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I nican this as applicable te suf.h as worc (.unvertvýd requires tic cxc.lubiun of a Baxter froin tho Churcli of
on, or after tho day eft Pcntecost. But wbien you say jChrist? Surely it rcquires rovision. Thjis, dear

Iliii order to bc admitted inito the primitive cburchcs," brother, is otir grnnd-our itisurmountablo objec-
if yeu niean tliat baptisai was vicwced as in all cir- tion te close commuînion iLi lias, indeed no respect
cumstances noessary to adnîhsion, in the saine sense ut IersoIIs, exclt they bu imrîîersed i an Onven 1Tift

as conversion wvas necessary ; I cannot go with yen. delighit as much in serving and exalting Christ as
1 wilI adinitt that if a profebsed convert hiad refused Paul ;-a Baxter niay ho as zoalous for the gloîy of

te subnîit te baptisin, hoe would lia e beuzi rejuctedl, Qod in the converson of sinners sis thiat A[,ubtle i-

but flot,, observe, bccatise tho want of baptistu wqs they may b-All POssess tho fervent lovû or Johin;

viewed as ef itself an absolute disqualification for. they nîay do an incalculable azueunt ef good in con-

commnunion iii these clînrthes, but because refusai to vcring 2inners and building up saints; it matters

subniit te wvhat wvas lhen incuntrovcrtibly the i iî oifiiot te close communion :-accerding te iL they mnust,

Christ would have been necessarilv vieved as iwilftul as te qualification for a.lnission te the privileges of

disobedience te bis laws, orceontempt of is autbority.
.And if yeu, dear brother, could say ot Pedubaptists,
as snch, that their refusai te be imnîerscd must
necessarily bc viewed as wilfuil disobedience, or con-
tenipt of the authority of Christ, then yen weould be
rigit ; it would be utterly vain te contend with yen.
Nay, I ivlll checerfully admit, that if clese communion
had liad this gronnd te stand upon, there weuld have
been abselutely "No oiernui FRu OPEN COM51uNION IN

TUE NEw TESTAMENT." But I knoIV, brother, you set
up ne dlaimn te sueh ground for close communion,-
1 know you could make us eut a list-a long list ef
naines et Pedobaptists beth from among the living
and the dead, cencerning whenî, if yeu hear it said,
or even iusinuated, that they refused te ho immersed,
freai a disposition te disobey, or contemn the
autherity et Christ, you ivould spurn the insinuation
as flagrantly unjust. WVhat 1 yen ivould say, Jehn
Owen a contemner et the authority et Christ?. Or
oven Richard Baiter; eulogized in an article in a
late Ch. Mat., ia teris et unnîeasured ventration.
Yes, Richard Baxter, whe, thoughi an inveterate
eppenent et the Baptists, is yet characterized by
brether Natter, (I presuine, a close Ba1ptist) as the
Ilever te be remembered, great and geod Noncen-
formist divine, one et the noietspiritual and succcss-
fui ininisters efthie gospel et tlîe times in which ho
lived." Yes, Richard Baxter, cencerning whem
brother Natter says IlI estecai it a peculiar privilege
tu have been born and brenglit up in the sametewn
wherein se excellent a man lived and labeured se
successfully that 1,Ridderrainster wvas breiîght frein
hein- a tewn without a praying faniily te bc a tewrî
almo.-t witlîeut a prayerless famPniy. And ivbe,
brother Nutter is sure, lcft such a saveur et heaven
ana heavenly tlîings that the effects continued te be
feît fer many generations.1 .And brother Nutter
rniglit have added, that the works et this samne
Richard Baxter; such as bis Gall te ibe Unconverted
and Saint's Rest, are, perhaps, at tbis prisent fii
doing more every day in the -vay et cenvertinoe sin*
ners and cdifying saints than many a living Rv'gula
Baptist minister bar bis personal labeurs, and mus'
the Ilever te bc rornembered" l3axter bc classec
with the disobedient, .- tne centeinners ef th
authorityoetChrist? Can that system be sound tha

the bouse et God, bc centented te take tijeir place
with thc Ildisobedient," tho contenîners et tho
authority ef Christ. Truc, it is admitted clQerfully,
tijat close cenununienists iii generail weuld bo very
far frein classing Owven, er I3axter, or any pieus
Pedobaptists, with tlîe disobedlient, it is et their
system that we speak; Nvith the incensistency be-
twean it and thieaiselves, we have be-re nething
te de.

It is net uncemmen fer our clese brethren te askc
"te what purpese is it that sud' characters as Owven,

Baxter, Watts, &c., are breught terward VI \Ve reply,
te great geod înrpese, e#pecially as a saniple et tho
characters whem close communion rejects or ex-
eludes frem the cliurchi ot Christ; for the fiact tlîat it
dees require the rejeetion. of thensands et such
eliaracters is si1.rely qtreiig prcstinptive evidence that
the principle is a flagr'>-.,t fiillacy. Ycs, though the
various express injunctiofis te i'eceivc tîxese whem
Ged lias received liad net been in tic Necw Testa-
ment, yet the tact tlîat close communion requires the
rejection et even sudi characters frein the Churcli et
Christ as Owen or I3aster, wenld bc, in our view,

mere than sufficient, te conder..n it.; bu~t wlîen 'we arie
expressly conimanded te receive even "lthe wcvak in

the taitli," shall wc bo told it is net te tlîe purpose
te refer te such cliaracters as Ofven, or Baxter, and
Bay te close cemmunionists your system. no bch
riglît, because instead et receiving Il the wveak in
the taith" according te the express law et the New
Testament, à rejeets many beth et the weak and tho
streng. Whlen wve say it is net very likely that, as
Ged se very evidently received and ceînnuned with

an Owen and a ]laxter himsi'l, lie would nevertheless
mako iL Our duty te redfuse te, receive or te rejeet
thein frein our communion, shahl we bc asked "lte
wbat purpose are sncb clîaracters brought forwardV"
wvhen it is trankly acki.jwledged by our close
brethren that there are aineng these whlim tlîey decin
unbaptized vast numbers et eniinent christins, Such

0as Owen and Baxter; and when it is equally franly
-admitted that in New Testament tiines there was
rnet ameng the unbaî,tized a single chiristian even nt
,the mencaest grade ; surcly we nigbt with the strictest

propriety ask theaIl "te what purpose do yen tell us
e that theiimersed only wece :admittcd te the New
tTestament Churches?


