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BD\LFITS OP RI‘ LIGIOLS CONTROVERSY.

There are some who think tlmt controversy onreligious subjects does
no good, and ought, therefore, to be avoided. It is, no doubt, true that
there have been often controversics about trifles, and there have been,
also, controversics about matters of great moment, that have been con-
ducted in such a mannner and spirit as to have done, probably, more
harm than good. While we are willing to allow all this, we are, how-
ever, bold to affirm that religious controversy, when conducted in a right
spirit, with proper ends in view, has been, and still is, a most important
means of tending to promote a healthfulness in the religions world. A
thunder-storm in the air, and an agitation in the ocean, are not more
necessary in the natural world to promote salubrity and drive away
noxious influences, than is a controversial agitation in cliciting truth,
dispelling error, and tending to scparate the healthful from the per-
nicious. ‘

What would tend more to the climination of truth among the adher-
ents of Rome than a properly conducted discussion in that Cherch of
some of the more vital doctrines of Christianity 7 Is not the stagnation
of contxo\'era) on these pomts an occasion of great spiritual corruption
apd miasma? And cven among Protestant churches we are verily
persuqdcd that a most important step towards a healthful and consist-
ent union will be in connexion with a rightly conducted controversy or
discussion about thosc matters that form, at present, barriers between
them, and keep them partially or entirely alienated from onz another.
How are many of these difficultics to be overcome 2 It is not by repress-
ing all discussion, but by a fricndly interchange of views on the points
of differcnce, in order.to a better mutual understanding, which may
promote “ the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace.” The agitation
of controversy will tend to shake the things which can be shaken that
they may be removed, in order that, ¢the things which cannot be
shakeu may remain.” The IFree and United Presbyterian Churches

have, for some time, been contemplatuw the desirableness of a union ;
but how is it to be eftected ?—Is it by quashing all discussion of the
points that now divide them? No, it is by afree and fricndly inter-
change of sentiment on the controverted subjects, so that they may
reciprocally apprehend what the real difference between them is, and
whether that difference, if any, is sufficient to keep them in separate
ecclesiastical organizations. We repeat it, that religious controversy,




