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ArT, VIIL-THE PRESBYTERIAN THEORY OF OBRISTIAN
BAPTISM.

I the October number of tha Presbyterian Quarterly and
Princeton Review, there is an nrticle on Infant Buptism which
professes to set forth- the Presbyterian theory on this subjeet,
and it is endorsed us such by the editors of the Review in the

following words: * We are quite clear thué the main positions

tuken by Mr. White” (the author of the article), ** are in necord
with our stundards, when their meaning is fairly elicited by a
comparison of their various parts, and that these in turn arein
accord with the Seriptures.”

. We will first give the theory and then make some criticisma
upon it,

1. Baptism is the afficial initiatory rite of the visible Church.
Thisis the first point, The writer distinguishes this character
of the sacrament from (a) that public confession of Christ before
men that our Lord so pointedly commands, cnd (8) from the
*“ door,*” whick he erroneously mokes synonymous with entering
the Chureh. : , )

2. Baptism symbolizes, and thus haa itmplied reference to,
thot radical change in the soul that we commonly call #regen-
eration.” This propesition the writer fortifies by a number of
Scripture peesages. John iii. 5; Actsii. 88; Rom. vi. 8,4,
Gal. il 27; Col. ii, 12; Col. iii, 1; Tit. iii. 5. '

8. Baptism, as a sacrament, is an instrument and medinm,
through which the Holy Ghost conveys to those by whom it is
worthily received, spiritunl grace. g

That Beptiem is such an instrument and medium of the Holy
Ghost, the writer suys, is to be inferred from the frequent con-
nection in the Scriptures of the ideas of baptism with water and
with the Spirit. The references nre Mutt. iit. 11; Aoctsii. 34,
Acts xix. 5,6; 1 Cor. xii. 13. e adds: That grace of some
sort is sonveyed to these who worthily receive baptism iz denied
only by those, who hold the very lowest view of the sacraments,

- gymbolizes regeneration, but presumptive regeneration is all thlq'_t:.,
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Then follows o quotation from Hedge's Theology, Vol. IIL p. ..

589 to the following cffect: * Boptism is I:ml'. ouly a eighand:;
seal, itis also o means of grace, because in it the blessings
which it signifies are conveyed, and the promises of which it is".
the seal are assured or fulfilled to those who are baptized, pro-:
vided they believe. Unless the recipient of this sacrament be
insincere, baptism is an act of faith, it is an act in which and
by which he receives and-appropriates the offered benefits of :.
the redemption of Christ.” _ ‘
In thenext place, the writer gives us the|* conditions in the
recipient prerequisite to the administratien| of baptism, w'hict;i—;
are the following : ' '
1. Membership in the visible Church.
2, Presumptive Hegeneration.
8. Capability of receiving spiritual grace o
The first condition as spplicable to infauts is established by
numerous references ta the Old Testament and the New, i
In regard to the second, hesaya: © Baptisin, as we have seen,

-

we can predicate of any candidate, whether gld or young,” and:
then goes on to show, that  the regeneration of infunts is poisi=~
ble,” that ¢ this morsl change wrought by the Holy Ghoat
possible in the case of children of believers, and that Scriptm{é*-
expressions encourage us to expeetit.” ¢ 33“1101‘.—5' in the Chureh
fuvor the belief, that the children of believers are to he pre--
sumed to be regenerate till the coutrary appears” ¢ All"
churches that buptize infants do so upon the ground thet they:
may be regenerated in infuncy.” ) R

-~ The third conditien follows from admitting the second ; for i
infants are capeble of being regencrated, as| implying o mordl":

change, then they must be capable of receiving spiritual grace, :

We quote here as highly significant the fu}-ther- comments o
the editor of the Preshyterian Review on thig article. ook

““We deem the doctrinal aspect of the subject important; be:
ciuse of its proetienl bearings upon Chridtian nurture:
training. In our view God's covenunt TO|IE A GoOD' ootz

children, and the consequent nnnexation of the sacramental
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seal of His covenanted graoce, puts them within the pale of the
visible, or presumptive people of God—to whose very position,
therefore, it belonga to think and feel, and live and net as the
children of God, in all the ways sppropriate to their years.
They ave to be dealt with as those who are not outsiders to the
Chureh, who may not consistently cast their lot with snd Jive
like heathens and publicans, until they undergo a conscious,

inward transformation, of which they cen give a clear account. -

¢ They nre to be taught to pray, to abhor sin, to plense God,
and to obey the Lord Jesus Christ’ (Directory for Wor-
ship, Chap. IX), and that sny other course is just as recreunt
to their covenanted privileges nnd obligations, snd place in the
Charch, a8 in older peraons who have coma to the Lord’s Table
muking u formal profession of religion. TFurther, agreenbly to
our Dlrectory just quoted they are to be taught and trained
to have in view the coming to their first communion in the
due exercise of faith and repentance, 15 soon as they rench the
periad of knowledge snd discretion, when they can properly
understand the mesning of ‘the act, and take uporn themselves
its obllgntlons

It is our full belief, that Christian nurture and training con-
ducted on these prmmples, would result in saving very many
children of the covenant who are now, under & diffeFent theory,
‘made to feel that their pluce and their sympathies are rather
‘in the sent of scorners,’ than in ‘the congregation of the
righteous,’ and that o correspondent manner of living befits
this position till af some future time they suffer some shock
and commotion of soul consciously ab rzéraissuing in conversion,
We four that the effact of plucing them vn‘tuully in such o con-
scious attitude is to make multitades of them more wnd more
aliens from the commonwenlth of Israel and strangers to the
covenants,of promise, without hope and without Ged in the
world; and that great pumbers thus cast upon the dark moun-
tains of sin, are left to wander and stumble to perdition.

On the other hand, we believe, thut bringing them up in the
nurture and admonition of the Lord, in accordance with the
doctrine and method of our standards, would be so attended

|
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with the presence and inworking of the Hol‘y Spirit,-that the
manifestations of His sanctifying influence| would grow with
their growth, and stremgthen with their strength; “that we
should witness multiplying and delightful %nstmnces of those
sanctified from infaney, yea, even from the womb; that Chris-
tian piety would be more ripe, mellow, and symmetriuul; thot,
inwrought into all the springs and habitudes of action through

the formative period of life, it would develop into s robust and’
beautiful-prime, muking the hoary hend a crpwn of glory; that

thus the Church, by a normal development, would prolong and :
enlarge itself more by internal evolution than external aggre- v

gation. It isnot indeed to be expected, thatichildren will cense’
to be children, or that ¢ young Christians * will be wholly free

from the follies of youth, any more than older Christians will -

be without spot or wrinkle, this side heaven] Nuy, many chil-
dren of the covenant, like many older professors, may prove
Christians only in name. ¢ All are not Terael that are of Israel.’ _
It may, like uny other system, be perverted to folmalism.

With all due allowanee for this, we believe |that the true con-

ception of infant buptism and church-membﬁlshlp, duly carried -

out in Christian nurbire, would prave an inestimable gmu b0 '
the cuuse of religion in the fomily, the Church and society, It .

ie more nearly reulized in the Preshyterinnism of Scotland than
in this country. In our opimion, it hes much te do with the

hold which this glorious type of Christianity obtains and re- - L

tains on ull classes of the Scotch people, hiéh and low, rich and.
poor, from generation to generation. Muny of their Churches,
under zealous, evangelienl pastors, have an almost -consians
revival, in the continual accession, with devout preparation und;.
mtelhgent fuith, of their baptized children tfo the Lord's Tuble..:

The grouud of infant baptism assigned by Mr. White is.

Jargely given in the Reformed theology nd symbols, from '

which our own are lnrgely derived. Thus the first Helvetic

Confession gives a5 a renson for the bnptlsm of"- mfunts, thnt- o

du esrum eféctione pie est presumendum.

Vitringa says: ‘When God hath begun b9 mumfeati HIB g1 uce; o

to’ f,he purents, or either of them,. We muy. not presume uther- o

E
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* wise than that He will confer the like grece upon their infants, so
long us the contrary does not appear: Non lcet aliter prosu-
mere quam illam leandem gratiam prestiturum (nfantibus,
quamdin nobia non Hguat contrarium.” For more pnssages to
the same effect from Dz Moor, Marg1us, WITEIUS, ete., see
the little volume issued by onr Board, entitled Children of the
Church and Sealing Ordinances, pp. 101 et seq. Dr. Watts
says: ‘In my opinion, so far as they {infonts) are in any way
members of the #isible Chureh, it is upon supposition of their
being (with their parents) members of the énwisible Church of
God.” ¢ Supposition ' here i8 equivalent to f presumption,’ in
the sense above.”

Criticiam.

It will be seen, that this theory goes on the presumption thet
the children of believers are regenerated in their infancy. The

main guestion in the case for the writer in the Presbyterian

Review evidently is, whether that great and rrdical change re-
forred to by cur Lord in His discourse with Nicodemus is
possible in the cnse of infants. Ha preases this point: ¢ There
have been many discussions concerning the nature of original
sin and the possibility of innate guilt, but the generally re-
ceived Cantholic view always has been, that every soul possesses
a moral eharacter of some kind, antecedent to its actual con-
scious choices. -Thus by chunges wrought in that morsl char-
acter every soul, evén before self-coneciousness, is capable of
receiving spiritual grace; and infants, when brought by believ-
ing parents to the sacrament of boptism, mny receive, or may
hove slready received, that promised grace which, in the words
of the Westminster Confession, is “not only offerad but really
exhibited snd conferred by the Holy Ghost to such (whether of
nge or infants) as that grace belongeth unto accordmg to the
counsel of God's awn will in His appointed time.”

Just at this point, we taka it, is to be found the chief objec-
tion to infant baptism. - Can infants be regenerated? If they
can, then it is easy to see how o rite can be appeinted as its
gign and seal, a rite which will not be an empty eeremony but
o groce-bearing-sacroment,
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We question whether the iden of regenlemtion in the Anecieat: :
Church, went quite so far as the idea of this writer in the Pres-
bytertan Review. He seems to have in lllis mind something of "'
the modern conception of the meral change wrought in eonvers
sion, although he dees very properly, in|one place, distinguish' =
between the two, when he says: “ Regeneration is the work of
the Holy Ghost, transforming the soul.| It is the divine side” .
of that great change, of whmh the huma.n gide is ‘repentance '
(pevdvoa) or conversion.” He does nof hesitate to speak-of it
us a moral change, whereas the couvention of Bishops assem- -
bled in Baltimore several years ago declared, that baptism must &
not be theught to effect any moral ckaﬂg‘e, in which declaration
they evidently referred to regeneration in the old Chureh sense -
as connected with baptism. .

But be this ns it may, this Preshyterien theory does not
hesitute to say that infonts may be regenerated, in the sense of -
the new birth, or the birth from nbove| a8 spoken of by our
Lord in His disoourse to Nicodemus. It goes further, and says ..
they are to be baptized on the presumption that they are regen- -
erated. Some may not be regenerate, but ull are presumed
to be.

Now the point to be particularly neticed hereis, what deter-
mines certainly which infants of believing parents are regenera~"
ted and which not. This elearly (although now-s-days Pres: ..
byteriuns keep it in the back-ground) is the secret election of
God, This comes out in the Westminster Confession, where'dt:
says, that in baptism grace is not only of.;’t'ered,. but really exhibe.
tted and conferred by the Holy Ghost to such (whether of u,"c're_
or infants) as that grace belongeth unte AOCORDING T0 THE cov
SBL OF GOP'B OWN WILL.

The Presbyterisn can go guite as far as the most ﬂltf =
Romanist in asserting a regeneration ez |opers operats, onlyhe:
asgeris it in connection with the ebstract yill or counsel of Giad," "
whereas the Romanist assertsit in connedtion with a ssernment,
We cannot see how the Presbyterian can consistently refut
the Roman theory; for if God can regenerate infents by an:
act of His will, why can He not do it in connection” with:thie
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administration of o sacrament? The objection cannot be made
sgainst the ex opere operato method, but only in applying the
grace to all infants that are baptized, the Presbyterinn allow-
ing it only in the case of elect infants., That is all the

difference. And the Romanist has the best of the n.rgumentv-

on his side; for according to the Preshyterian theory no
man can know certainly that he received any grace in his hap-
tism, because he cannot know whether he is one of the elect.

This is & weak point in Presbyterian theology ; for it militates
against their assertion also, that all infants dying in infancy
are saved. The writer of this article asserta this ng his belief.
Hesuys, ©“ We believe that ell children dying in unconscious
infaney are saved. They enter heaven ouly as redeemed by
the blood of the Lomb, and as with s moral nature transformed
by the power of the Holy Ghost. Their first conscious thought
must be in harmony with the will of God, but the greet moral
change—their regeneration—preceded it while they wera still
unconscious,” Dr. Hodge asserts thet this is Presbyterian
doctrine. But it is o palpable misrepresentation of Calvinism
as bearing on this point, as Dr. Krauth has pointed out by
guotations from standard Calvinistic authors.

If the grace of buptism is given only to those * to whom if
belongeth according to the counsel of God's own will;” and if

only “elect infants dying in infoney are saved,” how can these’

lutter exponents of COelvinism uassert, that, sccording to the
tezching of Calvinism all infrnts dying in infaney are saved ?
Why then put in the word “elect "’ at all ¥

. But leaving out of the case now this peculior element in the
Presbyterizn doctrine of baptism (which lurks under that word
¢ presumed to be regenerated'’), we hold it to be the main fuct,
that the children of believing parents sre presumed to be re-
generated in infancy, sud that they are to be baptized on this
presumption,

This is o great concession for Presbyterians to make. It
requires them, es confessed in the quotation from the Editors
given above, to fall back upon tka old system of edueational
religion, which belengs to original Presbyterianism, and was
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practiced on when that Church used to keep up eatechetical
instruction. In later times they have fallen, practically, ot
least, into the Puritan and Methodist theery|of regeneration,
which identifies it with conversion. :
Do Presbyterisns preach this doetrine? {Do they say to
their baptized members, *“ You are to presume that you are a
regenerste person, and on the basis of this you are to receive
the instructions of the Church and become prepered to nsiume
your baptismal vows 7' Has it not rather been the effort - to
bring them to repentence and faith, and on the basis of this to
predicate their regeneration as afact in their lives, which dates
from such conscious experience? We are not snying here what
should be the character of the address to the brptized, but what
it should be on the basis of this Presbyteripn theory. Itis
eusy to see, that it is embarrassed by the doctrine of election;
for the child must presume, that it is regenea‘uted, provided it
hes been elected. But innemuch as the decrge of election is
secret and unknown, they ave to take for gramted that they are
cleo of the elect, and to be certain of it when they see the fruits
of it in their experience and life.. But even|with this embar-
rassment it would be a great matter, if ell Presbyterian Churches
would muke account, even ss they used to do, of educational
religion snd cetecheticnl instruction,
We take issue with this theory when it asserts, that men are
to be baptized on the presumption that they have previously
been regenernted. And we think the article jve are criticizing
furnishes sufficient evidence to overthrow this| assertion. It is
the most natural interpretation of the Passages of Beripture
quoted in the article to understand that the grace signified is
actually conferred in baptism, es indeed the Westminster (Jon-
fession usserts, * Except a man be born of the water and the
Spirit, he eannot enter into the kingdom of God." This pas-

sage the writer quotes among those referrmg to baptism, ¢ Re-

pent and be baptized for the remission of siéns, and ye shall
receive the Huly Ghest.””  *“ Arise nod be bn!ptlzed aod wash

eway thy sine.” ¢ For ng many of you ns lmve been baptized

into Christ have put on Christ.” Thesa and other passages
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gestn to conneet the reception of the grace with the sdministra-
tion of the sacrament. Thers iz bul one case tn the Gaptisms
recorded in the New Teslament, in which the communication of

the Spirit preceded baptiom. © The communication of the -

Spirit, and consequently regeneration, in this case {of Corne-
lius), defore buptism, is striking, and without parallel in the
New Testament. In oll other esses, n8 with the Ssmaritans,
the gift of the Spirit aceompanied or followed baptism snd the
Inying on of hends,”” (Dr. Schaff’s Hist. Apos. Church, p. 282.)

Why then should this writer reverse this order, and say that
the grace which baptism symbolizes {s universally conferred
before baptism ! There is no reason for this. Itis unnatural.
As well might you say, thatit is to be presumed that every one
whe comes to the Tiord’s Supper hne previously received the
specifie grace connected with the observance of this boly sac-
roment, and the eating of the bread and drinking of the wine is
only a symhel of o transaction slready token place. But we
do not do this. Presbyterians do not speak thus of this snera-
ment. Whatever grace is bestowed is received in connestion
with the eating and drinking.

This view, that baptiem symbolizes a fact or event already
consummafed iz the Beptist theory, which the writer opposes.
It comes from an interpretation given to the words, ¢ Hg thet
believeth and ie baptized shall be saved.” But if we are to
frume n theory from the mere order of the words here, then
wo should do the same in the words, ¢ lixeept 2 man be born of
the water and the Spirit he cannot enter into the kingdom
of henven.” We would suppose that the order of the words is
as important in the one case ag in tha other.

Now when we consider, that the writer usserts that the bop-
tism of infants hns precisely the same significance ns the bop-
tism of adults (on the third page of his article), we onght to
conclude that tve should follow the order exhibited in the New
Testnment, and not wvice versa, as the Baptist theory does.
Moreover it is reasonable. If God can regenerate a child be-
fora it is baptized, some time between its birth and its bapéfsm,
why may He not regenerate it when it is boptized ? Thia would

|
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ogree with the use of human initiatory rites. An organization
that has such o rité makes the administration |of the rite and
enirance into the organization synchronous. The person may
be elected before, and have all the necessary qualifications, but
he is not » member until he isinitiated,

Then we have the unanimous view of the early Church on
this subject, and the idea of o sncrament ns held in all ages to
gupport our position. It iy not neeessary to jenlarge on this
point. The whole conception of the mysteries of Christinnity
requires us to hold, that ita sncraments are not|merely external
rites, but signs and seuls of grace.  And the writer of this arti-
ole comes to thie also in o singular way. Hig third point in
defining the sacrament is, * Baptism, as-a sgerament, iz an
ingtrument and medium, through whicl, the E'le Grhost conveys
to those by whom it 18 worthily received spiritu i grace,” .

This is a strong statement. It allows all t}lt is eclaimed by
the advocates of baptismal regeneration, so fa ' 28 the question
as to the relation of the outward sign to the inward prace is
concerned. The old objection, thet the Holy Ghost does not
join His activities with the administration of an outward rite,
insef aside. A certain kind of groce is conferted in the admin-~
istration of the sacrament. Aund the sacrament is ** the instra-
ment and medium through which” it is conveyed. We need
nok question how this cun be any more than we need question
how God could join the healing of Naaman yith his woshing
seven times in the river Jordan. |

But the article leaves us in the dark ag to yhat . the specifie
grace is which is conferred in baptism. According to the
writer the grace of regeneration is conferred ]previous to bap-
tism. Some other grace then is conferred in baptism, Whas
ig its charncter? s it u confirming and strengthening grace !
How then is it distinguished from the grace conferred in par-
taking of the Lord’s-Supper ! The writer is evidently involyed
in,confusion here. Baptism in the New Testamant is spoken
of a3 the szcrament of regeneration. Itis caolled the laver of
regeneration. The article says that it symbolizes, and thus
has implied reference to, that radieal change in the soul that
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we commonly call * regeneration.” If this be so, why then .
does the writer make it an immedinte and direct sign of some

other grace, and refer it only remotely to the grace of regen-

eration 7 We can explain this only on the supposition, that he

wishes to avoid o certain conclusion. He dreads the doctrine
of baptismal regeneration, and atill more the ex opere operato
theory. This it is thatleads him to avoid the very conclusion
to whick his premises point. ‘

Our limits do not allow us to extend. this criticism. We
close with the following remarks.

1. We think the writer aims st the accomplishment of an
important purpose, in seeking to point the Presbyterian Church
to u better view of baptism, than that it is & mere empty aigo.
That is what is practically held by & great portion of his Church.
. "Phe consequence i, that the administration of baptism to infants
has come to be sadly neglected in that Church, Tbe General

Assembly has repeatediy noticed nnd lamented the fnet, Years
ago Dr, Nevin enlled atiention to the fnct, thut the Presbyte-
rizn Church and Puritanism generally, had fallen awsy from
the old Reformed doctrine of the Lord’s Supper, and he mnin-
tained it in o masterly work on * The Mystical Presence,” and
in o subsequent diseussion with Dr. Hodge, who was bronght to
raview his book only by the pressure of o special necessity,
Hers is a confession that that Church has fallen away also from
the old Reformed doctrine of haptism. We hLope the article
we hove criticised, and the worde of the Editors of the Review
in which it appeared, may serve to enll attention to the faat,
2. The Reformed dactrine of buptism which joins the grace
of regeneration {in the old Church sense of regeneration,—not
the modern which confounds it with conversion) with the appli-
cation of water in the ndministration of the sacrament’ of bap-
tism, is not, by any mesns, the Roman doctrine. The Roman
dactrine of naturel depravity, or the state of the child by birth,
in very differant from the Protestant doctrine. And the Roman
theory, that baptism places the subject in a state of inncceney,
completes the work, 2o that he need only to watch and gnard
against a fall from thet state of innoeency, and if he fall to seek
restoration again in the snerament of Penance, is widely differ-
ent from the Protestant concepiion, that baptism is only the
foundation and beginning of o growth in which sanctification is
realized. But we cannot dwell further upon this point now.

0
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Liarary oF Crotoe Frorron. “ May,” by Mrs! Oliphant, Auther
of At His Gates,” * Chronicles of Carlingford,” * Miss Majori-
banks,” &e., &e. Beribner, Armstrong & Co., 654 Broadway, - -
New York. - ah o

Parer Muwpr; or, Docrrive or Evororron. Beinp -in~sub-

stance Lectures delivered-in various Colleges
Seminaries. By Rev. E. F. Burr, D.D.|ai
Ceelum * and “ Ad Fidem,” and lecturer on lentific evi
dences of religion, in Amberst College. Boston: Noyes, Holmes
_and Company, No. 117 Washington Btreet. {1873, ° e

Ter Hory BIBLE, ACCORDING 10 THE AUTHORIZED VERSION (A -
D. 1611,) wrre AN ExPLANATORY AND CRITIOAL COMMENTARY ..
AND A REVISION OF THE TRANSLATION. By [Bishops and other
Ulergy of the Anglican Church, Edited by . G Cook, M. Ax:
Canon of Exeter. Vol. II. Joshua—1 Kings.. New York:
Beribuer, Armstrong & Co., 654 Brondway. 13873. g -

This is what has been known as The Bpeaker’s Commentary, he-
ozuse it was entered upon, if we mistake not, af the suggestion: of
the Spenker of the House of Commons. The volume before us “is
admirably brought ont by Scribrner, Armabrougi & Co. The bind-
ing is rich, plain, and substentinl. The paper pnd type dre'of o
quality in kesping with the character of the work, Altogether it
is & volume plensant to the eye, and an ornsment as well asan
addition to the library. N a

A stupendous work is helng donein our day in the way of bring-
ing out the weslth of the Sacred Seripture. T‘hé advenced views
that have come to be entertained in regard tothese Scriptiires, ac-
cording to which, while their inspiration iz firoly maintained, the -
human factor in them is more fully recognized, have corduced. to
add new interest to their eritical study. The attacks made upon
them also by modern infidelity, hes induced new imvestigation, so
that altogether the conditions are at hand for such a study of the
Bible as haa never heen devoted to it in any preceding age. =

This Bpeaker’s Commentary will circulate most largely in Eng-
land. Buot the enterprising Publishing House that has undertaken
to bring it out in this country has no doubt enleulated with good
assurance on & wide cireulstion also in this cotniry. It is not as
voluminous as Lange's Commentary, but it couthins Just such helpa
and explanntions as the render needs, without being cumbered with




