136

that is here endeavauring to excite the
prejudices of the ignerant—and against
whom it is that the attempt is made to
excite such prejudices. Let the reader
also judge whether, in the present case,
it would serve any good purpose t4 be-
seech the offending pariy,tin the name
of all that is fair and honourable iz con-
duct,” to desist,

What, however, can the Synod of the
Presbyterian Church mean, when, in
their Reply, they say, ¢ Knowing the fa-
vour, in which the Westininster Stan-
dards are justly held by the Scottish
Presbyterians, the object of cur brethren
on the whole seems to be to produce the
impression upon the less intelligent por-
tion of the community, that we are less
attached ta these standards than they
are”? With a delicacy of feeling ta-
wards the Presbyterian Synod which
that body have not been ab{e to appre-
ciate, and which they have but ill requit-
ed, the ¥ree Synod, in their Letter, sa-
tisfied themselves with the following shoit
and simple statement : “ Regarding the
proposed Basis of Union as involving an
adherence to the entire doctrine oi the
Westminster. Confession of Faith, it ap-
peared to us that little difliculty could be
met with, that Basis being agreed upon,
in arranging the relations in which we
should stand to other Churches, accord-
ing as they might be recognised as hold-
ing the same faith with that united body,
which we hoped was to result from the
negotiations into which we had entered
with you. The obstacles to union, how-
ever, which have been presented to us
in this part of our megotiadons. have
been such as to impress us with tke pain-
fal conviction that you and we do not en-
tertain the same views c¢ither of the Ba-
sis of Union; or of the Confession of
Faith to which it specially refers” They
then proceeded, without a word of ¢oms-
plaint against the Presbyterian Synod
for the mistake asto the import of the
Basis of Union into which it is evident
they have so unaccountably fallen, to
shew the grounds of this conviction by ro-
ferring to oth.r budies, their relations to
whom would be affected by the terms up-
on which the proposed Union would be
gone into. They shewed that the con-
viction which they had expressed was
warranted by the tact that the Presbyte-
rian Synod would not join with them in
maintaining the Testimony of the Free
Church—that they would not join with
them in their Protest against the estab-
lished Church of Scatland, as now consti-
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tuted—and that they required that the u.
nited body should acknowledge the Unit.
ed Presbyterian Church in Scotland asa
parent church And is the conviction
which they thus expressed groune 9
It has been shewn that the Bas's ¢ 1.,
on engages to the entire doctiine ¢ &,
Confession of Faith. That i3 the g
in which the Free Church regurds &
Do the Presbyterian Syod view .t o,
the same light? Do ticy hold ty .
entire doctrine of the Confession of k.l
If they do not, Why shouid they b
fraid to let the truth bekrown? W .,
they appear before the world uider .
colours? Or can they really imagine
that it is only «the less intelligent porti-
on of the community”, who will conclude
that they who object to portions of the
Confession of Faith must be less attached
to it than those who are anxious to main-
tain it in all its integrity ?

Perhaps that Synod wish it to be un-
derstood as an indication of their grea
attachment to the Confession of Faith,
that they refer with such an air of sati- }
faction to certain circumstances connect-
ed with the appointment of Mr. Banner §
man to the Professorship of Theology in
the New College, Edinburgh. They do
not indeed commit themselves expresiy 3
to the gross mistatement of Mr Trotter,
in the tbird of his Letters, where he say, §
“it iz a fact of which you cannot be ig
norant, that there are many in the Free
Church, and that the number i3 rapidl; §
incereasing, who are willing to dispens
with the Confession of Faith altogether. §
which would leave them at liberty to}
maintain or depart from its doctrines a§
they please;” and as an authority fir
such a statement proceeds to (uotea pas3
sage from the speech of Dr. McKay, de
livered before the Commission in Aw
gust 1348 But Mr. Trotter’s Letunj
had been for some time before the pub
lic, Mr Trotter had a special hand inf
drawing up the Reply, it is tl.e same quo-g
tation which had been given in X
Trotter’s Letter that is given in the Red
ply, and while, in the Reply, the Syned
do not employ a single word {L.t vl
calealated ro correct or to guard againey
the false and injurious impression whi
Mr. Trotter’s statement was so well fitted
to produce, they make the quotation g
a purpose which requires that it shoulds
be viewed in the very light in which if
has been so grievously misreprescntés
by Mr. Trotter—they refer to it for tb
purpose of shewing the inconsistency 4
the Fre¢ Church here in professing §
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