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the upwightuese, good faith, and simplebearted {Union Committees of hath Bodies, the rewlts of 1Chureh, were deemed so ,,,,;,f_,u..,?- to our

desite tor the interests of the truth, by which
they we netusted ns powerfully ns oirselves,
vou d luve led then cotdialiy to wel.omeand
frank.y to respond to nbemyg with a determiu.
atien to teluge nll gpeatic veference in the
Basis o thuze Luportant points on which in.
formition wis desiderated, is fitted to exeite
$eiuh nuonyg all to waom the principles in-
u) sre dear, either that unsounduess in re-
gard so them oltaing wmonyg ourselves or at
Je st 1 most me ancholy and alseming inditfer-
enice to their nminteunuce,

VIL That in view of ull the circumstances
of the case a3 referred to in the wbove rensons
of dissent, the subscribers would regard Union
upon the afrvessid Basis a3 necestarily invols
viug o duagerous compromise of principle.

(Signed,)  JUUN BAVNE
. MICHAEL WILLIS,
“ A. CONSLIABLE GBIKIE, ¢
“ DUNCAN McRUAR,
“ ROBERL IRVINE.

DANIEL GUKDUN,
ANDREW WILSUN.
JAMES MIDDLEMISS.
MUltRIS C. LULZ

ANSWERS Tu THE ItEASUNS UF DISSENT
Y ZiE REV. DI, BAYNE, AND Ol
ERS, ANeMT THE DECISIUN OF 3Y-
NOD, ON TUE BASIS UF UNION WITH
Tal UNILeD PRESBY FER LGN CUURCHL
The Commission of Synod appointed to

auswer the Reasons of Dissent by the Rev, Dy,

Bayne, aid others, from the decision of the

Syuod of the Presbyterian Church of Canads,

on the basis of Univn submitted by the United

Pre Lytenan Chwich, haveugreed o the fol

luwiug auswers, viz:i—

i. Itisallowed that the olject of preparing
2 Basis uf Union = was Lo provide an assurance
that substaatisl harmony on the importnt
sujeetd which it cmoraced, obtained susony
tue members of the respective Synvds, aml to

wevant, 88 W us putsihile, division on sandsub-
Jects in a United synoll™  But iu sepiy to the
drzzetticuts it i3 atficmed that e Basis
adopted by the two Synods dues secure these
cuds, tnnsinttelt ay L coataws » full and expii-
cit statement of the doctrine of Christ's Head-
ship aver the: tativug, and of the duty of the
Civu dlagistrate to regalate his ofliciual proce:
dure, us well as bis persount conduct by the
revealed will of Christ—these being the auly
subjects an . which the views hield by wentbers
of tize United Preshytesian Charch nave been
supposed 10 ditfer from thuse hetd by the Pees-
bytetian Chiurelr of Canada.

2, As 10 the maiter complained of in this
reason, viz: L0t che Basis cont.ing no decln-
vatiou out the suviect of the leading spplicutions
of the ductrive of Christ's teadship over the
nations, aud no definition of the extent - vl
its o1 the province within which the Civil Ma.
gistrats1s to counless uud serve Christ as King,
1018 seplied tat it was deeimed neither expedic
eut ot tecessary to birden the Basis with auy
aich dctinitio - or declaration, thoagh in trath,
Articlel V' of the I isis does contain a statement
ot the province within which the Givil Magis-
trate is tucunfessaud rerve Clrist as King, ke
ciently precize and comprebensive in its terms,
us v embinice the teaching of Scripture ou the
sulject, us well as the recoguised faith of our
Cuurch.  The fustractions of laa Synod 1o the
Comntice vt Laion were, 1ot to det forth ape
plivations of principles, Lt 1o draw up a Ba.
sis in harmony with principles, to which the
Syned then gave its nssent, and which are sude.
stantially tire samne us thuse contained iu the
Buwisnus adopted. It wae well videratogd
tiat Lue applicatons in question had been the
sulject of luug aud careful deliberation by the

which as reported 1o the Syuad of 1333, wers
irewrdel a3 highly «a iafwtore, showms that
winlst differences f opinion did exist oa the i
nor relations of the gatestions at-issie, there was
!yut so substantinl ngreement in regard to theie
mun features and applications between the
itwo Churches, as to aiford the assneance that
jthe umon, 1t once effected, would be real and
’h.:rmumout

The Commission would on this point reply
‘ﬁlrlhcr: I'hat the Busis was prepwred in the
Hight of, and having special reference to the
leading application of the principles fu ques.
tion, a3 reported to both Synods in the year
1833 by their respective Committees an Uni-
on, ard to which acither Synod tonk any ex-
ception, The Basis ought, therefore to Le un
derstood in relation to these applications, com.
‘]ni.sing, as they do, joint ngreement on all
points concerning which infurmation is desired
by the dissenticnts:

3. With respect to the allegation contained
fin the conchinding part of revgon 1, viz: that
unseriptural views as to the application of the
doctrine of Christ’s Headship over the natious,
and as 10 the extent of the provinee within
which the Civil Magi

sistrate i3 to confexs and
serve Christ ns King, are often entertuined by
thuse who profess to hold the principles laid
down in Article IV, of tie Buiy, the Commis.
sion reply that they coneeive it impoasible for
any one o subwibe 8 id anicle in the plaia
tncaning of its words, and yet to entertain or
act unon uns-riptaral views on the doctrine
of Chirist's Headshiip over the nutions,  Ditfer-
ences of opinion may be found 1o exist in the
United Church, as indecd they exist among
ourselves, ns 1o the maumer in which practical
elfect i3, in certatin cases, to be given w these
principles; batit is not believed that ameng
thuse by whom the Article is honestly sub-
scribicd, these differences can be of such a na.
ture, n3 cither to be inconaistent with ceclesi-
astieal harmany. or ta invalidate the integrity
of the testimany borae by the Unite | Chureh ta
the teaths which the Article sets forth,  The
Synod cannot, in reason, Le held regpousinle
fur any peeversion of sueh clear and explicit
annoimeements a3 the Basis containg, and can
only deal with it as they woild deal  with
any perversion of other impartnt dettrines
when b ought up by the vrdinary processes of
discipline or yeview,

The answers to Reazon T are, in effect, n
reply to the statemeuts of Reason {1, slu:wing.
ne they do, that the approval of tre Busis pro.
viles the assurance that the persuns approving
and subscribing the same in the plainaud obvi
ouz meaning of its terms, caunot fiil to hold
sonnd views on the leading upplications aof its
principlea But ifa case should urise of any
ane holding or propigating creoncaus opinions
in rezard to any praciple which the Ba<is
containg, it would then not be inconsistent
with said  Basis that such unsoundness should
be dealt with is the same way us unsiumluess
in rexird tothe application ofaay other of the
doctrines or priuciplcslc;;our Confession,

In reply to Raason L the Sommission af-
firm that, whilst ne d-veetly oficial_statement
of the views af the Ymtd Presuyterian Chureh
of Canada has Leen repuried to our Syaad, oc
otherwise Laid before it on the leading applica.
tivas of the princip od explicitly stated in siid
Basis, yot ecrtain it is that evidence of 2 satis-
factury, if not alse of au official kind, hias been
affordul by the niates of the Joint Commit-
tees on Union, as well as by the public state-
meats of the membiers of aatl Gomnitiess re
'ported to buthSyaoldsin the ver 1355, Tue-,

tiken together with the explicit stitenent o
jprisciples contained in said Baiis, and approce
{ed of Ly the Svnud of the United Pucaliyterian

Syaod as in their julgm ot to remder unne:
cead Ty gy stateaents, e odicl, ot 3ad
views,  Taw seport goven i to both Syued< i
1333, incladed statements in reterence to the
Lappaintnent of days of public hrmltation sud
Hlinkegiving, the question of Sibbath Liws,
juud e use of the Bible in Common Sehonls:
amd it s manifest that the meaning intended to
he nttaeled tedrticle IV, of the Basis coubl not
lin the light of said statements, have been s

"understand by the United Presbiyterian Synud.
"Hd, therefure, the members of that Synod,
while giving theie nent to 3aid Basis, behiev-
ed at rthe e time that they could not as a
Body, act in sulst atial harwony with ns on
the practical questions nhuve referred to, * we
are bonmd a3 Cheistian Brethren to suppose
tuit the uprightuess good fith, and smple
"hearted desive fur the interests of the truth, Wy
which they are actuted as powerfully as our-
selves, wonld have led them (eunkly™ to com-
mmmieate to us this fact,  Thas the Conunise
ston consider that any demand on our part for
additional evidence on these points would be
tintunount to nn expression of want of confi-
"dence in the integrity aud good faith of the
‘members ol the United Presbytertan Synod,

To this reason it might be a sufficient ans-
wer that the Synod of the Presbyterian
Chu ch of Canada was not ealled upon to deal
with, or in any way W consider the pamphlet
here referred o Bat the Commizion reply
that whilst the said pamphlet wag issaed by
the United Presbyterian Synud, in the year
1848, uo such sanction scems to huve been
given to the voluminous statensents contained
i it, ag that these may Le tuken as uuthoritas.
tve expositions of thiir viewson the suljects
which they embrace.  So far from that, the
United Presbyterion Synod did in regard to
said publication declare 1nthe year 1899 */ s lit
they do not cetitetain this uetion, (viz: that
tue report of the proceedings of rmd Cotnnit-
tee ng publishied, is to be regarded as binding
upon the conseicices of wembers of their
Cit ch) inasmuchy as the statcments of our first
Committee on Union with the Preshyterian
Cliarelt of Canada, i3 no port of our subordi-
n te standards, (Minutes U P Syned, 1355,
page 43.)  Tms declaration mantestly deprives
34id publication of all authonty as an exposi-
tion of the views and opinivns of the United
Preshiyterian Synod.  More especally may
this conclusion be regarded us 1rue, wnen it
i3 considered that said Synod has adopled the
articles of the Basis of Umon as an authurita-
tive expression of their views and opiaions on
the questions at i-sue.  Auy stutements, there
fure, inconsistent with sawd articles, which
may he quoted from the publication re crred
to, onght 0 longer to bie regarded us of aay
furce ot authority whasever

Whatever dothis may exist in  the minds
of menbers of Synud, as w the general
agrecment of the United P'rosbyterian Synud
with us on the guentions atissue, the Counnis-
sjon ctanot allow W be either natu al orin-
evitable; on the coutrary, they deemn ruch
doults quite unwa-ranted by anything sdduc.
el in the Reasons of Duseent, or by au tising
in the actnal position of eitherSynod in regard
to the points compn:h{}x;nlcd in said Reasons,

8

If, as the members ofthe Commission unani-
monsly conceive, there ism the Basis of Uni-
on, and in the Reports of the two Committees
the assurance of substantial barmony wn the im.
portaut subjects in question, they wre ut aluis
1o pecscive how it can be reasonaile 10 de-
mwnd anything more, Afer odi that has tiken
place, the Connniasion are decidedly of opinion
and might veasonably say, that any desive for
further negociation  would indicate on our




