
h

i

it in his 
niother- 
iurch at 
r his en- 
er of the
United 

he Esta-
Church 

er of the 
a U. P.
Church 

lurch in 
vould be 
Scotland, 
e parent 
ling that, 
m of that 
ie given ; 
arrived at 
belonging 

b branches 
y of them 
îhurches: 
the parent 
h a United 
rely not be 
seen would 
ince of one 
> his native 
any of the

parent Churches, would no doubt be willing to submit to 
such enquiries as those Churches think necessary in admit
ting strangers to their privileges.

4. It has been said in discussing the subject of Union 
in the Synod and press of the Presbyterian Church of Cana
da, in connection with the Church of Scotland, WHY 
will not the others come back to us ? Let them 
come back and we will receive them. We have seen that 
if any section has the right to assume to be the parent 
church in these Provinces, it is not the church of Scotland, 
but the U. P. section. And then, apart from the ungracious
ness of the proposition ; such a proposition as no loving 
father, to use the favourite metaphor employed on these 
occasions, would make to his prodigal son, for certainly 
its spirit is not that of the father in the parable ; that pro
position cannot be made in sincerity, for 90 out of every 
100 of them never wore in that church, and so going back 
« is not the word.” There are only about a dozen in the 
Canada Presbyterian Church, and the same number in the 
Presbyterian’Church of Canada in connection with the 
Church of Scotland, now remaining of those who belonged 
to the latter Church in 1844. But if this call to come 
back means that all the Canada Presbyterian Ministers 
are welcome into the Church of Scotland in Canada, it is 
enough to show the insincerity of the challenge that some 
of those putting it forth, have uniformly and with great 
consistency, from the year 1834 onwards, opposed the ad
mission, on equal terms, of Ministers not educated in 
connection with the Church of Scotland, either at home or 
in Canada. The only way to effect Union is to meet on
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