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Dostrine and Dufy

AN ESSAY ON THE TERMS OF COMMUNION, BY
OATHOLICUS ; WITH A PREFACE BY JOHN
GILMOUR.

Such is theitle of a tract of 45 pages which purties are
. ®irculating ip the province, a copy of which, has recently
been hm&zd to the Editor of the Observer. We huve read
jt-carefully, and having found nothing new in it, sull retain
as s inatter of courss, our former well considered views.
"The prefluce by Bro. Gilmour, and which really contains the
marrow of the arguments of Catholicus, is a very pretty and
leasing descant upon Christian love and forbomunce. We
3scarcely know. how our goed brother intends us t9 apnly his
reface: Does he rgean that the absence of such lave and fors
bearance, as hie and those who think with him poessess, nakes
Regular Baptists close-communionists, and duves lio think
that.an increase of those graces ip our hearts, is all that is
mecessary to bring us upon the oped-commumon ground ?
1f-he does, ho must regard our piety as being sudly deficient
in compass. A{ he dees not, bis remarks ave ireglovant. s
it true, that the practice of open-communion is the leritimate
@ftspring of Christian lore—:ihat grace, which led nany a
suartyc 1.byrn gt the stako, rather than yield up, or sacrifice
one. iofs ‘of . Christ’s truth=stbat grace, which, above all
others, prescrves intact heaven's legislation,” which rejpicest
aot in iniquity; or in any thing belonging 10 the mystery of
iniquity, but rejoices in the truth. s &wn-c‘ommupionis:n,
again we ask, a child of this.grace 2 We must be oxcused
for not'being able to believe that it byps, ip 1tsgll considered,
the Temotest conpection with love. liis a Joere sectariun
Jbadge, the shibboleth of g party, who, it attacking the Bap-
tists ring changes wpon those kind of epithets, which not
Junfrequently pass for arguments, viz: intolerance, bigotry,
Auperstition, scctartunism, §-c. - :
While we agree genemlly with the sentiments of the
rofnce, we deny its relevancy 1w the point ai jssug,
V& say. generally, meanivg by that, that ‘there are some
sxpressions which wo cannpt”endorse. It has long leen
Ao us -ainust obvious truth, iat many of the contraversics
which-agitate our world, weuld be grestly’ circumscribed,
and. perhaps cease ;gltogether, i dispuiants would agree
jn .theic -application of first principles. Many a page of
logical argumentpton resting upon false premises, and
inany an impassioned burst of glowing rhetoric, built upon
such a foundatipn, won!d never have seen the light of day,
“bad their authors paused at the threshold of their work, afd
candidly propased to themselves the quesiion—are the prin-
ciples upon which I gm about to build selfevideutly true?
We think that the principles ppon which the dogma of open-
communionism rests, ave selt-evidently erroncous. Take a
few.examples from the Jittlo work before ys : '
Inthe Qrcfncc we read, “ that the Jaw of Chistian foc-
bearance isthat which Ghnist has given for the purpose of
mesozsing barmooy of spirit, mnidst the divensity whick

provails.” Now, did Christ give a Jaw; based upon the
exercise of forbearance, which should hurmonize men at the
expense of the tiuth taught by the Holy Spirn?  Is it not
our duty to contend earpestly for the faith once delivered to
the spints ?  But can forbeargnee onlighten us pg.to one
iota revealed in that faith?  We must obey the &spcl of
Christ; but can forbeminee endighten us ps to what that
gospel teaches? We iwust keep the grdinances as thoy
were delivered ; but can forbéerunce instruct us in the nature
of those ordinunces?  We must withdraw, ourselves from
every BROTHER that walketh disorderly ; but can for-
bearance point out 1o us the digtinction botween orderly and
disorderly walkivg 2 Paul says, ¢ Beware dest. any man
spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after tho tra-
dition of men and not afier Christ.”  But forbearance ag-
nificd to the place of a law for the maintenance of harmony,
neutralizes the apostolic cautian, and sanctions at the table
of the Lord -traditions which make void the Jaw of God.
From the very. nature of forbearance, it js self-evident that
it is not its proviuce 10 discern the mind of the Spirit; and
harmony without such discermnent would be harmony in
rebellion.  Christiun love and forbearance ave essentin)
graces,; but what are their legitimate functions? Do they
fulfl or set aside the Jaw 3 Christ said, * If ye lovo me, keep
my commangments;" and againd ¢ Ye age my friends, if yeo
do whatseever 1 command you.” Hego the evidence that
we love Christ, and are his {riends, is_found in doing whag,

woeved-he hes commatids®us.  And~John, the loved-and *

loving discifle, taught thus, % by this we know that we love
the'eh Udren of God,wheun we Jove God and keep his comne
mandments?  “¥or fhis is the Jore of God, that we obey
his‘commandments aud his commandmemts are not griev-
ous.” A¥hatever plea, then, inay serve as an apology for
openccofnunionism, it is obvious that it cunnot bring o its
aid that Jove which clings 1o Christ's commandments, even
thaugh jt should be at the expense of making amaw’s foes
those of his own house.  If an individual wrongs me-person-
ally, and X take it patiently, tht is_forbenrance; but if ho
wrengs my Lord, and I remuin uninoved, that is indifferences
If I obey God from the heart, and fram the heart seck to do
good to men,.that.is Joge; but if T sunetion the subversion
of a fundamental -Jaw of Christ's house 1o please mysell or
others, that is criminal latitudingrianiym.  The immersion
of beliovers is the fngnred process-ol church-building , and
all the love on earth and in heaven cannot change that
order; and we cannot think that love ever atlempted to
cffect suck-a.change.

“Forbearance has its Kmits,”? says the preface; and our
brather would, in view of those limits, receive all that Gog
receives, and reject only the unconverted, and quotes the
beautiful passage, ¢ Wherefore receive ye ouo another ag
Christ also received us:®  ‘Therois a sophism luiking be.
neath the term received, as employed by open-cominuninnists,
which alone gives the appenrance of plausibility to theit
remarks, founded on this passage. It ig, of course, asstnn g
that we, who practise vestricted communion, do uot seceve
Christians us Chirist did.  Now this is 2 moss mistake s we




