IN NOVA SCOTIA, NEW BRUNSWICK, AND ADJOINING PROYINCES.

it not only a libel on our profession of
Chiistianity, hut it is a great hindrance to
the gospel of Chist” “Letus’ they say
« he one inn name, one in INLErest, as we own
but the ‘one faith, one Lord, cne baptism,””
and then we will be stronger and m re for-
midable in the *front” we present to the
comm-n ¢ emy Others szy, *“ that to pro-
nounce for wmon in the state in which mat-
ters now are, argues ignorance of the princi-

ples for which the church to which we pro-,

fess to helong, was contending, when at the
cost of much odium, and exposed to the
grossest misrepresentation, her members
sternly resis.ed the re-establishment of an
ecc'estastical tyranny, which Scotland had

risen in her might to throw off at the time of

the Reformation.”

There can be little doubt in the minds of .
far seeing. calm thinking men, but that there !

are yet grave obstacles in the way of a satis-
factory union. That a wnion on graunds of
expeacency is requived. we do not deny; but
we are far fiom believing that a union on
such a basis could be satisfactory or per-
manent. Where expediency dees not call
for it, the gencral fec.ing is rather against
than for it, even on both sides; but where by
uniting two weak congregations (which sep-
arate, cannct support a minister of either de-
nominat:on,) a minister could be well aud
comfortably supported, i8 rather yor than
against, yet there obtains the hope on boil
sides, that if such a unton were to take piace,
the minister will be of the party o which
each belonged previous to the union.

But if oiher than a coperative unin be
generally so desirable, and prospectively so
veneficial, how, or why, after so many years

of *courtng and coquetting,” is there not |

more mutual confidence, and unity of chari-
table sentiment, between the pariies desirous
of a relationship that should exclude jea-
lousies, distrust and all uncharitableness?

Why do we continue amid talk on the * de-

sirableness™ of union, and essays on the
“ necessity and benefits” of it, to fight so shy
of each other ? Why do we have such
mingled fear and delicacy in proposing a
thange of pulpits, and bow do we continuz
t0 have always on hand such goed excuses
for declining cach other’s praposal of ex-
change, when made?  Why only one season
in tne year when union prayer mectings
seem legitimate?  And are the reserve, the
stiffness, &e. which are brought to these,
cither iniended or calculated to ripen the feel-
ings for permaneat union? Why not more
candour and frankness in acknowledging our
muiual prejudices and bigotries?  Why not
g0 hand in hund in the iight of day, aud in
the fuce of the werld, and ¢ig a deep grave
for them, and there bury them cut of sight
and remembrance, and over their grave vow
tolerance, friendship and charity towards
each other? When thisis done, a step is

wken in the right Cirect on towards 2 union ! Le cnjoined on all t
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that will be satisfactory, solid, and perwa-
men'.  And what good purp se will it «erve
if we endeavour to construct a stately edifiee
witn stones, ever so well hewn vud polished,
if there be no cement to bind and hol:d them
together?  With what hope for good, ¢in
discordant elements be ruddled together, ne
matter by what nume ealledt ?

Untiv the hand of charity berome more
actively employed in * plucking up” every
“poot of bitterness,” the less said about
union the more consistent.

There are a few congregations where a
union en the grounds of expediency might be
edected with great temporad advantage—we
woulld recommend that in these, such a union
should be agre~d upon by both Synods. h
migh serve to pave the way, and mature the
general feeling for uni.n on higher grounds.
and more solid bases. Ler it be tried in
- the case of Bwrney’s River, Lochaber, Earl-

town, the Strait of Couso and a few other
, cangregations, where bo!h parties ave pretty
tequutly dicided, but unable separately to sup-
{port o minister, and let the najo-hy decine
“on what purty the minister shail belong o,
and it shall then be seen whether disintegrat-
}ing clemerts will “ put in an appearinee.”
| We haveever be n ready to nail a union
{of the Presbyterian Churches on proper
: bases, and just and sound princigles, but o
{ union that tacitly leaves at our door, charges
1' of dereliction of duty, of “ taking th- crown
i of Christ and placing it on an carthly Sov-
ereign,” of be'ng a mere seeular corporation.
charges, that h.ve never becy retracted, can
n .t commend itsetf to us, and notwithstand-
ing all its professed advantages, we would
I feel it our duty to withhuld from it our senc-
i tien or approval.

A Lover or Uxiox.
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Meoting of the Presbytery of Pictou.

The Pictou Preshytery metin St. Andrew’s
Church. Pictou, on the 6 ult.,; and was cons.j-
tuted with prayer. There were pre-ent Rev.
Mr. Herdman, moderator; pro fem, Revde,
V. Stewart and MceMillan, and W. Gorde:
and John McKay, Esqrs., ¢ ders.

‘I'he winutes of last meeting wereread and
sustained.

The Presbytery having met wills the spe-
cial view cf considering the circumstinces oi
Gairloch congregasion, and expediting the
settlement of a pastor over said peoplec bus
there being no one present in the interests « f
said congregation, the Preshytery proceededd
to other business.

It was move:d by Rev. Mr. Stewart, second-
ed by 3. dcKay, Wsq., and agreed to, thar,
all ministers be enjomed to produce their
Session Records for examination at next or-
dinary meeting of Preshytery, also, that it
he cengregations within
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