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not flnd the views of -the Hleadship, of Christ over the nations, ýabôut
which our Free Church brethren in this :country are rnaking s3o
nughty a stand, and to which theyr seem, to attacli s0 iucli impor-
tance. There is even nothingr about it either in thé Nova Scotin
Basis or the A.ustralian. Nor in the whole Bible is there -sucli a do-
trine. tet some of our brethren of the Free -*Ohurchi siedmso sorious
and so zealous about it that none 'of their own Churoh have veutured
to cail it in question, and that even some in the UTnited Presbyterian
Church, who might have 'understood their own principles better, have
been in some degrée carried away -by the gravity îand boldnesse with
which it lias been brought forward. We neyer heard -of it except
from the lips and:pen of Dr. Bayne of Gait, -and -we -suppose he is its
only authxr. If mot, let huu show bis authorities. At a=y rate> we
cail upon oui, Joint Committee, in re-modellingý our Basis, eithèr to
rejeet the theory, or to -show us that it is foundedon &ripture..

The-doctrine we refer to as held by the Free:Ohurch of -Canada,
and on which we wish ligbt to be thrown, is, that -as Christ is King
of nations,-natièns by their civil rTulers are bound to 'obey Jliim.; or
as it was expressed in the Basis as agreed to by the Joint Conmittee,
are b-ound to Ilbow to the authority of Christ as King of -nations."

,N',we do not doubt Mhat Dr. 'Bayne is sincere in holding this
'doctrine, for he is a good mn whom, we -acquit of a1l blame in urg-.
ing it, because we believe bim to be conscientious in regarding it as
scriptural, as included in the standards, and as of essential impor-
tance,-ali wvhich, however, we den.y tili hýe »ea présent satisfactory
.proof ; and we do not doubt that this -doctrine was brought forward
by the Joint Committee from reverence for the divine authority, and.
a sincère desire to honour Christ. But although it May be a harm-
less theory, yet if ail our sentiments on human duty, and especially
on inagisterial obligation, can be sustained ivithout it, and if it îs
neither In the supreme nor -in thé subordinate standards, why urge it:
on the acceptance of the Churches, especialiy in -a Basis of unionP
It is now for the Joint Oommittee to exclude tliis theory from the
Basis altogether, or to guide us to those sources froin whence it bas
been found, and especially to showv it to be scriptural.

We, however, hold with ail isincerity, aud we trust in accordance
witli Seripture, the doctrine that Christ is King of natior-s. But we
hold it oniy as it is presented in the word of God, and we may add
-in the Westminster Standards, which both our Churches receive. It
is a great doctrine wbich we would not exelude from our creed, inuch
less pervert, and which wve desii'e ourzselves, and wish our FreeýChurcli
brethrein, to hold as it is exhibited in the inspired volume. We bow
profoundly to every iota in the word of G-od Show us what is said,
there of Christ's headship over the nations; and we assent to evei'y
word. But we iust not be inisled by prejudice; we must not adopt
favourite notions of others which have not a scriptural foundation ;
we must eall no man mnaster but Christ. "lTo the Iaw, and to thé
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