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go divioled churehes. TIse churches
w«ere Roman, Corinthian, G alatian,
EphesiaII, Thessalonian, &C., but not
Calvini-stic or Arînenian or Socinian or
E palian or 1rsbyterian or liaptist.

T e aposnties never taugla t the possihiliîy
of anv nimber of' people heing of* one
opiflioit or s;et of' o>pnionq, or of tbundine
a churcli upon suc lar ant abstirt ,;tppoia
tion. It would be as absiard as to raise
an orcharal upon the condition tlaat the
fre slaoald tic the saine size, or sow a
field and expect tIse stalks to grow to
the saine lieaght. The exercise ot» pri-

tiit nget-tlie neessoary condihtion
of enigltenanent and the glory and the
ofe-tuýirti of our I>rote-stant lbe.rte--
aaust always leadl to, diversity of opinion,
and( so tIare were parties icit/juo flic
primitive churches eetabîislaed in va-
flons coiplitries. i'bcse produced, how-
ever, not separations, but dli-;IufW:lon, for
the proper mianagemnent of whichi the
Scripture inakes ample provision ani
supplies manifold counscl. But the
Scripture inakes no Rpeeific provision
for the rernovirag of separation ; for tlaat
implies a suate which it does not recog-
nue as consistent with Cbristianity.
[Pusev.itec and Romisis Unity, and lion-
revognioni of any chsarch but one, con-
tain in theni a truc notion and preach to
the retleeting mind a noble and a true
ideal.] WXe maust, tîen, invent a word,
ud ',Union" means unaking into one
elsurches wvhich bave beconie inproperly
separated. It means the separation of
mn uslawfui brancb. It means iiiaking
thurchies one ia administration, wîaieh
bave bc-en so separated as to have lost
tiat connon instinct and sympathy,
which arm akin to Christianity ; and the
DeW Word elierieshts a modern disgrace,
Md the thing denotes a new renmedy for
a new disease. The only scriptural re-
tRedy for dlis-union is the saie as tor any
atier crinsie-naturai repentance and re-
foanation.

W'bo should repent ? Thos who
liave sinned. But wbo ]lave sinned in
chb a case ? This is a question which

Would reqiaire more casuistry than it
woald be profitable now to bestow upon
It As respects the causes% which bave
led to nmodern separations, it has been
With parties as it usually is with persons.
l'ere have invariabiy bc-en faults on
bath sids-either upon the main dis-

pute or sîpon the mode of conducting
the ilispute, andl gencrally tapon both.
In the case of lon-, quarrels hetween in-
dlividmalnl. it is Weîl knjown Iaow diffhcillt
it ofien le to devolve the Haine upo)n the
propour IlartY. 'Tha Iistory of . the quai'-
rel as gviacraîly a labyrinta in wvliela it
is îacitha&r ril(asant nom safe to wander.
'l'ie trati is oteîa as liant to reaehi as
the way ont. If thae parties svcre to
niake reconc-iliation rest iipon an ne-
curate siacaqîrensent ut' rie'ponsibilitv,
saîmon an exact ispportionînent o' lame,
peace vouIld become a msor;al iaps
biîity. Societv woaald lie torii to pieces
aial strîfle pei:petaial. Frowns ii the
worldl would fake tlae place of siîes, and
thae waters of Marala ftowv Ibrever. The
geiersi amode of' t(lu.,taiient is f0 wsait
an -tinluc(iotis montent wlaen sorrow or
calaaaîity lias svept the fire (lowf t<i eold
asîaus, andl, tloon t hie ground of coinion
frailtY, cosîsaon asfeî n d~ aaiColamnion
sins, bury tlae past, and upon the fresîs
earth of' its ncw nacle g~rave çrow the
sweet oliv-e of pence.

If' it tic dil'acult to setule the merits of
(lisputeq between persons-even, with a
court fo)r the purpose, it is îaaspo-ssble
betwecni parties, wlsere there is no court
for thce pitrpcse Aiiiong bodies of men
tîsere are ai dîversiies of, re-Sponsibdlity.
Sonie are more and soine less culpable.
As to the gacrai question in ispute,.
and thae anerits of contending parties and
isadividuals conaposi ng thietu, )Iablie pn
ion is the only judge. Nations appeal
to arnis and tîae sword deciales by power.
At first tlac be.st fighter is supposed to,
have the hest case tilI tinte takes its re-

vnrsand the %vheel of Providence
colites fimîl cirele. This was once the
fluoshion in civil disputes, and desolating
ci-til wvars svere tlae consequence, ti in
civiiizcd nations men lcarned that wis-
dont which they are only now learning iii
tIse church-tlîe wisdoss of reformng,
flot ovcrturning constittions--of mot
dividing into hiostile camps, but of work-
inr toirctîar until theceffiorts of botîspro-
duce a state in wLich tIse evils of which
botîs comiplain slelh have been removed.
No doubt, there is a right and a wrong
in the generai question bctween two,
church parties; but God only can ndjust
the bearn aoeurately, and wbo art thou
that jtlet anothier man's servant ?
Publie opinion will make the attesnpt.


