
l'îlE .~!lss1ONARY i~ECORl).

by deatlî, the i'b-~ was rtbled i.îgainsgt
the otiier iii the forin of a l2ibel." Wc
sa), nothiîîg with regard to the trtith ot'
tire charge ; but wc e5<'annot sliiit our eves
tg the t'ait, that the United Secession y
nod declared tlîat tie chaarge iva.- grounid-
less, without ever coulnîg to a fitidin-
tu tUe relevancy ut'the bibel-a step

lvich was iiecessarv ini order to dIo jus.
tice to the case, aîad iithotit whiefi the
pu.blic could bave IX) oppor-tuniîy of'
knowing the principles of Uîobc b>' whioii
tîto case wvas tried-okLnoviti whlat the-v
iwould bold as sound or unisouùnd in in-
1iýrcnco to the doctrine of' Uit Atone-
ment."

Tire following is tire lleply of the 1>rcs-
byterian Synod to titis part uft' Lebt-
ter: IlOur hrethireîî appear, to bc great-
1>' oflcnded at the proeceditgs of' the 12-
uîited Secession Svinod in the case of the
libel preflerrcd tbaitist 1)r Brownî Iy Dr.
Marshall. Thcy do not charge the fbr-
nmer with beresy, but allege that, justice
was aaot, done b>' thc Synod. Wc (Io n(>t

1~lourselves callcd ou to v'indicittc eve-
ry stop that nia> have bccîî titken bv
that Synod, but simlple jusicie tu a bodyv
of Christians to wvhosc exertions fur iiure
t!îan a century, iii defonceu oft scriptural
governmeut oft'e Uc curch, the Free
Ch urcli owes its existenlce, and who
bave donc infinitely more for tUic cauýýu
of religion in tdus country than tlîey hlave
donc, comptais us to give ait expl icît, con-
tradietion- to the stateilienit." 'lo tijis
suminar>' disposai or tfit niiter, tlic suli-
join tlie fblloiig statuineni. in Appen.,
dix, No. iii. -'l'lic î>rCci.et point( tii
ivhichi our* brof lren objtî':t, is ilhai the -Sy-
nod tricul the case, , %% itiitt e% ur 0lii
to a finding tapon Il le iei~tivut' the
libel, a steji Wlii('h. I fliî' !say, , %it. le-
cessal'V *4u di) jîî;î'v 10 hIe cabv. anti
wîthlou; svtil(1 i lite 1,111)1e ta I leu oliulr-
tuilil v ut f î'i.~iu:p î~îl 0:* tliu"e
b>' îlieia tll lc>e %V.tz rui. :istu
thfat, the S. i l îi'esiid c itu refe-

la)*% i.ie h ibo lf its ' but ilt is îlot

t iti> pl lit. lilvia' î'c>ulît'.uli iras tu cui-
ii'i itc r'eevaîîu anîd the proibation to-

Wuîîir Vi' . hv u wor)ds of' lic reso-
tltin 'Ima the Syn Iiîoavin- hicard
Ill li- ill iîif ies (et auîswers there-
tif. ( - 'I''ll'.)(i [ li O 'i'î eî tsîhîel
WJIn it. lit]îîî « sepaî'ate tlil [iuLlininary
iiioî on1 tiv< icelet alle apart froti
Uithe u'iîu-R~ovst lîcar the
parties uti c<lii of tie lt rg' or comaus
atzainst Dr. Blrown iii theit' order, anti
ilien proo'eed dirckedy ta the~ couisiderati-

on of these scriatim wiîlî Uhe vicwv of de'.
terrnining whether or' fot tlic passairys
quoted iiniy tic doctrines averrcd, anti
ic/e ee or flot t/îesc doctrines are opposed
to the !IoIy Séri;utu'"s anîd thec subordinave
standards «l'Oie cliur<'h.' It -%vas thicn
meî'cly a question of' order wheilher it
werc botter that, the%- slîould consider flic
relct'ancy h>' itscWt, or the roi cvancy andî
pirobation to -tether. Upon tlîIs point
there vili, bu dîfleretices of Opinion, but
whatcver bc our viciv of' the umoude of'

1 îroeedure, the assertion tltat the Synod
pî'oiiîunccd tlîc charge grounulless witli-
out ever eoming(t to a fiîadimir on thie ne-
levancy of the li )c is simpl>' untntî.-
Anid so f'ar is thicir statcnieîîr that ' thec
public nind Ladl rio opportunit>' of'kîiow-
îng iwiat bue>' held as sound or unsounîl
upcla the doctrine of' Uie atonement,'
fri'o bcing truc, the Synod bail fot uani>
on1 several prevîous occasions exprcssed
their opinions tîpon, tlîis important sub-
jeet; but had, our brethren but glarieîl
ai tice decisions on tlîîs trial, thc>- would
liave seen that tlicy oin that occasion gave
a neiv anîd explicit staceinent oftheir sen-
tiiiients. ou the third U'ount ot'tlîc Li-
Ijel theiî' dccisioîî is as folloiws-, ' The Sy-
îîoî ind îlîat Dr. Birown expiîessiy te-
jeets the Armnian doetrine of'universai
redenîption, anîd holds the doctrines ot'
thte refbîrners, ot' otîr standards, anid et'
the tlcci.,Ioiis ut'synod îîpon titis subjeet,

îliat the death ot' Christ irl conînexion
ivitli cuvenlant engagements seenres the
ý:aIvatiouu oft' cleet oniy, but that a
fbîunilaioîi lias becia laid -n bis death, for
a fuîll, biiîcere, andî conasistent. olUer 'ifthe
--ospeil tu aIl niiaiklrd.'

1îcî' are, no0 donbt, cases in mlîch
nîisîîîcuîàents inay hc madle so recklcssly,
anîd iii a inaîîicn so nijucli calculated to
gîve ofleIiLt, bliat It nia>' bc quitte allowa-
file to couîîîadict tlicît ini tli style which
thîe brv'thieii liave been pleased t0 adopt
li tiîec pa qg.suuoteil aboiic. '1hose,
lîituvi', 'l'<icî nture tîpoil sucli a mîodec
ot conîtradiictionî, s:îould, at lcast for blîcir
oNviî credîtt, bu ver>' caretui, to ascertaîn
buî!i fliat Uic>' liave trntlî on theit' sîde,
and thlat tie spirit whieh pronipted t,3the
iilibtateficîîl is so manif'est as to present
a ri±ady apology t'on thuit' disrcgard of
tlie ordinan>' nules of courtes>' in the made
oficolî'ctiiig the nîiisreprcsontation. In
thle prebent instance, the neader eau have
til dfifflictîlty- ini percciviîîg, that the stabe-
menit of' the Free Synod ivas flot made
in a -pI)Irit that slîould have dnawn forth
mncb a repi>' It was a statemnent miade
b>' t hein iii ail frainkouas, in order to show


