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P REF A CEL

THE importance of the fubjet, and the little
hitherto written therecon, form the Author’s apology
for the following eflay. _
.. Good men have been much divided in their {fenti-
ments on this queftion. Many, from the guilt and de-
pravity with which infants are born, have haftily in-
ferred. the certainty of their future mifery. And
¢ many unguarded expreffions (fays Dr. Gu//) have
“ been dropped corcerning the punithment of fuch
¢ infants, ... ... which are not at all to the credit of
¢ truth’* A fow perfons know that an attempt has
lately been made to revive this uncomfortable notion,
in terms {till more harfh and exceptionable, to the no
{mall diftrefs of fome individuals, particularly, of pa-
rents bleeding with recent bereavements,

'To {uch, an antidote will be peculiarly feafonable,
and to others, it is hoped not unacceptable.  But as the
Author,is an enemy to all perfonal controverfies, he has
taken up the fubjed, and endeavoured to anfwer every
objeltion he could colle&, without a dire? reference
fo any writer on the oppofite fide ; not withing to keep
alive publications, already faft finking, by their own
weight, into merited oblivion.

Many, however, who have fhuddered at afferting
the damnation of millions of infants, have doubted the
evidence of their falvation, After much painful hefi-
tation, they have fuppofed the cafe of children dving in
infancy among the ¢¢ fecret things” which belong only
*¢ to the Lord our God.” But, perhaps, the following
pages, with the divine blefiing, may happily convince
fuch that they are miftaken :—that the fcriptures here
adduced, if not quite fo clear and decifive as on fome
fundamental points of our religion, are yet abundantly
fatisfaCtory ;=and that the falvation of infants is among
thofe ¢¢ things which are revealed,” and which confe-
quently ¢ belong to us and to our CHILOREN, -

# Tody of Divinity, vol. 11, p. 43, + Dcut. xxix, 29,
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INFANT SALVATION.

INTRODUCTION.

NE'XT to his own perfonal Salvation, nothing
can come nearer the heart of a parent, than the future
and cternal happinefs of his children, They are parts
of ourfelves ; and, when it pleafes Divine Providence
to take them from us, we feel the ftroke, like that of
the knife which feparates one of the moit precious of
our members ; it s, in our Lord’s expreffive phrafeolo-
gy, the lofs of a right eye, the amputation of a right
hand. Among the various thoughts that croud into
the afliCted mind, on fuch occafions, onc of the meit
prefing is an inquiry after their eternal ftate, ¢ What,
my fon! the fon of my womb!” fays the afflicted
mother—¢ What, the fon of my vows!”* fays the
diftrefled father——¢¢ Ah, whither is thy fpirit fled 2#—To
what world of joy or forrow, of happinefs or mifery,
art thou gone ?~Q Abfalom, my fon, my fon!"—
Thofe who are not parents, or, at lealt, who have
not a parent’s heart, may coldly cenfure thefe pafhon-
ate exclamations ; and, with philofophical apathy, con-
demn thefe feelings. Not fo the Almighty: ke, who

® Prov. xxxi, 2.

B knows
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knows our frame, and" formed us for fenfibility, has
borrowed the tendereft of thefe {enfations to fhadow
his fupreme compaffion toward us. Yes; ¢ as a fa-
ther pitieth his children,”—as a ¢ mother” compaf<
fionates ¢ her fucking Child”—fo the Lord regardeth
¢¢ them that fear him.”

We revere your feelings, ye befeaved parents; and,
while your anxieties are all ¢ tremblingly alive,” let
us apply to that good word of God, which alone can
yield fatisfaCtion to our enquiries.

In the firft place, however, it will be highly proper
to examine the Scripture account of our f{tate by na-
ture, or the moral circumftances in which children are
born into the world. Now the depravity, and mifery
of this ftate 1s fo evident from Scripture *, and mat-
ter of fact, that few Chriftians totally deny it;-and
many of the wifeft and beft Heathens ftrenuoully main-
tained it.

The imputation of the fin of Adam, (as a federal
head) to all his pofterity, is another circumitance
clearly afferted in the New Teftament, particularly
by the great Apoftie of the Gentiles, in the following

paffage +}-.

¢« As by one man [Adam] fin entered into the
world, and death by fin; and {o death, [fucccﬁively],

« See the following Scriptures ¢ PL xiv. 1. and liis * Rom. &,
i, and v. Eph. il 3, &c,
+ Rom. v. 12, &¢.

pafled
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paffed upon all men, for that, [in him], all have finned,
for [before and] until the law, [was givén by Mofes],
fin was in the world ; but {in is not imputed where
there is no law, [fince the very nature of fin is the
violation of a Jaw]. Neverthelefs, Death reigned from
Adam to Mofes, even over [infants] them that had
not finned after the fimilitude of Adam’s tranfgreflion,

who is the figure of him who was to come,” [z e
Jefus Chrift ],

¢¢ Therefore, as by the offence of one, judgment
came upon all men to condemnation ; even fo, by the
righteoufnefs of one, the free gift came upon all men
unto juftification of life. For as by one man’s dif -
obedience, many were made [or conftituted]| finners,
fo by the obedience of one fhall many be made [con-
ftituted] righteous,”

If this awful view of the natural condition of man-
kind be admitted—and Scripture compels me to ad-
mit it%—then it follows, that the arguments to be al-
ledged in favour of the Salvation of Infants, muft not
r¢ff on the ablolute innocence or purity of human

“ The Church of England has fummarily comprehended what fhe
apprehends to be the Scripture doétrine, in the following words :—
That # Original Sin...is the fault and corruption of the nature of
cvery man, that naturally is engendered of the offspring of Adam,
whereby man is very far gone from original righteoufnefs, and is, of
his own nature, inclined to cvil; fo that the fiefi Jufteth always con-
trary to the {pirit; and, therefore, in every perfon born into the
world, it deferveth God’s wrath and damnation.”—ART. 1X.

. The Affembly of Divines teach, that ¢ All mankind, by the Fall,

fot communion with God, are under his wrath and curfe, antl fo
made liable to all ;hé miferies of this Ife, of death itfelf, and tothe
pains of Hell for ever.” CATECH. Anf, 19

B2 naturee
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nature. No; if infants are faved, they, as well as
adults, muft be faved by grace alone—¢ Santified,
and juftified, in the name of the Lord Jefus, and by
the Spirit of our God.” *

If the Reader fhould require me to perfeszly harmo-
nize thele falts with the divine perfeGions, I confefs
my inability; but it does not from thence follow that
they are irreconcileables Qur view of divine truths
may be compared to our view of the heavenly bodies,
Our eyes can furvey but a fimall part of the celeftial
{phere at once, and that very imperfe&tly, The Ifcv.jr
fcattered ftars beheld with our naked eye, appear to
have no connexion with each other. But here Aftro-
nomy fleps in, and with her infiruments of fcience,
by difcovering the nature, the relations, and depend-
ances of the heavenly bodies, difplays the wifdom and
magnificence of the Creator. Still her aid is partial ;
thoufands of ftars {fhe dilcovers in different parts of the
fphere, continuc to appear only as brifliant {pangles ;
but fhe reafons from analogy, and juftly concludes
from what fhe can dilcover, in the orbs thus brought
within obfervation, that, werc the means of knowledge
fufficient, the fame wifdom and magnificence might be
difcerned in the reft.—Let us apply this. Natura] Rea-
{on, indecd, difcoyers fome few important truths. Re-
velation appiics the powers of the telefcope to the mind,
and both improves our knowledge of thofe truths, and
enriches us with others. Still, however, there remain

many infcrutable fecrets both in Providence and Re-
demption ; bat we may fafely infer that the confufion
which feems to remain among divine truths, 1s merely
owing to our contracted and imperfed view of them,

But
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But though I pretend not to folve a// the difhiculties
which occur in the divine counfels and government,
permit me to repeat a hint or two already {uggefted,

that may have a tendency to foften fomething of their
apparent harfhnefs.

And 1ft.—Let it be remembered, that Adam was
both the natural and federal head, of his pofterity, As
the former, we were {feminally in him—in the {eripture-
'phrafeolog}r, we were all in his loins; as.Levi was
in the loins of Abraham, and the Mefhah in thofe of
David. Thus modern Philofophy inftruéts-us that the
animals and plants, oviginally created, contained {emi-
nally and vadically all of the fame fpecies which have
fince {prans from them®,  Adam was alfo a federal (or
covenant) head; and the advantages of his ftanding,

had lie flood, would have been equally transferable
with hie gwilt in falling.

But 2ndly.—God hasbeen pleafed, in confequence of
our, lofs by Adamn, to inflitute a fimilar conttitution for
our falvations Was Adam our natural, Chrift is our
[piritval head ; and, as truly as we derive from the former .
a polluted and depraved nature, fo truly-do believers
derive a renewed and divine nature from the Spirit of
Jefus Chrift.  Again, as Adam was, in like manner
is Chrift, a federa/ head ; as the gnilt of the former,
{o the righteoulnels of the latter, is imputed to us;
with this difference, however, in our favour, that only
ane alt of difobedience is imputed to us from the firft;

* See Gill’s Dudy of Divintiv, Vol L. p. 524,

but
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but the whole of the obedience of the fecond Adam,
our Redeemer, Alfo the depravity of our nature is
tather of a negative than a pofitive kind#; but the
principle of holinefs derived from God’s Spirit, is in»

vincibly active and energetic.

It cannot be denied, however, but in one refpet the
influence of Adam’s fin is more extenfive than that of
imputed righteoufpefls; the former reached to all man-
kind, becaufe he was the head of all: but not fo Jefus
Chrift: he is the head of the church, and to believers
only are the benefits of his redemption transfered.  But
why this was fo ordained—why 1t pleafed God to
{elet fome only of mankind as veflels of mercy, I know
not. God may, doubtlefs, have wife ends inconceiv~

able to us. This Iam perfuaded, 1t was not through
want of efficacy in Chrift’s atonement,—it was not
owing to any impotency of divine grace ;—it was not
for want of compaflion in God ;—leaft of all, could it
be from any pleafure the Deity could reccive from the
amifery of his creaturess ¢ As I live, faith the Lorp,

* & In order to account for a finful corruption of nature, . . . there
ts not the leaft nced of {uppefing any evil quality infufed, implanted,
-or wrought into the nature of man by any pofiwe caule, or nfluence
vhat{oever.—The ablence of pofitive geod principles, and fo the with-
holding of a {pecial divine influcnce to maintain thefe good principles,
leaving the common natural principles of felf-luve, natural apetite, &c.
(which were In man in nnecence), leaving thefe, I fay, to them-
felves, . . . . will certainly be followed with the total corruption of
the heart, without any pefitive influence at all: and it was thus in-
deed that corruption of nature come on Adam immediately on his fall,
mnd comes on all his pofterity as Dnning in huim, and falling with
him.” Edwards On Oriy. Sin, Pact TV, ch, 2,
I have
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1 have no pleafure in the death of the wicked.”*~Thé
mention of ¢/eion naturally leads meto obferve, that if
infants are faved, they muft be included in that decree:
and interefted in all its blefings.—If ¢ predef-
tinated,” they muft alfo be remewed by divine
grace, though not ¢ called” by the outward word ;
‘¢ juftified” likewife by the application of Chrift’s
righteoufnefs, and finally and eventually ¢ glorified” 4,

The poilibility, and even certainty of this fa&, in
many inftances, is, I believe, wncontroverted; but
that ALL who die in infancy are thus faved, has been
by many doubted ; and by fome refolutely denied. The

diftin&ion has been drawn either
1ft, From the charaters of the parents: fome exe

tending eternal life to all the children of profefing
Chriftians ; others to thofe of real Believers onlyf.
2dly. Many have connected this blefling with the

Sacrament of Baptifm, making it a faving ordi-
nance : and others

% Ezck. xvxiify 11, 4+ Rom. vii, 30,

¥ Some humane Divines, who have fhuddered at the notion of In-
fant damnation, and yet have not feen the evidences of their univerfal
Salvation, have conje€ured that the children of Heathens, and un-
believers, might be anusbilated at death. But befide the objedtions
that lie againdt this, in common with that of their partial falvation, -
this does not feem to agree cither with the divine perfefions, or the
feripture doctrine of a general refurreCtion; but is principally to be
rejefted on this ground, that annihilation is no part of the penalty of
the law, or of the wages of fin; otherwife Chrift, in fuffering for us,
muft have been annihilared. See Brine againft Watts, Part iii. ch. 6.

and the prefent Dr. Jonathan Edwards againft Chauncy, ch. v.

3(]!3'.
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adly. Have referred it to the fovereign will of God,
who may have chofen fome, and rejeéied others,
merely from his own good pleafurés—To each of thefe
I have objections, |

To the firft, 1 reply, that though manv external
privileges are promifed to the faith of parents; yet I
know of no authority for fuppofing eternal life to be
thus annexed *, Nor are the children of Pagans, or
profane perfons, any farther gone from original

- righteoulnefs, than thofe of the moft religious parents,
Befides, this fuppofition makes children fuffer, not only
for the crime of their firff, but alfo of their immediate

parents.

Secondly, That Baptifm is not a faving ordinance
even to adults, is clear, from that Simon Magus,
after he had received it, was yet ¢ in the gall of bit-
ternefs, and bonds of iniquity;”« and we fee daily
the {fame of thoufands, either {prinkled in infancy, or
immerfed at riper years.

With refpect to the third, I perceive not the famé
motives for difcriminating grace in infants as in adults,
No motive (and can we conceive the Deity to act
without#) can be {uggefted why God has {elected the
peculiar objelts of his choice, but the glory of his
own grace. Here he takes an avaritious revenue of-
ficer, in Zaceheus; a difhoneft runagate, in Onefimus;

* This will be farther confidcred among the objelions to cur
hypothels.

+ Aéls vil. 23,
2 among
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among the Corinthians, he chofe the moft abaridoned
charaéters for licentioufmefs and debauchery;—and
in Saul, the perfecuting Pharifee, free grace was mag-
nified by feleGting a charaller, if poffible, ftill worfe, *
But infants do not prefent that wariety of charac-
ter, having no perfonal fin; and, in original guilt,
they are exallly on a level. They therefore do
not feem to afford the fame opportunity for glorify-
ing divine fovereignty in their difcrimination,

It is not, however, meant to rcft the caufe of infantg
here.~In the following pages, it is intended to profe-
cute the fubjet farther, by reafoning from the Scripe
tures, and from the diviné perfetions in favour of their
falvation ; and moft of our arguments will conclude

equally for the falvation of ALL infants without exs
' Qﬂptiﬂﬂt

# Luke xix, ¢—Philemon 10-=18.~I Cor. vi, g, 11.~I Cot: xv,
‘n I Timi Ij I, ‘

C AR GU.
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ARGUMENT LI

From the Divine PERFECTIONS,

THOUGH {in, 4s fin, muft ever be hateful to
God, and every fubject therewith polluted obnoxious
to his difpleafure, yet there is a manifeft difference
between. original and afual guilt—a difference analo~
gous to that between perfonal and imputed righteouf-
nefs :—confequently we become guilty through our
connexion with Adam, in the fame manner as we are
made righteous through the righteoufnefs of Jefus
Chrift. As therefore we cannot properly be faid to
merit eternal life by his obedience; {o neither. can' we
(before actual fin) be faid, in a ftrick fenfe, to deferve
eternal death, any otherwife than through our relation
to our firflt progenitor. It is on this account, I fuppofe,
that the Prophet calls infants (as he is commonly, and
I think, juftly underftood) ¢ innocents,” and with
an cpithet of tendernefs and pity for their fufferings
¢ poor innocents.” ¥

Now may we not adopt Abraham’s reafoning in

another cafe, and fay—Will the Lord deftroy the in-

nocent with the wicked ¥—Will he involve them in the

fame irremediable mifery »—¢ That be far from thee.
Shall not the judge of all the earth do right 2’ 4

# Ter. ii. 34.—xix. 4. compare verfe 5.+ Gen. xvil, 2¢.

This
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This will, in fome meafure, ¢ juftify the ways of
God to man.”~=If notwithftanding original fin, God
inflits final yengeance on thofe only who add thereto
aCtual tranfgreflion ; ard, at the fame time, points out
to them a door of hope ;—~Will not this go far to foften
the apparent feverity of the difpenfation !~—Perhaps
but for this merciful provifion, the Deity would never
have adopted that ceconomy. Probably the very ap-
pointment of Adam, as a covenant head to his pof-
terity, was with a view to introduce Jefus Chrift in
the fame charalter, with the greater propriety and
glory ; and the abounding of fin unto death was per-
mitted to difplay to greater advantage the {fuperabound-
ing of divine grace unto eternal life,

What may add force to this method of reafoning
is, that God himfelf feems to have adopted it in the
cafe of Cain and Abel. When the Lord had vouch-
fafed the well-known token of accepting Abel’s of-
fering (probably fire from heaven) and rejected Cain's,
Cain was wroth, and his countenance fell; the Lord,
(perhaps in the Shecinah,) was pleafed to reafon even
with Cain.—*¢ Why art thou wroth, and why is thy
countenance fallen —If thou doft well, fhalt thou not
be accepted ? and if not, a fin-oftering coucheth at the
door**.—bo were the Lord pleafed to condefcend to
reafon with man, on original gﬁilt ; might he not fay,
¢ 1f thou haft' not added aftual to thy original fin,
that alone fhall not be'thy perdition: and if thou haft,
(as all have) behold a facrifice at hand-——¢¢ Behold the
Lamb of God,” which taketh away the fin of the world.”

* Gen. v, Sce Kennicott's Differtation on.Cain and Abel, p. 216

C 2 AR GU-
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ARGUMENT IL

From a fundamenta) Maxin of Gon’s morAL Go-
VERNMENT.

IT wis a diftinguithing charatter of the God of Ifrael,
that he vifited the iniquities of the fathers upon the
children; even unto the third and fourth generation: It
is obvious, however, that this was intended of thofe only
who walked in the ways of their fathers, When there-
fore the Jews abufed this maxim to a refletion on the"
moral character of the Deity, and faid ¢¢ The fathers have
eaten four grapes, and the children’s teeth are fet on
edge,” the Lord reproves the injurious reflection—
No; fays the Lord, it fhall no more be thus faid—
¢¢ Behold all fouls are mine ; as the foul of the father,
o alfo the foul of the fon ismine: the fou! that finneth
it fhall die. The fon fhall not bear the iniquity of the
father—Every one fhall die for his own iniquity;
every man that eateth the {our grape, his teeth {hall be
{ct on edge.,”’*

Now then, if it is a fundamental maxim of the di-
vine government to vifit the parents’ fins on thofe
children only who walk in the fame ways, and copy
their tranfgreflions, may we not r{:afonably‘ hope—may
we not confidently rely on the Lord’s not violating
this maxim in the condemnation of infants, who have

¢ Jer. xxxi. 29, 30. 1 Exck. xvii, 20,

2 “ not
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« not finned after the fimilifude of their father's
¢ tranfgreflion.”

I know that the faét on which this realoning is
founded has been difputed, 1, Becanfe Achan’s children
fuffered with him, ¢ bearing his iniquity.” But there
is no proof that they were infants, it is much’
more likely that they had joined in their fa-
ther’s fin before they fhared his punithment,*—d,
Becaufe the not vifiting the father’s fins upon the child-
ren is promifed as a peculiarity of the gofpel difpen{a-
tion: ¢ In TwHosE days,” &c. This I concéive to
be a miftake; it is not implied that God had ever adted
in this arbitrary manner; but rather that in the petiod
referred to, the pcople'fhould no more raife this bitter
and unjuft reflection on the Almighty. ¢ In thofe days
they fhall say no more, The fathers, &c4- Some
other fa&s which have been adduced to countenance
this charge againft the Deity will be confidered below,
as objetions to our hypothells. The argument as al-
ready ftated, may be ftrengthened by the following
obfervations.;

I. That though the Ifraelites greatly offended the Lord
by their perverfenefs in the wildernefs, and he {wore

that none of the adults ({ave Caleb and Jofhua) thould

* Stackhoufe’s Hiftory of the Bible, 8vo. Vol. 1, 133,
+ Scc Ainfworth in Exod. xx, .

+ It may be properto fubjoin that fome able commentators are of
opinion that this promife of not punithing children for their parents’
fins muft be underftood principally with reference to the punifhments

of another world. Sec particularly the Affembly’s annotations on
Ezck. xvill, 20,

Chter
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enter the promifed land—¢¢ But (faith the Lotrd) your
little ones, which ye faid fhould be a prey, them will.
I bring in, and they fhall know the land which ye
have defpifed.” (Num. xiv, 31.) It is true that the
rifing generation were {ubjelt to a temporary inconve-
nience during the lives of their parents, by wandering
svith them in the wildernefs (which is called ¢ bearing
their whoredoms,” ver. 33.) This was indeed necef-
ry for their prefervation ; however, asthey acquired age
and ftrength their parents died away, and the children,
renouncing their fathers’ fin, were not involved in their
punifhment ; but are {poken of in the fcriptures as

remarkable* for their piety, and the Lord’s favor
towards them. .-

II, ¢¢ Lo! children are an heritage of the Lord,”
(Pfalm cxxvii, 3.) and he claims them as his peculiax
treafure—therefore, when the Jews facrificed their
children to Idols, the Lord charges them with facri~
ficing H1S children.—¢ Moreover, thou haft taken thy
fons and thy daughters whom thou haft borne unto
ME, and thefe haft thou facrificed unto them to be
devoured, ls this of thy whoredoms a fmall matter,
that thou haft flain MY children?”$—Let it be re-

membered that thefe were the children of cruel ido-
faters.

III. In the inftance of the Ninevites the Lord reafons
with Jonah on the cafe of ¢ more than fix fcore thou-
{and perfons who knew not their rignt hand from their
left,” which is moft naturally and generally interpreted
of young children, and the number is not at all incredi-

, See Jer. 1, 2, 3. T Ezek . xvi, 20, 21,

ble
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ble in ¢ an exceeding great city of three days journey®
the capital of the Affyrian empire.* Now it is pre-
fumed the tendernefs with which the Lord fpeaks of
the infants of the rebellious Jews, and heathen inhabi-
tants of Nineveh is-no fmall confirmation of the-above
argument, and greatly encourages our eonfidence
that he will not condemn millions of {uch infants to
irremediable mifery.

ARGUMENT IL

From the Coxpuer and DiscOURSES of JEsUs
CHRIST,

THE Sun of righteoulnefs arofe, as well as fet, in
blood.—Ah! cruel Herod, thy fanguinary heart ftained
with blood the dawn of the Redeemer’s kingdom, ¢ In
Rama was there a voice heard, lamentation and weeping
and great mourning ; Rachel weeping for her children,
and would not be comforted becaufe they are not.”
As the Evangelift* hath applied the language of the
Prophet to this event, let us add the comfortable aflur-
ance that Jehovah immediately {fubjoins—=¢¢Refrain thy
voice from weeping, and thine eyes from tears: fos
thy work fhall be rewarded, faith the Lord; and they

thall come again from the land of the enemy. And

* See Jonah iij, 3. iv. 11, with the Affcmbly’s annotations. Gill’s
comment. and Poli. Synop. in Joc.
there.
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there is hope in thine end, faith the Loxp that the
children {hall come again to their own border.”}» Yes,
ye bereaved mothers, there is hope in the end of your
"departed offspring. ‘Though they are captives at pre-
fentin ¢ the land of darknels and of death,” Captivi-
ty fhall be taken captive; Death fhall be fwallowed up
in viftory, and they fhall come again ¢ from the land
of the Enemy.” Yes! ye flaughtered innocents! ye
were the firft martyrs for an infant Redeemer, and
your blood is precious in his fight! Verily, ¢ great
is your reward in Heaven.”

But let our eyes reveit to the celeftial luminary.
The fun beams are not red; it is the interpofed cloud
which gives them that appearance. Sun of righteoui-
nefs, we hail the brightnefs of thy rifing! What heal=<
ing doth thy beams convey !

Well faith the Prophet ¢ He fhall not cty aloud nor
caufe his voice to be heard in the ftreets;—a bruifed
reed he fhall not break, and the {moaking flax he fhalf
not quench.” The more weak and tender his difciples,
the more kind and compaflionate the Saviour.—Me-
thinks I fee him in the houfe of one of his followers?

his difciples come to him, big with miftaken ideas of
the temporalitics of his kingdom; and having been

difputing among themfelves (like too many of their
fucceflors) which of them fhould be the greateft there-
1, they appcalto their mafter, each fuppofing that the
merit of his {ervices would fecure him the pre-emi-

* Matt. 1,17, 8.+ Jer, sxxi.ibs .

f1e1cey
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nence. But let us mark the wifdom and gentlenefs
with which he checks their ambition, and filences their

contentions, Among his furrounding auditors he
obferves a little child, perhaps orie of the family where
‘he then was—he calls it to him—takes it tendetly in
his arms, and places it before them.* Hufh, ye dif-
fputatious tempers ! Silence, ye ambitious {pirits! Be-
hold the model of a chriftian difciple —¢¢ Except,
(fay the lips of incarnate wifdnm-—-—ei{cept) ye be COn=
verted and become as little children” in mecknefs,
teachablenefs and humility, ¢ ye fhall not enterinto
the kingdom of heaven;” neither be acknowledge&
true difciples here, nor be admitted to difciples’ places
in the kingdom of glory above. ¢ Whofoever, there-
fore, thall humble himf{elf, as this little child, the fame
15 greateft in the kingdom of Heaven.”#—With fuch a
model placed before our view, and fuch 2 mafter to
direct our ftudies, what proficients ought we to be in
the {chool of chriftianity! Alfs! what proficients
are we '—¢ And whofoever, (continues the Redeemer
. ~whofoever) fhall receive one fuch little child in my
name (2. e. as belonging to me) receiveth me: but who-
{o {hall oftend one of thefe little ones,” efpecially when
of capacity to ¢ believe in me,” 1t were better that a

mill-ftone were hanged about his neck, and that he were
drowned in the depth of the fea.”

% Matt, xvi, 2. &c.
o ]

t St. Luke’s expreffion is fomewhat different, (Ch. xvii. 17.)
 Wheloever fhall net receive the Kingdom of Heaven a5 a little
child"—{. ¢. as a liule child receives it— fhall in no wife cnter
therein”—Do naot little Children then, as fuch, enter in when they
die minfancy

D ¢ Take
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% Take heed that ye defpife not one of thefe little
ones—for I fay unto you, that in heaven their angels
(the angels that attend them from earlieft infancy) en-
joy the diftinguifhed honor inceflantly to ¢¢ behold the
face of my father who is in Heaven.,”* ‘Take heed
alfo, becaufe even ¢ the Son of man” himfelf ¢¢ is come
to feck and to fave that which was loft,” and dif-
dains not that gracious character to the /ea/f or meaneit
“of his flock.

« How think ye,” my difciples, ¢ if a man havean
hundred fheep, and one of them be gone aftray, would
he not leave the ninety and nine in the mountain and
go and feek that which is gone aftray? And if he find
it, verily I fay unto you, he rejoiceth more over that
fheep, than over the ninety and nine which went
not aftray. Even {o, it is not the will of your heavenly
Father that one of thefe LiTTLE onEs fhould” be left
to ¢ perith” through inattention or neglect,

At another time we bchold the Saviour of mankind
{furrounded by his old enemies, the Scribes and Phari-
fces. The multitude attend him with their young,
and, perhaps fome of them difeafed, infants. They
prefs through the furrounding difciples, but are check-

¢ Sce Dr. Dodedrid; 2 on this paffage : But the late Mr, Toplady explains
it foasto form a divect proof of our Hypothefis. By ¢ angels™ he un-
derftands # the sovts of {uch as dic in their tnfancy,” whoupon their
bodies betng previoufly - diflodged by death,” do ” always behold the
face of God in Heaven (Iifteric pr-nnf, Introd. p. Ixxvii.) ‘This
however, as I doubt it 15 fomewhat forced, 1 wifh not to infilt on.

ed
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ed by their reproof. ¢ Their mafter (they feem to
fay) is engaged with perfons, and in bufinefs, of more
importance.”—But what unufual {everity veils his
countenance ? he is  much difpleafed’* ¢ Suffer the
little children to come unto me, and forbid them not;
for of fuch” infants,-~ and adults refembling the meek-
nefs of their charater, is my ¢ kingdom™ compofed,

both in earth and heaven, ¢ Verily I {ay unto you, who-
foever fhall not receive the kingdom of God as a little
child, fhall not enter therein—And he took them up
in his arms, put his hands on them, and blefled them.”

Without excluding a general reference to all his fol«
lowers, under the charater of children, it feems exceed-
ingly clear that our Lord refers, principally and imme-
diately, to young children as fuch~—and when he bleffes
them—pronounces: them the capable fubjelts of his

% Mark x, 13, &c,

4 ¢ Of fuch infants”] Infants and thofe whe ¢ beecome like them
Affembly’s Ann. in Luke xviii, 16,

“ Talium cnim,” &c Erafinus, Beza and Pifcator. [inPoli. Svn.J
Some athers ¢ of fuch as REsEMBLE thefe;” but Dedddridge difap-
proves this rendering; and obferves it is the part of a faithful tranfla-
tor not to Jimit the {enfe of the original, nor to fix what it leaves am-
biguous.” (Fam. Expos. vol. 11, §. 136.) Mr. Hemry favs “the
word (gowrer) generally fignifics not finilitude, but idensity; nor can any
onc inftance be found where it excludes the perfons or things mention.
ed.” Other authorities might be added.  Dr. Steaner underftands it
of little children in general,” efpecially ¢ thofe who dic in infaney.”
(Anfr. to Dr. Addington, p. 01.) and Mr. Booth remarks that this
paffage wears a {miling afpect on the final ftate of fuch (children’) as
dic in infancy; and that without any reference to carmal defeent,

which fcems to be 2 Jewifh tenet.” -
Peedobap. Exam, p. 3350,

Da kingdom
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kingdom—denounces a woe againft thofe who injure, or
defpife them—and declares it to be his Father’s will,
that not one of them fhould perith—who fhall adjudge
thou{ands and millions of them to eternal mifery ?—

God forbid that 1.{fhould be the man!

Once more, let us attend the Redeemer i his laft
friumphant entry to Jerufalem.—The king of Ifrael,
the king of Glory, riding upon an .4/fs/—and at-
tended by the thouts of children! The feorn of fools,
the fong of drunkards, and the jeft of infidels. (Was
there ever fuch a comment on that text—¢ He pour-
cth contempt on princes?”’*) But what fay the infant
multitude !~ Hofannah to the fon of David! Ho-
fannah in the higheft.—Blefled is he that cometh in
the name of the Lord.” %+ 'The Scribes and - Pharifees
murmiur and complain—¢¢ Heareft thou what thefe
{ay:”. Jefus heard—and hearing applauded-—<¢ Have
ye never read, out of the mouths of BABEs and
SUCKLINGS, thou haft perfe€ted praife #’—Yes: and
that God who perfeed praife from infant lips on
earth, will furely not refufe their voices a part
in his celeftial choir. |

Upon the whole of this argument, we may obferve
that our gracious Redeemer at all times paid a particu-
lar attention to young children ; and declared them not
only the capable, but the afnal fubjelts of his kingdom
—and that too, as far as appears without any reference
to the faith of their parents. All that were bronght~—
yea, fome that were not brought—he took them in his
arms and bleffed them—will he ever fay to fuch as

thefe—<t Depart from me, for I never knew ye ¢
» P{. cvi, 40. 1 Mat. xxy, g, &c.

2 ARGU-
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ARGUMENT 1IV.

‘From the cafe of DAvip,

IT might no doubt afford fome fatisfaction, could we
afcertain in what view the ancient believers confidered
their departed infants. The only cafe, however, lefton
record of this nature is that of Dawvid, which, if not

decifive, at lealt ftrongly favours qur hypothefis.
During the child’s ficknefs he fafted and prayed for its

recovery; but when it was dead he comforted himfelf
with this refletion, ¢ I fhall go to him, but he fhall
not return tome,” ¢ I fhall go to him,”-——nio& ob-
vioully means, not only ¢ to the ftate of the dead, to
the grave”—but, as Dr. Gi/l obferves, ¢ to heaven
and eternal happinefs, where his foul was, as he com-
fortably hoped and believed :”* otherwife the thought

had Jittle in it to compofe {uch extreme trouble and
affliCtion as he then fe]t.

The Shunammite loft her child in tender years, and
had faith to fay ¢ it is well :” < but as we do not ex-
aCtly know its age, and it might probably be pafled
that of mere infancy, we cannot argue on this in-
ftance.

* Gill's Comment, in 11. Sam. xii, 23.
11 Kings v, 26.

AR GU.



ARGUMENT V.

From the Nature of the final [uDGMENT, futurel Pu.
NISHMENT, &c.

TH ERE is not, in all the Scriptures, any intima-

tion that thofe who are finally condemned, will be con-
demned, either by reafon of any decree of preterition
againft them, or on account cf their mere relation to,
or derivation from, the firlt Father of mankind. No:
the {entence is always reprefented as involved by fome
afiual tran{grefion in thought, word, ;or deed, of
which mere infants are not capable. When the dead
fmall and great, infants as well as adults, are reprefented
before the final Judgment {eat, they are judged ac-
cording to the DEEDS written in the books;* and by
thefe ¢ every mouth will be {topped,” and all the
world ftand convifted before the bar of God. And
when our incarnate Judge fhall pronounce the fentence
of eternal banifhment, it fhall be againft only ¢ the
workers of iniquity.”’ -

Now, If eternal condemnation enfue ’only as the
eonfequence of acfualfins—it all who depart into ever-
Jafting fire are workers of iniquity—{urely, children afe
excluded from that awful judgment.

* Rom. 11, 6.—11 Cor. v, 10.—11 Tim. iv, 14—Rev. xx,
12, 13,

T Matt. vit, r3—~Luke xu, 27, &c.
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It may be alleged, that if the not having done evil
works may exempt infants from future punithment,
by a parity of reafoning, their not having done good
works will exclude them from the rewards of heaven
{o that they muft be fufpended hetween both worlds, as
unfit for either. But the cafes are not parallel, Good
works do not qualify for Heaven as bad ones do for
Hell. Upon the footing of works all men muft be
found guilty; and the righteous will be the firft to ac-
knowledge it. The book of life, however, will be the
witnels for their falvation; and the grace of God

the caufe of it, through the meritorious obedience of
the Saviour.

Permit me to add that the torments of a future ftate
(according to the {cripture account of them) do not
{eem fuch as infants are capable ot {uftering.

I confider fin and {orrow fo connected in the origi-
nal conftitution of things, that nothing but a miracle
of grace can ever feparate them. We fee this even in
the prefent life. Some fins, as thofe of exceffive
debauchery, naturally and regularly induce their own
punifhment: and others will fooner or later have the
fame effet. How often do cruelty and villainy (when
they efcape public juftice) produce remorfe, deje&ion
and defpair; and either wafte the fleth in ¢ pining
atrophy,” confume the faculties by idiotifin or diftrac-
- tion, or (pethaps more frequently) urge the hand of
fuicide to cut the thread of human life? The {ame
connetion obtains in the other world, The confci-

oufnefs
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oufnefs of fin committed and of eternal 16fs fuftained
is ¢ the worm that never dies:” the heat of unfubdued
paflions, the flame of irreconcileable difcord, and a fenfe
of divine wrath, forma ¢ fire that cannot be quenched,”
and, confequently, muft be eternal.—Now a great part
of this punithment evidently ariies from confcioufnefs
of perfonal guilt, and is confequently attached thereto;
it feems theiefore impoflible that children can fuffer
this, unlefs the Almighty fhould endue them with a
new kind of conicioulnefs omr purpofe to torment
them, which it is not at all honorable to the divine
perfeCtions to fuppofe.

That young children do not and éanpot commit ac-
tual tranfgreffions is determined by the common fenfe
of mankind; (as is alfo the cafe with lunatics and
mere idiots :) fince it requires not merely to be under a
laiw (as we are all born under the laws of our country)
but- fome capacity of knowledge and obedience, to
conftitute the capacity of finning. This is as well
‘the dorine of fcripture as of reafon, and when St,
Paul defcribes infants as thofe ¢ who have not finned
after the fimilitude of Adam’s tranfgreffion,” what
<does he mean, but that they have not committed aCtual,

-perfonal fins 2%

But if infants are not the proper fubjc&s of perfonal
judgment, and much lefs of future mifery, we may
-~hope to find them among the Lamb’s company *on
mount Sion; and here I beg leave.to infert a paffage,

*This age, indeed, fruitful with abfurditics, hath produced an

author capable of aferting that infauts fin ¢ ina very fhort fpace abeer
. they
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that will exprefs (better than I am capable of exprefl-
ing) an additional argument to be derived from one of
the Apocalyptical vifions. ‘The beloved Apoftle (Revs
chap. vii and xiv,) Saw the Lamb of Geod upon

mount Sion, attended by an hundred and forty and
four thoufand true Ifraelites, ¢ having his Father’s name

written on their forcheads:” befide thefe he faw alfo
an innumerable multitude redeemed from all nations,

and kindreds, peopleand tongues, employed in anthems
of redeeming love,

they are born,’—even while hanging “at the breaft,” and feripture
hath been prefied into the defence of this moft ridiculons Hypothefis.
The Pialmift fays ¢ The wicked are eftranged from the womb”—
This is their orjginal depravity— They go aftray as {oan as they
are born, {peaking lies:” ‘This is the way in which their depravity
is generally firft difcovered. But this language is to be taken with
fome latitude, unlefs any perfon wifh to prove that children fpeak as
foon as they arc born. The cxpreflion means (and can only mean)
that children fin as foon as they are capable of finning, and that lying
1s commonly the firft vice to which they are addifted. (Pf. Iviii, 3.)

It would be paying too ferious an attention to fuch reverics to ana
(wer the arguments derived from the anger of infants and the tears of
fucklings. The fcriptures deferibe infants as fuch as have “no
knowledge between good and evil.” (See Deut. 1, 39.—Ifa. vii, 16.)
But the author of the above firange pofition will not admit this to be
any apology for infants, becaufe wwilful ignorance 1s no excufe for
adultss fuch in fome degree was that of the fervant in the Parable, who
though he © knew not his mafter’s will,” did ¢ things worthy of
firipes,” which had his ignorance been totally inevitable, he could not
have done. The cafe of the trefpafs offering is equally impertinent,
fince that was never offered for children, and in adults did not always
imply any degree of wioral turpitude, nor was it to be offered till the
offending party knew that he, had tranfgrefled. See Levitieus v.
and i,

: ‘E | | {1 BY
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¢ By the one hundred and forty and four thoufand
¢ fealed in their foreheads (a definitive for an indefi-
¢ nitive number, which is common in' {eripture Jan-
¢¢ guage) I underftand” (fays my author) ¢ thofe,
¢ who, living to mature age aud where the Gofpel is
¢ afforded, are enabled to make a public and vifible
«¢ profeflion of religion, and are marked as it were in
¢¢ their foreheads, and known to whom they belong
¢ by thejr open and habitual {eparation from the .
¢¢ {pirit and cuftoms of the world which lieth in wicked-
“ nefs, And the exceeding great multitude contra-
¢ diftinguifhed from thefe, I conceive to be thofe, who
< are, elfewhere, ftyled the Lord’s hidden ones; and
‘¢ that thefe are a great multitude indeed, gathered by
- € him who knows them that are his, out of a// nations,
< and kindreds, and peopley and tongues. I may diftri-
¢ bute them into the following claffes.

¢ 1, INnraNTs, 1 think it at leaft highly probable,
¢ that when our Lord {ays, fuffer listle children to come
€ unto me and forbid them noty for of fuch is the kingdom
¢ of heaven, he does not only intimate the neceffity of
¢¢ becoming Jike little children in fimplicity, as a qua-
< lification without which, (as he exprefsly declares in
(¢ other places) we cannot enter into his kingdom,
- ¢ but informs us of a fadf; that the number of in-
¢ fants, who are effeCtually redcemed to God by his
¢¢ blood, fo greatly exceeds the aggregate-of adult be-
‘¢ Jievers, that, comparatively {peaking, his kingdom
<¢ may he faid to confift of little childreny., + « s They
«‘are born for a better world than this. They jult

«¢ enter this flate of tribulation, they quickly pafs

« through it, their robes are wafbed white in the blood of
¢ the
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¢ the Lamb, and they are admitted for his fake before
¢ the throne. Should I be afked to aflign the age,
¢¢ which children fegin to be accountable for atual

¢ fin, it would give me no pain to confels my igno-
¢ rance. The Lord knoweth,” *

This refpe@able writer adds two other clafles,

pamely, ¢ a people hidden among the moft degene-
¢ rate communities, civil or ecclefiaftical, that bear
¢ the name of chriftian”—and a felect, though fecret
number among the heathen—but thefe go beyond the
limits of my fubje® (though not of my heart) I
muft therefore not enlarge the quotation: nor will I
be poﬁﬁive that the above 1s the exa@ fenfe of this
fubiirlge vifion; yet few expofitions that I have feen
of this myfterious book appear to me more probable,

1 fhall now leave thefe arguments to imprefs their
own weight upon the reader’s mind, while I examine

the prineipal-objections 1 have been able to meet with
to this {criptural, rational, and comfortable doGrine,

* Mefiab, s0. Serm. by the Rev. J. Newton, vol. 11, p. 4154

E 2 OEIEC-
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OBJECTION L

Children  imvolved in the CRIMES and TEMPORAL
Ruix of thear Parents,

THE fcripture furmihes feveral incontrovertible
inftances of this: The moft firiking are the deluge—
the deftru@ion of Sodom and Gomorrah—of Korah,
Dﬁthan, and Abiram—of the Canaanites, and of the re~
bellious Jews. But if Solomon’s maxim be admitted,
that no man can tell ¢ either love or hatred by that
which is before him”—if in the prefent.adminiftration
of affairs ¢ all things happen alike to all”*—nothing
can be from hence inferred in refpect of the future and
eternal ftate of the infant fufferers. This is given up
in being urged, for it is only urged to prove the proba-
bility that fome were loft, whereas it equally proves
the perdition of all, or of none. And where is the
man hardy enough toargue from itthata// the children .
of the old world, of the rebellious Jews, &c. were
eternally loft ? |

This argument in another view refutes itlelf, for if
in public calamities all who perith thereby are loft,
how many thoufands of pious and good men have been
deftroyed? We need not go to Jerufalem, neither
need we turn back to facred hiftory—In our own"
country in the time of the civil war, were there no
good men who penﬂled by the fword either in the royal

1 Eeclefl 1x, 1, 2.
OrI
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or parliamentary armies? Were there none among
the many thoufands that perifhed by the plague in
London? Itis certain there were many. DButis it
argued that in national calamities GGod has a peculiar
refpet to the fafety of his people? 1 grant there are
many ftriking inftances of it: but exceptions will not
form a rule. It might as well be argued that be-
caufe God would have fpared Sedom if there bad been
ten righteous perfons in it, that therefore he never
brought deftru@ion on any city which contained a
proportional number of good men.

Indeed in many inftances the death of thefe inno-
cents may be confidered as a blefling to themielves,
though a.punithment to their parents—They were
¢¢ taken from the evil to come.”* To have faved all the
children amidft the national calamities brought on
their parents, would have required a continued miracu-
Jous exertion of divine power, of which there is no
example in the fcriptures.  Suppefe, for inftance, God
had ordered all the young infants to be colleted into
Noah’s Ark, to fay nothing of its impraétibility,
what could Noah have done with them? Could
Noah have nurfed, or his wife and daonghters have
fuckled them? No: they muft have perifhed by

want or inattention.

Suppofe alfo the infant Canaanites had been pre-
ferved, muft they not have fhared a feverer fate? In
all human probability, one half would have died by
neglect, and the other half in flavery.—The Iike might
be faid of the children of Korah and his company.

* I Ivii, 1.

OBJEC-
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OBJECTION IL

The Scriptures include numbers of Infants among the
DAMNED.

THIS I abfolutely deny. Let us examine the in-
flances alleged. They are

I, The inhabitants of the -old world, among which
were doubtlefs many infants. Now thefe inhabitants
are faid by St. Peter to be ¢ {pirits in prifon,”* 7, ¢, in
the prifon of Hells But though he mentions fpirits in
prifen which were difobedient in the days of Noah,
he does not fay that a// thofe difobedient perfons, were
then prifoners; we therefore hope not. As the rain
was forty days coming upon the earth, forhe of its in-

habitants might furvive a great part of that time, and
who can tell but the terror in which they were in-
volved might be a means of leading fome of them to
repentance? It was too late indeed to be faved in the

Ark, for Nozh was fhut in; but ¢ as all were not
(eternally) faved that were in the Ark ({ay the aflem-

bly’s of Annotators-,) {o it 1s probable that all were

not damned that were out of it}

# 1 Peteriiy 19. + On Gen. viy, 22,

§ The population of the old world has been rated very high, on
account of the longevity of its inhabitants; but upon whatever ratio
we calculate the increafe, I think confiderable dedyétion muft be
made for the two or three laft centuries preceding the flood, fince
¢ehauchery and luk are ever unfriendly to population; which al-
ways decrealts 1n proportion as they prevail, As therefore thefe
crimes were at thelr acmé in this period, I‘{uppofc the number of

infants comparatively inconfiderable.
L St

L

T —
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St. Peter’s words however have nothing to do with
infants, for the perfons he {peaks of were preached to
by the Spirit of Chrift (in Noah’s miniftry no doubt,)
and wete alfo difobedient to that preaching, neither of
which circumftances apply to the little innocents for
whom I plead.

II. The inhabitants of Sodom and Gomorrah fuffer
¢ the vengeance of eternal fire;” now among thefe it
has been faid might be ¢ more than ten thoufand in-
fants.”~~But who ever heard of ten thoufand infants
among a city * of Sodomites? efpecially as we do not
know that the whole body of inhabitants in the five
cities amounted to half that number.

But fuppofe them as numerous as you pleafe, are
there any children among Sodomites? 1 very much
" doubt if there were ten young children among all the
five cities, How many were there in Lot’s family,
which was uncontaminated with that luft? Not one,

Again, imagine the children of Sodom, &c. as
many as you will, there were none among thofe Jude
defcribes under the vengeance of eternal fire: for they
gave themfelves ¢ over to fornication and went after

firange flefh,” which does not apply to infants.

* Nothing as to the population of Scdom can be concluded from ifs
being called acify, fince the fame word is applied to the little town
that Cain built and called Enoch.  Gen. iv, 17,

¢ Yer. 1.
As
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As to their not being ten righteous perfons in the
city of Sodom, if there were no children that forms no
dificulty ; and if there were, the term righteous does
not properly agree to young children, fince that term
when ufed as applying to a charalter, commonly in-
tends an integrity and principle of obedience of which
they do not appear the capable fubjedts, *

A third inftance is from the ix. chap., of Ezekiel.
% In this chapter (fay the Aflembly’s annotators) is
figured. out the flaughter to be made in Jerufalem, of
the peéple that were therein, except the godly mourn-
ers that were marked out to be faved.” One Angel
1s commiflioned to fet a mark upon ¢“the men that

fich and that cry for the abominations” committed in |
the midit of the city; and another is commiffioned to
follow with a deftroying weapon, and his ¢rders were

to ¢ flay utterly old and young, both maids and LITTLE

CHILDREN, and women ;—but not te come near any
man upon whom is the mark.”

What this has to do with the cternal damnation of
infants it may be difaicult to conceive ; it has however
been applied to it with as much confidence as little
reafon. Theabove annotators refer to 11 Chron. xxxvi,
17. for the accomplifhment of this prophetical vifion ;
and there the reader may find it in the deftruion
brought upon Jerufalem by the King of Babylon.
This inftance belongs therefore to the firft objeétion,

and thereto muft be referrede Of much the fame

» Sce 1 John i, 7. f
QIce
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force with the proéceding 1S an hfpothetical argument
derived from Rom. ix, 11, 13,

<¢ For the children being not yet born, neither hav-
ing done any good or evil, that the purpofe of God
according to eleCtion might fland, not of works, but

of him that calleth—as it is written, Jacob have I
loved but Efau have I hated.”* | T

Now it is fuppofed if Efau had died in infancy he
muft have been (]amu_ed, and therefore other reprabates
(as Efau is fuppofed to be) may die in-infancy and
perith for ever. But it may as well be fuppofed, that
if Jacob had died before his converfion he muft have
been loft; alfo, with equalrealon, inferred that other
eleCt perfons may die before converfion and perifh
likewife. We have no right to place fuppofitions againft
falts. LEfau did »ot die in infancy, nor any other
reprobate perfon that we know of, asI have endea-
voured to thew above.

% Odio babuy comparaté ac figuraté, 7. e. minus dilexiy q. d.
prawll Ifraclitas, quanquam gravium criminum reos.—Vid. Gen.
xxix, 31, Deut. xxi, 15. Prov. xiii, 24, Mait. vi, 24. Luc, Xivs
26, Joh. xii, 25.—DPoli. Syn. in Loc. I
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OBJECTION IIL

From Rom. v, 14

—<¢ Death veigned from Adam to Mofes, even over them
that bhad nat finned  after the fi mzhtuda tgf .zfdam §

tra:g[grgﬂ' (L

TH IS is fuppofed to bea decifive paflage—T.et ug
examine it, The perfons here mntended by the phrafe
¢ them that had not finned after the fimilitude of
Adam’s tranfgreffion,” are agreed to be ifants ; and
the death here intended, in order to prove the dam-
nation of infants, is aflumed to be eternal death, ~

Admitting this, however, it daes not follow that in-
fants aCtually perithed ; but only that flley came under
the fentence of condemnation, which is not difputed;
for the Apoftle adds, ¢ that if death reigned by one
[ Adam] much more they which receive abundance of
grace, and of the gift of righteoufnefs fhall reign in
life by one, Jefus Chrift.”” #—~The reign of dcath, in
whatever {enfe it be underftood, does not exclude
the reign of grace. Death reigned univerfally; but
‘are all therefore damned? God forbid, Where fin
abounded unto death ;—even there hath grace {uper

abounded unto eternal life.-
It may be added, that Doddridge and many other
able critics and commentators underftand this text onljr

* Ver. 17. 4 Ver, 20. .
0
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of temporal death, or mortality. * I confefs, however,
that Pres. Edwards’s remark on this text appears te
me judicious, that in this difcourfe the apoftle in-
cludes the ¢ whole of that death which is the wages
of fin ... though in fome parts he has a more par-
ticalar refpe€t to one part of this whole, in others
to another, as his argument leads him; without any
more variation, than is common in the fame difcourfe.”
In this verfe, the Prefidentis of opinion, that the
Apoftle more particularly alludes to temporal deathe—
¢ that part of the punifhment which is vifible in this
world, and which every body therefore fees does in
fa& come upon all mankind,” from thence inferring
¢ that all mankind are expofed to the whole of that
death which is the proper punifhme;lt of fin, where-
of that temporal death is a part.” But this, as above
obferved, is of no impertance to the prefent queftion.

¢ Fam, Expol. in Loc,
t Edwards on Original §in, chap, iv. S, 1.

T o OBJEC-
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OBJECTION IV.
That Few will be SAVED,

AS two thirds of mankind are fuppofed to die in
a flate of infanéy,* the falvation of allinfants fecures
the falvation' of the far greater part of mankind.
Now it is alleged, that the feriptures reprefent the pec-
ple of God as but a fmall inconfiderable number; and
that fEW find the way to eternal life, becaufe few are
chofen thereunto. Let us examine the paflages as they
occur., |

1. Matt, vii, 140 ¢ Strait is the gate that leadeth
unto life, and few there be that find it,”—T his text evi-
dently relates to the difficulties of real and pradtical
religion ; difhculties, indeed, that occur not to children
who are abfolutely and only paffive in every part of
their falvation. The ferw here are compared with the
many that go 1n the ways of vice and fin'unto eternal:
deathy which is certainly inapplicable to infants.

II. Matt. xx, 16, and xxii, 14, “ Many are called,
but FEw chofen,”

¢ Many that are called do not go {o far as to profefs
religion, or any care for the life to come: and among
thesn that do profefs well, many are not faved for
want of holy converfation”~fay the Affembly’s anno-

* Sec Encyclop. Brit. vol. x. art, Man.
tators
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tators—and refet the ultimate caufe to God’s fove-
reigntys

IIL Luke xii, 32, “ Fear not LiTTLE Flock”w
refers propetly to the {mall number of Chrift’s difci-~
ples in the days of his flefh, which alfo has nothing
to do with our {ubjett. * "

(V. Rom. xi, 5= There is 2 remnant according
to the eletion of grace”~—This and other parallel texts,
refer to the Jewifh nation, of which after an incredible
and unexampled number were deftroyed by the Juit
vengeance of God, a remnant were preferved to be at
once the {ubjeCts and monuments of divine goodnefs ;
therefore this text has as little to do with infants as
the othiers, |

If it be faid, where the fcribtureﬁ are exprefs, as in
refpect to the fewnefs of the elet, we have no right
to make exceptions, I will beg leave to anfwer this by
a parallel cafe, It is repeatedly and exprefsly afferted
that faith and repentance are effential to falvation——
¢¢ Unlefs ye believe that T am he, ye fhall die in your
fins—Except ye repent ye fhall all likewife perith.”
but infants are capable of neither, muft we therefore
give up, not only many, but @/ of them as Ioft eter-
nally *—God forbid |-—¢¢ As for the places of fcripture
(fays Mr. Perkins) which mention juftification and
falvation by faith, they are to be reftrained to men of
years: whereas infants dying in their infancy, and
therefore wanting actual faithy ....are no doubt

2 faved
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aved by fome other fpecial work of God’s Holy Spirie
unknown to us.”’*

Now if an exception may be formed in favour of
infants, as to the neceffity of faith, why not in the
other cafe ? |

I would add that this objection, if it is of any force,
excludes not oniy [fome but a majority of infants from
future happinefs; for if two thirds of the human race
diein infancy, were we to allow one third to be eleét-

ed, which is vaftly more than the fupporters of infant
damnation will adinit, and reckon as few adults as the
fevereft bigots can defire, yet muft we throw ina con-
| fiderable majority of the infant race to turn the fcale
of reprobation.—This is not, however, the Bible me-
thod of calculation., When the difciples came with
that queftion, ¢ Lord are there few faved ?” he made
no diret anfwer to it; but urged them to enter im
at the firait gate.

It is very certain that by liftening only to the found
of words, we may prove any thing. Another fet of
texts might be produced to fhew that there are
many faveds For inftance: When Paul preached ab
Theflalonica, ¢ fome of the Jewsbelieved—and of the
devout Greeks a GREAT MULTITUDE, and of the chief
7 At Berea—¢ MaANY of them
 believeds allo of honorable women, which were.
Greeks, and of men NOT A few.’

women NOT a FEW,

* Works vol, 1 p. 12, -4 Aéls xvii, 4, 12.
"' VD]. Iy p. 127,

The

!
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The fa& is, that the far greater part of mankind
walk the broad road of fin and death, while the
number of thofe who are enabled to walk the narrow
way, are comparatwely few. When thefe however
are all colleted together, from every kingdom,
nation and tongue, the infant part of the elet includ-

ed, they will form a body which many cannot bellevc,
—yea, « which no man can number. ¥

Thus fhall the grace of God be magnified in the
extent, as well as riches, of his mercy. Thus where
death and hell have flain their thoufands-~tens of

thoufands fhall confefs themfelves the happy conquelts
of the Redéemer’s love.

And if, to thefe, we can permit our imagination to
add thofe innumerable worlds, and fyftems of worlds
which compofe the univerfe, and which may all pof-
fibly be filled witl. holy and happy beings, how vaft
the idea !—how much foo great for a human foul in its .
prefent contrated flate of exiftence! ¢ God is great

and we know him not”<- in any manner adequate tc his
real magmﬁcence

# Rm 1.11, $Job xxxvi, axv, 26.

OBJEC:
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OBJECTION V.

From the sPECIAL Promises 2o the Children of B
LIEVERS,

THIS obje&inn admits the falvation of the children
of believers, while it excludes others; thus far it is
favourable to our caufe, and for the reft we migflt refer
to the arguments already advanced in oppofition to fuch
a reftridtion.®  But as this idea is fuppofed to be coun-
tenanced by feveral paflages of fcrlpture, it may'be
thought to merit a more exprefs anfwer, -

{

1ft. Itis urged that there are many promifes in the

Old Teftament of {pecial favor to the children of the
Lord’s people. God in a peculiar manner engages to
be their God: and m Ifa, Ixv, 20,23 are fome re-
markable cxprefhons refpecting them. "Thefe, however,
{fo far from peculiarly intending the falvation of the
dying infants of God’s chofen, appear to me to contain
promifes of great longevity, and that (for the more
rapid increafe of population} few or none of their
children fhould die in that ftate. Let the reader judge
for himfelf—¢¢ There fhall be no more thence an
‘infant of days, nor an old man that hath not filled
his days”—i. e« The young fhall not die in infancy,

nor the old till their daysare fully ripe. ¢ For the.
ehild (/. e youth, not infant) fhall die an hundred

years old (though the finner at an hundred years old

* Sce above, page $.

{hall
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thall be accurfed.) And they fhall build houfes and
inhabit them ; they fhall plant vineyards and eat the
fruit of them, They fhall not build and another in-
habit ; they fhall not plant and another eat: for [many]
.as the days of a tree are, the days of my people, and
mine clect {hall long enjoy the work of their hands.
They thall not labour in vain, nor bring forth for
troubles: (Neither fhall they generite a fhort-lived
race, fays Bithop Lowth) for they are the feed of
the blefled of the Lord, and their offspring with
them.”—There aré other paffages which ipeak of the
children of believers as HoL Y, 4nd as under a covenant
relation to God through their parents ; fuch of thefe
however, as are not peculiar to the Jews, are general-
Iy and juftly applied to the priviledges to which fuch
children are entitled, and the advantages they enjoy, a5
children of the faithful, in the prefent life; and, if in"
any inftance they extend farther, they only prove,
what we moft readily admit, that there are, behide the
general arguments in favor of the falvation of all

children, fome other additional ones in favor of thofe
of believers.

G CONCLU.-
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CONCLUSION.

HAVING confidered, and I hope removed,
what oBJeé’uons Lhave been able to find againft the
unwcrfal falvation of infants, we may now recolle&
the arguments before flated. in their favour, with

partlcular wew to the comfort and encouragement of
bﬂreaved garents.

With what confidence may we troft. our children in.
the hands of that God, the harmony of whofe per-
fe&wns appears to require their falvation ! Is it not
a maxim of his government to punifh none but, aftual
tranfgraifors‘ Hath he not, enjoined this as. a law to
others, and promifed to obferve it himfelf, efpecnally*
under the gofpel difpenfation? Wherefore then fhall
we doubt the confiftency of his condult, or the fide’
llty of his prom:fcs ?

Compaflionate Redcemer! enable us to relign our
dying off'sp}ing to thy mercy. Surely that voice
which once and again invited helplefs infants to thy
bofom, will not eternally banith them therefrom.
With reverence to thy name, may we not return the
eracious word on which we hope? Suffgr little chil-
dren to come unto zhee now, and forbid them not!—

Of fuch, Lord, is thy kingdom.—

Nor need we tr‘cmble cven‘for the confequences of
the grand and general judgment. When the {mall ag
well as great, fhall ftand before his bar—Behold! the

Judge
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Judge is their friend. ¢ Suffer little children to come
unto me, and forbid them wnot,” is flill his Ianguagc.'
If any then fhall have reafon to dread his frown, they
are thofe that defpife or neglect his infant Difciples—
¢ Inafmuch as ye did it not to the LEAST of thefe,
(fays the Judge) ye did it not unto me!”

Let us then imitate holy men of old—the Lord hath
given, and-the Lord hath taken away-—Blefled be the
name of the Lord. The grave is ¢ the houfe appoint-
ed for all living”—¢ There the pea&ful infant, with-
¢ out fo much as knowing what labour and vexation
 mean, *lies ftill and 1s quiet; it {leeps and is at
¢ reft.” Staying only to wafh away its native impu-
“ rity in the laver of regeneration, it bid a {peedy
¢¢ adien to time and terreftial things... . juft looked
¢ on the light, and then withdrew into the more
“ ipviting regions of undifturbed repofe. Happy

“ Voyager! No fooner launched, than arrived at
¢ the Haven V%

¢ Babes, thither caught from womb and breaft,
¢¢ Claim right to fing above the reft ;

¢ Becavfe they found the happy fhore
#¢ They neither {aw, nor fought before.”

ErsKINE,,
Neither our tears nor our prayers can now avail to
procure their return, were we weak enough to defire
it. But we may hope (with David) to go to them-—if,
being regenerated by divine grace, we copy their fim-
plicity, humility, and dependance—for * of fuch{and
fuch only] is the kingdom of Heaven.”

* Hervey’s Meditations, ryth Ed. vol. 1, p. 14

FINIS.



'J'
X

PROPOSALS for printing by SUBSCRIPTION,

-

In two neat Pocket Volumes, 1zmo.
By the AutHOR of the PrECEDING Essav,

(Price to Subferibers e Shillings m boards, and 7 ¢opies for 6; but
no money required tili the delivery of the boeks,)

Ax HISTORIC DEFENCE
or - » AULY
EXPERIMENTAL RELIGION,

"IN ‘'RICII THE DOCTRINE OF

DIVINE INFLUENCES
‘IS PARICULARLY CONSIDERED,
AND SUPPORTED BY
THE AUTHQRITY (" SCRIPTURE, AND THE EXPERIENCE OF

THE WISEST AND BEST MEN IN ALL AGES.

Mei, brethreny and fatbers, beor ye my Defence which T make noww
witto yor:  Afts xvil. 1, ,

THE term experim-ntal is applicd to {ciences founded, not on hy-
pothetical rewfoning, bt aftoal evpericnce. Anv ied to religion, it dif-
tinguifhes 200 of the bears; which, asit s ko, s alfo continued
and completed, 3, all its pavts, by the fovereign agency of the Holy
Spirit.  Thus the Ffrine of divine influences becomes interwoven
with rhe differcht b.anches of experimental religion; they wall there-
fore be neceflarily conmecied'in the propefed Jfiourfe.

The evidenceto be adduced is chicdy nitorical. It will be contend-,
ed for as a faf, that good men in allages, in all countries, and of
every denomination, have felt the reality of vital godhnefs;—have at-
tributed their experience to the power of God’s Spirit—and have {anc-
tioned their tefiimony by holy lives and trramphant deaths.  Thefe
witnefles will be iolofozd vee frem amnng Divines and Reformers only,
but from among the m ~.ainer. characters 1 every walk of public
and private life—in ev_rv branch of Jierorare and feience.

N. B. The flicht sl.cr20.0on made in the Title of this Work, fince
former propofals, is at the exprefs /i ire of feveral much refpetted
fricnds.-—5ubferibers i s recaved Ly the Beck{ellers whofe names
ars inferted in the Titie: page of vus Pawnphlet, of whom may be had,
by the saME AvTHO:, price Two Pusce,

THE ASSEMBLY’'S CATECHISM ABRIDGED,

For the ufe of Children, particularly in the Swnday Scbools; with {eleét
Emufs; m:.f.l fhort cxplanatory Notes from Dr. Watts, Rccommended
y thé Rev, Mdlfrs, Bovder, Clayton, Crole, Jay, Raiph, Towers,

Upton, and Dr, E. Williams.

Alto jult publithed - by W, Button,
CHRISTIAN CONFLICT CROWNED WITH CONQUEST

A Difeourfe on the Nawre, Tendency, and Iffuc of renewing
Grace—price Six Pence. & !

el —




