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1I hope that this statoinont will provo satisfactory. "
This statemont wvas considered by somoe as sufficient and satisfactory, and a mo-

tion was offered to accopt it as such. By othors, however, it was regarded as
vague and evon ovasive, and one gentleman characterized it as Ilvery clever," to
whicli Mr. Macdonnell replied that "llie wvas sorry to hoar lis statomont charao-
terized as clever. Re liad flot deserved that. 1-e wrote the statament witliout
intending to make it clever. Hie had endeavoured to make an honeet statement.
Hie could have made a clever statement by say ing that lie adhered to the language
of the Confession of Faith on the points under discussion. If tho Presbytery
required him to say ie had got rid of difficulties on these points, the mat-
ter could be settled that evening, because hie did not expect to get rid of sucli
difficulties. lie had been advised to make a moré cautieus stateinent, in ail sini-
plicity and honesty, by more than one friend. Hie lad followed the dictates
of lis own lieart and conscience ini submitting the statemont hoe lad drawn Up,
because it lot the Presbytory know what were his thougîts. If tho statement
was inconsistent, thon his thoughts were inconsistent."'

The non-contents, liowover, prevailed, and an amendment was movod by Prof.
McLaren, and carried by a vote of 17 to 9, to appoint a Committee te confer with
Mr. Macdonnell, and report upon lis statement of views at a subsequent meeting.
jThe Report of that Comriittee was submitted te a special meeting of Presby-
tory on the 18th uit. The document is a lengtliy one and deait with tlree ques-
tions, viz :-1. Did Mr. Mtacdonol's paper embody a statemont of viows whicl
the ?resbytery should accept as satisfactory Îi 2. If there is indicated in said
paper a deviation frein the received doctrine of the Churcli, is it of such a nature
as can ho tolerated in one holding the office of a Gospel minister?7 3. What ac-
tien sliould bo taken by the Presbytery in the preniisei; ?

In regard te the first of these the Committee reported that "they cannot recoin-
mond the Presbytery te accept Ntr. Macdonnell's statement as satisfactory " for
several reasons, ch;efiy because Mr. Macdonnell "ldia not declare lis adhioin to
the doctrine of Future Punisimennt as tauglit in the Confession of Faith, in the
well understood and historical meaning of its language," and because hoe did not
properly define in wliat sense lie understands the phrase Ileverlasting punish-
mont."

Appendod te the report they aise submitted the following "lNotes" by Mr.
Macdonnell in explanation cf lis former statement :

" 1. I substitute the words, ' everlasting punishment,' or, rather, the Greek
words in ?4att. xxv, 46, for 'etornal torments,' because the former expression is
in Scripture applied te the punisîment of wicked mon, and tho latter is not.
There is an obvieus distinction between 'punishient' and 'torments.'

" 2. The word aionion may, of course, mean ' absolutely endless.' I do net
deny that there is strong ground for assigning te it that meaning in the passage
quoted. But it lias often in Scriptuare a more limited signification, and if there is
room for even a shadow of doubt as te wietlier tlie Savieur intouded to teadli
tliat evil would bo endless, thero is rocin to 'hope,' lowever vaguely, that Godi

Imay iii some way put ail end te sin and suftering."
Upon this section cf the report an earnest and lengthened discussion aroso.

Mr. Macdonnell expressed himself as Ilimmensely disappointcd" at the cliaracter
of the report. "HoR was disappointed for lis own sake, and hoe thouglit lie might
honestly say for the Church's sake, as much as for his own. It seemed to lirn
tliat while tlie Committee, acting, lie had no doubt, witli the fairest intentions,
lad given fuîll weight-too full weiglt, in lis judgment (but a mati was nover a
fair judge in lis own case)-to tlie doubt which hoe lad expressed, and did ex-
press, concerning that word, and presonted it in the most unfavourable liglit, tliere
was not a word in the report about the declaration te wlidh the Bey. Mr. Bain
liad called attentior and whicl lie thougîht a most important praetical point, as it
bore on tlie teachiin-' I arn satisfied tliat it is net a part cf the message witl
wliicl I ami entrusted, as a miinister of the Gospel, to hold eut any l4opeocf future


