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ance of the Divine Spirit, iliey posess an nstonishing coincidence, ivlicli
rtlects much credit 11i0fl ec other, and iends to i8trengthen the autliority
of encbi other. It is also a remarkab]e filet, tending to strengilien Ille
autheority of thle Westminster confession of faitb, that althougli Twvo Cen-
turies have elapsed since its compilation> and althougrh rnany powcrful,
erudito and pieus minds have spent their life timo in the study of the
Scriptures, andain comparing titis formulary of doctrine witbi tbem, yet no
(lemand lias ever heen ruade for a ncw compilation, or even a revision
of it ; nor is sachi a demand liliely to ho soon muade.

Thoçýe associations Iiat bave adopted a constitution somewlbat different
from the Presbyterian, sceem te have borroived chietly frotn titis formulary.
Individuai Teachers may spring up, inculcating contrary doctrines ; but
--vbat is thecir authority in comparison of that of the Westminster Confcs-
sion of Failli? it is irercly indiv, dual authority against the many whei wvere
engaged ini the compilation of this bookc, and against the many niore, who,
having spent thieir lives in the investigation of the truthis of the Bible,
have Ieft their assent to it,-a moere straw in comparison of a mass of
authorities.

Do not Ceeeds and Confessions fetter the minds of men, and preveat
themn froru teacbing tbe truth ? By no ineans. They guide moen ijuto
thle linowledge of the truth, and( prevent tbem froro falling into error; and
uithougli implicit confidence is net due te ttxem, yet they arc as good
guides as tlie cburcli can furnish ; those wbo prctend to bo iviser than the
Church's formularies are frequently found to bc wise only in their owp.
cor1cit; the Teachers of newv doctrines, aRid the founders of new asso-
ciations ougbt justly to, ho regarded witbi great suspicion.

But would, it not be more liberal te iay aside the use of such compends
of doctrille?

Would it bo liberai, me have ill defined and confused ideas of the object
to be aceomplishied by the Churcli of Christ as an association ? go have
indistinct vieivs of the pflan of bier operr.uiens and to bc ignorant of lier cou-
stitution ? wvbat advantage could resuit to the clburchi from banvingy ne
bond of union ,if titis would bo liberality, it vvould net, certainly,
be wisdom.

But tbat the Churcli of Christ, or any section of it, cannot dispense
%vith sucb compends cf doctrine, appears from. the practice cf those, who
hlave declaimed must Ioudly against theru. The Congregationilista of
England, and those of Canada, bave publisbied a summary of prineiples,
and aise a catecbism .andi it is really pitiful to see tbem thus derlaring
the aecessitv of suchi compends cf truthi or exhibitions cf their principles
.and yet denyingr that tbey have any autbority amiongst them. Those,
Mlbo call themseivcs Baptists, liave aise thieir summaries cf principies;
the Glose Communion Baptists of' Ihis country a few years ago publislîed
a confession uf tlbir lfitit. drawn up by their conference at Ancaster, and
~vieà is alinobt an abriudgeniclt cf the WecstIminster confession cf faitjj.
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