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I have just _read a booklet titled, "Why Baptize 
- By"Pouring and B8I.Ptize BabIes," by W. A. Swift, 

editor Of-the Methodist· Herald, Monteagle, Tennes
see. I have never -read a booklet that contains more 
contradictions of God's word than this .one contains. 
Baptize and Pour are not the same according to Bible 
usage. Baptize. Babies is not to be found from Gene
sis to Revelation. On the cover of his booklet he 
has Christ bowing and John The Baptist pouring 
water on His head. Mr. Swift did not tell us if 
Christ and John posed for thiS ~icture, neither did 
he tell us who the photographer or artist was. This 
pict~e Js a cheat and a fraud because It is a relic 
of Rome. If Mr. Swift did not !mow the factS re
la.tive to this picture he could have known them. 
In his prefatory remarks he ~ates,That for more 
than forty-five years he studied his Bible and the 
writings of learned men and had traveled through 
Blbl,e lands it!,' search of the truth 'onthe subjects 
.contained in his booklet. Friends, it .is almost unbe
lieveable that a man of Mr. Swift's ability colild have 
given a. half centurY of study and travel to learn 
,the faCts on any 'subjeot and then. miss them as . far 

.. ~ he did. He says he is thoroughly convinced . that 
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pouring or sprinkllng water a ~erson 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, Chrhlt, The Holy 
Spirit, or any of the inspired writers ever spoke of 
the "MODE" of b8Jltlsm. That word came into use 
centuries thls 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. Wb.en they taught that it was . -necessary 
for an aUen sinner to be. b~ptlzed for the re~ion 
of sins they alwayS use4 the word that meant "to 
df!p," "to bury," lito hnmerse," "to cover up," I 
wonder if they just happen to so speak? Baptism 
as taught by the Holy Spirit, through the apostle!l 
required: L Wa.ter, (Acts 10:47). 2. Going to the 
water, (Acts 8:36). 3. Going down into the water, 
(Acts 8:39). 4. Aburlal, (Rom. 6:4; 001. 2:12). 
5. Coming up out of the wa.ter, (Matt. 3 :16; Acts 
8:39). Sprinkle and pour require only one of these 
essentials and that is water. Then It hi used In 6 dif
ferent sense tD its Scriptural use. He states that, 
Sprinkle and pour are from " the same Greek worcL' , 
It tileems that after almost fifty years of study -
Mr. SwIft would have leamed that the Greek word 
for pour 11 "cheo," and for sprinkle it is "rantizo." 

REASONS FOR WRITING THESE ARTICLES, 

lIr, Swift states that, Some !Preachers of other 
churches give theIr opinions on water baptism al
most every time they preach. I would Uke to ask 
Mr. Swift why it hi necessary for anyone to give 
one's opinion aD water baptism since God has made 
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Its action and design ~ plain? A failure 
to understand the teaching of God on this or 
any subject is Inexcusable. Ire_says, When I was a 
boy I was baptized by pourlDg and I WaB perfectly 
satisfied. He did not consider that God is the one 
that must be satisfied and not. Swift, or any other 
man. Too many entertain the idea if they are satis· 
fied . with what they have done as obedience to God 
that God will have to be ltatlsfled. Again he states, 
Afterwards I was made to believe that if 1 was not 
immerSed I would · be lost, that I endured unnecessary 
torture for a long time then after some study 1 
become satisfied. In n TheISs. 2: 8-12, we have this 
statement, "And then shall the wicked be revealed, 
whom the LOrd will consume with the Spirit of m& 
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 
thiB cause God shall send them strong delusion, that 
they should believe a lie: That they ail might be 
damned who believed not the truth, but had pleasure 
in unrighteousness." Willen 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 "tmmerse1," 
or "immersion," is not found in the king James 
transltation of the Bible. From ·his extensive ~tudy 
it seems that he should have learned why the words 
immerse and immersion are not in the King James 
Translation. E1nIebius, 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 'atis
Jfied with his SPr.1nkllng~ He want~ to become a 
bishop and when. he applied for ~dentials he was 
dented them on the groUMtha.t he had prostituted 
the office of baptism.. Others cqntended that he did 
the beSt he could under the circ;umstances and there
fore should be granted them. 

But he never received them, This controversy 
continued till 13U, A.D.- when a council met in 
Ravenna and declared sprinkUng, pouring, and immer
sion to be equoal. The West MinUster Assemb~y con
vened July I, ·1543, and when-the subject of sprink
ling came up they took a vote on it. There were forty
eight Bblhops convened, so 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 vote for sprinkling, (Edin
burg Encyclopedia vol. 3, page 236). So th~ 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 Bish0l* 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 maklDg their translation when they came to the 
word I~aptlzo," they did not tl'8ld5late it but trsans
ferred it from the Greek language into the English 
language. That is, they dropped the letter 0, at the 
termination of the Greek word Baptizo and added the 
English letter e, maldng the word B8Iptize, thus the 
only difference in the spelling of the Greek and! 
English word is the letters s 0, and e. The word 
baptizo was never translated but transfered from 
the Greek into the English by giving it an Englli5h 
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termination. In Jer. 23 :30, God says, "I am against 
the prophets every one that steals my word from 
his neighbor." Jesus says, "He that entereth not 
into the sheep fold by the door climbeth up another 
way, the same is a thief and a robber." (John 10:1-3). 
To sprinkle and pour for baptism is to follow the 
characters that God and Christ says are thieves and 
robbers. In 1607, King James called together about 
forty-seven of his most scholary men to make a 
translation of the Bible. He gave several rules by 
which they were to be governed. One was, that the 
Bishops Bible must be their guide. So when they 
came to the Greek word Baptizo, instead of trans
lating it they followed the course of these perverters 
of God's word. 

WHY PEOPLE BECOME CONFUSED ABOUT 
WATER BAPTISM 

Editor Swift states, I can see why people become 
confused over this question, "They went down into 
the water," "Jesus baptized in the river Jordan," 
"Buried with Christ," "Much water," and other such 
eXl'pre~ions look like immersion. Mr. Swift virtually 
admits that these expressions do not look like sprinkle 
and pour. If it were not for such teachers as he no 
one would ever entertain the idea that they mean 
sprinkle and pour. Mr. Swift says that, Baptmm by 
I\Prinkling and pouring had been administered fif
teen hundred year before John the B8Iptlst was born. 
Such statements has nO sanction from God, the law, 
the prophets, John the Baptist, JeSus Christ, The 
Holy Spirit, the apostles, or any inspired writer. Such 
teaching will damn one's soul. Water unmixed with 
other substances was never sprinkled or poured 
on anybody or .anything for any purpose by divine 
authority. . 
.. J e'Sus states, "But in vain ye do worship me teach-
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ing for doctrines the commandments of men." (Matt. 
15:9). If the word of God is not rightly divided then 
such teachings become the commandments and doc
trines of men. "Touch not; taste not; handle not; 
which all are to perish with the using; after the 
commandments and doctrines of men." (Col. 2:21, 
22). Friends, t~ language is too plain and simple 
to be misunderstood. "But though we. or en angel 
from heaven preach any other gOl\Pel unto you than 
that we have preached unto you, let him be accur
sed." (Gal. 1:9). Thus we see that the apostles were 
forbidden to /preach more or less than the Gospel 
of Christ. If an angel !:Should come from Heaven to
day and pervert in any way God's Holy word that 
angel would be accursed. The sprinklings and pour
ings from Moses to John the Baptist were for the 
cleansing or purifying of the flesh. (Heb. 9:13). 
Baptism is NOT for that purpose. (I Pet. 3 :21). Mr 
Swift's dodge on the !preposition "into," is rather 
amusing. He said, I did not know that into the 
mountain and into the sycamore tree had the same 
meaning that into the water had. He should know 
that "into" always means "into." It does NOT have 
a different meaning. He argue!S that Christ did not 
go under the dirt when He went into the mountain 
neither did Zachaeus go under the bark when he 
climbed into the sycamore tree. He seems not to 
know the difference between the two prepositions 
"into," and "under." He argues that Christ went 
into the side or the top of the mountain-that Zac
chaeus was on the side of the tree. According to 
the gentleman when Philip and the Eunuch went 
down into the water, they only went into the side 
or on the top of the water. The prep0!:5ition "into," 
primarily means 'a lPassing from the out side to the 
interior.' He states that, He did not know that 
·"Much water," (John 3:23), means "many springs." 
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in the Greek. That does not help his cause. He teaches 
that a thimble full is as good as an oceJan. Many 
Springs . carries the idea of "muchlt water as the 
Bible states. Any unprejudice minds knows that it 
required much water for John to do his baptizing. 
No argument can overthrow this fact. He states that 
the falling on or pouring out of the Spirit was the 
b81ptism of the Spirit. Wrong again. It W8lJ the over
whelming of the Spirit was the baptism of the Spirit. 
Mr. Swift asks, if immersion is the only mode of 
baptism then peoples on the Sahara and in the 
frozen regions could not obey. Wlhen he teUs us who 
lives on the Sahara Delsert, how they get water ne
cessary for living purposes then I will tell him how 
those !people could obey their Lord in baptism. I 
won'Cler if you think that people, polar bears andi 
other animals live without water? Where they get 
water for their living purposes they could get enough 
in which to obey God in baptism. God never com
mands a thing that all men of earth cannot obey. 

Mr. Swift states that,Jesus, nor the A'Postles, 
ever ,preached on ba,ptism. Baptism is mentioned 
more than one hundred and twenty-three times in 
the New Testament. That is proof that somebody 
preached on it. Christ commanded it to be done. 
(Matt. 28:19j Mark 16:16; Acts 2:38), and many 
other passages could be cited but these will suffice. 
And too, the Devil had not begun his false teachings 
respecting baptism at that time. Sprinkling and pour
ing for bBtptlsm was not taught for many years this 
!Side of the New Testament. He states that Paul did 
not regard baptism as essential because he stated 
that God sent him not to baptize but to preach the 
Gospel. (I Cor. 1:17). He makes charges against God 
and Paul that are rather serioUS. 

God, did you send Paul to baptize? No. Paul, 
did you baptize? Yes. God, did you punish Paul 
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for his disobedience? No. He charges Paul with sin
ning and God winking at sin. He should have learned 
that to supply the ellipsiS would give us the com
plete thought. "For he sent me not to baptize (only) 
but to preach the gospel (also). Let's notice a par
allel passage. "Jesus cried and said, He that be
lieveth on me, believeth not on me but on him that 
sent me." (John 12:44). 'To' elPlply the ell1P'Sis we 
get the complete thought. "Jesus cried and said, He 
that believeth On me, believeth not on me (Only) but 
on hlm that sent me (also). Friends, baptism is a 
part of the Gospel, God's scheme of redemption. Mr. 
Swift ~ys, There are tw.o sacraments baptism and 
the Lord's supper. The Roman Catholics teaches 
there are seven sacraments. Why Mr. Swift borrowed 
just two of them I do not know. No where in the 
word of God do we read of sacraments. Again he 
states that, water ba.oti"'m is a type of Holy Spirit 
baptism. He was very carefUl n.ot to give the Scrip
ture that so teaches. He climaxed all of his asser
tions when he stated that, John baptized Christ into 
his priestly office. Then cites Heb. 3:1, as ~roof. 

"Consider the Apostle and High Priest of our 
profession, Christ Jesus." He has made Heb. 3:1, 
contradict Heb. 8:4, which teaches that Christ could 
NOT be a priest on earth. Christ was not made High 
Priest until He entered Heaven. Which one shall we 
believe, Editor Swift, or Jesus Christ? He stated that, 
when J~us was baptized the Spirit lighted on His 
head. The word .of God makes no such statement. 
I Cor. 10:1-4, the baptism unto Moses in the cloud 
and in the sea, Swift says, I know this baptism was 
by sprinkling because Paa. 77:17, says, The clouds 
jpOured out water and Exodus 14:29, says, They 
crossed on dry land. He did not tell how the clouds 
pour out water and never wet the ground. Exodus 
13:20, 21, states that, God went before them ina 
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pillar of cloud by day and fire by night. Deut. 16:1, 
says, God brought them out of Egypt by night. 
Since they were guided by a ,Pillar of fire I imagine 
it was a hot baptmm. Maybe the water was so hot 
it evaporoated before it could fall on the ground. This 
was a cloud and Psa. 77:17, says clouds. The clouds 
of Psa. 77:17, poured out water on the Israelites at 
Mt. Sinai and not at the croS'Sing of the Red. Sea. 
How were they baptized unto Moses in the cloud and 
in the sea? The dry land was beneath them, a wall 
of water was on each side of them, and the tPillar 
of cloud and fire was above them. They were com· 
pletely buried. Friends, this baptism was a typical 
one and not literal ItS Mr. Swift would have us be
lieve. In no sense could it typify sprinkle and pour. 
Mr. Swift· says that, The only excuse for Naaman 
dipping himself seven times in the Jordan was, that 
he might have been ignorant of the law. II Kings 5. 
states, "Then went he down and dipped himself seven 
times in Jordan according to the saying of the man 
of God: and his flesh came again like unto the flesh 
of 'a· little child and he was clean." Here we learn. 
that Naaman did according to the SAYING of the 
man of God. Mr. Swift implies that God Elisha, and 
Naaman, all were ignorant of the law. Lame indeed 
is the doctrine that depends on such teaching'S for 
its support. He claims that, The Scriptural tl'aIlshi· 
tion of the word baptize in a literal sense means to 
cleanse ceremonially with water. The Holy Spirit 
sayS, "Know ye not that so many of us as were 
baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into his 
death." (Rom. 6:3). "For as many of you as have 
been baptized into Christ have put on Christ." 
(Gal. 3:27). Shall we believe Mr. Swift, or the Holy 
Spirit? God has ascribed the cleansing of ~in to the 
blood of Christ. "But if we walk in the light as he 
is in the light, we have fellowship one. ~th another, 
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and the blood after he died, (John 19:33, 34). One 
must get into the death of Christ in order to reach 
his blood. "Know ye not that so many of us as were 
baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into his 
death." (Rom. 6:3). He says, John was priest in 
regular order. John was not a 'pri~ but a prophet. 
(Luke 1:71; Matt. 11:9). He also states that. Christ 
was to sprinkle many nations. (Isa. 52:15). The 
scholarship of the world says that should read 
"Startle" rather than sprinkle, and the context bears 
out that idea. Jesus NEVER taught sprinkling for 
baptism. Mr. Swift says, There were from one to 
aix millions to be baptized of .Tohn and he was in 
the wilderness from six to eighteen montha. The 
Bible makes no such statements. He says, John used 
the water of purification in his bap~. In Numbers 
19, we learn that water of !purification required the 
ashes of a red heifer, cedar wood, hyssop, and s~ 
let. I Wbnder if the River Jordan was filled with 
such? He m'8.ltes a great ado about the two little 
words "out of" in Matt. 3 :16, being from the Greek 
word "APO," and translated "from," and "away 
from." It seems strange that a man would spend 
nearly fifty years searching after the truth and never 
learn that the two little words "out of," Mark 1:10, 
is from the Greek word "ek" and translated "out" 
and "out of." The editor says, The baptism of the 
Eunuch is one baptism the immersioniSt put great 
stress on. The Eunuch was in a desert, not much 
water in a desert. The Eunuch was Burprised to 
see water. The Eunuch was reading from Iss. 52 
Friends, This country was not desert because of 
Ilcarcity of water because there were enough for 
Philip to immerse the Eunuch. Turn to Acts 8: 36, 
and see if the eunuch was surpriSed when they came 
to water. He was reading the 53, chapter of Isaiah 
and NOT the 52, chapter as Mr. Swift states. He 
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says, If the English of Acts 8 :38, is correct and 
"into" here meanS immersion then both Phili,p and 
the Eunuch were immersed. They both went under 
the water head and ears, and Philip performed the 
ceremony under the water and no one saw it done. 
Mr. Swift should be ashamed of such absurd state
ments. It is unbecoming a man who poses as a min
ister of God's word. It seems that he does not know 
the parts of speech. Into, is a preposition and immer
sion, is a noun. As before stated: into, means to 
pass from the outside to the inside. The baptiSm took 
pl-ace after Philip and the eunuch went down ''INTO'', 
the water. He says that, They both were baptized be
cause they (!plural) went down both (plural) into 
the water both (plural) Philip and the Eunuch. 
Here, Mr. Swift stopped on a semi colon and failed 
to quote the rest of the passage which reads: and 
he baptized him. He and Him are 'ingular. Why not 
quote the word of God correctly? 

BURIED WITH CHRIST BY BAPTISM 
Editor Swift states, There is not a drop of water 

in Romoans 6:4; and Colossians 2:12. God has but 
one baptism. binding today. (Eph. 4:5). Acts 10:47, 
the Holy Spirit states, "Can any man forbid water 
that these should not be baptized!' According to 
the Holy Spirit Rom. 6:4; Col. 2:12, is WATER 
BAPTISM. Mr. Swift to the contrary notwithstand
ing. Heb. 10 :22, "Having our hearts sprinkled from 
an evil conscience, and our bodies washed. with pure 
water." Our bodies wa'Shed with pure water does 
not have reference to the putting away of filth of 
the flesh but the answer of a good conscience to
ward God. (1 Pet. 3 :21). God is the author of bap
tism for the remission of sins and all the command
ments and doctrines of men cannot overthrow this 
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fact. We muBt 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? 

BAlPTISM ON THE DAY OF PENTECOST 
Mr. Swift state's, 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 b&al
tized every minute. Friends, the above statements 
are but the crea.tion of hm poor imagina.tion 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 sotiliJ 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 until 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 
iPentecost. The editor's argument ( 1) on Ezekiel 
36:24, 25) is rather amusing. The passage readB, 
"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 
l@on you." Then he goes to Acts 2:5, which reads, 
"And. there were dwelllng at Jerusalem Jews, de
vout men out of every n-ation under heaven. Mr. 
Swift should know that the Je~ 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 fulI1lment more than five hundr.oo 
yean before Pentecost. He goes to Webster~ Dic
tionary for his authority for Bprinklingand pour
ing, Webster, gives sprinkle and pour as · secondary 
meanings for b8l1ltize and not the original meaning. 

THE BAP'NSM OF THE JAILER 

Mr, Swift saY'J, He guessed the jailer brought 
Paul and Silas into the living qu8rt.ers of th~ 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 see}dqg_JX)i' 
the truth respecting the dEmign,and mode of blia;l.o 
tisni 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 S3traight
way, and when he had brought them into his hQ1.lS6." 
The facts are: he was baptized' befOre he brought 
~ul and Silas into his house He took them out of . 
the J'ail and washed their stripe'S and was b~ed. 

HOUSEHOLD BAPTISM INOLUDINGPAuL;S 
BAPTISM 

Mr. Swift says, There were about f"lftyindivi
dual conversions in the New Testament, of which, 

\ 
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seven were baptized. The editor in his discussion 
of pentecost that three thouBand were ba'Ptized. Now 
he says, There were about fifty individual conver
sions. I wonder what kind of conversions the other 
two thousand nine hundred and fift)'were? I wish 
he had stated. , Since there were oDlyfifty individual 
conversions were the other ~nversloIm by proxy? 
There are thousands of conversions recorded in the 
New Testament and everyone of them was an indi
vidual , conversion. Not a single exceptioD. NO · where 
does the word of God teach "GROUP" obedience. 
Does he think God he a blanket scheme of redemp
tion that comes cheaper than the Individual scheme? 
It seems that he haa given such intense study to 
IUlrinkling that his brain has become about as much 
scattered as the drops of water in hisbaptlsm. 
Again, he states, When Peters81d, "Can any m'an 
forbid water that these should not be ba~tized who 
have received the Holy Ghost aa well aa we?" The 
logical meaning is: who ca.n forbid water to be 
brought to' baptize these who have received the 
Holy Ghost as well as we. Mr. Swift charg~ 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 ~gainst 
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 COD
cerned about the mother as I am the child that lB 
born a dij' birth. Jesus says, Except a man be born 
of water. There is no water in a dry birth and yet 
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JesUs sa.ya. Except a man be born of water. he 
cannot, CANNOT, enter into the kingdom of God." 
According to his theory on the kingdom aren't you 
iorry for that poor, little "DRY" born b8lby? I 
have known babies to die before birth wonder what 
their de'Stination will be? But again. He has Jews 
telling Nicodemus that one would have to be born 
physically before he could be born spiritually. Was 
Nicodemus that ignorant? Nicodemus entertained 
the same Idea of the new birth that Mr. Swift en
tertams. Jesus told him that one would have to be 
born a new. The Spirit begets through the word 
of God_ and water Is the ,place of delivery, or bIrth. 
Jesus says, Except a MAN, (not a baby) be born 
anew he cannot enter the ldngdoJll of· God. When 
one hears the Gospel of ChrIst, believes it with all 
his heart, repents of one's sins, confesses Chrbrt. and 
is baptized into the name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Spirit, (Matt. 28 :19; Mark 
16:15. 16; Acts 2:38; 22:16; Gal. 3:21; I Pet. 3:21). 
then one is born of God. 

EIGHT SOULS SAVED BY WATER 

Mr. Swift, quotes I Peter. 3 :20, 21, and makes 
the ~~!lg}YingdeductioJm: the antediluvians (wick
ed. people),were the ones immersed or drowned. 
The eight souls were saved by keeping out of the 
w~ter.-The . man utterly fails to ~e the teaching 
of . this ScriPture.- The teaching of thlspassage is 
plain. The wa.ters of the flood drowned the wicked 
at the Rme time they saved -the righteous. Noah 
an~ hls family. Baptism is a. like figure of that. 
In baptism the guilt of sin Is destroyed -and at the 
same time the soul is purified and saved. The waters 
of th.e flood translated Noah and hil5 family fr.om 
the antediluvian world into the post diluvian world. 

( 
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FroIJl the old world into the. new worl4. BaptiSDI. 
translates one out of the old .life into the new life 
which is in ~t JelJus. (Gal. 3:27). The editor. 
concludes by stating, I IUJl oontending that baptism 
is non eSsential toone's salvation; John 19:33, 34, . 
teaches that Christ' shed His blood iri. His death 
lUld Rom.. 6 :3, "Know ye not, that so many of us 
as were ba:pt1zed into Jesus Christ were baptized 
into his death?" Thus baptism puts . one into the 
death of Christ "where one reaches the blood that 
cleanses from sIn. (Matt. 26:26-28). T.he Devil 
knows if he can keep Qne out of baptism he can 
keep one out of the death. of Christ. If he can keep 
one out of the death of Chrlst he can keep one- out 
of the bloQtLof-Christ. If he can ke~ one out of 
the blood of ChrIst, he can keep one out of the 
r~ioJlJ of sins. and if he can keep one out of 
the r~ssion" of sln$ he can keep one out of Heaven. 
NEVEIt, did God, Christ, the Holy Spirit, or any 
insplred writer ever ~ake such statement that bap
tism. is a non essential thing. Baptbml is mentioned 
in every conversion of the New Testament. Some 
time faith is not mentioned, (Acts 2:38). Some time 
repentance is omitted, (Acts 8:36-38). Some time 
coilfession is not mentioned, (Acts 16:28-35). But 
in every conversion baptism is always m~Yoned. 
Why? God knew the' time would come when it would 
be denied and ridiculed _ and hence; stamped His :ap-
proval of its essentitdity. F\iends, I hOld no ill will 
toward- anyone, but that all ma.y know .the truth of 
God's word ~ectlng the scheme of redemption. Mf 
prayer is: that lQany m,ay be brought to God 
through the study of this booklet. 

E. L. Whitaker 
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