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neither one thing: 1 nor other shall be adopted whxch does not possess the
most perfect valldgty.

Tlie plan Which 4n ingenioits member of Syrod; last year 50 aptly calle;l
« first swallowing the carcase extire, and then vomiting ‘the horns,” has
always seemed t6-me'ai absurdnty, or worse. ‘The Confession of Faith'is
already inf existerice, and'if we aré to stand by it, there seems no ‘othér
method than ’takmg ‘exception to the parts of it which ‘we’ regard as
ansound. Biit, when frammg a Basis for ourselves, surely whatevér i is
not t6 bie insisted on, should just be passed over ip silenice, 'What can
possibly be the meanigg of introducing, certain proposxt;ons, and ‘thén,
declaring thetn matiers” of forbearapce? Is it to set forth, that these
doctrines are trug'and important, and ought to be béheved and professed’s
but that weak brethren may be excused ‘who have not yet attiined to
them? If so,‘then 1 subimit that the brethren oght, in candour and
precision, to be arranged'in two elasses, the strong ‘and'the weak, and
tkat we should 11l be requxred to take our place ‘in the ore or the other
as-conscience midy ‘direct. Every -one can see thiat this is absolutely
grotesque, * Surely. then'the weasonable miethod is just to exclude from
the document alF that'is 'not deemed essential, which would imply that on
the' ontitted poinig i profession is made, and that, conseguently, évery
one i$ at’liberty to avow and maintain’ his own opmxons.

The difficulty between {hie two Synods, I am told, relates to, the extent
of "the forbéaranice that is “asked. There is a perlect readiness to gramt
forbearance ; hut how much i is requlred? It lies with us, it is said, to fix
the boundanes 3 for unhmx,ted forbearance cannot be concetfed Now I
£aniot suppose that any one. xmagines that what mlgbt be progquy called
uplimited forbearance i Wlshed by any of us. There are. scores of
docirines, ‘and'these of & suprenie importance, about which, T trust, we are
all coitdially agréed, The forbearance we ask is restricted to the fourth
article of the Bas:s—-rest:;xcted in fact to ﬂle d,octn ine of Chnst’s bead-
ship over fhe nafions; and even there I‘ thmk it is far from deservmo' t}xe
epithet unlimited. For We are all at one respecting the reality of his
supreme and nmversal headshl .., 'I:l_lg qggstnou between us is confined
entirely o ‘the nature, or kind, of that ‘headship. Weall go the length
of holding that all Siwer in heaven and in e'u'th has been given to bim,
that the ddministration of Divine 'Prowdence i wpglly in his hands and
that consequently he is head oyer nations, and oyer all other institutions
and ‘objects'throughiont the vhole of crea’uon ‘We likewise all' believe
that his headshlms ‘exercised T 4 indhner congistent with the ‘gloriows pér-
fection-of'his pature, andisall renﬂered Sybsexvient'to the purposes of his
grace, T have mtxmated i former papers-in the ‘\Ta(ra,zme, that this is
a]l the length T go. Some of my brethfen probably go  further, and I
feel no disposition to bredk: fellowsHip with them on that account; bus
honesty forbids tee to profess concurrence with them-in ‘their sentimeits,
Ifor-one, then,. need forbéarance’ Tespecting the wiiole of thisdoctrine, ex-
ceptto the extent:specifiedabove, Buta general declarationof forbeatance
such as is' d:ontame&m ouz-clause, would-satisfy ie, and T doubtnot those



