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crifice, she holds that the oceasion was
worthy of the sacrifice, and she rejoices
to claim kindred with a body that has
proved so faithful in the maintenance of
principles which she believes to be found-
ed in the word of Goad.  Willing to hope
that the Presbyterian Church "here, a
branch of the Secession, had not aban-
doned Secession principles, that they had
not been carried away by the movement
which had made so many of thex in Scot-
land not Seceders but Dissenters: and
giving the brethren of the Presbyterian
Synod credit for being possessed of sufli-
cient informaion to know that the Basis
of Union just bound them to those prin-
ciples which it was the object of the first
Seceders, by their Secession, to main-
tain—what else indeed could be expect-
ed in a Basis of Union that met the ap-
proval of the late Mr. Robb ?—the Free
Synod had every reason, they conceived,
to expect that thesc brethren would ac-
knowledge an identity of principle with
the Free Church of Scotland, or, that if
there were to be any difliculty as to this,
it would oe, as in the case of the Consti-
twional Associate Presbytery (the Okl
Light Antiburghers) from a desire to ob-
tain a more explicit declaration of adhe-
rence to old reformation principles.—
This expectation, however, has not been
reali zed. There is no sympathy mani-
fested with the Free Church of Scoilaad.
‘There is no intention of joining in the up.
holding of her standard. In these cir-
cumstaness, what other conviction could
have beer entertained than that express-
ed by the Free Synod, in their Letter
declining the Union, wher they say,
“ that you and we do not entertain the
same views either of the Basis of Union,
or of the Confession of Faith to which it
specially refers”? Is not the conviction
fully warranted by the facts of the case ?

The Synod of'the Presbyterian Church,
in their Repiy, say of the ¥ree Church
brethren, ¢ They do not object to our
faith or practice” But isit nota fact
that the Presbyterian Synod object to the
faith, and, consequently, would object to
the practice thatis consistent with the
faith, of the I'ree Church? Mistaking
the import of the Basis of Union—con-
ceiving that it left them at liberty to set
aside some portions of the Contession of
Faith as being exceptionable—had the
union been consummated, they would
have been in immediate collision with
those who were anxious to maintain the
truth, and to act consistently with its in-
junctions. Boasting, too, as they do so
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much, of their numerical <trength, is
would not be ditlicult to torsee that they
would little revard  the remonstrances
and appeals of the minotiry ; and that,
having so linle understood the history ot’
a Church whose principles they were
professing to uphold, they would, no'-
withstanding the Basis of Union to which
they were pledzed, not only suppress, but
denounce as misclnevous error, the truth
which it bound them to proclaim.  'The
steadfastness with which individual mi-
nisters, in their proposed new position,
might still have maintained these princi-
ples, could not supersede the charge of
unfaithfulness against the Free Church
as a hody, were it to cease, in its corpo-
rate capacity, to uphold them.  Nor does
it relieve the dificulty tospeak disparag-
ingly of these truths as mere minor
pomnts of religion.  Their relative impor-
tance is not the matter indispute. What
the Free Synod had to consider is this:
Are thev truths of God's word?  Are
they truths which God bas been pleased
to reveal, in order that his Church, the
pillar and ground of the truth, might re-
ceive them, and teach them ?  Are they
t aths to the knowledge and profession
o which the Free Church has attained ?
Are they truths which the ministers of
that “hurch were solemnly engaged to
teack ?  Ave they truths which, when
receiviag ordinatior, every one of them,
in the face of the congresation, had
bound himself to assert, mantain, and
defend 7 Al these questions, they
knew, must be answered in the aflitina-
tive. It necesrarily followed therefore
that, if they were to act an honest part,
it they would guard against the sin of in-
difference to revealed truth, of disobedi-
ence to Gou’s command, of backsliding,
and of violating engagements entered in-
to with all the solemnity of ordination
vows, they must decline the union that
was proposed, remembering the words of
the Apostle, “ Nevertheless, whereto we
have already attained, let us walk by the
same rule, fet us mind the same thing”

That these are views which, however
stigmatized by some as bivoted and sec-
tarian, should no: be objected to by
those who profess to be Seceders, may
appear from a consideration of the fol-
lowing extract from the Re-Exhibition of
the ‘Testimony ; published by order of’
the Assnciate Synod, in 1779, It is the
third of the conclusions deduced from a
consideration of the documents which are
aiven in the collection. The extract is
Yong, but it is not unworthy of inscrtion.



