
THE GOSPEL TRIBUNE. 273

thry arc agreed, and forbearing one another iu Iuvt
in regard to thuse about wlîiclî they differ, obscrvitig
sacredly flic divine injunetian, Il Loet every one bc
fully persuaded in bis oiun mmnd." Nothing but
sectarian prejudico could urge a reason.

*Yeu exhort ail mon, especially ministers, to lcnd
their aid ta sectire unity in divcrsity-thc uni/y of the
spirit of lore." Sliould one acquaintedl with thc cou-
troversy happen ta read tais, and several ather similar
passages, without reading the rcst af yaur article, lie
vroîld necessarily suppose it ta ho a deofeuce af open
communion. As a proof ofitis, I quote two or thrce
senteuces froux brother Gilmour's profâce tea apampli-
let, whiclihe lately rcpublished, advocating the open
theory. You say, Il:' visible union is most desirable,
but hardly possible amongst imperfeet beincgs."1 Br.
Gilinour says, Il Iowever desirable unauinîity af sen-
timent and practice is, it lins hiitherto fallen ta the
lot ai very liuîited groups af even the followers of
Christ." Your lieadiug declares, "lTruc Christian
unity la prazticable in a visible diversity." This doca
appear t uec ta clash wvitli the sentence already
quoted. But.. passing that, I observe, Christian unity
in diversity is declared ini your maxiru ta lic practi-
cable, and you repcatedly exhort ail Christian mou tu
strive ta secure it; but yen do flot tell us whether
the flead ai the Churci lias made provision for the
securiug or preservatian of this uuity. Broter Gil-
mour furnishes this ail important information. fle
says, Illie that kneiw thc end froin the beginning
providcd for the preservation ai the unity of the
Spirit in the bond af peace amidst the diversity whichi
ivoulà1 obtain." And in answer ta the question,-
IlWhat is that principle, the energetie operatian ai
vwhicli %ill preserve uuity ai spirit aniidst diversity T"
hae abserved, IlWc liesitate flot ta say, it is farbear-
ance, Christin forbearance, forbearance in love."
And again lie says, IlThe 1mw ai Christian farbear-
ance is that -%vlichl Christ bas given for thc purpose
ai preserving harînony af spirit amidst the diversity
wliichiprevails."1 Iere in is thieprinciple thatwill
infiullibly secure the great desideratum; but, nias!1
brother, Close Communion leaves na roonr for its ope-
ration. You thereforo rightly conclude that Ila visi-
bic union, thougli iost desirable, is hardly possible;"
vou miglit have said I)crfeily impossible. You Say
IlIt wns lest on the death ai the apostles, and with-
out a returu ai inspiration you do nat sec how it can
possibly bc restared." It is thon a liopeless case
writh you, for unless wo adopt the 'Mormuon or Irving-
ite theory, ive can bardly expect a reucival ai inspi-
ratioh. Indeed wo flaptists iu geucrai prafess ta bce-
lieve that inspiration is no more ncedcd, holding the
inspired code, ivhich wo already have, ta lic mil-suffi-
cient for aur direction. Unless, then, we attain this
desideratuni by the aperatian of Christian forbear-
ance, wc mar set it down ns impassible ai attaininent;
and iL is vain for us ta cail an either Chiristian moun
or mnisters ta lend, their aid ta socure it. The truth

is, tlwso cuiuniu,ian lias nuthing %vlihucer ta do
%vith, uniQi in dtviersuy. 'Charistian unity in Vitiblo
diverýity is practicable," you say; but hovr nnd
wberc? Nat in the churcli by the exorcise ai for-
bearance. Sucli unity is ignored by close cominu-
ncun. But thaugli you cnrefully keep Pedabaptista
out ai the clîurch, yet yau will "llove them truly and
tenderly," and voiu will nianifest titis love by'I salu-
ting thern in thc street;" Ilby paying kindly visits."
And you wiIl even go so far ns ta invite thein ta assist
you at the formation af churrhes, and employ theni
in leading the devations an sucli solein occasions,
anîd iii exhortîng the members of the neivly-formned
cliurcli ta their dnties. One ivoîld think thosa wvho
niay Iawfully go thus far, miglît Iawfully go a step
inrther, and even have the privilege ai sittiugf down
at the table ai the Lard witi tlic churcli whose devo-
tions they have been lemding, and whoui thcy have
been exharting ta their duties in their new erpacity.
Is it ixideed passible that there are ta bie found intel-
ligent Christins wbo arc, really persundcd that Pc-
doaptists mmy bc allowved ta go just s0 flir, but no
farther ? Yes, it cannot bc denied. I will say, bow-
ever, itwilvilibe impossible ta believe this 'ivlen the
age shall have arrived wlien, as you sny, Il las pre-
judice and more liglit shahl prevail." I feel con-
strained ta, say, brother, you spenk very incolierently
about uniey or union; it la difficult ta ascertain the
precise inemuing yon attacli ta these ternis, and it
%would indeed bie impossible ta comprcliend your
mcaniug, -wore ive flot assisted by your knoivu prac-
tice. Your apliorism speaks afI" Christian uni/y beiug
practicable, in a visible diversit-."' If 'ive inquire
wliere, you do flot tell us ; but we know froni your
practice it cannot lic in tho churcli ; faor there you
contend for unity icithorut diversity; it can only lia
outaide the churcli, thon, that your truc Christian
uni/y inL diversity i,, practicable. Again, yau speak of
tga visible union beingr desirable, but hîardly passible.
Are wo ta uuderstand that this visible union is the
samne as the C'hristian uni/y in your apliorism ? No ;
by the anc vou evidently men a uuity in the churcli,
and by the other a unity out of thc chu rch.

VIszible union in the church is lu your viow desirable,
but bardly Possible. Yet it la that for whicli close
communion coutends. Open communion is satisfied
with a vijible union amidstprevailing divcrsi/y. " Rv-
crs ai blood," ven say, "h ave bocu shed for the visi-
ble uni/y.1" MWel, that is preciscly wbat the close
theory demauda; that is -what, it wvil have at wvhat-
ever cost. Ta shed blood for it is nov out ai thc
question ibut the thcory bias the blood oi thousands
in its skirts. If does -not now Say, yen. must bo
burned, or imprisaned, or flued, if you darc ta think
differently froni the church ; but ifiyou darc ta do so,
rejection or exclusion mnust bc your portion; yeu
miust bo situt out. Open communion, on the ather
biand, thaugh it vicws unanimity ai sentiment ta lic
desirable, yet believing it ta b hlardly passible in


