
111E MIdSS41ONAI1Y llE(ORJ1.

crifive, s1uc holds flint ilie occa.sion was
worthy- ofthe sacrifice, and she rejoices
in claini kindred with a body that bias
proved so l'aitbiful in the mfainltenanlce of
pritivililes ivlucl slip believvcq to be 1fmd-
cd in ilie word of God. Willing to hope
that the Presbyteriati Chutreli bere, a
branch of the Secession, )lait not aban-
doned Seeesioîî principles, thal they liait
not ben carried away by the movenient
whicli ait made so mann of* them in Svot-
land not Svecrs but Dissenters: and
giving the brctliren of' the Presbvîerian
Synod credlit tor hein- possessed of stfli-
dient inforinaion to know that the Basis
oft 1zîion jîmst bound themn to those prin-
ciples wvhieli it was th(- object of the first
Seceders, by the ir Secession, to main-
tain-wlîat (-Ise îndleed cotild be expect-
cd in a Basis of Union tuat met the ap.
proval offlhe laie INr. llobb «?-tbie Frce
Synod liait every reason, they coleivedl,
lo expeCt chat these bretliren wvould ac-
knowledge.Y an îdentity of princi>le wvith
thie Free Cbutreh of Scotland, or, that if
there were to ho any difhieulty as to this,
it would bel as in the case of the Consti-
tivional Associate Presby-tery (the ld
Lighlt Antiburaliers) from a desire to, ob-
taint a more explicit declaration of adhe-
rence to old reformnatior. principles.-
Tbis expeetation, lîowever, hb flot been
reali ze d. There is nlo sympathy mani-
feste(l ivit1s te Free CiiirchI of Seoilaa.l
There is no intention ofjoining in thte Up.
holding of lier standard. Li' these cir-
(-umLtane"ýs, what other conviction eouil
have bee) enteriaint'd than that ex~press-
cd hv the Free Synod, in ibieir botter
declining cice Union, wher. tlîey sav,

tîmat v'ou and ive (Io flot entertain thie
sanie views eitîmer of tht; Basis of Union,
or of the Confes.,ion of Faimth to which, it
sp1ecially refirs" ? Is flot the cOnvietion
fil v warranted by' tbe facts of the case ?

lThe S)ynod of the I>resbyteriarî Cliurcli,
in thieir Repiy, say of the Free Churcb
brethiren, IlThey dIo not object to our
faith or practice " But is it niot a tact
that the 1rsbyterian Synod object to the
fitith, and, consequently, wotild object to
the practice chat is consistent with the
faith, cf the Pree Church ? Mistaking
ihie imnport of the Basis of Union-con-
ceiviog- chat it left them at liberty to set
aside some portions of the Confession of
Faitli as being exceptionable-hiad the
union been consummated, they 'would,
have been in immediate collision with
chose wvho were anxious to mailitain the
truth, and to act consistemîtly wifls its in-
jîînetions. Boasting, too, as thev do s0

inîîchi, ofi tlivi ntinierival ~rnti
ivoulil nul be dtlittli to thm i, t at tllt<%
ivould litl ro".ar'i citer1îoîîrai
:îrîî apJR'aIs ut tue luîloîlv ; and chat,
lîaving, su) liii le umîdersmoî the lii.stuî ot'
a (hutrch wlîo,;c iîil tlîcv wvert
prolessnil! to u1 dîuld,ý tllev %void, no-
w'thsîsaningm the 13asis of' ùiioii t whieh
tlîeyvwere îîleulgu. flot otily stîpîress, bt.î
denouneo as inischIevous error, clic îristi
whîil ;t hounî theni Io Thcli. le

sieafhsnes ivli whichi il ndviîlual1 luii-
nisters, in tieir proposecd ntew Ipos.itioti,
miilit stili have înaintained these prînci-
pIes, catild flot superseile the charge ni'
unt*tifiîilîncs.s agaînst the Free Church
as a bîody, wvere it t0 cease, in lis corpo.
rate capacity,, to ttphioîld theni. Nor does
it relieve the difliculry to spealc disparag-
inglv of these trutis as mere intor
points of religion. Iheir relative itapor-
tanice is flot the matter in dispute. What
the Froc Svnod biad to ronsider is this:
Are tbev ;rutbs of (ioNls word? Are.
they truilhs ivhich God bas hecri pîeased
to reveal, iii order that bis Chureh, the
pillar and ground of the trutb, miight re-
vei''e tbeni, and teaeb therni? Are they
t- -îtbs to the knowIedge, and professýion
oi viih the Frc Chureh bias attaiîied ?
Ar, rhecy truths which the ininisiers cf*
that h»iurch were solemnly engaged to
beachi > Are tboey trutlbs ivhich, wlien
receiviliz ordination, evrery, one of theni,
ini the face of' the congregvationl, bad
bounid himself to asserr, maîntain, and
dl enîd? Ali these questions, ilhey
kn2'%v, must be ansivered ii clic aluirna-
tivo. It ncces'ariy lbllowed thý,refore
tiat, if tlîcy were to aet an bonest part,
if they would guaril against the sin of in-
diflerence to revealed truth, of disobedi-
ence to Goti's conimand, of backsliding,,
atnd of violating engagements entcred in-
to with ail the solemnnity of orlfination
vowvs, tbey must decline tue union that
was proposed, reniemberîng tbe ivords of
the Apostle, I Neverthceless, wvhereto wu
have already attained, let us %valk by the
saine rule, Ici' us mitîd tbe sanie tlling,,."

That these are views which, howevcr
stigmattized by some as bigotcd and sec-
tarian, should no. bc objeeted to by
those who profess to ho Seceders, niay
appear from a consideration of the foi-
lowinc- extract froni the Re-Exhibition of'
the 'restimon)y; pîîblisbed by order of
the Ass,)eiate Synod, in 177b. It is tbe
third of the conclusions deduced frotn a
consideration of the documents whiîch are
«iven in the collection. Thme extract iii
long, but il is not tinworthy ot insertion.


