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SECULARIZING THE CHURCH.

Ftom the Millenniel Harbinger,

pricty nnd furce of his injunction, * Tnke
cay, this is my body which is broken for
you: this do yein remembrance of me.”
Lhe sianer's heart hus, in many instan-
ces been broken by divine grace. “7The

The inteeduction of the world into the

and Hely Spirit.

rwhule world, wherever his higdum exists,

be brought into st by virtue of nutwral Livth
and baptism into the name of Fatler, Sun,

These churches by Jaw established, ard

sacriices of Gud nre a broken spint: abro | cluteh, by chuistening i ants in the natee ) ghose of the s faits atd onder with tom,
ken and a contiite heart, O Gud, thot wily, of the Godhead, is no tiiviab athair. e, o by Jasw, but by asswnption estavhshes,

not despise” (Ps.1i. 17). In this and simi- door into the cl"""l_‘ is, in all nations where
lar pussages, the phiase, “abroken lu;nr(,", this Papal lite obl:un§, thus made as wide
& of course, to be understusd iguratively. the door into the woild  Indved, there
It denotes nearly the same thing as repent-, tre oy wanting those who argu, 1]'“‘" u
auce. It essentinlly includes surraw fur sin. the pareut be 2 wetaber of the church, for
and hatred to it; und is, therefure, i,,d;s.'tlms same reason ‘))IS offspring, male and
pensable to salvation; for the fuithful and; female, are born in the church.  lHence
true witness has said, Exccpt ye repent. some of our FProtestant ministry assuinge, in
ye shall all hkewise perish” (Luke siii. 5), open day and before the worid, thatinfauts
But to all who feel this brokenness of heart are not to be bapuzed to “‘"kf' them miem
the greatest encouragement is given, fori bers of Christ’s church or Jkingdom, but
“the Lord is nigh unto them that me of afbecause they are so already by natural
broken heart, and saveth such as be of ai generation.  They argue from an analugy
contrite spiit” (Ps. xxxiv, 1§).  «Ie; which they first assume, viz, that baptisin
healeth the oroken in heart, and bindeth is but Chrisuan ciccumicision, standing in
up their wounds” (Us. ealvii, 3). s the same place and coveling the same

. around 3 and, therelore, as Abraham's
Thesethings kave becn Dbroken, others' Em!c of’Tspl‘illg were circumcised, not to
make them his children, but becauce they
were already his children, therefore Chuis.
tians should baptize their sons and daugh-
ters, st to make them Christians, or mem-
bers of Chuist’s chureh, but because they
are born members of thag chureh, in virtue
of the covenant which Gud made with
Abraham.  And when any vne is so seep-
tical as tu ask them why they baptize fcm:l‘c
infants, ingsmuch as nuie but Abraham’s
male descendants were circumcised, a very
popular and much approved respouse is,
“That Christ came to enlarge our privileges
rather than to intrench upon them, and le
demonstrates his superivy magnunimicy and
generosity in taking our girls as well as our
boys into his spirivial Lingdom.”

Of ‘the two schoals, those who baptize
infants becauvse tiwey are born Christians,
and those who baptize them to make them
Christians, 1 am not able to say which is
the wiser or more magnanimous. I will
only say, that -0 lung as the practice wants
a divive precept, or an approved example
from Jesus Christ or his Apostles, we must
regard it as a waste of genius, or learning.
and of time, to att-mpt to decide, where
doctors so pious and profound are .
straiued to difter.  We baptize those first
taught and constrained to believe, merely
beeause Jesus Christ did not say, according
to the common version, baptize them firsy
and then teach them; but because he did
say, teach the aatiuns, then baptize them,
&e.

If this be not to carnalize and secularize
the church, and so far as a nominal Chiis-
tianity obtuing, to biing the whole world
into the church without illumination, faith
or penitence, I ask how can this thing be
done? To haw little purpose, in {his view
of the matter, did the great Teacher say—
“My kingdom is not of* this world,” if the

will be so.

Wigked men will Le broken. “The ad-!
versaries of the Lord shall be broken in,
picees” (1 Sam. ii. 10). “le shall save
the children of the needy, and shall break
in picces the oppressor” (Ps. Ixxii. 4).™

All the kingdoms of earth must be broken.
Where isnow the kingdom of the Pharashs,
or that founded by Nimrod 2 Where the
empire of Alexander, or the more mighty,
and durable one of Rome? Al of them
have been broken to pieces. And even
thus will it be with those now existing; not
excepting cven that of our own beloved
land: for the supreme ruler has said, “ As
the vessels of a pouter shall shey be broken
" to shivers” (Rev. ii. 27).

But amidst the broken things which
mect us on every hand, aud the more ter-
rific breakings which will hercafterbe exhi-
bited, there are happily some things which
never can be broken.

The covenant of grace cannot be broken,
for it is “an everlasting covenant, ordece,
in all things and sure.” The promises of
God cannot be broken, for they are all
yea and amen in Christ Jesus, to the glory
of God by us.” The chain with which Iie
binds his enemies cannot be broken, for it
is the power of the Almighty. The king-!
dom of Christ cannot be broken, for though
all other kingdoms, whether rcsemblinq'
iron, clay, brass, silver, or gold, ave destined
to'be broken in pieces, and to become like
chaff of the summer threshing-floor, yet
the kingdom which the God of heaven hus
set up can never be destroyed. « 7'hat;
kingdom shall not be left to other people.,
1t shull break and consnme all these king-!
doms, and it shall stand for ever, even for;
ever and ever” (Dan. ii. 35, 4+4).

Idleness renders us unfit for everything.,

to be the churelr of Jesus Christ, div ds
theit mumbers into twe disses, tednicaly
called ** cotumunicants * and * noi -eo iy u.
meanty,” with reference 10 une instituuon;
althvugh readly all cotmmunicants in their
ticury wud practice of intunt baptism.

This, according to the apoctilic style, is
an winswerable argument aguinst their
theory of church organization, provided ouly
that Chyistianity is fully taught in the
Christian_ seriptures. For who does nut
read, in the New Testament, as muchabeut
“ Purgatory” and “ Peter Penee,” as about
* communicants and non-communicants,” in
the Church of Christ?

A change of names is always necessary
when a change of thingsoceurs. A “vicas
of Christ,” an * arch bishop,” a« prebendary
of St. Paul’s” or St. Peter’s” are not, in-
deed, more fureign to the language of in-
spivation than *“infant baptism,” < church
communicants,” and “chwch non-commu-
nicants.”  DBut such new coin from the
veelesiastic mint is indispensable.  They
hase new hstautiong, new urdinances, new
manners and customs, and must have a
new nomenclature,

Having, then, seen that infant baptism is
not only a door into the chureh, but the
great door into all seenlar mid nationad
churches, and all other communitics called
by whatever name: Papistical, Prelatical;
I’rc.ﬁ)y(erial, Congregational, or Methos
distic, let us carefully glance at its tens
dencies.

These all receive into the church the
infants born of the flesh, and put upen
them them the awful and glorious names of
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, with sanctified
water and prayer; and then, in s me form
or other, teach those baptized, sprinkled, or
aspersed babies, as soon as they can learn
the Lord’s prayer and the ten command-
ments, to answer cettain initiatory questions
in such & way as to cause them to believe
that they were in good faith, and by divine
authority, initiated into all the rights, im-
munities and honours of the true church
and kingdom of Jesus Christ, by the efticacy
of a few drops of water, sprinkled on thenm
when speechless babies; and, of couisy
without their knowledge or consent.

The most prominent of the Protestand
churches teaches its offspring that the be-
nefits conferred upon them by this affusion
are such as to constitute them “ memlers of
Clrist, children of God, and inkeritors of
the kingdom of feaven.” And not ouly
this, but that they did vow three things in
their baptism—3i. That they should. e~



