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*Fhis Rep-esentation was handed to the Commttee of Buts and Over-
tutes 1o be tranamitted by them to the Supreme Court. Bat the Conrt
was wmespectedly dissalerd in consequenen of the s.ckness of the Hing's
C s , and the Repres ion wae refezred 10 the Assembly'
Comnssion. with power to thei to prosgeute the inatter. The Commasaren
had repeated interviews with the Slagrow-men, and after propannz an
Oreztuze on their Repteeentation, they propused a senies of queations,
twelve in number, secemngly with a view to perples and ensnare, and o
which answers were tequired. Tt would tead us into el geeater desasd
than we contemplate 10 one Inatorical sketeh, to speaily llm:(‘ qurstons |
and to present the answers which wete given to shem — Saflice st 1o 52y,
that although the Reprecenters disapproved of the method pursned by the
Commission in putting sueh querics, yet they agreed 10 anwwer them v
der protest.  ‘The answers wete prepared by Mr. Ebenczer Lir
Mr. Gabriel Witean ; awd althongh they are elabmate, yet they discover
a profound knowledge of divine truth.” ‘The matter was tenmmated in
the Aeembly in a manner very unansfictory, by their passing an Aet
explaining and modifying their former one,yet retaming ite mare ohnotious
parte, *“They stsictiy prohubited all mimaters, under pain of cenenres of
the Chiureh, from teaching either pulidcly or prcaiely, by winiog, prin ing.
preaching, catechiamg, or in_any other way the positions condemned ,
and they charzed ¢ the several Presbyterica and Synod'a and the Commis-
210, to take pasticular care that thisinnction be panctually oheei . by
all ministers and members of the Chureh, and mare espeeaally the Pres-
byteries and Synods within whoac bounds any of the brethren who sigacd
the Representation, nualt reade, ‘They further ortamed that these
brethren be rehuked and admouished by the Moderator, on accunnt of -
jutious reflections contained in theie Representation , and at the same
time it was declared that theie conductdreecrved a higher eencure,but that
the Aszembly fathore to intlict it in the hope that lemty exerciced toward
them, would excite them to_more dutiful behaviour i tinte to come."—
(Dr. McKerrow's History of the Secession Church.)

The censute was administered, but immediately afierwards, a
Protest, which had been prepared, was presented by Mr. Kedd, i the
name of limsclf and us brethren. wiuch, however, the Asscmbly telused
to read, or to allow to lie on their table,  This Protest was stang and
fazhful.  ‘They declare that * it shall be lanful for hem, ageccalidy to the
Word of God and the standards of doctrine of thia Church, to profe-s,
preach, and sull bear testumony unto the truths condemned, or aihierwise
ngured, by the Acts of the  Asscinbly, sotwnbsanding the sanl Acis or
whatever should follow iheseupon,™

“ Many," eays Dr. Andrew Thomson, 1a s recent sketch ot the ongin
of the Secession, * expected that this Protest containing, as it did, 20 vn-
cquivocal a refusal of the Assembly’s authonty, would have led to more
severe and summary measuzes.  But a tunt i the soyat letter, represente
10g the unfitness of divisions for the prescnt feared confusiuns, wduced the
domi: party in the A bly to wink ata pt of theie authoruy
which, in other cil they would donbtless have wisited wath '
their tugliest censures. In this case the brethren would have waiked
fosth with Ebenezer Erskine and Buston of Eunck at their head, and
the Secession, which at length took place, has beew ante-dated several
years. It was well that it wag prevented, and that the Sccession when it
did at leagth occur, should have been grounded on a yet wider b and ¢
carried atong with it yet moze decidudiy the cunvicuvns and sympahics
of the people.

‘This Marrow controversy produced effects which did not terminate
with the controversy usell; and few controversies have been followed by
more important tesults.  Pethaps the chief of these were . that n led the
serious among the mumisters to tuin thewr thooglus inue duectsy 1o e dis-
tinguishing docteines of the gospel, and that it drew a wider Jine of sepa-
ration between the evangelical tninisters and those who were led away
by the current of corruption winch wae now rolied on with augmenung
force. Tlns last class scemed to despise every thing which savoured of
the gospel of free grace. Theje sermons were replete with mere ration-
alism, moratity and philosophy ; but destitute of all reference to salvation
through the blood ot Christ. ‘They ofien harangued against what they
considered the austere and gloomy seatiments wihich were taught by the
evangelical party, and although they subseribed 1o the Standards ol the
Chutch, yet they rejected and despized the doetrines which these Stand-
ards inculeated.

‘This state of things seems to have emboldened Professor Simson to
lisregard th A 747, and not only 10 persist
i teaching his students the errors for which he had bean Lbeied, but to
venture the propagation of errors of a grosser kind. He now taught, among
other things, *“ that the Son of God s rot nccessanly exwstent, that the
three persons of the Godhead arc not the same in substance, and that ne-
cessary existence, supreme Deuy, and being the only true God, iitay be
taken in a sense importing the personal property of the Father, and so
not belong to the Son.”

‘The matter was prepared for the General Aseembly, The majority of
the Presbyteries were of opinion that the Professor should be deposed
from the office of the holy mnistey.  Their advice, however, was disre-
garded. He was merely s.speaded from his cedlesiastical funciions,
whilst he was left to enjoy all the privileges of Chutch commnunion, and
the emoluments of office. * This,” 1t was well remarked, “ was afl the
censute that the Assembly saw it necessary 1o snfhet on ene who had dis-
?yqy:d their former injunctions, and nvw denied the Loid dat buw

him !
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~uch was the state of zehgion i the mustey of the Church of Seote
tand, at this perot, and 1t may teasonnbly be nferred that among the
13ty i general, who were undee the eate of such ministers, there conld be
Ittle of no esplence of vial godlineas, ** Religon,” eaye one of ihe fa.
there of our Charch, ** wae at thie tme very low.  Our nobility and gea
try, for tie most part, had not even the larm of zodliness.” Many of
them had drask in deistical prneples Through thesr frequent to
Tondon, And their contornyng thenieelves there to the worship and ceres
manges of the Chnrch of Lnzand, they wete altogether carelers and ine
i seat abuut the worstup and government of the Lords Houee in Scote
‘fand  The most of our Barone were cotrupt and loose, both tn principle
and practice , and aut Comnone were generally without that concetn
ahout the thinze of God, which hae cometmce appeared amongst us.—
Few of we young men wha are eaicnng the numetty, have acquaintance
with systematic Dinamiy, yea thev despree it and what is worse, maay af
them appear to be strangere to the power of godlin ‘They ate poffed
up with airy epecnlanions, and their heads ate fillmd with new notions,
Tiaa sx the deplorable sinanon of the Charch of Scotland at this
time.”

e may seem surprieng, from ruch diemal statemsents ns these, that Ina
Chureh whete the docinines of grace weee, i #0 many fustances, treated
wizh seain aad ndicule, the fathfil fes contd remain without feeling it
e rause 1o st parate themseises spontancomly by withdrawing ceclesi-
astna, weid assoculy, from the cursupt mase wah which they were
cannecied  Butit may be tematked that they cheridied anxious hiepes
that Providence would intetfere 10 some manier for their pesene, and by
& greater out-pounng of bre Holy Spnt there might be n revival of reli-
gion and a restoraunn of thar Chareh to consisteacy and purity. At
that pernd also, n ) ling the evils § ing in number and

fe, wlnelt the evangelienl pasty now witnessed and deploted,
nothiog but a violent exaison, to which a wise ’rovidence at length cone
ducted, was likely to lead to the_orgamization of a separate Chirch, on o
Seriptural basie. ~ For the idea of schism was at that time o clocely aso-
ciated with dissent, even from a cozapt Chureh, that seatcely any cons
caation could induce the serous party to make a soluntary secession from
shiews bceiuling Waibien. B ai hough these mournful defections which,
walls the Tyzhs of our age, would have led at once to separation, did not
then, m themselves, lead 1o it, yet their existence, to such a lamentable
extent, must certanly e regarded as an ample justification of the Scees.
s when ot dod ke place, and then tlue staie of things W
paly mght forwauid, sud may stll be leginmately adduced
the course to which o gracious Pravidenre opened the way.

This prevalence of czror, to which we have been turning our attentions
waa the puncipal cause Jeading to the ongin of the United Presbytetian
Church, and this cause was sirengthened and the progress of its openation
amchwinid by ihe wilier, we mean the law of Patronage, to which we
foumerly referred.  For it is evident ihat the exercise of this law wase the
means of rapidly planting a geeat propostion of the Churches with minis-
ters of wordul and seculansed views, who were mare ansious to follow the
fashivn of the waild, aad 0 cout ihe faswur of those in power, nnd en-
nch themaelves, thaa to feed the fluck aad advance the canse of the great
Redeemer.  Thus, in proportion as the law of Patropage was exercised,
and bereby the ground for Secession enlarged, the Church became more
aud wwie deciimaiy cotrog, and e siandard of escrlasung truth was
weakened and ready to be ovesthrown,  Hereby the cauees for Secession
fermented by recipracal action, till they were prepared to burst forth in
that great result to which Providence was leading the way.

o our next conumumicannn we shall advance to the very process in
wlicli sie Caned Peesbyienan Clurch ougaated.

(Tu be continued.)
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CHARGES BROUGHT BY THE HEATHEN AGAINST THE
PRIMITIVE CHRISTIANS.

Dunug we first ages, Ghsisianity was not only musrepresented and
prozeibed, but s Gieads wese calumniated and their motives were mise
constined.  ‘The heathen saw nothing in their religion beyond an * exe-
crable superstition™; and they mistook the firmness of principle for the
obsumacy of pride.  ‘T'he charges, or rather calummics, which they pre.
feered agminst beaevers, reiated wiber o ther outward condition, or to
their moral practice.

1. Such charges, as related to the vutward condition of the early
Chiristians:  Paul, in de<enibing the exteraal condition of the first Chris-
t1an8 1n Connth--a city distinguished for 1ts riches and refinement—said,
* nut many wise men aiter the flesh, not_many nughty, not many noble
aie called”, and they ci was, in subseq imes, d
into a reproach,  Minntins Felix, who wrote a dialogue between & hea-
then and a Christian, represents the heathen as describing Christians « o
be men of an unlaw ful aod desperate faction, who, gathenng a company
out of the veiy dregs aud icfuse of thie people, of mily, casy, credu'or
women, who, by reason of the weakness of their ecx, are casly impeoed




