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were moine circumitnnces, es.peciîiiy in
the history of' the Clburd*lî of Scotland in
those dayâ, whiclb lie thougbî very ie-
restingly brouglit this outi; and in a very
ehiborate mantier the Professor illust-
ratcd the point.

Dr. iNar4hall Lnng, Glasgow, thought
there were deeper issuea involved than
merely touchixîg <lie surflace in ilîcir
confessions; thereu Ias the wlîole ques-
tion as to the authority and place oft the
Bible, and behind that the whole ques-
tion of the supernatural ; and lie did iiot
think they could deal with hisi niaiter ui
il effectively utile,% tlîey deait with it
in a spirit of deep responsibiliy, intense
earnestness, and th!orouglh understanding
of the whole question relating tu the
theology of the Roman Churches. Fur-
ther, they must remember that, ls tht±re
was a harmony of' the Reformed confL's-
sion.î in the sixteenth century, su there
wus also to be considered the harmony
of the Reformed Churches in the nine-
teenth century; and there wa.s a niiglity
responsibility resting upon any Chur2lî
or body of' Christians which, by its own
denominational action, would break upon
tbis harmony, or so act as flot to keep
the uniîy of Christendom, as the bigher
tbought ever in remembrance.

A motion was mnade by Mr. Taylor
Innes, advocate, Edinburgh, tu remit the
whole subject to a commitîce to obtain
information.

Principal Tulloch, St. Andrews, se-
conded the motion. They could never,
he thought, remit to any committee to
draw out a new creed, or even formulate
a consensus of all creedmi withouî their
'being, fully int'ormed about those creeds.
Now il appeared to hini that this infor-
mation, which was what they were to
"btin if the motion was adopted, was

exactly what tbey needed. Nothing
could b. more interesting iban that they
Bhould know whaî were the-actual creecis
of ai the Churches composiog the Coun-
cil.

After a few playful remarks from. Dr.

B eg -and Dr. Ormiston, theî motion was
adopte(].

Dr. (Noold presidled at the afternoon
meeting, lit which a paper ivas rea(I by
Pru.'sor Cairn.i, Ediniburgh, en

GENF.ICAL PRtI<CIPiES 0F PRESBITER!-
A~SAND ITS Rr.LAJrION TO TE

WANTS OF THM. DAT.

Aller allutling tu the primary points'
on whieh ail Cliurehie-; were auveel,
sueli as tlic need fo~r a (i ced aud tlic
rules of discipline, tie Rev. Profiessor
proceedeil tu indicat the view. wli
separared Presbyteriauîs t'roin Episcopa-
lians. Firsi, lie si*;, they difYL'red iii
principle tro!n EpIi-;.eolpaliats in lholding(
tuat there wa..; a variety aînong tlie
giover*nor.ï of the Chîristîian Clîurch. No
Episcopalian needed to be convinced
that a teacher iii the Chîîrch was also a
ruler-whaî htc reqiuw-ci to bu coîuvitneed
of wai iliat otiier; wào %vere not tcacliers
mighîi alio beý ruler.i. No doubt, tlhey
were now seeing great a pproximationls
made to Prteuhyterizii pî'iuciples ini ihis
direction by Episcopalian';; but stîll, it
was distinctive andi characterisi of
Presbyteri;înisun, iliat il alor.e contendeed
on principle that ihere shîould be ibis
variety. So important vwa3 this3 doctrine
tu him, that if it were taken away, lie
should, he confessed, have but littho ilart
tu plead for the eqaality of Presbyter
and Bishop. While circum3tances had-
hindered tlie Continental 'Churce:s fromu
fully developing ibis principle, the
Chiurches in Britain, America, and the
colonies had tfully recognized il ; and
thus their brethren from the Continent,,
wlîo were melubers, ô, the Cuûei
sec the suecess whicli had attended the
working; of ibis part of their system, and-
might go0 home stî engtliened and encour-

tgd o give more prominetce in future
lu the principle than they had been able
tu dlu in the past. The other point on

whhthey were separated from, Epis-
copal aus hail reference to equality oi7
power in the governmqnt of the Church
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