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1'resbyterians, tuok exception tu the introduction of an organi, anid secedled.
.According to the theory, these gentlemen would liave joined anly one of the
congrregations originally of the Free Cliurchi in whichi no organ is uised. But
did they ? So far froin tlîat, thicy huit a chu irch alinost limder the sihadowv of
the one they icft, and sent for a Ui'ited Prcsbyterian niinister to Scotland.
Clearly thcey ivere wrong, according to the neiv theory. But, unfortuuately
for thcorists, there is in man a great deal of hunian nature.

But %ve are told that the effect of the junction wiIl be the gre2iter anti more
effectuaI sl)read of theu Gospel. Whien the iPres1)yterians of the Unitud Suites
r.:solved to cast in their lot together there ivas great enthiusiasin shoivi, and a
large mniorial fund %vas raistýd. Iù is but a short time since that took place,
and the Conimittees on ïMissions are already at thecir wits' endi to raise nîoney
for thecir w'ork. Thiey seeni, the report states, to have reachied the limit of
giving on the part of the p)euple; chutrefi building fis aliniost ceased, so far as
we can ascertain. Truly thecre is nothing hure to justify the glowiiig anticipa-
tions of those who, use as anl argument for union the additional power to be
grain cd.

But another argument is thiat we iiîust be liberal, in accordance with the
lilerality of those who regard ail adhcreace to doctrine as absurd so long, as a
mian acts up to the lighlt that is in iihini. 'Mr. Grant, of Hal~ifax, teIls uls, and
hie is ain aLtforty fi the faithi of the new departure, that lie hopes to sec thu
da), w~lien the Presbyttcrian niay prcacli Arminianisnî and the Methodist

* Cal'vinisin, if lie finds ft iii the B1ible. Iii thie exp~urgated edition of the report-
cd proceedings of the Evaîigclical Alliance at -Montreal, thec words "wei/Iioz

* rvlIrin //o<u< /din s fa/pit'' have (Jisapî)earcd, althoughl ii the original report.
Are our iirethren preîared to follow~ Mr. Grant inii ajuriiig thl, Confession of
Faithi andi Standards of the Cfiurcfi of Scotland ? Such a 'goss violation of
dlecencv would be branded witlî a very eniphiatic naine anmong ordinary b~usiness
mien, wl'io regard adhierencc to obiligatio>ns as liccessary to iaintain their rep)Uta-
tion. Before Mr. Granit took ulponi hiisclf the vows taken h)y Cvcry nîlinistcr of
the Chuircli of Scotland, fie, î>resuilably, Satisfed hllisclf that1 thleStandards were
in consonance with God's WVord. H-e took the vows and signcd thc formula
because lie bchievcd they reprusented Iiis views of Scripture. i-le engzzgcd to
prezach thic Gospel, flot becauseu lie liad signed and voNved to tucch according
to a certain interpretation of the scciî>ttir-s, but lie signecd an(l vowed, "'e
imust l)elieve, becausc lie lclicve(i iii that interliretation, and hiad resolved to
teachi mien so. If lie deus flot 1)elievc nowv 'hat lic says lie believed theni, is
hce eîîtjtled-to 1101( lus pulpit to teacli false doctrines; (tlia, is, false according
to the Standards wvhichi lie Iprofesscd to believe) ? Dy vhîat riglit ducs fie uise
]lis influenice as a l>resbytcri.an iniister to break up a Chutrcli whlose existence
lie 'owved to niaintain, wvhulst fwie nocks the lieliefs flot of thiat Churchi -0o1y,
but of ail Preshyteriani bo>dies ? Yct fie is the leader of sonie vcry youhîg menci,
îw'ho are prepared to set ail creeds at naught, and to, despise, likc Beeucher, ail
systemnatic thcology. "We ]lave not so, learnied Chirist,"


