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ORIGINAL SIN. .

The fifth verse of the Afty-fivst Psalm, which
reads, *RBehold, I wasshapen in iniguity, andinsin
did my mother conceive me,” is sometimes guoted:
“Behold, I was born in sin and shapen in iniquity,”
and often used to establish the doetrine of “* origingl
sin,"—a weapon used by the atheist against Chris
tianity, as God in llis judgment, by making the
innocent soul suffer for the guilty, is unjust.

But the advoeates of original sin, in ovder to make
it appear palliative, teach that God has instituted
the rite of baptism, and the child soon after birth is
baptized on the faith of its parvents, and thereby
freed from it.

Now, suppose the parents dic before the baptism
of the child takes place (and this is not an uncom-
mon oceurrence), on whose faith is the child to be
baptized ? Where is the preeept or apostolic ex-
ample for such a procedure 2 What i< to become
of all the children who have never been baptized
in any way ? These must be accounted for.

Baptism having been enacted by the Saviour for
the remission of the sins of the believing and re-
pentant sinner (Mark svi. 16.  Joln 1il. 5. Acts ii.
87,38, xxii: 16.) the fact is, to make infant baptism
in any way acceptable and not » meaningless rite,
the doctrine of original sin has been instituted, not
Ly God but by men.

Henry Ward Beecher, in ndministering the rite
of infunt sprinkling, recently, said: ** We do not
perform this ceremony with any belief that it has
any immediate effect on the child, It is an ordin-
ance that has come down to us from a faith that in
our denomination has ceased to exist. It was
originally that ordinance by which the old Mother
Church hoped to cure original sin which all man-
kind was thought to have inherited from Adam.
There never was such a sin, and it never did them
any good and never did them any harm.  We don't
administer it becanse it was enjoined, We found
the ordinance and have continued it.” This is a
frank and candid statement made by but very few
Pedo-baptists.

But to preserve this doctrine of original sin,
anothier position is laid down by a certain class of
religionists. It is admitied by these that there is
original sin, hut the child is regenerated from its
sinful state by the Spirit. Now, there is a striking
analogy between the natural birth and the birth
into the kingdom of God. - There are two parents
to every birth—u father and a mother; the former
begets and the latter brings forth the child.

So in being born sons of God, Jesus teaches there
are two parents—the Hely Spirit by which we are
begotten, and the water by which we are brought
forth. Mence e says to Nicodemus, ** verily,
verily, I say unto thee, except & man be born of
water and the Spirit he ean nat enter the kingdom
of God.” The reason the Spirit comes last in the
order nmmed by Jesus, is, a child is not said to be
born of the father beforeit is horn of its mother.
If the child is freed from the original siu by the
Tloly Spirit alone without water baptism, then we
have abirth of oue parent, athing not agreeable to
the words of Jesus 1o Nicodemus. (John iii. 3.)

When a person is born into the natural kingdom
ouce, he can not be horn a second time into it; and
when 2 son is born of his parents he is always their
son; he may be a good or bad son. If a good son,
bis father will be pleased with and reward, him, but
if a prodigal, and spends his father’s goods given to
him, in riotous living, he will be left in his poverty
to which he is sure to come unless he repents and
does well.

Now, when we become citizens of the kingdom
of heaven, we ave not born into that same kingdom
a secondl time; also, when we becomo children of
God we are such for all time—may be, prodigals,
spending our part in riotous living, but will be left
fn our poverty to starve and dic unless wereturn to
our Father, confess our sins, and be received into
1lis confidence to serve Him anew., Now, those
who teach that a child is freed from original sin in
igs infancy, have two bivths into the same kingdom;

goud and evil.  Surely this is a second Lirth into

for they urge the same children to be born again
when they come to the years of the knowledge of

Le same kingdom; and twice born of the same
parents!

But suppose we ave freed from original sin by
the Holy Spirit alone.  Why make that a matier of
dispute or a point of doctrine? As we have noth-
ing at all to do in the matter, it being entirely a
work of (iod who will sttend to that as well as ail
things else with which JTe has to do.

But, by the way, if the Spirit of God frees me
from original sin, how is my child subject to it?
Has the holy Spirit not perfected 1is work in me?
If He has, then my child is not subject to original
sin. For how can I impart that to my child which
isnot in me? If my child is subject to original sin,
then 1 take it the IToly Spirit does not perfect its
work. 71'his certninly is reductio ad absurdum.

But it is said, there will be no persous in heaven
but those who can praise God tnrough the blood of
Christ, and if there be no original sin from which
10 be regenerated, there will be some in heaven who
cannot praise God through Christ, as therc are many
childven who die very young, What benefit shall
thoy receive from Jesus? .

Wouanswer: Just what they lost in Adam. God
caid to Adam, “‘The day thou eatest thercof thon
shalt surely die,” and aftc. Adam did what the
Lord commanded him not to do, God appeared to
him in the garden and spakeas follows:  ‘* Beeause
thou hast harkened unto the voice of thy wife and
hast eaten of the tree of which I commanded thee,
saying: Thou shalt not eat of it; cursed is the
ground for thy sake; in sorrow shait thou eat of it
all the days of thy life; thorns and thistles shall it
bring forth to thee, and thou shajt eat of the herb
of the field: in the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat
bread till thou return wato the ground, for out of
it wast thou taken. For dust thou art, and uuto
dust thou shalt retura.”

And the Lord God said: ‘“ Behold the man is
Lecome as one of us to know good from cvil, and
now lest he put forth his hand and take also of the
trec of life aud cat and live forever. Thercfore the
T.ord drove them forth from the garden of Eden to
till the ground from whenee he was taken.” (Gen.
iii. 22, 23.)

And to prevent them from going back into the
gavden a cherubim and n flaming sword were placed
at the east of the garden to keep the way of the
trec of life. Lifc was in the gavden, death outside
of it. Now, being left outside of the garden, in the
region of death, formed of the dust of the ground,
“to dust must we return,” as did Adam. And to
restore us to life and immortality is the work of
Jesus who died and rose again the third day—ac-
cording to the Scriptures—which e shall accom-
plish when Ic descends from heaven with a shout,
with the voice of the archiangel and the trump of
God, and the dead in Christ shall rise first ahd be
caught up to meet the Lord in the air” Among
these shall be the little children who have died be-
fore they came to the knowledge of good and evil.
‘They, with all the rest of the redeemed from death
and the grave shall sing:  * O death, where.is
thy sting? O grave, where is thy victory?”
“Thanks be to God who giveth us the victory
through our Lord Jesus Christ.”

There is not & passage in the word of God that
teaches the soul of an innocent Labe is respousible
before God for what Adam did. It is enough that
the ground has been cursed; in sorrow shall we cat
of it and suffer a natural death for what Adam did,
without losing onr souls, which is certainly the case
if théy ave born in sin.

When David said: ¢ Behold I was shapen in
imquity, and in sin did my mother conceive
me,” such a thingas being born in sin is not
mentioned, Thero is not a word about a birth,
A child must be brought forth before it is born.
David is giving an account of the state of his
mother before his birih, at tho time of liis concop-
tion. That she was in sin, as all ave who know-
ingly and wilfully pue forth their hand, asdid

Adam in tho beginning, and pluck of the forbidden
frutt by breaking the commandments of God.

If we are born in sin, as is snbmitted by some,
on account of the sins of our parents, then Jesus
also must have been born in sin.  Now, wo beliove
He was without sin, neither was guile found in His
mouth.  And we conclude the child born to-duy
into the world is ag pure as was Adam when he
came forth from the hands of his Maker in Edon.
But when the child comes to the yenrs of the
knowledge of good and evil, and on account of the
ginful condition of sogiety in which helives ho puts
forth his hand, as it were, and breaks the laws of
God, then sins, and is under condenmation nutil
he accopts of Jesus, *“The Lamb of God that taketh
away the sin of the w orld,” where there is no
condemnation, but freedom and the promise of life
evormore into the enjoyment of which he shall
come if faithful unto death; for it is ““he that en-
dureth unto the end that shall be saved.”

But the question is asked, what does the Lord
in Ex. xx. 6 moan, where he says, * Thou skalt
not bow down thyself to them, nor sorve them: for
I the Lord thy God um a jealous God, visiting the
iniquity of the fathers upon the children unto the
third and fourth goneration of them that hate me,”
if thore is no original sin? 1f so, then the Word
of God is inconsistent with itself. For in Dent.
xxiv. 1G, the Lord declaves, *‘Tho fathers shall
ot be put to death for the children, -neithor shall
the children be put to death for the fathers: gvery
man shall be put to death for his own sin.” Then
how are we to determine what the Lord wishes to
toach?

The vbject against which the Lord legislated at
that timo was the worship of false gods. The
effeet of this worship was injurious not only to the
souls of those who worshipped but also to their
bodies. What is tho history of those nations who
served false gods 7

In the first place these gods are represented to
us as being very corrupt. Even Jupiter, chief of
the celostinl deities, who gathers and disperses the
clouds, casts forth his lightning, stirs up his
thunder, sends down rain, hail and snow, and
Jhis ambrosal locks, causing the whole of Olympus
to tremble ; even ke has ea notorious number of
mortal as well as immortal spouses evidencing his
sensuality and lnsciviousness. Besides, Jupiter,
Apollo, Mars and Venus, the highest objects of
their worship, were adulterers, fornicators and
prostitutes of the nost infamous kind.

What would be the effect on those who worship-
ped those gods 1

Public prostitution formed a considerable part
of their worship. They were accustomed in their
prayers to request the gods to multiply the number
of their prostitutes, and, in order to express their
gratitude to their deities for tho favors reeeived,
they bound themselves by vows to increase their
number, for commerce with them was neither es-
teemed sinful nor disgraceful. Paul in Romang
says: *They worshipped and served the creature
movre than the Creator, who is blessed for ever.
Amen. For this cause God gave them up unto vile af-
fections, for oven their women did change the
natural use into that which is againgt nature, and
likewise also the men * * ¥ working that
which is unszemly and receiving in themselves that
recompense of their errors which was meet, being
filled with all unrighteousness, fornication, covet-
eousness and maliciousness.” Such profligacy of
conduct debasing them far below the beasts that
perish would have an effect upon their children, to
make thom sickly, defurmed, misorable creatures :
all the days of their lifen reproach to their parents,
and living movoments of their iniquity, practiced
under polytheism.

1f wo are to heliove that the iniquities of the
fathers were literally visited upon the children
to the third and fourth gonerations of the children,
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