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\]\) tu the very inoinciit ul doiith, a dying
^i jiossosscs no niental or moral Ciipabilitics,

•h a living diild does not possess, and, what-.
i|»iritnal condition or qualification is possible

tlic ()ne case, is possible also in the other.

p, so fin- as we can discover, the Fathers of

tliodisui, with one ))Of:sible excej)tion, are clear

[heir testimony, not only as to the possibility,

as to the fact, that all children occupy in the

)r of God, a j)osition corresponding to that

pch in adults is called by the names of justilica-

1, regeneration and adoption. The one possi-

cxception to whom we refer is

RiCHAUD Watson.

'liis author seems, in the Institutes, to advo-

to the o})inion, that "justification with it attend-

blessings," is only bestowed upon children in

?e of their death in infancy. In his exposition

liomans, 5. 18., we meet this remark; the free

it "did not come immediately upon children,

bother they die in infancy or not," and, subse-

iently, it "is actually applied in the case of all

lose dyin^ in infancy." The inference is, that,

[e "free gift" is only applied in hnmediate ante-

<lcrice to their dying, and, prepares them for

int event.

Now, we are greatly puzzled in our attempt to

n-monize this opinion with other statements of

le same author. For example, in his exposition

^fore quoted, of Matthew 19. 14., he says, If


