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with cold indifference.  Away with the
mere thought that fickleness or indifter-
ence in regard to such an important
watter is chargeable to our ministers.
(2) Nor can we admit that they are
ncerless to influence the views of their
respective congregations on this or any
other matter which afeets the welfare of
our venerable Zion, and aims at length-
ening her cords and_strengthening her
~qakes.  Our experience never taught
us the fact that our people are cither a
apriest-ridden” or o+ priest-riding
people.  While they are capable of
forming an opinion, and holding it with
true Preshyterian grasp, they arve respect-
tul to their ministers and open to convie-
tion from their lips. Let the ministers
tell the whole teuth in love and with un-
wavering consistency, and _they will be
auided both in opinton and action. But
it the ministers blow hot and blow cold
alternately on any matter, but cspecially
on a question like the Union, which is so
fraught with consequences, the people,
true to their conservative Chunreh-in-
stinets and prejudices, will shrink from
any change which implies real or imag-
inary sacrifices. Let, then, the argu-
ments for and against union, be fully and
fairly Iaid by each minister before his
vongregation, and, judging from the
tried and well-known love and loyalty
of our people to their Church and conn-
tv, we do mnot fear but the verdict of
ninety-nine out of every hundred will be
fwovrable to Union.

One word more before closing this
letter, already too long. From the min-
ute of a late meeting of the Truro Pres-
bytery of our sister Church,asreported in
the Preshyterian Witness of 8th Nov., we
learn that the Oppositionists of” Pictou
have allies in Truro.  The amendment
to the motion on Union proposed at said
meeting is open to unfavourable criti-
dsm, (1) The mover and sec_nder of
that amendment, which stated a prefer-
aice for the so-called swmaller union,
seem to be acting somewhat inconsistent-
Ie. It is true that the mover of said
amendinent had the Zonowr to be the
only member of Synod who gave his
vole against the basis of Union as agreel
upon by the Joint Committce of the
wegotiating Churches.  Still, he neither
tssented nor protested against the de-
dsion of the Syuod,——whﬁ‘c we take it
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for granted that the seconder was among
the overwhelming majority.  Now, under
their long list of whereases with which
they preface their resolution, there is not
one reason given which has not Leen
answered a thousand times since the
Cnion negotiaticns began, and which
wits not as well known to them (we, in
charity to their intelligence, suppose)
at the meeting of Synod as at the late
meeting of the Truro Presbytery; yet
they recorded no objection to the decis-
ion of Synod.

(2) The amendment scems also to be
defective in logic.  The reasons which
are adduced by these winisters against
the so-called larger Union, are equally
applicable to the smaller Union of which
they seem enamoured.

We think, then, that it would be bet-
ter for the credit both of their sincerity
and logic, if they had long ago, or even
now at the eleventh hour,come out open
Iy and boldly and said, we do not want
Union either with the Chureh of Scot-
land in the Maritime Provinees and old
Canada, or with our own Church in old
Canada. N. B.

Presbytery Home Mission.

The object of this scheme is to raise
money by collectors in cach Church
within the bounds of each Presbytery to
meet the demands of weak congregations
in the support of their ministers. For
many years,all the money required in this
way was drawn from the Colonial Com-
mittee of the Church of Scotland. Those
weak congregations which were receiv-
ing aid in some instances were making
nu effort to become selt*sustaining, and
almost nothing was done by the Church
generally tosave the Colonial Committee
advancing so largely. It was not sur-
prising to thuse who observed this state
of matters when word was reccived that
such liberal grantscould not becontinued.
The Sceretary of the Colonial Commit-
tee, writing vn the 19th September, 1861,
to his correspondent in New Brunswick,
states that while the Committee accept
the explanation as **to the inability of
the people to support their own minis-
ters,” they “ fully expect to be relieved,
in the course of anotber year, of the bur-
den of the Luwer Provinees altogether.”
He added further that it was * perhaps



