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I.

Of
DI»rilUSNT THEODIES RBSPEOTINa TUB MORAL OOMDITION

INFANTS.

DifferentviewshavebeentakenW this subject by tbeological

writers, which of course have been modified, or mainly formed by

the theological systems they had adopted. Some of these we will

briefly review: ^> : i.. i^ j • *i.« .

1. There is the doctnne of natur^punty, which denies the /

depravity of human nature, attd asserW its moral rectitude. Of

•

course all who take this position on the general condition of men*

will regard children as perfectly pure, until they are corrupted by

evil example. This theory is contrary to the direct testimony of

the Holy Scriptures, which declare man's natural condition to be

one of depravity and unholiness, and his nature to be prone to

evil It of necessity ignores the work and office of the Holy

Spirit in renewing and purifying the heart, which is explicitly re-

vealed in the Bible. It is equally opposed to what we obsenre «

the universal tendency to forg6t God, and sin against Him, which

characterizes our race. This amply corroborates the Bible testi-

mony respecting the sinfulness of man's nature. No power of

example can account for the universal aversion to holiness, the

wickedness and unbelief that are so inseparably interwoven with

the history of our race, in every age and clime. The example

of the wicked could present no temptation to a perfectiy holy

being. This theory increases onr danger by biding it from sight.

% Some maintain that the soul is pure in itsdj, hut thai the

deJUement ariies from its connectioh with the body. They

forget that moral impurity canQot belong to any merely corporeal,

organization. From this union of sottl and body duties and dan^

gers arise that else would not, exist 5 but the sin or evil must exist

in the mind. It is the possession of an unconstrained will that

constitutes us responsible and moral beings. Those who receive

/
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