, c. 347 – 407, archbishop of  Constantinople Stock Photo - Alamy]Chrisostom, an eminent Greek writer in the early church, born in 347AD, wrote Discourses on Lazarus, I. 10. Recounting the several traits in the character and conduct of the rich man, which were so many aggravations of the miseries of Lazarus, he wrote: “But now, living in wickedness, and arrived at the last stage of vice, and exhibiting such inhumanity, … and passing by these things enjoying such abundance; consider how probably it was that he WHELMED (BAPTISED) the soul of the poor man as with successive waves.”
Josephus, writing in the Jewish War, Book I, ch. 27, 1 relating the occurrence that led to the mock trial and condemnation of Herod’s persecuted sons, wrote:- “This, as a final blast, OVER-WHELMED (BAPTISED) the tempest-tossed youths.” (Example 96).
[image: Saint of the day: Justin Martyr]Justin Martyr (a learned Greek writer of the Christian Church, born near the close of the first century after Christ, wrote in Dialogue with a Jew, LXXXVI, “As also us, WHELMED (BAPTISED) with most grievous sins which we have done, our Christ, by being crucified upon the tree, and by water for cleansing, redeemed and made a house of prayer and adoration.” (Example 131).
Mr Conant then went on to give seven examples from the Greek Version of the Old Testament, called the Septuagint (examples 169-175):
1. In the Version of the Seventy, which was completed as early as the middle of the second century BC 4 Kings, Ch. 5:14, (English Bible 2 Kings 5:14):- “And Naaman went down, and immersed (BAPTISED) himself in the Jordan, seven times.”
2. In the Version of Aquila, written in the first half of 2AD, Job ch. 9:31:- “Even then thou wilt plunge (BAPTISE) me in corruption.”
3. Version of Symmachus, written in the last half of 2AD, Psalm 68:3 (English Bible, Psalm 69:2):- “I am PLUNGED (BAPTISED) into bottomless depths.”
4. Version (or gloss) of an ancient writer, now unknown, Ps 9:16 (English Bible Ps 9:15, “are sunk down”):- “Are IMMERSED”.
5. Version of the Seventy, Isaiah 21:4:- “Iniquity WHELMS me.”
6. Version of the Seventy, Judith, ch.12:5-9:- “And the attendants of Holofernes brought her into the tent, and she slept until midnight. And she arose at the morning watch, and sent to Holofernes, saying: let my Lord give command, to allow thy handmaid to go forth for prayer; and Holofernes commanded the bodyguards not to hinder her. And she remained in the camp three days; and went forth by night into the valley of Behulia and IMMERSED (BAPTISED) HERSELF, in the camp at the fountain. And when she came up, she besought the Lord God of Israel to direct her way, for the raising up of the sons of his people. And entering in pure, she remained in the tent, till one brought her food at evening.”
7. The same version, Wisdom of Sirach, ch 24:27 (Apocrypha – Ecclesiasticus 34:25):- IMMERSING (BAPTISING) HIMSELF from a dead body, and touching it again, what is he profited by his bathing .”
[image: Meaning and Mode of Baptism: Amazon.co.uk: Jay E. Adams: 9780875520438:  Books][image: Jay E. Adams]Jay Adams in his booklet “The Meaning and Mode of Baptism” disputed these conclusions preferring the definition offered by James W Dale in Classic Baptism that baptism means “Whatever is capable of thoroughly changing the character, state, or condition of any object, is capable of baptising that object: and by such change of character, state or condition does, in fact baptise it.” Mr Adams claimed that baptism is a myriad-sided word, adjusting itself to the most diverse cases. However, he offered no examples to contradict Conant’s exhaustive list showing the plain use of the word BAPTIZEIN and its cognates to mean immerse in contemporary Greek literature so one is left to draw one’s own conclusions.
As we have seen, Mr Adams draws on “Classic Baptism” by James W Dale. Mr Dale believes that Baptists are wrong to conflate the words dip and immerse and believes they have separate meanings. Mr Dale argues valiantly that baptism can mean a change of state or a purification and therefore it does not always mean immersed or plunged. All I can say, without extending this paper beyond its bounds, is that I fear that the mistake being made by such men as Mr Adams is that they are using Old Testament concepts such as purification in order to define a New Testament ordinance whereas the better way is to allow the New Testament to interpret the Old and not vice versa. 
An important point to note is that there is a perfectly good Greek word to use for sprinkle and that is ῥαίνω or rhainō which is never used for baptism. A derivative of that word, rhantizo, meaning sprinkled or sprinkling, is used four times in the book of Hebrews:
1. Hebrews 9:13:- For if the blood of bulls and of goats, and the ashes of an heifer sprinkling the unclean, sanctifieth to the purifying of the flesh;
2. Hebrews 9:19:- For when Moses had spoken every precept to all the people according to the law, he took the blood of calves and of goats, with water, and scarlet wool, and hyssop, and sprinkled both the book, and all the people;
3. Hebrews 9:21:- Moreover he sprinkled with blood both the tabernacle, and all the vessels of the ministry;
4. Hebrews 10:22:- Let us draw near with a true heart in full assurance of faith, having our hearts sprinkled from an evil conscience, and our bodies washed with pure water.
Jesus’ Baptism on the Cross
In Luke 12:50, the Lord Jesus said, “I have a baptism to be baptised with; and how am I straitened till it be accomplished.” I can do no better than to quote John Northcott on this point: “When Christ suffered, he was plunged into pains. Did his sufferings lie only on his head or his forehead? No, no; there was not one part free; he was from head to foot in pain; his head was crowned with piercing thorns, his hands and feet were nailed to the Cross; and his whole person was so stretched out on the Cross that a man might have told all his bones  (Psalm 22:17). There was not one part free. Man hath sinned, body, soul and spirit, and therefore the whole Christ must suffer for sin. Christ was baptised into pain, plunged into sorrow, not any part free: this he calls Baptism. Thus one baptised is plunged under water, to show how Christ was plunged into sorrow for our sakes.”
John’s Baptism
There are also various arguments used to suggest that the Lord Jesus’s own baptism was not by immersion but could as easily have been by sprinkling or pouring.
The first question for paedobaptists is why John chose the River Jordon to baptise in if his baptism was not by immersion. As John Northcott asked rhetorically, “Would not a little water in a bason serve to sprinkle the Face?”[footnoteRef:9] [9:  John Northcott, Baptism Discovered, edited by Charles Haddon Spurgeon] 

Further, if baptism was not by immersion one wonders why John also baptised at Aenon by Salim because there was much water there. Paedobaptists point out that the Greek word for much water also means many waters implying that there were many pools there suitable for sprinkling. However, this is by no means conclusive.  If there were many pools there, then it is likely there were large pools suitable for baptism by immersion. It has also been suggested that many pools would be needed, not for immersion baptism, but instead  to water the horses and camels. However, the text does not mention the water being present for such a convenience but rather for baptism.
In any event by this time, John did not have such large crowds following him since the disciples of the Lord Jesus were baptising more people than was John (see John 3:26,30 and John 4:1).
Even John Calvin, in his commentary on John 3:23, wrote: “From   these words, we may infer that John and Christ administered baptism by plunging the whole body beneath the water; though we ought not to give   ourselves any great uneasiness about the outward rite, provided that it agrees with the spiritual truth, and with the Lord's appointment and rule.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Calvin, John. The Complete Biblical Commentary Collection of John Calvin (Kindle Locations 402134-402135).] 

It is also worthy of note that the same Greek phrase “much water” is used in Revelation 1:15, 14:2 and 19:6 to denote the Lord’s voice being as the voice of a great multitude, and as the voice of many waters. This phrase does not therefore speak of lots of little streams but of a roaring torrent with a noise such as one might find at a football stadium when one side has scored a goal or where both sides are cheering on their teams at the beginning of a match or the roaring of the sea or a great waterfall like the Niagra falls.
In Matthew 3:16 we read: “And Jesus, when he was baptised, went up straightway out of the water". If the Lord Jesus had only been sprinkled in the Jordan or had water poured on him, there would have been no need for him to go up out of the water if he had never been in the water in the first place.
In Mark 1:9, the evangelist recorded that the Lord Jesus “was baptised in Jordan”. Therefore, the Lord Jesus must have gone into the river in order to have been baptised which is consistent with immersion.
In Acts 8:38-39, Philip and the Ethiopian Eunuch both “went down into the water” where Philip baptised him. If baptism was by sprinkling there was no need to go into the water after having arrived at the water (verse 36). John Calvin’s comment on this verse was: "Here we see the rite used among the men of old time in baptism; for they put all the body into the water."[footnoteRef:11] [11:  Calvin, John. The Complete Biblical Commentary Collection of John Calvin (Kindle Locations 423862-423863).] 

The Baptism of Infants
The most contentious issue regarding baptism is whether infants should be entitled to be baptised. Paedobaptists assume an equivalence between circumcision and baptism. 
However, there are some obvious differences. First, circumcision was only to be practiced on males (Genesis 17:10 - Every man child among you shall be circumcised). This is significant because it is possible for females to be circumcised and is still practised in some cultures today.
Baptism, on the other hand, is to be undertaken by both men and women as we read in Acts 8:12 that, following Philip’s preaching in Samaria those who believed “were baptised, both men and women”. 
Another important point is that circumcision left a permanent mark on a person while baptism does not. As a baby you will have no memory of being circumcised, but you do not need to remember because the scar is with you for the rest of your life. However, if baptised as a baby you have to rely on what other people tell you and/or retain your baptism certificate which, of course, many lose. The transient nature of water baptism suggests that baptism is something to be undertaken when consciously aware of the ceremony.
The Christian, whether Jew or Gentile, is a spiritual child of Abraham and is within the promise given to Abraham that he would be the father of many nations (Romans 4:17/Genesis 17:4). However, this promise did not include all who are within the covenant of grace because it did not include Abel, Enoch, Noah, Job or “just” Lot (2 Peter 2:7), to name but a few, all of whom plainly had saving faith.
Secondly, the covenant of circumcision was only made with the natural seed of Abraham. They were plainly not all part of the covenant of grace because they included Ishmael, Esau, Eli’s “sons of Belial”, Absalom and, the most notorious of all, Judas Iscariot. As Paul wrote in Romans 2:28-29: “For he is not a Jew, which is one outwardly; neither is that circumcision, which is outward in the flesh:  (29)  But he is a Jew, which is one inwardly; and circumcision is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not in the letter; whose praise is not of men, but of God.”
In Abraham’s case, circumcision was said by Paul to be the sign of the covenant and the seal of the righteousness of the faith (Romans 4:11) because he believed before he was circumcised.
However, it could not be said that circumcision was a sign and seal to all who were circumcised since not all who were circumcised believed. It was a sign that a person needed to be circumcised in heart as well as in the flesh (see also Deuteronomy 10:16:- “Circumcise therefore the foreskin of your heart, and be no more stiff-necked”; and Jeremiah 4:4:- “Circumcise yourselves to the LORD, and take away the foreskins of your heart, ye men of Judah and inhabitants of Jerusalem”.)
Therefore, the mere act of circumcision didn’t guarantee anything.
In the New Testament baptism is never described as a seal of a person’s salvation. The seal is the Holy Spirit:-
1. Ephesians 1:13:- In whom ye also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation: in whom also after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that holy Spirit of promise;
2.  2 Corinthians 5:5:- Now he that hath wrought us for the selfsame thing is God, who also hath given unto us the earnest of the Spirit;
Acts 2:38 is often quoted in support of the infants of believing parents being baptised. The verse says: “Then Peter said unto them, Repent, and be baptised every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. For the promise is unto you, and to your children, and to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call.”
It is suggested by some that the promise refers to the promise given to Abraham in the covenant of circumcision, but it plainly goes further than that promise because it includes both Jew and Gentiles, whereas the Gentiles were not being included in the covenant of circumcision. I believe the promise is contained within verse 38 that if they repent and believe in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins then they will receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.
Furthermore, all the natural seed of Abraham was to be circumcised whether or not the parents were believers. Yet the doctrine of infant baptism springs from the children of at least one believing parent being described as holy (1 Corinthians 7:14). This was not a requirement of circumcision. 
Additionally, there is a further inconsistency because it is said that the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the believing wife and vice versa. If that means in the case of a child that the child is to be regarded as a believer and therefore baptised why not also the unbelieving spouse of the couple who bore the child? And what about an adopted child? Should that adopted child be baptised on the basis of the faith of their adopted parent or parents?
[image: The life and ministry of Hercules Collins (d. 1702)]I would like to quote a passage from a booklet written by Hercules Collins (1647-1702) called  “Believers-Baptism from Heaven, and of Divine Institution. Infants-Baptism from Earth, and Human Invention.” (written in 1691). He answered the objection that as children of believers are in the covenant so they ought to have the sign of the covenant.
“There is but two ways of being in the Covenant, Absolutely, or Conditionally. No Believer dare say, all his Infant-Seed are in the Covenant of Grace absolutely, for then they must all be saved; but we see Abraham had an Ishmael, Isaac an Esau, David an Absalom, Samuel, Sons of Belial, &c. so that they cannot be baptised under that Consideration. Or, 2. Persons are in the Covenant of Grace Conditionally, viz. in case they Believe and Repent. Now under this Consideration, the Children of Unbelievers have the same Interest in the Covenant, and Sign of the Covenant. And Children of Believers have a right no other way, to the one or other; the promise of Remission, and Gift of the Holy Ghost, is made, as well to the Gentiles, which are afar off, as to the natural Seed of Abraham, if they have the same Qualifications, Acts 2.37, albeit Heathens by Nature, and these are oft-times made the Subjects of Grace, when Believers Children are left. Hence a wicked Ahaz, hath a good Hezekiah; ungodly Abia, a good Asa; wicked Ammon, a good Josiah; idolatrous Jeroboam, a good Abijah. But were all the Children of Believers in the Covenant of Grace, it follows not that therefore they ought to be baptised, no more than they may come to the Lord's Supper, because they want the Qualification required in that Duty. And whereas it is further urged, from the 2d of the Acts, the Promise is to you and your Children. The scope of that place seems to be this; When the Jews were pricked at their Heart for their Crucifying Christ, upon Peter's Sermon, they cry out, Men and Brethren, what shall we do? The Apostle exhorts them what to do, viz. Repent, and be Baptised; and for their Comfort subjoins, that the Promise of Remission of Sins, also of the Holy Ghost, was like to be their Portion, and their Childrens also, if they did the same; tho they once called for Christ's Blood upon their Heads, and their Children, yet now if you and your Children believe in that Christ you have Crucified, those Promises are to the one and to the other, yea, to all afar off, the poor Gentiles; for since the partition Wall is broken down, Jew, Greek, Col. 3.11. Barbarian, Scythian, Bond, Free, Male, Female, all one by Faith in Christ; For we are all the Children of God by Faith in Christ Jesus, Gal 3.
Hercules Collins went on to address the objection that “If Children may not be Baptised under the Gospel, their Privilege is less than under the Law.” His response was:
“The Privilege under the Law, and under the Gospel, is the same to Infants as to the Covenant of Grace; and as for Circumcision, it was indeed a Privilege to the Jews in comparison of the Heathens but called a Yoke in comparison of them under the Gospel.
We grant, it's a great Mercy for Children to have Godly Parents, having the advantage of a good Education, Prayer, and good Examples. But what benefit can Infants have from Baptism, when God never appointed it for them, nor made any Promise to them in it? But most glorious ones are made to such as believe and are baptised, namely, Remission of Sins, the Gift of the Holy Ghost, and Eternal Salvation, Mark 16.16.
Circumcision not Replaced by Baptism
It is important to note that circumcision has no significance at all in the New Testament:
1. 1 Corinthians 7:19:- Circumcision is nothing, and uncircumcision is nothing, but the keeping of the commandments of God.
2. Galatians 5:2,6 and 11:- Behold, I Paul say unto you, that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you nothing. (6) For in Jesus Christ neither circumcision availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision; but faith which worketh by love. (11) And I, brethren, if I yet preach circumcision, why do I yet suffer persecution? then is the offence of the cross ceased. 
It is noteworthy that the New Testament never says that circumcision has passed away because it has been replaced by water baptism. If there was ever a time when this point would have been made it would have been at the Synod of Jerusalem, yet baptism is not mentioned in Acts 15. The fact that circumcised members of the Old Covenant community needed to be baptised to join the New Testament community further strengthens the point. If water baptism replaces circumcision, why is there a need for both? It seems strange that Paul encouraged Jewish Christians to circumcise their children in Acts 21:17-25 while still requiring baptism. Rather in the first century both rites, circumcision and baptism, were being practised together.  
If baptism directly replaced circumcision, then it is strange that the two ran in parallel until Christ’s death. Both John the Baptist and the disciples of the Lord Jesus baptised at a time when the males were required to be circumcised. It was at the cross that circumcision became redundant but not before. This demonstrates that circumcision was part of the Old Covenant. It was not replaced by baptism because for a while the two ran in parallel. Baptism is a new institution entirely and is designed to mark out the elect of God. Circumcision marked out a nation with special privileges (Romans 3:1-2).
Let me quote from Charles Spurgeon in a sermon on Consecration Illustrated by Apraham’s Circumcision:
It is often said that the ordinance of baptism is analogous to the ordinance of circumcision. I will not contravert the point although the statement may be questioned. Supposing it be, let me urge every believer here to see to it that in his own soul he realises the spiritual meaning both of circumcision and baptism and then consider the outward rites. For the thing specified is vastly more important than the sign… “Well,” says one, a difficulty suggests itself as to your views for an argument is often drawn from this fact that inasmuch as Abraham must circumcise all his seed we ought to baptise all our children”.
Now observe the type and interpret it not according to prejudice but according to Scripture – in the type the seed of Abraham is circumcised – you draw the inference that all typified by the seed of Abraham ought to be baptised, and I do not cavil at the conclusion, but I ask you, who are the true seed of Abraham? Paul answers in Romans 9:8, “They which are the children of the flesh, these are not the children of God; but the children of the promise are counted for seed.” As many as believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, whether they be Jews or Gentiles, are Abraham’s seed. As many as believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, whether they be Jews or Gentiles, are Abraham’s seed. Whether eight days old in grace, or more or less, everyone of Abraham’s seed has a right to baptism, but I deny that the unregenerate whether children or adults are of the spiritual seed of Abraham. The Lord will, we trust, call many of them by His grace, but as yet they are heirs of wrath even as others. As such times as the Spirit of God shall sow the good seed in their hearts they are of Abraham’s believing seed, but they are not so while they live in ungodliness and unbelief, or are yet incapable of faith and repentance. The answering person in type to the seed of Abraham is, by the confession of everybody, the believer. And the believer ought, seeing that he is buried with Christ spiritually, to avow that fact by his public baptism in water. According to the Saviour’s own precept and example.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Charles H Spurgeon, “Consecration to God, Illustrated by Abraham’s Circumcision,” The Metropolitan Tabernacle Pulpit (London: Passmore and Alabaster, 1856-1908), Lord’s Day morning, 13th December 1868.] 

Colossians 2:11-12
It has been argued by paedobaptists that baptism has replaced circumcision by applying Colossians 2:11-12 which states: “(11) In whom also ye are circumcised with the circumcision made without hands, in putting off the body of the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Christ:  (12)  Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are risen with him through the faith of the operation of God, who hath raised him from the dead.”
The use of circumcision was to distinguish the natural seed of Abraham from other nations until the Lord Jesus came in the flesh. 
The use of baptism is to be the distinguishing sign of the spiritual seed of the Lord Jesus being those who have believed on the Lord Jesus and put him on. They are to be distinguished from unbelievers. 
Circumcision signified the corruption of human nature, the need of regeneration and the circumcision without hands which is spoken of in this passage. Moses spoke about the need for the circumcision without hands in the following places in Deuteronomy:
1. Deuteronomy 10:16:- Circumcise therefore the foreskin of your heart, and be no more stiffnecked;
2. Deuteronomy 30:6:- And the LORD thy God will circumcise thine heart, and the heart of thy seed, to love the LORD thy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, that thou mayest live.
It was plain that not everyone who had been circumcised in their body were circumcised in their hearts. Otherwise Moses would not have made this exhortation. Indeed a true Jew is distinguished from a natural Jews in Romans 2:28-29:- For he is not a Jew, which is one outwardly; neither is that circumcision, which is outward in the flesh: But he is a Jew, which is one inwardly; and circumcision is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not in the letter; whose praise is not of men, but of God.
Circumcision was therefore not a sign of a person’s conversion but a sign that a person needed converting. In this passage in Colossians, as you would expect, circumcision without hands is attributed to a believer. Indeed the circumcision without hands is defined as you would expect as putting off the body of the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Christ. So this circumcision without hands is performed by the Lord Jesus Christ. So, without doubt this is a spiritual circumcision and not circumcision of the flesh. Note too that it is called the circumcision of Christ to distinguish it from the circumcision of Moses according to the Law. So, in the same way that all Jewish males were circumcised by the circumcision of Moses, so all Christians (whether male or female) are circumcised by the circumcision of Christ.
[image: Ten Baptists Everyone Should Know: John Gill - Credo Magazine]Colossians 2:12 goes on show that being buried with Christ in baptism is an additional privilege because, not only were a person’s sins cut off and removed from them (using the picture of cutting off and casting away the foreskin in circumcision) but (to quote John Gill), they and all their sins are buried with Christ, which is represented by their baptism in water. Let me go on to quote John Gill: 
“Christ having died for their sins, was laid in the grave, where he continued for a while, and then rose again; and as they were crucified with him, they were also buried with him, as their head and representative; and all their sins too, which he left behind him in the grave, signified by his grave clothes there; and baptism being performed by immersion, when the person baptized is covered with water, and as it were buried in it, is a very significant emblem of all this; it is a representation of the burial of Christ, and very fitly holds him forth to the view of faith in the state of the dead, in the grave, and points out the place where the Lord lay; and it is also a representation of our burial with him, as being dead to sin, to the law, and to the world, by him. This shows now, that baptism was performed by dipping, or covering the whole body in water, for no other form of administration of baptism, as sprinkling, or pouring water on the face, can represent a burial, or be called one; and this is what many learned interpreters own, and observe on this place.
Of course it is also true that baptism is a picture of the resurrection since when a person is raised from the water it is as if he were raised from the grave where he had been buried with the Lord Jesus Christ.
Logical Consequences of Paedobaptism
If baptism is equivalent to circumcision, then the Lord’s supper is equivalent to the Passover. Yet the majority of those who believe in paedobaptism teach that the Lord’s Supper may only be taken by believers notwithstanding that infants, not entitled to break bread, may be circumcised.
There is another point made by Hercules Collins  in his treatise on baptism. He wrote: “Those that argue for their infant-Seeds’ Baptism from Circumcision being entailed (necessary) unto Abraham's Seed, may as well argue and say, the Priesthood was by a Covenant entail'd on (necessary for) the Tribe of Levi and his Seed, therefore the Ministry is entail'd upon Gospel-Preachers and their Seed: As this cannot be warranted, no more can the other.” In other words because the Levitical priesthood was passed down from one generation to the next only to those born of the tribe of Levi, you might as well argue that only the sons of gospel preachers may be in the ministry as argue that the children of believers should be baptised based on the circumcision of Jewish children.
Baptism of Families in the New Testament
Those in favour of the baptism of babies tend to concede that there are no explicit examples of babies being baptised in the New Testament. However, they argue that implicitly babies must have been baptised because of the baptism of the households of Cornelius, Lydia and the Philippian jailer. In the autumn of 2022 I described the regulative principle in relation to the singing of Psalms which has been expressed in these three simple statements:[footnoteRef:13] [13:  Biblical Praise by Jorge Ruiz Ortiz © 2017 by My Soul Concern Publications at page 22] 

1. We must not do anything that God forbids in His Word concerning His worship;
2. We must do everything that God commands in His Word concerning His worship; and
3. We must not add to or take away from what He commands or forbids in His Word concerning His worship. 
[image: A person wearing a hat

Description automatically generated]The puritan, Jeremiah Burroughs (1599-1646), commenting on Leviticus 10:3 in his book, Gospel Worship, wrote this: “in God’s worship, there must be nothing tendered up to God but what He has commanded. Whatsoever we meddle with in the worship of God must be what we have a warrant for out of the Word of God … all things in God’s worship must have a warrant out of God’s Word. It must be commanded, it’s not enough that it is not forbidden. … Such things as seem to be very small and little to us, yet God stands much upon them in the matter of worship, for there is nothing wherein the prerogative of God more appears more than in his worship.”
Let me remind you of the quote I used from John Knox, who spent most of his five years in exile in Geneva (1554-1559). This is what he had to say:
[image: John Knox Author Biography - Banner of Truth USA] Disobedience to God’s voice is not only when men doeth widedly contrary to the precepts of God, but also when of good zeal, or good intent, as we commonly speak, men doeth anything to the honour or service of God not commanded by the express word of God … And that is principal idolatry when our own inventions we defend to be righteous in the sight of God, because we think them good, laudable, and pleasant. We may not think us so free nor wise, that we may do unto God, and unto His honour, what we think expedient.
Finally let me remind you what John Owen wrote:
[image: A person with long hair

Description automatically generated with low confidence] That the church hath power to institute and appoint any thing or ceremony belonging to the worship of God, either as to matter or manner, beyond the orderly observance of such circumstances as necessarily attend such ordinances as Christ Himself hath instituted, lies at the bottom of all the horrible superstition, and idolatry, of all the confusion, blood and persecution, and wars, that have for so long a season spread themselves over the face of the Christian world.[footnoteRef:14]  [14:  Both these quotes are taken from “Songs of Zion” at pages 114-115 respectively by Michael Bushell] 

If this is the principle for the worship of God then how much more for the ordinances of God?  So we must ask ourselves, where is the New Testament warrant for infant baptism. Can it really be inferred from the baptism of these households? Let us consider each in turn.
The first in order is the baptism of Cornelius and his household in Acts 10 and 11. Cornelius is described in Acts 10:2 as “a devout man, and one that feared God with all his house.” In chapter 11, Peter rehearsed the matter afterwards describing how the Angel had told Cornelius to send for Simon Peter “who shall tell thee words, whereby thou and all thy house shall be saved.” (v14). Back to chapter 10:44, we read that “while Peter yet spake these words, the Holy Ghost fell on all them which heard the word.” In v44-46 the Holy Spirit “fell on all them that heard the word” who spoke with tongues and magnified God. Moving to Acts 15:7-9, Peter again referred to the conversion of Cornelius and his household, said, “And God, which knoweth the hearts, bare them witness, giving them the Holy Ghost, even as he did unto us; and put no difference between us and them, purifying their hearts by faith.” 
[image: Alfred Perks Gibbs | Plymouth Brethren Archive]As the author, Alfred Gibbs (1890-1967) wrote in “Christian Baptism”, at p142, “To suppose that there were little babies in this company, and that these little ones were recipients of the Holy Spirit, spake in tongues, magnified God and were baptized is somewhat of a strain on one's imagination and credulity!”
Acts 16 records the baptism of both Lydia and the Philippian jailor together with their households. 
Dealing first with Lydia and her household. First, there is no evidence that Lydia was married. In verse 40 we read that after Paul and Silas had been released from prison they “entered into the house of Lydia: and when they had seen the brethren, they comforted them and departed.” The implication is that the house of Lydia consisted of brethren, that is brothers and sisters in the Lord who were able to be comforted which rather excludes infants. It is also to be noted that Lydia was involved in business because she is described in v14 as “a seller of purple” which makes it unlikely that she was either then married or the mother of infants. She could as well have been widowed. Furthermore Paul met her in Philippi, yet she was from Thyatira which was some 300 miles away. It is also to be noted from v15 that she urged the disciples to stay in her house – “saying, If ye have judged me to be faithful to the Lord, come into my house, and abide there.” And she constrained us. It seems unlikely that she would have pleaded in this way had her husband been alive and living in the same house. It is far more likely that the people in her house were friends, domestic staff and business associates.
Moving on to consider the Philippian jailor. In verses 32 and 33, Luke writes: “And they spake unto him (the jailor) the word of the Lord, and to all that were in his house.  And he took them the same hour of the night, and washed their stripes; and was baptized, he and all his, straightway.”
Luke goes on to report in v14 that he believed in God with all his house. Therefore the whole family believed and the whole family was baptised. It is significant that in John Calvin’s opinion (on Acts 16:33-34) that God “brought all his (the jailer’s) whole family unto a godly consent”.[footnoteRef:15] [15:  Calvin, John. The Complete Biblical Commentary Collection of John Calvin (Kindle Location 430462).
] 

Finally in Acts 18 we have the baptism of Crispus. In v8 we read: “And Crispus, the chief ruler of the synagogue, believed on the Lord with all his house; and many of the Corinthians hearing believed, and were baptized.” It is plain that those only who believed were baptised in Corinth which evidently included Crispus’s household.
In 1 Corinthians 1:16 we read about the baptism of the household of Stephanus. Then in 1 Corinthians 16:15, Paul writes this about the family: “that it is the firstfruits of Achaia, and that they have addicted themselves to the ministry of the saints.” It could not be said of children that they have addicted themselves to the ministry of the saints. Rather it would be the other way around!
The Baptism of Captain Francis Langdon 
I would like to conclude this article with a remarkable testimony brought to my attention in an essay written by Michael Haykin called “Dipping is God’s Appointment”. I quote from the beginnng of his essay as follows:- “It was during the era of the first English experiment with republican government in the 1650s that the pastor of the Particular Baptist work in Plymouth, Abraham Cheare (1626–1668), received a request from a certain Capt. Francis Langdon in Cornwall, a one-time member of the Barebones Parliament, to come and baptize him. The only problem was that Langdon was suffering from pulmonary tuberculosis and was extremely weak. However, Langdon was quite convinced that God would heal him as he was being baptized. And in this way, the Lord would put his stamp of approval on the immersion of believers as the proper mode of baptism as well as provide a visible refutation of the paedobaptist charge that such an immersion was “a murdering act.” When Cheare travelled to meet Langdon he was horrified to find the latter seemingly close to death. The doctors who had attended him had given up any hope of his recovery. In Cheare’s own words:
…his breath had almost left him, his speech hardly to be perceived, scarce able when he was in his chair to rise upon his feet, and if up, hardly able to step one step without being held up, the very sinews of his neck loosed, that his head hung in his bosom, cough tearing him even to pieces. He had not slept one hour in many nights, only two or three times the week before, as a return of prayers in the particular case put up for him by the servants of the house, at his desire; he could receive in no nourishment but a little milk, he had utterly laid aside all cordials. And indeed when I saw him at first, I thought he would hardly live till the morning, this was his outward estate.
And to make matters even worse, it was January when Cheare had travelled down to meet Langdon and frost was on the ground.
The place where Langdon was to be baptized was a mill pond about half a mile from his house. Cheare found himself uncertain as to what to do; “the first night after I came,” he later wrote, “was spent in prayer jointly [with other Baptist believers] and privately about the thing, my soul exceedingly clouded and unable to see through it.” Jesus’ words in Luke 4:12—“thou shalt not tempt the Lord thy God”—came to him with particular force and he was of a mind not to follow through with Langdon’s request. Some of the Baptist brethren with Cheare were of this persuasion as well, though there were some present who were convinced like Langdon that God would heal the captain as he was being baptized. Yet others believed that though Langdon might not be healed, he would not be the worse off physically because of the baptism. And so God would “vindicate his ordinance in the sight of all beholders, that it was not of itself destructive to any faithful, obedient person.”
Cheare and his fellow Baptists spent a considerable amount of time in prayer. As they did so, Langdon grew visibly weaker: in Cheare’s words, he “decayed more in one day now, than in a week before.” But he was still insistent on being baptized. When the hour finally arrived for the public baptism, Cheare first baptized two other women. Langdon was then brought to the water side, but Cheare admitted he had not faith to baptize him. Langdon turned to another Baptist brother, a man by the name of Muckle, and asked him if he had faith to baptize him. Muckle did. Cheare later described what then happened:
[B]rother Muckle goeth down with him into the water, and he is led by two or three men, he baptizeth him. Immediately as soon as he is out of the water, he requireth that no person hold him, but strongly, swiftly as one that runneth, he goeth up alone against the hill which was very steep, 50 or 60 feet, and then was led and helped home, declaring that he found at that instant—recovery. He is put into his bed, speaketh strongly and heartily; after the Lord was waited upon for an hour, he calleth for victuals, desires beef and pork, afterwards lieth him down to sleep, and sleeps very well all that night for the space of seven or eight hours; had not one straining pull of the cough that night, when he waketh, he saith, he could have slept longer, but was unwilling to have the friends depart till he had spoken of the salvation of God. He is very hearty all the morning, ariseth about noon, but tarried not long up, saying, he found the bed more comfortable than the fire, and I think had some faintness, but still declared that he lived by faith to have the cure perfected by degrees, as his weakness grew by degrees. He rejoiced much that the Lord had so manifestly owned his ordinance…
Now what is significant about this text with regard to the mode of baptism is that there appears to have been no thought given to finding an easy way out through the use of an alternative mode for the baptism of Langdon, such as pouring or sprinkling. The reason is simple: for Cheare and his fellow Baptists, baptism meant one thing—immersion. As Cheare’s contemporary, the London Baptist pastor John Norcott, put it in an extremely popular tract on this subject: “Baptism is dipping or plunging. …Dipping is God’s appointment.”
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Phebe (left above) Burden’s Testimony at Her Baptism

I cannot remember a time when I did not know about God. When I reflect on my early years, I don’t even remember the time I first heard the Bible stories, to me, I had always known them. Due to growing up in a Christian family, I knew how to present myself, and how to answer spiritual questions, but this was all head knowledge, it was not in my heart. It all just seemed a facade to my life, and I struggled as I wasn’t being genuine. 
My sister, Jemima, was saved when I was 10. I remember that night very well. I suddenly felt a resentment to God as to why she was saved, and I wasn’t. I couldn’t understand why God had forgiven her but not me. I remember feeling very distressed that night but not so much from a genuine need of salvation but rather of jealousy. What had she done differently, I asked myself. She must be much better than me I often thought. From then on, I fell down the slippery slope of comparison. For the next 7 years I felt that God didn’t love me, because I had not been saved when I asked. I pushed Him away. 
I began to think that my parents would not love me because I was not saved. Because of all these thoughts, I tried to do as many jobs as I could in the house. By helping out so much I thought that my parents would love me more, and that I could make up for my lack of belief. I thought this was also a way in which I could begin to earn God’s love, not realising that there was nothing I could do to earn His love. His love is a gift. As I turned 16, I began to look for love in other places. I surrounded myself with lots of friends, and that was my distraction. I had one relationship that didn’t last long, but I ended up feeling very heartbroken and lost afterwards. This was in 2019, a time when I remember I decided to try and seek God again. Nothing else seemed to satisfy, and only God’s deep love could fill that hole in me that was searching for more. I began reading the Bible more, here and there, but I found it very difficult to prioritise God in my life. I had rejected Him for so long and my heart had grown cold. A couple of years went past and in 2021 is when I began to take my personal relationship with God seriously. I knew there was a Heaven and Hell and it suddenly hit me that when I die, I will be standing there alone being judged. I had never thought of the severity of this. My mind always assumed that because I went to church weekly and because my father read the Bible to us, it would earn me some extra points. I quickly realised the immense amount of sin I was carrying and the horrible thought that I had no personal relationship with the Creator. It struck me that I was one of the greatest sinners for listening to the Gospel week after week for years but still remaining in unbelief. Over the next two years, I prayed and asked for forgiveness, knowing that I could do nothing for my own salvation. I cannot pinpoint a specific date or time when I can say I was saved. It was more a gradual process of knowing that God had forgiven my sins and had saved me. Although I had heard the Gospel many times, it only started to come to life now. During this time Psalm 13 and the beginning of Psalm 102 became very prominent to me. These passages talk about God not hiding His face from me in the day when I am in trouble. I felt like I was in the days of severe trouble because of all my years of sin and unbelief. I would go back to these chapters again and again when I felt distressed. As time went on Psalm 118:5 now became true of my own life, which says, “I called upon the LORD in distress: the LORD answered me, and set me in a large place”. 
He has changed my life and brought me from death to life. It felt like Jesus had stooped down and outstretched His hand to lift me up and give me new life. 
When I started university, I soon experienced a test of my faith. I knew that I wouldn’t have many friends as I didn’t go to drinking parties and nightclubs, but that’s when I knew how precious the company of Jesus is. I became very lonely, and the only thing keeping me going was the quiet time spent reading the Bible on my commute to university. I would struggle to hold back tears that the majority of people on the train were living as slaves to sin, but at the same time, it was a great reminder of everything Jesus had done for me. How He has rescued me by dying on the cross for my sins. He is a friend like no other and will never leave you. I knew that He was the One I wanted to follow for the rest of my life no matter how hard or lonely life can become in this world. 
I thank God for all He has done in my life. Ephesians 2:8 – “For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God.”



Jemima Burden’s Testimony at Her Baptism


 I grew up in a Christian household, with daily Bible readings, memorising scripture and attending church regularly. These were practices I was used too and while I did believe what I was learning to be true I didn’t think too deeply about it. I had an attitude that I must be okay seeing that my parents are Christians. I did not have a personal relationship with God. 
When I was nine, I remember there had been a day when I had been behaving especially badly. I don’t remember what I had done, but I know my mum was very upset with me. I remember feeling guilty for what I had done and decided I must go and say sorry and ask her to forgive me. So I went to her and while I talked it through it led on to the point that while she could forgive me I really needed to ask Jesus to forgive me for all that I had done wrong. I felt my sin deeply. It came in a new light to me that indeed His death on the cross had paid the price for sin, and like it says in 
1 John 1:9 "If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness. That night was the first I felt I truly acknowledged my sin and prayed from my heart for that forgiveness. 
After that evening I was determined to live a changed life and I would start out each day in my best attempt to not do anything wrong. I would be discouraged to keep on seeing my continuing failings despite my best efforts, but it led me to see only more my own sinfulness and the continual need and reliance on the Saviour. Hearing a sermon on Psalm 103:12 “As far as the east is from the west, so far does he remove our transgressions from us” was a great comfort to me knowing that I was weak and could do nothing of myself, but Christ had taken all the punishment and had made me righteous in his sight. 
I felt both a sense of peace and joy in Christ while also sadness that so little people in my everyday life seemed to show an interest in the Gospel. I had a great desire for others to know this forgiveness too. It would get me down, however I found joy in collecting Bible verses and tracks and posting them round the block in the hopes that someone would read the text and it be blessed to them. 
A few years later I was ill in hospital and waiting for a diagnosis. There was the possibility of it being something potentially life threatening. While I waited to hear, it brought me to think more about the question, am I ready to die? I was young, but was I ready? Often, I had heard it preached on about not knowing how long we had -'we know not the day or hour' but it came round this time with more seriousness. Heaven and Hell were true realities, and I knew that for the believer there is the hope of heaven beyond death. I remember reading Psalm 46 at the time, and I felt I could say I was ready for whatever would come my way because the Lord was my refuge and strength. Thankfully, my medical condition turned out not to be serious, but during times of difficulty I would take comfort in 1 Peter 5:7 "Casting all your care upon him; because he careth for you." 
During college my studies started taking up a big part of my life and time with God would get pushed aside. Having other Christians in my class was a blessing to me especially at the time as it would challenge me in how I used my time and what things were of greatest value to me. Looking at everything in the light of eternity made me see all the more the need of setting my affection on things above. 
Now at university there are different pressures around me, and questions get asked, but these have led me to be open with others about what I believe. Despite my own weakness and failings, I am helped to trust in the Lord and not to lean on my own understanding. Having a sense of fulness in Christ leads me to be ever thankful for God's great mercy to me a sinner. Romans 5:8-9 
"But God commendeth his love toward us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us. 
Much more then, being now justified by his blood, we shall be saved from wrath through him."

Praise and Prayer Requests
For Praise:
· Give thanks for an inspiring tour around Christian sites in London for the kids (and adults) with Ben Virgo (highly recommended);
· Give thanks for the lady and foster child who have now joined us;
· Give thanks for the men’s willingness and ability to take the Bible Study;
· New Tenant in the flat now helping with singing psalms; 
· Give thanks for the marriage of Fionn and Phebe;
· Give thanks for our continuing partnership with Matt Brinckley and the LCM;
 
For Prayer:
· Please pray for Fionn and Phebe as they begin married life together in Portsmouth;
· Please pray for our anniversary service on Saturday 8th June 2024;
· Please pray that the Occasional Note issue of baptism will help any who are uncertain on baptism being only for believers;
· Please pray for a ministry trip to the Philippines from 6th to 15th February. The conference is from 8th to 10th February; please pray for Faye’s health while she is away with her husband, Ernie, for the month of May;
· Please pray for our outreach and door to door visitation with Matt Brinckley and LCM;
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You are invited to our
Anniversary Service 
On Saturday 8th June 2024 
At 2.30pm
Speaker: David Cooke 
Pastor of Banbury Evangelical Church
Details:
Zoom 
Meeting ID: 910-993-1031; Password: 667012
Or call 0131 460 1196 using the above details.
YouTube:  
Strangers Rest
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCUV3ZmDVydcAFtZ6TCLGliA 
























Editor: Mark Mullins (Minister)
Strangers Rest Evangelical Church, 131 The Highway, London, E1W 2BP; 0207 488 4427.
Services: Sunday Service 11:00am and 6:30pm; Wednesday Bible Study 7:00pm; Friday Children’s Bible Club 6:30pm, Sunday School 4:00pm.
www.strangersrest.org
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