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TIE GOSPEL TRIBUNE.

ANSWER TO THE CIRCULAR LETTER OF
THE ONONDAGA ASSOCIATON,

The appearanee of the Onondiga Civedtlas, in con-
neetion with the other rigns of the times, clearly
indicates that the hour has fully come for the universsl
Jdizsemination of free comunion priveiples. We de
not proclaim this in the spirit of bonsting, but we
desire to acknowledge onr deep indebteduess to God fin
the silent, vet powertul, inttuence of his Spirit, as ex-
hibited in the ioanifest increase of Christizu union
broughout the world; in cousequenee of which th
question is every where agituted @ « Who are responsi-
ble for dividing Cunrtstians at e Lord’s table ¢ Al
séem to be convinced that the separation is wickedly
unseriptural, and thevefore all Christians, Close Buptists
not excepted, are now praying earrestly to he excused
from bewring theresponsibility. The Onondaga As-o-
ciation, atthough compnsed ol elnse Baptists, now wish
the world o believe that theirs « is the only frec and
open cammundon in the chureh 02 st I"

Had the Assovintion endy been satistied with atiempt-
ing to draw their awn uecks from the responsibility of
dividing Christians af the Lord’s table, without pre-
suming to compel us to fake their place and shouider
the burden, we wight have remined silent spectators,
But a3 the case now stands, (o remin silent s (o yen-
der injustice toall the parties canerrned. That our posi-
tion may be fully underatood, we procced toshow that
in its confroversy with Free Baptists, the Chrenlar

I, Begsthe question by misrepresenting our views,

It was, donbtless, mure through ignoranee thau
design that the Onondaga Ascveiation published to
the world the gross mistepresentativn that the Free
Baptists agreed” with them in the bLelief that the
observance of baptiste Was prerequisite to conmuniun,
On diccovering this vital error in the Circular, we
involuntarily gazed at its caption: <A Caudid
Infuiry.” ' ]
made knowledge 1;rer('(1\ni.~:!c to assertion, that it
required every man to Know the truth of what he
athirms.  In saying that this crvor was the offspring of
ignorance, we have prisented the vnly apolegy adnas-
sible in the case.  The Free Baptists base dvag upenly
stood upon the ground, which they feel well prepared
to maintain, that baptism is not prerequisite to cons-
munion—that any true beliceer in Christ suay worthily
partake of the Lond’s supper—they are willing to
receive to communion all, and every one, that God for
Christ’s sake has received ; asking uo other gtestions
for conscienee sake, then sucheus are niecessary to ob-
tain an evidence that they have been baptized into the
body of Chiist by the Spirit of God. The Free Bap-
tists believe, that the true question at issue between
them and the close Baptists, ix simply this: Is bap-
tism prerequisite to comniunion 2 05, in other nordy,
Must every Christian be immersed, before be can
worthily partake of the Lond's supper 2 Asnd henee,
when the Onouduga Cireulis touk the afflrmative as
granted by us, it begged the question. But

I1. Tur CircULAR, WIILE 17 BEGS THE QUESTION, ALSG
ARGULS 17 AT LENGTH.

(1.) By endcavouringto prove that Daplism is a pre-
requisite fo communion.

{2.) By arguing thot the Gmncrsion of a belicver is
" essential to baptism.

With the sccond premise in the ~rrument Free
Baptists have ne wentroversy.  Our testimony in its
favor has been wifure the world for centuvies. Our
attention will therelore be confined to the major

remise, it which the circular would jersuade the

hristian world, by a quotation from the second cliap-
ter of Acts, that no one can worthily partake of tIx)e
Lord*s supper, unless bie observes, strictly, the follow.
ing order, step Ly step, in no case observing the fifth
duty named, untl he has obeyed the fourth , of coure
the san:e wust be true sespecting the sixtd, if the argu-

It has ever bees onr opimun that candor

ment be good {ur anything, and we have therefore
taken the liberty, in its proper place and order, faith-
fully to record the susne; in perfect accordance with
apestoticat example and precedent.

“{1.) Tobe convineed of sin. () To repent, (3.) Zo
be bojtized,

(4.} Lo &e added fo the church, and continue in Hhe

apostles’ doclrine and fllowship.

(5.} %o ellond to the breakwng of bread, or the Lorila
supper.?

{6.) To ouskrve THE DUTY oF Praven.

Let it uow be observed, and remembered, that the
word of” God nowhere states, that the ovder in which
disties ave named, is the order in which God reguires
they should be obverved.  This i< « principle of inter-
pretation invented &y man, and is, in eur extimation,
the strony hold of close commaunion.  The pranciple,
when fairly stated, will be fouud to stand thus: When
any number of duties, ave named tu suceessian, i any
portion of seripture, the order in which they are
natwed, s the erder in which Ged designed they
should be obrerved 5 and henve, 10 observe any duty
namesd, before all Hm‘gprcccde it in retation, have been
duly attended to, is wviolation of the Divine will. In
stating the prisviple, we say when any number ot
dutics are nomed in sueeessson, For exiumple, when
twenty are named, the principle wust Le applied to
the whole, oF to none: 1o plc.'u}l for the agplication in
the case of the first fiftcen, and refuse it to the remain-
ing five, would be to sin against cundor and connaon
fenfe, )

We further say, in any portion of seripture ; for, if
the principle be applicable to a series of duties record-
ed in Matthew, it st alss L applieable to a similar
series if found in Revelutions, {\ ith these points in
siew, we will now proceed to test the principle in
question,

Beeause weread, Acts 2: 42, « And they continued
steadfa:tly in the apustles’ duetrine, and i fellowship,
and in braaking of bread, and in prayers,” 1t is argu-
ed that no chiristinn can wortbily partake of the Lord’s
supper, until he has been recetved into churehifellow-
~lip, i. e, by some Jocal church. Admitting this
interpretation of the term fllowsbip, and reducing tle
wrguineut toa regular syllagism, toasoeid the possibility
of micapprehension, we bave the following ¢

The order su which duties are mamed, in seripture,
is the order in which Gud requires they should e ob-
served.  Notice—

In Acts 21 42, church fellowship is named before
conumunion.

Therefore, if & christian attends to communion
bedore e bas been received into chureh felluwship
he violates God's rejuirement. s

If the foregoing argument is valid, we know of no
principles of eriticisu that can iaalidate the follow-
g,

TIn Acts 2: 42, commanion is named before prayers.

Therefore, if a christian attends (o yrayers before be
has obrerved the ordiuance of comniunion, ke violates
God's requircieenis?  Again,

In Madt. 221 21, The duty of rendering to Ceeear his
dues, is mentioned before the duty of rewdering fo
God the things that are God’s.

Therefore to attend to the claims of God, prior o
thuse of civil goversment, is a vielation of God’s
reguirement]  And again,

3 Matt. 10 : 8, in Christ’s commission to his twelve
apustles we read, © Heal the sick, cleanse tlie lepers,
aice the dead, east out devils.”

Therefore, it was the duty of the apostles to refrain
from casting vut devily, i) they had mired the dead ;

and to refuse to cleanse the lepers until they bad bealed

the sick 111 .

We might test this principle of of interpretation, by
a multitude of olber passages that would exhibit its
fallacy in astill stronger Jight ; but enough bas already
been produced, to cotvinee every sound critic, that the
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