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pcnp!e who hld loat the nowlcdge of lhe trie God, and ia the blindness
of wneir minds—the hght that was in them being darkness—were wander.
mg helplessly in the dark fislls- of religious fiction, and gell-creating
the more hornible and the deeper pufalls 1nto which they plungnd.

(T’ be continued.) :

——y s tamant

-———

[FOR THR CANADIAN PRESDVTERIAN M.\HAZI.\T.}

UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CHURGI HISTORY.

AY THE REY. DR._FERRIER, CALEDONIA.

-
—

We concluded our laat paper by stating that-thirteen ministers and two
elders had protested ngainst the Synod of Perth and Stirling, in finding,
by & majority of six votes, that Mr, Erkine was censurable for expres-
sions employed in his sermon.

We proceed to notice that only seven of these ministers appeared at
the same Synod whea it met at Stirling, in April, 1733, Here th. e gave
their reavms of dizsent, which, although powerful and cancliive, did not,
however, induce the Synod to depart from the course they had contems-
Mated, which was, to insist, that unless Me. Erskine made some acknow-
ledgment of having express:d himeelf improperly in his serinon, he should
be rebukedat their bar.  ‘To this Mr. Erskine could not submit; nor could-
lie Sonecientiously retract any thing he had said ; and whea called by the
Moderator to receive the rebuke, h: declared lus adherence to fus protest,
as he was inconscious of having done or said any thing which made him
justly_liable to censure.

When at-length, in May, 1433, the General Assembly met, only three of
the Protesters appeared, as_adhering to Mr.-Erskine, -namely :—Messrs.
William Wilson, Alexander Moncrief,and James Fisher, The othersseem
to have thought they had sufficiently exonerated themselves by simply pro-
teating, without any particular anxiety or design to carry the matter far-
ther. [t waa otherwise with the three who went forward. “#hey con-
sidered Mr. Erskine's cause their -own—or rather they considered it the
cause of Chirist—as it-assuredly was—to which all the faithful-should-ad-
lere; but-to which so many of theis brethren were indifferent or opposed.
There were not a few in this Assembly, who were, so far left to them.
selves, as to treat this matter=with contempt and ridicule——so deplorably
corrypted and degeaded-was the Church of Scotland at this period.

Mzr. Erskine-appeared at the bar of this Assembly with two advocates.
He alone of the four brethren was heard in support of his appeal 5 and-he
defended himselt # in a document which, for pointed brevity of statement,
trivnphans argament, clear elucidation-of great principles, respectful ad-
dress,_combined with-independence of feeling, descrves to be ranked
among the most valuable ecclesiastical documents of the age.”  (Histori-
cal Sketch by De. Thomson.) IHis theee- friends insisted on being also
heard by the Assembly. But for reasons not mentioned, this privilege,
which equity and chiristian courtesy requiréd, was refused.

Tt is said that, on this occasion, when these brethren were pleading in
vain to be heard, by reading papers they had preparad in their own de-
fence, » lay member, connected with the -Argyle family, blantly exclaim-
ed— Moderator, cannot these men who can thunder Liell and damnation
from the pulpit lor an hour, tell us in a few words what they sould be.
at” On this, Mr. Wilson, ever bold, when necessary, in the defence of
truth-and piety, rose and declared that theirs was not the cause of Mr.
Erskine merely, but of the whole Church,—ihat the Assembly, and not
lhe}', were subverting thie Ecclesiastical constitution,—that the present
aspect-of the times, so threatening to the interests of christianity, should
serve to rouse every minister to active zeal in checking error and corrup-
tion, and in seeking the purity, peace, and -prosperity of the Church. In
concluding, he_turned to the last-speaker -and said—« He could not sit-
down without adverting to the profane language which had been rashly
employed by the person of high rank—langunge which was not only unfit-
to bcA ptjered any where, especially in this venerable Assembly, but which

38 quite unworthy of a descendant of that illustrious nobleman-who died-
a mutyr, seventy -years ago, to-the civil_and.religious liberties of his
country, and in the defence of-the very cause which Mr. Erskine and they-
were now supporting.” This remonstrance is said to have had & powerful
effect on those who heard it, and in particular to have put the Argyle re-.

presentative to the blush.
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But how did the Ammbly conduet and determine thia great cavse 1w
How did they proceed with these-intrepid and faithful Giends of the Lond
Jeaue, who were prepated to do or suffer any thing rather than that his
glory-should be stnined, or that they should finch from the discharge of
their spintunl dunes?  Whathout at all entering into the merits of this
eause, as that of enlightened and pute chratianity, and into the-variona
principles and consequences which 1t involved —without miving any weight
to Alr. Brskine’s nnswers .o the alleged expressions in his rennon, which
Il oceamoned the nroeews, nay, even condemning these nnswers—witl-
out allowing M. sara. Wilson and Menwrnefl 1o state their reasons of dis-
sent, or Mr, Fidier his groun-ds of appeal, and -thus-to defend thelr con-
diet m circumstances where it scemed most reasonable and necesenry
that they should have had opportunity of doing o, ~—the Assembly prech
pitately aflicmed the sentence of the Synod of Perth and Stirling, lor
rebuking Mr. Frskine, and appointed him to be rebuked at their ow
bar.

Wihen the decision was passed, Mr, Frekine gave in a protestation
agawnst it, to wlach lne three brethren subsenbed their adherence : and
from this period these four brethren were all equally nvolved and jater-

“ested in this great cause,

To render our narrative more intelliment to ,.ereons in this remote Pro«
vince, it ia proper to present a copy of this protestation and adhicrence.—
The following is it tenor t—

“ Although I have & very great and dutiful regard to the Judicatories
of this Church, to whom T own my subjection in the Lord, yet, in respect,
the Assembly have found me censurable,and have tendered a rebuke and
admanition to me, for'things T conceive ageceable unto, and founded on,
the word of God, anid our approven standards; T find.myself obliged to
protest against the said censure, as importing that-T have, in my doctrine,
at the opening-of the Synod of Perth, October last, departed frdm the
word of God and-the aforesnid standards ; and that [ «hiall be at liberty to
preach the-game truths of God, and to tesufy against the same, or like de-
fections of-this Ghurch, upon all proper oceasions.  And [do herehy ad-
here unto the testimonies 1 have formerly emitted against the Act of As-
sembly, 1732, whether in the protest entered ugamst it, in open Assem-
bly, or yet in my Synodicnl sermon—eraving ilus my protest and decla-
ration to be inserted in the records of the Assembly, and that I-may be
allowed extracts thereof.

14tk May, 1733.

« We, the under-subseribing ministers, dissenters from the sentence -of
the Synod of Perth and Stirhng, do hereby- adhere to the above protesta-
tion and declaration, containing a- testitnony against the Act of Assem-
bly, 1732, and asserting our privilege and duty to testify publicly against
the sawe, or like defections, upon-all proper occasions.

Wirtaax WiLsox,
ALEXANUER Moxcrizr.”

« ], Mr. James Fisher, minister at Kinclaven, appellant agninst the
sentence of the Synod of Perth in this question, aithoigh the Committee
of Bills did not_think fit to transmit my reasons of appeal,_find myeelf
obliged to adhere unto the aforesaid protestation and declaration.

Janes Fisurn,”

Of this protestation-and adherence, though indicative of respect to-the
Court, as well as faithfulness to Chritt, no notice was at first taken. The
Assembly proceeded with other business; and the matter might have
rested here for ever, but for an incident related-by the Reverend Andrew
Gib of Edinburgh, of which he was an eye-witness—an incident which
shows How rainute the operations of Providence -are, and on what slight,
and appatently fortuitous circumatances, the most important evenis often
depend. The paper happened to slide-over the table, on which it had
been laid by the-four brethren. *In this-conjuncture, a minister, who

Enesezer Ersxine

was sitting beside the-table, got up the paper., and liaving looked ovér it,

with an evident- kindling- in his_countenance, hie passionstely called out

-for.the Assembly to stop, nil they should consider the insufferable -insult

which he reckoned was committed upon them ia- that paper.” (Gib's
Diplay.) On this representation, their cuniosty and indignation were
roused : the paper.was ordeted to be read, and read accordingly.
Immediately. & summons was issued, citing the brethren 10 appear next
day. This was quite unexpected. ‘They supposed- the maiter-was over,



