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to teach, or make disciples, und then, and
not till then, w baptize.

With regmed 1o the mode, the most
learned men of all denominutions have ac.
knowledged thut the Buptists are right.
Carviy saysy #The word baptize signilies
tv immerse, and the right of immersion was
observed” by theancient churches. Lurnew
says, that “ The term baptism is a Greek
word ; it may be rendered by dipping, us
when we dip any thing in water that it may
be entirely covered “with water.”  Mr
Bunkirr, a clergyman of the Established
Church ; Mr. Joun Wesuey, and Dr
Anax Cranrke, Methodists, and Dr. Doo-
nrivax, an Independent, who have written
comments on the 1oly Scriptures, all can-
dily admit from Rowmans vi. 4, that the
ancient motle of baptism wus by immersion,
and the celebrated Dr. Cnammens says,
with regard to the sume passage, in bis
Lectures on the Epistle of the Romans
“We doubt not the prevplent style of ad-
ministration in the apostles days, was by
actually submerging the whole body under
waler!” .

Thus I have sought phinly to set the
truth before you, and trusting you will
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Let us blend a spirit of holy love towards
all who love the Saviour, with an_uncom-
promising firmness of Christian prineiple ;
and so “ Speak the truth in love, that we
miy grow up unto him in all things, who
is the head, even Christ."—Egph. iv. 15,

I am your Servant in the Guspel,
CORNELIUS ELVEN,
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[FOoR THE CHRISTIAN OUSBRVER‘]

Under head [1., (No.jii.) he quotes Isa. Ixv. 17
xxxv, 13 Ix, 3, aud iv. 13, asa pmediction of the
1enovation of the carth, in the millenivm.  “There
is, howuver, ns much warrant from the Ix. (ib.)
toexpeet that ¢ the ships of ‘Tarshish” shall be em-
ployed in bringing the sons of Zion together with
okl and sitver unto the name, of Jehovah;”?
that the rams of Nebonth shall come up hiterally,
with acceplance upon lusg altary nay, more, that
the people of God shall suck the milk of the Gen-
tiles, und draw the breasts of kings, “Lhis tnust
necessarily be admitted by the author, acconding
to his avoual seutitnents, pacticulurly that of ¢ re-
ceiving all that the Spirit teaches as hiterally true,»
The Spint teackes that the breasts of hings are to
be sucked in the millenium, is it to be viewed as
literally true?

From Isa. Ixv. 17, 25, he traces ¢ the following
partieulars of the state of things, dunng the thou.
sand years.”

«1. ‘I'he empire of death will he abridged, and

“search the scriptures” for yourselves, 1
doubt not you will be led to a right con-
clusion as to truth and duty on this import-
ang subject. 1 will only add, that although|
vou have no authorty from the word of,
God for baptizing unconverted children, you
have sufticient direction respecting the min-
ner in which you should seck their spiritual
welfure, and for this Baptists are not less
concerned than others.

It is true we do not believe that sprink-|

ling an infant can make it (as the Prayer-
book teaches), “a member of Christ, a child
of (od, and an inheritor of the kingdom of
heaven,” for that saving change can only
be effected by the Holy Spirit; neither are
we in doubt when our infants dic, respecting
their everlasting happiness. We weep as
parents over their sleeping dust, but we
believe that the souls of all 3ying in infancy,
arc amonyg the chosen and redecined of the
Tord, and will dwell for ever; because he
hath said, “Of suchisthe kingdom of heaven.”

We also feel it our duty both by exam-
ple and instruction, if our childrei are
gpared to years of understanding, to “train
them up in the nurture and admonition of
the Lord” We do not trust to an out-
ward ceremony of man’s invention, but we
pray for them, that the Holy Spirit ma
renew their souls, and lead them to that
Saviour who has said, “I love them that
love me, and those that seck me carly shall
find me,” O that you may seck first, if you
have not yet done so, the salvation of your
own souls, and then have the happiness of
sceing your children savingly converted to
Qod, scripturally baptized, united to the
visible chureh of Christ, and at last received
with yourselves into the fold above.

probably, except in eascsof forfeiture by transgres.
ston, will be taken away altogether,”? “This, let it be
remembered, 1sto be preceded by theresurrection;sf
thenthe hiving shall be changed, and the dead rased
incorruptible, how can_there be deatn any more
among the saunts 3 and the theory excludes the
existence of the wicked, or admits and denies it at
the sume tune, It 1s no doubt perplexing to the
author, ¢ the child shall die an hundred years old,”

1even  during the thowsand years,” “Chenthere 1s

to be death still, and also “ sinners® a hundred
years old and ¢ cursul,”

2, « }Men shall dwell péaccfully in settled
homes,’” &c, In what capacity we are left to
conjecture. ‘There shall be no massiage after the
vesursection, saints in this respect are to be simi-
lar to the angels: (Luke xx. 36. ; Matt. xxii, 30)
still, “men are to dwell in settled homes, and en.
j(;y the fruit of their labours.” If the risen bodies
of the saints shall not be natural-animal, but spi-
ritual, what evidence can the author ulduce, that
they will depend upon food, sleep, rest, breath,
&e., as means of existence? Adam, even before
his transgression, was ‘ of the earth® therefors
t earthy 3 but the saints are destined to bear the
image of ¢ the last Adam, the Lond from heaven.”

3. “The voice of wecping shall be no more
heard.”  If life shall be forfeited by transgression,
thereshall be evils.enough to cause sorrow and
weceping,

4. “« Answer to prayer will be direct and im-
mediate,” If prayer will be necessary after the
resurrection, why not for ever 1

5. “The lower animals shall be divested of
every savage propensity,? &c. Then it follows
that the lion, the conlormation and nature of which

Y 1is predaceous, “ will eat straw like the bullock.”

It is not the fall of Adam which made the lion so
different from tho lamb, but the creative wisdom
of God. ‘T'o give him new and opposite propen.
sitics, with his present confor.nation, would be a
contradiction in nature,

Under head 1L, he introduces the first resur-
voction § urges its necessity in order that ¢ the
saints may take and possess the kingdom and
reign with Christ.”? He regands it as settled, that
to this vesurrection St, Paul refers, in the words,
¢ that | might attais unto the resurrection of the
dead;”? ¢ literally,” he adds, ¢the resurrection

onut from amnongst the dead.”®  As much stress is
laid on this expression, it may be well 1o exunne
it; the whote passage reierred 1o geads thus,
" _.: poos Kualanlecsoo cis leen exanaslusia levun
nckroon? 15 sumehiow 1 should attuin to the res
surrection out of the deads  Here 13 as htesl a
verston us he can give.  Now, sdmiting hint the
ilea attachable o the particle ek\licre,(on? of )is out
from, the meaning is not “ out from amongst the
deaid 37 but out of) or out from, the state, the 1
gons, or the mansions of the ded.  But this par-
ticle, hihe some others, is often used e cotngiosie
tion intensitively, Compare erclhizein (1o 1riate),
with caerethizein (to initate exceudimgly). In
instances, its presence or absence is sceoreely tme-
ceable.  Compare ercipoo, with cxeripvo.  In
others, it adds the idea of up to the tern with
which it is compounded.  Thus, vranistemi, the
ver) of the substantive, is used, us Aai cxanislese -
sperma, &c., aud raise up seed, &ee  ln Row i,
these terms stand separately, 1.0., uncompounded,
ex anaslascoos, when it will not be contended even
by the most strewnous proto anastasists, that there
isany allusion to the resursection which they ud-
vocate.

In the third paper on the first resurrection, it is
said, ¢ Not the resusrection of the dead generally —~
that js no privilege, all will share it—but the re-
sutrection from amongst the dead, taken apirt
trom the whole,”  If being left in the state of the
dead a thousand years longer, would be an intlie-
tion of dire punizhment upon the wicked, how
much more would periods of five or six thousand
years increase 117 such as have passed over the
@ave of righteous Abel. Thousands of yars
deatly has resgned over the cave of Machpelalt, it
the unfrequented grave of him who heaved his last
sigh on the top of Nebo—over the dust of those
dear 1o God, But, to return, does the event re-
ferred to 1 Romans, express n past, by the terms
¢z anastaseoos, warrant the theory of “ taking a
part from the whole 7 Itis the expression whicle
the apostle uses to state the solitury resurrection
of the Saviour, ‘The fact s, to nise trom the dead,
amd the resurrection, are expressed simply by the
terms, egeirsin and egersis.  What dufference does

Paul intend in the followmy passage?  Ode theos
kai ton Kurion ecgeire kat cemus excgerei,” &e.
Does he mean 1o say that God merely raised up
Christ, but that he will raise behevers « out from
amongst the dead?? Does he not rather mean to
say, that the God who raised Christ will also raise
his saints by the same power? * This form of
expression” may be ¢ defended by Cunninghame,”
and considered forcible by #men who have a sys-
tem to defend,” but from what we have secn,
without warrant. ‘The fuct is, the advocates of
the first Tesurrection, are atalcsg to find proof for
it any wvhere in scripture.  Let the quotation from
the late Rev. Edward Bickersteth, given in the
cssay on **the first resurrection »’ suffice as an in-
stance, At present, Jet us look at the remarks on
the first Psalm, fith verse, * Therefore the un-
zodly shall nct stand (risc again) m the judgnent,”
‘Fhe word stand is, in the original, rise again.
With due deference to that late author, the word
stand in the original is not ¢ riseagain.”® ‘l'hat
word (kum) has no such meaning -aud to conv?
theidea of again, some other tcrm, as yasaph,
shanuh, od, &e¢., most be added, The writer is
aware, that this term js sometimes rendered rise
again, when the subject suggests this idea; but
still the idea is not contained in the term itsclf.
See Ex. xxi, 193 Deut. xxxiii. 115 Is, xxiv, 20,
[ts primary meaning, is {0 vise ; but it is used often
in the sense of {0 stand, confirm, verify,&c. There
is no reference cither to the first or last resurrection
in the first psalm.  If this be thought too dogma-
tical, the writer promises tosetract it, when he is
convicted of error.

In taking up this question, it will suffice to ex
amine two_passages, which are, ¢ The First Re-
surrection,” and € The dead in Christ shall rise
first;® being the strongest that can be adduced.
The first vesurrection is here predicated of martyes

only—<¢ those beheaded for the witness of Jesus.?”



