
1 M TUE CAAINPRESBYTER.

thi ho Tlîin evm pthv anid connc'ction with homon whlicl, thil
ad.luduni igni i-.; i, however, ilio vt'ry <ifficully whirh san.ii in the irai'

of unioni ; andl tlio'y pertiiî in *i>*q Jlialîsg nq inmuch te tho ont) (1'hurelî

aîs to the otiior. I Iuw the dfiul sto, >e got over it is liard ti pr"ent
to se : hilt. if wo look for a wny ont of' flie birintî ive shal lprhapq. find it in
dlue timîe. MVo (o h1ope tlint the daî is not, di4fi-rt when *fciyswill bceorn

eu snl>uud ns that both inrte rnny look each other straiglit iii the fa ce 'ànd
"Coulio b; ut er, why doin't ive put Our shieultier. tognther iii the Loril'%

%vork ? " Looklî,jg une another cordially in tho fart, it would lx, diflieuit for v'ali
to an.swcr why. Tinie ivili, by the b1le.ssing of God, bringi thiq îsial i'qmiî
about. In the inientinie it is best for earlh to proqecuto with vigolîr the Nwerk
wl-Iiiçh it finds for its hînnds to do on this continent, to perfect iLs own bioliie.;
in the fear of God, aî<dl to anet towards eaeh other in a spirit of foirbearance
and! kiinns.

From tiiese conside, ationis it is obvious thant wvo Iresbyterinnis iu Canada have, te
111akze progress at lea'st lu eue direction, and thIt. iS thîe dire'Ctionl Of UNION. Thc
tilrst age ef, our reforîned. Ciurcli life %vas ail age of oigallization and coluflict with
t<>ein enc3flies; the second, wuîs an ngeof dfence andI ceîitlict against the
I>hilistines -%ithin our oivi borders ; the third, comprised wvit)iu the fiunt
ba!f of Ulie preseîît eiîturv, was an aga of deniiestir warî anid sop:îrat ions ; le:
tl.e fourtli bc a golden ngo o f cemeuting charities, which shall bc the lîarbingèr
of millenial times.

TUE BIBLE ITS OWN.' WITNESS.

Tt lias beenl wel si that Il evervtiiiug( which procu-eds frein God, wlintever
flifficîîltîes or. Uferiis company it, ivill votitain andl exliiit the inipres, v.
1I:q character. As this is resplend(ently visible in flic henvens and the eartlî.
it is rcasonabh' te thinkl. tliat it Nvili not ho less uîauifest in Ilis word." Tt is thi-

vsbestaînp, <i-l iuîpress, on theWor of God, that const.itttes tic Bible itedf
ai iitncss to its own divinity.

WCe cannot k-now, l<etoî'eland, what a revelation frein Ged musi be: ner cou
w'e deterinine, be-foieliîîîîî, lu what minner le innstrnanifest 1Ii.; own handi
Nvork in a rce'elation. It la iu vain~ for us te prctend. te know, or te, deternt
these tliings. But, ivc are abUe to kîîow, and to deterînine Nvhiat mnan cail d,-
Or, whii(h is mocre te miîr prnpos0e, ive kzntow ihat inan bas doiie, and wre c-ID
voilp;îre bis wvorks Nvith tlîat wvlîîc coures to us profcssoffly as the revelatien o'
Godl. If, «,n sticb a coin 1parisen, ive observe a dlifféence betwccn the two, iha'f
mnîist he ;îccounted l'or; and if that difference is eue of a markzcd and essential
superieî'ity in the latter, Élien, hiow arce wc to account for it unIcss by receiirg
tbe irelatien as indeed1 frein Ged ?

lit bas ofteu beeLl urgcd by those who desire te avoid such a conclusio)n a,:
this, tlit mn iinght, of hi îîself, discover anid state ail iliose tîuthis tlit arc
ivithin the couipass of bis intelligence, ail those truths tlîat eau be opeî 4

e(l by his intellect, and tlîat commeiid thecnselve-s te bis reasen auJ conscienct
whcu once they are stated. But this is jus;' one ef those leose anid unpr)ovd
asertious, ivldlî, îtlr ny, sup)ply the lacl of ïe-al and truc argument. Itý
quite pessible that the trudhs of revd~atien commend thernselves te our reasw


