
concorned in the legîiative or a'.Iniuistrative action of the State) ie bound to re-
guliîte bis official. procedure, as well as his personal. conduct, by the reveali 'wiHl
of Chriet.

The United Preshyterian . Cliurch, being Voluntaries in their notions of State
interference in Chiurch aff.d,'s, naturaliy felt ecrupnleus on thie question. The
Presbyterian Cliurelh in this country, thougii practical Voluntaries, have net adopted
the principle of repudiating State interférence, so fir as tic support of tic Cliurch
by th State was concerneI, or so far as the interforenco of the Civil Ma-istraLe
in cnforeing -vbat they eonsidered the opinions of the Church on Borne moral and

reiloue questions %vas concerne-3. How far the Civil Magistrate eau go ia tlîis
dircto - as net been defined.' Were we te attach the natural ani ordinary
ineaning to the article above quoted, we might bc justified in stating that ha
xnight, if bis conscience so, dircctcd, fine and iîuprison aill Who infringed unon
those principies whichi lie hiad gathered fromn the New Testament; for the article
telle us plainly tiat 1 ail men in every capacity and relation, and particuiarly the

ivlagistrate (inceluding- under that terni ail whoael ayla onendi
the legisiative or administrative action of the Staite), arc bound to obey Hie will
as revealed i lu 111e ord,' whicli is ail that Popes ami persecutori bave èver con-
tended for, the question of their right to interpret wvhat thnt will ie being first
conBidered- That tixis riglit muet be conceded on the principle avowed, cannot ha
denicd; or, if it le, wc are drivemi to the alternative tint Uic Ciiurcli must inter-
pret for hlmn, wieh je a. concession that we thir.k the advocates of the article ini
question would scarcely consent to, and if tlîey did, there could not be worse
Popery on the carth. 1t would dien anneunt to this,-We interpret the Ilwill,'
and you must execute iL: it is revealed in Hie Word, and you are ' botînd' to
enforce it.

.Against cither of these recuits the United Preebyterian Churcli consistentiy
objected, and the compromise appears in a previous part of tie I3asis of Union in
these words: 1 Wbereas, besides, it ig desirable to prevent any -possible misappre-
hensions in reference te the fourtiî of said Article.% it is therefore ltereby declarej,
that no inference frorn tint Article is iegitirnatc -wich nsserts tiîat the Civil

agistrate bas dfie rigbit to prescribe tho faiLli of the Clîurch, or to interfeewt
lier ecieatclaction.! Eow the two statemente are te be reoonciled, witlî ech
other, we confes ourselves unable te understand, unlese it be that it je lawful for
the Civil Magistrr.±e to punish the sinners but not. te toucl the saints. He may
give the Churceh endowiments, but lie muet net interfèe with its ecclesiasticat
action,

la these days the conerete le taking the place of the abstract. Generaliza-
tions ai centralizations are thie order of the day; and were wo to give utteranca
te a doubt that unions forned ou) sucb a basis wcre nabandonent of ideas here-
tofore considcred imporLint and esentii, or sueli a inystification of themn as wonld
]ay up in store ample material for future controversy and separation, we should
be deemcd an eneniýy to what we very mucli desire. if iL eould oniy be honourably
bad, the union of a], Obristians lu the bond of love and pence.

If tbis union is based on. priucïp les, it wmill hiet; but if, as wve nlpprehendtit, iL
le bascd. on comproumises which tule consciences and judgrnents cf men in future
Lime will net rco'gnizc, it will corne tD noughlt. The future must explain and
develcp the coiitradicturýy. or at leasit vaîgue and indefinite, ideas embtodied in dite
part cf the Basis of Uuion. For our part> we shahi net knoiv 'vint opinion tho
Preshyterin Ciurchh&sontii question tillt eitre further instrueted. As thie
teut. and cnnnrt:ut svind, xve eau ccc ne other natural mceining in thec words
ndopted but direct nntagonisni. We eau uniderstand flie basic c f Vic Kirk of
Scotl.,nd, because sie a.iopts the thîeory and practice cf State Chuirchisni, anîd Sa
is ut least comsk'tent with he.rseilf; but we cannot uindiorst-ind' a oai f Union
vdîich leaves the monI difficuit nud disputed element of tic Ba3s of Union iii a
raieL cf wvords whieli men of eniy ürdlitarf capicities %vil], we ara -ifraid, be un-
able te vomnprehieud, or, comprchiending. te reconcile.
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