For thess somewhat extended remarks, though ar
apparent digression, I=nced offer no apology, bLeing
pursuaded that every candid mind must allow the
have & very jmportant bearing on the question at
issue.

T admitted that those converts, at least, who were
converted on and after the day of Peutecost were
baptized on their conversion, and T may add, pro-
bably before they united with the church to celebrate
the supper; but I think you will admit that it wa-
not becanse they were baptized that these converts were
received into the church, but simply and solely
because they were converts, or believers; and if we
could conceive it possible for & convert to have given
cviilence of his conversion, while refusing to be bap-
tized, it way be assumed that such a convert would
have been received unbaptized; for it is manifest
nothing was required but evidence of genuine con-
version ; allowing that baptism was required, it was
s0 only as an evidence of conversion, but that it is
g0 now is not pretended.

You go on to observe, “if this is admitted (viz.,
that the converts were baptized, &e.) then we have a
divine example, &e” I have admitted that we are
bound to follow the example of the Apostolic
churches as far as it is possible for us in our circum-
stances to do so; but T contend that we are placed in
circumstances,—yes, brother, though I have already
remarked pretry fully on this, it does appear to wme
of such importance as to justify a rvepetition ;—1I do
unhesitating!y insist, the cirenmstances in which we
are placed by the baptismal controversy reanders it
absolutely impossible for either you or us to follow
the example of the New Testament churches in every
rezpect. I have already particulavized several re-
spects in which you do not follow their example ; and
I could easily mention others; let it suflice to refer
to one.  When you baptize such a candidate as Mr.
Noel you complacently conclude that now you have
followed the example of the New Testament churches.
Bat it needs ouly a little refllection to convinee you
that there is really no such example ealibited by
these churches: you know their rule was to baptize
on conversion but here is a christian who had been
converted perhaps half a century, and had been all
that t'me faithfully and zealously serving his Lord,
and enjoying atl certain intervals during that period
the privilege of celebrating the Lovd's supper; though
you assume in your articles of faith (certainly un-
warrantably) © that ordinance is the pecyliar privi-
lege of those who immerse;—here I suy is such 2
christian observing the Zuttiutory rite of baptism ; but
where is the divine example thatajs followed ?  As-
gurcdly it was as mach the intention of the Institutor
that it shoulld be observed on conversion, as that it
should be observed at all.  Here then is “ a change
in the order and ordinances of the church of Christ.
Haw you can justify yourselves in countenancing it
while you cuntend that no possible change of circum-
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stances can demand or justify the clightest d. .intion
‘Trom apostolic example I cannot see. T solemuly
wssure you, dear brother, I feel constrained to view
it a3 a deviation from Apostohe example equally
great as to admit acknowledged christians to the
Supper, though owing to their views of tha
nrdinznee, they did not see it their daty to be im-
mersed.

You say that the dogma that a change of circum-
stances, may demand and justify a change in the
order and ordinances of tho church of Clurist is the
slaring ervor that is at the root of all the heresies,
and anti-christian practices that corrupted the chris-
tian church. I think, brother, yon ave aware that
these heresies, &c., that corrupted the christian
chureh were not introduced on the pretest that cir-
cumstances rendered them absolutely necassary ; bud
on the ground that the church (alias, the clergy)
was invested with authority to settle the meaning of
scripture j--to docree rites aud cercmonies; andin
short, to enact such laws for the governmesnt of the
church as a majority of the clergy should deem ex-
pedient.  Nothing of the kind is contenided for by tho
advoeates of open communion.  Nay, as already ob-
sereed they appeal to the usiequivocally eapressed
injunctiouns of the divine word: they contend that
the change of circumstances occasioned by the bap-
tismal vontroveisy, not only justifies a change in
some respects as it regards the ordinaute of baptism,
and admission to the church of Christ, but renders
it absalulely unavoiduble. Tt is vain to talk as if a
change in these respeets were optional; for that it
is not. We may choose between one change and
another, butbetween ¢ ckange and no change we have
no choice. We contend for one line of procedure in
reference to baptism and admission to the church;
you contend for another, but both in certain respects
deviate from the example of the New Testawment
churches. As perfect imitation is impossible, we
feel it our duty to aim to follow Apostolic example
as to what appears of the greater impoitance; and
acting on this principle we feel impelied to the con-
clusion that the manifestation of union and love
amcog the followers of Christ is of incomparably
greater importance than a puunctilious uniformity in
respect to the ordinance of an external ceremony :
for, however important the ordinance of baptism

may be; and we would be far from detracting the
least iota from its importance; yet we believe thad
all the dificiency really chargeable va pisas Pedo-
baptists in reference to it, amounts merely to a mis-
take respecting the time and manner of its observance.
Many of them, doubtless, have as high a reward to
the rite as an ordinance of Christ, sceurding to their
own view of it, as the most reguiur of the Regular
Baptists can pretend to; and therefore, dear brother,
we hold it to be utterly out of the question for us,
even as Baptists, to view their crror of sufiicient
enormity to justity their exclusion from the church
of Chirist, especially when we cranot shut our eyes
on the humbling fact, that n.any of them tar outstrip
us in their zeal and devotedness to their God and
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