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The “Baptist” persuasion

A “Baptist” church

An ordainor of ordinances ?

( i.e. The enactor of “local laws”. )

Regardless of name, this is not directed at the “Baptist” denomination,

but rather to all who teach any manner of water baptism as a doctrinal

ordinance for the present day church in this, the latter days.

Endeavouring to teach only wholesome words and doctrine

which is according to godliness; I say this, through the grace given unto me, according as God hath dealt to me the measure of faith and with the ability

which God gives me, for edification of the body of Christ in love and with

fervent hope of keeping the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace.

                      With only as much humility as this man,

                       carrying around his burden of evil flesh,

                                can display on this given day.

Intending no harm, but fully intending to match the enthusiasm of conviction.

Do you place more loyalty on church traditions than on the “word of God” ?

                               “teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.”

I shall “attempt” to espouse the truth without bringing discredit to others.

However, unlike my God and Saviour, I am not always able to keep my promises.

                         A Pharisee stood and prayed thus with himself,

                         God, I thank thee, that I am not as other men are,

                         Baptists, Catholics, Charismatics, or as an IRS publican.

                         I pass the offering plate twice in the week, and

                         I believe that water baptism by emersion is ORDAINED ! 

Which would you rather be ?

A Bible believer ?

OR

A Baptist ?

Must you be a “Baptist” if you are a Bible believer ?

Must you believe that you need to be baptized by water to show obedience ?

Must you also be baptized by “full emersion” to show this obedience ?

No, No, and No. “strive not about words to no profit” ( from II Timothy 2:14 )

Your mindset will likely be,

“How can this be ? Even Jesus was baptized by full emersion in water.”

A mindset does not equate to being lead by the Holy Spirit.

Must you believe that you should be obedient to the Lord ?

Yes.     You “should” always show your love for the Lord through obedience to Him.

            You “should” live for and through Him at all times.

But what of obeying a water baptism ordinance ?

The four gospels, Acts and Hebrews.

What do we remember about the context of these books ?

Were these transitional, dispensational, or both ?

“Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD:

  though your sins be as scarlet, they shall be as white as snow;

  though they be red like crimson, they shall be as wool.

  If ye be willing and obedient, ye shall eat the good of the land:”
Can we agree on this: Many (not all) actions in the Gospels, and especially 
in the book of Acts were only transitional examples and instructions,

that is, instructions for a limited set of men or for a limited amount of time?
Are all doctrines for “today” ?

Did God place more than one transitional “doctrine” in these books ?

Should we blindly refuse to look ( and be guided by the Spirit ) regarding

a “doctrine” that we desire to hold, especially if it has been handed down

by our great grandfather, to our grandfather, to our earthly father, and then to us ?

What if a whole “denomination” desires to retain that “doctrine” ?

I’m not talking only of Charismatics, Pentecostals, and Baptists, but
of all who would hold any “ordinances” as “doctrinal”.

Wait a minute. I take that back. Actually, there is one ordinance,

but not in the sense that most denominations treat an “ordinance”. What is it ?

Here it is - “YOU have been ordained to preach the gospel”.

Note: By Charismatics above, I mean those that modern denomination which teaches that everyone that gets saved, that is, receives the Holy Ghost, will speak in tongues.
All born again believers are charismatic in the sense that we all receive gifts.

If your doctrinal belief about “water baptism” is founded or substantially supported in transitional books, are we not negligent in our diligence to “doctrine” if we attempt to lock in to a tradition blindly, when we know we should take pay extra attention in looking to see if there is only a transitional message ? Let me ask you, how much support for this “water baptism” doctrine do you have outside of transitional books ?

Did I spark you interest in looking yet ?
Well. Well. It does appear the “foundation” of purported “water baptism” ordinances have their “solid?” foundation in these transitional books.

OK. Maybe we SHOULD look at this again, and maybe we should take off our blinders and look with a renewed mind in the Holy Ghost.

But speak thou the things which become sound doctrine:

First let’s look OUTSIDE the transitional books in the New Testament,

where we should find our basis of “sound doctrine” for the church, shall we ?

Note: I am referring to "basis" for doctrine, not "additional support" for doctrine.

On the following page I will list every verse in the New Testament outside of the transitional books and attempt to describe what is communicated in each.

Do not ask me how this one doctrine has been misinterpreted

by so many for so long, but know this, it was and still is by many or most.

Does Satan know how to use this doctrinal error to his benefit ?

How many people have and will be in hell through this one single misinterpretation ?

Oh, that we could turn back time, one of many immutable laws of God.

Nevertheless, we must press on to the mark.

Romans 6:3-4             - Description of the true baptism. Agreed ?

                                          into Jesus Christ !

                                               “baptized into Jesus Christ”
                                          with Jesus Christ !

                                               “buried with him [Jesus Christ]”
One cannot be placed "into Jesus Christ" except by the Spirit of Christ.

One cannot be "buried with Christ", except by having been reckoned
as having been IN Christ at the time that He was buried.

When we are baptized INTO Jesus Christ, we can be reckoned as
having been IN Christ for all time, that is, even from the foundation of the world.
However, in a manner this could be seen as "water baptism".

In that sense, "so many of us"(not "all of us") can be referring back to all who WERE baptized with water, just as "so many"(not "all") spoke with tongues.

Beyond not speaking of "all", but rather about those who WERE baptized with water, this does not speak to the present or future, only the past.

It does not say  ARE   baptized as in ongoing no and into the future,
but rather says WERE baptized as in past.
Next verses.                                         
Remember those Corinthians ?  Did they ever mess up any of their doctrines ?

Does I Corinthians clear it up for them ? 

I Corinthians 1:13       -  “past tense” AND “in a question”

                                          to identify this next mention
I Corinthians 1:14-17 -  Exclamation of thanksgiving for

                                        having NOT performed this “doctrine” ?

I Corinthians 10:2       -  “past tense” picture of spiritual baptism

                                          Old Testament - Moses / in the sea

I Corinthians 12:13     - Description of the ONE true baptism. Agreed ?

                                          one Spirit / into the body

I Corinthians 15:29     -    “past tense” AND “in a question”

                                        Is the reason given in Verses 33-34 ?

                                                      “evil communications corrupt good manners. Awake to righteousness”
Galatians 3:27             - Description of the ONE true baptism. Agreed ?

                                          “baptized into Christ”

Ephesians 4:5              - Description of the ONE true baptism. Agreed ?

                                                        “One Lord, one faith, one baptism”

Colossians 2:11-12     - Description of the ONE true baptism. Agreed ?

                                      “made without hands” 

                                                   “by the circumcision of Christ:”

                                        “Buried with him in baptism” - Buried WITH Christ

                                                                              ( not buried in water )

I Peter 3:20-21              - Description of the ONE true baptism. Agreed ?

                                         “The like figure” which is referring back to
                                           a symbolism of baptism, that is, water

                                          “when once the longsuffering of God waited in the days of Noah,

                                                       while the ark was a preparing, wherein few, that is,

                                                        eight souls were saved by water.

                                                                                  The like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us 

                                                         (not the putting away of the filth of the flesh,

                                                             but the answer of a good conscience toward God,)

                                                        by the resurrection of Jesus Christ:

If you have not found a solid foundation for a doctrine or ordinance

in these verses yet, you likely won't, because there are no more verses.

Regardless, I will attempt do glean the meaning also from the verses in the transitional books. This seems no harder, as it is the basic purpose of these books.

If you will look at the, quote, examples

in each of the four gospel passages,

I believe you will see how “clear” of an example was set.

In Acts, Peter expounds, “Then remembered I the word of the Lord, how that he said,

John indeed baptized with water; but ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost.”

In Acts, AFTER all instances of water baptisms, we are taught,

“As touching the Gentiles which believe, we have written and concluded that

they observe no such thing, save only that they keep themselves from

things offered to idols, and from blood, and from strangled, and from fornication.”
Even these were not for ordinance sake, but for the sake of those yet to believe.
Do churches have liberty to institute “ordinances” beyond these ?

“And as they went through the cities, they delivered them the decrees for to keep,

that were ordained of the apostles and elders which were at Jerusalem.

And so were the churches established in the faith”

Do churches have liberty to institute an “ordinance” of “water baptism” ?

Do churches have liberty to institute a “practice” of “water baptism” ?

Perhaps, if the “practice” is not a stumbling block.

Does Rome use “water baptism” ? Is it a stumbling block ?

“But take heed lest by any means this liberty of yours

become a stumblingblock to them that are weak.

For if any man see thee which hast knowledge sit at meat in the idol’s temple,

shall not the conscience of him which is weak be emboldened to eat those things which are offered to idols; And through thy knowledge shall the weak brother perish, for whom Christ died? But when ye sin so against the brethren, and wound their weak conscience, ye sin against Christ. Wherefore, if meat make my brother to offend,

I will eat no flesh while the world standeth, lest I make my brother to offend.”

If someone is emboldened to believe that confessing Jesus Christ out loud

or being baptized with water will save them, a GREAT INJUSTICE is done.

For one MUST believe in the heart to God !  Which mouth does God hear ?

From Genesis 24:45, “And before I had done speaking in mine heart”.
Can water baptism be a way of confessing Jesus Christ or witnessing ?

I believe so, but I believe it can also be a way of giving a false confession.

A “saving” confession is not made to men, but to God who looks on the heart.

O ye generation of churches that “require a sign” of belief and confession,

must one look to “water” baptism ?

Can you not look at a life ? Is it an open book ? By their fruit ye shall know them.

If you don’t see fruit, should you stop giving the salvation message to them ?

Call me an Anti-baptist if you wish, but I am not opposed to Baptist’s as people: them I love.  But I DO oppose their water baptism “ordinance” as a “doctrine” and

the manner in which most denominations approach the use of “water baptism”,

even if it were just considered a “practice” rather than a “doctrine”.

 “Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us free,

and be not entangled again with the yoke of bondage.

Behold, I Paul say unto you, that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you nothing.

For I testify again to every man that is circumcised, that he is a debtor to do the whole law. Christ is become of no effect unto you, whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen from grace. For we through the Spirit wait for the hope of righteousness by faith. For in Jesus Christ neither circumcision availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision; but faith which worketh by love.

Ye did run well; who did hinder you that ye should not obey the truth?

This persuasion cometh not of him that calleth you.

A little leaven leaveneth the whole lump.

I have confidence in you through the Lord, that ye will be none otherwise minded:

but he that troubleth you shall bear his judgment, whosoever he be.”

This is not to say that water baptism, full emersion or otherwise,

is necessarily a bad tradition of men, like the birth of Christ on December 25,

or “Easter” Sunday (Passover), but be very careful how you teach them.

Example: Is “Easter Sunday” a Pagan, a Jewish or a Christian day of observance ?

                Is “Passover” a Jewish or a Christian day of observance ?

                Do you know what day a Christian is to “observe” ?

Should one coax someone to recite a “sinner’s prayer” under psychological pressure and immediately claim “Glory to God ! Another one is saved” and then fight heaven and hell to maintain one specific “work” to be “a sign” of a true conversion ?

Matthew 23:24 says, “Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat, and swallow a camel.”
Go back and read Matthew 23:13-33 for context.

Can water baptism, full emersion or otherwise, be made available to any who desire to use this act as a testimony of their willingness to follow the Lord or as a witness of what a great things God has done ? Yes, of course.

Just beware, do not use baptizing with water as a opportunity to glory in the flesh.

Another man got saved in my church !

Oh, did you see a “sign” ?

Did you express this excitement at the time he REALLY got saved ?

Do you really KNOW where or when or even IF he REALLY got saved ?

If one had joined in the labour of other men and one REALLY got saved by that,

does a man stop to praise his own labour while he is working in the harvest and

there is yet MORE fruit to glean ? Nay. Should he not work all the harder and faster ?

Does he who praises his own labour verily have his reward ?

Who REALLY produces fruit ? Is it the One in whom you abide ?

Yes. Clearly, you CAN teach water baptism as an opportunity to make a public profession of faith in the Lord Jesus Christ, but don’t let this liberty of yours become a stumblingblock or a necessary “work”.

If you express that one specific “work” is required to show your obedience to the Lord, are ye not partial against those that believe and express their obedience with other “works” ? Should whether or not a person has been baptized with “water” affect a person’s standing in THE church ? Should whether or not a person has been baptized with “water” affect a person’s standing in any of the churches ?

Should churches hold out non-biblical “membership” requirements ?

What are the requirements to become a “member” of THE church ?

Dare anyone say, “If you don’t get baptized, you are not following Christ.”

Yea, wilt thou cast the first stone at me or at another that refuses water baptism ?

Are any of the warnings in scripture vain ?

 “Woe”, “Add thou not”, “If any man shall add unto these things”.

I pray you consider and ponder these things in your heart before you speak.

From Hebrews 6:2, the doctrine is the “doctrine of baptisms”. Notice the plural.
Outside of the transitional books, even Paul was glad that He had NOT baptized many people with water. From I Corinthians 1:14, “I thank God that I baptized none of you”.
Is this statement in scripture consistent with something ordained by God ?

I suppose if Paul had addressed it in another manner, I might be tempted to agree.

If God truly intended for the church to have ordinances, would it not be consistent

for Him to provide a clearer indication ? The scripture nowhere says, 

“Men, brethren, hear ye my plea which I make now unto you.

Though ye be ordained to be baptized of men, this is but for a sign

and to make a show of obedience unto the Lord.

For God hath already wrought all that is necessary.”

Call me a heretic, but if you are truly my brother in Christ, you will still love me.

I count on that promise a lot as you can tell.

What ? Know ye not that the best way to teach is by using examples ?

Were “water baptisms” given as like figures to teach by example ?

Water being the foremost type for the Holy Ghost,

Noah was saved by water, Israel through the Red sea, etc.

“The like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us” clearly indicates we were given like figures PRIOR to the real thing, unless you believe water baptism is the “one baptism” that saves your soul.

Be very careful now in determining a “doctrine” of Christ Jesus our Lord.

Was Noah saved by full emersion ?

Well it rained on top of the ark, but that sounds more like sprinkling than emersion.

Did Noah even get wet at all when he was baptized ?

Was all of Israel baptized with water ?

Did all Israel get wet at all when they were baptized through the Red sea ?

Were examples of baptisms given to picture the “one baptism” that saves ?

What was the purpose of John the Baptist’s figure of water baptisms ?

Was it as a rite of passage for new believers?

According to John, chapter 1, it was for Jesus to be made manifest “to Israel”.

Remember - the Jews “required a sign”.

“The next day John seeth Jesus coming unto him,

and saith, Behold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sin of the world.

This is he of whom I said, After me cometh a man which is preferred before me: for he was before me. And I knew him not:

but that he should be made manifest to Israel, <the Jews require a sign>
therefore am I come baptizing with water.  And John bare record, saying,

I saw the Spirit descending from heaven like a dove, and it abode upon him.

And I knew him not: but he that sent me to baptize with water,

the same said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending,

and remaining on him, the same is he which baptizeth with the Holy Ghost.

And I saw, and bare record that this is the Son of God.

Again the next day after John stood, and two of his disciples;

And looking upon Jesus as he walked, he saith, Behold the Lamb of God!”

Was John was sent unto Israel and to baptize? (John 1:6 ; John 1:31)
Was Paul sent unto the Gentiles and NOT sent to baptize? (Ephesians 3:1 ; I Corinthians 1:17)

How can this be ? Even Jesus was baptized by full emersion in water !

From Mark 4:2, “he <Jesus> taught them many things by parables”

From Matthew 3:13-15,
“Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Jordan unto John, to be baptized of him.

  But John forbad him, saying,

 I have need to be baptized of thee, and comest thou to me?

  And Jesus answering said unto him,

       Suffer it to be so now: for thus it becometh us to fulfil all righteousness.”
Did Jesus (or His disciples) later baptize John the Baptist with water ?

From John 18:11,

“the cup which my Father hath given me, shall I not drink it?”

Was Jesus speaking of a literal cup ?

From Matthew 20:22,

“Are ye able to drink of the cup that I shall drink of,

 and to be baptized with the baptism that I am baptized with?”

Was Jesus speaking of a literal baptism ?

Did the disciples of Jesus understand all the parable and examples that Jesus gave ?

Jesus was NOT speaking of a literal cup, right ?

Jesus was NOT speaking of a literal water baptism, right ?

From Matthew 20:22,

“They say unto him, We are able.”

Were the disciples of Jesus speaking about His water baptism ?

From Matthew 20:23,

 “Ye shall drink indeed of my cup,

  and be baptized with the baptism that I am baptized with:”
Was Jesus speaking of a water baptism ?

Did the disciples of Jesus understand about water baptism ?

Could there still be disciples today that are slow of heart to believe

                                            all that the prophets have spoken ?

Were there different baptisms in different dispensations ?

“John did baptize in the wilderness, and preach the baptism of repentance
for the remission of sins. And there went out unto him all the land of Judaea,

and they of Jerusalem, and were all baptized of him in the river of Jordan, confessing their sins.”

 “I indeed have baptized you with water: but he shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost.”

Where did John the Baptist baptize ? “John did baptize in the wilderness”…
“And it came to pass in those days, that Jesus came from Nazareth of Galilee,

 and was baptized of John in Jordan.”

John the Baptist baptized in the wilderness.

Jesus came to the wilderness to be baptized.

Have you been baptized in the wilderness as an act of obedience ?

Oh that we would show such obedience to the two greatest commandments.

How far do you take your obedience ?

You say this is taking it too far ?

I agree. This is taking an “example” too far.

Turning an “example” into an “ordinance” IS going too far. How far will you go ?

I believe performing literal water baptism is taking an example too far. Do you ?

                                                       ( as an ordinance or doctrine )

Debating about how to perform an example. Is that where you really want to be ?

Can you see that, then, Jesus came to John to be baptized with water,

But, now, we come to Jesus to be baptized with the Holy Ghost ?

From Acts 11:13-16 ,

“And he showed us how he had seen an angel in his house, which stood and said unto him, Send men to Joppa, and call for Simon, whose surname is Peter;

Who shall tell thee words, whereby thou and all thy house shall be saved.

And as I began to speak, the Holy Ghost fell on them, as on us at the beginning. Then remembered I the word of the Lord, how that he said,

John indeed baptized with water; but ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost.”

How can this be ? Even Jesus was baptized by full emersion in water !

Yes, Jesus was baptized by John with water. He was also circumcised, He fasted,

He washed disciple’s feet, and He did many other like things.

Do “Baptists” ( or closet Baptists ) hold to all of those things as traditions too ?

( closet Baptist = Fundamentalists that believe in water baptism as a doctrinal ordinance. )

Where is the basis for this “doctrine” to be found ?

Are sound doctrines based primarily in the Gospels, Acts, and Hebrews ?  Say Amen.

In addition to showing the Lord’s death, burial, and resurrection,

doesn’t John’s water baptism also represent the receiving of the Holy Spirit

and becoming a child of God ?

 “And straightway coming up out of the water, he saw the heavens opened,

and the Spirit like a dove descending upon him:

And there came a voice from heaven, saying,

Thou art my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased.”

Should a dove, and a voice from above be part of the ordinance ?

Is water baptism today a righteous work ?

IF water baptism is the cause of even one soul never coming to repentance,

is it still a righteous work ?   

Why did Jesus NOT baptize with water ?

“(Though Jesus himself baptized not, but his disciples,)”

Is water baptism today a righteous work ?

On an individual, case by case basis, I can see how it could be,

as one may be led by the Spirit and obey with all diligence to others.

As an overall doctrinal ordinance for all, I fail to see how it can ever possibly be.

Don’t you believe God would give clear direction for an ORDAINED act ?

There seems to be clearer evidence that we should wash one another’s feet

than there is that we should be baptized in water.

A disciple(follower) of Jesus washed His feet with her hair and her tears.

Is this washing one another’s feet a righteous work today ?

Is there a doctrinal ordinance to wash one another’s feet ?

After all, Jesus did say, “ye also ought to wash one another’s feet.”

“If I then, your Lord and Master, have washed your feet;

 ye also ought to wash one another’s feet.

 For I have given you an example, that ye should do as I have done to you.”

If an ordinance is going to be defined, can it be any clearer than this ?

“And he turned to the woman, and said unto Simon, Seest thou this woman?

I entered into thine house, thou gavest me no water for my feet:

but she hath washed my feet with tears, and wiped them with the hairs of her head.”
If water baptism is a good work that is an “ordinance”, why not foot washing ?

If water baptism is a good work that is an “ordinance”, why not foot washing ?

Doesn’t “sound doctrine” come out of I Timothy ?

I Timothy is NOT a transitional book.

A clear mention of “foot washing” is found in  I Timothy.

Don’t misunderstand me, I believe I Timothy also has parabolic teaching.

“Let not a widow be taken into the number under threescore years old, having been the wife of one man, Well reported of for good works; if she have brought up children, if she have lodged strangers, if she have washed the saints’ feet,

if she have relieved the afflicted, if she have diligently followed every good work.
You say Jesus taught foot washing as a parable and well He did.

You say Jesus taught water baptism as a literal act to follow and well I disagree.

O ye saints, will you declare me to be in sin and in need of repentance for this ?

I can only say to you that I am free and this belief is part of my faith and

“whatsoever is not of faith is sin.”

“If the Son therefore shall make you free, ye shall be free indeed.”

“Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us free,

and be not entangled again with the yoke of bondage.”

Will you judge to convict me where the Holy Ghost has not ?

If you will damn my soul to hell for this, That thou doest, do quickly.
John the Baptist was SENT to baptize with water.

“And I knew him not: but he that sent me to baptize with water,

the same said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending,

and remaining on him, the same is he which baptizeth with the Holy Ghost.”

Paul was NOT SENT to baptize with water. Does “dispensation” mean anything ?

“After making mention of the transitional baptisms causing contention, Paul writes, “For Christ sent me not to baptize, but to preach the gospel:”

This is a pretty clear dispensational marker if you ask me.

Of course, I am of the unlearned, the non-scholar laity

and, this, therefore, seems like foolishness unto thee.

O frustrated man that I am. Who shall rely on the leading of the Holy Ghost as I ?

From Mark 10, “And Jesus said unto them, Ye shall indeed drink of the cup

that I drink of; and with the baptism that I am baptized withal shall ye be baptized:”
This is not a “water” baptism, but a reference of that baptism that shall come.

The scripture does NOT say “teach all nations and baptize them”.
This is NOT a baptism that man can perform.

From Matthew 28, “Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you:”

Is this a command to teach and baptize ? No! It is a command only to teach.

Baptizing who ? All nations !

How does a nation get baptized ? Teach !

 “So then faith cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word of God.”

“teach all nations, baptizing them”

“baptizing” is a transitive verb.

Example:                   Dip your fingers, wetting them.

                                         How did the “wetting” occur ?

                      “Dip” is the direct verb. “wetting” is the transitive verb.

Let’s now apply -       “teach all nations, baptizing them”
                                            How did the “baptizing” occur ?

                      “teach” is the direct verb. “baptizing” is the transitive verb.

Jesus’ command in a complementary passage to preach bears witness:

Make sure you see the period, “.”, after the word “creature”. That ends the command.

“Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.

He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved;

but he that believeth not shall be damned.”

The Holy Ghost does the baptizing at the time you believe.

The New Testament epistles teach, “One Lord, one faith, one baptism”

               Belief (faith) and baptism are concurrent !
Have I offended you yet ? If so, I repent for that alone. Of my faith, I repent not.

Look. I know this goes against all you have been taught and if you were to

give serious consideration to it, your faith might be shaken.

I do not want to shake your faith. If I have, I repent for that as well.

I only try to speak the truth in love. And this “water” baptism doctrine is sealing the fate of many a soul each and every day, else I would still hope to remain silent. 

There are many things in the Bible that are to be taken LITERALLY.

Yes, I agree. There was even an example for which Jesus described it as literal.

But “this” example is, in turn, symbolic, not literal.

“And he took bread, and gave thanks, and brake it, and gave unto them, saying,

This is my body which is given for you: this do in remembrance of me.

Likewise also the cup after supper, saying, 

This cup is the new testament in my blood, which is shed for you.”

Even this example was not held out as an “ordinance”, but as a “remembrance”.

“For as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this cup,

  ye do show the Lord’s death till he come.”

When we were set free, we were set “perfectly” free. Please. Be free.

Is there a difference between ordinance and remembrance ?

Is there a difference between involuntary and voluntary ?

There is a BIG difference and ye do well to note it.

Search your reasoning for having “ordinances”.

“Who also hath made us able ministers of the new testament;

  not of the letter,             but of the spirit:

       for the letter killeth,     but the spirit giveth life.”
If you say it is not really an ordinance in the strict sense of the word,

then search it out. Why do you apply the stricter word ?

Have ye no knowledge of “words” ?

Has a pastor of a church no knowledge of “words” ?

Are God’s words pure ?

Are we to speak “as” the oracles of God ?    ( Don’t ever drop the “as” here. )

Are you trying to conform your faith to someone or something else ? Who or What ?

OK. You have searched your reasoning for having an “ordinance” of water baptism

And are thoroughly convinced that there is nothing wrong with it.

Now let me ask, do you use the same manner of interpretation for foot washing ?

If you use different methods of interpretation, can I ask why ?

If water baptism is a good work and is to be an ordinance, why not foot washing ?

Do you say water baptism is not done away with because it wasn’t part of the law ?

Was washing one another’s feet part of the law ?

And have you not read in the law about baptism ?   Leviticus 14 & Numbers 19

PLEASE don’t huff about sprinkling or pouring not being a picture of baptism.

They are only pictures.

Or, if you must, Huff, and then hold your peace.

Sprinkle. Huff. Sprinkle, Sprinkle. Huff, Huff.

Sprinkle, Sprinkle, Sprinkle. Huff, Huff, Huff.

Did God give just one picture of the coming Messiah ?

Did God give just one picture of Satan ?

Did God give just one picture of saving through faith ?

Is “oil” a “type” of the “Holy Ghost” which baptizes ?

Who was “oil” POURED upon the head of ? Kings and priests ?

Have we been made kings and priests unto God ?

Did God POUR out His Spirit ? 

From Acts, “And it shall come to pass in the last days, saith God,

                          I will pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh:”

Are pictures are done away when the heavenly appears ?

Baptism of the Holy Ghost. Is it of men or of heaven ?

 “Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit,

 after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ. For in him dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.

And ye are complete in him, which is the head of all principality and power:

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:

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.”

This is NOT water baptism.

Don’t get too hung up on comparing the pictured methods of physical baptisms.

Do not compare physical with physical, rather compare spiritual with spiritual.

Where you born again ?  Did you receive the Holy Ghost ? I pray you have.

When you were born again - didn’t you die ? Didn’t Paul say “I die daily” ?

Again,

Do you say water baptism is not done away with because it wasn’t part of the law ?

Let’s look back to the LAW and see if BAPTISM was part of the LAW -

This was a law regarding those who touch the dead -

                        ADDED INTERPRETIVE COMMENTARY in <>

 “And for an <LOST MAN>unclean person they shall take of the <GOSPEL>ashes of the burnt heifer of purification for sin, and <HOLY SPIRIT>running water shall be put thereto <NIGH AT HAND>in a vessel:  And a <SAVED MAN>clean person shall take hyssop, and <BE FILLED WITH>dip it in the

<HOLY SPIRIT>water, and <PREACH>sprinkle it upon the tent, and upon all the vessels, and upon the <SAVED AND LOST>persons that were there, and upon <LOST MAN>him that touched a bone, or one slain, or one dead, or a grave:

And the <SAVED MAN>clean person shall <WITNESS>sprinkle upon the

 <LOST MAN>unclean on the <AGAIN AND AGAIN> 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.

But the <LOST MAN>man that shall be unclean, and shall not

<HEED THE GOSPEL>purify himself, <ETERNALLY LOST MAN>that soul shall be <CAST DOWN TO HELL>cut off from among the congregation,

because he hath <REJECTED THE GOSPEL>defiled the sanctuary of the LORD:

the <HOLY SPIRIT>water of separation hath not been <ACCEPTED>sprinkled upon him; he is <LOST>unclean. And it shall be a perpetual statute unto them, that <SAVED MAN>he that <WITNESSES>sprinkleth the <HOLY SPIRIT>water of separation shall wash his clothes”… 

Was this a stretch ? Or just a deeper look?
 Is this a summary of the picture of shown in the law ?

“that soul shall be cut off from Israel:

  because the water of separation was not sprinkled upon him”

A child that rejects the gospel and is not baptized by the Holy Spirit is lost to hell.
Don’t get hung up on the pictures and lose sight of the meaning behind the pictures.

For now we see through a glass, darkly !

“Behold, how good and how pleasant it is for brethren to dwell together in unity!”

The pictures are done away when the heavenly appears !

Baptism of the Holy Ghost is of heaven !

The FINAL MENTION of baptism in the transitional book of Acts

describes “the way” to be baptized in the present-day dispensation.

Not by water, neither sprinkling, nor pouring, nor full emersion,

but by “calling on the name of the Lord”.

 “And now why tarriest thou?

 arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins,

 calling on the name of the Lord.”  Acts 22:16

Do you “arise” to go “down into the water” ?

Ephesians 4:5 also reaffirms there is “One Lord, one faith, one baptism”

Through faith, you are baptized by the Holy Spirit, which washes by the blood.
Was the phrase “know ye not” used 13 times AFTER the transition book of Acts ?

Might this represent rebellion against leaving the transitional “acts” and the acceptance of the new covenant ? The spirit of the law, not the letter of the law.

Is an “ordinance a law” ? Look it up if your wavering about an answer.

 “In that he saith, A new covenant, he hath made the first old.

  Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to vanish away.”

The FIRST MENTION of baptism AFTER the transition book of Acts is also

The FIRST MENTION of the phrase “know ye not”.
Is it to identify the “one baptism” from the transitional water baptisms ?

 “Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ

   were baptized into his death?”

The only way to be baptized “into” Jesus Christ is by the Holy Spirit. ( not by water )

Was the malefactor that was hanged beside Jesus baptized with water ?

Agreed, but what of water baptisms ?

Are we captive to a water baptism ordinance ? ( letter of the law ? )

“Wherefore he saith, When he ascended up on high, he led captivity captive”

Was this man Apollos (born at Alexandria) a Baptist ?

 “This man was instructed in the way of the Lord; and being fervent in the spirit,

   he spake and taught diligently the things of the Lord,

   knowing only the baptism of John.

And he began to speak boldly in the synagogue:

whom when Aquila and Priscilla had heard, they took him unto them,

and expounded unto him the way of God more perfectly.”

Do we know only the baptism of John ?

Do we know the proper doctrine of water baptisms ?

Water baptisms were pictures.

Noah in the ark, Israel in Red sea, Jesus in the Jordan, the eunuch in certain water,… “souls were saved by water.

 The like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us”

The doctrine of “laying on of hands” is equated with the doctrine of “water baptisms”.

                                                                                             (Note plural “baptisms”)

“Of the doctrine of baptisms, and of laying on of hands,

 and of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal judgment.”

Are these doctrines given in a chronological progression ?

Have two come ( and gone ) and are two yet to come, even at hand ?

In the example of John the Baptist’s “water” baptism,

what do you see immediately after coming up out of the water ?

Could it be a saint with their “hands” on the new believer ?

“And when Paul had laid his hands upon them, the Holy Ghost came on them;

  and they spake with tongues, and prophesied.”

“water emersion” by John ? “laying on of hands” by Paul ?

 “resurrection of the dead” and “eternal judgment” by the Lord !

If you are one of the “persuasion” that you absolutely must have two ordinances,

let them be these –

1) You MUST be baptized into Jesus Christ by the Holy Spirit !

2) You MUST go and bring forth fruit !

Can one be a Bible believer and NOT be a “Baptist” ?

Absolutely! Without hindrance.

Can one be both - a Bible believer and a “Baptist” ?

Yes, but only if the “Baptist” churches will allow it. Who doth hinder ?

I was raised a Baptist, I have always been a Baptist, and I will always be a Baptist.

So there ! Na-Na-Na-Na-Na-Na.

“When I was a child, I spake as a child, I understood as a child, I thought as a child:

  but when I became a man, I put away childish things.”

“Surely I have behaved and quieted myself,

    as a child that is weaned of his mother:

    my soul is even as a weaned child.”

Have you ever worked with severely disabled children ?

Have you ever had children that are terrified of water ?

Did the Lord Jesus Christ command us to be baptized with water ?

Does He ever make exceptions to his commandments ?

Is kneeling in front of others and praying to the Lord a public profession ?

Is a “water baptism ordinance” a “sound doctrine” ?

                                                                 Even so, come quickly Lord.

A little thought that a Baptist child might consider to be blasphemy -

There is a literal way of having the “Lord’s supper”,

but there is also a symbolic way of having the “Lord’s supper” ?

“For as often as ye eat this bread, < obey God’s word (bread of life) >
                        and drink this cup, < suffer affliction for the Lord’s sake >

  ye do show the Lord’s death till he come.”

How oft do you obey God’s word and suffer affliction for Him?

Don’t miss out on the many blessings this observance brings.

I pray that we all desire to be filled with the knowledge of his will

in all wisdom and spiritual understanding.

May God bless us and grant each of us strength that we might all walk worthy

and increase in the knowledge of Him.

May we let love abound to the glory of out God and Saviour. Amen.
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