
TUE FOURTH ARTICLE 0FP THE BASIS. 6

omny. But 1 eau scar'cely think that ha will.gret niany of hisbrethren
to commriit theniseives to thAt opinion. Now, loyioally, if a man
shrink from, Nos. 1. and III., is there any refuge for him, but No. II.?

The niàan who would, wish to take a part of L"Nos. I. aud II. would
be 80 evidently illogical and -without a princi le that it is, not ieces-ý
sary to spend time upon 1dm. If he say lie would puniish some
thingsý a&sisns-8irnpiy and not as crimes against the community, tIen
hoe ailows men to niake a distinction where God, has made noue. I
then, comes, to be a more matter of' opinion aud caprice, if' onosin as
Fiu be puuished while another iu the sanie category goos free.

Let anyv man avow that ho believes that iu certain cases sin simply
as sini altogrether apart; from. its bearing upon' humain society'is, to be
puniished by civil pains and penalties, and ho, will bo inevitably drawn
to adopt the opinion of No. I. with ail its consequeuces. Thore is
no mniddlo point, which 1 eau see, betweeu all and nome.

There romains thon No. II., and: with that 1 bolieve ninety*nino,
1hundredths of both Synods would agroe, as a general priniciple. At
the saine tume the adoption of that principlo would uot put an end
to couitroversy iu the question of practical- legisiation. Might there
not, for instance, be a very keen discussion as to what constitutes a
crime ? and whether or not this evil or that evil is to be reckonedl
merely a sin, or somothing more ? -with many others of tho saine
nature; and that necessarily, thougli a general principlo bo adopted
tIiat ail political action should be in accoxdance witfr the Word. of
God, and that every Christian mani is bouad to oppose iu overy legit.
imate -way every law of the comniunity of Wliich hoe is 'a member
whieh goes contrary to. the ]ettçr aud spirit of tîn lawof his God.

!,ýow a plain 'question and I have doue.
Would the Free Çhuqrch disseutients, if constituted the Legisia.

#ure, fadopt opinion No. 1. or II.?P
If No.,I. .Are they prepareci to take even the decalogue andaenact,

every one of its prohibitions aud requirements under civil pains g4d
penalties? XVould they put idolaters without the pale of toleration'?

Wouid they-do the sanie with Romnanists as image'worshipporsP ana
80on

if they gdopt No. Il. Wil they 4ot; flnd almost endless diversity
of sentiment amonyq lhcm8elves ag tq where the ine s.hould be drayn'?

.diversity such asshould r dçer them cautious about enqi'ysto
the opinion of United ]?'resbyteria'ns, not on thag principle, but on,
one or twQ isc iated- cases of aplication, pot more'impàqtant than
flfty others ,which couid easilye ntoedadnt or definea&
by those who as-sume the 'fc of Oatecist.

Will volu*nt*a rie. on the other, tell me what, they do more in recewv.-
ing the 4th Article'of the 'Basisthan simply adopting NO'. II. ? The.'
more I consider the wholo niatter the more I amn cou'rincod that this,
is ail the two', Synoda have done. it has been declared that al polit..
icaI acfion ought to be in accordance with the xiI of God as revèaledl
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