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for paper, nttiniup gcpc,p” work, fol:in_g &cyclerking,
post office bills, &g, &, is, round numbers, one thou-
sand three hundred dollars. y to pay this one thousand
three hundred dollars, how mughido you think we have re-
ceived from subscribers since January 1838, Precisely
| elght hundred and { lﬂ’y two dellars, and sizty two and a half
| cents, every cent told! 'This leaves us ilebt to the work-
man four hundred and seven dollawsy@nd thirty seven
and a half cents! we ask you, bpethren, whether it
is oug duty to pay, out efour own pocket, even if we had the
“wmeans to do it, which we have not, $447. 374 a year, for
the previlege iting, without compensation, a péligious
news rt Lonsider what it weuld amount (o ik @ ?w
years. "This state of things must be changed, tuntly,
K or we shall drgp the paper. The workmeyare - They
| cannot afford to lose their work, and we eannot payit. We
* must stop the concernjunlesswremedy gan be provided.
But a friend enquires—Will not (Lese uine hundsed de-
linquent subscribegg_pay? And, if they do, the who}
amount gwill be mad® up, and something over. Ah—]]
they do”~We do not know whether they will,or not. We
only know they have not—And as tae wiiole amount is scat-

z tered over several Statesyin single.dollar subscriplions, we,
of course, never'ean collectit. . I they ehoosc o pay, very
3 ¥ well; if they do not, we eannot get'it, and the, paper dies.

We would, respvctfully!-\mgeal. to ;fiosq‘ who know ‘they
have not paid, the inguiry, whether it m not be better
i for them to pay the dollar, or two, whic hey oWe us, than
: for this medium of communication, and usefuluess, to be lost
; to the Baptist denominatign'in the South West? We have
been frequently told that the anties constantly represdpt to
their congregations %t we are making an immense forlune
by Th Baptist. Perhaps this may be the reason why we
i have het been paid. Ifso, we hopeegis article will_dise
| : solve the charm, and send us the needful, which ma¥h al-
{ wags.be transmitted through the Post Office at our risk.
All will, however, ily see that we cannot rely upon
the probability that delinghents will pay,and, upon this
ground, go still further into debt, We. therefore, make a
double proposition— Firsi—That"every subscriber of this
per, immediately, on the reception of this, make effort
it, andgend us as Many additional su bscrijpers
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she, can possibl y.obtnin? wAnd-8econdly—That every name
be, if practicable, accompamied by one dollar. Refering to
the Ladies reminds us taappeal also to them. If Ladie
you will take up this mattes, which we earnestly entreat you to
do, not for oursake, but far thesake of the good cause, the
thing will be accomplishgd. We shall rely upon your aid.

With these ex
inquiry—Shall "The Baptist live or die? Brethren, and
Sisters, what you do, do quicklyhg

OPEN (OMMUNION. |
ening, the othier day, to call, with a gentlemanyat the
the Nashville Whig, in Deadesick Street, our

frie . R, McKeénnie Esqr, of the Steam Press, presen-
ted dsomely exccuted pamphlet, of thirty large oc-
tavo

es,” dated at Maclemoresville, Tennetsee, Sep-

]

itions, and remarks, we again submit the -

tember 10th 1838, and entitled i—'“Thoughts on christian

communion at the Lord’s Tuble; Water Baptism; & Elec-
tion, and Reprobation; by . M. Hurt, a lay member of
the Bupt&t Church.” We have, with the writer, personally,
no acquaintance, and can, thereforé, say nothing with re-
gard to him,  He is, it will be observedy, a member of the
Baptist Chusch. sWe have examined tho coutents of his
pamphlet, and have congluded, thatjs the ouly publie,
Journalist of the Baptist Churehin Tennessce, and, as we
trast, a sincere friend to the prevalence of right principles,
and practice, ?}g our duty {0 reviéw the work before us.

T'his we shall'do with all possible kinduess of feeling, and
as much brevity as the nature of the case will admit,.

The !iliu-puge,ulread)‘ quoted,indicates that this bosk dis.
cusses (hree subjects. The first:——“Thoughts on christian
commuuion at the Lord’s Table™—occupies the work to
the middle 6f the seventeenth page, the grand object of
which is to mantain, and defend, open, or  free communion.

e second, is:—A concise view of shristian baptism.”
This is discussed through niue pages—io the clese of the
twenty sixth. To this part of thefeok we do not design to.
offer any objections. The third : Eleetion, and Reproba-
tion,” extends from the bottom of'the twenty sixth page, to
the end of the pamphlet. It is due, perhaps, both to gur.
selfy and the cause, to make a remark, en passant, an this.
”}’ubjgcﬁ and, we think. uo more than this is required,

& ‘
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Brother Murtsets out with this ob'ermtion:«-—“Thnt elec
tion, and predestination, is a seripture doctrine, none should
deny.” As to the truih of this proposition, we agree
with him, and it is almost the only one, ou this sub-
ject, contained in his book, from which we do not feel it
our duty to record our entire,dissent. The doctrines
advanced are dicidedly too Pelagian for us. We regret,
t00, that he has thought proper, throughout the whole
pampblet, to deal, so largely, in round assertions, and the
hackneyed slang which so abundantly characterise the more
selfimportant, but really illiteratg of the clergy of our day.

For example, we protest against such passages as thege: “1f
election, and reprobatien be (are?) true, the rich man in
bell, with the reality of these things upon him, nder-

stood those terms, And, mereever, goud old Fathér Abra-
ham was also diﬂ:osed to carry on this deception &e.” p 29.
“But, says one, dont God foreknow all things that will come
to pass? 1 cannot answer this question. I cant comprehend
Deity &c” p20. “Whe dares (o preach this doctrine as he
believes it? Do not gl men, who believe this doctrine
preach it deceitfully? * This doctrine, undisguised, weuld
disgust the very vetaries of it themselves” p30. We may
discuss these points,  at some fulure period, and ossibly,
vonvince, even brether Hurt, that he is wrong. € pro-
mised some friends, last year, to give the subject an investi-
gation,'in this paper, at our first leisure, and we intend to
do so. Our present object, however, is an cxamination,
more at large, of the first topic in the pamphlet before us
—the lawfulness, and policy, of open communion, '
We regret to find that brother Hurt, except an occasion-
al, and hastly, news-paper article, has never read anything
on eitherside of this controversy. His examinations ofthe
New Testament, also, seem to have been superficial, or if
otherwise, they have failed to conduct him to the true prip-
ciples by which christians are governed in relation to com-
mugion at the Lord’s-Table. }He might have examined
Bunyan, Hall, and others, in favour of free communion, and
Kinghorn, Boothe, Judd,Fuller, the elder, and the yeunger,
and many more writers, against it, and we are sorry he
did net, at least before he wrote upon the subject. What
& man attempts to teach others, he certainly ought himself
to understand, ' ‘

w

7

Betore entering upon the discussion, we will remark that
brother Hurt lays down some rules, and makes some asser-
tions, which we thinb’utmgely wild, and singularly I'Hli'l.
foran intelligens man. One of his rules, for 1nntanf:e, is
this:—“We are bound to deeide every matter accordicg te
the weight of testimony, and chooss the least of evils.” p4.
This, for any thing we know o the contrary, may answer
well enough to govern a voter in giving his sufirage to this,
or tkat, pelitical aspirant; and from that source, we appre-
hend, it was derived. Bat it will not de in Theology.—
Why, in matters regarding obedience to the divine: law,
choose any evils of any kind? Why not be governed by
God's'word wholly, and in relation to the sacraments espe-
cially Ymake all things according to the pattern shown in
the mailit”? One of his opinions is this:—*] am oflh_e opin-
ion that tMere is no such thing among us as a legitimate
ceremonial Chureh”!!  No legitimate (lawful) ceremeonial
(visible) Church! Why, brother Hurt, what do you mean?®
He explains:—“We are informed that there was a space of,
at least, one hundred and fifty yeags, when the Pope held
universal dominion &c.” If this were true how could it
blotout,forever after, the existence of the lawful (asto form,
legitimate) Charch.: Is not all ecclesiastical authority un-
der Christ, in the Church? Of is the Charch, like a race of
animals, which ence having become extinct, can never be
renewed, butby a new creation by God himself. Butit ingy
not tzu that, for a bundred and fifty years, or for ene year,
the true Churek (ceremonially) has been extinct. God has
never yet left himself without a witness.

The truth is, we suspect, that brother Hurt is, in this mat-
ter, a little tinctured with Popery, or Episcornc_v, and is
thinking of a regular apostolieal succession. In this opin-
iom we are confirmed by other parts of his book. He says:
‘Suppose I were teo inquire, who is a proper administrator,

" to baptize the followers of our Lord esus Christ in the

presentday—yeu would tell me it must be a regularly or-
dained preacher of the Baptist Church. I would then ex-
tend the inquiry:—Who are authorised to ordai Such
only as have been Baptized, and ordained, by th€ laying
on of hands &c. 8o then, if any besides such pretendej
to baptize, since the days of the Apostles, all his “ceremeni

descendants must be deficient &c. &c.” “We are, manyof




e e . ARt 5
. . .

‘.

i
%

8

us, the ceremonial descendants of Roger Williams, he be.
ing anunbaptized man &e. &e P9S. Seafierall, accord-
ing to, brother Hurt, we have noMlawiy Church, as to
form, and it is extremely doubtful whether any of us are
legally baptized, or ordained! " After this, we are not sur-
prised that he came ont an 9pen communionist. But time,
and space, do not admit of discussion here. Wwe come, now,
to the subject in hand.

Brother Hurt argues, that close communion is inconsis-
tent because it can be maintained only on the ground that
the Baptist Church is the only Church on earth, which, as
there are, confessedly, out of our Church, true christians, is
clearly an absurdity, .

He says:—] was sadly disappointed, and mortified, that
he (Bro. Meredith, in an article in the Biblical Recorder
&e, of Raleigh N, C.)should assume for granted, that which
all the christian werld, but our denemination, deny, that s,
that the Baptist Church is the only Church of Christ in the
world.” p 4—+]tis contended that ours is the only Church
of Christ, and therefore’hose who are not in our Church are
of the world, and, of cBurse, we must not admit them tothe
Lord’s-Table” p 5. “Now let me ask my brother Baplist
for evidence te sustain the high ground taken by our de-
nomination: (i e) that we are the only Church of Christ in
the world” p (3. Other passages, to the same effect, might

e quoted, butit is unnecessary. -

What some individuals about Maclemoresville, may be.
lieve,or maintain, we, of course, cannot determine, nor is
itof much consequence, inasmuch as, whateyer may be

true as to the effects of their opinions, and discussions,
upon the sentiments of brother Hurt, the doctrine of the
Church remains the same that it was before Maclemoresville
existed, and precisely what it will be when Maclemoresville

ﬁshall have been numbered with the cities that were, We

deny, wholly, and entirely, that Baptists believe, or affirm,
that they are the only true people of God, or that the set-
tlement of the inquiry who are, or who are not, really chris-
tians, df;ﬁxdes the questionas to who are cntitied to partici-
pate in the sacrament of the I.ord's Tdble. This will he
fllly explained, and prominently apparent, presently,in the
general argument. Atlhispninl,:z[rhongh, as we shall soon
#ee, notwithstanding what he had previodsly said mbout |e-
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itimacy of ceremonials, he agrees with us, in the opinion,
igI::u theyBaptist Church is the only Church on enr’}h tBI:t
really “keeps the ordianges as they were delivered. .
Hurt makes a mistake ;h?t dr::'esrlmr, entirely away from
iptural “view” of the subject o communion.

“]egfc'?r.e writer before us !-epu‘t’ilatel, wholly, the idea that
baptism is a prerequisite to communion; and here, again,
he islabouring under an cgregious misconception. We will
quote a few passages:— . Ry " |
]u“But I amll)old tﬁat baptism is a prerequisite to the Lord’s
Supper.” p 14 “It is argded that baptism is & ENM
to the sacrament” p 15—He denies it in the following lan-
guage:—“It is not merely for wa-t of baptism that those
who are in pedobaptist Churches are excladed from_the
Lord’s Table, but it is,in fact, because they cannot subseribe
these unsofiptural creeds of faith.” pp 14. 15. He adds:—

“lI nnd nothing, in the word of God, to.!ustify me (0 re-
ject a brother, but immerality, or heresx. p 5—.“_Baptmn
is just as mich a pre requisite to salvation as it is to the
supper.” p 16.

%e C(ﬂlfesa ourselves greatly Atoniuhed. to find these
sentiments expressed by any inteligent christian, and much
more to see themuttered by aﬁ:ofessed Baptist! He is sus-
tained in them neither by the Bible, by reason, by Baptist
doctrines, nor by pedobaptisis ‘doctrines. Let us pause,
and_demonstrate these facts. 4 ' A

- Brother Hurtis not sustained in the sentiments just quo-
ted by the Bible. ’

If the ordinaces of baptism,agd the Lord’s supper, are to
be observed at all, and that the® are,is fully admited, there,
of course, must be some relative order in the obsle.rvance.
This order is prescribed in the apostolic commision ( Mat.
28: 19.20 Mark 16: 15. 16) and confirmed, and enforced
by apostolic example, as well as by the natare, and design,

+ of the two institutions. “Go ye into all the world, and ‘J¢

reach the Gospel to every creature. He that believet fid
& baptized &c”'—“By the law (says Judd. Review ofStew-
art, pp. 121. 122) we are required, in the first place, to
teach, or preach the Gospel; secondly, to baptize thel:n that
believe; and, thirdly, to instruct such baptized believers
o observe all things, whatsoever Christ has commap

‘and the order in which these meal daties are hmﬁ‘a“
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A us imperative as the duties themselves. It js just as ob-
vious that weare restricted in the administration of baptism
toa certain class of subjects, as that, we are authorised to
baptise at all; for,on mo rational principle of ‘nterpreta-
tion, can the commission be supposed to warrant the bap-
tism of any but a desciple, or such as profess to Lelieve the
Gospel” “But,ifthe commission authorises us to require faith
(re eneration-conversion) as an indispensable preiequisite
to, apusm, it is equally clear that it authorises us to re-
quire baptism as an indispensible prerequisite to com-
munion at the Lord’s Table.” “The twe positions must
stand, or fall togetlier.” This is so obvious that it needs

- Dot a..cther word of argument to sustain jt, But brother

Hurt adopts the former, and rejects the latter! 8o di
the Apostles. Look into the hisjtoryof their procedm(é'f—,::
the day of Pentecost, in the cases of the Phillippian Jail-
or, Ly:dla, Cornelius, nad in evéry other instanced of their
practice upon record, and'it will be found that they, tnvari-
ably, folloy the order of the commission. They fivsttaught
then ba}i‘tlzed, and afterwards administered the Lord’s Sup:
per.”  Then they, thiit gladly received the word, were—
what? Admited to the holy Table? No. They were bap-
tized. And they that were baptised, “continued, stedfastly
in the Apostle’s doctrine &¢; and in breaking of bread.”
We now see, without further argument, that the word of
Gad, unequivocally, contradicts the counclusion of byether
}éur't,;_nc‘ldposlitively requires, in every case, the baptism of
e individual, as an essentia isi i issi
o e Lo, au an ial prerequisite to his admission
2 Itis equally evident #hat th 5 i
suelt‘?ineg by enlijghtened reaaon.e prmpblet before us i ot
Lhat baptism was an ordiance of Christ: that issi
to it was required; and that it was admi;’xistere:iuttz)mrlr:fxlﬁ?
tudes, before the sacred Supper was instituted, or heard
of, will not, we presume, be denied, Perhaps n’pedobqétm
™ha¥ object, and say—Ah that was John’s baptism, which
was not legitimately christian— But brother Hurt l"ebu -

L

him for his timerity, and says (o him:—«w

tist deny, John’s baptism as,; precedent? 'tll‘{\ef: ifiduotb:t;:
reason, and that is, that John immersed; for if he hid not
K it would not affect their argument, for the worse, to admi;
. John’ baptism as a precedent; and thus by (he rejection of

-
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the precedency of John's baptism, they make a full, and
fair, admission that immersion was the apostolic mode; for
surely no man, making any pretensions to the exercise of
good sound sense, will attempt to draw any distinction as
to the manner, or mode, of Johw’s baptism, and that of
Phillip and the Eunuch p20.” 1n confirmation ef this'
opinion we remark, that John's baptism was administered
by the command of Christ, by the autherity of Christ, in the
name of Christ, upon a profession of faith in Christ, within.
the period of the christian dispensation,” and to the same
subjects, and in the same mode, with those baptized by Pe-
ter,and Paul, and none of them ever again received the or-
dinance, all of which is capable of the clearest proof, and
il all this does not constitute christian baptism, we should
like"to know what does? But John’s baptism out of the
question—UChrist’s, disciples, after the martyrdom of the
Precursor, baptised many, who certainly received a valid
christian baptism, and the concession will be made,onall
hands, thaj baptism was instituted previous to the Sa-
cred Supper. If so, we ask, dogs not enlightened rea-
son claim its administration to the candidate for ordian-
ces previous to his admission to the Lord’s Table?

Again. Baptism, as brother Hurt, not only admits. but
fully, and handsomely proves, (pp 22-23) is an emblem of
our ynion with Christ, our great representative, and sybsti-
tutﬁen his death, burial, and ressurrection, and by whichy .
we pledged to live no mose to ourselves, but to him
who died for us, and rose again. Now,as in baptism we
profess that we have received l!lritual life, so, in the Lord’s
Supper, we have the emblem¥ of the spiritual food b
which that life is maintained, and perpetuated. Whic
does reason teach usshould be received first, the life, or the
food?

Onece more, on this head. As we are born of God but
ence, s0 we are baptized but once. Butas spiritual life is

aintained by the continued agency of divine grate and
1 comforts of it, enicyed by the habitual exercise of fait]

- in the dying Redc ‘mer, so it is our duty, and privilege, fré- 4

quently toreceive ‘he Lords Supper. Baptism being the
emblem of the reception of life, and the eucharist of the pro,
gress of life, we are again led to ask which enlightened
reason teaches should be received first? The reader ¢an
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be at no loss for an answer,

The christian Church, in the earliest times, required thak
those who communicated at the Lord’s Tablg, should pres
viously have been baptized. Thus, again, brothet Hurt
finds himsel(at war with his bretbren of primitive antiquity,
This is matter of histery, and will require our attention but
a moment,

y  Juslin Martyr lived, as is supposed, a short time, at least,

bemporary with the Apostle John, as this Aposile li-
3:; untli)lon;?lt A. D. 100, and this Father wrote;‘su‘;, A.D.
150: Justin, on the subject before us, says (2nd Apology,
p- 162, apud Suicer)—“This food is called Ly us the Eu-
charist, ok which it is not lawful for any one to partake but
such as believe the things thatare taught by us to be true,
and baye been baptized,” Let-it'be remembereg that Jus-
tin Martyr was writing to the Roman Emperory and pre-
lentin%? him an Apology for all christians, and as he spoke
in their hame, doubtless, expressed the faith, and practice
of the whole christian Church.

Jerom, another of the arly christian Fatheps, says:—(In
cap, 7. Ep. 2. ad Cor.)‘%atechumeus cannot communicate
at the Logzl’s Table, being unbaptized.”

Austin"(Epist. ad Bonifacium) says;—“Of which (the
Lord’s Supper) they (Catechumens) certainly carnot par-
take, unless they be baptized.” :

é could quote fifty other passages of the same kind, )
the early Fathers, to profe, as a well known histofieal
trath, that, in the primitive Church, none were admited to
the Lord’s Table but such a‘had been bapiized; but these
are sufficient,— ‘

ut we also stated that brdther Hurt is unsustained even
by pedobaptists, whose cause it @ppears Lo be his object
to “favour, in his doctripes on the subject of communion,——

This statement we will instanfly prove by unquestionable
testi

" '_ 'I_‘E‘nl:{piscopalians will not admit to the Lord’s Table a
ol Jﬁimdual, however pious, who 13, in their opinion, unba
e

ed, Dr. Wall, their most celebrated historian shall bear

. testimony for them—We could produce twenty witnesses

{rom every one of the ?revailing secis of pedobaptist, but
we will, for the sake o brevity, satisfy ourselves with one

only—Dr, Wall says (Hist. Inf. bap. pagg 2. ch. 9.) “No,

13

ﬂhlu‘rch ever gave the communion te any persons before
they were baptized. Among all the absurdities that ever
wére held, none ever maintained that any purson should par-

' take of the communion before he was baplized”,

The Methedists will allow only those who, in their jqd&
ment, have been baptised, to approach the Sacred Sup-
per.  Joha Wesly shall speak for them, (Coke and Moore’s
life p 87 apud Begue and Bennet's -Hist, of diss. 20d.
Lond. Ed. Vol 2. p7):—«He refused (while in. Geor-
gia) to admit oz of the holiest men in-the provinee to the
Lord’s Supper, tholigh he desired it, unless he wou_ld sub-
mit to be baptized.” Bome, it is true,of the more illiterate,
and fanatical, of this sect had occasionally departed from
this principle. But the very last session of the General
Conference of the Methedist Church censured the
as heretical, and required all their Ministers, and others, to
desist from swch unscriptural proceedings. -

For the Congregationalists, Independents &¢, Dr Dod-
ridge shall speak. He says— (Lectures p. 511.) “lt is cer-
tain that christians, in general, have always been spoken of,
by the must ancient Fathers,as baptized persons; and it is
also certain that, sofar as ourknowledge of primitivll anti-
quity exlends, no unbaptized person received the Lord’s
Supper.

Dry Dwight, the late distinguished, dnd learned, Presi-
dent ﬁf!’ale College, will speak for Presbyterians of all
classed.” He says: (Sys. Theol. Serm. 160.) “It is an in-
dispensable qualification for this ordinance (the Lord’s
Supper) that the candidate for communion be a member of *
the visible church in full standing. By this I intend tHat
he should be a person of piety; that he should have made
2 public profession of religibn; and that e should haye
been baptized.” )

All the confessions of faith, and Catechisms, of all the
pedobatist denoeminations speak, in subatung::, the same
lap . The question with them, as with us, is, not wheth-
er MQS a christian only; he may be the holiest of men;
but also whether he has been baptized; if he has not been
baptized, he cannot, lawfully, be admited to the Lord’s
Table. There is no difference in sentiment, respecling the
doctrine of communion, betwen Baptists, and pedobaptigts.
Our opinions are iddhtically the same, The only thing that

¥




peparates us is the answer given to the question. What g’
baptism? Here we separate toto coelo; and l\o_w,brom
Hurt can believe with us,and praclice with them, is a

ter, the consistency of which we leave him to settle acgord-
ing to his own views of propriety.

) hat (hink you now, brother Hurt—Is baptism a pre-
requisite to union? Be careful asto the answer you
give 1o this § py, lest while you plead for communion
with pedo s they exclude you from their table as a
héretie, on account of the priunciples yoy adqpt,upon which
to defend your practice. Remember that you yoursell
maintain that hereys)l ought to exclude a man from the
Lord’s Sapper:—Your language, in the pamphlet before
48, 8 this:—*1 find nething, in the word of God, to justify
me fo reject a brother but immorality, or heresy.” Let the
plos pt this rale, and youare excluded from their com-
maagiaen, {or you see, by what has been proved, that,in the
estimation of them all, you are a heretic, in the matter un-
der consideration; and if they depart from their own estab.
lished principles, to encourage and caress you, for the pres-
ent, ag they have in some other instanees of open commu-
nion Baptists, you ought to sdspect that it is not becaunse
they believe your doctrine, hut because, by this means, they
can, the more easily, distract, harrass, divide, and retard
the progress of the sapt'wt Church,

The question, again we say, is not, are pedobaptigts real-
ly christians. We fully helieve they are; and we evince
our sincerity (not our incomsistency, as brother Hurt im-
agipes, p. 5. &c.) by joining with them, as ministers; and
people, in every way we conscienciously can, in doing good,
and thus both declare our sincere desire for their success,so

far as they are engaged with usin the same common cause; '

and testify that we are notygolely, influenced, as this pamph-
let more thaggntimates (p. 13) by the distinguishing tenet
of baptism, tothe exclusion of faith, and morals. Nor is the
question legitimate whether they sincerely believe ¢ Des
baptized. Their belicfmay govera their actions, if th e
to make it superior to God's word ; but we are to be direct-
ed, not by thewr sincere belief, but by our own censciencious
uggderstanding of the duties inculcated in the Bible. The
question is, do they come according to the law of Christ#
Inother words—are these pedobaptist Bhristrians baptized ?

If they are, unless prevented by “immorali v
we are bound to commune w th’ them. If l;?';yozr: °n':t‘,’i’n
our opinfion, baplzed, we dare not join them at the Lord's
Table. Remember, it is the Lord’s Table, and his laws
must govern its dispensations. Were it our Table, we
might make laws for it, or be, ruled by eur l;l:palhi;,
views of policy; but as it is the Lord’s thi cannot be -
mitted—*To the law, and to the testimonn’j o

Are these pedobatists baptized?, Brother Hurt answers
no—they are not. He says:—(p. 14)—¢] have nothing to
do with these people when they go to sprinkle. 1 get?:.lgau
out of sight, and hearing, and should be glad that I could
never thiok of it. I tell them that it is an institution of
man, and not of God.” Again he says;—(p. 21 &ec.) “Mi
:l?.ry sul'ange,bto me, t;)ow any one could conceive that

ing else is baptism but immersion.” H
vylth brother H;:m, having, long sinige, a:ir:;,n:: T:z:!w
tiona biiy true, the sentiment expressed by 'l'eru;llian a cel
ebrated Carthagenian Elder of the third century, [].;e bap:

tismo, chap. 5, p: 230.) “Those who are not rightly baptiz-

ed, are, doubtless; not baptized atall.” Well, then, a

baptists are not baptized atall, and, therefore, do nogz::::

, to the Holy Table according to the law of Christ, if we

commune with them, we shall, by so doing. vi
of G_m}., and act, otherwise, in co)nﬂict Wiigl; ‘I‘Illoelafl(:alljll;:::t'
conviclens as to the claims of truth, and righteousness .
.heldby the best, and most intelligent, men, of all ages. 1 3
oflall defnommationsr- ‘ ’ gesand
tis of no avail to maintain (hat pedebapti illing
to commune with us, and as we beIiI:ave tllel;'t::i e::rl:ariv::_llmg
and they sincerely believe they are baptized, we ou ll:;nt.'
commune with them. A good Quakerall believe to bé agchru: 1
tian. He.‘ h_aym » @8 he supposes, received the ba tism of :
the Hgly Spirit, has complied with that ba ismp whi °l:
alene is now autharised in the New ']‘ealameﬂ Th o
dobaptist refuses to commune with the Q-k;r ‘:”Pf-
bNot ecause the Quaker.is not, 12 his own opinion ba pliz:ii‘f
but_ because the pedobaptist does not believe him to be Ali
l:l::le:e Bt;pmts tBo be baptized. They can, therefore; coms
I with us. But we do not believe the pedobapti .
j!:cen ba!:twed, and we gefuse him, on'the eall)ne br:t‘:;:ttm ‘
e repels the Quakerdy #
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We have anly time to say. further, in conclusion of ‘this
part of the subject, that, in the worship of God, of which
the sacrament of fhe Lord’s Supper is a most interesting
and important part, tihere cannot be (to use the language
of the venerable Boothe) either obedience, or faith, unless
we regard the dine appointment. There can be no obedi-
‘ence; because that supposes 2 precept, or what isequivalent.
There can be ne faith; because that requires a promise,or
some divine declaration. I, then, we act without a com-
mand, we have reason to apprehend that God will say to
us, as he did to Israel:—«Who hath required this at your
hand?”’ And, on the contrary, when our divine SBovereign
enjoins the performance of any duty, to deliberate is dis-
i‘7&;")', and to Jispute 16 rebellion.”
" ¥But we promised to discass the poficy, as well as the lau-

Iness of open communion, and we feel disposed to do so,

‘evgn at the risk of ext®nding thisarticle greatly beyond the

usual limits of an editorial. We have proved that open
communion i8 unlawful; we now consider the question, does
good policy recommend the practice?  We assume, in the
outset, that it does not, and ghall proceed to establish the
corr@tuess of our opinion.

It might, with some, be a sufficient demonstration to an-
nounce,simply, the rluiu argument, which, for the sake of
convenience, we will throw into the form of a syllogism, as
follows:—That course of conduct which, for the advance-
ment of the Church, requires a violation of the law ofGod‘.
cannet be good policy. ~Butopen communion is a violation
of the law of God; therefore, the praciice of open com-
munion cannot be good policy. Bat our brethren might

ot be satistied with this scholastic method. Many of them,

"1 with whom, in ingelligence, and piety, we, perhaps. ought

ot to claim, even, an cquality, both in Europe, and Amer-
fca, have, af different times, from the pulpit, and the press,
strongly reprobated the policy of close communion o uni-
versally acted ypon by the Baptist denomination. In this
pumber we may rank our brother Mart. Hesays:—(p. 15.)
] et me ask my close communion bretheren what mighty
‘mischief may be expected from open communion?! And
where will these evilg operate on the cause in general, or
on the Baptistsas a denomination® It is admited by the
“Recorder,” and clearly established Wy common experience;
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lhul the Baptist causé sutlers on acceunt of this pestric-
tion.” (p. 17.] “The Lord prayed [John 17: 20, 3l,] that

his twuplc might be one, and he gives the rcawn—-tf:attbc

world may believe.  This is the great evidence that shall
convince the world, and prostrate every objection to the
chiristian religion. 1t is evident that the conf'used' and dis-
tractedstate of the Church of Christ” |on account of close
communion) “is the cause of thousands of our fellow crea-
lures going to endless destruction &e. &c.”

‘\\ ith these opinions the writings of others, om that side
of the controversy, generally, agree. The im[,)oiicy of elose
communion is maintained by them on the ground that it
hinders tl_u: salvation of souls, and retards the progress of
the Baptigt cause. 'To each of these aa!umpliomgwe will
devote a moment's reflection, and close this article

I ‘l)uus close communion Linder the salvation of s&ls'
1 it does, hich may, we think, justly he held in doubt,
the Baptists are neither accessary, uor responsible,in awde-’
gree, for the evil. We would prevent ity if we cou,ld without
relinguishing an ordinance which God has commanded ::s.
to observe. But as close commanion, which is suppoesed to
be productive of such mischief, has been brought iutl; bein
wot by us, but by them, whatever may be the resull%
we are guiltless of the crime of produciag them AI;
Says an  objector— You surprise me! 1 kunow .of nlol
cluse (.;ummul.iumala‘ but the B'dplhls- All the other
denominations hold, and practice, open commui iocr
and, therefore, for whatever fault, or evil, there is com: l..,
ed with it, l‘l{c sztisls are wholly lc-pm’;sible. No Slfii"
is not so—We deny bo > facts, & i .
iy y th the facts, and the conelusions
we proceed in communion, they ar > SHME, 4.3
wilh all other evaugelical (:h:i:’llfln :!::)l;:lll::tli{)}:m h z;&
will not communpe with a man who,in therr jud m'» w‘ . v,
ot been baptized, and we will not wmmunje ngtl.;: ‘ o
who,lin, our J'c_ldgmcut, hasnet been haptjzed. So lha:n:r:;
are the same in principle.” In practice we are much niore

open in our copimunion thau any ctlicr denomination. Are
you astonished to hear us make such an assertion z;ud do
lyou ask fu_rlhc proof of its truth®y You shall hareil’ instant-
y. Baptists commuge, cheerfullyg with all ihoaL (if nei

w*nr.d).ll.(‘_\ helfeve (o be baptized. Aré

her heretical nort
&

As respects the principles upon whicky .
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ists as liberal? No. They profess a willingness to
ﬁiﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁm all those they believe are baptized, bat, in
ctice, they refuse to do so. llupdreds, and thousands,
of their little children, who are nentlwr‘lmrelics, nor im-
moral, and if they have a right to one ordinance—baptism,
certainly have the same right to the other—the Lord’s §u p-
per, although they say they firmly believe tllf:?' are bnlp.lued,
they refuse to admit them to the Lord’s Table. 'There-
fore we are, really, and tnﬂ{, more free, or open, in our com-
than they are in theirs. . )
-mu]'}'r:nﬁaptists re%use to commune with pedobaptists. Ve-
ry well. Thisis notthe fault of the Baptists. We did not
set up the barriers to free commuunion. It is not our husn{i
ness, or duty, therefore, to take t.her_n down.'even if we copl
do so without violating saéred principles. T'he pedobaptists
set up the barriers, and keep them up, and are, therefore,
*exclusively responsible for allthe consequences, whatever
theymay be. 'This fact is capable of the clearest proof, to
which, l{)l‘ a moment, we beg you to attend.

All denominations, or to say the least, all who have any
existence in the South West, do, as we huve seen, ﬁrr_nly
hold baptism to be an essential prerequisite to communion
at the Lord's Table. We, as Baptists, admit no other stan-
dard of religion, or its ordiances, but the Bible. Who, we
now ask, are we, according to the Bible, to regard and re-
ceive, as entitled to baptism! We answer, confidently, be-
lievers only. Even a solemn immersion, in the name of
the holy Trinity, bya regular]y.authonacd‘admlmstralor, of
an adult, who is not a believer, is not baptism, because such
a person is not legally capable of being baptized; and much
more is not the sprinkling of an unconscious, and unoffend-

ng babe, haptism. The best, and most learned, pedobap-
zt writers, althouginfluenced, by motives of worldly poli-
oy b ﬂ%rently, admit, in therlr mcljmentu of cootl
' n, that we are right. They confess that no precept,
;:ﬂe;it;:pl;, for infant ba‘i)tism, can be found in the I;l:fe,
nor during the first, and purest, ages of the Church. This, we
know, is a strong declaration, but the proof is at hand, some
part of which we will lay befere you.

Dr. Wall (Hist. Infibap- Introduction) sa ysi—“Among all
the persons recorde Ptized by ghe Apostles, there is
a0 express mention of 8 infan.” g
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Murtin Luther, the great reformer (vide Pengilly on bap)
eays:—-lt cannot be proved, by the sacred Scriptures, that
infant baptism was instituted by Christ, or began by the first

* Christians after the Apostles.”

Bishop Burnett (Expos 39. articles on art 28) says:=“There
is no express precept, or rule, given in the New Testament
for the Baptism of infants.” -

Itis, therefore, conceded that there is no command of God,
or inspired precedent, (o baptize infants! What, thes, shall
we dol—

GOD/ALMIGHTY says (Deut. 12:32.) “What things so-
ever 1 command you, observe to do it; thou shalt not add
thereto nor diminish fromit.”

Now 1f what these great men say is trae—and we coold
add a hundred other similar concessions, by pedobaptists of
equal reputation-—and what Ged says has any authority, in-
fant baptismisfinlawful, not tosay a crime. But they haye
foisted it into the Church, and, against our perpetual remon-
strances, have thus set up one of the barriers. It only re-
mained, after this, to change, what they call the mede-—a-
dopt, eprinkling, or pouring, which is,in reality, to dispense
with baptism altogether, aud the gulf between them and us
was completely fixed.  And thig it was not long before they
completed.  I'hus they abolished all the prerequisites to
the Lord’s Supper,and still insist upon it that we shall admit
them to comuunion, or else confess that we unchristianiseé
them, and bear the odium, besides, of getting up schisms, and
divisions.  But ne, we will neither do, ner admit, any such
thing.

‘I've Bible allows of no such thing assprinkling, or poug-

ing, for baptism, nor does the early Churchj and, stiange

as it may scem, when we consider their coatrary practicg,
these facts are fully ackwowledged by the truly learned, alj
candid, divines wmong the pedabaptists themselves, «Wg
have space only for three or four eminent instances.

Mastin Locther, [on Acts 8: 3.] says:——+They ought [in
baptism] to be wholly immersed.”

Ntorr, an eminent German writer, [Bib. Theol.] says:—
“The ancient immersion ought not to have been changed.”

John Calvin [Inst. of Rel. art. B says It is certain
immersion was the pgactice of th% “burch.” b o)

Bishop Stilling fleet snys:—“Ritedy and customs, apestal,
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ical are altered, as [for examplc| dipping in baplism.”

I all this is true, and brother Hurt fully agrees with us
in the belief that it is, aud God's word, rather than our
whims, and conjectures, requires obedience, and the latter
cannot ve, Iegitimately. substituted for the tormer, then it i
unlawfal to recognise « sprinkling, or a pouring, as a bap-
tism, and conseguently where these only have bmj,u receiv-
ed, the prerequisites to the i.ord’s Supper, urr'ordu‘ug to _tl.n.
acknowledged law of Christ, have not been complied with.
If we admit them, under these circumstances, we, confes-
sedly, staud before God ws guilty of profaning his holy ordi
nances,

We have now seen that the actual prerequisites to com-
munion at the ford’s Table Lave been changed, and by
whom? Not by us. W stand, in this matter, precisely,
where the Apostles did. We have not made the slightest
alteration in any particalar.  Tiey have made the change.
They have introdaced, and sctup the barricrs. They,
therefore, and they alone, are responsible for ull the conse-
queuces, be they what they may. When, thercfore, ous
pedobaptut friends prove that the crime of schism, O any o-
thier crime, is involved in close communion, and, as is often
the case, grow warm, and eloquently indignant, they do but
publish their own guilt, and grace with the charms of rhet
oric the sentence of their own condemuation.

If it is desirable for all true christians to commune to-
gether, and we all agree that such a state of ihings is de-
voutly to besought for; if the pedobaptists have I.lll"()(ill(‘.l‘(l
and, so far,kept up the barrrers that separate fl,-:ull(i‘il they
wlone are respensible for the cousequences; it requires no
great skill in casuistry to determine whose duty ‘'t is to re-
move the impediments. They set them up; lct them now
take them down. This they can easily do without the sae
yafice of a single principle.  When they find their interest

" promoted by if, they can, and do, as we have documents in
our possession to prove, dispense with baby-sprinkling. Let
them discard this unauthorised practice altogether. 'They
can, to save a good member, although he has been eprinkled
in infancy, baptize [immerse] him, when he becomes a be-
liever. Imstances of this kind are numerous, and need not
be recited. Let themythen, adhere go the acknowledged
apostalic practicc. A believer as the subject, and immgy-
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sion as baptism, are whal,alone,ever will be acknowledged
by us; we can, conscienciously, admit no others; nor caw mil-
lions of citizens of our country. Now let the pedobaptists
tnke down the barriers they have raised, and the resalts
will be glorious.  If they are as anxious as they pretend to
be for unrestricted communion, as it requires them to sa-
crafice no principle, they willdo it; and if they will not, let
them *“forever hereafier hold their peace.” Let'no Baptist,
because the sprinklers will not return to the trath, strive to
carry off the Church 10 join themin their errors. Thisrem-
dy would be infinitely worse than the disease—it would be
to drown the world with a deluge for the sake of extin-
guishing a volcano. Let us, brethren, on the contrary, ad-
hiere, with all possible tenacity to all the truth we possess,
and labour, with unmitigated industry, to bring as many as
possible into the paths of righteousness. But if pedobap-
tists will nowbbey Christ in baptism, let them not expect
to enjoy. without it, the previleges to which it introdaces
the obedient at the ford's I'able.

2. Does close communion retard the progress of the Bap-
list cause?

Brothier Hurt maintains that it does. He savs:—&lt is
clearly establishcd, by common experience, that the Bap-
tist cause sutfers on account of this restriction.” That he
and others, it there are apy, on his side of the question, re-
ally believe what he has stated to be true, we have po
doubt. Butis ita fact? And would the Church be more
prosperous, and happy, if she would practice open com-
munion? |

We assume the negalive, and will now proceed to es-
tablish our position by competent testimony.

Assuming the Bible as the word of Godythat the immers
sion of a believer is the only baptism; and, as admited by
all pedobaplists, that baptism is an indispensable prerey!
(quisite to communion; and reasening from these premises
we never should, by any legilimate argument, arrive at the
conclusion that close communion retards the progress of the
Baptist cause, or that the Charch would be more prosper-
ous and happy were she to practice ppen communion. God
willnat prosper the open violation -of his laws, by “those
whe know, as Baptists certainly de, what they teach. Pedo-
baptist have, gonerally, been kept inthe dark on this subs
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jeet, and their prosperity, in some places, is proof that God
still ‘acts dpon the principles which he avowed, when in
reference to another subject it was snid of him by an inspi-
red speaker i—#The times of tl.is ignorance God winked at.”
Bot will God pever vindicate histruth? If Baptists, habit-
ually, practice the infraction of his laws can they hope to
prosper? If so (wespeak it with reverence) God must soon
discover that his laws are unwise, and unsuited to the condi-
tion of religious society, and, especially, injurious to the
usion of the Churches; because vit is established by coms
mon experience” that to obey his requirements is injurious
to the prosperity of the Church, and that to disregard them,
is promotive of aur prosperity, and happiness. 1f this is
good reasening, and it, certainly, is that adopted by brother
Haurt, then we ought to throw away our present Bibles, and
govern ourselves by the superior dictates of our own wisdom,
until God shall please to give us a new pevelation, more in
accordance with wisdom; and benevolence, and brotherly
love, and obedience to which will notinflict so great an in-
jury upon the Church of Jesus Christ!

But we are not lelt to be guided by the doubtful light of
reason alone, Unfortunately, for open communioaists, we
can settle the question whether this very liberal practice
is favourable to the prosperity ofthe Church,by actual ex-
periments, and facts. - There is, ip England, and has been
ever since the days of John Bunyan, a considerable number
of free commanion Baptists. Have they prospered, or de-
clined? The answer to this question will solve the problem.
It is well known to those familiar with Baptist History,-
that, notwithstanding all the advantages of popular preju,
dice in their favour, and the advocaoy of the mnst learned,
and cloquent, ministers the world ever saw, as Hall, Foster
and others, their Churehes, since they adopted the practice,
have regularly, and constantly, dwindled, and have now |
become almo:t extinct. We will be allowed to prove the
truth of this remark by several examples, which may be seen
at large in Ivimy’s Hiftory of the English Baptists, and
works on communion, in reply to Robert Hall, and others,
by Kinghern, and the younger Fuller. :

The Father of open Communion was, as we have alea-
dy intimaled, the justly celebrated Johp Bunyan, auther of
the Pilgrim's Progress, and namerous otherreputable works,
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Paster of the Baptist Church in >
venerable Churclll) languished foi;;deﬁor:‘.i’ kll’:si:m“ ; Th:
they were allowed all the other previleges, cou Io:‘be
denied membership, or, what was the same thing, the right
of voting in their Church Meetings; for it would .ho prepos-
terous habitually to commune with a man, and not
mit him to vote in ordinary matters, The Bedfopd Chum
Was not so illiberal. But the consequences were, that the
p.edobapmu soon became the most numerous; they imme-
diately routed the Bapiists; took possession of the Meet
i (;:le; called a pedobaptist Pastor; and have, generally,
tic’m ol;")t.l:m etver smc‘q. Here is one practical illustra-
ntages i ill gi
yo;a‘:nolher. gés ol open communion. We will give
v. James Foster 1). D. the Essayist, one
therough schollars, q most elegant \.zri(,erl of :Jj:,h:r'::“
n,lher, age, was Pastof of the Baptist Church in Barbicoi
Place, London. Under the influence of the mania for open
commuuion produced by the eloquence and zeal of Robert
Hall of Bristol, they adopted the practice.. With this e-
vent thejr happiuess and prosperity terminated. The
]()Jr:lt;crl:hieced:;d.tc.onlinually. Foster, at last, resigned the
an . . . ~ :
exittence?‘ 1418 now draging out a miserable, and useless
The Churches in Bristol, and, ufterwa i i
mingham,of which Robert Hall, who wrote lher:'c;atlzlafc::-
ale w_orllg extant,in favour of free communion, was Pastor
notwithstanding his unrivalled eloquenes, am;ming Ieam-’
ing, unaffected picty, and unprecedented popularity, under
the lnﬂuenqe of this very lberal practice, sunk dewn to
almost nothing, and so remain to the preseut day ai‘nonu- -
ments of the bencfits of open communion. T
Rev Mr Hinton, the Father of John Howard—author of
—*The work of the Holy Spirit—The Active Christian——
Revnnll—ﬂutory of America &c. &c.”—adopted the prac‘- .
tice of open communion in . his Church at S:&u‘d. The
_Churgh Wwas, soon, in sodeplorable a condition that he gave
it lili, in despair, and retired from the Pastorship. His son
J. H. Hinton, wrote a biography of him after his dqulh.il:
which he published a letter of his to a friend, giving his
reasons for yesigning the Oxford Church, in which (Fuller
on eqm. p. 240,) he says:-'‘I cannot be free in my minisiry
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without giving offence. The congregation isof s0 mingled
a nature that I find it impossible to escape censure either
from Baptists, or pedobaptists.” '

Do these facts, and their number might be greatly increas-
ed, favour the conclusion that #the Baptist cause sutlers by
the restriction” of close communion! Do they not,on l‘hu
contrary, prove that open communion, w hrfm.'cr it prevailg,
is the destruetion of the Church, and, thierefore, s demuu:tu—_
ted to be not only wrong in principle, but also as amatter ol
policy absolutely ruinons!? . _

Some of our brethren have been dececived into the he-
lief that there are many persons who, but for our close com-
munion, would cordially unite with our Churches, and who,
on that account join other denominations.  Says a friend :—
{ like your Church Goverment, your piety, gcnl, and your
principles generally, but your ose <‘u/{14f1r1.1110!1.——-] cannol
stand that—OQh, it1s revolting! I wouldjoin youbut for l.hat.
—Well, prehaps be thinks hewould; but we do not lrclmvvc
it. The.persons who talk thue, if thcy would look into their
hearts, would find that they have other reasons for not join-
ing us, and what they say is either what they l!a\‘e hcfud
from others a mere preleice 10 make a show of liberality,
or a device to cover their real sentiments.  But some good
hearted Baptist brother listens to the “blarney,” feels sorry
to losesuch a good member, and is, like !u‘ylhcl' Hurt, e‘lron.g-
ly moved to regard our practice asan injury m_lhe Papti=t
cause.” Bui, like the Mirage ot the Desert, itis_ all show,
and nothing else. Not an individual, probably, would join
us as open communionists, who would not, or does not, as
close communionists. T'he experiment has been fully tested
and the truth of the opinion we have now expressed has
been demonstrated. 'I'ake, if you please, two or three ex-
amples, by way of fulhcr prloor', if iF is needed, of the inju-
rious tendency of the policy in question.

Mr. Giles, in his very interesting letters to Mr. Hall (pp-
63-05. apud Fuller on commuuion p. 250) remarks:—The
foilowing cases have come undermy own uh'snl'vnllun. ’

“In a town, in the south of our Island, (Kungland) a most
serious division took place in an Independent congregation.
Sixty or more, of its members separated from their brethrqn.
attended the Baptist meeting house. and cx['n"cswd their,
esire 1o join'in communion with the Church. Fhe Baptists
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Yrom a wish to evince their brotherly affection, and from &
confident persuasion that such an act of liberality would
not fail to be followed with convictien, at least, among some
of these mistaken brethren, agreed to alter their terms of
communion, and receive them. Some of their members,
and some of their neighboring ministers, and brethren, re-
monstraled with them, and assured them that the result
would piove to be the opposite of what they expected.—
But these remonstrances were disregarded, and the hberal

lan adopted, with a confident presuasion of its success.~

nis mixed fellowship continued for, I believe, a year and
a half, er more, but not one of the pedobaptists could see bap-
tism to be of sufficient importance to submit to it. At last
some Independant minister, from the kindest motives, no
doubt, attempted, and actually effected, a reconciliation
between the remaining members of the Church, and the
brethren who had seceded; the resalt of which was that
every one of them returned to his old fold, leaving the Bap-
tists without the accession of a simgle member from them.”

“I"am, (says brother Giles,w supra,) acquainted with
another Church at . This Church, forthe purpose of
receiving a few unbaptized persons, altered its constitution.
The cohsequence was, thal as soon as the alteration was
made, as many baPtized brethren withdrew, as unbaptized
persons joined.” The Church was soon made sensible of
the evil, gnd resolvéd they would never again do such an
act. |

Here again we éee the evil (will yoa Admit it to be sach;
bro. Hurt?) of open communion, and such it ‘ever has been;
and ever will be, in all ages, and all countries. One more
example, of a character the opposite of those we have reci-
ted, shall close this derfionstration.

“At——(in Eng. Giles, 4 supra.) an unhappy division
took placein an Independant congregation, which resulted
in the ultimate removal of its pasior. Many of this congre-
gation united in worship with the Baptists. The Baptists
retained their accustomed terms df strict comrhunion; and
geveral of the pedobaptists have joined the Church, and
now rank among its most pious, active, and useful, mem:
bers,”

These experiments provg, as we said, that all the talk of
iddividuals, solicited to join us, about closc commanion; is de:
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signed merely as a cloak to hide what they really feel, but
are unwilling to express. In view of these facts we again
submit the inquiry, whetber it is true, as staled in the pam-
phlet belore us, that “It is'clearly established, by commen ex-
ience, that the Baptist causesuffers on account of this res-
triction”—All the clamour of our pedobaptist brethren on
the subject, is, in trulh, anere coup de main— a stroke of
policy—to drive us from our principles. The artillery pro-
fessedly levelled against communion, is, in fact, directed
againet our mode, and subjects, of baptism, the plain pro-
priety, aud scriptural character, of which, is a perpetual
rebuke, which they constantly feel, and of which they are
anxious to be delivered. Their objections to communion,
when translated into plain English, would be about this:—
You, Baptists, are beyond measu. e, stubburn, and unagcom-
modatipg. Do acknowledge our baby sprinkling to be a
valid baptism, and allow that whenever you baptize a per-
son who has been sprikled in infancy you rebaptized him—
That is—Do give up your principles as Baptists, and then
we shall all have communion togetber. Or, if you please,
let us blot out the Baptist Church, and then there will be
no bar to universal christian love, and communion,and we,
pedobaptists, shall have no more Mordecais to disturb our
repose, annoy our consciences, or raob us of our honours.

We bave uow done with the review. We beg pardon
forhaving writtcn so long an article, but we could not, con-
veniently, have said less. The subject is an importantone,
and we are anxious that all our readers shall fully under-
standit. We have proved that open communionis unscrip-
tural, and wrong, in principle, and that, us a matter of pul-
icy, it is absolutely ruinous to all the interests of religion,
and if carried out would totally destroy the Baptist Church.
We trust that nothing we have said has been offepsive to
any of the parties concerned, “If we have extenuated
nothing, we have set down nought in malice.” Our consis-
tency must be apparent to all, and, therefore, if even our pedo
bnhpt friends are not won,we hope they will cease to
upbraid us as uareasonable, and bigots. But however this
may be, we earnestly entreat all our Baptist Churches to
stand firm in the principles of their primitive Fathers. Be
not, by any meaus, driven from your obedienceto the law of
Christ. It is God who speaks (0 us from Heaven, and says:

1

“Thou shalt not add to the word which l-command' you,
meither shalt thou diminish aught from it, thatye may
keep the commandments of the l.ord your God which I com-
mand you.” ¥ ,

Be assured, dear brethren, that to serve God otherwise
tlgan as he has commanded us, is not only, not acceptable to
him, but it is a revolting mockery. To do that which we
are nol commanded, is a greater sin than not to do. that
w?uc;h we are commanded to do. The latter is a sin of o-
mission, but the former ig a sin of sacralege and contempt.
In the latter we charge the law with difficulty, but in the
_former withfolly. In this we discoverour we;kneai, ordis-
inclination, to do his will; butjin that we declare our impa
dence, and arrogance, to control the wisdom of God. Breths=
ren, as Baptists, lot our standard ever bear, written in le-

gible characters upon its ample folds:—+To the law, and to
the testimony.”

BOOKS.

The Gomprehensive Commentary, Baptist Edition, edi
ted by Elgr J. A. Warne; aad the Encyclopaedia of Reli-
gious knowludgc, Edited by Elder J. Newton Brown; are
the best works of the kind nowextant, Fessenden's edition
of the Polyglott Bible, with prefaces &c. by brother Warne,
18 very gaod. Our friend Deacon Smith is now engaged in
obtainingsubscriptions for these works in Tennessee. Thee
brethren Holt, are obtaining subscriptions for Murrays La-
cyclopedia of Geography. an excellent work. We take the
liberty of recommending them to our friends. Be carefu!
to see that'the commentary has gn the back “Baptist| E:-
tion”"—otherwise it will prove to be such a book as' out
friendsdo not want. ‘

REV. JOHN M. CHAUDION. *

This brother, who now live in this vicinity, was baptized
thirty four years ago by Elder 8. Woodfin and jofpcd the
church under his charge, at MuddyCretk, Powhatten,ea. Va
He was then in the 19th year of his age. He subse quently
moved to Adair county Ky. commenced preacl.irlg. 1nd
was ordained, by Elders J. Hill, and J. Jones. I 1812,
in the excitements, on doctrinal subjects, which resalied in
a division of the Churches in that quarter, in which, breth
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ren Chandler, Chilton &c. were prominent, brother €haua
dion adherd to them, and was dropped from the General
Union. He remained eeparate until April 1838, He then
made application to the Church at Cedar Spring, Edmun-
son Co. lEentucky, under the Pastorship of Elder Freder-
ick Meredith, and was received as a member. Bro Chau-
dion is now a minister of the United Baptist Church in full
fellowship.

A WEEKLY. )
Bro. Owen, of Somerville, proposes (o bet_:ome_ responsi-
ble for fifty subscribers to The Baptist, provided it is chan-
d into a weekly, and Bro. Bethel, of Earon, for twenty
ve. 'This is the idea brethren.. This looks like doing the
business. Who will follow their example! A few such
pledges will make the change. Who says fifty or twenty
five more?

—

NASHVILLE BAPTIST CHURCH,

We find the following editorial article in the Daily Re-
publican Banper, ofthe 9th inst, a commercial _a.nd oliti-
¢al paper of this city, conducted, with great ability, by 8
Nye, and A. A. Hall, which we, with great pleasure trang®
ferto oyr colums.

: THE NEW BAPTIST CHURCH.

1t may not be amiss to give some description of the neat
and tastefully copstructed house of worship, belonging to
this Church, of which thg Rev. R. B. C. Howgix, A. M., is
Pastor, s
It is situated on Summer, befween Spring and Cedar
Streets—a very central position. Thestructure is purely
Gothic im itsgrehitecture. All the exposed portions are of
stone, and‘ﬁjhe other parts styccoed, so that when finished, it
ill havethe appearance ofa granite building, throughout.
edifice has hive butigesses on each side, and is finished
walls above, ornamented with sorties. On the
it is about seventy feet long by fifty five wide. In
it are two octagonal towers, eight [eet in diameter,
and @pwards of seventy high, finished. as their gammits with
carved stopg work.. The door way is perhaps, the most el-
egant specimen of stone work of the kind, to.be fc:md any
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where in the Mississippi valley. It is a triple, i

gothic arch, twenty-seven feet high, resting on three octs-
gonal stone coJums, eighteen feet igh, with Corinthian cap-
;ta_h. When finished, the edifice will present an extreme-
ly imposing appearance, and will ‘be an ornament to the
city, of which our citizens may justly be proud, ¥

The house is, on the East side, twentyfive feet from the
street, which allows ample space for a beautiful yard which
isto be enclosed with an iron fence with gates, and orna-
mented with trees and shrubbery.

The basement story of the Chureh contains five apart-
ments, twe eighteen feet square, with fire places, for ward-
robes, connected with the baptistery, one for a store room
under the baptistery, and one for fuel, undenthe vestibule,
The principal room is the Lecture Hall, which is forty by
fifty feet, and will accommondate about four hundred peo-
ple.. This Hall is approached from the street by deocolmog
u flight efptone steps, at the south-west corner of the Church,
and e by two large double doors. kt is uveatly finished,
witha est pulpit, filled with settees, is remark able

for “eomfort and convenience, and is occupied for the
present, until the upper part is finished, by thg church and
co%re ation.

We have often observed this very tasteful house of wor-
ship, in the course of its erection, and have been desirions
to see so creditable an ornament to our fair city comple
We therefore bespeak the liberality of our citizens to d'am
its completioqp}n a style worthy of its design. Cuamzus .
Trasug, Esq."is Chairman of the Building Commiittee jthro’
whose instr nluli?, together with that of Messrs, Jomn
Mclntosu, Joskrn H. Mapsuarr, Jaues TuoMas,and a few
other active and influential friends, the enterprise has been
carried to its present advanced position. stone work
was done at the Penilentiary, the wood work bygMr. Van-
noy, and the brick work by Mr. Watkins. ' il '

i o
OBITUARY. & .
" Died, at Alton, Benton county Ten., at the resi of
her step-father, T B Altom, Eeq. Thursday the m-
ber, 1838, Mrs. Juliet M. Brown, wife of Jesse A. Bros of

« Paris, after a |ingering illness of some mont ‘aged lw:‘uJy

years, Is"ing a husband, au infant of three months A




a mother, father, brothers, sisters, and pumésous friends, to
lament her premature departure, '

Mrs. Brown professed religion,and joined the Baptist
Church, in Par'ult in her sixtegenth year, which she adorned
until her death, She was a most devoted christain, and did
much, during her short sojourn, for the cause both by her
money, and ber example. Her whole soul was set upon
doing good. Her step-father,in a letter to the Editor
says:i—

«“When on her death bed, and two weeks before her
death, she was, one evening, suddenly taken worse,and we
ali thought hex to be dying, After being speechless for,
‘Some time, she recovered, a little, so she could talk. I ask-
£d hér if she,was reconciled to die. She replied—Yes,
papa; the Lord is good, and will not take me away from
you all unless itis best.” Do you think the good Lard will
tal you to heaven, I asked. She replied yes, my dear r,

has heard and answerd your prayers d

pight given me an assurance of Heaven o

t. At this time, she grew'so wealg ght

proper to cease talking te her, for the present. Shedlever
ultereda groan ora sigh .afterwards, and finally, when
she was seized by the cold hand of death, after being
spee for some'time, she came to Ler speech.again,
and, thanked her parents for raising her up under the
, ence of religion, and told us we ought to be encourag-
to pray for our children, and desired our prayers for her
dear d; gave us directions, very deliberately, about
her yand said—“My good God will t#ke care of my
child. . 1leave it with my'mother, and my father in heaven,

and with tbem I know it is safe.” . She called all the family .

around hery and told them all, she should soon be in Hea-
ven, and directed them how to obtain the same glorious end.
She w, rfectlyin her senses, and seemed tobe entirely
eas she lay for about three hours, egcasiopally
faising the Lord for his great goodness, till, finally, as she

Weyes, shic said, veryidistinctly, “sweet Jesu
eome quickly”—and fell aslgep, as tlmugh:i

ed off, Lo wake no more, till the morning of the

Thusdied the wchristian. It is enough. 1 fec!
*:dﬂ&m all the-glory of saving bis creatures,.

f“-’ * Died,on the y day of November lasty n';"
I
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