
Ir] CN Social 11Vvï1ship or Open Gomlannnol

iaeît*; yet ail tîtese differingr and coîîflictitig parties arc wvont to meef
togetiier aronind the social liearth, or at a preacluing, or prayer mneet-
ing, ani offer up) thecir î)ray'ers anl pr-aise as ai) actof social worship
and iso join together in ail or any of tic "betievoleiitschiemcs" of the
day ; axai tins too, bcausc the!, viewv CaCh otiier as CHIRISTIANS, ivho,
dîiffer nerely ]n non1-csseiitials-as ail tra%,elling to the sanie place.
bv diffierent roads, and eXileet iilthmnately to sitdown around thesarno
table ixî the Kiiîîg's owvn country. Tlo-da«-y around thie social liearth,
as Gk>istians, they Nvit j oii in social prayer and praise, anid to-morrowv
tliey will refuse to break thie loaf togethier ! W1hat's the reason ? Not
hecause they thuik they aie fot Christians, for this thiey liave beforo
acknowvIedgcd; but bccauise of somc speculative difference. Nowv 1
L-noivitis coninanded. '2(o.vi. 17. to corne out front tieuinrighiteous,
unbeIievers;, anîd itifidels, anxd to bc separate, aud not to touch the un-
dlean, axai thc Lord will, reccive us ; bat tlîat any comnrnand exists to
corne out froin (]hristians, anîd be sacparate Nvhen performing any aut
of) social wcorship, l' have yet to leai-n. So that consistency %vould
say, if wc uxuîte in one net of social worship, wve ouglit iii ail.

In the Cltristiaiz Baptist, vol. G, page 183, youi give five reasonr»
whiy you "ýobjeet to, iiakiing, it a raie, ii an?, case, to receive uxîimmersed
persons to cliuircli ordinances

"Ist Because it is no wvhere conandcd.
"21. Because it is rio wliere precedented in t'heNevTsa nt

--d Bcause iL necessarily corrupts the sinilicity a id uniformity
of thec whole geios of the 1iew Institution.

"14tlh. Because it not only deranges tire order of the kingdom, but
inakes void one of the rnost important institutions ever given to, inan.
It niecessarily inakecs inmcersion of non-effeet. For, wvitIî wliat
consistency or proîwiety eaii a, colng regation hlîod iii to the world
ei ther the auithoit! or litility of ail ilistitution they are iii the habit of
inaking as littie of, as any hiunaui opinion ?

a~tli. flecause, in înaking a canon to, dispense witii a divine insti-
tutioi) of memnentous iimport, tliey mliîo do so assume thre very sanie
dispcnsingq potter Nhll issucd il, thutt trennendous apostaby wii we
and ail Christians arc praying anîd laboring to destroy. If a Christian
commnunity puts inito iLs nragna chiarta, covenant, or constitution, aa
assuixuption to dispense w'itIi an institution of the Great Kîng-, wio can
tell iviiere tiuis powver of g-ranting iicçnse to itseif miay terminaLe."

Again, (C. B3. vol. 5, page 1,22,) you eay, "Christianx immersion
stands inthei saine place iii thic Chîristian temple, or wvorsliip, that the
laver, or bath of purification, stood ii flhc JcWiih-ViZ. BETwrEEN
TIIE SACRIFICE 0F CHRIST AN]) ACCEPTABLE WV0RSHIP.;" and
you make "1prayer, pl'aise, and vocal ivorship, the antitype of the
IPriest approaching the lioiiest of ai ;" auid this (as iii the case of the
Priesis) subsequcaut to immersion.

Tire question is, if it be scriptural, foî those wiîo ave beiieved the
gospel and puit ua Christ by being imimerscd into luis dcath, tojoin ini
lorayer, praise, or atiy other act of 8ociai wvorship )with those who, lave-


