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CIRCUMCISION.

Whon the advocates of infant baptism are pressed
for a scriptural command for it, and can produce
nono, they resort to the best circmustantial evi-
donce within their reach. God has commanded
infant circumcision, and they infer that baptism
camo in the room of circuncision, and argue that
childron should now be baptized, because God had
comumandod infants to bo circumeised. One pas-
#age is quoted to make it appear that baptism is
tho circuncivion of Christ, viz.. Col ii. 11, 12.
Now, it is true that.in that passage both baptism
and the circumeision of Christ are meontioned, but
it is not true that they are mentioned as synonymous.
It is therc stated that the circuncisiun of Christ is
made without hands, But baptism is not made
without hands, therefure they are not the same.
We will quote the passage: *‘ In whom ulso yoare
circumcised with the circumecision made with-
out hands, in putting off the body,of the sins of the
flosh by the circuincision of Christ. Buried with
Him in baptism, wherein also ye are rison with Him
through the faith of the overation of God who hath
raised Him from the dead.” Here we see that the
circumcision of Christ is a work on the human
heart made without hands by the invisible encrgy
of the Holy Spirit, by which the love of sin is de-
stroyed, the old man with his affections and lust
crucified and put off, and the individual prepared
to be buried with Christ in baptism, and to rise
with Him through the faith of tho operation of
God, who raised Christ from the dead. Nothing
is plainer than that baptism is not the circwmeision
of Christ.

1 have offored to show that both baptism and
circumcision were practiced by inspired men at the
same time—that they were both in together, and
the conscquent impossibility of ono coming in tha
room of the othor,

First. In Acts xv. 1, 2, is the following: “‘And
certain men which came down from Judea taught
the brethren, and said—Except yo be cireumeised,
after the manner of Moscs, yo cannot be saved.
When, therefore, Paul and Barnabas had no small
dissention and disputation with them, they detor-
mined that Paul and Barnabas, and cortain others
of them, should go up to Jerusalom to the apostles
and elders about this question.” Verse 6:—*“And
the apostles and eldors came togother to consider
this niatter.”

Unless the belioving Jows continued to circumcise
their children, there could be no grounds for im-
posing it upon belioving Gentilos, Wo have not
the least hint in Scripturo of the discentinuance of
circumcision among believing Jews, but in this
case the atrongest circumstantial evidence that
they atiil observed it. The apostles and elders did
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not muet tu cunsider whether bulivying Jews should

continuo to civcameiso their children. So far as
wo are infurmed, this point was never in dispute.
Their object was to consider the propriety of be-
lioving Gontiles circnmcising thew childven.  If the
Juns did not circunicise thuir children, b 1casun
could arise for these men to teach the Goutiles that
thoy must do it, nor for Paul and Barnabas to go
up tu the apustles aud olders about it, nor for them
to meet to consider the matter. Wo thus judgo
that it was conticued.

Second,  When Paul came up to Jerusalem with
thoe offorings of the Gentiles (Acts xxi.) tho breth-
ren recoived him giadly, After hearing of his
groat success of preaching among the Gentiles, they
informed him of cortain slandors that were in cir-
culation, groatly to hisinjury.  One of these was
that ho taught the Jews that wero among tho
Geutiles to forsake Moses, saying that thoy ought
not to circumeiso their children, &e:, &c If cir-
cumicision had been abolished at the death of Christ,
us it is contended, Paul would be solemnly bound
to teach believing Jows not to circuinciso their
childron. This would be an essential part of his
ministry. Instead of this, however, both Paul and
tho apostles at Jerusalem treated this as a slander.
Wo know_that Paul taught no such thing, but that
he taught tho oppesite doctrine, as wo find in 1at
Cor. vii. 18: 1sany mancalled being circumeisod ?
let him not become uncircumecised. 1s any called
in uncircumecision? lot him not be circumeised,” &ec.
Here Paul instend of teaching belicving Jews to
discontinuocircumcision, taught themi not to becomo
uncircumeised, or give it up.

Third. That circumcision was continued in the
apostles’ day is further evident from tho ‘fact that
Paul circumcised a Christian who wasafterwards an
eminent minister of the gospel. We are told in
Acts xvi, that Paul circumeised Timotheus who
was a son of a cortain woman who was a Jowess,
and believed ; but his father was n Greek. Would
an inspired apostle so dishonor the religion of the
Lord and Saviour as to porform s ceremony that
had boon abolished to give place to Christian bap-
tism, and that, too, on a Christian who had doubt-
less been alrcady baptized? We think not. The
conclusion that this inconsistent conduct was
practiced by an inspired apostle, and recorded by
an inspired historian without a hint of disapproval,
seoms too glaring to be entertained for a moment,.

Circumcision was not abolished in the apostles’
day. It hold the place then which it had ever hald.
And it was porfectly right for Paul to circumecise
the son of a Jewess, and to tell believing Jews to
abide in circumcision after they were called into
the liberty of Christ. There is, therefore, the
strongest evidence that circumeision was not done
away, but continued with the apostles long after
baptisin was instituted and practiced by them.
Ilence it is certain that baptism did not come in
its room

Herecome up some important guestions, viz.:
Did not Jesus abolish in His flesh the Jaw of com-
mandments contained in ordinances, or in other
words the religious ceremonies of the Jews? He
did. IIow then can it be said that He did not
abolish circumcision? Circumcision is not a relig-
ious ceremony of the Jews. It is a national insti-
tution, separating the family of Abraham from the
rest of munkind, A careful and a candid examina-
tion of its treatment in the scriptures will wake this
abundauvtly cvident. The death of Jesus did not
abolish the national institutions of the Jews. Paul
circumcised one Christian, and tells cther Chris.
tians that if they were circumcised Christ would
profit them nothing. We may well wonder why
he would do to one Christian what he declares
would eternally ruin other Christians. The mystery
is explained when we remember that circumeision
belonged to Abraham’s family as a national mark.
Timothy was a son of Abraham, through his
mothor, and it was lawful for him to receive it as a
pational miwrk. The Galatian Christians were not

of the family of Ahrabham, and could nnt rcceive
circumeision as a family mark  If they received it
at all, it must be on religlous grounds, and, in so
doing, they would relinquish the veligion of Christ
and ruin themselves. It was lawful for Abraham’s

| family, but not for others, to be circumecised.

[ro BE CONTINUED.]

ORIGINAL  CONTRIBUTIONS.

A GENUINE « AT CURE

| J——

BY W, H. EATON.

Much has been sad, written, and preached con-
cerning the faith of Abraham, of whom it is re-
corded that ¢ he believed God, and it was accountoed
unto him as righteousness.” Much has been said
and written-concerning the f2ith of other notable Old
Teatament worthies, wheso names have been handed .
down to us as being worthy of all honor and praise
for their faith in God—some of them, it must be
acknowledged, .oxercising their faith in tho. face of
very discouraging circumstances. But Mark has.
put on record for our edification an example of
faith in the power of the Son of God that might
well make many nineteenth century Christians.
blush for very shame, as they conirast their own
halting faith with that of the poor, afflicted
woman, to whyse faith the Saviour paid this re-
markable tribute: ¢ Daughter, thy faith has made
theo whole ; go in peaco ! ” It may not be without
interest to glanco briefly at the circumstances at-
tonding this genuine *‘faith cure.” Jesus had
been going about doing good—teaching both by
word of mouth and by hitherte unheard-of miracles.
Ris fame hud, in fact, *“ spread abroad throughout
all the region round about Galilee.” It had reached
the ears of Jairus, a ruler of the synagogue,. whose
littlo daughter was sick, and who, when he saw
Jesus, foll at His foot.and besought Him to go and
lay His hands on his dear child, that she might live.
Jesus hastened to comply with the loving father's
request, and it wag while on His way to tho home
of the *‘ ruler" that the notable cure to which 1
refer was effected. A .cerlain woman had been
aflicted for twelve long years—as many years as
the dulighter of Jairus had lived altogether, She
had suffered many things from many -physicians
(not very complimentary. to the .doctors of those
days), and had spent all her worldly wealth in the
unsuccessful pursuit of health. . But at length the
fame of the ** Great Physician” reached her ears,
and we find her in the crowd that followed Him as.
He went forth with the ruler of tho synagogue,
¢¢ 1f I may touch but his clothes I shall be whole 1”
She may not have had & very intelligent faith ; she
may not have been very well irstructed as to the
real scope of the Messiah's mission to earth; but
she cortainly had a remarkably strong faith in His:
ability to heal the diseases of those who camo in
contact with Him. She touched His garment, .
and ““straightway she felt in her body that she
was healed of her plague.” Her strong und per-
scvering faith met with an immnediate reward. The-
Saviour knew that virtue had gone out from Him,.
and He turned about tosce who had touched Him.
Seoirg this, the poor, trembling woman came and
fell bofore Him and told Him all the truth. Did
He rebuke her for the strenath and persistence of
her faith? No! ¢ Dawughter, thy faich hath mado-
thee whole ; go in peace.” Evon the succeeding
narrative of the wonderful manner in which tho
Saviour restored the “ruler’s” daughter to her
sorrowing friends, fails to drive frons our minds.
the impression made by the simple recital of the
case of this poor woman, nnd did space permit we
would like to enlarge upon it. But 1lic readers of
Tae CHRISTIAN can draw their own conclusions.
Unlike this woman, they have had the advantage
of learning much of the Saviours mission that she.




