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THE CHRISTIAN.

January, 1892,

Onerist’s Colm,

[ANl matter intended for this column should bs addressed
to E. C. Ford, Port Willlams, Kings Coun*y, N, S. Questiong
touching tho meaning of seriptures will be gladly reccived.}

A CRITICISM AND REPLY.

Dear Bro. Foid,— Permit me to offer a few re-
marks on your answer tu my first question in the
Nuvomber Cukisizan, which question was. ¢ Did
G.d threaton Adam with natural ur spiritual death
when He told him, * Tn the day thou vatest thereof
thou shalt surely din?'" Certainly we would say
God's decree must, be carried out.  But lot us ox-
anmitne one or two similar facte.  Jonah preached to
Nineveh the preaching that God md him; “ yeot
forty days and Ninoveh shall be dostroyed or over-
throws..” Nineveh was not overthrown, becauxe
she reponted.  (Jounah un)  Again, when Aarovn
mado tho goiden calf for the Israclites to worship,
the Load smud. * Let Mo aluno that My wrath may
wax hot against them and that I may consume
them, and I will make of thee a great nation.™
Nevortheless when Moseas brsvught God and re-
mindod Him of the oath He had sworn to Abraham,
lsnac and Jacub, **the Lourd repented of the ovil
which He thought o do unto His people.™ (Ex.
xxau.) Theso two examples show the mercy of
tiod tu man, and that He will give hum whom Ho
croated in His .wn jmage cvery possible chance
consistant with His attributes and the maintenance
of His laws, and He does 50 without being intive
to His word or decree. Now you say that had
natural death buen meant, Adam would nnt have
lived nine hundred years afterward. Charles J.
Guitean said to James A, Gailicld, *‘ To-day thon
shalt cie,” and he gave him his death wound, yes,
kilted him on the 2nd of July,  Yet Garfield lived
till the 19.h of November. Should anyouo ask
you when Garfield was killed you would reply,
Y On the 2nd of July, 1881 ¥  Adaw felt the doom
of death npon him on that day, though he did live
for ninte hundred years. He felt hiwself to be, as
indeed he was, a dying man. The correct render-
ing, ns of coursa you know, is, *“ In the day thou
catest thereof, dying thou shalt die.”

Now it seems to me your answer smacks sirongly
of infant regoneration or infant damnation, cither
one, and both are abhorrent. ‘“YTor as in Adam
all die, oven 8o in Christ shall all bs made alive,”
Natural death coming by Adam is plainly meant
in tis chapter, the 15th of firat Corinthians, *¢ For
since by man camo death, by man also came tho
resurrection of the dead.” Christ is the firat fiuits;
afterward they that are Christ's at his coming.
“Lhen cometh theend when Ilo chall have delivered
up the hingdom to God, even the Father; when
He shall have put down all rule and all authority
and power. TFor He must reign until He hath put
all enomics under His feot. Tho last enemy that
shall bo destroyed (before He delivers up to the
Father) is death.,” Natural death, certainly, for
spiritual death is never destroyed, but lasts for-
ever.

Now, then, for infant damnation. If «ll die a
spirilual death in Adam, then infants are spiritually
dead, for they are never wade alive by putting on
Christ; and if spiritually dead they canunot inherit
ctornal lifa. ¢ Now, as many as have been baptizca
into Christ have puton Christ.” So if you repudi-
alo infant damnation you will find yourself in for
infant regeneration or being bourn again.  Ilow,
then, excepl by being boru of water and of the
Spirit! Have you not afforded an argument for
the promulgation of eirror by thie reasoning? Now,
Bro. Ford, ny letter 1s getting {00 lony and I must
drsw to 8 close. Plenso take this lotter in the
rrivit ir which it je rent—1hat of carnest evquiry

of o anthosrdwswer aecerdngdy. Polaps dee

discnssion of this question iz unnecessary; it is
probable I am wrong, if so, I am ansious to be

righted, Your brother in Christ,
Ennest CRAWFORD,
Tyron, P, E. I, Nov, 14th, 1891,

Roplying to the above *earnest” and kind
strictutes on wy auswer to your quesation, por-
mit me to suggest that tho casesof the threatened
dostruction of Nineveh and of the chi'dren of Isracl
are hardly ¢* similar facts.” In both of these cases
reasuns aro give why Gud changed His purpuse,
in the one caso, becanse tho peuple repented; in
the other, because DMoses interceded for lerael.
But in tho case under consideration wo have no
imtimation whatever that there was any change on
tho part of God, but rather a plain accouut of the
execution of the threatened ponalty, and that, too,
tho same day that Adam eat of the tree of the
Lnowledgo of good and evil.

Why not take God’s own action in this case as
the correct interpretation of His own words! He
said: ©* Tho day thou eatest thereof thou shalt
surely dre,” and immediatoly, upon the trausgres-
sivn of Adam, procecded to execute this goutence,
without so much as a hint that the time was to be
extended for nino hundred years.

Assuming that you make no objection to the
d finition of spiritual and physical death, as given
I my answer to your question in the Nuvemver
Curistian, 1 would ask, Was not Adaw separated,
ahenated from God, the samo day ho disobeyed?
Again, 18 not this a result of disobedienca? *¢* For
I was alive withvut tho law ounce; but when the
commandment camo Bin revived and I died,™
Rom. vii. 9. This death is spiritual and because
of tho transgression of God's cummandments,
‘*Sin is the transgression of law.,” You cannot
fail to see that whatever other evils may hava been
involved in this penalty, n separation from God, or
spiritual death, was tho first and inimncdiate result
of Adam's transgression. TFullowing this disobedi-
onco Adam was not only driven from the presence
of the Lord, but was also banished from the trec
of life, lest he should *¢ eat and live forever.” In
this banishment the raco is necessarily involved;
for if Adam could not cat thercof and live, neither
could his descendants, Hence, physical death
must be more immediately connected with the
i banishment from the tree of life, and is thus the
remoto aud not the direct consequenco of Adam's
sin, Had he gained sccess to the tree of iife he
would have lived forever, notwithstavding his sin,

Nor is the death of Garfield a ** similar® case.
tHis wound was in the flesh, a physical wound,
Adam's was that of the soul, a spiritual wound,
Agein, Garfiold’s wound was inflicted by another ;
Adam's, by himself. *“The soul that sinneth, it
shall die.” Nor would any historian date the
death of Gaifield the day he was shot, but rather
tho day he died, Iiere are two distinct acts, the
one when the assassin struck the fatal blow, the
other whea the victim actually died. The one was
on the 2nd of July, 1881, and the other the 19th
of November of the sawe year. History wiil
always keep those two events separate.

So with Adam. "The day be ate of the forbidden
fruit he was driven from the presenco of God and
banished from the treo of life, and in consequenco
of this banishwent from the tree of life he died a
thysical death some nine hundred years after-
ward,

Sin, of itself, could not kill the body; but it
could, and did, poison tho aoul; the result .of
which is spiritual death. *“She that liveth in
pleasure is dead while she lives * can only bo under-
stood as spiritual death, or ¢ being dead in tres.
passes and sing.” Again, ‘" He that liveth and
believoth in Mo shall nover die,” can only be pro-
dicted of spiritual death; for the beliover in Jesus
dies a physical death ns well as tho unbeliover; but
ceever des wspry uld doath,

Sinco, then, there is such a thing ne spiritual
death whilo sl in the possession of physical life,
and this death is tho result of sin, which *is the
transgression of law,” tho conclusion is vory casy
that Adam died this death the day he ate of the
treo of tho knowledgo of good and evil, and thus
transgressed the law of God.

But you say this ‘‘smacke strongly of infant
regenerativn, or infant damnation.” Notat all, my
dear brother. When Paut said, ¢ For as in Adam
all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive,”
he was certainly speaking of the death of the bady,
whick, as already been shown, was ‘¢ occasioned,
not causad, by the firat transgression.” DBut from
all the conscquonces of this death of the body
Christ restores ns by His rosurrection from the
dead. But whilo pbysical death has been entailed
upon the human family without Hia knowledgo or
congent, it caunot thus be said of spiritual doath.
This desth every man dies for himself, just as
Adam did whon ho transgressed the liw of God.
¢ Sin is the transgression of law,"” and ‘ where
there is no law there is no transgression.” Honce,
it follows that the infants are incapable of dying a
spiritual death as they are not under spiritual law;
hence, cannot transgress law, and, therofore, canunot
sin.

From all of which it will be seen that wo have
uo place fur infant damnation, nor any use for
infaut vogoneration. The words of our Lrd, “'Fur
of such are the kingdom of heaven,” will never

grow old. .

Whother men shall dio tho second death, which
is an everlasting separation from tho presance of
Gad, after thoy shall have been roleased from all
consequences of physical death, depends on the
character they have borne whilo in this life. Such
as have done well will como forth to the resurrec-
tion of life, while those who have done evil to the
resurrection of condomnation.

Hoping I have at least mado myself undoratood,
I am, as ever, your brouther in Christ,

E. C. Forb.
Port Willlams, N, S., Dec. 15th, 1894,

Aewsg of the @hurkl_x}:x.

St. Joux, N. B.

One addition by confession and obedience during
the month.

Our meotings are being well attended and a
splondid intercst is shown in the work of the
church, Last Lord's day ovening Bro. Stewart
preached a fine sermon from the text ‘¢ What lack
{ yot” to a large and at*entivo audionce.

The teachers and scholurs of the Sunday-echool
wore kindly remembered by Bro. Stewart. All
received a handsomo card appropriate to ths holiday
season, on the back of which was printed a list of
the lessons for the coming year.

Elder Potors, of Westport, has been visiting our
city lately. Woe gladly listened to his goad words
of encouragement.

SourtuviLLe, N. S.

We made our November visit to Southville in
company with Bro. Cooke and resigned this im-
portant point as our regular preaching station. I
folt that I should do this in order that some one
olsc might take up the work, During the two
yeara which I have been preaching at Southville, I
havo been treated with the greatest of Christian
kindness by the brethren, but have not been able
to give themn the timo and labor that the place and
people need. There is a grand work to be done
there in tho cause of Christ and truth. Bro.
Cooke did the preaching, or the most of it, during
our visit, and was well liked by all who heard him,
I trust he will take hold of the work and that the
church will {ake hold of him so that he may be
able to devoto & portion of his time and streugth
to this harvest fiold and reap abundantly for the

Master. U, A, Dgvos.




