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that covscruxer should have led them to pay their sub-
seriptions, notwithstanding « the stuixupvoy or Tig
constirvTioN I Aud  furthermore, should their
conscicuee prove refiactory in the nwttey, a significant
Intimation is given by the Sec., that by scmseest
measures they would be assisted in swallowing « Tuy
srrivenyey” which they found co offewsisely nopalat-
able in the comatitution]  But cnsugh—adthough in
all these ways the sentiment of Free Communion has
been sought to be crushed and repressed in Canada, 1t
sTiLy nves. The sacramental intercommunion of bes
lievers bas claims upon cvery renewed heart which
neitlier power nor artifice ean eradwate. The fusda~
mental element of this prmeiple will glow and burn in
the soul of the devout christian, under the largest
accumuiation of ashes, bencath which exclusive
systems of church polity may attesupt to bury it
Conscions that all true christians are one in Chris
Jesus, such spirits nusr continue to ask, why are they
divided at his tuble ? aud who is responsible fur the
separation ¥ In answer to these inguiries, then, and
at the same time to present o view of their past treat-
ment by bath parties, stepping back fifteen years, the
reader's attension is solicited to the fullowing curres-
poudeticei—

OPEN AND STRICT COMMUNION.
To the Editor of the Canada Bap, Magazine.

Stn—Tu the JNetw York Baptist Register of the 20th
September, there is a long letter frum she Rev., D, Me-
Phail, of Indian Lands, 1 am desirens of knvwing
from yuw, if the folloning sentunee be corvect; it
forms the conclusion of this fetter: » THE cANAbA
BAPTISTS ARE MOSTLY QPEN COMMUNION-
ISTS.? An answer witl oblize,

October 3. 1839, A Srzier Barist.

——

{We bave not suflicient evidence to disprove the
above assertion of Mp. Macphail. But we have no
doubt that it is incorreet.  In Upper Canada the num-
ber of Strict Baptists—or those who contend for the
¢ one baptismi”? before partaking of the Lord’s Supper
~—is much geeater than those whom the late Abraham
Boath called— Inaccnrate, loose, laltitudinarian,
or Open Communion Baptists””  In the London Dis-
trict alone there ave 2851 of the formerto 1258 of the
Tatter ; and an intelligent member of the Denomination
said to us the vther day, that they prevail in nearly
every part of the Upper Province. In Lower Canada
Open Cowmunionists may be the mos=t numerous.  We
hiope not.  Montrenl which was onge the hot-bed of
this heresy, has got pretty much rid of it: we know
of two who have tately turned from the “error of their
ways 3 and, as {rutl is geeat, and mst prevail, we
Lope to see the day when the eutive Baptist Denowina-
tion will be of *the same mind apd the same judy
ment” on this important point.  We woanld bring
these remarks to a close by inviting the serious atten-
tion of vur “epen™ brethren to the following observa-
tions of the Inie cminent wminister whose nawe we
have already introduced.—~Eu. C. B. M.]

#Though I am far from suspecting that our brethren
want sincerily, or from thiukug that they violate the
dictates of coascience, in maintaining their very sin-
gular bypothesis ; yet their conduct, inregard to Bap-
tism, has such an ambiguous apprarance, and Jooks so
much like holding both sides o & contradiction, that I
should not wonder if one or ansther of our Pudobap-
tist oppounents, were to apply to them with a litile al-
teration, the spirited remonstrasce of Biskop Hall to

Archbishop Land.  The Iatterheing strougly susp-cted
of o predileciion for Popery, and the former intending
to deud roundly with him upon that subjeet, addressed
him in the following lnnguage:—* [ would knos where
to findd you—o-day you ave in the tents of the Reman-
Ists—ig-maorrow in ours ; the next day hetween both-—
against both, Our adversavies think you ours—we
theirs, This of yours is the worst of all tempers,
Heat aud cokd have their uses 3 Tukew armmness is good
for nothing but to trouble the stomach~Iow fong
will you halt in this indifiereney 2 Resolve vue way,
and kaow, at Jast, what yeu de hold—swbat you should.
Cast off cither your witygs or your teeth; s, loathing
this bat-like form, be either u bird or & beast.  If you
mist begin, why uot now 2 God ericth with Jelw. eke
is 0’1 my side, who —Take you peace; et we have
truth, it 1 cannot have botht*—This said the acute
and good Bishop Hall, to one whe halted between two
opinions; who wits ieither an uniform Papist, nor a con-
gistent Protestant.

“And now, before I conclinde, our byethren will suf-
fer me also to remonstrate ; and the readesr may rest
assured, that I de it witheut the feast impeachment of
their integrity ; il fnfant sprinkling be a buwas in-
vention, disowa it, renounce it, eotirely rejeet it, and
uo tonger et it hold the place of a divine fnstitution
it any of your ehrches.  But if it be from leaven,
eimbrace it, profess it, practire it in the face o3 the
sum, and lay the other ubsolutely nside, as destitute of
adivine warrant.  For as there is but one God nnd
one jaith, so there is but one baptism. Divine truth
is consistent; divive ordinances ave consistent, for they
atenot yex and nay; amd all the Christinn world are
cutisistent with themselves, redating to Baptem; be
¥¢, therefore, consistent jn this, as you arve i vther xe-
spects. Thatis, be either consistont Baptists ov Pevdo-
baptists; fur, accurding to yoar present practice, all
thinking aud impartial men saust progcunce you o
heteragencous imature of hoth.”

Axes, Moxt Co. N. Y. Jan. 19, X840.

To the Editor of the Canada Bap, Mugazine:

Siry~The November nunber of yovr Magazine is
now before we.  Feeling deeply interested in all that
concerns the welfare of Zion in Canada, I regret that
this number did not reach me on an earhier day 5 that
I might bave had an opportunity of presenting to the
veaders of the Magazie o spore timely review of the
quotation it comtusss from “Booth’s Vindication™ of
close commugion, which you esteem <0 well worthy of
vur potice as *opea breturen.?

The sentence in Br. McPhail's letter, which ocea-
sioned your remarks, received fron me e hearty wel-
come. From an intunate, personal acquaintance with
the writer, T felt satisfivd that the statemeut was not
made al random: an ardent dexire that it may ever be
found true, prompls my present defence of “ivce com-
munion.”

Passing by the ¥ditor's reflections for the present,
we proceeid to notite those of Mr. Booth as endorsed
by him, while “inviting™ our attention to them.

In the first sentence of your quotation, we find our-
selves charged by V'r. Bouth sith maintaning a “very
singutar hypothests™  In sbich, we conclude, the au-
thor has reference to the true question at ivsue between
us; viz: Has Jesus Christ made the observance of hap-
tism indispensable ¢ acceptable communion at his ta-
ble? Or, in other words—-must every Christian be
baptized, before he can worthily partgke of the Lord’s
=upper?  Asthe negative of one or both of these ques-
tions constitutes our “very singular hypothesisy” the
charge will be turned upon the author it we disprove
wizarguments in support of the afirmative.—~“To de-

* Bp. Barw's Epistles, Deead, 1. Epist. 5.




