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This is neltiier the Mine lior place to speilk I t docs 'lot ican interference iii any way with
,01 the merits of the case, but., inasmiuoli am any porsonal righits, Iliortes, cr convictions
very Incorrect ideas of chlurch disciplinie for 40- %vhicli the LlCCUSOd inay have. it ifleans siînply

*called " lioresy " have booti recently set forth Itli tllo'go who hurs vote do not wish thecir cou-
by part of the socular press, a. fcw general victioîîs iiisropreýscîîted, by liaving'such teach-
remarlis înay not bu hmappropriate, oven thoughi iligs glvcn forisi ii the îîamo of t>lîir Cliurch,
they repeat i part the tiiouglit of te previous thSt tbey do not wish to assume responiblity
article. for ivliat thoy bejie-ve to 1ho wrlong.

1. Whiat rlght las a Chutrehi Court te sit il, Votes of this lzind are somnet>imcs spokzei of as
judgmlent iii sucli cases. IlBy %what authioritY cruel dealing îvith the person aîrectod by thora.
doost thou those tIlîhgs aut-I tvho gave thlee this Suclh a vlei1v utt>orly îniisrop)resents the facta.
authorlty.' Iuitolerauice is abbiorent. No niattor wliat

Tho answer, very simple yct oftwi obscured, religions opinions a stan îmîiay hold and teachi, be
la, that they are :îot sittiîîg iii judginent ulpoti they Christlaîî or iinti-Chiristian,Jewish, Moliami-
any manî, l)ut uion certai utterancos. and are inoedan or Iiiindoo, lie shoifl have fullost liberty
doing so for the puriiose of ascertainig Nvihothor to hiold thers, and týo teach thom to ail who may
ci- not they are proparedl to-ceulorse theni and 1w bc Nvilling to listeti to 1dm, but the spirit of
responsiblo for themi liberty wluiclî demanda for every man the rig-lit

While the Clînrehi of Christ is coniposed of ail to hiold and teaehi as lie may iisb. demands at the
-who are united te iliiti by the bonds of faith and saine tinie that Lno iesponsibility for tliat teach-
love ot whvlatever color, cas, or creed, most ing should rest upon hlisacif alono, that otiiers
professing Christians »are banded togother iii shiould sot oc curspelled to accept responsibility
organisations for tho worlc of extending that for it>: and the v-ote in such cases is mnerely the
Cburch À. iumber ot thein who bolieve tirs statemient that as niemboîs of the Chiurch tliey
word, of God to comtain certain doctrines, and cannot takoe this. respons;biity
who, believe theso doctrinles to bo for the botter- 3. A tlîird question tliat arises from the fore.
mient of miankind, have organized theinselves On going, is, What liberty of teaclîing ahould thore
the bauis of th9ir commnon belle£, into a bodY, bo in the Preabyteriaii Oliurcit
caLied the Presbyterian Chuicli. As a] ready sen, the vitûbe Churcl is a velun-

Thîis organization means mnutuai obligation tai-y organization 'based upon certain principlea
betweeîî that Churcli ana its membors. On the witlî a viow te a certain enid, vis., the ttdvance-
pact or tIre individual. IL limans that having,, nient of religions truth, the extension of Christ's
voluntarily professed lusa beliet iii the doc.trimes kingdom.
of the Church, as a condition of being recoived From- tlîis it is mnifeat that primmiples or
by it, h,- is mnorally bounld, so long as ho dlaims doctrines tvhieh do sot interfero with the attain-
te bolong to 21t, to niaiuitait, and teach tîtese ment of that enîd, even thougli suclu doctrines
docti mes. be iiot in tlue basis cf organisation, nîay reason-

On the other band, the church, luavlng, on his ably bc allowed.
prorossion of its, doctrines, reeeived hlmn as a But whiere tho dopai-ture of any member, in
memboz, emîdorses his teaehing, and becomoes ]ls teaehing, froin the commonly reeivcd bass
respoilsibie for it. Wheunlhe teaches lio doos "0 of organisatiomi, is such as other members thiink
in the nine and by the autlîority of the Church. wvill hinder in somo mucasure thc attainmnmt cif
Thus, organization involves inutual responsi- the end for wvhich that organization exists, thon
bilit.3. Sb is a t-oliiiitary compact in whi.Meh thc it is miot fair or ror'3osable to expeet that they
individual is responsible Io tIe organization, and hillold tlieinselvos rosponsibie for such dopai-t-
the organi7ation beroincs responsible f0o- the tire by continuin- te it the sanction of the
individual. naine of theur orgaiiztion.

When any inour ber of such a body is 'reported 4. A fourth question. May it not ba botter,
-te have chamîged lus teacliings, and iii titis wa~y oves tliough tiio teadhing -be erroneous, te tak-e
failed ihl fulflllinig lis obligations te the body, it s oiec t îog o a lil eti
la the righit of thuat body, a riglitt, whvlmi they have doctrines t0 bo Iimirtftil te Chîrist's cause, will iot
in comnon ivith tho inembors of anyci-ganization, the t-ciy effort te remues-e thers fri tIc Churcb,
acculai- or sacrcd, te consider sucli uttorances, spread thers theo more widely? 11%ay it sot bo
and te say whIetber or not they are ivilling, as wiser tacitly te endorso thers by sayisg not>hing,
mombers of tIe Chturclu, te be responsible for tîamu to bring tltem te public notice and tita
them*ivliet1îor thoy can Iend te thers tIe name lielp t051)i-eid tIers more tvidcly abroad?
cf their organisation. In reply it rsay bc said that no honest searel

2. Iu exercising their right, and votirig te for trntli tan rosulin u vil. 1! doutrines tInt are
sustain a charge cf false teaeh ing against any clairsod by a dhurch court te be heretical, be
membor, what does a ehturch court dot Whant really eruo, as thoir oxpononits dlaim, thon t'e-e
doos sucli a vote menca? can bo nie liai-m dose. The more widely they
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