
THE GOSPEL TRlIBUNE.

Wo may add that we are glad to undcrstaxid that Sir
George Sinclitir's lotter on Union, which lias been
repcatedly printed in Scotiand, is in course of being
reprinted hure, and will soon bcotrfered for sale nt
auch a price as ought to secure for iL. a ivide circu-

Main.2 LOîr,-I beg te acknowledge the receipt of
your letter of the iath inst., in whiclî you request nme
to forward for insertion in the Reco.-d, thc minute of
the recent meeting of our Union Committee. Iii
complying îvith this requcst, I shall crave the liberty
of jrefacing my notice of that meeting, and its
re.sults, îvith such explanatory statements ns mnay bc
necessary to enable your readors gencrally, to formn a
correct idea of the question at issue between the
United Presbyterian Synod and our own Churcli,
and of the causes which have succeedtd for the
presont in arresting ail negotiation on the subjeet of
a union betwcen the two bodies. In other circumn-
stances I would have satisfied mysolf witli simply
transtaitting to you the deliverance ofthce Comfiittce,
wvhich yen asked for, and 'would have permitted that
deliverance to go forth to the publie eye witbout
note or- comment ; but it is manifest, I thiinkc, that
this would noiw be unadvisable; inasnurh as îve
have been publicty accused, through thc coltimns of
the C'anadNi Unîited -Presbyterian Magazine, with a
violation of Christian cbarity in the course we
have pursued in tlîis mnatter, and ivitx cherishing
a disposition to interpose barriers lu the way of union
on a Scriptural basis. These, sir, are flot very
pleasant accusations to lie under; and it ivili be
nllowed by most persons, that charges of this sort
should be made, wben made at al, with extreme
caution. It is certain that they can serve but rareîy
to promote auy good end, even Miîen tlîcy happent te
bo based upon tolerably adequate grotînds ; and it is
ne less certain, that they seldom fait to operate mis-
chievously when they originute, as they seom to do
in1 the prescrit instance, xnerely in a littie unnecessary
warmtlî of feeling, proceeding, as that in its turu
may do, from a miscoucoption of the views and sen-
timents of tlie party accused.

Lot us soe îvhat are the exact bearings of the case
as it noN7 stands, and the sum of the difliculties whicb
have thus far prcvented a joint-meeting of the Com-
nuittees.

Our bretliren of the United Presbytcrian Cîturcli
-did themnselves the honour, at their last Synodical
meeting of issuing a public tostimouy expressive of
their earnest desire for union, on certain grounds,
with other Presbyterian Churches, and with our oîvn
ln particular. The resolutions îvbich, they drewy up
onthis subjeet, and transmitted to our Synod, %were
conceived iii an excellent spirit, and tlîey îvere ne
doubt cousidered by their framers, as exbibiting a
fair basis for the union whlch they desired to se
achieved.

Tjnfortuuately, however, this overture bas thus far
Mdon barren of practical effect; and, from present
appearances, iL 15 net likely ever to tend to the barrm-
less experimont of bringing thre comuxittees on union
together, and giving themn an opportuuity of coin-
paring views on the points uport %MWkh they are sup-
posed te be at issue. This failure of a movemneut so
ivell intentioned in its origin and aimn is doubtless to,
ho regf~etted ; but there is nothifig whatever in the
circunstances of tho case, te furaisir parties on
cither side wvith anv fecasible temptation to the dis-
play of tempor, or tue use of recriminating. language.
A correspondent of the Magazine above referred te,
fancies indeed, that be can perceive the ultimate
cause of the whole difficulty in the workings of an
*unchaarîtabo splrit among the mexnbers of oui

Synod ; and fiuding, as ho imagines, a firm foot-
ing on Luis hiypothesis, ho la plainly undor tho
impression, that iL is his bounden dtity to
:-buko us shîarply for our ivaywardness, wlîich,
accordingly, lie does no fait to do. It would
serve no good purpose te attempt anytbing likie a
format reply to tho cfl'usions of this nonymous
brother; but iL may ho of use te remctsk, thiit if
obstacles have arisen, of sncb a description, as te
reîider thîom, in Ltîe opinign of our United Presbyte-
rian friends, a sufficieut reason for tlieir declining
any presenit atteînpt at negotiation witlî us, they
must, in Luuis case, ceusent to bear ivliat, upoii
enquiry may appenr Le bc their fair proportion of
blaino.

In mny opinion, their flrst errer, if they really
wvished us te appoint a Cemmittte and leave it
unsaddled by any conditions, lay in tijeir sctting the
example of announcing the conditions by whichi thecir
oîvn Committee woe te bo coîîtrolled; their second
error, as disclosed more particularly by thue course
whîicli thîcir Conimitteo have pursuied, coiusisted, as it
%vould scein, iii the somiewvhat extravagant estimate
they liad formed, as te the amouuit of concession
necessary on our part, in order te justify them in
even conisenting te meut wvith 'Ls, for tire purpose of
nîntual consultation. The ternip laid down in1 their
Synodical res olutions, and proposed for our accep-
tance, constitnte professedly a draft of the platforin
on whicli, as a Cbnrch, they have talion their stand ;
and our instant acqiriescence in the ternis of thoe
resolutions,our unbesitating adoption of this phttforin,
appears te bave constituted tlîe first instaîniont in
thiat lino of concession whichi our bretlîrcn deenied
requisito, net te a union xnerely, but simply to elear
tlîe vay to ajoint-meeting of thioComnuittees. Leven
thus far, however, they miglît bave found us disposed
te be perfectly pliant te their wis'hes ; but thîeir
refusai te meet witlî us is apt to breed the suspicion,
that this measure of complianco would flot have
sufficed, and that the demanda upon us in imine wero
really intended te bo of a more extensive sort thun
the obviîus rendering cf theur resolutions ivould
seem te indicate. Thre fourti-à of these resolutions,
and the cardinal one, rends thîîs:

IlThat considering how much unhappy and mis-
chievous division among Evangehical Presbyterians
bas been occasioned by the queýtien respecting the
poiver cf the Civil àfagistrate in matters cf religion,
or, in plainer termis, by tho question cf ecclesiastical
establishments, th-' Synod takies tho present opportui-
nîty cf stating thiat the principleocf this Cliurcb, la
regard te trat question, bas always been, that it shial
be a maLter cf f«orbearaince ; and the Synod lias great
plensure'la reflecting that while this principlo seema
just and sound in itself, iL lias tiiis special excel-
lence, that IL presents a basis on ivhicb persons
differing widely in their views respecting establisli-
monts, may nevertheless conscientiously and honura-
*bly unito, provideil none cf thora regard these vicws
cf sucb vital and momentous importance as te
demand that they bo miade a terni cf Christian or
miuisterial comnion."
* I presumne, Mr. Editui, that we would lim~e no
difficulty as a Church iu giving la our adhcrence to
the principlo bore stnted, and joining beurt and baud
îvith our bretbren on tho basis it presents, provided

a iv were not asked te suppresa our united testimony
*to, other principles ln refereuco te the power or duties
cf the civil Magyistrate, besides those inumediately
connectea with thre question cf eccles'îastical estab-
lishments. The principle of forbearanco un that

alatter questioD is, for ail practical ends, as full.y
recognîze.' in our own Churcli as it can ho among


