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pouring or sprinkling water a person in the name
of the Father, and the Son, and the Holy Ghost,
is the proper mode of baptism, It seems that in his
more than forty-five years in search of the truth
he would ‘have learned that God, Christ, The Holy
Spirit, or any of the inspired writers ever spoke of
the “MODE” of bgptism. That word came into use
centuries this side of the New Testament. Christ,
nor the Apostles, ever used the words sprinkle and
pour with reference to baptism. They knew the
language they spoke and always used the word that
would convey the meaning of the act that was to be
performed. When they taught that it was necessary
for an alien sinner to be baptized for the remission
of ging they always used the word that meant “to
dip,” “to bury,” “to immerse,” “to cover up,” I
wonder if they just happen to so speak? Baptism
as taught by the Holy Spirit, through the apostles
required: 1, Water, (Acts 10:47). 2. Going to the
water, (Acts 8:36). 3. Going down into the water,
(Acts 8:39). 4. A burial, (Rom. 6:4; Col, 2:12).
6. Coming up out of the water, (Matt. 3:16; Acts
8:39). Sprinkle and pour require only one of these
essentials and that is water. Then it is used in a dif-
ferent sense to its Scriptural use. He states that,

Sprinkle and pour are from-the same Greek word. .

It wmeems that after almost fifty years of study
Mr. Swift would have learned that the Greek word
for pour is “cheo,” and for sprinkle it is “rantizo.”

REASONS FOR WRITING THESE ARTICLES

Mr, Swift states that, Some preachers of other
churches give their opinions on water baptism al-
most every time they preach. I would like to ask
Mr. Swift why it is necessary for anyone to give
one's opinion on water baptism since God has made
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its action and design S0 plain? A failure
to understand the teaching of God on this or
any subject is inexcusable, He says, When I was a
boy I was baptized by pouring and I was perfectly
satisfied. He did not consider that God is the one
that must be satisfied and not Swift, or sny other
man. Too many entertain the idea if they are satis-
fied with what they have done as ohedience to God
that God will have to be Batisfied. Again he states,
Aftérwards I was made to believe that if I was not
immersed I would be lost, that I endured unnecessary
torture for a long time then after some study 1
become satisfied. In II Thess. 2: 8-12, we have this
statement, “And then shall the wicked be revealed,
whom the Lord will consume with the Spirit of His
mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of his
coming: Even him whose coming is after the working
of Satan with all power and signs and lying wonders,
And with all deceivableness of unrighteousness in
them that perish; because they received not the love
of the truth, that they might be saved. And for
this cause God shall send them strong delusion, that
they should believe a lie: That they all might be
damned who believed not the truth, but had pleasure
in unrighteousness.”” When one becomes determined
to have his way in matters divine God will send one
strong delusions that one might be damned. Elder
Swift boasts of the fact that the word “immerse,”
or “immersion,” is not found in the king James
translation of the Bible, From his extensive study
it seems that he should have learned why the words
immerse and immersion are not in the King James
Translation, Eusebius, tells us that in A. D, 251, one
Novation was sick almost unto death, He had not
been baptized so they sprinkled him from head to
foot with the understanding that if he should recover
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he was to be immersed, He recovered ‘and was Batis-
fied with his sprinkling, He wanted to become a
bishop and when he applied for credentials he was
denied them on the ground that he had prostituted
the office of baptism. Others contended that he did
the best he could under the circumstances and there-
fore should be granted them. =

But he never received them, This controversy
continued till 1311, A.D. when a council met in
Ravenna and declared sprinkling, pouring, and immer-
sion to be equal. The West Minister Assembly con-
vened July 1, 1543, and when the subject of sprink-
ling came up they took a vote on it.-There were forty-
eight Bishops convened, s0 when they cast their
votes, twenty-four voted for sprinkling and twenty-
four voted against it. A Mr, Lightfoot was chairman
of this assembly and it was for him to decide the
matter and he cast his yote for sprinkling, (Edin-
burg Encyclopedia vol. 3, page 236). So those who
sprinkle and pour for baptism get their authority
from these twenty-five Bishops and NOT from God
Almighty. About 1561, these Bishops made a trans-
lation known as the Bishops Bible. These Bishops
went before Parliament, preached on the subject of
baptism affirming that the devil of immersion should
- be legislated out of the realm, it was so troublesome,
In making their translation when they came to the
word ‘“Baptizo,” they did not translate it but trans-
ferred it from the Greek language into the English
language. That is, they dropped the letter o, at the
termination of the Greek word Baptizo and added the
English letter e, making the word Baptize, thus the
only difference in the spelling of the Greek and
English word is the letters s o, and e. The word
baptizo was never translated but transfered from
the Greek into the English by giving it an English
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fact, We must hear, believe, repent, and be baptized
if we expect to enjoy the bliss of Heaven. Baptism
has always stood between the sinner and the salva-
tion of his soul. No exception. How could one be
buried with Christ with a little water sprinkled or
poured on one?

BAPTISM ON THE DAY OF PENTECOST

Mr. Swift states, In one day, the day of pente-
cost, three (3000) thousand were baptized. This no-
table meeting started at nine o'clock in the morn-
ing and certainly the shouting and rejoicing did
not cease till noon. That if 3000 were immersed from
noon till seven in the evening then seven were bap-
tized every minute, Friends, the above statements
are but the creation of his poor imagination in his
determination to defeat the teaching of God’'s word.
By no stretch of the imagination can he get such
statements out of the second chapter of Acts. The
idea of God allowing such an uproar to hinder the
preaching of the Gospel of Christ for three hours.
Three thousand souls anxious to hear and believe
the Gospel and not only believe, but obey it but be-
cause of the screaming and shouting of the multi-
tude, had to wait for three hours, or untjl this tu-
mult was over. He has inserted his opinion "as part
of God"s teaching. “Add thou not unto his words
lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a liar.”
(Prov. 30:6). It is a dangerous thing to tamper
with the word of God. He implies that one man did
the baptizing on pentecost. We learn from Acts 2,
that the twelve took part in all that transpired on
pentecost. The editor’s argument (?) on Ezekiel
36:24, 25) is rather amusing. The passage reads,
“I will take you from among the heathens, and
gather ye out of all countries, and bring you into
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your own land, then will I sprinkle clean water
upon you.” Then he goes to Acts 2:5, which reads,
“And there were dwelling at Jerusalem Jews, de-
vout men out of every nation under heaven, Mr.
Swift should know that the Jews were in captivity
in Babylon at the time Ezekiel made this prophecy.
God brought them out about the year 536, B.C.
Thus fullfiling the prophecy that was made about
fifty years before, When He brought them into the
land of Palestine He sprinkled them with the water
of purification, or clean, (not pure), water. This
prophecy had its fulfilment more than five hundred
years before Pentecost. He goes to Webster™s Dic-
tionary for his authority for sprinkling and pour-
ing. Webster, gives sprinkle and pour as secondary
meanings for baptize and not the original meaning.

THE BAPTISM OF THE JAILER

Mr. Swift says, He guessed the jailer brought
Paul and Silas into the living quarters of the jail
house to a fount and they sprinkled him. Friends,
what is the guess of Mr. Swift worth in God’s
scheme of human redemption? We are seeking for

the truth respecting the design, and mode of bap-

tism and NOT his guesses, Acts 16:33, “He took
them the same hour of the night and washed their
stripes, and was baptized, he and all his Btraight-
way, and when he had brought them into his house,”
The facts are: he was baptized -before he brought

Paul and Silas into his house He took them out of .

the jail and washed their stripes and was baptized.

HOUSEHOLD BAPTISM INCLUDING PAUL’'S
BAPTISM
Mr, Swift says, There were sbout fifty indivi-
dual conversions in the New Testament; of which,
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seven were baptized, The editor in his discussion
of pentecost that three thousand were baptized. Now
he says, There were about fifty individual conver-
sions. I wonder what kind of conversions the other

two thousand nine hundred and fifty were? I wish
he had stated. Since there were only fifty individual
conversions were the other conversions by proxy?
There are thousands of conversions recorded in the
New Testament and everyone of them was an indi-
vidual conversion. Not a single exception. NO where
does the word of God teach “GROUP” obedience,
Does he think God has a blanket scheme of redemp-
tion that comes cheaper than the individual scheme?
It seems that he has given such intense study to
gprinkling that his brain has become about as much
Scattered as the drops of water in his ba.ptlsm
Again he states, When Peter said, “Can any man
forbid water that these should not be baptized who
have received the Holy Ghost as well ags we?” The
logical meaning is: who can forbid water to bhe
brought to baptize these who have received the
Holy Ghost as well as we. Mr, Swift charges the
Holy Spirit of being illogical and leaving out facts
that He should have made. To make such charges
against the Spirit is to make such charges against
God and Christ. Such teachings are infidelity of
the deepest dye.

BORN OF WATER

He states that, The water of John 3:5, has
reference to the water in a physical birth—that
sometime a child is born a “dry birth” that is al-
most death to its mother, I am not so much con-
cerned about the mother as I am the child ‘that is
born a dry birth. Jesus says, Except a man be born
of water. There is no water in a dry birth and yet



TLC



TLC





