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* purest form ; his head covered with a silky, thickly grown
“white hair ; his neck torous; the shole body covered
“equally with n rich flesh, excopt the head. Tlis breath was
- casy, but intermingled with sighs ; he spoke slowly, but
- with the dighity of a monarch.

Anr, IL-—INFANT SALVATION.

» TNPANT SALVATION IN T8 REGATION 10 INPANT DePnavirs, INFANT InaEXERA~

10N, Axp InFant Barmsa. Dy J, IL A. Bomberger, D. D., Tastor of the
Race Strect Evangelien] Reformed churel, Pliladelphin, Lindesy & Dla-
Liston, 1860. 12mo. pp. 192.

This little volume tronts guccessively of Infant Dopravity,

. Infant Regeneration, Infant Salvation, and Infant Baptism,
Tt contning many things which arve good, beautifully and
~ forcibly expressed and well worthy of heing seriously laid

to heart by parents : but it also talces n few positions, which

" 1 congider erroneous and untenable. In the third section,

~

" which is by far the largest, the csteemed author endeavors
* to prove, that all lithe children dying in infancy are saved,
" whether baptized or mol. I propose to examine hisargu-
" ments and show that they do not establish the doctrine.
- This will lead me to notice not the excellencies, but rather
# the defects of the boolk.

& Iy all God’s covenant transacifons with men, CHILDREN ar¢

 includid in the covenand with their parents.” p. 58.  This is

tho first srgument. The examples of Adam in Paradise,
of Nonh after the daluge, of Abraham, and of the New and

- Better Covenaut, to which the anthor refers, are benntiful
- and forcible illustrations of the fact that children arc always
.+ included in the covenant with their parents. This I pre-

sume nll will admit. Provision is indeed madein this way
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for their salvation, but it does by no means follow, that all:
will therefore be saved. The fact that they are included .

does not malcoe their salvation certain. For adults too are

included in the covenant, and yet this is no proof that they -

will all ba saved, Nothing can be said of cerinin condis
tions,— faith and repentnnce—in regard to these: beenuse

tho argument is the fact that they *¢ ars included in the .
covenant,” and since this can he nffirmed alile of the.
adult and children, they are therefore equally entitled to -
its advantages. In my opinion this argument by itself.
does not prove the salvation of any one, whether parent or -

child, much less of all children.
The Heidclberg Catechism, Question T4, tells us, that

infants “ns well ns the adult are included in the cove-
nant and church of God.” What is the inference? That -,
they are therefore saved? No. TFor instead of inferring -
the salvation of any or all from their inclusion in the cove-
nant, it says they shall therefore be baptized, and “admit-,
ted into the Christian Chureh nnd be distinguished from the -

children of infidels as was done in the old covenant or tes

tament by circumeision.”” All the children of the Jews

ond Gentiles are included in that New and Detter Cove.
nant ; they have therefore equally o right to be bap-

tized and thus “be brought into actunl participation in the :
redemption of Jesus Christ.” p. 16: and yet according to -

the Catechism the baptized shall * be distinguished from the

children of infidels,” although the latter are in lile manner

included in the covenant. The argument of the Heidel-

berg Catechismand that of our author, are the same:nnd yet .
their inferences are not alike. The former infars the right -
to be baptized, but the latter infers their salvation even -

without baptism. ,

The inclusion of the children of the Jews in the Abro-

hamie covenant, guaranteed to them the right to be circum-

cised—not the certainty of salvation : and if civcumecised; -

they were entitled to il the temporal nnd spiritual Dbless-
ings of Judaism. So the inclusion of all children in that
Now and Bettor Covenant, secures for them theright to be
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baptized : and if baptized they have the promisc of salva-
tion through Jesus Christ. Were not the male-children of
the Jews to “ be cut off” from the people, in casc they
were not circumeised, notwithstanding their inclusion in
the Abrahamic covenant ? Gen. xvii. 14, But moroe of this
hereafter. It does therefore not follow from the fauct that
they are included in the covenant, that all little children

are saved, whother baptized or not.

¢ Sufter Title children, and forbid them not {o come wndo me:

for of suchis the kingdom of heaven,”  Mat. 19:14. p. T5. Af-

ter giving an explanntion at length of these words, the au-

- thorsays: “The conclusion, therefore, to which a eandid
. consideration of this incident, and the various phrases, which

oceur in the Gospel report of i, lead us, is undoubtec"ily thii J
that our Lord teaches the salvation of all little children.
p. 109. From this conclusion I respectfully dissent. Let

‘it be distinctly noticed, I deny not that all ]ittl(-a ¢hildren
“may be saved,—they may or they may not—=Seripture b:?-
‘ing silent, this question is undecided; but I deny that this

passage of Scripture proves that all are saved. Let us ox-
amine it, and also our author's remarks,

- Te tolls us our Lord “does not say j ¢ Suffor these chil-
dren to come unto Me;” butin the most general terms
which language affords: Suffer children.” Thisstatement
T regard as unfair. It is true our Lord does not say: “Suf-
far these children:” and itis also equally true He does notsay:
“Suffer children:”’ but ITe says: “Suffor T little children.”

‘Itis known, our English translation of this passage of

Beripture, is defective in the Gospels of St. Matthew m_ld
8t. Lulke. By referring to the original we find that Christ
8nid ru waidea, nnd these words are used alike in Matthew,
ﬁInl'k, gnd Luke. Tuther in his German translation ren-
dored them correctly, die Kindlein, alike in the three Gos-
pols. In our English version of St. Mark x, 14. thoy are

- venderod ; ¢ Suffer the little children.” This agrecs with
- the original Greelk, as well as with the German translation.
- The definite article ¢ the” is omitted in our English transla-
- tion of this passago, in the Gospels of 8t. Matthew and 5t

Luke. Itis therefore not corrcet to say that our Lord
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used ¢ the most general terms which language affords;
Now it soems to me not to be fair, that the author shoul
lay so much stress upon this imperfect trauslation, and us
i, if not as an argument, at least in preparing the way. fo
the introduction of his view on Infant Salvation.. Heo'can
not defend himself by saying, that he quoted the receive
translation. This is true: but did he not alse quote th
received translation of the passage: “Go ye therefore and
tench all nations;” Matt. xxviii. 19, p. 170. Vet he cor-
recta this, why not also the other? Any one in reading’
kis remarks under- consideration, can ensily sce thas its”
correction would have required him to modify his language’
considerably. ‘What Precedes as well as what follows,.
shows that he desired to point out the universality of “the
law of the kingdom, in regard to children.” But this he’
could have done equally well by allowing our Lord ta say:
“ Sufler the little children to come unto Me,"—the little
children as contradistingnished from the adult, who have
been eoming unto Mo from the beginning.

“ Of sueh is the kingdom of heaven.” Our author tells us.
“Btrange explanations of these apparently plain and gim-
ple words may often be met with—explanations which lose.
sight altogether of the true and avowed purpose of our
Lord in uttering them.” p. 95, 96. Having stated nnd re<
futed some of them, he says :  “ We must therefore, adopt
another sense of these words as the only correct one.  And-
that sense is the one most obviously lying in the declarg:
tion as it stands, without amplification or paraphrese, of
such (little children) is the kingdom of heaven.” He has
searcely told us that the correet senso lies so obviously in
the declaration as it stands, that it needs no amplification
or paraphrase, till he amplifies or paraphrases it himaelfb§
inserting “little children” in the words of Christ. 5

. 'What is the sensc of the words: “ Qf such is the Ling-
dom of heaven?” Our author answers: ¢ The kingdom
of heaven consists mainly and emphatically of litle chil-
dren. All who have died in infancy, n countless host,
“early lost to be enrly saved,’ all these are safely housed -

that kingdom above.” “The kingdem of heaven con-
ts of so large o proportion of children saved by the blood
the Lamb, that it may be said with truth, of such em-
atically is the Kingdom of heaven.” p.102. 103. ThisT
resume, gur anthor will admit isa fair and full statement
fhis view, which he regards as the only correct one. If
understand him correetly, (and I trust I may not misrep-
‘resent him) he supposes there are so many children in
‘heaven, that it can be said, of such is heaven, or of such
‘does heaven consist. Heaccordingly understands the words
gs referring to “n great multitude, which no “man ean num-
“ber,” and then conecludes, that our Lord teaches the sal-
ation of all little children.” Is he however not begeing
‘the question ? For in trying to prove that ail children
-are saved, be says, “of such is the kingdom of henven :”
-and now in explaining these words of Christ he tells us,
$theaven consists mainly and emphatically of little children.
‘All who have died in infhncy, a countless host, all these are
tgafely housed in that kingdom above.” DBut this is the
point In question, Ifindeed “all who have died in infancy
care i heaven,” the guestion is deeided. Does he not thus
"mgsume asa truth that all ehildren ave in heaven, and then
“use it to explnain his argument: and after his argument is
{hus explained, he comes bacle again and gravely tells us,
'pll children nresaved. To say the least, I regard his view
-a8 nlso & **strange explanation of these apparently plain
+ond simple words—an explanation which in like manner
~loses sight altogether of the true and avowed purpose of
our Lord in uitering them."” They can he misinterpreted
vend misused not only in the way- ho tells us others have
viewed and used them, but also by viewing and using them
1o prove the doctrine of general Infant Salvation. There
isindeed in heaven, “a great multitude which no man ean
“number, of all nations, and kindreds, and people, and
tongues:™ but whether this great multitude eonsists mainly
.and emphatically of little children, is a question which he
- hoa failed to answer satisfactorily.

He tells us : ¢ Beeause they are litlle ehildren, are they of
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nesd not multiply examples: every one knows what these
ords generally signify. The houses and the children to
hich T'have roferred, are indeed different among them-
yes, and.on this account the illnstrations might seem to
exinapplieable. But our anthor by allowing * that some
pgcial efficacy was connected with the imposition of the
edeemer’s hands wpon those infants,” has made o differ-
nce equally broad and marked between ihose who received
‘and those who did not reccive His benediction. In his
benutiful and graphic description of the significance of the
Baviour's treatment of those little children, hie has pointed
o'ut‘.hvery plainly whom our Lord meaut by saying *of
guch.” e

‘Liet us howaver also see what our author means by say-
ing-“such.” On page 64 he tells us: « Such, we say, are
the expectations” &c. “and such are. the convictions” &e.
Deoes he mean all expectations and all convictions? If I
were to interpret his language in that way, he would have
reason to complain of a gross misrepresentation, and would
- gently remind me that he did not mean all, but only that
king of expectations and convictiens which he had de-
seribed, and that.every carcful reader would understand
" him so.

Now what does Christ mean by the word zewovrwy, © of
sach 7’ T will venture to say, he means. exactly what we
menn by saying of such, viz : ¢ of that kind,” ¢ of the like
kind.” We generally have no-diffienlty in understanding
Cench other, when we use these words, why shall we have
more difficulty in understanding them when our Lord
uses them ?  Did He attach unusual and mysterious mean-
ing to these apparently plain and simple words.? Porhaps

- hdwever, you are impatiently asking what kind % I reply
‘that kind that ¢ come” uato him. I will therefore, also
‘amplify the words of Christ and say: Suffer the little
children to come unto me, and forbid them not = for of such

-{as come unto Me) is the kingdom of heaven.-

. 'This explanation I think, will bo confirmed by refer-
once to the incident to which they belong, Rend it eare-

the kingdom  of heaven.’” p. 108, Did he not prove sue=
cessfully in the first section of his treatise, that they nre
by nature depraved,—conceived in sin and born in iniqui.
ty ?. In discussing their sinfulness, he allowed neither age
nor size to annul it. Now however he tells us they are.of
the kingdom of heaven, because they are little. "What be-
comes of his doctrine of Infant Depravity ? Perhaps how.
ever, he will nnswer, not exactly because they are little ehil-
dren, (though he snys so in his book), but beeause they are
little children regenerated,—¢joined to Christ in regenern-
tion.”. True, he endeavors in the sccond section of his
treatise to show the necessity of Infant Regeneration. It
does, however, by no meansfollow, that all are regenerated.
The adult too “ must be born again ;" and yet this is.np
proot that they arec born again. You cannot infer the ag-
tuality of o thing from its necessity. .All men need bready
and yot not all have it; for some starve. If I mistake not,
he has advanced no argument to prove this point: for all
his arguments are simply in favor of its necessity. Their
regeneration ought certainly to be established, before it can
be wsed as an argument to prove their salvation. If they
“ have heen joined to Christ in regeneration,” they will of
course be saved, and the question is decided. But wbere
ig the proof, I ask respectfully, that all are regenerated.?".

Christ saya “of such,”” Let ns examine these words,
Such signifiea: * of that kind,” * ofthe like kind.” Web.
gter. It never means oll, or its equivalent, “a countless
host.” It is an adjective and therefore limits or defines.
Let me illustrate. J£I point to several two story hrick
houses, and say “ofsuch,” do I mear all houses? You
would not understand me so. Forsome are built of stone,
others of logs, and others of marble: some have only one
story, others three, four or more stories. I do therefore
not mean all houses; but only those of thiskind, in regard
to size, material, appearance &e. If you see little, sick, -
dying children lying upon a bed and say “of such,” do -
you mean all children, including the healthy and the
strong? Do you not simply mean those of this class?-
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parallel passages of St. Mark x. 13-16, and St. LuLe xviii

15-17. Here are persons (pr obably parents) bringing little

children to Christ: the disciples however rebuke them:

There is now a dispute between the parents on the ona |

hand, and the disciples on tho ‘other. The question is
simply this: shall litile childrenbe brought unto Christ,

or shall they no?? The parents say, Yes: the disciples, |
Who shall decide this important and interesting
Behold, -
Chuist is present, and both parties are willing to submit to
He decides it in the affirmative by saying::
“Qufler the little children to come unto me and forbid-.
" The
greot question is decided. Little children may come to’

No.
question sntisfactorily for all time to come?

His decigion.
them not: for of such is the kingdom of heaven.

Christ, and if they do come, they are saved. .Are not all

little children thus virtually divided into two great classes, -
{just like the adult are and for the same renson) those on
.the one hand that come, and those on the cther that do not-
To understand these words, it seems to'
me, we need only read the incident carefully, remember.
under what circumstances they were spoken, and mark the-
Christ did not evade the cuestion, which
wag thus put to Him by the parents and his disciples for..
decision, by giving them a dubious reply : neither did He
iell Doth parties, that it is immaterial whether little chily
dren are brought unto Me, or not, for they are saved at any.
He rother insisted upen them coming unto
H_m:, was much displensed with His disciples for interfer-
ing, and cncouraged the parents to bring them. TUpon
what principle or according to what rule can the words *of.

come untoe Him?

point af issue.

rate. No,

guch” Dbe interpreted so as to mean all or “n countles
host 7
the whole incident, is against such an interpretation.

The

terms are 80 ‘¢ explicit” that I can scarcely sec lLow they:
can be used as an argumentto prove the doctrine of gener-:

al Tnfant Salvation.

How are little children saved ? This is an importont

[July,
folly as it is mcorded of 8t. Matth. xix. 13-15, orin the

The meaning of the words, as well ns the tenorof:
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- question and well worthy our attention. Some people
have an idea, they-are saved simply hecause they are so
~little’ and- helpleas. No idea, however, can well be more
unscriptural than that; for it militntes against the dectrine
" ofthuman depravity, the necessity of the atonement and &
living union with Christ. Cur-anthor plants himself upon
- far hléhel ground than that, by insisting upon Infant De-
~pravity and a connexion with Chuist through regencrntion,
“TLittle children ave therefore saved, not becauso they nro
- little and helpless: for though young and small, they aro
cenceived and born in sin and subject to pain, disease and
“denth. DBut'they are saved because they are brought unto
* Christ, nnd thus vnited to Him in a true and living way
 pud-made actual participants in bis redemption. For ous
- of Him, there is no salvation forany one, no matter how
- young orold he may ba. He tellsus solemnly : “ No man
".—or more correctly, not any one,—cometh unto the Fath-
“embut- by me.” John xiv. 6. He thus assures usin the
‘most-explicit terms, that none, whether adult or child, can
besaved without Him. Hence we may understand why
Hovinsisted -so earnestly upon:the little children coming
unto-Him, and why He :wasmueh displeased when Ilis
disciples' attempted to prevent:them from’ receiving the
benediction from ITis hands.
Tf we ask what object the parents had in- view in bring-
ing their- little children to Christ, we are told «that He
should :put His hands on them, and pray.” They were
thus brought by the parents and invited by Christ to comey
not becnuse: they were' already pure and holy and heirs of
lLisaven, but'that He might malke them good and acknowl-
edge:them ns His children by redemption, Our Lord ap-
penrod-inthe world and -selemnly invited young and old,
¢hildren-and adult, to come unto:Him, because all were
sinners and- therefore needed  Him as a: Saviour. He ac-
ordingly says: “I came not to call the righteous but sin-
ners to repentance.” ILuke v. 32, This view I think is
confirmed by several passnges in the little volume T am re-
viewing, ¢ Rightly apprehended, then, the invitation of



394 Infant Salvation. . [Tulyy:

our Lord, ealling the infants to Him, involved a true apir-:
itual approach to Ilim in his mediatorial character.” p. 85,
“ His words of invitation reveal Him asstanding with open;

heart; ready to receive them into His inmost and saving

love.” p. 86. Very true. DBut now it.seems to me, the.
admission of such an approach and reeeption is fatal to the
doctrine of general Infunt Snlvation. Or are also those’

children saved, who do not approach Him in His med
atorial character, and who are not received into His mmost
and saving love ?

The nceessny of coming to Christ, cven In the case of
little childven, is still further confirmed by the following
beautifal remarks.  “The law He liere lays down must be

allowed to operate ns {reely ag the invitntion : ¢ Come unio
me, all yo that labor and are heavy Inden, and I will give you
rest.” Andthe phrase, ¢ Come unto me,’ employed in hoth-
cases, means substantially the same thing.” p. 80. I am.
awaro ho malkes this statement to show that the invitation.
given to children, is as general as that extended to the
adult. But now I also argue from it the necessity of its
acceptance, If the invitation is nlike, the duty enjoined is

also alilke.  Christ invites the adult to come unto Him, be-

causce they are sinners, and only by accepting the invita-

tion can they hope to be saved. If now the invitation:
“Come unto me,” means substantially the same thing in

its relation to the adult and children, then the duty of ac-
ceptanee which it imposcs is also substantially the same in:
its relation to both classes of persons. Ineced not prove at

length the ability of little children to come to Christ.
Our author admits this in language sufficiently plain and:
atrong. He saya: “Infants though they be, reguiring pa-

rental arms to bear them, they can 18 effectually and saviog-
*1y come to Christ as adults, and by an easier approach.’
P. 86, 87. Of course they cannot come in the same way,

that the adult come. Tor thie latter shall come personally
in the way of faith, repentance and prayer: deny them-

gelves, believe in Christ and thus receive ITim in the fal- .

ness of His mediatorial character as their Prophet, Priest
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‘and King. The former, however, cannot come oxnetly in
+this way: for they have no sense of sin, no knowledze of

guilt, sud they cannot repent. Yet they too shall come

.to be “apprehended ™ by the graco of God in Christ Jesus.
‘Believing parents shall therefore bring them to the minis.
“ter of Christ, and ask Lim to * put his bands on them and
“pray ;" and he shall receive and bless them in the name of
.Christ, and they have tho assurance : “ of such is the king-
“dom of heaven.” Daptism I conceive to be the divinely

appointed means of bringing them to Him; and of such
baptized children, it may be said, in our aufhor's language

“which he uses with reference to the children in the incident
" Defore us, “what was visible and corporeal, was but the
sywbol nmd pledge of decper and invisible spiritual opera-
~tions,” p. 81 ; that Baptism involves for them “a true spir-

itual approach to Him in His mediatorial character,” p. 85;

-

‘that they are # roceived” into His inmost and saving love,
- p. 86 ; “that some specind oflieacy was connected with the

act,” p- 89; and that grace “streamed from the Divine
hnudﬂ of Jesus into tho souls of these little children, as
really as the life of the vine transfuses itself through the

“gmallest and tenderest shoots,” p. 90. Hisremarks on tho

rceepiion of these children, and the significance of the im-
position of the Saviour's handa are so good, that I can
gegrcely resist the temptation to transeribe them.

We are told Langé proposes that the words * of such,”
berendered : * beenuse for such is the kingdom of heaven.”
Thia proposition would Le also as favorable, if not more

*favorable, than the common vorsion to my interpretation
- of theag words of Christ. If you ask for whom is the king-
-dom of heaven prepared, the reply must be, for t]msc who
" are saved through Christ,

To confirm the view he talees of this passage of Seripture,
our author quotes the additional remnark of St. Mark and

+ Bt. Luke : * Verily, I say unto you, whosoever shall not

recoive the kingdom of God as a little child, shall in no
wise enter therein.” After explaining how a little child
receives the Lkingdom of God, he says: It is thus, and
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through them as fypéﬂ, all infants, as mod '
Hijs.spiritual kingdom.”. p. 108, ,W];at- i]f;;i;?sen:}-}eei%s
held ap qur the Liord himself Aaé,,modéi‘-.'nibmbcrﬂ of His
spiritual kingdom? Burely, not “all infants.” This i
agnin begging the question ; and it alao destrays the poin
of comparison. But those infants, that were thus brough
ur_ltp :'H_lm, and had made a *troe. spiritual appronchgt :
Him in H?a mediatorial' charneter,” are the model memc} ;
}qer.s. of His spiritual kingdom. By ﬁdmitﬁné that, gl
infanis,” even those who never come to Christ, are ﬁlodél |
members, is virtually representing Him as te;chiﬁg that
E}B adult can Dbe saved without accepting His invitation : -‘
) Come untg Enc,.?’ It is therefore not; correet to saj tﬁﬁt, 5
thgy-Tt]qp.t, 1s_these, words—scem  plainly to. feacﬁ tha
overy little, child recoives the kingdom of heayen.” 108‘;' ‘
Noither. can. .h_i_s._aplpl‘_iﬁqatiop‘ e admitted ; « W’holgi)eva? :
f;‘jf,,fffffﬁ;‘{f the kingdom. of heaven ag (every) litle ﬂh!"lé :
celves in n ‘therein.” i ;
bl ;,—fm&a, . no wisg enter therein.” Christ says
I presume thew is searcely another passa ¥l
which is:_mqra, frequently, misinfefﬁmﬁed fifdoin?:;lpﬁgg |
than this: “Suffer the little children to come untopl?me”‘-'
&c., and I malke this remark af the risk of;b_ei'hg chn.rgéd

thns, most prominently, that Jes X
rominently, tha us holds up these, ay qﬁfhmvenly‘ﬁ'nther-thatone*ofthese]itﬂe‘buesshoulﬂper-

“igh,'" Muth. xvii: 10-14. Tt will be observed that curLord
‘dgos mow in 'this ‘passage sa , not’* littlo ones," but “ these
_tlanpes,”"Whiéh -evidently implies that they were before
Hire and 'that e also very likely ‘pointed to them. If
4lifs was the case, thiey too had heen ‘brought unto Iim,
4nd T can also appeal to thess words in favor of my'inter-
fotation, )
it Py the promise is undo you, and your children, and lo ol
it ave afar off, cven as many as ihe Lord our God shall call.”
“Adts 11 = 89, p. 113 Thisia the next'passaie of Beripture
“goted in favor of the anthor's doctrine. I cheerfully od-
“mit that it asserts ‘in plain ‘terms {hat ‘the promise is unto
the' Jews'and their childron, and also unto'the Gentiles and
foir ehildron—that ol are indluded in that New anl Bet-
‘for' Covenant and therefore invited without distinction to
‘ogme to Christ. “TRepent, and be baptized every one of
vou'in the namo of Jesua Christ, for the remission of sins,
and ‘ye shall receive the gift of the Toly Ghost.” Tt will
“be ohserved that it says not whether some or all the chil-
dren will be saved: it simply affirms a «promise,” which
shows that provision is ‘made for their redemption and that
now thie meaus shall'be used tosecure it. 'Thisis thesama
avgument of inclusion in the ‘Covenant whieh we have al-

with a similar .offence. To sy nothing of “picus and de.

vout, commentators,” there are also many other persons

ever ready to_claim the, promise witho i
FIGACY 10 cioim uhe, promise without complying with -
the condition. If a child dies, it is.often very cqnsgiingijﬁ

Bﬁitl,, “of such is the kingdom of heaven,” without asking
;;71_ ether it was brought nnto Christ or.not. The éyeé. are
i _éug ;gg%%?fmﬂ upon the swords which contain the 'ﬁrom::
, whilst those are quiet] y upon which that
promise is. based, S A LA B
Our author also quotes the & i

Uur aathor also .  following words of Chri
Eﬁ;ng\mﬁ ﬁ}vg}li' of his pegition : ¢ Take ieed that ye dzifgigz
ot ong_of these little ones: forI sny in

) 1 : fo y unto-you, that

hgave]_;'th?n;.auggls do always behold tha face gf ;y Et‘\atii
er which is in heayen,” “Tiven so ifis nottho will of

“‘rendy had under ‘considerntion : we need therefore not re-
“ peat our remarls.

S Therefore, as by 'the gffence of one, Fudgment came upon, all

“gnenlo condemnation : cven S0 by the rightcousncss of one, the
“Yfyee gift come wpon all men unto Justification of Ufe. For as
by one man's disobedionce many were mads siners ; so by the

‘obedicnce of onc shall many be made righteons.”  Rom. 5: 18,
19. p.128. This we arc told is ¢ another special Serip-
‘ture proof of this cheering doctrine.” Being a * special”
‘proof, it claims our enrnest attention. The conclusion of

“this argument is as follows : # Agmpny a8 were made sin-

mors without their moral assent, ¢ by oue man's disobedi-
‘ence, and who die before they reach the ago in which men
hecome personally responsible,” so’ many, al leasl, ghall
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tacitly assuming that all little children ¢ have been joined
to Christ in regencration.” He admits the necessity ; but
fails to fummh us with the proof that elf arc regenerated.
¢ Ag by the offence of one, judgment came upon all men
to-condemnation : even so by the righteousness of one, the
frea gift came upon all men unto ]ustrﬁcnhon of life.” You

by the obedience of one be made righteous.” The whole

human race was originally treasured up potentially in-Ad-
am, as its first representative, and when he sinned, hig
sona and danghters siuned in him. Christ the second rep- .
resentative of the human roce, made an atonement, which
is fully commensurate with the sin entailed by Adam on -

his posterity and also tully suflicient for all the actual sins of
men. Their inclusion in Adam is the ground of their sin-
fulness by nature, and also constitutes their right to inher-

it that fatal legacy which he bequeathed to them. Dut

somecthing move than that inclusion is required : for unless

o child is born naturally, it never comos into actual pos-

session of original sin. By the offence of one, judgment .

came upon all men unto condemnation ” as they were in-

cluded petentially in their federal head: but that judgment -
comes upon them individunlly in the form of an actual -

punishment only by their natural birth. TFor as long as a
child is not # born of the flesh,” it is subject to no pain,
no sorrow and no death, Their natural birth is therefore
necessary not only to become actual members of the hu.

man race, buf also to inheritoriginal sin. So on the other-

hand, Christ by virtue of his inearnation tool up humani
ty as a whole, and thus he was prepared to make an atone-
ment ¢ for the sing of the whole world.” 1 John 2: 2,

This i the ground of salvation and constitutes the 1ight to

receive it. But something more again than this is requir-
ed : for unless a child is now born spiritually it enn never
come into actual possession of the righteousness of Christ.

“ By the rightcousness of one, the free gift came upon all |
men unto jnstiﬁcation of life,"” as they were agnin included -
in Christ their second federal Hend: but this free gift
comes upon them individually in the form of an actual sal- -

vation only by their spiritual birth. This is therefors ne-

cegsary to sccure an “actual participation in the redemp-

tion of Jesus Christ.” Inproof of thisI can appeal to the

gecond rection of our anthor's treatise, in which ho affirms -
and vindicates the necessity of Infant Regencration. - The -
fallecy of his argument before us, consists thorefore in -

eannot infer, however, that all little children are ©“born of
the Spirit,” beeause they are “born of the flesh.” Many
shall be mnde righteous in Christ by His obedience, just as
many were mede sinners in Adam by his disobedicnce :
but now as the natural hirth is necessary in the case of the
Intter to inherit original sin, so the spiritual birth is neces-

-sary in the case of the former to inherit that righteousness
-which has been procured for them. As pertinent ns our
.author's arguments are in proving the necessity of Infant
- Repeneration, so pertinent are they alse in requiring him
.-to prove that all little children are regenerated, hefore he

can affirm their salvation.
¢ 4 But the promised seed of the woman so far counteracts
and remedies this sore evil—(viz: of the fall},—tlat none

perish eternally becanse of that entailed condemupation.

The inherited penalty is annulled.” p. 188, What be-

~.comes now of the original or inherited sins of the adult? -
- According to this view, they were forgiven and the penalty
. wng mmul]ed when they were little ehildren. Or was all

-this taken back again, when they grew up to manheod and

- did by their own free, personal act willfully cleave” to
~.their sins? Tt seems to meif sins are once forgiven, and if

a pennlty is once annulled, they are gone forever. Or is

. this sore evil of the fall counteracted and remedied, and is
. this inherited penalty annulled, only in the case of those
) / who dic in infaney? Ifso, by what suthority docs he
. make such o distinction in rogard to inhierited sin, between
“those who go down to an carly grave, and those who grow
. up te manhood? Were they not in all respeets alike in
" infaney? Did they notsustain the same relation to Adam,

and also precisely the same to Christ? Suvely if all little
children “are destined by IHis grace {o be received into
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s nrms ns soon aa they are born,” their advantnges must
be alike. How can ourauthor, therefore, nceording to this
view, successfully maintain the doetrine of original sin in
tegard to the adult? That the Heidelberg Catechism enlls
for their  ariginal as wellas actunl sins,” will appear when
we come to uotice his last-argument, The adulterer, the
murderer-and the pirate were ones little children, and had
they died in their infancy, I presume some would lbave
been sure of theirsalvation, Inspeaking of Judas Iseariot,
Christ tells us: it had been good for that man, not if he
had died in infancy, but if he had not been ‘hora. Matth.
xxvi. 24,

As nlready romarked, the conclusion cur anthor draws
from this passage of Beripture, is this, as many ns were
made sinners without their moral assent by one maon's
disobedience,’ and die in infancy, “so many at lonst,
shall Uy the obedienco of one be made righteous.” To
confirm his opinion *that St. Paul really meant to affirm
this very doctrine,” hie quotea the following: “IFor ns in
Adar all die, even so-in-Christ-shall all be made alive.”
1 Cor. xv. 22, p. 186, This death in Adam the author re-
fers to o bodily death, and being made alive in Chuist, he
refers to the resurrection from the dend. DBut resur-
rection is certainly no$ rightcousness. Te * revive the
Lodies of these little slumberers in their narrow tombs,” is
nof making them “righteous.” To establisl his view of
the previous passage, hie ought to have planted himself
upon tniversalistic ground, and said, as all were made sin-
nersin Adam, so shall all be made righteous iz Christ.
But from such an interpretation hie shrunk, when he ecamo

to explain these words. The two passages-are not exactly-
nlike, and hence cannotbe used in this way. Far the for- -
mer refers to sin in Adam and righfcousness in Christ: - .

but the latter refers to temporal death in Adam, and the
resurrection in Christ from the dead.
He uses also the passage of Seripture before us ns an

argument, if not directly at least indirveetly, to prove his |

doctrine. FEvery one, I suppose will admit, that all, the
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‘adult and children, became mortal in Adam, and that

~igll will beraised up from their graves by Christ. Butnow

‘although e will raise up alllittle children from their nar-

irowtombs, it doea by no meauns follgw, that all +will there-.
“ifore be snved. Tl will rleo raise’up all the adult from

-their graves, and yot this is no proof of theirsalvation. If

"~ ithis passage teaches universal infantsnlvation, it also tench-

iea universal adult salvation. Tor St. Panl does not dis-
-tinguish in this case between infants and the adult: he in-
cludes both in the word “all” in each proposition. I am
plenged to find that ovy anthor by his own interpretation,
‘hae not only destroyed Lis argument, but also eseaped the
icharge of teaching Universalism. Tor‘be has limited this
being “munde nlive” to the resurrection, and resurrection is
not snlvation. Christ tells us there is a *resurrection of
life,” and also-a ““resurrection of damuation.” John v. 89,

His remarks in regard to the good even infants may
taccomplish, their birih day, theirsickness, their death, and
itheir graves, arc beautiful, and well ealeulnted to touch the
thenrts of parents. Some scenes are thus vividly brought
hefore their minds, through which they have pnssed, and
in'which they Lave been deeply interested.

Tinally he says: ¢ The'last Seripture proof of the -doe-
trine of general Iufant Salvation which I ghall adduce, 18
furnished by the revealed object of the final judgment.” p. 144,
The only ground of everlasting condemnation in the judg-
‘ment day, he tells us, will be personal sins ‘freely com-

" imitted by ‘the sentenced 4ransgressor. I cannol exposo

:nnd refute the error of this argument better thon by quot-

- ing the language of the Teidelberg Catechism. The tenth
. ‘Question asks: “Will-God soffor such disobedience and re-
‘hallionfta go unpunished? Answer. By no ‘means, but

ig-terribly displensed with our oviginal as well as actual

-+ gins : and will punish them in his judgment temporally:and

cternally.”  Actual sing and personal sins, I-presume are

. ‘synonymous terms. It will be observed that accord-
ing to the Catechism, God is terribiy displeased with our

original ns well as actual or personal sins, and will punish
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them, (the original as well ns the actual or personal sing)
temporally and cfernally. Is it then correct to say : “ the
only ground of everlasting condemnation in the Jjudgment
day, will be personal sins freely committed by the sentenced

transgressor’?  There is evidently a discrepancy botween
this statement and the doctrine of the Heidelberg Cato-
chism in regnrd to the object of the final judgment, . If
the doctrine of general Tnfant. Salvation requires such a
view of the judgment, it is prima facie ovidence of its erro-
NeOusnoss. :

e says: “ Read the Saviour's description of the charae-
ter of thosc who &hall then go away into everlosting pun-
ishment, and tell me, can departed infants be included in
that class”? p. 145. I ansiver by saying: Read the Sa-
viour's description of the charagter of those who shall then
go into everlasting life, and tell me, arc departed infants
ineluded in that class? Again he asks: ¢ When did they
deny ITim before men, that it should be supposed Ie would
deny them hefore His Father in heaven”? I reply by
asking: When did they confess Him before men, that it
should be snpposed He would confess them hefore His
Father in heaven ? Equally irrelovant ave his romarks in
regard to the character of barren fig trees, the unprofitable

servant, and the guests that spurned the wedding gar-

ment. It is a rule: “Trom negative promises you ean in-
fer nothing,” £
It scems to me, the esteemed author has omitted a stron 1
if not ono of the strongest arsuments in favor of Infint
Salvation. It is found in 8t. Paul’s Epistle to the Romans '
vi: d-5: “ Know ye not that so many of us as were baplized
into Jesus Cladst, were baplized indo kis deatl, 2 Therefore we
are buried with hm by baptism inlo death: that ke as Christ
was raised up from. the dead by the glory of the Father, cven so
we also showld wall in newness of life.  Tor if we have been
planted together in ihe likeness of his death, we shall be also in :
the likeness of kis resurrcetion.” Being thus buried with
Chrisé by baptism into Iis dentl, infants participato in the .
grace of the Gospel, and in this way the benefits of hisme--
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intorial work are not only promised to t-hen?, blnt 15111;2
canaferred to them. Deing planted together in t. 11](3 11'1.;

oss of Tis death, they shall also be planted m't 011 c;
ass of His resurrcetion. This argument of coms;;a Pt.m::]
he salvation only of the baptized, not of the unbaptized.

‘Ara not thercfore these words of Paul a refutation_. Of(‘]_ tI;:
doctrine, that all children are saved, whether baptized o

not, ?

‘ His doctrine of general Infant Snlvation, necessarily im-

lies that some will be snved without baptis.m, {foritis kn_mlvln
fhah many die who have not beeun baptized) and ycb the

author wishes to show the importance of Il:_fnntﬂ?{;lggsr?
i f #l is treatise. A question, the ]
in the fourth section of his treatis ¢ A
im i inni hich he states in the follow:
ets him in the beginning, W tates in )
?1[1;; words: “Dut t\?hy, if children dying in mfaucthﬂi
certninly be saved, whether baptized ordnot, 10\31{0 ;;e
] ! I have endeavor

them baptized at all.” p. 15“3 ' cuvored 0 g1ve
i i did counsideration,” bu

his roplics to this queston “a can cous - b
T : for it scems to me,

st confess they do not sn'tlsfy me: for ik

g;lsl arguments and illustrations serchto pmv: O'n]til,ﬂi?
i i That I am not mistaken,

ight of infants to be baptized. , ‘ )
?sg(:vident from his own concluding 1_~emarL. Fgllhc s;lty;
«Tf therefore, the considerations just prcse_utet satis y
on’ as T think they must, that even such children, ,(,vgzz g
-{hos;e dying in infancy) are cntitled to the sacrament,” &¢.

[=]

That oll children have o
p. 162,168, See also p. 161. | ) )
Vﬁf}')ighi t(; Dbe baptized, beeause they are included in the cov

“gnant, and becauso redemption fro_m sin is pl'.omisgdﬂ‘;c;
them ’nll will admit who have faith in the doetrine o o
Hcid;ﬂberg Catechism. Duf this is not answering the

© question: ¢ Why have them baptized at all, if they will

> certainly be saved without baptism 2" By admitting their

" certnin salvation, it will be no easy maiterto prove ;1;3
% necessity, or even the importance of Infant Baptism.
?

i d plausible objections
iz is onc of the most common anc biee
?;1;1 Just so soon ns parents thinle it uun?ccsﬁﬁi}f or ?;I;l
i i to have their children bap-
_unimportant, they will neglect : :
: ?ix;::dp W’cr;: T an unbeliever, I would be disposed fo say
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B used, not only in the case of the ndult, but even in the
cpse of little children? The. redeemed are: miracles of
. grace, saved in a mysterious way,. but not-without means.
Jugt, 18 Christ used means in.performing mirnelos—elny to
plileu; the.eyes of the Dlind, Dbread. and. fishes to feod the
hungry, and water-io make wine,—so he:also-uses. means,
cyen.fis:own, in making us participants, in-the blessings of
his. atonement. Ienece lie appointed the Sacraments of
DBaptiem and the Ioly Supper; and so solemuly. eijoined
thoir use.  Are they not means to be used in caurying out
hntplan? - B |

Tn #ll covenants, with man- something must-be- done on;
"~ hig part. Thus, for instance, oll the members of the hu-
man-race were included potentially in: ¢ the first covenant
n,ii(l,de_ with . Adam in Paradise.”” And.yet that,inclusion,
by itself was not sufficient : thare was ta, be obedience- or
.disobedience. Adam disobeyed,, and that dicobedience of
t}ii;i_i-.fedaml head was the means of bringing denth upon:
the whole race.  Rom. &: 12.. So also in the Abrahamic
é;'{aum_lt._ All the childzen, of . the Jews, wero iuc]udefl in:
];;‘-;‘lpd ientitled to all the. temporal and spiritnal, blessinga,
f Judaism. And yetethey did notreceive.these. blessings,
pﬂlésa;they woere: circumeised., Cirenmgision was the di-
inely, appointed: means of receiving them into the:cove-.
: at:and of preparing them:to enjoy.its.advantages. . Th OF.
u.gl:na_t, only-a.right; to be,circumeised, but the circumeiss
Qﬁ;wna the.means ozr.the, condition upon, the fulfillment of
whiéh, life. itgelf as.well:as all the blessings of Judaism,
were suspended, . The. uncircumeised were.cxcluded from:
he,covenant and disinherited. Al],_mp.le.‘sohi}dnen were:
eoordingly to.be:civeumpisad « and, in case.a ehild, though,
ingluded in the covenant and entitled'to.its, blessings,, Vas;
;{g circumgeised, it wagnot.allowed, to inherif the:hlessings
£ God’s people. Forthe Lord told Abralism: “ That soul
hall be cut oft”  In their case the:promise.did not “hold,
hépnditipually good.” If “depied. the.sacrament by the:
splizonce or unbelief of parents,” were.they not excluded:
rom the covenant, disinherited and put-to death?- Was,

He ‘tells me'that ‘my unbaptized child will bo saved, ‘and
that is all I want. I-ask not what he says of Infant De
Ppravity, and Infant Regeueration and Tafant Baptism : he
may adduee never so many passages’'of Scripture in favor
of these doctrines, and be never so logical in stating and’
cexplaining, and never so cloquent in defending them; ifin -
the cud he only assures me that my child will be saved, It
am satislied. By giving me this nssurance, he tells ma
that-his baplized child is no better than mine, and mine is"
no worse than his : that his has gained nothing, and mine
lost nothing.  Tor both are saved. Why therefore baptize
1%? TPleaso prove the mecessity of Infant Baptism, after
admitting the certain salvation of the unhaptized. =
In this connexion I mostrespectfully remind the esteem:
ed author of his own language. In speaking of ‘the ne-
glect of Infant Baptism, he says: «Ttis ‘because infunts
are thought ‘to ‘be ‘somehow relensed from innate sin and
sure of salvation, 'even ‘independently-of the ‘Gospel plin
ofsalvation, that it is held to ‘be practically unimportant,
or-at least ‘unessentinl, whetlier they be haptized or not.”
P- 15. Does he ot himself think they are “ sowehow re.
leased from innatesin and sure of salvation,” by allowing
their salvation without baptism ? Does ‘he not also held
it ““to be practically unimportant, -or -at least unessentidl;’
whether they be baptized-or not Perhaps, however, ke
may onswer, not ““independently of the Gospel plan of
sulvation.” But pray what s this Gospel plan of salva-
tion? Undoubtedly the redemption through the Lord Je-
sus Christ. The dtonement, however, by itsslf ng long nat
it remains without and beyond man, will not-save him : it
must.pass over to him, to deliver him from the low of sin’
and -death, and impart ‘to him n new prineiple of 1ife and -
immortality. e admita this in the following worda: “Wa-
do know, likewise, that in order to be wsaved by Jesnd
Chuist, they must bo found in Christ, be quickened in their
souls by Him and have His ntonement really npplied to
them.” p.42. But how “applied ?” The power of thal
Holy Ghost is truly necessary: but must not also means -
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them it must be said individually, what is said of the un-
circumeised male child of the Jews, * he hath brolen my
covonant.”

Now we are told: “DBaptism was substituted in the
pince of circumeision.” p.168. Very true. Suve nlso Heid-
elberg Catechism, Quest. 4. Qur anthor declares, “tho
fact itself is undeninble. St. Paul afirms it in Colossians
2:11,12.” "What is the inference 7 If the disobedience
of Adam was necessary to bring death upon his descen-
daots, and if circumcision was neeessary in the Abrabamie
covenant to sccure the blessings of Judaism, is not Bap-
- fism in likke manner necessary to secure the bLlessings of
the New and Better Covenant? If indeed, ¢ This law of
the Old dispensation was transferred to the New dispensa-
tion,” p. 168, are not now the unbaptized like the uncir-
eumcisad, also excluded and disinherited ¢ If simply “the
outward form of the sncrament was changed,” it seoms to
me, that then Baptism is equally necessary in the New dis-
pensation. The attentive reader feels that our author's argu-
~mont of cireumecision proves too mueh for him. Tor in
. spenking of the circumeision of the Gentile proselytes,
. adulls and children, he enys : *This was made the invariable
. eondition of their being admitted to that great typical feast
.of the Jews, which so préeminently foreshadowed the spir-
itunl blessings of the Better Covenant.” p. 167. It nccord-
- ingly establishes not only the “right” to be baptized, but
also the necessity., And this is more than he wants—more
than is consistent with his doctrine of Infant Salvation.
If circumeision was  the fwvariable condition,” is not Bap-
Hom aleo * the invariable condition,” beenuse of its subatitu-
tion.? With such examples of the conditions of the cove-
annt before me, and his admission of the nccessity of cir-
aumeision, T cannot admit tha conclusion that oIl ehildren
will certainly Do saved, whether baptized or not.

In conclusion, I most respectfully quote the author’s
statement of the benefits of Infant Baptism ag a refutation
of his doctrine of general Infant Selvation. Those bene-
fits aro ns follows, viz:

it not “thus in the power of a skeptical fathor or mother,”
to prevent them from enjoying life, togethor with all th
advantages of the people of God? Our author telis us
“Indecd if thoy neglected it they should be condignly pun-
ished, (I say they, the negligent parents, not the unoffend
ing children} by being at once deprived of those children
of whom they thus proved themselves so unworthy.” p
166. He thus admiis in terms seficiently plain the neces
sity of circumecision asa condition of enjoying the privileges
of Judaism. Such negligent parents, it is true, were pun
ished by sustaining the loss of their children : but the pun
ishment tself fell most divectly and heavily upon the chil
dren themselves, Ifor they lost far move thau the parents -
did. Their loss was life itsclf, together with the enjoyment -
of the temporal and spiritusl blessinga of Juduism. Gan,
xvii: 14. Were not their exclusion, dispossession and
temporal death significant? Did they not point to some-
thing similar heyond that which was seen and temporal}
Did not the covenant look to a spiritual and eternal inher-
itance, of which Canaan was but o type? It will bo re-
membered thnt these uncircumeised children were thus ex-
cluded, disinherited and put to death, according to a divine
command. Their death was not aceidental, nor even the ro-
sult of some malignant disease, which had baflted the phy-
sician’s skill, but it was a punishment inflicted by a judicial
sentence. If unworthy of a temporal life and 3 residence
in Canaan, why worthy of a spiritual life and a home in
heaven ? If not fit to be with the Jews in the temple at
Jernsalem, why £t to be in the upper Banctusry ?  Could
it be gnid of them in that popular, but questionable lan-
guage, “carly lost to be early saved ?*  If they were “un-’
offending,” the punishment seems to have been unjust’
They had no voice in deciding the question of their ciré
cumeision, just like the song and daughters of Adam were
not consulted in regard to the propriety of eating the for-
bidden fruit in the garden, yet that did not sereen them’
from enffering the penalty, The descendants of Adam’
might just as well be called * unoffending:” and yot'of
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1.. In Baptism the chld veceives, through the promised merey

of God in Jesus Christ, immediate release: from the penally oft

arz:rjiml sin by a formal covenan! transaction.” p, 177.
. The second benefit secured, s the official removal, from

the ci’ulcd properly baplized, of the stain or pollution of native de<

pravity.” p. 177, 178,

3. The third benefit, isthe present renewal of the nature o_f
the ehild in Christ Jesus-by the Holy Ghost.” p. 179,

4. The last-direet benefit which he specifies, s that: God-. -
graciously receives such children inio special covenant relationk -
ship with Himself: through Jesus Christ, makes them the objects:

of His peculiar care, mercifully promises lo -bestow upon themi.

auch spiritual blcssmgs as will promote the growth of grace grcmt-.
ed at their baptism.” p. 180, 181,

Tt will be seen that he doea not hesitate: fo say in plain
terms what he regards as the benefits of Infant Baptism,
and I'have no dispesition to guarrel.with him in regardito:
this point, yea:-I am rather pleased that he representa Bap-
tism as o means-of* grace, and therefors vises above many;
modern authors- who look upon. it as-an empty form.. I
now; howevar, in Baptism the child reecives {mmediate velease
Sfrom: the penally- of - original sin—if Baplism-is the official re+
moval  of - the stain of native depravity—if it is the preseni res
newal of the nature of the child i Christ Jesus by the Holy
Ghost, and if grace was granted to it af ils-baptisim, what bes
comes now: of the: unbaplized children? Ifthese aro the

henefits:of Baptism,. then the unbaptized: cannot possess: .

them, or nrethey commuunicated in some other way ? ~ And
yet we ave assured they are saved. Can they-be saved with-
cutb these benefits—without a release from-the penalty.cf -
original sin, without the official removnl of the stain of na-
tive depravity, without the present renewal of their nature in:
©hrist Jesus, and without grace being granted unto them?
To allow the certain salvation of the unbnpf.lzed is virtunl-
Iy to eay that those beneiits ave after all of little orno ac-
count so far as their ultimate happiness is-concerned. It
is snying to the.baptized, You have gained nothing in the:
end; aud to the unbaptized, You have lost nothing. Yow
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are. both saved. If, therefors, the above mentioned beue-
fitsare really of any accountin securing the salvation of the
Dbaptized, they are to that extenta re['umtlon of the doctrine
-of genoral Infant Salvation.

‘Talking all these things togother,— Leepmn' in view
‘the Smnour 8 treatment of little children, and His declara-
on concerning them,”—remoembering that all covonants
ave certain conditions, upon the fulﬁlmcnt of which their
blessings are suspended,—ndding to these the argument of
‘8t..Panl in Romans G : 8-5, and the above described bene-
fits of Infant Baptism,—let me nsk, has the respected au-
thor established the doctrine, that all little children dying
in infancy will certainly be saved, whether baptized or not?
.~ I hiave examined this little volume with much interest,

and I trust also with profit: but falling to establish t]ns
doctrine, it has served only to strengthen the view which
Theld before. Had the nuthor limited himself to the sal-
vation of baptized children, tho most of his arguments
would be relevant and foreible, and his book would be eal-
culated to do much good: bhut by allowing himself to in-
elnde oll children, and thus even the unbaptized, he has

involved himseif in inconsistency and nentralized some of
-~his forcible statements. I cannot conclude without ex-

+ pressing my regret that I have found it necessary to differ

~with a beloved brotherin the ministry on such an interest-

“ing and important subject a3 Infant Salvation.

s

N. 8. 8.
“* Potistown, Pa.
& i



