
httvn .loridcd ngiiinnt up, wo ponorivo to ho rl^ht ; Ixjt, in ignoranno
ol' ll.o ItufH (.r llio r.isn, y<,„ hnvo allnwn.l if to Mow in u wrong
clinnnol, and dinn-toil it .igninjit tlio wronf? |mrtios.

Allowing', n.suv ni.vU unrpsorvrvlly do, tlmt tlm disruption inCnnadii
oonid only Iiavo l.onn hroii^^lu hIkmiI l.y tii.> iinst in<'\.Misiil.lo (Idly as
wnll as wi<d<ndncsH,—allowinnr tl„u, in llm circuMiMtancns in win'ch llio

Synod was placed, by the di.sruption of tho (^hnrcli of Scotland, tlioro

existed no w^r^.w/r// occasion for a disruption among its moniLera,--
no sfronsT toniplation ovon to siicli u course as would lead to it,—
nofhinf,', in a word, tlmt could have led to it, among wise, honest, and
truc-hearte.l men,—idlowing this, we would put it (o yourseive?, dorM
this show, or can this show that we are tlie guihy authors of the
disrupiion

; or does it prove that occasion did not acliially arise f;>r

It, or, in <,ther words-, that a cour.'-o of jwocedure was not acttially
adopted hy the majority of the Synod, whi.-h re, dered our separation
from th( rn a duty. To ring tlje changes, as so many seem to do, on
the melancholy fact that there oinr/,/ vol, and vccdrd not to have l)eon
any occosion dn- the disruption in Canada and, under the feclingp,

thus excited, to neglect the essential enquiry, whether that event did
not actually become necessary, through tho course pursued hy the
Synod, and to jump to the conclusion, that on our heads the sin of an
" uncalled f^)r disruption " is to ho laid, ia a course unworthy of
intelligent men.

The fact, that tho supporters of tho Presbyterian Church of Canada
hai)pened to bo in tho minority in the Synod, and were thus the
moving party in the disruption, has led some well-meaning persons,
not accustomed to redcet on such subjects, to suppose that, as a matter
of course, /hnj are the cnu^c of the disruption, and that on them the
blame of that event must lie. V>ui, we would beg such persons to
consider, that the moving party in a disruption are not always the
real disrupfionisls,—that tho guilt of rending,—aye, of unnecessarily
rending,—a Cliurch, may lie on the heads of tho remaining, or
Residuary party ;—and that a disruption may have been unnecessary
and uncullcil ior, in the sense of there having been no such difference
of professed principle among those who have taken part in it, and no
such strong temptation to deviate from the path of duly, as should
have presented any formidajjle barrier to a reconcilement of diirerenccs
of opinion, and to an agreement to act together on the side of truth
and principle

;
and yet, that that very disruption may have been

i-cnderod inevitable, and the secession of those who are the moving
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