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ApaM's DEaTH,

The discussion in THE CURISTIAN, on tho penalty
of Adam’ sin, I do hope will reeult’in good to both
readers nad writors, and in injury to nono, The
kind apirit manifest on both sides I trust will con-
tinuo, and ns this is n matter of opinion rather than
of faith, its proper discussion can jucrease our
knowledgo of the Bible and the great subject of
man’s salvation, whilo an honest diversity of opinion
neod not disqualify us for the service of God nor
tho exerciso of brotherly affection for cach other.
QOur opinions often change ou important subjects
by further examination, and wo aro glad of the
chango. In tho unity of the Spirit there is ono
faith, though thero may bo different opinions.

To mo it would be vory pleasant to agreo in
opinion, a8 1 do in fuith, hope and love with Bro.
Ford, whom I 8o highly esteem for his works sako,
especially his general management of the Querist
De purtment of Turk CHRISTIAN, but having objec-
tions to his views, and those of other oxcollent
brothren with himn on this subject, 1 deem it a duty
and o privilege to state theso objections for all to
consider, hoping that truth, on whatever side it
may be found, will prevail, 2ud God be glorified
thereby. 1 knew nothing of Bro. Ernest Craw-
ford’s starting this matter, and have not rondered
him the least assistance sinco; though I think it
a proper matter for examination.

As spaco in this paper is small, I will only offer
some objections to the views set forth:

Obj. 1. Giving to the word dic a meaning it bas
not in all this book »nor in general use, Died and
die arc used in Genesis over fifty times, and in
overy other place with the meaning the dictionaries
give them, and ss thoy are generally understood
among men, 1 object to giving them a different
meaning here. I know that in the Now Testament
different meanings are ofton given to theso words,
and it may bo a few times in the Old.  Other words
as well as these are sometimes ueed figuratively, but
words that express law are used in their plainest
meaning. 1 know of no greater causo of error and
confusion than to deny to words in which God de-
clares His laws their plainest meaning. Jesus wisely
asked the crafty lawyer not what the law meant
but *“ What satth the law?’ When God mentioned
{ree to Adamn Ho meant tree, eat He meant eat, and
when He paid die He moant die.  How cza law be
underatood or obeyed if not expressed in plainest
words?

Obj. IT. Making a conseguence of sin the penalty of
law. Every ovil doer is corrupted in mind by
what he does and to the extent of his known crime,
A thief is corrupted by stealing, and a murderer
by his crime bas his enmity to law and justico in-
creased, but what law, human or divine, would be
satisfied with the corruption of its violator? Every
just Jaw has its penalty independent of the iujury
the sinner does to himself. And the Adamic law
is not eaviefied, or in any way hounored by the cox-
raption and alienation of its tranasgressor; ho must
suffer death no matter what injury ho did to him-
self; law and justice as well as himsclf are interested
in his crimo and both must be satisfied.

Olj. I1II, The attempt to sever the human race
from what was threatened to Adam for eating,
Holding that threatening to bo alienation from God
and not physical death, and denying that infants are
alienared from God but admitting that they dic o
physical death in Adam—thoy seem to contend that
1t wae when Adam was driven from the treo of life

that the tace was in him and Gied vather than when
ho ato the fruit. Bro Ford says in his lotter, *I

this banishmont the race is necessarily involved, for
if Adam could not oat thercof snd live, neither
could Lis descendants, honce phusica! death is more
immediatoly connectad with banishment from tho
tree of life, aud is thus the remote and not the
direct consequonce of Adam’s sin.” Further on when
speaking of “‘as in Adamn all die” his romarks
are to tho same effect.

Willour brother toll us how therace wasnecessnri-
ly involved in this banishmont from the tree of life
snd how physical death was mere immediately con-
nected with it than with Adam’scating the forbiddon
fruit. Who ever heard of the raco having access to
the treo of life and being driven from it! Tho
race was in Adam whon he sinned and for that sin
¢ gll die” This was bofore the banishment, Adam
was not banishod to change his condition but to
provout a change. Mo was tho same guilty dying
sinner before aftor his expulsion from
Eden.

1f it was not the sin of cating the forbidden fruit
that caused the physical death of Adam and also of
the human raco then no one has told us or can tell
what the sin was that caused the death ofall,  Nor
will any reasoning sot asido the fact that whatover
death was meant in the penalty, that death passed
uponall men, that it reigned evenover them who had
not sinned after tho similitude of Adam's transgres-
sion. Althoughalldidnotsin ashe did, yet all must
suffer death as ho did. The racoe was in tho Joins
of Adam when ho ate, as truly and in the same way
as Levi was in tho loins of Abraham when Melchi-
edec mot hiwn (Heb, vii; 10). And tho race shared
the consequenco of his sin in the ssmo way that all
the passengers in a burning ship in mid-ocean sink
along with tho guilty wretch who sct her on fire.
Thus the innocent can share the consequenco of
sin along with the guilty,

a8

Now the scriptures declare plainly and repeatedly
that death passed upon all men, and that death
reigued from Adam to Moses, even over them that
had not sinned after tho similitude of Adam's
transgressicn, ete. Asin Adaw all die, otc. Believ-
ing this to be the same death threatened to Adam,
I can see physical death passing on Adam the very
hour ho ate, and also on his children as soon as
they are born, and & merciful Father through *¢ the
seed of tho woman ” sparing Adam and his chitldren
from day to day till they niight learn not how to
evade death but how to meot and conquor this
enemy throagh Him who has met and conquered
death. But if I believed the penalty not to be
physical death but to be alienation from God, then I
must belioyo that little children are God’s enomnies
contrary to all that Christ and His apostles have
said of them. PBut I feol glad to learn that although
death comes upon us through Adam’s sia nothiog
but vur own sin can make ns enemies of God.

Ob;. IV, To the reason given for denying to the
word die its current meaning, and the one it bears
in every other part of Genesis, This should be
carefully examined as it is the main if not the only
pillar on which the theory rests. Every advocate,
I remember, uses it as an end of all strife, an
argument as unanswerablo as demonstration itsolf.
Here it is: Thou shalt surely die did not mean death
in its ordinary sonse. Fork ApaM DID NOT DIE
THAT DAY BUT LIVED OVER 900 YEARS AFTER, AND
THEN DIED, .

Although this argument is used by excellent men,
I cannot regard it as vory revecrential or sound.
It appears like an attewpt (wnintentional of course)
to limit tho Huly One to a line of couduct to which
He has not bouzd Himself, In threatoning evil-
doers, Ho leaves Himsalf honorable scope for the
exercise of mercy, but with them no seopoe is
allowed in Adam’s case.  What the Lord threaten-
ed Adam muat be carried out to tho letter, and
sinco he lived 900 years instead of dying that day,
death must mean somothing else. Would they

contend that the Lord meant sowothingZelso ,whon
Ho eaid to Hezokiah ¢ thou shalt die and not live”
beeanse Hezakial did livo Lifteou yoars aftor! (Isa 38)
But, says one, the cases are not parallol.  But
thoy arc parallel in this respect and tho Jaw that
would bind tho Lord in one caso would bind
Him in the othor. The Lord whom it pleased to
longthen Hezokian’s lifo fiftoen yeara boyond the
specified time, could and did lengthon Adam's 900
years begond the day ho sinned. Iis way, which
i4 so much higher than ours, he was pleased to
explain in tho 18th chaptor of Joremiah, and to
illustrate in many cases in tho Bible. He has not
dealt with Adam nor with us according to our
deserts.  **But,” says one, “ wo are told why Ho
lengthened Hezekiali's life, but we are not told why
he lengthened Adam's.” This does not chanye the
facts, but only shows that in Hezekinh's case details
aro given, but are notgivenin Adam’s. Tho entire
history of tho first 1,600 years of timo is givon in
cight or nine chapters, leaving no room for details.
Othor objections to the theory wust remain for
future examination, so that the reader may seo the
views I, in common with many cthers, hold on thig
subject. And lot it hete bo noticed that in con-
sequence of the extremely brief history of tho fall,
much of what wo hold respecting it must be inferr-
ed from the fow historical facts given, and from
New Testamoent teachings. So that after all our
efforts to kave these inferonces fairly drawn, and
well confirmed bo gospel light, we are liable to err,
and should not be too positive in our conclusions.
I feel therofore a desire to have my positions
strictly tested by the word of truth, and hope that
Bro. Ford will leave no stono unturned in their
cxamination,

I will begin this synopsis by the following reasons
for holding the Adamic pounalty to bo physical death.

1st. Every reference to Adam's sin I remembor
in tho New Testamont speaks of it as the cause of
physical death.

2ud. BEvery searifico for sin had physical death in
it, and without tho shedding of blood there was no
remisgion.

3rd. Jesus the great scarvifice for sin, takos it
away by suffering the most dreadful physicel death.
He saves uz by His own blood.

I understand that the sentcnce, ‘¢ Thou shalt
surely die” or as the margin gives the Hobrew,
“Dying thou shaltdie,” passed on Adam and Eve
on the very day they ate that fruit. That in the
morning they were an innocent living pair, and in
evening they wero a guilty dying pair. That they
received tho death wonnd that would never leave
them till their bodies went back to the dust. And
that Gain had also the death wound as soon as ho
was born. That Abel had the samo and that all of
Adam’s offspring has the eame, from birth till
death, and that like Adam they only live from.
hour to hour by Divine permission,

It may be that Adam offered scarifico. Both his
sons did. Abel offered a more excellent scarifico
than Caiu, and what is still better he offored it by
faith, and best of all God accepted his
scarifice, testifying of it that he was righteous,
Still though righteous, the sentence for him was
out, “‘dying thow shalt die.” Tt may be that God
nccepted the life of tho lamb instead of the life of
His true worshippers, while by faith they looked
to the Lamb of God. On the very day that man
had sinned, deliverance was intimated through the
secd of the woman, who in the Now Testament is
called the Lamb slain from tho foundation of the
world. Tn another place He is called, ‘‘ the Lamb
of God which taketh away the sia of the world.”
Not tho sins of the world, but the sin of the world.
That sin which brings all the world irto the grave
shall be taken away, when all that are in their
graves shall hear His voico and shall come forth
unio the two resurxections John v: 28, 29,




