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TUNION--ITS PRINCIPLES AND TERMS.

In our last number we considered at some lengt’ the hinderancea which Lo in
the wav of onr union with the United Presbsterian Church, and how thesa
might without much diffiecnlty bo overcome, Waualso took 4 survey of the differ
ences which unguestionablly may be found hetween us on matters pertaining to
the duties and responsibilities of the civil magistrate, an il endeavourad to s ow
that, after all, they amounted to little, and ought. not to be bars to our incorpornto
fellowship. The more we think " out these debateable questions, the mnre are
we convineed of the duty and desirableness of Union.  We eannot, for our own
part, start a good reason why we should not ba one Church.  If any one tells us
about differences wa say that the same, or like differences, may be found among
the members of cither bady, aud vet these do not disturb their harmony, or hin-
der their Church activity, It is amazing how much brethren tolerate in one
ano*her, and with what complacency they can listen t the statement of opinions
apposed 1o their own, by ministers of their own fellowship.  What can be moro
convincing than this, that there is a prelisposition for unity on a broad and
generous basis, with a tolerance of opinions that do not affect the foundations of
the fuitl, anl ave too niee and subtle for very clear ar intellizible definition ?

We cannot overlo-k the fact that we are in danger of being too particular in
our terms on both sides.  There are vo great anl broad questions to handle—
no large and disputed territory to survey and divile, to give up orto cliim;
henee, having so few points to settle, and these, too, reluced to a minor mini-
mum indeed, we are apt in these circimstances to be too fine in our discrimina-
tions and too particular in vur mutual desiderata.  If & man has a hundred gal-
lons of liguid to divide he is not very particular about drops or ¢’ asses, even pints
may pass without observation but if there be but a few drops t be parted be-
tween two or three persons there needs the nicest handling and discrimination,
lest there should be inequality or loss.  So in like mauner we, having compara-
tively smal] matters to debate about and to determine, aro perhaps exposed to the
temptation of being very keen and very particular. Tt will be well for both
Churches if they cherish and eultivate large and generous conceptions of Church
unity and followship, and avoid that too ncute analytic which creates doubtful
differences, and that microscopic examination which magnifies particles, it may
be of precious dust, into ingots of gold. Into such faults and follies the best
awl wisest minds do sumetimes full, as the past history of the Church abundantly
testifies.  From such temptations and sius we pray that God may deliver us,

Some of our readers may not be quite familiar with the three “Articles” which
the joint committee reported this vear to our respeciive Synods; we therefore
teprint them, as a foot-note, to aid in the more intelligent consideration of this
question.® It will be seen that the first pertains to the @ Headship of Christ over
¢ ARTICLES OF UNION.

1.—OF THE HEADSHIP OF CHRIST.—¢ We maintain that the Lord Jesus Christ is the
only King and Head of his Church; that the laws by which she is to be governed are
contained only in the inspired Scriptures; that Christ hath made her free from all
external or secular authority in the administration of her own-aflairs; and that she is
bound to nssert and defend this liberty to the utmost, and ought not to enter into any
such engagements with any party whatsoever, as would be prejudicial to it.”

I.—LIBERTY OF CONSCIENCE.—* We¢ maintein that ‘God is the only Lord of t'e
conscience,’ and that therefore every person ought tobe at full liberty to ¢search the
Scriptures’ for himself, and to follow out what he conscientiously believes to be the
teaching of Scripture, without let or hindrance. But if any person, under the plea
of liberty of conscience, presumes to disturb the peace of society, or to et aside the
lawful authority of the magistrate, or to blaspheme the name of God openly and
wantonly, or to disturb the public religious worship of bis neighbour, we declare that
these are abuses, which the magistrate ought to repress, both for the glory of God and
the public weal.”




