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“Is it well with the child? And she answered, It is well.”—2 Kings iv, 26.

’

THE subject of this morning’s discourse will be ¢ Infant Salvation.” It may nnt
possibly be interesting to all present, but I do not remember to have preached upon this
subject to this congregation, and I am anxious moreover that the printed series should
contain sermons upon the whole range of theology. 1 think there 13 no one poiut
which ought to be left out in our ministry, even though it may only yield comfort to
a class. Perhaps the larger proportion of this audience have at some time or other
had to shed the briny tear over the child’s hittle cothin ;—it may be that through this
subject consolation may be afforded to them. This good Shunammite was asked by
(ehazi, whether it was well with herself. She was mourning over a lost child, and’ yet
she said, ‘It is well ;”’ she felt that the trial would surely be blessed. “‘1s it well
with thy husband ¥ He wasold and stricken in years, and was ripening for death, yet
she said, “ Yes, it is well.” Then came the question about her child, it was dead at home,
and the enquiry would renew her griefs, ‘Is 1t well with the child?” Yet she said,
““It 1s well,” perhaps so answering because she had a faith that soon it should be re-
stored to her, and that its temporary absence was well ; or I think rather because she
was persuaded that whatever might have become of its spirit, it was safe in the keeping
of God, happy beneath the shadow of his wings. Therefore, not fearing that it was lost,
bhaving no suspicion whatever that it was cast away from the place of bliss—for
that suspicion would have quite prevented her giving such answer-—she said ¢‘ Yexy,
the child 18 dead, but ‘it is well.” ”

Now, let every mother and father here present know assuredly that it is well with the
child, if God hath taken it away from yon in its infant days. You never heard its
declaration of faith-—it was not capable of such a thing —it was not baptized into the
Lord Jesus Christ, not burisd with him in baptism ; it was not capable of giving that
‘“ answer of a good conscience towards God ;" nevertheless, you may rest assured that it
1s well with the child, well in a higher and a better sense than it is well with yourselwes ;
well without limitation, well without exception, well infinitely, ‘“well” eternally.
Perhaps you will say, ‘“ What reasons have we for believing that it is well with the
child?” Before I enter upon that I would make one observation. It has been
wickedly, lyingly, and slanderously said of Calvinists, that we believe that some little
children perish. Those who make the accusation know that their charge is false. I
cannot even dare to hope, though I would wish to do so, that they ignorantly mis-
represent us, They wickedly repeat what has been denied a thousand times, what they
know is not true. In Calvin's advice to Knox, he interprets the second commandment,
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‘“ shewing mercy unto thousands of them that love me,” as referring to generations,
and hence he seems to teach that infants who have had pious ancestors, no matter how
remotely, dying as infants are saved. This would certainly take in the whole race.
As for modern Calvinists, I know of no exception, but we all hope and believe that all
persons dying in infancy are elect. Dr, Gill, who has been looked upon in late times
a3z being a very standard of Calvinism, not to say of ultra-Calvinism, himself never
hints for a moment the supposition that any infant has perished, but affirms of it that
1t 18 & dark and mysterious subject, but that it is his belief, and he thinks he has Scrip-
ture to warrant 1f, that they who have fallen asleep in infancy have not perished, but
have been numbered with the chosen of God, and so have entered into eternal rest.
We have never taught the contrary, and when the charge is brought, I repudiate it
and say, ‘‘ You may have said so, we never did, and you know we never did. If
you dare to repeat the slander again, let the lie stand in scarlet on your very
cheek if you be capable of a blush.” We have never dreamed of such a thing. With
very few and rare exceptions, so rare that [ never heard of them except from the lips of
slanderers, we have never imagined that infants dying as infants have perished, but

we have believed that they enter into the paradise of God.
First, then, this morning, I shall endeavour to explain the way in which we belreve

tnfunts are saved ; secondly, give reasuns for so believing ; and then, thirdly, seck to
bring out a practical use of the subject.

I, First of all, THE WAY IN WHICH WE BELIEVE INFANTS TO BE BAVED.

Some ground the idea of the eternal blessedness of the infant upon its innocence. We
do no such thing ; we believe that the infant fell in the first Adam, “‘for in Adam all
died.” All Adam’s posterity, whether infant or adult, were represented by himn—he
stood for them all, and when he fell, he fell for themall. There was no exception made
at all in the covenant of works made with Adam as to infants dying; and inasmuch
as they were included in Adam, though they have notsinned after thesimilitude ot Adam’s
transgression, they have original guilt. They are ‘“born in sin and si.apen in iniquity ;
in sin do their mothers conceive them ;" so saith David of himself, and (by inference) of the
whole human race. If they be saved, we believe it is not because of any natural
innocence. They enter heaven by the very same way that we do; they are received
in the name of Christ.  Other foundation can no man lay than that which is laid,”
and I do not think nor dream that there is a different foundation for the infant than
that which is laid for the adult. And equally is it far from our minds to believe that
infants go to heaven through baptism—not to say, in the first place, that we believe
infant sprinkling to be a human and carnal invention, an addition to the Word of God,
and therefore wicked and injurious. When we reflect that it is rendered into some-
thing worse than superstition by being accompanied with falsehood, when children are
taught that in their baptism they are made the children of God, and inheritors of the
kingdom of heaven, which is as base a lie as ever was forged in hell, or uttered beneath
the copes of heaven ; our spirit sinks at the fearful errors which have crept into the
Church, through the one little door of infant sprinkling. No; children are not saved
because they are baptized, for if so, the Puseyite is quite right in refusing to bury our
little children if they die unbaptized. Yes, the barbarian is quite right in driving the
parent, as he does to this day, from the churchyard of his owu national Church, aud
telling him that his child may rot above-ground, and that it shall not be buried except
it be at the dead of night, because the superstitious drops have never fallen on 1ts brow.
He is right enough if that baptism made the child a Christian, and if that child could
not be saved without it. But a thing so revolting to feeling, is at once to be eschewed
by Christian men. The child is saved, if snatched away by death as we are, on

another ground than that of rites and ceremonies, and the will of man.
Or what ground, then, do we believe the child to be saved ! We believe it to be as
lozt (8 the rest of mankind, and as truly condemned by the sentence which said, * lu
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the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.”" Tt i3 saved because it 18 elect,
In the compass of election, in the Lamb’s Book of Life, we believe there shall be found
written millions of souls who are only shown on earth, and then stretch their wings for
heaven. They are saved, too, because they were redeemed by the precious blood of
Jesus Christ. He who shed his blood for all his people, bought them with the same
price with which he redeemed their parents, and therefore are they saved because Christ
was sponsor for them, and suffered in their room and stead. They are saved, again,
not without regeneration, for, *‘ except a man ”—the text does not mean an adult man,
but a person, a being of the human race—* except a man be born again, he cannot see
the kingdom of God.” No doubt, in some mysterious manner the Spitit of God
regenerates the infant soul, and it enters into glory made meet to be a partaker of the
inheritance of the saints in light. That this is possible is proved from Scripture
instances. John the Baptist was filled with the Holy Ghost from his mother’'s wombh.
We read of Jeremiah also, that the same had occurred to him ; and of Samuel we find
that while yet a Labe the Lord called bim. We believe, therefore, that even before
the intellect can work, God, who worketh not by the will of man, nor by
bluod, but by the mysterious agency of his Holy Spirit, creates the infant soul a new
creature in Christ Jesus, and then it enters into the ‘‘rest which remaineth for the
people of God.” By election, by redemption, by regeneration, the child enters into
glory, by the selfsame door by which every believer in Christ Jesus hopes to enter, and
in no other way. If we could not suppose that children could be saved in the sam»
way as adults, if it would be necessary to suppose that God’s justice must be infringed,
or that his plan of salvation must be altered to suit their cases, then we should be in
doubt ; but we can see that with the same appliances, by the same plan, on precisely the
same grounds, and through the same agencies, the infant soul can behold the Savicur's
face in glory everlasting, and therefore we are al ease upon the matter.

II. This brings me now tuo note THE REASONS WHY WE THUS THINK INFANTS ARR
BAVED,

First, we ground our conviction very much upon the goodness of the nature of God.
We eay that the opposite doctrine that some infants perish and are lost, is altogether
repugnant to the idea which we have of Him whose name is love. If we had a God
whose name was Moloch, if God were an arbitrary tyrant, without benevolence or
grace, we could suppose some infants being cast into hell ; but our God, who heareth the
young ravens when they cry, certainly will find no delight in the shrieks and cries of
infants cast away from his presence. We read of him that he is so tender, that he
careth for oxen, that he would not have the mouth of the ox muzzled, that treadeth
out the corn. Nay, he careth for the bird upon the nest, and would not have the
mother bird killed while sitting upon its nest with its little ones. He made ordinances
and commands even for irrational creatures. He finds food for the most loathsome.
animal, nor does he neglect the worm any more than the angel, and shall we believe
with such universal goodness as this, that he would cast away the infant soul? I say
it would be clean contrary to all that we have ever read or ever believed of Him, that
our faith would stagger before a revelation which should display a fact so singularly
exceptional to the tenor of his other deeds. We have learned humbly to submit our
judgments to his will, and we dare not criticise or accuse the Lord of All ; we believe
him to be just, let him do as he may, and t.erefore, whatever he might reveal we would
accept ; but he neverhas, and I think he never will require of us so desperate a stretch
of faith as to see goodness in the eternal misery of an infant cast into hell. You
remember when Jonah—petulant, quick-tempered Jonah—would have Nineveh perish,
(;od gave it as the reason why Nineveh should not be destroyed, that there were in it
wore than six score thousand infants,—persons, he said, who knew not their right hand

fromn their left.  If he spared Nineveh that their mortal life might be spared, think vou
thnt their immortal souls shall be ncedlessly cast away il } only put it to vour owp
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