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all minor differences in the different systems are governed and
may be explained.

According to our apprehensions, there are two, and omitting
minor points, but two schemes of thought in regard to the church,
its nature, membership and modes of propagation and inerease.
One of these, we would denominate Individualism ; the other,
Organic Christianity. 1. Fivst, there is the scheme of opinion
and practice, which, without designing anything invidious, but
as characterizing its great Ieading idea, may be termed, individu-
alism. This theory denies that any one is, or can be, or ought
to be considered a member of the church of Christ, but one who
has personally exercised faith and repentance, as the fruit and
evidence of regeneration. 'This, of course and of design, ex-
cludes from the membership of the church, all but adult and
actually regenerated persons.

~ On the other hand, there is the scheme of opinion and practice,
which, for the want of a better term, and also as expressing its
leading idea, we would denominate organic christianity, in dis-

tinction from individualism. This holds as one of its vital ideas,
that membership in the church of God, may exist, and the privi-
leges and blessings pertaining to it, may be enjoyed, in the case
of those who have hot exercised, and, in fact, are not capable of
exercising faith and repentance. In other words, that infants,

in virtue of the faith of their parents, or in such a case, of one -

of their parents, are, and of right ought to be considered, mem-
bers of the church, entitled to its privileges, till, by their own act,
or refusal to act, they forfeit these privilegesand voluntarily iden-
tify themselves with the world and God’s enemies, and are cast
out of the church. One of these schemes represents christianity,
as in its nature and by the plan of its founder, possessing organic
power, operating really, and in many instances, efficaciously,
irrespective of the choice or agency of the individual. It rep-
resents the church as a nursery. Its appliances as eminently
educational, and growth, its great law of progress.

The other, represents christianity as addressing itself only to
and operating upon individuals, after they have arrived at the
period of personal choice and voluntary agency. It represents
the church characteristically, as an armory; its appliances, as
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For example, in regard to the composition of the church, con-
sidered as universal or particular, the idea of the Westminster
standards embraces all that we have denominated the organic
character of christianity. Their language, concerning the uni-
versal church, is, “ The universal church consists of all those
persons, in every nation, together with their children, who make
profession of the holy religion of Christ, and of submission to
his laws.” Again, in the same spirit, they represent a particular
church thus: “ A particular church consists of a number of pro-
fessing christians, with their offspring, voluntarily associated to-
gether for divine worship and godly living, agreeably to the holy
Scriptures, and submitting to a certain form of government.”
In these fundamental views of the nature of the church, it will
be perceived that the church is represented as altogether different
from a mete aggregation of individuals. 'The church is held
forth as having precisely the same organic character, and embrac-
ing the same clements as the state does, whatever be its specific
form of administration. A nation, be its government monarchical
or republican, embraces in its elements the infant and uncon-
scious offspring of its members, and by this means, its identity is
preserved and its perpetuation and progrees secured. These
grow up in connexion with it, are entitled to its protection, enjoy
its privileges, and without any other specific act, are considered
as in its allegiance. When foreign elenients, indeed, come to
be incorporated with this body, by their own act of choice, a
gpecial form of allegiance and recognition is necessary. And
very propetly, for then citizenship and allegiance are transferred.
But in the case of native born citizens, their citizenship stands
in their counexion with their parents and is assumed and con-
tinued, till by some act of their own, it is forfeited and annulled.
Precisely so0, the symbols alluded to, represent the elements of
tlie church. Children, the offspring of parents professing sub-
(uission to Christ—the baptized portion of the congregation, are,
de facto, members, entitled to its privileges, and can only be de-
prived of them by their own fault or the exercise of the church’s
prerogative of disciplinc.
The same idea is involved in the teachings of these standards
ou the subjoct of baptism. Baptism is represented as “ a sacra-
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ment of the New Testament, ordained by Jesus Christ, for the
solemn admission of the party baptized, into the visible ;hurc i
and “not only those who actually profess faith in and obedien,
unto Christ, but also the infants of one or both believine a.renct;=
are to bc'a baptized”—tantamount, according to the Segnition
already given, to being solemnly admitted intg the visible church
So again, “ Baptism is not to be administered to any that a :
out 0?’ the visible church, and so strangers to the cm?::nants f;
promise, tll they profess their faith in Christ and obedience :)
him.”  This is designed to meet the case of adult admission: -
:'tnalogous toThe intror%ucticn of foreign elements into civil socielyf
but infants, descending from parents either both or only one 0;
them professing faith in Christ and obedience to him, are in that
respect within the covenant and are to be baptized.’; The un
Pehef o‘f one party, as we shall see in another part of this sub:
ject, being sanctified and its exclusive influence counteracted, in
God’s constitution, by the faith of the other party. ,
The faith of parents, or of one parent, as the case may be
fqlwa:ys enures to the benefit of the unconscious child, brings ié
into Important relations, surrounds it with important ass’ociati%ms
and is the ordinary channel along which decisive influences com .
to it long before it is capable of performing any act, to whic;:
personal accountability attaches. On this plan the c;uestion of
Preference is to be settled, not by the child, in th’e exercise of its
free agency and individual choice, but for the child, by these who
stan'd. in organic relation to it. Children are not’to be held, in
ez'guzhbrw, as some preposterously contend, till they come to e::er-
cise the grand prerogative of personal choice, a thing, in thejna-
ture of .the case, impossible and absurd, as well as u,ndesira.ble
put g0 influenced, that the exercise of choice shall be right an(;
in accordance with truth and safety from the beginnin i The
system now under consideration, knows nothing of tha%.idea of
re}lgl?us vagrancy, (we know of no other name for it,) popular
with infidels and worldlings, which is so jealous of the 1'Ii)nf}11)ts of
Prwate :}udgment and of undue influence, that a child w?th all
its admltte‘d and hereditary tendencies in the wrong direc;ion must
?)e left uninfluenced and uncommitted in its plastic perioc,l lest
its freedom of opinion and choice should be thereby con;pro-






