
THTE GOSPEL TRIBUNE.

course stîcli qu estions îaust ho aîîsiered iii te affirmia-
tive ; but ootlcss ive assume that the disobedicace
of Pedobaptists eviîîees want of love both to Christ
and the brethreîî, his questions are îîerfectiy irrelevent,
aîîd ive kniio lic %vill Itot dare deiiberatelv to assumîie
duis ; for lie kîivs niany of tlin ev'iîce as ardent
love to Chrîist, aîîd lu the bretlîren, as is evinced lîy
Baptists, la rcfereiîce fa Mr. 1Iall's calliîîg exterilal
rites tue terrestial attire of religion, lie says :-11 If
iwould not be seemly to receive into our fitmiiy and
entertaiit a mnî destitute of gaîments. TIhe deceîicies
of society ilemaad that lie shahil be eiothied. But if. is
eqnally iinseemly to iiitrodîî"e to tie sacred Tabîle
those who are not fairnishied witb the vcstments of the
former ordliîtnce." This, iii ou r view, ivould apîîly
equally forcibly ta publiciy associating wvifh theni
itîder any cir-cunistances.

The fart is but t00 notorions that the obligations
of iiumulity and love are brouglit into conijetition
with tlie ptîncttaal observance of the externat -rite of
haptism la consequence oft le introduction and pre-
valience 0f P'eîloiiaptism, and the Communion contro-
,rcrzy arising froni it. Biut ln proportion as the aiind
is frc-e froin préjodices of education, &c., and is lier-
vaded hy genuine litiniilitr, and that charity wlîizh
vaunteth not itsel. there %vili ho a strong inclinationî
*, forbearance, anîd a deep repugn:tîce s0 f'ar te
assume infaliabili.y andi clajini the righit îîereniptorily
10 dietîtte ta recognized brethren whîît is their dury
lu reference to ait obcdieîîce to Christ. Nor doos it
coîîsist with the obligations of humulity co say to our
brother, wvho, ive inay he i'onstrained ta admit, is
more eminoîît in pioty tlitan ourstIves, Il Brother, un-
less you adtopt nîy viewvs aîîd practice respocting
bapf.isni you cannot have the privilige of comînuning
with me ait the Table of the Lord."1

We now notice, briefly, a fuiv of the Dr.'s extrava-
gances.

Andi first, on p). '09, we rBnc liilai olhjeîtiîîg to Mr.
HllI fotr sayiuig that bal>cisîîî is a mode of professiîîg,
oîîr fatilli, allagiîîg tuai, lie ouglit ta have salil t/he
mitie. Itc. (If coturse, iii lis oilion, if. is the oa.'.
mode by ivhich fiaitli caîti bu professi'd. If te )r.'s
opiinionts tere riglît if. woiîld certainly follow that
the uîiixttmgýrzed oughit not to lie comînîned wvith
for if immeuîrsion ho cte oa'yj mode of professing f.îithl,
cf cour.se tliîy have not professcd failth, and to coin-
ite with î.lose wlto bave not even îîrofeseil faitli

'miroii loouk too likec b.tre-f.tî-ed i:ttitudin:îriiiism. Il.
-.î rallier u' irjrisiîig that; thte Dr. slîomld have aidviinred
Ibis, aivare ais lie iiiiîsc ho -f tue .Apostle's derhîraîtion,
lboinaîs x., "l Witit tue iteart lattan helievefh mta
righte.oasness, and itlh t1tc inoulh c ûfs m adte
timito saiva.tioti." And lte D)r. him-iseif decîrIr that,
Falth oîîglîc, la ail cases, 4%o bc proféeed bc'fore uap-
îl?î ; lit titis contradicfory tsszuînptiotî iii necessarv
tu te thieory of close comnnîîion.

AN F.XTRAorDliARVY INSINVATI.

On p. 109 Dr. Jloivell observes, IlIf Godl bas sonte
seect code by wvlic1ltih saves tîtose vhîo hahiictah.Ily
violate bis revealcd willit is for lus own govertimeît,
liot otirs."

\Vhat meaniîîg te Dr. intendeil to convey by tItis
la radier ttîcerttîin; but after reading if., and its ton-
ton, sevoral limes over, ive have conclutded tîtat ho
minst have mata sometlîing like tîte foiiowving, via.-
"-l'edobaiptists being htabitant violâters of God's re-
vealeà ivili, if t/îey art saved, must hoe savcd by a code
dilterent froin tîtat by tvbich others are saved ; a
code 100 wlicl God lias flot seen inet t0 reveal 1"l
But cati titis hoe the deliherate opinioni of Dr. IIowell?
If so, surely bis ortiîodoxy ncods to be inqîiired into.~

Conflicting statements of the Dr. in regard to the
purposes for iwhicli tlîe Supper wvas instituted:

Ilis 7th eliapter is for the discussionî of this
question, and ini conimencing hie qiiotes he ivords of
institution ns proving.c if. to hc conimemorative, and to
show the Lord's death tili hie cornes. Il Il is,1 hie sgyts,

Ito bc invariably adminisiered and received for thiese
purposes, and for no othier." Miot on bis 22d p). lie tous
us "it is calicd a sacrarnent, because it is a publie! de-
claration of allezianee to our Lord Jesus Christ:;"
ané Il the eucharist berause it is n art of personad
adoration and thanksgiving t. ('od." Antd on 1 . 111
lie calls nlot only- commemoration, but also "la testi-
inony of our united love and obediepce ta our Lord,
pu7'o8se. atone e(iictioned ty the nrord qf (,1" On p.
105 ho admits that the Supper %vas appoiuited to be a
test of our- love and confidence in eaich other. thougli
îlot so mucli so as of our obedience ta Christ ;and
further says, that Il As if. is a saered féast, &c., inut-
uut C'l? istian affection among romniuînicant,ý is very
becoxning and ag9h1 necessari,." In the saine chapter

(.114) lie cails the opinion that the Sîîppt.r is de-
.kigîîed as a test of Chiristian fellowship, aud tuaIt one
purjiose of ils administration is to express naitual
('hriitiant fellou-sliip, a 7nivtakrin roio», (in c.,IpIloed
dto!iii. Verily, tlîese are not e.sily reconvileil. And
other simiiiar instantes couid bu pointcd to, but lot
tîese suflice.

In his Sîli chapter hoe discusses the thrce îirouiinet
coîîsidernitions wliich influence Close B:îplists to dle-
dine feliowship) w'ith I edobiiptiýzts. Aý fewv rcmaiks
oni tle Birst of these seers called for, if. is, that f(vllow-
slîip ivitît these wvould iîîvolvc an abar.donînerît of aîl
tliose priîiciîîles on hoth oîdiiiances lîîld 1)*y Close
llap{tists. But is this a ne:savcoîseilîience ?
\\riat are their F,-1iciîîles on both ordiîî:nces ?
''They bold tlîat baptisn is an indisiiensibie pro-
1tqtUisite to the ýsoUp)er ; and tha lic eco.-îlîltission
is eoiiivalent to a law positively prchibitiîg tlîc ad-
miission to tic Suppier of any one w'hon tlîev, as
Hatists, deenit anbeiptised. GrantedîI if thesolrrci-
i)ii.s lîad their foiiadattion ia trnth, commnng' vvth
11edolîaptists woîîid invoive ilîcir abitniloi:meîîî. 1le
as.sumes that clîey arc provtd. Mt wlhere is the,
proof ? IL. is tlie opinion of Close Blîtiste; andi
l>edobaptists, in geýneral, are undIerstood ta limId thé,

ino.Wiig, lîowerer, takininîg m count
ili vat dfféenr asto character bet%%enth n

l)alti5î.d iii relation to Pedobaptists, aiid lIan t ichose
îiibaitiaed iîî reation to Bap ist.e reniind tl.c Dr.
tlîat Pedobaptists rnay be, anîd ivo beliet e are, ail in
error iii respect to tlis, i. e., as fur as tlieir Close Com-
mulnion abtotnis to rujectiîig recognizedl ClîriAiaîis.
'PlIie trîîtl is, as ive Birialy believe, tue principie re-
minls unprovel hy cithier Baptlt:sts or l'edc'iptists.
'Ple aicsilîntio.-t tliat ny commnîîiîîg iyitlîa Christian
wiOlio lîs a vicw of a doctrinte différent froîn mine
îtecessarily involve an abandoîînient of air o'vn view
of if., is a notion *too ciîildish to require refailation.

'fle D)r. is cert:îily very reckless in hi.; assertionis.
For instance, lie assures Pedobaptisîs tliat Oipen Coni-
inuîîioîiists diffcr from tlit more wvidely thaît Close.
IL is truc titat Open and Close flaptiss hold the saine
views as to their being uîîbaîîtisod ; but %lîile Ilie
Open hold thaI their error is to be -iFcribedl to in-
î'olunaay midaa'c or viitconception, tho Close breihren
ciîargç theîa with conçpiring in dc.sigi Iob oî,crt/rc'v the

1 tio of God, and wiîh rcbelioi against Divine authority1 !
!)r. Ilowvell, moreover, charges thleîn vith font coin-Lception ; insinuating that, for allilihir prof entions,
ticir only object ln soeking fc.llowsiîip ivitlt Iaptists
is to get Ilieui 10 acknowledge the va-lidity of their
infant baptismn; aîîd but for that, hoe assures us, tbey

;bave no desire to commune inuBaptistOhurche-s. lie


