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So far as wo are aware, there is no uniformity of principle or practice as re-
gards these matters, in the scssions and congregations of Canadian Presbyterians,
In some places alnost all the adults are not only members but actual communi-
cants—a small fringe of *oceasional hearers’ round alout eing terwed ale
herents, In other congregitions, where the state of religion is quite as higl,
scarcely two-thivds of the number of alults in regular connection with the
Church are on the roll of communicants.  They alone are recognised as menss
bers, the vemaining third, with all occas’onal lieaters and supporters of the
Church, being known as the alherents, In congregations of a © Highland
caste,” the proportion of communieants is small, and the kirk-sessiona maintain
. the custom of inquiring into the spiritunl experience, as well as the Biblical
knowledge and moral character of candidates for admission to the Lord's Supper,
But these sessions have in this country taken a step in advance of the old High.
lan] custom, for, with more or less strictness, they confine to the communicants
the privileges of recognition as Church members, and of receiving Christian
baptism for their chlleen. .

One fact is abundantly plain ;—that the tcndcnvy of Canadian as of American
Presbyterianism is to contorm to the Congregationalist view of Church member.
ship. Persons who have grown up within the Christian pale are yet held to
tjoin the Church,” when they make a certain *public profession’ and take
their seats at the Lord's Table, The communion 1o0ll is regarded as ihe roll of
the Church. All whose names are not therein are no more than ‘hearers!
¢sitters,’ or “adherents” To this we must demur, Wedeny that only actual
communicants are members of the Church.

Possibly it may be said in reply, that this usage of language, if not technically
accurate, is at least useful in clevating the standard of Church membership and
distinguishing the Church from the world, while practically it involves no inju-
rious effects. To this, however, we must rejoin, that it is a gr.at mistake to
elevate membership by degraling communicantship; and that the injuions
consequences in pra“tice of confounding these are more grave than is generally
supposed. Let us fully explain our meaning.

The present system among us scts multitudes loose from the feeling of reli-
gious responsibility. It may be argued and demoustrated that it ought not to
have that effect ; but as a matter of fact it has the effect.  Young baptized per-
sons grow up unrecognized on the roll of the Church, wander from preacher to
preacher accorling to their fancy, and justify their inattention to religious truds
and responsibilities ou the ground that they are ¢ not mem'.ers yet of any Church.
Evidently they suppose that ¢ to join the Church’is as optional a thing as to
join a mechapics’ institute or any other association, and that till they have
‘joined’ and ¢ profes-ed religion,’ the truth of God has no claim upon them.
From this re-ults injury to the Church as well as to the individual, She is m-
duly restricteld as regards the numbers of those who are under her care, govera-
ment, and discipline. Individuals may cast off all restraint and pour contempt
on their early religious principles, but it is not for the Church herself lightly to
cast off any of her children, or be- the first to disown their baptismal connee-




