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ported by a reference to sevéral publi-
cations.

These extracts from Secession Testi-
monies have been given at such length,
not merely for the purpose of supporting
what was stated abont the “open com-
punion” of the Relief, but also that the
reader may the more readily apprehend
the gronnd for the statement made in the
only other passuge of the Free Synod's
Letter that requires to be maintained in
the face of the allegations of the Presby-
terian Synod. The statement in the Lot-
ter is, “ While with those bodies, there-
fore, in their separate position, we conld
not have entered into commumnion, the
principles on which they lately united
are such as still fariher (o 2dd to the ob-
stacie. They professed to unite, but al-
low cach other to bold their distinciive
views, so that it is not easy (o know what
are the principles of the United Presby-
tevian Church, and the diflicnlty is still
farther increased by intimations which
were openly iven in the progress to the
anion that farther changes in their Stan-
dards were contemplated.”

The ordinary channels of public infos-
mation mast here Le looked o3 and itis
believed no one will (uestion the aencral
accuracy of the Reports of public tins-
actions that are given in the Scotish
Guardian. _An account of the preceed-
ings in the United Secussion Synod, and
i the Relief Synod, with respect to the
umon, appeared in that Jonraa] from
time to time ; and few will doubt that ihe
following extraets tully warrant what the
Tresbyterian Syncad éall the # reekless”
Satements of the Tree Syncd. Cn Sepir.
22. 1316, the Scortish Guardian publish-
ela Report with vespeet fo the proposed
anion from the Session of the Kirkintil-
loch congregation (Ur. 3 Tarshall’s) which
the Presbytery declined fo transmit to
the Sy’nod; but wizich Dr. AMarshall him-
self suvsequent]y read in the Svynod, asa
part of his speech, on the 7th of the fol-
lowing month. Refering ¢ the wax in
which the Synod kad aeted with resard
w© the libel aszinst Dr. Brewn, the Le-
port savs, *1n the opinion of this Sessi-
on, the wiajority of the Sceession body
who tock part in these proceedings, who
deliberately passed these decisions, are
not entitled 10 the smallest. credit, nor
wn possibl¥obiain the smrllest -credit,
'-“'-h supariial men, when they declare
tucir adherence 20 the Westminster Confes-
sion, let chat declaration be ever so solemnn,
till they shall have firs rescinded these ob-
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noxious deeds, so injurious to divine truth,
and shall have publicly confessed, beiora
God, and before all the churches, their sor-
row for having enacted them.” * Ifit is so
that the Relief body are willing to unite
with the Secession body in present ¢ircum-
stances, accepting their declaration: of ad-
herence to the Westminster Confession, in
direet coptradiction to their public and un-
rescinded deeds, this Session are constrain-
ed however reluciantly, to look upon them
as cqually tainted with the Secession body,
and to regard their solemn protestations as
having precisely the same value—thatis, no -
value at all” According to the same Jour-
nal, of the 9th of the following Octaber, the
Uniied Sccession Synod, on Wednesday
the 7th of that month, agreed upon the first
and second Articles of the Dasis of Union
—the second Article being *‘T'hat tho
Wesiminster Confession of Ituith and Lac-
aer and Shorter Catechisms are the Con-
fession of I'aith and Cutechisms of this
Chureh, and contain an authorised exhibiti-
on of the sense in which it understands the
1loly Scriptures; it being always understood
that we do not approve of anything in these
books which teaches, or may be supposcd
to teach, compulsory or persccuting princi-
ples in relizion”  Dr. Marshall is reported
to have said, in the course of the discussion
with regard to this second Article # that ke
could not possibly reconcile with the public
deeds of ihis body, which were referred to
in the sentence he had read [from the Re-
port ahove mentioned], its professions of
aidherence to the Confession of IMaith, and
Tie could not possibly understand how this
Synod adhered consistently to this Confes-
ston of Faith, while it allowed those deeds
to stand nnquestioned and unrescinded.—
As soon would he Lelicve in the doctyine of
transubstantiation, or anything which con-
stituted in his mind an absurdiiy, as believe
in the present professions of the Sceession
Sxnad, while these: deeds stood unrescind-
ed. 1le need only refer to the treatment of
the Tiieel which came before the Synod in
Julv 1843, lo maintain his position. By
that libel the principles of this Synod were
{ested, according tothe Confession of Faith,
in many iinportant particulars. How was
that lihel treated?  Lhe relevancy was not
considered ; and why was it not considered?
Tor the very obvious reason that it might'
have disclosed too plainly the sentiments
of the purties. ‘It would never do,’ said
ong, ‘to consider the velevaney; it might
givide us’ [a_voice—* Who said that 7"
Why, somebody said it. Very likely he
was a simpleton swhe said jt—a very great-
simpleton.  [expressions of disapprobation]
The velevancy «was ot considerad—ALL TUE
WonLb KNowSs taar—and why was it not
considered?  [Question] The man who
utiered that saying—aliowing .there was
such & man—wasg not awarc that he was
doing the very thing that he 4id not want




