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know nothing in modern ortkodory, which can scrip-
turally or rationally account, for all being given to
Christ, yet some of them must be miserable ‘without
relief and without end.’

But it will probably be objected—* Must not Judas
be lost? For does not our Lord say concerning him,
John xvii. 12, ¢ Those that thou gavest me I have kept,
and none of them is lost, but the son of perdition; that
the scriptures might be fulfilled’ No; for all must
see, that if Judas was lost, not raised up at the last

- ddy, this would plainly contradict what our Lord says,

¢That of all which the Father hath given me I should
lose nothing, but should raise it up again at the last
day.’ It will then be asked, how is this apparent con-
tradiction between the two statements to be reconciled ?
1 answer, the context of John xvii. 12, very clearly
and easily reconciles it. There, our Lord:is speaking
of his apostles. See v. 9, 10, 11, where he prays for
them ; and adds in verse 12, ¢ While I was with them
in the world, I kept them in thy name: those that thou -
gavest me (as apostles) I have kept, and none of them
is lost, but the son of perdition.” Judas was -the only
one lost from the apostleship, for all the other apos-
tles continued steadfast unto death. He fell from the
apostleship by his transgression, not that he might fall
into hell, but that the scriptures might be fulfilled, see
Psalm cix. It could easily be shown more fully, that
Judas being lost, referred to his being lost from the
apostleship, but I deem this here unnecessary. We
return to the passage in question. '

On this verse, we have one or two remarks more to make.
1. Nothing is said in it about seeing the Son, bgliev-
ing on him, or having everlasting life. Why? Be-
cause Christ here speaks of all given to him of his
Father, in the most extensive and unqualified sense,
without any regard either to their faith or their unbe-
lief. All are included whether Jew or Gentile, infant
or adult, believer or unbeliever. They were given to
him, and he is to lose none of them, but raise them

" up at tlh2e last day. This view of the words, accords
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with Mr. Stuart’s statements noticed in the preceding
pages ; that Christ is placed over the creation ; that he *
18 Lord of all; is to subdue all; and is Lord of the
dead and living. And the connexion of the whole
passage, seems to lead to this view, for if verse 39
speaks only of believers being given tp Christ, verse
40 speaks also of them, and would look like tautology.

2. Being raised up by Christ at the last day, is that,
which all given to him are to enjoy. Thisis not what
the scriptures mean by ‘everlasting life,’ for in' the
40th verse, it is distinguished from everlasting life,
which is here enjoyed, and only enjoyed by believers.
‘Every one which seeth the Son and believeth on him,
may have everlasting life.’ This will appear by a
brief notice of verse 40.

¢ And this is the will of him that sent me, that ev-
ery one which seeth the Son and believeth on him,
may have everlasting life: And I will raise him up at
the last day’ To suppose here, that the same num-
ber of persons are meant, as in verse 39, would limit
the number given to Christ, to such as have seen
him and believed in him. But surely this is not true,
for comparatively few ever saw Christ, and a vast
number of the human race never had the opportunity
to believe in him. If none except those who saw Christ,
and shall believe in him, are to be raised by him in
the last day, the number given to him is small. Be-
sides, I ask, are none to be raised in the last day by
Christ, except such as in this world believed in him 2
If so, then infants, idiots, the heathen world and most
in Christian lands, must perish forever. But who will
venture to advocate such a doctrine ?

But notice what is said in this 40th verse. Tt is
-gaid ‘Every one which seeth the Son and believeth
on him may have everlasting life! Nothing like this
was said in verse 39. Why? Because it spoke of
all given to Christ, many of whom never saw him or
believed in him in this world. This 40th verse, only
speaks of that portion of those given to Christ, who
should be favored with seeing him and believing in his
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name. Ard this view-of the passage, is confirmed

from the fact, that everlasting life in scripture is con-
nected witlt believing; and does not designate the
future immortal life but the spiritual or moral life of a
believer in this world.

Dr. Woods on this text, in his Letters to Unitarians
P. 56, says:—

‘Those who are given to Christ, and those who shall
come to Christ, are here identified. Indeed, the passage
plainly signifies, that, in every case, a person’s being
given to Christ secures his coming to Christ; a circum-
stance which fixes one point ; namely ; that those who
will finally be saved, are given to Christ before they
come to him. From v. 39, we have additional proof
that, when Christ speaks of those who were given him

of the Father, he includes the whole number that shall -

be saved. ¢This is the Father’s will,—that of all which
he hath given me, I should lose nothing, but should raise
it up at the last day.’ The work of Christ, as a Savieur,
doubtless extends alike to all, who shall be raised to
eternal life at the last day. But this work of his is here
represented as relating to these, whown the Father hath
given him. From the whole it seems evident, that when
Christ speaks so familiarly, in John xvii. of those who
were given him, he refers to all who shall be saved.’

It is evident enough from this paragraph, that Dr.
Woods mast become a Universalist, as soon as he be-
lieves all were given to Christ. He declares ¢ The work

- of Christ, as a Saviour, doubtless extends alike to all,

who shall be raised to eternal life at the last day.” And
that, ¢‘From v. 39; we have additional proof] that, when
Christ speaks of those, who were given him of the Fa-
ther, he includes the whole number that shall be saved.’
All that prevents him from Universalism is, he does v:t
seem to think that all mankind were given to Christ.
The difficulty in the Dr’s. mind, respecting the salvation
of all, seems to arise from the following things. '

1. He supposes that in the passage—* those who are
griven to Christ, and those who shall come to Christ, are
here identified.” - But how then can he save a single in-
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fant who dies in infancy, for certainly they do not come
to Christ in this world. All of them must be lost, can-
not be raised up by Christ in the last day, unless he
supposes that they come to Christ after death. And if
he does, the same thing can be supposed of all adults
who die in unbelief. Even if infants who die in infancy
were given to Christ, they must perish, for they never
came to Christ. They are damned, for not performing a
thing, which was impossible in their infantile state. But
it is certain from the Dr’s. own statements, that infants
dying in infancy cannot be saved, for he says— the pas-
sage plainly signifies ; that, in every case, a persons be-
ing given to Christ secures his coming to Christ ; a cir-
cumstance which fixes one point; namely; that those -
who will finally be saved, are given to Christ before they
come to him.” Infants then, cannot be saved, for had
they been given to Christ, this would have secured their
coming to him. Moreover, I suggest it for the Dr’s. .
consideration, if he does not cast all the blame on God,
of men’s not being saved. How could those ever come
to Christ, or believe on him, who were never given to
him, seeing that being given to himn secures men’s salva-
tion. Indeed, before they can come to him, they must
have been previously given to him, as he positively as-
serts.

2. Another difficulty, or mistake in the Dr's. mind is,
he thinks efernal life, is that life, all are to enjoy in the
resurrection state. But this cannot be correct, for is the
resurrection life enjoyed by those who believe in this
world? Surely not; gut can any thing be more obvi-
ous from scripture, than that all who believe enjoy ever-
lasting life in this world? But do believers become tm-
mort:;i on their believing in Christ? No, they enjoy a
¢ piritual and moral life, which some even think may be
lost, and they may after all die in unbelief and be eter-,
nally damned. ,

To give Dr. Woods his due, his system is consistent.
He believes—* the work of Christ, a8 a Saviour, doubt-
less extends alike to all’ who are to be saved ; and these
only are, all who come to Christ; and their being given
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to Christ, secures their coming to him. But many of his’
orthodox brethren, and Professor Stuart among them,
believe all men are redeemed by Christ, yet all will not
be saved. But did Christ redeem any not given to him?
Believe all were given to him, and all such difficulties
are removed. We submit our views of the above pas-
sage for a candid consideration, whether it does not
teach, that all are given to Christ, and all shall be saved
by him, raised up at the last day. Do not Mr. Stuart’s
statements, noticed in the preceding pages, go to prove
that my view of this passage is correct?

- Iam eware, that Mr. Stuart and others, may make
some objections to my remarks on the statements made
in the preceding pages. Such as have been suggested
to me I shall now briefly notice. .,

1. Adults are actual transgressors, but infants are not;
of course, what is said in the Bible, respecting faith and
repentance being necessary to salvation, does not apply
to them ? Dr. Spring would not admit this, for he main-
tains, that a new-born babe is an actual transgressor;
that he knows of no other sin, but actual transgression.
Baut let this pass as a novelty in orthodoxy. Permit me
then to ask, since a new-born babe ma gie, and be sav-
ed without faith or repentance on what ground is it
saved? Or, does it need any salvation? If it does,
from what is it saved ? If it does not need any salva-

-tion, how can Christ be its Saviour; or how can it ever
sing the song of the redeemed? Now as all admit in-
fants are saved, yea, contend all those dying in infancy
are saved without faith or repentance, what is to hinder
all adults dying in unbelief from being saved on the
same ground as they are? It cannot be their actual
transgressions, in distinction from infants, who have
none, for in this case the best saints could not be saved.
Have they no actual transgressions? They have, as all
their neighbors know, and as they themselves confess in
their daily prayers to God. Are they not constant
telling God, what vile and sinful creatures they are? It
eannot be, for want of being redeemed by the death of
Christ, for we have seen from Professor Stuart, that he

3
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- believes-all mankind have been redeemed by his death.
I then press the question, what hinders the salvation of
any of ourrace? The want of being redeemed cannot
hinder it. Actual transgression does not hinder it in
believers. Nor does the want of faith and repentance
in infants. Nor can the want of willingness hinder it,
for infants have no will about it. We do not see, why
God may not save us, as well as create us, without con-
sulting us. And if he created all things for his own
pleasure, why not save all for the same reason. Has not

. the potter power over his clay, and if the vessels have

been marred by sin in this state, cannot he remedy all

this in the resurrection state? The preceding pages, go
to shew he'has promised to do it.

2, It may be objected—this doctrine leads to licen-

tiousness. If all are to be raised to immortal life and
glory in the resurrection, will not mensay—¢Let us sin
because grace aboundeth?’ We reply with the apostle,
¢ God forbid, for how shall we who are dead to sin live
any longer therein? If men turn the grace of God into
lasciviousness, is his grace to blame? And must we

pervert it, lest they should doso? If we do, we are not

following the apostles, for they heard the same objec-
tion urged, yet continued to preach the exceeding riches
of God’s grace! They knew, this grace wher received,
taught men to deny ungodliness and worldly lusts, etc.
This is proved by facts. Who, pray, live the most moral
lives? Is it not those, who know the grace of God in
truth? It is God’s love and impartial grace, which con-
strains them tolove and to good works. ‘The very thing,
the objection supposes leads to licentiousness, is that
which produces true holiness. But

- 3. It may be objected, if all are raised immortal in the
resurrection, and are to be forever happy after it, what

advantage has the believer in Jesus? I answer much

every way, chiefly, because believers in him have peace
with God, everlasting cohsolation and good hope throngh
grace. See Rom.v. 1, etc. 2 Thess. ii. 16. 17. They
find, that in the keeping of God®s commandments there
is a great reward. That wisdom’s ways are ways of

.
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pleasantness and all her paths are peace. As no true

“believer, can urge seriously such an objection, we deem

it unworthy of much notice. If any man thinks, he
ought to be rewarded with heaven for lis faith - here, it
proves his faith has done him little good. It shews, he
i8 not serving God for nought. He is making God his
debtor, and there is no proportion between the work per-
formed, and the wages he expects. It would be the

greatest prodigality in God, to comply with his demand.
t

would lead to boasting, but all boasting is excluded,
and he that glories must glory only in the Lord.

4. It is often objected—do yon not see men die every
day in their sins, and some of them in the act of com-
mitting the worst crimes ; how can such persons be fit
for heaven? Answer. Who says they are fit for heav-
en? NotI, for I never held any such opinion. If I am

" asked, what am I to do with them? I answer, just what

ou must do with the best saint. Isnot he a sinner when

e dies? And do not some good people die in the act
of committing small crimes ?  Well, I ask in turn, what
are you to do with them? If you say their good deeds
ought to take them to heaven, on your own principles I
say, their bad - deeds ought to send them to hell. Did
such good people, ever do more than their duty? No,

* for you allow they are sinners, but small sinners, com-

pared with some others. How then can God send such
persons to heaven, who are at least litile sinners

But should you say, the saints go to heaven altogether
on the ground of free grace, I answer very well. But
remember, it is as sinners they go there, saved by free
grace ; and if the chief of sinners are saved in this way,
what pray is to hinder the characters named in your ob-
jection, to be saved by the same grace? What claim

has one sinner more than another on this grace? And,’

it is any thing but humility, for a few small sinners, to
monopolize all this grace to themselves. There is no

- occasion for this, for God’s riches of grace is sufficient

for all. And being small sinners, they will only need a
little of this grace to save them, leaving a super abun-
dance for the great sinners, whom you think ought to be
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sent to hell. 'Why should your eye be evil becanse God
is good? But what is all the difference, between little
sinners and the worst sinners? It is—the one owes
fifty, and the other five hundred pence. But both are in
-the same predicament, for neither have ought to pay?
And both having nothing to pay, God frankly forgives
them both. See Luke vii. 36—49." Cannot God do
with his own what he pleases ?

It seems to be a mistake, and the above objectian is
founded on it, that saints are fit for heaven, at their death.
But does the article of death, purge them from all their -
sin and corruption, yet leaves very wicked sinners in all
their pollution? Or, is there a purgatory, into which
saints go, to fit them for heaven, while very wicked sin-
ners are sent directly to hell? If there is, what scrip-

-ture writer teaches such a doctrine? I must greatly
misunderstand my Bible, if any are fitted for heaven,
whether they died saints or sinners, until they are raised
immortal and glorious in the resurrection. If I am mis-
teken, let it be shewn, how or by what process, an im-
perfect sinful man called a saint, is fitted for heaven af-
ter death before the resurrection. Perhaps I may find,
that this is the same process, by which God prepares the
most ungodly wretch that ever died at Tyburn.
. 5. But I find some also object, saying—* All are to be
<raised in the resurrection just as they died. They are
to be raised, with the same moral characters, feelings,
and attainments they had @t death.” If this be true, and
if there is a hell in the intermediate state, it is also true,
no moral improvement need be expected there. But I
must be permitted to ask, where shall I learn from the
Bible such opinions? I can find nothing which gives
the least countenance to them, and I am not very fond
of receiving them on mere human authority. But, ad-
mit for a moment they are true, what follows? It fol-
lows, that all saints are raised, with all their sins, igno-
rance, superstition, and sectarian feelings about them.
. And are you to take them to heaven in this state? If
ion do, you will have as many sects there as we have
are, and similar sectarian feelings. This objection



CONCLUDING REMARKS. 125

then, if it proves any thing, proves too much for the ob-
jector.

This view of men’s characters in the resurréction, is

of modern invention, and is predicated on the principle
of analogy. Butif we admit it, we must make the res-
urrection world, similar to the present. Those ‘who
¢ontend, that persons there will go on progressing in
virtue and goodness, forget that some may also retro-
grade, on their principle of analogy. But what the
means of improvement are to be there, we have no ex-
plicit information from them. Oh how long will it be,
before we all come to learn like little children, our re-
ligion from the Bible, not seeking to be wise above what
is written. :
6. The last objection I shall notice is—men are free
agents, and if they are not willing to use it to be saved,
they deserve to be miserable forever. On this I have
only room for two brief remarks.

1. Is any man such a free agent, that he can exert
his free agency, so as to defeat the purposes of Jeho-
vah? If he is, then he is above Jehovah, and it is man’s
free agency which governs the universe. Say, if it is
God’s purpose to save all mankind, can man’s free agen-
cy so alter his purpose, that only a part can be saved, or
that the whole may be damned. If not, then man’s free
agency is under God’s control. .

2. Is man such a free.agent, that by the exertionof
it, he can even alter the agents by which God designs.
to accomplish his purposes? For example, could the
Jews have so exerted their free agency, that they could
have believed in Christ instead of crucifying him? Pe-
ter denies this. Acts iv.27,28. If man by all his boast-
ed free agency, cannot do either of these things, we
have nothing to fear from it. If men say, they can be-
lieve if they please, and love God if they please, the
best thing which can be said to them is—why then do

you not always please to do this?
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