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THE AYLES4ORD UNIO diffcrence hetween "so-called Christian
.- Ichurches" -and "so-called Christian

Pt bushed on the ist and.5th of every nonth,u:d "n
a- the anspies of the . o5.renioves lion(;ofthe

igm8 a i«mlied in the plase." This
•d •t AYEFQD Y .. we cannot quite appreciate. Surely,

And devoted to t to uncluireb a body of Christians is oneowork in Kangs coun a to scul.ir interoq estslirla oyo hisin soe
-n the towns sp.in At-ord.- thing, and to unchristiauize then i

- tquite another. As before explained,
J. B. MORGAN, EnirOa. ve used the word "church" in it. New

Testament atpplication ta au individual

sunsciuPrIoN PiUCE - body ofCiri. tians, worshippingtogether
fp.dwithin3dayr -- Soc per year in asingle locality, observing and

siig Cdpic...... .. - cet. bound together by the ordinances pre-
-_scribed by Christ hinself, and practised

and enjoined by Ilis apostles. Surely
Advertising Rates furnished on apphcntion. Mr. Ryan vill not be startled by, nor
Ail crommuncatios should bc addressed to the object to the frank statement, th.t we

Editi3r. ajc atefaksaenuti v
SP. O. OX.39, AYLESFORD, N. S. believe a Baptist Church and a Dap-

-tist Clhureli osL to be such a body.
If your subscriptio to the UmtoN .e presunse that 3r. Ryan believes

expires with this number, Our offi.
c,.r ISROwNIE win.pnt itout :o that the Metlodist Church aud the
yo in the .cconpanying s.ce. If MethodiSt ClurCh ONLY fuhile the cou-
you are a. .irre.ara he wil appear
twice. when vou pav- up he Vill dtios of a New estament church.
sigi[ his delight by standing on
hi he'id. The piper will be Taent i
to you uontil Vc alre notified to rtop
it, -with paynient of aIl arrea.iragest.. h;. e b id vorbhs or

the tupbitilding andi extennion ot'Cliiît's
EDITOF\PLS.throuh the agency of a par-

tictilar dlenonina)ýtioi of' thieir vindicat-
fir. Ryan and that Berwick Ad- ing fojmndation of firm anuibOaiCU-

ress. tosW copsiction. A itel eliet vsl
biott-nide Christi hu orkcrs te

Is aiiotcr colums of' the pre.sent bal be. drar more closeily together
niîsîssbur wvii be foiud a criticiu ity by a iftuai reapect for t e simtcere
Rev. Wni. Ryan of the addre-is given couvictions and ionet eflorts of a an,
by tlit vilitor of thisi paper beilre the other, asi e lisor for a eonisor

people of the Bersvil Bapkist cause d tvithin the e of the
Chlmrch at the annuai roil-call on Mar i severa denominations, thir vi parad-
10tib, andi a synopsis of hivlîic appeared ing before tie wori ti anocery of a
ini Our itie of April 5th. We regret fase unity, whi , beied by our aived'
exzeeelimgly that Mr. Ryan lias 'fel it contluct, deceives neidher oitrselves nor
1c~ýeszIary ta tske such exeeption to our the edeniv, and iusti e an aosinatio

reinarks as renders imper tive - a re- in the eve, of lisîs vho ''ioeth right-
sponse ipolourpart. As has been a- eo sness' and "desireth truth in the
rcady expaioed the address Nvas given rnwari parts."
before a odty of Baptist YoungPeople Having said this theh, our reason
and-vas isot intended ejUser to, give of- for staitingi that it i the Sr-ECfAL misý-
feny e to thoe holding contrary viws sion of Baptist Young People to con-
or t proh oke controvrsy upon sùbJects tend earncaUy for the faith whiof w aah
inpon wivh there i geuîeiaiiy snder- once for ail dofivered Arto the sgirtet,'
sto d inl extt Mnuch (iversity ofopinion. is made clear. If, as ive believe, a
A pblised reportofthe remarks made Bapre st Church is the churc of the
ivas not thomîght of uintil a serious mis- living G od, the pillar and grouind of
reprsentation of theur geenett ti de- the trhathsitsere sau be no misake i
maud it. F rther refssenve to the regardin it as the "srEC1AL mission
subjeet aouhd not hâve bem inale but of Baptist Youngg People,'' upon Peoopl
for hie uc te igpon s aly dr. he burden of unidt treir-'s procr-ation
RyAs d oinnsinication. We disike already rests ni.h daily increasîng
conrroversv a d have but ttle coufi- wcight, "ta contend eaniestiy for the
dence itine go0d deri% aiee fron it, f-ait' jss.t a- it wvas first and ''once

audt tr. Ra' arraine t dem ds for ail delivered thto ehe sants.'
subect woe ei otr abicate or et s our Surely tmdat efaith'' inssýt be sombtiut

positiene. Thes leaves but oe con- usre deliiiite thari tbe younpoite oMrhe
sïesti'uu course open to dis. ihat- inultitkeinoud isnss in thi %vide range
ever rsy. fandosw hve trust tiat nle "o ail chmrchcs'' front the- primitive
dnciri>tiaii vords nav Iind itterance, model t the ver briuk of naisni,
aud nr .kind feeRynan g be engendered. and tsat ''tnth'' soînetliin-z more ex-

.àlr. Rvulu the Iir-,t p>iee., consid- plicit andi intelligible thans the îssediey
ers the Ibi.sedsynopisoftheaddress of conlictng prolamation maere by
''more tartlig.nr oectioiab e than the expuneuts of even the
the titte ind ing the W enge." dînce rhe ledge.' bndic. ima-ine
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a man trying. to "stanil fasst in" suchs
"a faitih" or ta preach the truth aller
puch a model ! No! though all may
slíare varions truths in'a'measure aud
have some larg -ly 'in- cohmmiiou; the
truth of whici "the c.hurch of the liv-
ing God," is the "'pillar.anti ground,".
must have definite and self-cousistent
proportions. God is not a God of
confusion but of order adnd harmony,
man the discord wihich mars and hi-
ders- the progress of His kingdon upon
earth is the friuitage of error.and not
of lis truth.

In his discussion of our two mention-
ed hindrances to the cour-se of truth,
Mr. Ryans reference so a "monastic
hierarch" is as unkind as it is uncalled-
for. . Our remarks upou the seculariz-
ing influences %i hich operate to-dtay,as
of old, against the cause of Christ neel
no enlargement to niake then intelli-
ble to a candid reader. For the bene-
fit of those, hiovever, vho nimay choo-e
to dig a pit for the pleasure of falling
into it, ve may add that ve only ieaui
vhmat Christ mieant in Hie last praver
for His disciples, "1 nray Lot that thou
shouldst take tben ont of the worbi,
buit thiat thou shouldst keep tien fron
eNil." But our most serions offense
would seenm to be in connection uith
the discussi of our second point. Aud
here Mr. Ryan insits on putting nuii
unfortmnate anid iliogical conistrucetion
upon our language. Because, wifle
recognising the mnany benefits derived
from a.-sociation with other denomnina-
tions, we pointei ont one "giant evil"
resultant therefromu, our good brother
at once juntps over all logic to the con-
elusiou thant. a charge of di.seminatinge
this evil is beiig preferred esp-cially
against Episcopaliains antd Methodists.
Jf our. renarks, which were general,
are to be localized to boost up an argui-
ment the list shonid gó farther and -
include at least all' the denominations
represented in the place where the ad-
dress vas given. . Even then our
critic's argument reveals a giaring NOx
.EQUTCR' ]3Because an evil arises front
the association of two-or more bodies,
it hy no means folo.ws that this evil is
exclusively attributable to any one of
them. We flatly deny havinîg made
any iattenpt, )y dreut. argument or
insinuation, to locate the source of the
evil. and therefore owve no 'apology to
anybody..

In the light of whatever lias been
preissel, Mr, Ryan's colchuding re-
marks umponu 'so-cahll union platforms"'
"(com[pronise bases of union," etc.,
serarrely require further comment. We
subnit, however, that there is abim- l-
art room for a compromise of vital
principles even animong Protcsitauits, and
that such a conproiiise is likely to be
involved in every attenst at artificial

Cncluded on page uo.


