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THE STATUS OF THE BAPTIZED CHILD.

¢ The Promise is unto you, and to your children, and to all that are afar
off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call,”—AcTs. 2; 39.

¢ Moses truly said unto the fathers, A Prophet shall the Lord your God
raise up unto you of your brethren like unto me; Him shall ye hear in all
things whatsoever He shall say unto you. And it shall come to pass that
every soul which will not hear that Prophet, shall be destroyed from among
the people.”—AcTs. 3: 22, 23.

The foundations of the Church were laid in the Garden of
Eden. Its builder, the Lord Jesus Christ ; now entering upon
the exercise of His mediatorial offices. Its Basis, the Promised
Seed of the Woman. Its Doctrines: Salvation originating in
free grace; The Incarnation of the Redeemer; The Necessity
of His sufferings and death; The Agency of Faith in embrac-

ing His finished righteousness. embers, our first Parents :
fallen, yet restored; guilty, stified: lost, yet saved;
believing, repenting, obeying. ass slain in sacrifice,
indicate that they looked by 2 Lamb of God, Who
taketh away sin; and the with which God
clothed them, furnished animals—their own
covering of fig-leaves ve dicate that their
Redeemer’s robe of 1iguico cheir souls, clothiug,
protecting, and :
The Visible Patriarchal age
i proved by by, the people
of God, separa oy the stated
orship of the ; by the places
vt for di u more especially
His cu the wwo sous of Adam are said

ngs unto the Lord"—to which
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Cain had no more access when he “went out from the presence
of the Lord"—and to which Abraham resorted, when he “stood
before the Lord”—the place where prayer was wont to be made.

We find a Public Ministry, also, existing in the Patriarchal
Church. Enoch, who walked with God, testified against an
ungodly world, and “prophesied” of a coming judgment, as
the Apostle Jude informs us. And Noah was, confessedly “a
preacher of righteousness”, exercising his ministry probably
for several centuries, and certainly for 120 years, at least.
Methuselah, Lamech, &nd many other saints lived during this
period, and doubtless were profited by the ministrations of this
faithful Preacher. And through him, as the Apostle Peter
declares, Christ preached to the ungodly world, who rejected
the offered salvation, and were lost. Ina subsequent age, the
ministry of Melchizedeck was given to the church.

Thus did God in that early age “gather together His Saints,
those that had made a covenant with Him by sacrifice.’

In proportion to the growth of the Apostasy, of which Cain
was the head, and the abounding of iniquity, the people of
God were separated more and more from the world, the church
became more distinctly visible, her organization more compact.

At first, the church embraced all the members of Adam’s

family, all mankind. Su ily Cain was expelled—which
was the first method t preserve the church. His
numerous offspring ¢ ‘ormidable opposition. The
seed of the serpent ¢ ts enmity against the seed
of the woman. The nniety was constant, and
the church was ex . down to the days of
Enos, the son of w0 call upon the
name of the Lord” inctive title, the
appellation “sons n then, for the
first time, to pra was then first
institnted, but t ad -than eves
was then effected e peo wuu the
apostasy. This wus renuered n the iner

wickedness of the times. At tu
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of its existence, the Church of ‘God was constituted, not of
individuals merely, but of families. The church, planted in
the Garden of Eden, was like the tree yielding fruit, whose
seed was within itself. The children of Adam, Cain, Abel,
Seth and others, were born in the Church. Cain, guilty of an
awful crime, was excommunicated by God Himself, and “went
out from the presence of the Lord’—to retwrn no more. The
Seced of the Church was propagated in the line of Seth,
embracing successive families down to the time of Noah. In
hisdays, the Great Apostasy occurred, which first deluged the
world in wickedness, and, afterwards, with a flood. It was
occasioned chiefly by the intermarriages of very many of the
“sons of God” with “the daughters of men”. "Who were these
“sons of God”? Evidently they did not belong to the true
people of God, to His Elect Seed, for they perished in the
Apostasy. They were so designated, then, from their external
relations to God, as the members of His Visible Church. They
were the children of the Church, who had apostatized, first, by
rejecting the instituted worship, and then by connecting them-
selves with the seed of the ungodly. Here then is proof that
the Visible Church, in the earliest ages, consisted of Professors
of Religion, together with their children.

Again. In consequence of this wide-spread Apostasy, the

Church was restricted ne family, that of Noah. Eight
souls were saved fro But of this little company,
not all were saints of God. The seed of the
serpent was wuu . Unholy Ham was there.
Membership in the - catise of his preservation.

Thus we see, th 3 church was com-
posed of familics in the Abrahamic
Covenant, “T wil - seed after thee,”
did not introdue ngs of God with
his people, for it -ted on from
first, and the prouuswuau been re. ¢ previous
rience of the church. But it is 'V Trenew

one who was called out of the -
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him it is “established”, confirmed. The Abrahamic Covenant
rendered the church more distinctly visible than before, its
organization more perfect. It made the line of separation
between the church and the world more apparent, and broadly
marked than before.

In its relations to the future, it occupies a lofty and com-
manding position. Its provisions, as to its spiritual aspects,
appropriate a long track of ages, evendown to the end of time,
for their fulfilment; for they contemplate and secure a won-
derful series of providences to give birth to most wonderful
and glorious events: The Preservation of one nation as the
depositaries of the true Religion, distinct and separate from all
others, for 2000 years: The removal of the Partition-Wall:
The establishment of the New Testament Church : The calling
of the Gentiles into it; And the filling the wide earth with
the Redeemer’s Glory.* Hence the frequent references which
the N. T. Scriptures make to this venerable Covenant. It
furnishes us with a clear proof of the Unity of the Church, as
it exhibits both dispensations planted upon a common basis.
Its O. T. seal was Circumcision. Its N.T.seal is Baptism. It
signally demonstrates the correctness of the principle we are
contending for, that the Church of God includes the children with

their parents.

And it plaeesin a clear light porsant subject we now
propose to discuss, viz: '

THE STATUS OF THE b : HiS OBLIGATIONS
To THE CHURCH; THE D URCH TO HIM.

‘We shall endeavor o v ssrine of our “Book
of Discipline” is th es: “ All baptized
persons are wem ar its care, and
subject to its o when they have
arriveu at the y sund to perform

Juties of

nave here wions:  1STTALL bantized porsous
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are members of the church. 2d. Are underitscare. 8d. Are
subject to its government and discipline. 4th. Are bound, at
a proper age, to perform all the duties of church members.
And from these, a 5th necessarily follows, viz: They are
liable to Excommunication, if their obligations be stubbornly
resisted.

The first proposition secures all the rest. If baptized
persons are ‘“under the care” of the church, this can only be,
by their being “ members of the Church”: If baptized persons
are “members of the church”—then, they are “under its
care”, “subject to its Government and Discipline”; &e., &c.

‘We proceed to shew:

I. That the Infants of Church-members are dorn members of
the Church. Their baptism is based upon their membership,
not their membership upon their baptism. The following
considerations are offered in proof:

1. The Abrahamic Covenant, incorporating privileges pre-
viously enjoyed by the people of God, but more distinctly
expressed than in former covenants, and including others also,
may well be considered as the Great Charter of the Visible
Church. “I will establish my Covenant between me and thee,
and thy seed after thee, in their generations, for am everlasting
Covenant, to be a God unto thee, and to thy seed after thee”.

This Covenant gave a zation to the Visible Church
. than it ever had befo made with Abraham’s seed,
equally as with suted them members of the
Visible Church. ¢sir being included in the
Covenant, its seal them, Their Circumecision
did not constituic 1it. Assoonas
& new individual he was within the
Coveramt, born & in this relation,
God was his Go
2. God claims . “Thou
taken thy sons auu tIy daughicis hast
me, and these hast thou sacrifi ‘el 16: 20

because they are His, He comn.
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to stand before Him, and enter into Covenant with him.”
These ‘“little ones” are called “people of God,” no less than
adults—Deut. 29: 10, 11, 12, 13. -

Infants are commanded to join themselves to God’s ordi-
nances; ‘““Gather the people, sanctify the congregation, assemble
. the Elders, gather the children; and those that suck the
breasts.”—Joel 2: 16.

8. The Apostle Peter, addressmg the Jews on the Day of
Pentecost, exhorts them to ““repent and be baptized”, on the
ground that “the promise was to them, and to their children.”
This was the promise contained in the Abrahamic Covenant,
“T will be a God to thee, and to thy seed after thee.” If the
children were heirs of ‘“the promise,” then they were within
the Covenant which contained that promise. And on this
account, they had a right to the New Testament seal of the
Abrahamic Covenant, Baptism.

The Apostle Paul teaches the same doctrine. The unbellev-
ing husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving
wife is sanctified by the husband, else were your children
unclean; but now are they holy."—1 Cor.7: 14. He pronounces
these children federally holy, before baptism. And therefore
they were born members of the church.

4. If it be denied that such children are born members of

the Visible Church, then they & members of the Visible
Kingdom of the Devil, for th- ddle territory. And
so, no difference exists betw ts and those of the
Heathen!

The Apostle Paul reasons stle to the Ephesi-
ans (Ephe. 2: 12, 13. te of the Gentiles
from the fact that the eovenants of
promise, and au of Israel.” He |
does not prove tuc were strangers

y covenant, 8 60 the covenanis
with the 1s w, these uts included the
of Israelit the great difference between the

~of f;he Heathen., But the birth |
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of these two classes of children cannot be different, if the one
class be born out of the Covenant, as well as the other.

5. If Christ, whilst an Infant, was head of the Visible Church,
then Infants may be His nrembers. But Christ as an Infant, was
Head of the Visible Church: ¢ Unto us a Child is born, unto
us a son is given, and the Government shall be upon His
shoulder”. Infants then may be members of the Church.

6. When the Saviour established the N. T. Church, He dis-
tinctly recognized the rights of children, and commanded them
to be brought to Him to receive His blessing, as already by a
Divine arrangement interested in the Covenant of Abraham.
He came no more to destroy the Church than the Law. ‘Of
such”, said He, “is the Kingdom of Heaven”. True, He did
not baptize them. Neither did He baptize adults. But He
blessed them as Hus Disciples, testifying that they stood in the
same relation to Him and His Kingdom, as did the children
under the Mosaic Dispensation—a relation which obliged the
believer to procure for his children, the seal of the Covenant,
whatever that might be. What was the position of these
children? Their parents were members of the Jewish Church.
They received Christ as the Messiah; which is evident from
the fact that they brought their children to Him. They were
then not to be cut off, nor their children deprived of their
former status in the church. “Of such”, that is, of the

children of church-m the Kingdom of God.” But
the ‘Kingdom of Then, of the children of
church-members 18 wue wusew. W hat better claim
to admission into an adult give? He could
give a profession of :h mioht be false. In the
case of the infant. 7 of Christ !

7. Christ’s Co ‘oves this truth:
“@Qo, gather disct them to observe
all things whats 1’.  Their dut
then, was 1st, who suo led as disei
2d, Apply the seal of disciplos: Infants

mentioned in the Commission. N -
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Believers. He does indeed say, “he that-believeth and is
baptized, shall be saved”, but He does not say, “Believe and
be baptized”, as though belief were the sole condition of
baptism. If it were, then the words above would also prove
that belief was the sole condition of salvation. And then
what becomes of the dying infant? Dut if an infant may be
saved without belief, then why may it not be baptized without
belief—especially as baptism is a symbolical representation of
salvation? In the Commission of the Saviour, Disciples only
are pointed out. Why, may not Infants be Disciples? The
term disciple or scholar, does not mark the degree of knowledge
already attained, but the relation which a person sustains to his
Instructor; just as the word ‘slave’ indicates not the age or
strength of an individual, but simply the fact that by the
Decree of Providence, he is regarded as belonging to a master.
Why, then, may not an infant be a disciple of Christ? “ What
is there in his condition or character which shuts him out from
that institution which God has organized for the instruction
and salvation of the world. Infants may be slaves on the
ground that their parents are in bondage. Infants were dis-
ciples of Moses through their parents’ connexion with the
Jewish Church. Infantsmay be, and are, included in a variety
of provisions made for the promotion of the public good,” and

why should the Kingdom of G hought less narrow than
the organization of societ., rrow now, than when
formerly under the Jewish
8. If the children of s are not members
themselves, then what r¢ ;ain to the Church?
It is not enough to celation—that such
children are scu to the belief and
practice of Clus u as future mem-
bers of the Chu obligation rests
such to Le . the Christian
‘on. The How is such a relation in any way
9v the L child? Does it create the duty of

ue nurture and admonition of the
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Lord”? Should we not look upon Christian families as
nurseries of the Church, and calculate upon them, rather than
upon the world in general, to perpetuate Religion in the earth,
whether baptized or not? Does not a special obligation rest
upon a child, born and nurtured under the light of the Gospel,
and that reflected from the life of a pious parent, to believe,
practice, and maintain the true religion, independently of his
baptism 2 If this be all we are to understand by ‘“the relation
of children to the Church,” then we really do not see kow the
Ordinance of Baptism has anything to do with ¢t. It exists as
much before as after the rite was performed. It exists in respect
to all the children of professors, whatever they may think of
-Infant Baptism. The duty of training up a child in the
nurture and admonition of the Lord is as binding upon a
Baptist as upon a Presbyterian; and the duty‘of believing,
practising and maintaining the Christian Religion, is as bind-
ing upon the child of a Baptist, as it is upon the child of a
Presbyterian. The question is not, What the future position,
hopefully, of the child will be? But, Whatthe present Eccle-
siastical position of the child 4s 2 This question is easily
settled by ascertaining what relation a circumecised child held
to the Jewish Church. He was a member of that Church in
the same sense, and to the same extent, as his parent. There-
fore, the relation recognj by Baptism is the same as that
which the circumecised d to the Jewish Church, and
therefore he is a p ot a future, member of the
Church. Christ org: Church. The Jewish Olive
Tree never has been oreign branches have been
grafted in among t d with them made
partakers of the r live, and the time
will come when t have been cut off,
shall, “if they a e grafted ¢n again,
snlto their own oliv
Jews sustain the same relation o ¢
ration of their parents, as did the
previous to their excision. As th
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|
|

\ and not a future membership, so it is recognized now, by Bap-

tism, as it was formerly by Circumcision.

| ‘We have now seen that if the children of Church-members

| sustain any relation to the Church, what that relation must
be—if members at all, then present, not future members. We
have seen that this was an essential element of the Christian
Church in all ages, recognized by Moses, by Christ, and His
Apostles. Let us now glance at the views held by the early
Christians, as these are exhibited to us in the learned work of
Mr. Taylor, entitled ““ Apostolic Baptism.”

“In the early ages, members of the Church called themselves
‘Disciples,” ‘Christians,” ‘The Called,” ‘The Elect,” ‘The
Illuminated,’ ‘Holy Persons or Saints,” ‘The Faithful.’
These titles were given to Church-members only. None without
the Church ever received them. It follows that if these titles
be given to Infants or Children, it proves their Church-mem-
bership. The appellation “ holy” is given to Church-members.
Paul confessed that ‘“many of the koly persons he had shut up
in prison.” Again, “I go to Jerusalem to minister to the
holy persons.” Now, this appellation is given to the chtldren
of Church-members: ‘“now are your children holy.” The
following inscriptions wupon the' tombs of children prove
their Church-membership: ‘Maurentius, son of Maurentia,

amost pleasing child, who liv sars, 11 months and 2
days, worthy to repose in z the koly persons;”
“Sacred, to the Great God rests here in peace
with Aoly spirits;” ¢ Julia sace among the koly
persons. A. D.291.”

The appellation Church-members.
First to Adults: T called “ A Faith-
Sul?  Again, » with 4 Non-
Faithful2” 1 . but be thou an

dle to the lon i3 given to
:n. The a sriping the character of a Bishop,
oe must hand of one wife ; having children

ren, of whatever age—no restric-
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tion is 1aid down ; if any, here wasthe place, for he addresses
the whole Christian Church—his children must be church-mem-
bers, recognized as such by the administration of Baptism. It
follows, then, from this passage, that all ministers having
children not baptized, are, so far, disqualified for their office.

The following inscriptions upon children’s tombs also prove
their Church-membership: ‘ Cyriacus, A Faithful, died, aged
8 days less than 8 years.” ¢ Kustafia, the mother, places this
in commemoration of her son Polichronio, A4 Faithful, who
lived 8 years.” ¢ The sepulchre of the twin brothers, Alci-
nous, and of their cousin Alexander, 8 Faithfuls, of 12 years
old.” “A Fauthful, descended from Faithfuls, here lies Zosi-
mus: He lived 2 years, 1 month, 25 days.”

Whence originated the custom of applying such terms
“ Holy," ‘Faithful’ to children? That parental affection |
should characterize infants as ‘ innocent,’ that is, not guilty of
actual transgression, we can conceive. But whe could first
think of calling infants ‘holy,’ an appellation given to Church-
‘members only? Do we call our children “saints?” Who
could think of denominating infants “ faithful2” In what had
their faith been tried ? In what had it treumphed? The only
satisfactory explanation of these terms, is, that they designate
church-membership, and being applied to the infants of profes-
sors-of Religion, proves tjgga members of the Church.”

The same views hav eld by very many of the most
eminent Theologians test lights with which the
w of these only can we refer

The testimony of ce first. ‘ The ohil-

’ ized that they may
if they had before
contrary, they are

thereby be made,
been strangers t
received into the

-% Institutes, Vol. 2d, p. 493.
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‘We adduce, next, the opinion of that illustrious Body, the
Westminster Assembly The following extract from a Diary
of its proceedincs kept by that great man, George Gillespie,
puts us in possession of its views.

“ April 26th, 1644. The proposmon offered by the com-
mittee, was, That particular visible churches in the primitive.
times did consist of visible saints and believers; to wit, such
as being of age, did profess faith in Christ, and obedience to
Christ, according to the rule of faith and life taught by Christ
and His Apostles.

- It was objected, that this proposition implies that Infants
are not members of a visible church.

Dr. Hoyle cited out of Ursinus, that, to infants, Baptlzan
is Profiteri.

Mr. Gataker said, “Baptism doth not make, but suppose,
membership.”

Therefore (says Gillespie) it was added in the end of the
proposition, “and of their children.”"*

The opinion of Mr. Gataker, one of the most learned men
in that august Body, governed the Assembly. The connexion
of the last clause, ““ and of their children,” with Mr. Gataker'’s
opinion, that “Baptism did not make, but suppose, the mem-
bership of Infants,” is evident. So that the Westminster
Assembly held that such infants ‘Were born members of the
Church.

Let us next listen to the w
Divine, Thomas Boston. ¢
party to have a right to th
make them members of the
solemnly thereto. 4 er to be called, nor

.accounted ‘Christen hristians: for the
infants of believin : the covenant, and
- v , and by baptism,

they are solemnly
of church-membership.” Again,

able, sound, judicious
s he, “supposes the
before, and does not
ch, but admits them

88 of Debates, &c.”’ p. 55.
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he remarks, “I doubt if there be any that say the child’s right
is seated in the parent, whether it be unterstood of his right
before God, or before the Church.”*

‘We will now close our citation of the views of former
worthies, and will only quote, in addition, the remarks of one
other writer, one of the most eminent living Theologians, dis-
tinguished for the logical exactness and accpuracy of his state-
ments.t “ When it is asked, Who constitute the Church in
the sight of God? we answer, The true people of God.
‘When asked, Who constitute the Church in the sight of man?
we answer, The Professors of the true religion, together with
their children. When asked, What is the condition of actual
church-membership in the sight of God ? we answer, Regen-
eration, or the indwelling of the Holy Ghost. If asked,
What is the condition of charch-membership in the sight of
man ? we answer, The credible profession of the true religion,
or the filial relation to a parent who professes the true religion.
When we assert the church-membership of the infants of

believing parents, we do not assert their regeneration, or that -

they are true members of Christ’s body ; we only assert that
they belong to the class of persons whom we are bound to
regard and treat as members of Christ’s Church. This is the
only sense in which even adults are members of the church,
so far as men are concerned. How they stand in the sight of

God, is a different auest at is a point we are not capable
of deciding. Actual 1 is not a sine gqua non for
membership in the 1. This is an undeniable
proposition ; for the aor a Brownist on earth,
who does not admit inrenewed persons in the
Visible Church, w 2atea as members.
The only question command of God
so to regard the 1u All christendom
(Baptists exceptea affirmative, an

answer it in such a way as to 2 answer
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from the heart.” “In the case both of adults and infants,
membership in the Visible Church is founded on presumptive
membership in the Invisible Church, which consists, as our
standards teach “of the whole number of the elect, not only
those that have been, or are, but those also that skall be gath-
ered into one, under Christ, the Head thereof.” It includes,
therefore, probably, millions of the unborn, and millions of
the unconverted. When we baptize an adult or receive him
to the Lord’s Table, we presume he is one of the elect.
‘Whether he is truly so or not, we cannot tell; but he belongs
to the class, which, by the command of Christ, we are required
so to regard and treat. The infants of believing parents
belong to the same general class. This presumption of Elec-
tion is not founded on their Baptism, but their Baptism is
founded on this presumption : just as the presumption that
Jewish children would take Jehovah to be their God, was not
founded on their Circumecision, but their Circumcision was
founded on that presumption. ”

These views, so lucid, so just, so forcible, commend them-
selves to the judgment of every rational mind. The doctrine
contained in the above extract, that * membership in the Visi-
ble Church isfounded on presumptive membership in the In-
visible Church, ” is the doctrine of all the Reformed Churches,
and has special prominence given to it in the writings of the

most eminent of the older The That this principle
is a sound one, and that this "is fair and just,
will be evident if we cous: w the case. From
whom does God gather chi From the families
of His people, who a svenant with Him,
From these, the vs + worshippers” are
gathered, and for of their youth,
This is a fact ad actually occurs

the course of

hewing that the unbelief of men has not
3t. The ochildren’s right to the Covenant,
aistaken views of duty, is yet ewned of God.
n in Psedobaptist Churches over those in
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Now, if what is done in time, was decreed from Eternity,
then this admitted fact casts light upon the Divine Purpose,
and upon those Providential arrangements which that Eternal
Purpose originated. It shews us that it was the determinate
counsel of God, that relationship to Christ in the Eternal Cove-
nant should so regulate His Providence, should, as a general
rule, so determine and control the relations of His People to
each other in this world,-as that the great majority who have
been given to Christ, should be descended from believing and
professing parents, The relations of the Family all point to
Christ. They were all constructed with reference to Him.
They terminate and centre in Him, who is the design of them
all. The union between husband and wife, the Apostle Paul
teaches us, was designed with reference to the union between
Christ and His Church. The relation of parent and child is
the type of Christ’s relation to His people, as “the travail of
His soul”, and of His Father’s relation to them, through Him ;
as well as a type of the inbeing of the Father and of the Eter-
nal Word. The relations of the Family both illustrate and
subserve that relation Christ’s Elect Seed sustain to Him.
This being so, God has ordered that such and such persons
should sustain a filial relation to pious parents, because of that
relation which such and such persons sustain to Christ, to
‘Whom they have been given in the Eternal Covenant. Their

relation to the Coven 5 and to the Invisible Church
determines their re Icclesiastical Covenant, and
to the Visible Chur it, and therefore determines
their filial relation 8. For they belong to
God far more than 8. And the relation
between Christ au vhen that between
parent and child Jehovah speaks
of them as His: have borne unto

Me”. His claims snt’s subordin
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The parent is to regard the child, first and chiefly, as the child
of the Covenant, and, in this sense, the child of God. The
Church-membership, and the filial relation to such a parent,
with its appropriate nurture and training, is an appointed
means for executing the Divine Purpose, and fulfilling the pro-
visions of the Covenant of Grace, in the regeneration of-the
child, and its actual union to the Lord Jesus Christ by faith.

II. We proceed to consider a second proposition, viz: That
the children of professing parents are born members of parti-
cular churches and not of the Church catholic. A moment’s
reflection is sufficient to perceive the truth of this proposition.
Common sense sanctions the remark of Dr. Reid: “Every-
thing that really exists, is an ¢ndividual. Universals are
neither acts of the mind, nor images in the mind.” This is
evident at once. How can the Universal be reached but
through the Particulars? What isit, in fact, but the sum of
the particulars? To speak of the Universal Church in con-
tradistinction from the individual churches which compose it,
is to adopt, in Philosophy, the theory of the Realist. A bap-
tized child, then, if not a member of the particular church of
which its parents are, must, of necessity, be a member of all
the particular churches which make up the Church catholic,
since the Universal is the sum of its particulars!

But still, the putting the baptized child in the Church cath-

olic, beyond the jurisdiction sticular one, does not
remove it beyond the reach u we attend to the
nature and powers of this . as described in our
“Form of Goverunweny - Church consists of
all those persons in with their children,
who make pro of Christ, and of
submyission to His members of the
Universal unur ¢ laws of Christ.

shat. even wer wversal is distinct

| individ. 3, still the Baptized Child is subject
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to discipline. But our standards countenance no such idle
distinction, but teach plainly that “a particular Church con-
sists of a number of professing Christians, with their offspring,
voluntarily associated together for Divine worship and godly
living, agreeably to the Holy Scriptures, and submitting to a
certain form of Government”¥,

The case of the Eunuch, baptized by Phlhp, is supposed by
gome to furnish a valid objection to the proposition we are
maintaining, and the question has been asked with an air of
triumph: “Of what particular Church was the Eunuch a
member ?¥ The answer is easy. He was a member of that
Church which sentout the Evangelist Philip, the Church at
Jerusalem, which the*Evangelist in his official acts represented,
and he stood precisely in the same relation to that Church, in
which the members of churches, who remove to frontier and
destitute portions of our country, do totheirs. They continue
members of those churches, until in the Providence of God,
churches are planted in the community where they reside,
with which they may connect themselves.

These two propositions being proved, the others, dependent
upon them, necessarily follow, viz: ¢Baptized Children are
under the care of the Church’—‘Are subject to its Government
and Discipline’—*‘Are bound to perform all the duties of mem-
bers'—And are liable to Excommunication, if their obliga-

onious, logical, consistent.
he Committee on Revision,
has remarked—*“do not hang

jged to find our Baptist
DI 28 8 concession to
bs as these cohere?
the Church, are
when they hg

Those offered, as su
“do not”—as one of

well together”. And
brethren claiming t
their principles.

“All baptized p
under its govern
arrived at years of discretion, they

*¢‘Form of Government,”’ Chap. 2d, Sec. 4t|




THE STATUS OF THE BAPTIZED CHILD. 21

the duties of members. Only those, however, who have made
a profession of faith in Christ, are proper sub_]ects of judicial
prosecutmn

Here, it is affirmed that all baptized persons are “mcmbers
of the Church, and under its government”, and yet that some
of these may rebel with impunity! All‘‘are bound to perform
all the duties of members”, and yet, with regard to some, the
obligation cannot be enforced !

It has been said, that the advocates for inflicting Church-
censures upon such baptized persons who refuse to comply
with their covenant-obligations, proceed in their reasonings
upon the false assumption “that all members are such alike,
and on the same footing”. And yet the “Revised Book” dis-
tinetly affirms that “all baptized persons are bound to perform
all the duties of members.” If all are not only members, but
| all the duties of membership are incumbent upon all, then are
not all members upon the same footing ?

A great Divine, justly held in honor by the whole country,
in his defence of the excepting clause contained in the “Re-
vised Book”, lays down the principle, that, ‘“As Profession
qualifies for the privileges of the Church, so Profession also
qualifies for the discipline of the Church”.* We are unable
to subscribe to this proposition to the same extent that he does.
The principle holds good, doubtless, with regard to the adult,
who, previousto his own pe rofession of faith, sus-
tained no relation to the Ch oes ‘it hold good to
the baptized child, who bo Covenant, was also
‘born a member of the Churd rmer case, that of the
adult, why does it e his profession has
brought him withi LChurch, and so being
privileges, under
obligation to its In the
of the bapti i ion to a Church-
ithin the Covenant of the Visible

ore the General Aéeembly, 1859.
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Church, and so being within the Covenant, he is entitled to its
privileges, under obligation to its duties, and amenable to its
discipline. His filial relation to a professing parent has
brought him within the Covenant. His relation to the Cove-
nant has brought him within the Church.

The proposition that ““As profession qualifies for the privi-
leges of the Church, so it also qualifies for the discipline of
the Church” seems to us to balance the privileges of the Church
against its discipline, overlooking the antecedent obligation
which rests upon every child of the Covenant to make that pro-
Jession dtself, to perform his duties, and enjoy his privileges—
a failure to comply with which exposes him to the discipline
of the Covenant.

‘What, in one sense, are Church-duties, are, in another sense
Church-privileges. Where the heart isin a proper state, they
are soregarded. Now, will it do to affirm, that, whenever a |
child of the Covenant, whose heart isnot right with God, fails
to regard his duties as privileges, in such a case, duties cease
to be duties, and he is exempt from the discipline of the
Covenant ? ‘

In an elaborate article which appeared in the Southern
Presbyterian Review¥, the inquiry is made, “What is therein
the nature of Church-membership which makes it inconsis-
tent to exempt a certain class from a specific disability ? . Must
all be subject to precis ame conditions—to the same
pains and penalties? embers of the Church can be
excluded from a p: which others are entitled,
without prejudice to 2-membership, why may they
not be exempted fro o which others are exposed,
without jeopardy to hurch ?”

We reply—Bec ich devolve upon
them to perform -membership, not
only grow out of ; sustain to G
but are resolvable, back of this,

*Qotober, 1859.
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they, as moral agents, sustain to God’s Moral Law, and from
which, consequently, no power in the universe can release
them: Because, Unbelief and Impenitence—a criminal state
of heart, out of which their “disabilities spring—are altogether
excuseless, unless sin carries withit, its own apology: Because
impenitent baptized youth incur not simply loss, but guslt :
And because, GQuilt necessarily exposes them to the just,
deserved censures of the Church. .

In the same article, it is stated that the idea which lies at
the basis of the new rule, is this: ‘it is unreasonable to exer-
cise over the baptized child a kind of government wholly
unadapted to his condition and circumstances—it is unreason-
able to treat a child like a man—a sinner like a saint—an
unbeliever like a professed follower of Christ.”

But, we may ask, is it considered unreasonable, either in
Church or State, that the government over a child should be
just that which Ads conduct demands? Unreasonable, that a
youth who has committed great crimes, under circumstances
which aggravate the guilt exceedingly, should be deemed
worthy of severe punishment? Unreasonable, that an Unbe-
liever within the church, abusing that position which a gracious
God had assigned him in his Visible Kingdom, and frustrating
all the means faithfully used for his conversion, should be
placed amongst the Unbelieving multitude without the church 2

Shall it be said, that, because never heard the voice
of the Lord in his soul”, it ° le to visit his disobe-
dience with the same cens u upon a disobedient
Professing christian? - But ¢e been continually
sounding in hisear ? And of the “hearing ear”,
and the “willing ent ground, under
these circumstan .ude from her pale
the disobedient question of Duty
on the age or withheld, or,
obligat: wvidual? It is our duty to yield
obedien aw, but we are not able to do our

y require us to ‘ serve God accept-
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ably with reverence and godly fear”, and with the same breath
tell us, we must “have grace” to enable us to do it. It would,
then, be just as reasonable to object, that it was an unjust and
cruel sentence which subjected the unbaptized unbeliever to
everlasting destruction, because he lacked the grace necessary
to enable him to comply with his moral obligations, asto object,
that it was an unjust and cruel sentence which subjected the
baptized unbeliever to Excommunication, because he lacked
the grace necessary to enable him to comply with his moral
and covenant-obligations.

We shall devote the remainder of this Discourse to a con-
sideration of the more prominent Objections, which have been,
or may be, made to the Doctrine we advocate.

1. It is said that our Doctrine “ gives to the Baptized child
aright to the Communion-Table without being duly qualified.”
This is a mistake. Though every child is born a citizen of
his country, a plenary citizen, still he is not eligible to office
without due qualification. It is the right and duty of the State
to prescribe the mode in which a citizen may enjoy his rights.
So it is the right and duty of the church to allow none to
approach the Lord’s Table, who give evidence of not possessing
sufficient knowledge to discern the Lord’s Body. A right in
a thing may exist, where its exercise is not immediately

enjoyed. A king mav ned before he is able or quali-
fied to hold the sce ts vested in infancy may be
held in abeyance, a capacity for enjoyment, or
until some conuiu . Every church-member
does not, as a wa rcake of the Lord’s Supper.
The Jewish child t partake of the
Passover. waiviu ver) was rightly
eaten only by age to be able to
tnquire Into its o T ‘antly attested
sacred antiquarians, both Jewish
2. We proceed to consider a s« vuvw, Viz .

Doctrine makes Baptized chilc
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' without their consent—therefore it is inconsistent with both the
| dictates of reason, and the teachings of Secripture”. Now, if
this be a valid objection, then it has a terrible sweep. It lies
with equal force against the principles of the Economy of
Nature, the Economy of Providence, the Economy of Grace,
as well as against the Economy of a Church-state.

‘We are born into the world without our consent—inhabit this,

rather than any other globe, without our consent—are constituted
moral agents without our consent—made candidates for a never-
ending eternity, without our consent—were born in this land of
|| light and privilege, without our consent—born of such and
I such parents, without our consent—born rich or poor, high or
low, bond or free, without our consent—became members of such
i\l a community, such a State, without owr consent.
i The relations into which we have been brought to these,
i1 were not of our creating, were without our consent, and yet they
involve serious responsibilities. So, too, the relations we
sustain to the church, may be without our consent, and yet we
cannot throw off the mighty responsibility.

Every child has its rights, which, in the language of that
deep thinker, Puffendorf, “date their validity from the very
beginning of their being, and other persons already arrived
at the full use of reason, are engaged to such and such per-
\ formances towards them, as may turn to their benefit, even

while incapable of apprehendi

Children are constantly su nsibiities tov, with-
out their knowledge or venants made with
parents include their Lewrs. ud, charged with
various duties which ¢* aeir peril. Without
such arrangements, attain its great end
and object.” '

i The principle wdisputable, viz:
infants, a p asens 18 equivalent to a

acceptance, ken for granted that no one wiil
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Now, apply this principle to the case of the Baptized Child.
Does it not conduce to his benefit to be in Covenant with God ?
Is there any temporal blessing worthy to be compared with
this? “What are treasures of silver and gold—what, the
honors of the world—what, the richest inheritance known on
earth, in comparison with this precious privilege, to: be a ehild
of the Covenant? Are covenant-relations to be lightly
esteemed? Are precious promises to be despised? Can a
Christian Parent do more for his children, than to secure for
them this precious privilege, an interest in God’s Covenant?
And can a child do anything better for himself than to sane-
tion at a proper age, the act of the parent, and personally,
consent to the Covenant? Will he refuse to do what conduces
more to his benefit than the possession of a world? Nay,
will he refuse to do that, the neglect of which will secure his
everlasting ruin? Not, if his mind and heart are in a proper
state. Not, if he acts as he is bound morally to act. But
sappose that it could be foreseen that such and such children
would, when arriving at years of discretion, “refuse what
eonduces to their benefit”, still are not the parents bound to
contract for them those engagements which are in accordance
with the moral obligations of their children and therefore with
their true inmterests, however repugnant they may subse-
quently prove to their depraved inclinations? Are we not at

liberty to benefit a p out his consent? Suppose that
we detect an individ ttempt to perpetrate suicide, is
it not our right to attempt if we are able to do
it? Nay, are we s blood, if we do not do it?
And so, the pareu. that for the child which may
deliver him from ev . and secure for him
everlastihg life. . and the parent has
the right to claim to that which con-
duces to his benetit. © And this v le must hold
until two absurdities are vouv per truths

first is, that this moral suicide bt to det-

himself his own course of acu
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he has the right to determine also our own action towards
him. )

Thus we have seen our Doctrine supported by the Analo-
gies of Nature and Providence, of Society and Government.
It is supported too by the analogies of all the Covenants made
by God with men. The Covenant of Works, made with
Adam, was also made with us, but without our consent. Still
responsibilities were incurred, and the consequences of this
transaction remain to this day. The Covenant of Grace, made
with Christ, was also made with His Seed, for grace was given
them in Christ before the World began. Duties devolve
upon them in consequence, and privileges, everlasting privi-
leges are theirs. So likewise, other Covenants made with
parents, were made also with their children without their
consent: the Covenant of Preservation with Noah, the Cove-
nant of Priesthood with Phinehas, the Covenant of Royalty
with David, &c., &ec.

So that all analogy upholds the provision of the Ecclesias-
tical Covenant, by which infants become members of the
Church.

Steuart of Pardovan in his “Collections” makes the follow-
ing just observation: “By that Covenant whereof Baptism
is a seal, the Lord promiseth to be our God, and we are
in His promised strength to engage to be His people;
which engagement, though _Cladstian infants be not
capable to come under of es, formally; yet by
parents vowing in their na pad, they do thereby
become absolutely bound to. § ance thereof, because
their obligation and duty to § ’s were supposed, and
previous unto their " ‘

In the ordinance ligations of the child,
as well as of the p Podi
jmto engagements f of the child, so that the child’s
e, and observance of all Church-
de debts then incurred to be paid
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To the above views and reasonings the following objection
has been made: ‘Obligations rest on Unbelievers as suchk and
obligations rest on Christians as suck. These two classes of
obligations are distinct, and must be kept separate. The obli-
gations of Christians do not fall on Unbelievers. The obliga-
tion of the Unbeliever is to be a Christian, to believe—not to
observe Church-ordinances; but being a Christian, then
obligation rests on him to observe Church-ordinances.’

This reasoning is specious, but unsound. The true theory
is, That upon those who are born members of the Church,
Church-obligations rest, whether willing or unwilling. But a
prescribed order obtains amongst these obligations. Baptized
children are bound, first, to believe in Christ, ¢n order to observe
all the ordinances of the Church. A Precept or an Institution
may be positive, and yet obedience to it is a moralduty, if com-
manded by God. And what else is necessary for the due
observance of the Lord’s Supper, but a proper state of
heart 2 And does not “a proper state of heart” come under
the claims of the Moral Law, the essential, unchangeable law
of our nature? Does not the Moral Law require faith n
Christ, love to Him, obedience to His commands 2 Was it not
Christ who gave the Law on Mt. Sinai? Was it not Christ
who said “Thou shalt have no other gods before me”? And
are not “faith in Him, love to Him, and obedience to His com-

mands ” the qualificat’ due observance of the Lord’s
Supper? If then tu s, which pertain to a proper
state of heart, be lac the Moral Law condemn
the absence of wucw ~u1c condemn the want of
qualification for the of the ordinance? And if
individuals, as 1uuiv , unchangeable law
of their being, the they not bound to
have that moral i them to observe
this ordinance of Christ. wherew His Provide:

should cause it to be observed ? .
of-it, on the ground of lack of qu
the Moral Law ? Now, if this ol
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not devolve with greater weight upon those who, by a Divine
Constitution, are already members of the Church? If the
violation of natural obligations be attended with great guilt,
is not the violation of Covenant-obligations attended with still
greater ?

Again. In every acc of the world, we find Positive Insti- |

tutions existing. Kven in the state of Innocence they existed:
The Tree of Life and the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil,
as the trial of Adam’s obedience. This First Institution being
profaned,he thereby transgressed the whole law of his creation.
The disobedience toa Positive Precept, the eating of the For-
bidden Fruit, involved the violation of the whole Moral Law, the
breaking of each command of the Decalogue. “After the
Fall, the Church in the Family, built upon the Promise, was
tried in the matter of Instituted Worship. There was no dis-
covery of Cain’s wickedness, and of Abel’s faith, until proved
by the Institution of Sacrificc. When Abraham was called,
Circumcision was given for the trial of his obedience. When
his posterity were collected in a new Church-state under
Moses, the Passover was instituted. To these, many more were
added on Mt. Sinai, all as trials of faith and obedience to suc-
ceeding generations”. In the New Testament, the same rule
is observed: Baptism, and the Lord’s Supper have been
appointed. Dr.Owen makes the following weighty observa-

tion: ‘“UIn no state or cunwe s Church did God ever
accept of Moral Obedience witi sance of some Instituted
Worship, as the test of that ¢ he rule of acceptance
or rejection of the worshipmer ark draws deep, and
deserves to be well pond- :
4. We pass on to I'mis Doctrine obliges
to duties without v w~ithout the ability to
discharge duty . voes the obligation of
s law turn o ucasion of the subject, and not on

" htful autho .2 Lawgiver? Surely, the qualifi-

sion of the command, when God
itself, however destitute of it
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many may be. To affirm otherwise is just to affirm that the
command of God obliges men only -when they are suitably
disposed towards it, and therefore their want of faith and
other virtues frees them from the obligation to have them :
So that not being qualified to profess the religion of Christ,
they are not bound to do so, and then so far from incurring
guilt, they are even obeying God, and acting aright. To such
absurdities does the position lead that there can be no obliga-
tion where there is no qualification. To suspend obligation
on the giving or withholding of the Spirit’s influences, and not
on the nature of the moral agent, is virtually to impute injustice
and cruelty to God in requiring obedience in all cases where
the saving influences of that Spirit are not conferred. Wherein
does the “inability ” of the baptized member differ from the
“inability ” of any other sinner? His inability is his sin;
the inability of depravity, and nothing else.

If the children of citizens are also citizens, and are
bound to discharge at a proper age all the duties of the citizen,
80 too the children of church-members are also members, and
bound to perform at a proper age all the duties of members.

- It is objected to this latter proposition, that children being
born in sin are not qualified to become church-members, until
they are renewed by the Spirit, and believe in Christ.

- But it is overlooked that the children of citizens are also

born in sin, and it mie 2aual reason be objected, that
they too are not yua 1arge their duties, as mem-
bers of the Family, of Society ; for the Family
and Society are wiv: . and the State is the ordi-
nance of God. The st be confounded with the
World. The World 3 Devil. The State
is the Kingdom of G mistake to suppose
that Religion is rest uywie embraces
@ll the ties which bind men to God all his relatiu
whether temporal or eternal, whetl s social, ei
ecclesiastical, is bound to be reli; sn. of ne

belongs to every Divine Institut’
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State, as well as the Church. All these Institutions are from
God, all are dependent upon Him, and all are designed for
His Glory. The members of the Family, of Society, and the
citizens of the State, are all bound to be religious, and, of
course, are bound to be members of the Church, and qualified
for its duties. The same obligation which binds men to be
faithful members of the Family, and of the Community, and
faithful subjects of the State, binds them also to be members
of the Church, and faithful members. And did they possess,
before Glod, the qualifications necessary for a faithful discharge
of their duties in their individual, social and civil relations,
they would also possess the qualifications necessary for church-
membership and a faithful discharge of the duties connected
therewith. What is the State? It is an Institution of God
designed for His Glory, and the temporal good of man.. And
what is the Church? It is an Institution of God designed for
His Glory, and the eternal welfare of man. The relations of
each to God confer upon each its religious character, as long as
each shall exist. That one is limited to Time, and the other
co-extensive with Eternity, has nothing to do with the religious
character of either. As Religion is not only profitable, but
necessary, for the life that now is, as well as for that which is
to come, so Religion is necessary for the well-being of the
State, to fit it to accomplish its ends. And therefore the

State is a Religious Institution sawe holds good of the
Family. But these instit ~ i only religious, but
christian. They sustain to the Lord Jesus
Christ. They have noth an absolute God, for
an absolute God has a them. They stand
related to God the h Christ, the Mediator.
They are all subi . Let us examine this
position in the li it will be apparent, we

ink. that the grear worner-Stone upon which all

[mstitutions

au, Adam and Eve hid themselves
of the Lord God walking in the
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the redeemed property of Christ. Thus, we have seen that the
Family was at the very first instituted by the Son of God, and
subsequently when ruined, it was redeemed and reconstructed
by Him as Mediator, based upon the promise, ‘ the seed of the
woman shall bruise the Serpent’s head”. Its very aim and
design now, is the establishment of Christ's Kingdom. The
Family, then, is the redeemed property of Christ. The original
formation of one man and one woman into “one flesh” or
conjugal body, contemplated the rearing of a pious offspring.
This is clearly shewn by the Prophet Malachi, when he asks,
“Did He not make one? Though He had the residue of the
Spirit. And why the one? That He might seek a godly
seed”, or a seed of God. ‘“He did not design it,” remarks
Howe, “merely that there might be a continual descent of
Human Nature, but that Religion might still be transmitted
from age to age, and this design He mnever quits”. The
Family-Constitution brought to light new views of the Attri-
butes of God. It isa Government owing. its existence, now,
to the Mediatorial Government of Christ, and also represent-
ing that. Inthe earliest ages, the Father of the Family was
also the Priest of his household, as well as its Instructor and
Governor. As the Head of the Constitution, the Father was
to teach, sacrifice, intercede and rule, as Prophet, Priest and
King, and to do everything for God. Who does not see that
this domestic Government was emb ced in, and illustrated in
a narrower sphere, the Mediatorj nment of Christ, and
that He was thus shadowed fox Prophet, Priest, and
King of His Church ? ]
The teachings of the New T
we have laid down, vjg
derives to man rights -
by transgression, and,
w the redeemed

Janction the principle
elation, which now

originally forfeited
ored by Christ, and is
7 of the Lord. Thus it enjoins
the marriage relation to have a
prity and honor of the Redeemer,
 to act under the influence.of His
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| grace. “Let him that marrieth, marry only in the Lord”.
Parents are required to “ bring up their children in the nur-

' ture and admonition of the Lord.” And children liKewise are
commanded to ‘“obey their parents in the Lord”. Servants
are enjoined ‘“to be obedient to them that are their masters
according to the flesh, as unto Christ”. And Masters are
required to perform their duties to their servants, remember-
ing that ‘““their Master alsois in Heaven”. Inlike manner,
the State is now under the Mediatorial Government of the Lord
Jesus Christ. To Him it is responsible. It is a Christian
Institution, designed to secure the civil good of man. It owes
allegiance to Christ its Divine King, and is bound to respect
His Statutes, and observe those which pertain toit. “ By Me,”
says Christ, “kings reign and princes decree justice; by Me
princes rule, and nobles, even all the kings of the earth”.
~The Kingdom is the Lord’s, and He is the Governor among
the nations . He is “King of Kings and Lord of Lords”. “Be
wise now, O ye Kings, be instructed ye judges of the earth.
Serve the Lord with fear and rejoice with trembling. Kiss
the Son lest He be angry and ye perish from the way ”. “The
nations shall bless themselves in Him, and in Him shall they
glory ”.  “ The nation and the kingdom that will not serve Thee
shall perish.”

The Moral Law, in all ages of the World, has been adminis-
tered by Christ. Civil Government is under His Mediatorial
control. The Fathe b delivered all things into the
hands of the Son. j lather judgeth no man, but hath
committed all judgnd the Son”. “By Him were all
things created, that . fleaven, and that are in Earth,
visible and invisible, § ' thrones, or dominions,
or principalities, or pi s were created by Him,
and FOR HIM”. “THeNrs t all things under His
feet, and gave Him to be the s
Church”. “His Kingdom ruleth

This doctrine does by no mq
distinet Institutions, the Church
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Neither does this Doctrine give any countenance to the
dogma of a Church established by the State. All that it
demands is, simply, that Protestant Christianity, without any
legal preference being given to any ome of s forms, should be the
celiaton of the State. the relimion of the nation ¥

taws, will, then, be exaited to office. The Sabbath will no more be desecrated by
wicked Governments, self-styled ‘‘Christian’’. The land will no more mourn b}

reason of swearing. Horrid impiety and crime will no more lift their brazen head

But ‘‘righteousness which exalteth a nation ’’ will be the crowning distinction of
svery people. Let Christians realize the responsibility which devolves on them to do
all they can to effect this most desirable consummation! Not the present, but the
future, condition of the nations of the earth is their normal condition. Not until
¢¢ the Kingdems of this world ’’ shall have become ¢ the Kingdoms of the Lord”’

will those Kingdoms have fulfilled the end of their existence, and given to Christ the
glory which is His due. And not till then, are Christians at liberty to be contented
with the religious status of the nations of the earth. But are bound in the mean
time, to use all their influence, in every legitimate way, as citizens, to cast the gov

srnments under which they live, more and more, into the mould of Christianity—tu
secure, through the constitution and laws of their country, the clear recognition of

Christ’s Headship and Authority, the faithful observance of His Precepts, and entire

freedom from national sins, which, sooner or later, bring ruin mpon any people

¢ Them that honor Me. I will honor. and thev that desnise Me shall be lightly
ssteemed’’.

¥ The framers ot our Uonstitution have distinctly recuguizeu var vummoun vursw
anity as the Established Religion of these United States, though they give no legal
preference to any one of its forms over any other. One of the Articlesof the Consti-
tution (7th) declares that that instrument is framed ‘‘by the unanimous congent of the
States present, the 17th Day of September, in the Year of our Lord 1787, and of the
[ndependence of U. S. A., the 12th.”” In the clause *‘ Year of our Lord,” the word
+ Lord’ means the Lord Jesus Ch1ist, and the word ‘our’ preceding it, refers back to
the words of the Preamble, viz: ¢ We, the people of the U. 8.” The phrase, then
sur Dord, making a part of the dating of the Constitution, when compared with the
sommencing clause of the Preamble, contains @ distinct recognition of the authority
of Christ, and of course, of His Religion, by the people of these United States. The
date of the Constitution is two-fold. ~First, it is dated by the birth of our Lord Jesus
Christ ; S8econd, by the Independence of U. 8. A. Any argument, therefore, which
would prove that the authoritv of Christianity is not recognized by the people of the

0. 8., would also prove that rdence of the United States is not recognized
by them ! Another Article of iion containg a recognition of the Christian
Sabbatk. In like manner «ong of the original Thirteen States recog

nized Christianity, and the o, and some of them made the Protestanc
Religion the Established States. This was the case with South
Carolina’s First Constil by the immortal John Locke. ¢¢ The
Christian Protestant Religi 1, and is hereby constituted and declared
to be the established religion Thatall danominations of Christian Pro

testants, demeaning themse: ly, shall enjoy equal religious
and civil privileges.” The suLLuuy o. C. recognizes the Christian
Sabbath ; and in every insi here -dherents of Judaism have been
tried for violating the Ch a their places of business on
that Day, the decisions have bevu wnuvriy a wnd in favor of the obser

vance of the Lord’s Day. Several years ago, a asecuted by the City Council
of Charleston for selling goods on the Lord’s decision was given a

aim, and in pronouncing the judgment of the 0’Neall held the

‘anguage : ‘‘Our law declares all contract: s mores as illegal

What titutes the standard of good meralx Christianity ?

tainly is none other. Say that cannot be [ don’t know

be good morals. The day of moral virtue . would. in

that standard were abolished, lapse into the
rality. I agree fully to what is beautifully an
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the instruction, government and discipline of the Family, that
they may be qualified to discharge the duties of citizenship.
For, left to themselves, the seeds of insubordination and rebel-
lion within them would inevitably bear their legitimate fruit
in the disorders of Society, the prostration of Government,
the destruction of the State. So that the instruction, restraint,
and government of the Family, and of the Law of the Land,
are neceseary to qualify the child to become a good citizen.
And after all, he will not perfectly discharge his duties as a
citizen before God, but will be guilty in His sight of many
shortcomings and sins. If, therefore, qualification for these
duties were antecedently required, none could be, justly, mem-
bers of the Family, of Society, and citizens of the State. For
all have forfeited their right to these blessed Institutions, being
sinners by nature against God, and consequently totally incom-
petent to fulfil the ends of these. But, under the Mediatorial
Government of Christ, God having purposes of mercy towards
our fallen race, these Institutions are restored to us, as the
purchase of our dear Redeemer, and certain conservative
influences emanating from His Meédiatorial Government are
supplied, so that the Family, Society, and the State, may
become effestual for the accomplishment of the design of each,
when the laws, which regulate each, are obeyed. The child,
though born a citizen, is not born qualified to be a citizen, for
it has a nature which, left to itself, will make it a criminal.
But it is expected that affillll has had the suitable education
and training God has py or it, it will be qualified. In
like manner, the child prch member, though born a
member, is not born qua ) be a church-member, but it
is expected that after it the training God enjoins, it
will be qualified—this ex on beingbased on the promise
God has given of the gracious influenggiof His Spirit, and of
the concurrent operation of His Providtiie.

5. We proceed to consider another
of these baptized persons have virtua
and therefore .all church-action agaid
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and useless.” But, let us ask, to whom does it belong to ter-
minate the connection? There is no such thing as a withdrawal
from the Church. The Church has no right to release any
from their covenant-obligations. To consent that her members-
may withdraw to the world, is just to consent that they may-
trample upon their covenant. This would make the Church
a partaker in the sin of covenant-breaking. She is bound by
the authority of her Great Head to hold her members per-
petually to the obligations of their Covenant. The only way
by which a church-member’s connexion with the Church can
be dissolved, is by Excommunication. If Unbelief be such a
sin that for it the soul will be banished to hell, is it not also a
sin which, if persisted in, demands expulsion from the Church 2
Grant that an individual is not guilty of what the world calls
immorality, yet is not Unbelief deserving of the censure of the
Church of Jesus Christ? Is the Church merely a moral ¢nsti-
tute ? Is her standard of morality to be drawn from the
world? Can she condemn nothing, but what the world, or
Natural Reason, or Natural Conscience condemns? Are the
imperfect views even of her own members to be suffered to
regulate her conduct, instead of the infallible decisions of the
Word of God? Is not Unbelief immorality in the sight of
God? Did not Christ pronounce the inhabitants of Capernaum.
greater sinners than the inhabitants of Sodom ? Should not-
the Church censure a sin which is the parent of all sins, by
her discipline, as well as by geachings? Who gave to
her the right silently to drop. her members?  Is it not
an invagion of the prerogativ  Divine Head to open.a
ned ? Has she the right
to dismiss, any more than to ad y, in @ way not authorized ?
Does not Christ decligh ws, the natural branches,
were “ broken off " (n%' ) for their unbelief? And
fof action against those who should be
y not honoring His ordinances, plainly
ghe Old Testament, and recognized and
e Peter in the New Testament ? Thus
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speaks the Apostle in his address to the Jews: “ Moses truly
said unto the fathers, a Prophet shall the Lord your God raise
up unto you, of your brethren like unto me; Him shall ye
hear in all things whatsoever He shall say unto you. And
it shall come to pass, that every soul which will not hear that Pro-
phet, shall be destroyed from among the people.’—Acts 3: 22, 23.

The following lucid exposition of these words by Dr. John
M. Mason, deserves a careful consideration. “ Who were the
People? he asks. Not the nation of the Jews. For having
committed the crime, they themselves fell under the penalty.
Their nation wasto be destroyed; whereas, according to the
prediction of Moses, it wasnot the people that were to perish ;
but the disobedient who were to be destroyed from among the
people ; which implies the continuance of that people in the
divine protection. It is a people, therefore, which was to sur-
vive the rejection of the Jews, and be placed insuch circum-
stances of favour, as to render destruction from among them
a great and terrible judgment.

Not the people whom God “hath chosen in Christ before the
foundation of the world, that they should be holy”. For God
never “cast away His people whom He foreknew ”. They
who committed the ecrime before us, never belonged to this
people, and so could not be destroyed from among them, and
they whom God had thus chosen did not commit the crime. |
“ As many as were ordained to eternal life, believed”. Who

then are “ the peopl the sinners were to
be destroyed? If 1 , if not the elected
people of God, it ca t People whom He
owns as His, and wk lective name of His
Church.

And what was th ot temporal death,

for God never ordaineu vuus pumsnmens 1or the sin of unbelief
on HisSon. Not an exclusion from the communion of the
Jewish nation; for unbelief in Christ was to them a reco
mendation instead of a disparagement ; gnd to be severed
them entirely, was at least as likely taggrove a blessin
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curse. In what then did the destruction consist? Undoubt-
edly in having their nameand place exterminated fromi
among the people of God; in being cast out of His Church,
and exposed to that perdition which shall be the fate of all
whom He disowns. This must be the interpretation of the
threatening because no other will comport with either sense or
fact. ¥

Here then is the Church’s Canon. The Disobedient amongst
the Baptized—those who will not honor the ordinances of
Christ—are to be cast out. And what is the Excommunica- |
tion of the Baptized Child, but the severing his connection
with the Church; not rashly, but after all du¢ nurture and
admonition given, but given in wain—plainly seen; &bun-
dantly proved that it is in vain, no prospect whatever of
amendnient being afforded? Severing his connection with
the Church, after he has proved to be unworthy of that con-
nection? This connection was instituted by God, and there-
fore when it terminates, must doso by Excommunicatioti, which
is God’s sentence through the Church. What just objection
.can there be to this? Is notthe lack of qualification for the
duties of Church-membership, ¢ sin? Can it then be any
excuse # s it not more likely that the binding the obligation
to be duly qualified on the conscience of the Baptized Child,
éven whilst sensible of his unfitness and sinful inability for
duty, will be blessed to his conversion, rather than the non-

recognition of his obligations? the former mode pre-
cisely analogous to the Spirit of God on the
sinner’s soul? Whilst convi 1i¢ ingbility to keep I
the commandments, still at the binding the obliga-
tion to do so, on his length the sinner is
led to the Spirit Him cation he is bound
to have? Isnotthe version increased, when
svuse uf obligat stitied by a clear and deep convie-

she terribie- 0 which the unregenerate are
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And so too; is not the probability of the conversion of the
| Baptized Child increased, when. covenant-obligations, which
in his case have been superadded to natural obligations, are
guarded and enforced by the solemn sanction. of Excommu-
| mication? And what is Excommunication? It is not Ana-
thema—not the devoting of a soul to destruction; but it is a
means of grace, painful, it is true, and only used when all
others have proved ineffectual, designed for correction and
recovery from wickedness. If, viewed in one light, it is a
punishment, viewed in another it is a blessing. Contrasted
with that of which it deprives us, it is a punishment—contrasted
with that eternal ruin which it foreshadows, and which by so
doing, it is.designed to prevent, it is a blessing. It is a
desperate remedy provided for a desperate case.. When Christ’s
sheep act like wolves, they must be treated like wolves, and
excluded from the fold, in.order that.they may.be prepared
to enter it as sheep again, and be rendered capable of that
discipline which obtains within it. Stier, in his excellent
commentary, justly observes, ¢ The Churchonly bindsin order
that it may be able again to loose when this is possible. The
final exclusion of the ineorrigible, in virtue of which they are
accounted as heathen and publicans, as it is requisite on its own
account, so at the same time it vs only the last and strongest expres-
sion of that love which seeks their recovery.” And Olshausen
makes the following remark. to the truth of which many a

Pastor is able, fro stify:  “ The only
means of help, as v ent, is to exclude
him (the rebellious «unity of believers.
‘Where the higher withdrawal of fel-
lowship with kind est means of rous-

ing its slumbering
That Excommu

part,) for the cor-

rection and recovery, nosv wne uesiruouon of the offender, i
the teaching of the Word of God:. “Such are delivered
Satan for the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may.b
tn.the day of the Lord Jesus”.—1.Cor, 5: 5..

-
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Agreeably to this Scripture, our Standards declare, that “the ||
ends of Discipline are, the removal of offences ; the vindication
of the honor of Christ; the promotion of the purity and gen-
eral edification of the Chu.rch and also the benefit of the oﬂemler
himself.”—Book of Dlsc1plme, chap. 1: sec. 2.

“The design of Excommunication is o operate upon the
offender as a means of reclarming him; to deliver the Church
from the scandal of his offence; and to inspire all with fear, by
the example of his punishment.” After sentence has been
pronounced, “prayer shall be made that the blessing of God
may follow His ordinance, for the conviction and reformation of
the excommunicated. person, and for the establishment of-all true
believers.”—Directory for Wor. chap. 10, sec. 7.

Calvin holds the same view. ‘The design of excommuni-
cation is that the simner may be brought to repentance, and evil
examples taken away, to prevent the name of:Christ from
being blasphemed, and other persons being:tempted to imita-
tion.” “It is even conducive to their own benefit for their
iniquity to be punished, that the stroke of the rod may arouse
to a confession of their guilt, those who would only be rendered
more obstinate by indulgence. ‘The Apostle intends the same
when he says, “If any man obey not our word, note that man,
and have no company .with him, that he may be ashamed.’
Again, when he says of the incestuous Corinthian, ‘I have
judged to deliver such a one unto Satan, that the spirit may

be saved in the day understand. it,
that he had: consigr emnation, that
the spirit might be refore, calls it
delivering to Satan, the.Church, as
Christ is 4n the Ch some persons,
that it relates to a « in-the present
life, inflicted by the me extremely

ubtful.” “Such wreh, therefore,
ot for us to expunge irow wue numwer of the elect, or
ir of them as already lost. It is proper to consider
trangers to the Church, and consequently from Christ,

L 2
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but this only as long as they remain in a state of exclusion.
And even then, if they exhibit more appearance of obstinacy
than of humility, still let us leave them to the judgment of
| God, hoping better things of them for the future than we
discover at present, and nmot ceasing to pray to God on their
behalf.” “Excommunication differs from anathema; the
latter, which oughtto be very rarely or never resorted to, pre-
cluding all pardon, execrates a person, and devotes him to
eternal perdition, whereas excommunication rather censures
and punishes his conduct. And though it does, at the same
time, punish the person, yet it is in such a manner, that, by
warning him of his future condemnation, it recalls him to
salvation. If he obey, the Church is ready to re-admit him.
to its friendship, and to restore him to its communion. There-
fore, though the discipline of the Church admits not of our
friendly association and familiar intercourse with excommuni-
cated persons, yet we ought to exert all the means in our
power to promote their reformation, and their return to. the
society and communion of the Church; as we are taught by
the Apostle, who says, yet count him not as an enemy, but
admonish him as a brother.’"*

Dr. Owen holds the same view. ¢ The end of Excommuni-
cation is, First, With respect unto the Church, its purging and
vindication : Second, With respect unto the person excom-
municated. Azs reventance. reformation. and salvation.” “There

s in binding
the the destruc-
tion wmd recovery
of s » institution
can he offender
was 3 cruciated,

agitateu, ana uv lengen «K11ieq, as SOMe IMagilue ; NOT Can any
instance of any such thing be given in the Scripture or au
quity, though there be many of them who, upon their re:

out of the Church, were enraged unto an opposition
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it, as it was with Simon, Magus, Marcion, and others. Yea,
it is evident that there was no such thing included in their
delivery unto Satan as is pretended : for the design and end of

' it was the man’s humiliation, recovery, and salvation, as is
expressly affirmed in the text; and this effect it actually had,
for the man was healed and restored. W herefore this delivery
unto Satan is an ordinance of Christ Jor the exciting of saving
grace in the souls of men, adapted unto the case of falling by
scandalous sins, peculiarly effectual, above any other gospel ardi-
nance.” *

President Edwards holds the same view. ‘ Excommunica-
tion itself is to be performed as an act of benevolence. We
should seek their good by it; and it is to be used as a means
of their eternal salvation. But complacency and delight in
them as visible Christians is to be withdrawn; and on the
contrary, they are to be the objects of displacency, as visibly
and apparently wicked.” “TFhe Church may and ought to
pray for such; but they cannot have fellowship with such in
prayer. The Minister, when speaking in prayer, doth not
speak in thesr name; he speaks only in the name of the united
soctety of visible saints or worshippers,” ¢ ‘Yet count him not.
as an enemy, but admonish him asa brother.! The considera- ||
tion that he hath been a brother heretofore, and that we have |
not finally cast him off from that relation, but that, we are still
hoping and using means for his recovery, obliges us to concern.

ourselves mo A * "han. for those with

1 whom we neyv and so.to pray fon |
him, and to ta Surely. we.should,
be more conc ‘ho. have been our
brethren, and ion of means used. |}
by us for thei hom we never had

|| any special connexion. Thus, there should be more of the love,
oenevolence exercised towards persons excommunicated,
towards those who never were members of the Ghurch.” |

sh what men are to atm at is only the destruction of ||
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the flesh, yet whether it shall prove the destruction of the
flesh, or the eternal and more dreadful destruction of them-
selves, is at God’s sovereign disposal.” “If you strictly follow
the rules of discipline instituted by Christ, you have reason
to hope for His blessing; for He is wont to bless His own
institutions, and to smile upon the means of grace which He
hath appointed.” *

Additional citations- from the writings of other leading
Divines of a former-age, all presenting the same view, might
‘be made, were it necessary.

"It has now been shewn to be the dectrine of the Seriptures,
| recognized in our Standards, and in the writings of the ablest
Theologians, that the design of Excommunication is not the
| destruction, but the salvation, of the soul. It is a means of
grace designed to effect the repentance of the offender. Why
then may it not be used for the recovery of the intractable
Baptized Youth who stubbornly resists his obligations, from
| the error of his ways, and for effecting his return to his allegi-
ance? This involves his conversion, and why should not the
appropriate means of repentance which his case-calls for, be
employed? Is not Excommunication adapted to lead him
to repentance, setting forth before him, as it does, in such
faithful colors, his great guilt, his deep depravity, his
awful wickedness, which rendered such . a sentence neces-
sary, and foreshadowing, too, his certain, final .rejection by

God, if he persists : of rebellion? Will not.the
thought that he was Church, because his essential
obligations to .God ed upon, thus leaving him
without any groun nt, and covering him with
deserved disgrace, r him to deserved misery,

naturally tend to excite compunction in his breast, lead him to
a confession of his sin, and induce hig return to God, to the
Church, and to duty ?

Conversion is represented in the Scriptures, not as.an
but as a means to an end, and that end—a Ufe of s

*Discourse on the Nature and End of Excommunication.

'y
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God’s field of labor, the Church—a walking before the Lord in
all His ordinances and commandments,.blameless—a glorifying
and enjoying Him forever. Connexion: with the Church, then,
is an essential pre-requisite to the fulfilling of man’s chief end.
Now, the Baptized Youth has been constituted already, by
God’s gracious act, a member of His Church—he is in cove-
nant with God—he has been planted in the Garden of the
Lord—the sun shines upor him, the gentle dews fall upon
him—the care of the husbandmen is given to him—holy
influences are around him—all, all have a voice, and speak to
| him, reminding him that there is a work for him to do in the
Vinyard of the Lord, and calling upon him to do it, for with
reference to it were all these given, to fit him for it that so he
might bear fruit to the glory of God. And now, if all these
have failed to accomplish the object for which they were
appointed—if the sun shines, and the dews descend, in vain ;
if the care of the husbandmen is in vain—if the service of
the Lord is declined, and the work refused, merely because hs
has no heart for it—if church-membership is despised, and
God’s Covenant with him trampled under foot—then, what
remains butthat the covenant-breaker should be put without
the pale of the Church ?—what remains but that the rebellious
youth should be ejected from his Father’s house ?—what
remains but that the unprofitable servant should be discarded,
and made to exchange the best of Masters for the worst ?—

what remains but: the ee should no more
be permitted to cum] »uld be removed
from the Garden of t vilderness? And
that this should be d ’rodigal Son may
be taught, in the onl oy the necessities
of his condition, by t rdships of his lot,
in the far-off countr: rivileges he had

despised, and that v rongiugs: way ve excited within
to be admitted to vne comforts and the enjoyments, to the
ble service, the precious rewards, the blessed freedom
ather’s House ? -
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Is it not distinctly ‘declared in the New Testament that
“ every soul which will not hear that Prophet—the Lord Jesus
Christ—shall be destroyed from among the people”? And
does not the Baptized Youth, who will not fulfil his covenant-

obligations, refuse to hear that Prophet ? Is he not guilty of |
disobedience, and rebellion against the Lord Jesus Christ, the |]

King of the Church? And is not that Church commanded
to excommunicate him for this dreat sin? Can any law be

- more explicit, more binding, than this? And is the Church
herself free from guilt, if she hesitates to obey the mandate of
her King? Why, the Jewish child who was not circumecised,
was even, on account of that neglect of the Covenant, excom-
municated by God’s command.—Gen. 17: 14.

And the Jewish Child who was circumcised, was bound to
perform all the duties of Church-membership: “Every man
that is circumcised is a debtor to do the whole law.” In the
Jewish Church, the little one of eight days became a debtor
to keep the Covenant, and to do the whole law of God. And
God declared, that the soul that should “forbear to keep the
Passover, shall be cut off from among his people.”—Num. 9: 18.

Christ's early attendance upon the Passover, at the age of
twelve years, is noticed in the Gospels. At that age, Jewish
writers tell us, all persons were obliged to perform all the
duties of adult church-membership. If the circumcised Infans
was a debtor to do the whole law of Moses, why is not the

Baptized Infant a debtor to do the whole lawof Christ? And ||

as the former was bserve the Passover, and
to be qualified too y should: not the latter
be also expected Lord’s Supper, and to be
qualified too for it:

The Passover was uou avousnea, vus “fulfilled” in the Lord’s
Supper “I say unto you I will not any more eat thereof,
until it be fulfilled in the Kingdom of God”, or the New
Testament Church. If, then, the neglect of the Passover
punished by Excommunication, so toothe neglect of the
Supper, which is the “fulfillment” of the former rite,

°
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also be punished by Excommunication. ~If they who eat and
drink unworthily, eat and drink judgment to themselves, so
too will they who slight the Institution of the Lord, bring the
judgment of the Lortl upon themselves. The soul which will
not hear the Lord Jesus Christ, should be cut oﬁ' from among _
His people.

#'his is the plain teaching of the Word of God. And that
this cutting off is designed, not for the ruin, but for the
recovery from ruin, of the offender, is also its teaching,
-equally plain. When the youth of the €hurch have been
brought up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, and
been made duly sensible of their obligations, and of the
solemn sanction which guards them, the cases will be few
which call for ‘excision; and with regard to those few, the
presumption is that Excommunication will be made the means
of restoring the greater number, at least, to the fold of Christ,
rather than of driving them off forever. For is not Ghrist
present with His Church? And is not His presence a guar-
antee that if she strive faithfully to do her duty, she shall not
strive in vain ? '

‘6. We passon to consider another Objection, viz: “ The
~adoption of such a course in relation to our Baptized Youth—
‘subjecting them to discipline—would fill our Communion
“tables with worldlings and hypocrites. It is this which has
‘filled the Church of Scotland with Moderatism, and other'

churches with formalists.” '

The assertion made touching the Church of Scotland, is "

, and- cannot be, sustained by
urch shews that the reign of
iti-scriptural subjection of the
ch the patronage system arose,
.upon a people without their
1* Moderatism, therefore, is
b -of Scotland, and not in the
glect of the Duty, whose obser-
3

reh of Scotland.
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~vance we earnestly advocate, has unfortunately character-
ized the conduct of the Churches in time past, together with
a too general and great neglect in the training due to Baptized
Youth, no appeal, consequently, gan be made to the practice
of any, whereby to determine theﬁature of the results. The
tendency of the course we would adopt, it is said, would be to
fill the Church with hypocrites. This implies that the fear of
the censure involved in Excommunication, has so much
stronger an influence with a carnal, unbelieving heart, than
its own repugnance and settled hostility to €ospel Truth has,
as even to overcome a person’s sense of common honesty, and
lead him to enter the Church under false pretenses, although
“he has been made fully acquainted with the danger of doing
80, and although he is aware too, on the other hand, that
Excommunication from the Church does not affect his social
status in the community. This we do not believe. He will
be more apt to reason thus: ‘As this act of the Church does
not affect my position in society, as my character stands just
as fair as ever in the estimation of the world, and as I have
indeed no love to Christ and to His service, and therefore
cannot consistently espouse His cause, and as a hypocritical
profession would only make my guilt, and danger, and con-
demnation, and final deom, the more awful, so that it would
be even worse for me within the Church, than without it—

thevefore,. I consent to forfeit a spiritual birthright which I do -

not value, and to have my connexion with the Church dis-

solved. And as E tion does no. more than this,
and only places me esiastical Act, in that position
where I had previo ayself by my own voluntary

act, therefore the unurcn may excommunicate me, if it
pleases’.

Such is more likely: to be the reasoning of that smaller class,

who are not won to Christ by all the faithful nurture of ¢
Church—upon whom all her fostering care is lost—for
she has “laboured in vain, and spent her strength for

The tendency, then, of the course we urge, is not

/-
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Church with hypocrites "—albeit some such may, indeed, enter
it—even as it is the case now.
* If the course we advocate be a scriptural one, as we think it -
has been proved to be, then it is manifestly impossible that it *
|| should be followed by consequences injurious to the Church.
“To say otherwise, is jugt to say that her interests would suffer,
“weme she to observe the-rule which Christ has laid down for
her conduect, in His Word.

7. Another Objeotion made to our Doctrine, is, that it does
-mot recognize the sovereignty of Divine Grace. It is said that
“the Church, recognizing the sovereignty of Divine grace
both as to the time and manner of its bestowal, cannot under-
take to limit the probation of her Baptized Youth ; and say, at
-any one moment, now this matter of your conversion is to be
taken into your own hands, and wow the exhausted patience
-of the Church refuses any longer to indulge your procrastina-
.tion.” ’ :

But, in reply to this, we would ask, what right hasthe
tChurch to derive her rule of action from, or to frame her
course by, the Sovereignty of Divine Grace? God’s purposes
govern His conduct ; God’s commands govern our own. Obedi-
ence to His precepts, the observance of His ordinances, the
enforcement of His rules, furnish us with the only warrant for
expecting the bestowal of His Grace. The Holy Ghost is
indeed sovereign, and may act “when, where, and how He
pleases”, but yet He Himself has shut us up to those ordinances

He has chosen as the channe :h He, ordinarily,
communicates His influence; ful ebservance of
which entitles us to look for and the neglect of
which brings upon us His fro ; 80, we need only

ost laid down for the Church,
1 the New, her rule of action
bellious children? Has He
1 be cut off from among His
t Great Prophet Whom God
reat King Whom God has set
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over Zion? And are we not told, that this exclusion from
Christ’s fold is, though a painful, yet a necessary means,
designed and used for the recovery of the offender? When,
therefore, in the case of any, who have been brought up in the
nurture and admonition of the Lord; the evidence of disobe-
dience and rebellion is plain, what course remains for the
‘Church to pursue but to obey orders 2 And to excommunicage
such, with the hope that they may be prepared thereby to
receive the saving grace of God ? Does not the Holy Ghost
proportion His influences, as a general thing, to the fidelity
of the Church ? And is it not therefore evident, that the
probability of the conversion of the rebellious who are cast
out of the Chureh, is greater than the probability of the con-
version-of therebellious who are suffered to remain within the
Church, slighting her ordinances, and trampling under foot
their obligations ?

The objection we are considering, if it possesses force,
applies with equal weight against the practice of the O. T.
Chureh, as against what. we desire to see obtaining as the
practice of the New.

The Jewish Church was a body distinet from the Jewish
State, and had a government distinct from the government of
the State. The Jewish Ghild; at the age of 12 years, became
“ga gon of the commandment”, i. e. one bound to perform all
the duties of Church-membership. He was expected to be
morally, as well as legally clean; to be circumecised in heart as
well as circumcised in the flesh. And he was required at this
age to.observe the ordinance of the Passover ; and to be quali-
fied, spiritually, for its observance. But, for this, he was cer-
tainly dependent upon the sovereign grace of the Spirit. And
yet, if he refused to observe the Passover, he was, by God’s
command, excommunicated from Israel. Now,then, why not
object against this practice of the O. T. Church, that “recog-
| nizing the sovereignty of Divine Grace, both as to the f
and manner of its bestowal, she had no right to limit t
bation of her Circumcised youth; and say, at any one
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now this matter of your conversionis to be taken into your
own hands, and now the exhausted patience of the Church
refuses any longer to indulge your procrastination ”?

If the objection holds good against our Doctrine, it equally
holds good against both Doctrine and Practice of the O. T.
Church. But, “God’s thoughts are not as our thoughts, nor
His ways as our ways”. The practice of His Church was
vindicated by the concurrent operation of His Spirit, Whose
Covenant-faithfulness was, herein, signally displayed. Divine
Grace rendered effectual a Divine Ordinance. Practice cor-
responded with Doctrine, and God owned both. The Church
was not “filled with hypocrites”, by reason of pursuing this
course. It is true that all were not Israel who were of Israel.
And the same is deplorably true of the Church of God now.

Again. The objection we are considering, if valid, might
also be urged with force against the practice which abtains in
the Church now, of excommunicating a communicant who,
guilty of some scandalous offence, resists all the efforts which
the Church makes to bring him to repentance, disowns her
authority, and persists in his contumacious and rebellious
course. He is, indeed, bound to repent. But repentance,
apart from the sovereign grace of God, is impossible. Then,
why not remonstrate against exscinding him, after his refusal
to obey the second citation of the Session, or even the third,
the tourth, the sixth citation, were this the rule of the Church,
and urge an indefinite postponement of all decisive action, on
the ground that the ‘Church, recognizing the overeignty of
Divine Grace, both as to the tlmd manner of its bestowal,
dare not limit the Holy Ghost#& any given period, within
which His influences must be imparted ; nor say to the indi-
vidual at any one moment, now this matter of your repentance
is to be taken into your own hands, and now the exhausted
atience of the Church refuses any longer to indulge your
e crastination’ ?
ot this communicating member of the Church, equally
e non-communicating member, dependent upon the
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influences of the Spirit for his sincere repentance? ‘Then if,
for this reason, judicial process must not be instituted against
the latter, why should it be againstthe former? But if, on the
-other hand, *duty is not the less duty, in either case, because we
:need ‘the aid of the Spirit to enable us to do it, then why should
not the failure to perform it be followed by censure in the
‘latter case, as ‘well as in the former? If, in either case, obli-
gations violated incur guilt, notwithstanding the fact that we
-are dependent upon Divine Grace in order to fulfil them, then |
‘why should not guilt be followed by punishment in the one |
case, as well as in the-other? Shall the one class be subjected
‘to discipline, and the other class be exempt, simply because
‘the former have made a profession, which the latter, though
equally bound to do so, mever have made; or, in other
words, because the former have recognized pre-existing obli-
gations, which -the latter mever have dome? No such dis-
‘tinction ever received the Divine sanction. .Jehovah
ordained that -all covenant-breakers should be excluded from
His Church.—Genesis 17: 14; Numbers 9: 18. This fact was
constantly kept before the ancient Church, and doubtless
exerted a mighty influence for good over the minds of the |
people. The Jewish child was at an early age made acquainted |
with his position in Israel, and its accompanying obligations; |
was instructed as to the entire significance of the Passover, and
the spiritual qualifications demanded for that ordinance;*®
which the Law of the Church required him to possess in order
to the due observance of it at the age of 12, which was then
binding ; and which if he failed to keep, he forfeited his eccle-
siastical status, and was “ cut off from among his people.” And

#*¢The Passover did seal the same covenant of grace for the substance which is now
sealed by the Lord’s Supper.”’ ‘¢ Examination of the i , Tepentance and
confession were required in those that did eat the Passover.”” “What was the meap-
ing of the bitter herbs with which the Passover was commanded to be eaten? Were
not the people of God thereby taught the necessity of repentance in that very action?
Finally, read we not of the people’s preparing of their heart to seek God at the P
over, (2 Chron. 30: 19,) which as it could not be without repentance and examj
tion of their consciences, so Hezekiah mentioneth it as that without which th

le’s eating of the Passover could not have been in anywise accepted.— Gil

orks, Vol. 2, p. 50.
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doubtless this fact being ever present to his mind, viz: that he
was liable to Excommunication, if he did not at that age per-
sonally assume all his covenant-obligations, would have a
powerful influence in determining. him early to seek from God
that state of mind and heart, which would qualify him for
admission to the last sealing ordinance of his Church.

In like manner, the maintenance now of this ancient. Law
of the Church, which has never been repealed, would impress
upon the minds of our Baptized Youth such a sense of the
claims of Christ, that the great majority of them would be
led betimes to yield their hearts to the Saviour, and their lives
to His service. It would present a powerful check to that
proud spirit of independence which leads multitudes of them
now to despise the bonds of Religion, to trample upon their
covenant obligations with impunity, and to pursue without
restraint their downward career of heedlessness.and rebellion
to their eternal perdition. :

8. One more objection remains to be considered, viz: That
the course we recommend to the Church to pursue would not
be sustained by the moral sentiment of society. But, we
would ask, is it the sentiment of the community, or-is-it the |
‘Word of God, which is the Church’s standard,—her rule of
faith and practice? If the course we advocate be Scriptural,
nothing remains for the Church to do, but to adopt it. The
practicability of a duty is properly judged of, not by the appear-
ance it presents to the judgment of men, but by the command
of Christ. Whatever difficulties, dangers, or seeming impos-
sibilities attend the performance of His Command, are net ||
really difficulties, dangers, or impossibilities, but only tests of
JSaith. The path of duty is, after all, the path of ease and
safety. .

It is the office of the Church to ereate, direet and control
the sentiment of society on all subjects connected with the
ingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ. This she can do, and this
will do, when she is true to her Divine Head and King,
addresses herself to the faithful discharge of commanded ||
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duty. Whenever the sentiment of society is arrayed in
opposition to the Church when acting in obedience to her
Lord, that sentiment is anti-Christ, and emanates from the
kingdom of darkness which it, in turn, supports, and upon it
the Church is bound to make war, not with carnal, but with
spiritual weapons, not in the spirit of party zeal and bitter-
ness, but in the spirit of devotion to her Divine King, and of
love to the souls of men. What tho’, in order to rectify the
standard of society, and ultimately mould its sentiment, she
be called to encounter grievous opposition, to endure reproach,
persecution, to have her name cast out as evil, to suffer cruci-
fixion, to sacrifise ease, and comfort, and reputation? Is any
‘thing valuable ever gained without sacrifice? Is she not
called to this? Is she not the spouse of a crucified Husband ?
Is she not always to bear about the dying of the Lord Jesus,
and is she not always delivered unto death for Jesus’ sake,
that the life also of Jesus may be made manifest in her? If
Christ when lifted up on His cross draws all to Him, so must
the Church be lifted upon her cross, if she would draw men
to Him and to her. She must give up her life for the life of
the world. Except a corn of wheat fall into the ground, and
die, it abideth alone, but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit.
It has been well said, that “knowledge is power.” And
talent is power. And wealth is power. But more than all
these, sacrifice is power. The Cross has moulded society, and
controls the entire Providence of God. Let not the Church
then be ashamed of Christ. Let her not decline to follow
Him, bearing His cross. If she would reign with Jesus, she
must suffer with Jesus. She must drink of His cup, and be
baptized with His baptism, if she would sit at his right hand
in His kingdom above. Let her “stand up for Jesus.” The
Doctrine of Christ's Headship over the World, and the Doc-
trine of the Spirit, are the standing points of controversy in
our day. Let the Church maintain the Kingly office of b
Lord. Let her contend earnestly for the crown- rlgh
her exalted King. Let her enforce both by Doctrine a
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Discipline, the claims of Christ to the service of all her youth
who are in covenant with Him through membership in His
visible Church. Let those who bear rule in Christ’s House,
realize the solemn responsibilities of their position. They are
called—not to represent the opinions, the prejudices, the
wishes, the unbelief, the worldlymindedness either of society,
or of professors of religion—they are called to represent the rights
of Zion's King. Let them do this, and they will not be left
without the cheering tokens of His Presence, and His Power.
His Spirit and His Providence will vindicate their course
before the world, and crown their fidelity with success. The
opposition they encounter will finally be overcome, and the
sentiment of Society being now regenerated, and baptized
by the Holy Ghost, will pronounce its verdict of approval, in
accordance with the dictates of sound reason, and the Scrip-
tures of eternal truth. But if, on the other hand, they shrink
from the discharge of their duty, through unbelief, timidity,
the fear or favor of man, love of ease, love of reputation, love
of popularity, and so deny Christ, then by no doubtful proofs
willit appear that Christ has also denied them. Faith isloyalty,
honor, and power. Unbelief is treachery, cowardice, weak-
ness, and disgrace. The sentiment of Calvin isjust: “Whoever
desire either the abolition of all discipline, or ebstruct ita restora-
tion, whether they act from design or inadvertency, they certainly
promote the dissolution of the Church.” And the remark of
Owen is as true, as it is solemn, and deserves to be seriously
pondered : “If any Church be fallen into that state and con-
dition, wherein the Discipline appointed by Christ, cannot be
effectual unto its proper ends, CHRIST HATH FORSAKEN
THAT CHURCH.”

And now, let none suppose that because we advocate the
enforcement of an ancient law of the Church, we also advo-
cate any rash or precipitate measures for executing the

The first call of the Church evidently is, a call to dis-
her duty towards her children—a call to a constant, faith-
d, judicious, parentalstraiuing of them. To this ends
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besides the usual teachings of the Sunday School, let there be
in every church a special service for them, frequently occur-
ring, when, assembled with their parents, the Pastor shall
instruct both touching their mutual relations to the covenant,
and their respective obligations growing out of it. Let the
fact of their Church-membership be frequently brought to the
notice of the children. Let its precious privileges be discov-
ered to them. Let them be reminded of the claims of Christ
to their love and service. Let them be urged to seek from the
Spirit the qualifications they need for the fulfilment of all the
obligations, and the performance of all the duties, connected
with Church-membership. And let them be admonished that
the Church, as the representative of Christ’s rights and claims,
expects them sincerely to profess faith in Him, and obedience
to His commands. .

Let this special service for her youth occupy a high place in
the estimation of the Church, as one of very great importance.
Let it be regarded with a lively, affectionate interest by all
her members. Let it be accompanied with the fervent prayers
of the people of God. And let the children of the Church be
Jfrequently remembered in the prayers of the Church.

The officers of the Church have their duty also to discharge
towards their youth. Let those who have been constituted
by the Holy Ghost shepherds and bishops of soul, be careful
to exercise astrict and yet tender watch over the lambs of
Christ’s flock. This is their bounden duty. To this they are
called.. And therefore they have the right, and should exer-
cise it, to superintend parents, as well as children, and require
of them the faithful observance of their solemn vows. The
idea thatthis would be the assumption of unwarranted authority,
is simply absurd. The children of the Church are born within
the covenant, born church-members, and so born the property
of Christ and His Church. “Ye have borne them wnto Me”,
says He. His claims are pre-eminent; the parent’s subo
nate. Or rather, the Parent has no claims, no right
from Christ’s. Hence, the child, being from its birth
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perty of Christ is given up to Him in the ordinance of Baptism.
(which is its 7¢ght as well as its privilege, to withhold which
is sin) and so aknowledged to be His. Thus, the parent
acknowledges the right of Christ, and the right of the Chureh to
his child, and the consequent right of the child to the ordi-
nance, when he presents it for baptism. .And when the Church,
by her officers, administers to the child the sacrament of
baptism, she commits the child back to the parent to be by him
trained up as one of a chosen seed to serve the Lord. The
child is now the acknowledged property of Christ, and of His
Church. And the parent is a trustee for Christ and His
Church And his fidelity in fulfilling his solemn trust, is a
legitimate subject of inquiry, examination, injunction, and
demand, on the part of those who are the representatives of
the Master’s claims, the governors in His House. And so far
| is this from being any invasion of the parent’s rights, that, on
the contrary, Christ has made 1t one of his rights to expect and
require this official inspection of his conduct, as an incentive to the
discharge of an all-important duty. And the parent has just
cause for complaint, if the constituted guardians of the Church’s
interests fail to exercise a proper supervision over him as a
| Parent, as well as over his child. He, as well as the Church,
is concerned to have the authority of Christ over him and his,
made good. .For his interests, and the interests of his child,
are ingeparable from Christ’s rights. The former are promoted
only when the latter are enforced. For the parent to deny to
Ecclesiastical Rulers the right of supervision, is just to deny
Christ, to break the covenant, to act the part of a wicked
| rebel. To vindicate his course by representing such super-
vision as. “an invasion of Nature’s rights”, is just to babble in
the dialect of Infidels, who always oppose “ Nature” to Nature's
God. Such a Parent, the Session has the right to admonish,
rebuke, suspend, or_ excommunicate, as his case may require.
they fail to exercise their just authority, then they are
false witnesses for Christ, and have become partakers of
en’s sing, and the Master whom they have dishonored
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and denied, will, in due time, deal with them accordingly. If,
in this age of dastardly cowardice on the part of Church-rulers,
and bold defiance of authority on the part of church-members,
the plea be made, that such is the state of this, that, or the
other Church, that Discipline cannot be enforced, then, the
solemn remark which Owen makes, has been verified—* Christ
hath forsaken that Church.” ) :
It is the duty also of Church-officers to exercise a watch,
judicious and faithful, over the Children of the Covenant,
directly, as well as through the medium of their parents. They
should, in their official capacity, counsel and admonish them,
whenever their conduct requires it. Every right-minded
parent will welcome their co-operation as a valuable assist-
ance in performing a difficult and responsible work, and in
securing a glorious end, the salvation of his children.* Let
the parent gladly avail himself of every means of grace
appointed by Christ for their benefit. If a youth proves
refractory, and parental admonition hasno effect, then let an
Elder of the Churc. . ¢ sent for, who, by faithfnl counsel and

admonition, accomp:
the offending youth
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be suited to the age, the character, the feelings, the understand.-
ing, the state of the youth; everything like unnecessary
severity, or harshness, being sacredly avoided. Let the mind
of the youth be impressed with the truth, that this censure is a
religious ordinance, administered in the name of the Lord Jesus
Christ : so that it carries with it the authority, not of men,
but of God. Let all their proceedings be marked with such
solemnity, affection, tenderness, asto shew that they are acting
under a deep sense of their responsibility to the Head of the
Church. And let all that is done, whether by parent, elder, or
pastor, be done ¢n faith, without which no service can find
acceptance with God. Christ has engaged to own the pious
efforts of Parents and Church-officers, and therefore respect
should be had, in all that they do, to His promise. Let such
a course be faithfully pursued, and, in the great majority of
instances it will be crowned with success. The Church would
have the blessed satisfaction of seeing the greater number of
her wayward, offending, rebellious youth, recovered, by this
judicious procedure, from the errorof their ways, and repay-
ing, in after years, her vigilant supervision. and faithful, loving
care, by lives of Christian consistency, stability, usefulness,
and devetion to the interests of the Redecmer's Kingdom.

But, if in the.case of any e ’ir:er youth, her oversight has
_proved in vain »ad all the msans she uses to lead them to
w~umply with ‘covenant-obligations have utterly failed, and

these obligations are deliberately, waatonly, wilfully trampled
upon, then she is called of Christ $o t¢iuinate their Church-
membership by Excommunicatien. Accordinglv. let.some
suitable age, after they have reached the years of discretion—
the age of Twenty;Om, for example—be selected, which shall
terminate. the connection of these apostates with thic Church.

At ;@Wfﬁe'respombmm of citizenship are theirs,

A
T a—

et all the responsibilities of Church-me:nbership
€ ot proviously assumed. This would be a suita-
and no charge of hastiness or rashness could justly be
inst the Church for her decisive action then, for long
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before that period arrives, if her youth have recetved that train-
tng which is their due, the great majority of them will have
determined either to “ hear”, or to ““refuse to hear”, that Great
Prophet Whom God hath raised up; and the most of these
will have been led to a cordial submission to the Lord Jesus
Christ, and a faithful observance of all His ordinances.

And should there be any who, at the age of Twenty-One, de
not as yet profess faith in Christ and obedience to His com-
mands, but who are found upon inquiry to be seriously con-
sidering their covenant-obligations, and seeking from God
those spiritual qualifications which His ordinances and service
demand; in the case of such, the Session would of course
forbear all action, and in every way seek to encourage them,
even as they do in the case of those doubting Christians who
from conscientious scruples, abstain for a time from the Com-
munion-Table. Under such circumstances, and as long as they
continued, the Rule of the Church would not be enforced.
But it is certainly no reason why a Rule should not exist, and
the Church be deprived of the advantages resulting from it,
simply because there may be exceptional cases. Let this
Ancient Law of the Church, which has never been repealed,
be again enforced, and its beneficial influence will be felt
throughout the Kingdom of ti® Lord. The claims of Christ
upon our Baptized Youth will be regarded“‘ﬁ)’y the Church as
possessing a significance and a reality, not fully credite
before. She herself will be aroused to the necessity of a
faithful performance of her covenanted engagements in relation
to her children, and of a more constant, diligent, earnest,
prayerful use of all the means appointed for their conversion.
And they too will be led to look upon théir,relations to Christ
and to His Church in a light never beheld before. The fatal
spirit of indifference and procrastination, wki ~is the
ruin of multitudes, will then receive an effectu ec
necessity of confronting their obligations will pus
that seductive indecision, by which hundreds of the y
the Church are now lost. They will be led to banish

P
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unconcern, and to seek earnestly from God the gift of His
Spirit; Who restores the soul to its normal state, and fits it-to
fulfil those obligations, which grounded in its' moral nature
are ineradicable, and will continue to bind for eternity, in
heaven and in hell. Thus, the very existence of such a Law
in the Church will, in the case of the great majority of her
youth, obviate the necessity of its enforcement, and, under
God, prove the means of saving multitudes who are now lost.

A salutary change, then, will be effected in the state of the
Church. Instead of ignoring her obligations to her youth, as
is the case now to a great extent, she will recognize her respon-
sibilities fully, afford them that nurture which is their due,
and exercise over them, and over their parents, a supervision
and coptrol which would not be nominal, but real, and which
would be sustained by the approval of her Head, the influences
of His Spirit, and the co-operation of His Providence.

Under such a system,. the youth of the Church would, in
general, long before the age of Twenty-One was reached,
occupy a decided position; and determine their relations to.
Christ and His Church,—of allegiance, on the part of the
most; of hostility on the part of a few.

With regard to the latter, let the Church reprobate their:
apostacy, and dissolve their connection with her by Excom-
munication. Their guilt is- open, their crime avowed, and
therefore no trial is required. All that is called for is to pro-
nounce sentence against them.. Let this be done. The Church
has nothing to fear when in the discharge of her duty. It is
true that some Christians taking counsel of their fears rather
than of their faith, may be alarmed, and predict nothing but.
evil from such measures. But, the word of the Lord—that shall
stand. Christ is with His Church. He is her shield and
| strong defence. He will never leave her without the tokens
of His presence and favor, when undertaking to sustain His
gauthority and to.execute Hislaws. All hearts are in His
gds. If, after all due training given, and the use of the
inted means, any of the children of the Church refuse to
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obey their King, the Church must refuse to acknowledge them
any longer as her’s. She must disown them. With a heart
bleeding from the stroke she inflicts, she must disown them,
saying, in the words of Him Whose claims she represents,
and Whose feelings she shares—“I have nourished and
brought up children, but they have rebelled against me”—
“How often would I have gathered you together, as a hen
doth gather her brood under her wings, but ye would not /"




APPENDIX.

The April No. of the Southern Presbyterian Review,
recently received, contains a second article in defence of the
“ Revised Book of Discipline ”. Our limits allow us only the
briefest notice of the reasons presented in ii, shewing why
Baptized Youth are not amenable to Discipline, to the same
extent as Professors are. :

It is said that the two classes are not equally related to the
idea of the Church—that the class of professors pertains to
its essence, whilst that of non-professors is an accidental
result of the mode of organization—for there can be no
Church at all where there is no professed subjection to the
authority of Christ, but there may be a Church, and in the
Millennium there perhaps will be a Church, in which all are
saints—and hence Discipline, to the same extent, is not
equally applicable to both classes.

But though it is true that there can be a Church in which
there are none but Professors, it is equally true that such a
Church does but imperfectly represent *“the Visible Church
which consists of those who profess the religion of Christ,
and submit to His laws, together with their children”. A com-
munity of single individuals would still be a community, (as
long as it lasted!) but such a community would not be
selected as & representative of society. The membership of
children is essential to the completeness of the idea of the
Visible Church. And in the Millennium, doubtless, the same
elements will be found in the Church, as now, Professors and
their children. The two classes are equally relgted to the
Covenant of the Visible Church. Children are just as much
in Covenant with God, as their parents are. They are not

church-members simply because they are descended from
garofessing parents, for this, of itself, could never have given
the right to citizenship in the commonwealth of Christ,
ey are church-membeli% ;Jeca.use God has made his Cove-
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nant with them, as well as with their parents. Wherever they
are found, they are componentelements of the Visible Church.
If they are not essential to the Church, this is not because
they are “non-professing,” but because they are non-existing.
That is, there may be a Church consisting of professors only,
in which there are no children, but there cannot be a Church
in which there are children, that shall consist of professors
only. The children of Baptist parents are none the less mem-
bers of the Church, equally with their parents, because their
membership is not recognized. God has put them in the
Church, and God only can put them out. Children that are
in covenant with God, whether professors or not, are members
of the Church. All the duties, all the responsibilities of
church-membership are theirs. All the education they need,
is due to them. If this be given, and after they have attained
to manhood any of them still resist their obligations and
refuse to yield obedience to Christ, then they have broken
covenant with God, and the Church should disown them,

‘We reach the same conclusion, if from the stand-point of
the Reformers we look upon the Church as “the whole body
of the elect considered as united to Christ their Head”. Why
are any infants found in the Church? Had there been no
Covenant made with them, we could not have said whether
there was a presumption for, or against, their election. But
God has made a Covenant with them, and so has brought them
into His Church. And hence, say the Reformed Divines, the
presumption is that they are of the number of the elect, and
are to be so regarded, and so treated, until they give indubi-
table evidence to the contrary. When they have come to
years of discretion, and, in the case of any, all the faithful
labors of the Church to lead them to acknowledge théir obli-
gations have proved unavailing, and they do not profess faith
in Christ, love to Him and His ordinances, and subjection to
His laws, and so destroy the presumption of their election, the
are accordingly to be judged as not belonging to the bod.
the elect, and therefore their proper place is witho
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church, (which is “the whole body of the elect considered as
united to Christ their Head,”) and not within it. Their con-
nection then with the Church should terminate; for the evi-
dences of election are plainly wanting. And it should termi-
nate vn that way which the case demands. This is the dictate
of justice, and of common sense. If the lack of those moral
virtues or christian graces, which are the evidences of election,
be simply their mesfortune, then, of course, their connection
with the church should terminate without censure, by a
withdrawal simply. But if the lack of those qualities be a
,crtme (and in their circumstances it is a great crime) then their
church-membership should terminate by Excommunication,
which not only dissolves the connection, but also passes a
deserved censure upon their wicked apostasy. ¢ Holiness to
the Lord has been written upon their foreheads, and when they
forget the obligations it implies; and walk in the light of their
own eyes, and after the imaginations of their own hearts, they
as much despise the covenanted claims of God, as if they had
given themselves to His service by their own free act. They
have been made vessels of the sanctuary ; and in surrendering
their being to secular ends, they are guilty of the same species
of sin, which he commits who defiles the temple of the Lord.” *
It is just therefore that the church should disown them.
Once more upon this point. If the argument we have been
considering be a sound one, viz: ‘That the two classes of
which the Church consists are not equally related to the idea
of the Church; and therefore Discipline is not equally appli-
cable to both, to the same extent”, then it condemns as unjust
the regulations of the O. T. Church in regard to her youth.
The Jewish Church consisted of two classes, professors and
non-professors; but if the Jewish Child did not at a certain
age make a profession of religion, and observe the ordinance
of the Passover, he was excommunicated. Why not object
hen, that the excision of the unconverted, rebellious Jewish
uth was unnatural, unreasonable and absurd? There can

. Thornwell’s ¢‘Discourses on Truth.”’
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be no reply to this, except by affiming that the Jewish Church
was not absolutely a Spiritual Church, and that spiritual quali-
fications were - not required of those who would observe the
ordinance of the Passover; to affirm which is to affirm some-
thing that contradicts the direct teachings of Scripture. The
Jewish Church was a true Church. Christ was its Head, and
the enlightening, guiding, sanctifying influences of the Holy
Spirit were given to her, though not in the same liberal, abund-
ant measure, which is now enjoyed by the N. T. Church.
Shall it be that because the influences of the Spirit are given
in larger measure to the Church now, than formerly, there-
fore greater liberty is accorded to her youth now, than formerly,
to resist their obligations? If the regulations of the Church
in regard to the discipline of her youth have been altered, then
let this be shewn, and let the Church of Christ be permitted
to see her “ Revised Book of Discipline”, subscribed with a
“Thus saith the Lord”. The Jewish Youth who broke cove-
nant with God by forbearing to observe sealing ordinances,
was disciplined, not by an indefinite suspension, not by an
exclusion from the Passover, but by Excommunication. Let
it be shewn that the Church now is at liberty to proceed
differently against her apostate youth, and to enact that no
further discipline is called for in their case, than a discipline
to which they have been accustomed all their lives—exclusion
from the Lord’s Table—albeit, some of them have broken
over all bounds of morality and decency, have forsaken the
sanctuary and its ordinances, become outlaws, scoffers, infidels,
drunkards, and whoremongers.

‘We passon to notice, briefly, other objections made to our
Doctrine. It is said that these apostates cannot be subjected
to judicial prosecution, because that mode of discipline
requires that particular offences mustbe specified, and certain
actions singled out ; whereas the whole state of non-professing
members is unsound, and their whole life a continued sing
But, we reply, no judicial prosecution is called for, no tri
| needed. Such cases come under the category of “cases wit.
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process”. Their guilt is open, their crime acknowledged,
avowed by their very position, and by their own confession.
They are covenant-breakers, and all that is required is to sever
their forfeited connection with the Church.

Another objection is this: That if the excommunicated
non-professor were subsequently to return, and profess peni-
tence and faith, he must needs be re-baptized. But this no
more follows, than that the excommunicated professor should
be re-baptized upon his restoration. The one is not necessary
and is never done—why should the other be ?.

Lastly. Itis said that our Doctrine is not sustained by the
judgment of the Reformed Church.

Even if this were so, still as we have made our appeal to
the Scriptures, and profess to find our doctrine there, we demand
to be confuted out of the Scriptures, and not out of the
writings of fallible men, however eminent they may be. But
18 1t so, that the Theologians of the Reformation are against
us? The distinguished writer in the S. P. Review, whose
positions we have been examining, claims that the principle
| of the New Book of Discipline “ has received the consent of
the whole Reformed Church, and been either directly or
indirectly maintained by its ablest Theologians .

He adds however, “in pleading the consent of the Reformed
Church, we do not mean to assert that the proposition for
‘which we contend is found, tobidem verbis, in any of the
symbols of its faith or discipline. In an earnest age, and
among a people who had been trained to regard attention to
the eternal rites of religion as the mark by which they were
distinguished from Heathens, Turks, and Jews, it is probable
that very few reached the years of discretion without making
a public profession of their faith by coming to the Lord’s
Table”.

If this were 8o, then it is evident that the subject we are
jscussing, and which the Holy Ghost has brought before the
grch, in our day, for investigation and determination—‘the

0

on of baptized children to the Church”—would natur-
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ally receive but little attention from the Theologians of the
Reformation, generally. So far as we have had opportunity
for examining into their writings, we find but little expres-
sion of opinion on this point. Calvin, Zanchius, Turrettine,
Witsius, Mastricht, and others, speak of the duty of the
Church to her Baptized Children, but do not tell us what
course should be pursued towards them, when they have
ceased to be children, have come to years of maturity, and
yet disown the covenant which God has made with them, are
guilty of apostasy, and not unfrequently of flagitious, scandal-
ous practices, besides.

Neither do the writings of Dr. Owen afford us, after a care-
ful search, any satisfaction upon thispoint. In his treatise on
the “True Nature of a Gospel Church”, and in other tracts,
he speaks of that “due watch over them, and instruction of
them” which the Church is bound ta give. But nowhere,
that we can discover, does he discuss the question, ‘Whether
the youth of the Church, after they have come to years of
maturity, and have passed from under parental control, are liable
to excommunication, if they disown that covenant within
which they drew their first breath?’

He speaks of ‘believers’and ‘professors’ as the only proper
subjects of discipline, not as opposed to the baptized youth of
the Church, but as opposed to them that are without, over whom
the Church has no control.

Pictet, likewise, does not in his “Theology” touch this
subject. “The objects of excommunication, says he, must be
men, not beasts; the living, not the dead; the professors of
Christianity, not heathens or aliens”. ‘The children of the
Church are certainly not to be classed with keathens or aliens;
and yet he does not inform us whether he counts them amongst
‘the professors of Christianity '—according to that saying of
Ursinus, “To be baptized is to make a profession.”

And now turning away from all uncertain, ambiguous
authorities, we adduce the testimony, clear and unmistaka
of some of the most eminent lights which illumined the Ch
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of God in former days. The first witness we shall cite, is one
of the most learned and accomplished of the Theologians of
the Reformation, and one of the most formidable antagonists
which Rome ever encountered, Martin Chemnitz. “In learn-
ing there were few equal to him. There was scarcely a theo-
logical controversy in which his counsel was not asked.
Romanists themselves acknowledged that no one since the
death of Luther assailed their system so fundamentally as
Chemnitz.” ¢

His treatise “De Baptismo” contains these memorable words :
“Tt is not to be left free to the choice of those who have been
baptized in infancy, when they come to be adult, whether or
no they will have that confirmed which was done in their
baptism ; as though the covenant of grace, and testament of
peace, which is offered and sealed up to little children in bap-
tism, should then first begin to be established, when the con-
sent of their will, when adult, is added thereunto; for from
this wicked foundation the Anabaptists simply have taken
away and condemned Padobaptism ; but such baptized little
ones are to be admonished, as they grow up, whata covenant
of grace and testament of peace it is, which God hath entered
into with them in baptism, and by what promise of gratitude
they have likewise obliged themselves unto obedience to God,
with the renouncing of the devil. And they are seriously to
be exhorted that they render thanks unto God for that won-
derful great benefit, that they abide inthat covenant of peace,
and endeavor to fulfil that obligation, by mortifying sin, and
setting upon newness of life, and that they do this freely and
sincerely; or if they shall, through unthankfulness, depart
from that covenant and engagement, that then they repent,
and returnto the covenant, and subject themselves again to
that stipulated obedience But as for them that shall do other-
wise, the most severe comminations of the wrath and indigna-
tion of God are to be heaped up and set before them, unto
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Here then is the voice of one eminent Reformer! The next
‘witness we shall cite is that famous old Puritan, Zhomas
Shepard, who died in 1649. He has been characterized as “ an
Augustine in disputation, a Chrysostom in the pulpit, and a
Timothy in his family, and in the Church.” President
Edwards acknowledges his obligations to Shepard for some of
the profoundest thoughts contained in his “ Treatise on the
Religious Affections”. This eminent Minister addressed a
letter to a friend Setting forth his views of “the relation of
baptized children to the Church ”, which is justly regarded as
one of the very ablest of the many dissertations upon the
‘Church-membership of Children, which came from the pens
of the great Divines of New England in her palmiest days.
The following extracts deserve to be seriously pondered:
“@God was as holy and as exactly requiring holiness from the
Jewish Church as well as from Christian Churches: now do
you think that the covenant which then wrapped up the Jews’
children into Church-membership was a highway of profane-
ness and unholiness in the members thereof, and of defiling
and polluting God’s Church ? or wasit a way and means of
holiness, and to keep them from being profane? To affirm
the first is something blasphemous and very false, for it is
expressly said (Jer. 13: 11.) that ““ as the girdle cleaveth to the
loins of a man, so he caused the whole house of Israel (not
grown men only) to cleave to Him, that they might be to Him
a people (which was by covenant) and for a name, for a praise,
and fora glory”. God’s name, glory, praise, was the end, and
the covenant was the means hereunto ; and therefore it was no
way or means of unholiness in that Church ; but if you say it
was a means of holiness, why then should we fear the pollu-
ting of churches by the same covenant, which we have proved
wraps in our seed also? Indeed they did prove universally
profane in the Jewish Church; so they may in ours; but shall
man’s wickedness in abusing God’s grace, and forsaking his
covenant, tie the hands or heart of God’s free grace from ta
ing such into covenant ?
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‘What though some did not believe? Shall their unbelief
make the faith of God of noneeffect. God forbid.” '

He answers the following objection: “If children be mem-
bers, then they must come to the Lord’s Supper; for you
know no difference between member and member in point of
privilege, unless they be under some sin”. “Yes, verily,
there is a plain difference between member and member
(though professing believers) in point of privilege, though
they lie under no sin; for a man may speak and prophesy in
the Church, not women. A company of men may make a
Church, and so receive in and cast out of the Church, but not
women, though professing saints. A child may receivea
promise aforehand of a rich estate given him, and this promise
sealed up to him, his father receiving it for him; but it is not
fit he should be put to the actual improvement and fruition
of that estate until he is grown up, understands himself, and
knows how to do it: so it is here, &c.”

“But youreply, If so, then they are of the Church when
they are grown up, and profane until they are cast out; and
to take in profaneis sinful. Answer. It is very true; for it’
i herein just as it is in admitting professing believers; they
may prove profane, and continue so in church-membership
until they are cast out; but is this therefore any ground to
keep out those who are personally holy by their own profession ?
No, verily ; why then should such as are parentally and fede-
rally holy be kept out from church-membership because they
may prove profane, and being profane must remain members
till they be cast out.”” * As for that which you last say, that
they may refuse their parents’ covenant at age as well asown
it, and so may members go out at pleasure, which is disorder,
I answer, that the like may be said of such members as come
in by personal profession, for they may renounce their own
covenant with God and the Church: one may do so, and so
may twenty; yet though this be wickedness and disorder yet
ﬁ church may proceed against them, and so it may against

r children, who are bound to own the covenant made with God,
(10)
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and of Glod with them vn their parents, as well as any church-mem-
bers are to own their own covenant by their own personal
profession. What disorder, therefore, will come in as you
conceive this way, will come in by your own way, and what

. course you should take to heal the one, by the same you may heal
the other.”

“You think that if men only grown up and able to profess
faith should be of the Church, then all things would be more
clear about children. Truly, I believe the quite contrary,

. upon the grounds before laid down ; for, 1. Hereby pollution
of the Church shall not be avoided, but rather introduced, to
excludg children from a holy-making covenant, as we have
proved. 2. Hereby that good and benefit of their covenant
should be lost (not gained) by excluding them out of cove-

nant until they can personally profess and make use of the
covenant. The wisdom of man furthers not the righteousness
of God.”

The Preface to this able Letter was written by the son of
the Author, himself a distinguished Minister, Rev. Thomas
‘Shepard. The following weighty remarks, found in it, are
well worthy of a careful perusal; ‘That thereis no cessation
of the membership of a person in this or that particular
Church, unless it be by means of a church act intervening,
isa truth of no small importance. And therefore, as for that
notion which doth obtain with some, that in particular
churches of Christ walking in the order of the gospel, there |
are such as become ecclesiastically felones de se; that is, such
church-members, who, by their scandalous sin, do become"
their own executioners ecclesiastically, cutting themselves off
from the Church, so as that they thereby become actually non-
members, and that the Church hath no more power over them,
either ecclesiastically to admonish them, or excommunicate
them; this seems unto me to be but a human invention, and
not of divine institution; yea, in truth, destructive to the order
of the gospel. And therefore to apply it (as to members in full |
communion, so) to these children of the Church whom we mwsz!
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of, is mot of God: 1. Because it is unscriptural. In matters
of God’s worship a negative argument is conclusive; if 'thdt
which is asserted be not contained in the Scripture expressly,
or by due consequence therefrom, it is to be rejected. To the
law and to the testimony. 2. Scripture example leads us to
what is contrary to this felony spoken of; witness under the
Old Testament, Ishmael’s being cast out by Abraham, who
was the chief officer in that family Church, &c”.

‘With regard to the excommunication of the apostate chil-
dren of the Church, he observes: “This is not a principle of
innovation and apostasy. [Instanceshereof see in the preface
to the act of the Synod held at Boston, 1662, touching bap-
tism and consociation of churches] but asit was the judgment
of the author of this following letter, (as is therein to be seen,
and to manifest which was one special end of the printing
thereof) so was it the light which others have held forth, who
in their time were stars not of the smallest magnitude, whom
we have here seen shining with him at Christ's right hand,
but are now set, and shining with that Sun of Righteousness
in another world ”.* R

An able Article contained in the 3rd vol. of the ¢ Literary
and Theological Review ”, furnishes the proof that Shepard
“was sustained in his positions by the opinions of the wisest
and best of our earlier divines; as appears from a very rare
pamphlet entitled * The First Principles of New England, con-
cerning the subject of Baptism and Communion of Churches’,
collected chiefly from the original manuscripts of the first
postors of the New England Churches, by Increase Mather,
in 1671. ‘This pamphlet contains the testimony of Cotton,
Hooker, Stone, Mather of Dorchester, Norton, Rogers, Shepard,
Partrick, Smith, Prudden, and several others—* Chief
Fathers”, as Mather calls them—and they are unanimous in
the opinion that baptized children are truly members of the
Church, and ought to be so received and treated.

The following is from a letter written by Nathaniel Rogers

ok Shepard’s Works, Vol. 3.
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of Ipswich, in 1652: “To the question concerning the chil-
dren of church-members, I have nothing to oppose, and I
wonder any should deny them to be members ; they are mem-
bers in censu ecclesiastico. God so calls them ; the Church is so
to account them: and when they are adulte atatis, though
they have done no personal act, yet are to be judged members
still, until after due calling upon, they shall refuse or mneglect
to acknowledge and own the covenant of their parents, and
profess their belief of, and subjection to, the contents thereof;
which if they shall deny, the Church may cashier or disown
them. Now for practice, I confess, I account it a great fault,
that we have made no more real distinction between these and
others, that they have been no more attended as lambs of
Christ’s flock ; and whether it be not the cause of the corrup-
tion and woful defection of our youth, disquirs permitivmus”.

The following observations of Increase Mather will repay
the reader for his careful perusal:

“ Baptized persons are under the discipline and government
of the Church. 'When a person is baptized he is solemnly
admitfed into Christ’s school; can any one be admitted into
Christ's school, and yet not subject to the order and discipline
of thatschool? Again, baptism is the livery which of right
appertaineth to Christ’s household servants; surely, if a person
accept of that livery, he doth thereby submit himself to the
laws and government of Christ, which is exercised in Christ's
family here on earth. Therefore the persons in question being
baptized, may not plead exemption from discipline.

That discipline and government which Christ hath appointed
in his Church, hath been exercised towards children accord-
ing to their capacity, in all ages of the world. So it was when
the Church was domestical; and after the Church became
national. Now inasmuch as to be under the wing of Christ’s
government in his Church, is a very high privilege, he that
shall affirm that although the children of the Jews were
tnvested with this privilege, yet that the children of Christians
are divested thereof, had need to have strong reasons to provep
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his assertion, and must show us the repeal from Scripture, or we
cannot believe him. Besides, if due enquiry be made into
the catholic practice of the New Testament Church, it will be
found that such persons as we are speaking of have ever been
looked upon as within the verge of the Church’s power and
discipline. They that have any acquaintance with the
customs of the Church in the ages following the Apostles,
know that in those times there were three sorts of persons
under the churches' inspection. 1. Catechimeni, i. e.those
who were only instructed in the mysteries of the Christian.
2. Baptizati, persons baptized, but not admitted to higher
privileges. 8. Perfecti, or confirmed ones, i. e. such as were
admitted to all church privileges. So then, the Christian
Church of old, did discipline such children as our question is
about, although not presently admitted to the Lord’s Supper.

Furthermore, since the anti-Christian apostasy, the Reformed
Church hath ever owned this truth. As for those pure churches,
which for a long time flourished in Bohemia, Commenius testi-
fyeth concerning them, that even children as well as others,
were under discipline. Thus also it was in that gathered
church which was in London in the days of Edward the Sixth,
as their famous pastor, Johannes Alasco hath declared. And
in one word, in Reformed Churches generally, yea, even in
those of the separation, witness Mr. Robinson in his appendix
to Mr. Perkins' catechism ; and the churches in Plymouth
colony, at this day extend discipline towards their children,
and dismiss them also to other churches, although they were
never in full communion with any church. Now it is a say-
ing of above a thousand years old, that that which the univer-
sal church hold, and hath in all ages been practiced, is to be
esteemed as apostolical. But this extending of discipline to
the Children of the Church, which we plead for, hath been the
catholic practice of the churches of Christ, in all places, and
in all ages, whichisa great argument to prove that it hath the
stamp of Jus divinum. upon it. And although some now with
us are apt to_conceive that only parents, and not their chil-
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dren, are given to the elders and brethren of the Church, yet
the affirmative of this question was so clear in former times
amongst us, that children in their catechism were taught thus
to believe. Mr. Cotton, in his “ Milk for Babes,” hath again
and again expressed this.

Piscipline is our great interest, which we are engaged to
assert and plead for. This is the cause of Godin New England
in a special manner. We are the children of the good old
non-conformists ; now what was it that they did suffer so much
for, but that they and their children also might be brought
under that discipline and government, which Christ hath
appointed in His Church? But if the Church hath nothing |
todo with such, these confessors have suffered many things
in vain. Have we for our children’s sake left a dear and
pleasant land, and ventured our lives upon the great waters,
and encountered the difficulties and miseries of a wilderness,
and doth it at last come to this that they have no more advan-
tage as to any church care about them, than the Indians and
infidels amongst whom we live? When Pharaoh would
suffer the children of Israel themselves to serve the Lord in
the wilderness, but their lttle ones must not go with them,
we know what spirit acted him. We may aver that they who
will not suffer the children of Christ’s people to come under
His government, are not, in that matter, acted by his Spirit.

The neglect of discipline toward the ¢hildren in question,
hath been the woful cause of much evil amongst us ‘There
are many sad complaints against the rising generation, and too
much cause for them, but how much sadder would it be if they
whe make such eomplaints should be any way with the guilt
of these miscarriages, by -withholding from this generation
that which is, by -the Lord’s appointment, the means of
restraint and recovery out of this evil. This very-neglect
hath brought a -wownd upon those churches which—except
the Lord be exceeding merciful—is now become immedicable
and incurable. Hinc prima mali labes; children have been
let alone so long, and are become so numerous, and many of
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them such Belialists, that it has now become a difficulty, and
almost an impossibility, to bring them under the yoke of
Christ.” -

“Tt is a zealousand diligent attendance to discipline accord-
ing to the rules of Christ, and not curtailing the covenant,
that will keep churches pure. There are two ways practised
by men in order to keep churches pure, the one is Auman, the
other divine. The human way s to straiten the grace of the
Lord’s covenant ; the divine way 1s faithfully to attend to disci-
pline.

Now it will be found in the issue, that the divine way only
is that which will attain the end; experience doth testify that
churches have been pure or impure according as discipline
hath flourished or been neglected by them. Look abroad the
world upon the corrupted, collapsed churches thatare in many
places, and we shall see that they have little more than a car-
cass of discipline among them, without the life and power of
it, which is the true and great reason of their corruption.”

We append the following remarks of the Rev. Dr. Albro of
Cambridge, Mass., the author of the able articlein the Review
from which these extracts have been taken:

“In the Jewish Church, those circumcised children, who
did'mot at a proper age perform their appropriate duties,
God commanded—after all'necessary means had been used to
bring them to obedience—should be cut off from His people,
and reckoned among the uncircumcised who were aliens from
the commonwealth of Israel. We ought to carry out this
principle in the treatment of children of the Church. By
stopping short of this, we lose, in a great measure, the benefits
of the initiatory ordinance, which we so zealously maintain.
‘We render it of none effect ; we expose it to contempt; and
while the children see themselves cast out and disowned,
without any previous effort of the Church to reclaim and to
sanctify them, they will be led to despise their baptism, and
their covenant, and many become hopelessly hardened in
unbelief and sin. These children upon whom we have sol-

—
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emnly placed the seal of God’s covenant, and at the same time
have refused to recognize as belonging to the household of
faith, have ground of heavy complaint against us. Truly are
they coldly disowned as if they, like the heathen, were
strangers to the covenants of promise? If the seal of
the kingdom of heaven is upon them, why are they
denied the privilege of that guardianship which belongs
to sons in their minority ? If they rebel, let them be brought
to repentance and obedience, by the holy discipline of the
Church, or cut off by the sentence of excommunication; but
why are they thrust out privily from their Father’s House,
without even an effort to ascertain whether they will
comply with their covenant engagements or not? If they
wander, why does not the pastor, like the good shepherd,
go out into the wilderness after them, and bring them
back rejoicing, rather than suffer them to perish for lack
of vision. They have cause of complaint. And the Great
Shepherd who took the lambs in His arms, will, we have
reason to fear, apply to us that terrible sentence which was
once passed upon the Jewish Church and its pastors, ‘“Ye
feed not the flock. The diseased have ye not strengthened,
neither have ye healed that which was sick, neither have ye
bound up that which was broken, neither have ye brought
again that which was driven away, neither have ye sought
that which was lost. And they were scattered because there
was no shepherd, and they became meat for all the beasts of
the field. My sheep wandered through all the mountains, yea
my flock was scattered upon all the face of the earth, and
none did search or did seek after them."”

We add next the testimony of one of the brightest lights
with which the Church of God was ever blessed. We refer
to Dr. Jno. M. Mason.

“The church is to inspect the conduct of her youth. I do
not mean that she is to encourage hawkers of scandal, nor to
entertain legions of spies, for their benefit. Not that she is
to put on that dismal visage which petrifies the juvenile
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heart ; nor to indulge that morose inquisition which arraigns,
as a crime, every burst of juvenile cheerfulness. It isasmuch
a part of God's natural constitution that youth should be
sprightly, as that age should be grave. To reduce to one size,
and one quality, all the decencies of life in all its periods, is
the attribute of zeal which never discriminates, of severity
which never learns, or of Pharisaism, which finds a righteous-
ness in reprobating enjoyments which it cannot share.

But, after every proper allowance and precaution, there is
left a large field. of juvenile conduct for the eye of the church
to explore. Both in affirming the principles of rectitude, and
in resisting the principles of evil, she may and she ought to
do much for her youth.

If a child be exemplary in filial or fraternal affection ; pure
in behaviour among others; diligent in learning the precious
truths of revelation; reverential towards the ordinances of
public and private worship; fearful of sinning against God;
it isnosmall encouragement to have these excellencies observed,
cherished, and honored, by those who bedr rule in the church.
Timidity subsides; bashfulness is attempered into modesty;
the ductile inclination grows into consistent purpose; and
thus, “little ones” are brought to Jesus Christ, and prepared
for occupying, in due season, the places of those whose gray
hairs announce the approach of that hour in which they are
to be numbered with them who have died in faith.

On the other hand, can any reflecting person doubt, that the
seasonable interposition of the church of God, might save
many a youth from falling a vietim to his own depravity, or to
the depravity of others? "Why should a doubt be entertained
on the subject? Is the experiment fairly tried? Are the
churches in the habit of throwing themselves in between ruin
and the youth who have not openly professed religion? Do
parents, on the failure of domestic admonition, ever resort to
this remedy ? Ought they not to do it? "Why should a ten-
der and solemn remonstrance, in the name of the living God,

the Creator and the Judge of all, be without its mﬂuence in
(11)




82 THE STATUS OF THE BAPTIZED CHILD.

recovering an unpractised sinner from the error of the wicked ?
‘Why should not an authoritative expostulation, on the part of
the Church of God, brought home to individual feeling, have
some effect, as a rational means, in prevailing with the young
to consider their obligation to recognize the vows made over
them in their baptism ? There are more troublesome con-
sciences on this point, among our youth, than we perhaps
imagine. Why should they not be told, that continuance in
carelessness, or abandonment to iniquity, will compel the church
of God to disown them, and to rank them with those concerning
whom she has no promises to plead? Let it not be said that “the
state of religious society forbids such an interference—that
parents and children would spurn at it as an encroachment
upon their liberty—and that instead of gaining our youth, it
would drive them, at once, into the camp of the profane ;"—at
least, let not these things be said without facts to support them.
They are the suggestions of fear, unsanctioned by experience.
No doubt, in the decayed state of Christian order, much pru-
dence is necessary for its revival: but the necessity of pru-
dence cannot excuse inaction. It is very possible, also, that
some young saints would “kick against the pricks.” But the
same objection lies against the faithful preaching of the word,
and against the impartial use of discipline toward professors.
There are weighty reasons why a judicious extension of church
authority to bapttzed youth in general, would not be so fruit-
less and despicable as some suppose.

First. The mere power of opinion which it would employ,
could not be easily resisted. It is to be remembered, that a
very little quantity of opinion goes a great way with all minds
which have not yet acquired self-stability; and such opinion
as the Christian Church can at all times command, no man
living can disregard with impunity.

Secondly. In many instances, this interference would com-
bine with domestic precept and example; and how far their
united forces would go, nothing but the event is entitled to
pronounce.
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Thirdly. Dissolute as the world is, and disposed as multi-
tudes are to scoff at every thing which bears the image and
superscription of Jesus Christ, it will be no recommendation
even with thoughtless people, that a young person fled away
from the voice of kindly instruction; much less that he was
thrust out on acconnt of his vices. Some there are who, to
serve the present hour, would applaud his spirit; and, on the
first disagreement, would upbraid him with his disgrace. It
is not in human nature to stand easily under an excommuni-
cation of any sort. Exclusion, for faults, from any decent
society, is, and ever will be, a stigma. Whoever disbelieves
it, hag only to try.

Fourthly. The providence of our Lord Jesus Christ, and
His control over the hearts and affairs of men, are especially
to be regarded. Perhaps no instance can be shown of con-
tempt upon the discipline of His house not being followed,
sooner or later, with most disastrous consequences to the
offender. He has promised to own, support, and vindicate it,
as solemnly as He ever promised to bless the gospel of His
grace. If more stress were laid upon His agency inrendering
effectual His own institutions; we should both discharge our
duty more exactly, and see it crowned with greater success.
Let the churches degin to look after their youth—let them
commit their efforts to their Master’s faithfulness. It will be
time enough to complain when He ‘leaves Himself without a
witness.! "— Works, Vol. 2, pp. 445449,

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church appointed,
in 1811, a Committee consisting of Drs. John B. Romeyn,
Samuel Miller, and James Richards, to prepare a Report on the
“Disciplining of Baptized Children.” The following year,
the Committee presented their Report, with which, it is pre-
sumed, the .Church is familiar. It strongly urges upon the
Church, as her duty, the excommunication of her rebellious,
apostate youth. -““If they do- not discharge all the duties of
members when they have reached the age of discretion, then
let them be dealt with accordingly. If atthat age, after having
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had all the care and attention already prescribed as necessary,
they do not conform to all the institutions of Jesus Christ,
there is every reason to suppose that they will commit such

" open sins as will make it evident to all that they deserve to be
cut off; or, if not, they will still deserve to be thus cut off,
1. For not improving their religious education. 2. Slighting
warnings administered by parents, teachers, and ministers.
3. Neglecting to fulfil the vows which Baptism imposes. 4.
For irreligion, breaking the covenant of their God.”

Our work is done. It will now be seen whether the “astound-
ing” claim, recently put forth, that “the Committee of Revis-
ion have done nothing more than restore the ancientaand-
marks, and follow the footsteps of the flock,”,is indeed sup- |
ported either by the testimony of the Church, or by the Word
of the Lord.

Our Doctrine may be assailed, derided, stigmatized as “folly™;
the winds may blow furiously, and the storm may beat upon
it, but it cannot fall, for it is founded upon THE ROCK'!






