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—

g 2r Doror,—1 send you 2 fow xandom
% oo of the greal Conference of the Evan-
N oclical Allisnce which grows in wonder and
B torest as it does in numbers and vastness
By dey, Day after dny crowding thous-
R ands il threo and sometimes four of the
Jargest churclies in this city simultancously,
and stand for howrs together in aisles and
¥ passages listening with unflagging interest
{o the papers which these authors are com.
petled to ropeat in soIo cases as many as
threo times.  The openiug meoting last
Ihureday in the Association Hall of the
Young Men's Christian Association, struck
tho key noto of this magnificent and indeed
slmost apostolical gathering.  French,
Germans, Buglish, Ixish, Scotch, Ameri-
caus, Canadians, Hindoos, Africans, Itali-
 ns, Spaniards, Hollanders, Episcopalians,
Methodists, Baptists, Presbytev'ans. Con-
gregationalists—all met or one platform,
andno ono thought of asting another's
card or nationality. AN felt they wore

M8 .%o in Christ. The stately and patrinrchal

f address of weleconto of Dr. Adams touched
allhiearts, and ealled forth o response
which all felt to bo n cheering augury of
the future spirit of the Confercnce, When

¥ Dr, Fisch, of Paris, romarked that thero
wero neither French nor Germans on that
platform, and  when Prof. Clristlieb, of
Boun stepped forwaxd in tho course of his

| remarks and clasped tho hand of theFrench

| delegate, tho cffect was'indeseribable, and

the audionce rose to their feet in a perfect

| onation of irresistible enthusinsmi.  Per-

B laps the climax of the meeting was xeach-

o when the Rov. Naroyan Shesbudrai, of

B Bombay, clad in his white cambric turban,

and his dvab tunicof camel’s hair, steppod on

{he platform and announced himself as the

¥ vindioation snd the fruit of Christion

Miasions, and tho answer fo tho chnllengo

of Rationalism, regardiug tho futiity of

W Missionary enferprise.  The sudience

searcely know whether to laugh orapplaud

when with o broad Scotch accent, which

wag unmistakenble, (he was educated in

thoFree Church College, Edinburgh,) he

begana speoch of marvellous clearness and

power.  He has been all through the ost

B pominent popular attraction of tho Alli-

ance, and you will bo ulad to know that he

intends visiting the Dominivn -beforo his
return.

It would toke & columm to give the
names of the Foreign delegates, almost ev-
ory one of whom is yemarkable in some
department of Chyxistian science or theology.
Buf while the intcllectnal resources of the
conference nre so immense and indeed al-
most inexhaustible the grent utiraction is
thesimple and forvid and Evangelical spivit-
ualtone. Thereis no straimng aftor new
sentiment, but all hearts scom softened and
united by one heaventy tide. As if drawn

f by one commion spiritual impulse of spivit-
 ualatiraction,nll heartsseem dravwn closer to

Christ and  in Him to oach other.
He is the- recognized Dbond  of
union, the ono theme to which all

] thoughts and themes instructively gravi-
tte.  The most pleasing feature of the
meeting is the compleco freedom from all

Strain after gensational feeling and the per-
fect naturalness and sunphaty of the spnt

 of the Conforence, The nblest papers yot
given havo boon thoso of Dr. McCosh, on

Dovelopment ; Di. Hodge, on Christinn
Union; Dy, Dawson on Primitive Dr.
Arnot, on ihe Relations between Christian

Doctrine and Chuistian Life, and Dr. Christ-
lieh, of Boun. Tho highest pointwas probably

Teached ai the meeting yesterdny, when

Dr. Parker, of London, Dr. Hall, and Hen-

Ty Ward Beesher, spoke on the Pulpit of

tthe Age. It wore impossible to compare

R ¥lero each addvess was so individual, but
all were mastoxpicces of intellectusl and

ON.toricul and gpiritual power, and during

their delivery the immmense audicnces (fox
hey wero given to two audiences) were

toused to the highest enthusinsm, and

Swens and hallelujahs might be heard from

[9%0y lips, while others, less demonstra-

tive, sliowed their deep omotion by silent

g**ars, The convietion is deopened every

“ay of the great jmportance and the im-

Pneuse and  fav-resching  influence of

1 the grentcst Fcumenical Council
f“}lr time, Tt will give sn impulso to the

Clristian thought and life of eur day which
were impossiblo to estimate,

The hospitality of tho Awmericans s un-
muded, Yres exeurajons to Philadelphis,
lechlnngi snd the Falls wre

gonteibntors and Covogpondends, Lt

of the

o fow inaghificont
convtesics  shown by  the  people
of tho Amoriean metvopalis to their

guests, and when it is remewmbe..d {hat
they nwnber about 400 the maguiuge of
the task will bo realized,

A very intoresting meeting was held on
Monday evening under the Presidoncy of Dr.
Crosby, Muderator of the Piesbyterian An-
sembly heve,to tuke measures towards Pres-
byterian union through the world, and the
formation of a great general Presbyterinn
Couneil.  Assurances were cordially given
of co-operationawot only from the Presby-
tevian churches of Britain and Amerien,
but also from the great Lutheran Churches
of Germany. Such a church wonld repre-
sent over fifty millions of people, and bo
the Iargest Protestant Chureh in the world.

Yours, &e.,
. N.
New York, Oct, 7th.

Union Discussion.

Editor BiTisit AMERICAN PRESBYTERIAN.

Dear Sir,—I feel gratified by tho Qiscuss.
ion in your colimns of the questions mvolved
on tho proposed Union, ns I beheve 1t very
desirable at present. Truth 1s not afraid of,
but courts nnd profitsby discussion and asks
only “a fair field aud no favour.” “He that
doeth truth cometh to the light that his deeds
may be made manifest thatthey are wrought
in God.” It is ncedful, howover, to this end
that your correspondents be fair in  their
representations and respecetful in their tono
as far as is veasonably possible. With
this improssion I regretted to observe ina
recent communication, signed “Presbyter,’
that he introduced his remarks on the sub-
ject of Mr. Middlemiss's by charging him
with “ cant” and other traits of a like con-
temptible nature, Though “cant” is consid.
ored & contemptiblo thing he does not at-
tempt to show wherein . appeared, and T
feel assured, after careful perusal of M's
leiter, that he would have found it very
difficult or rather impossible, to justify th o
charge. Such opithatsare used to ongenier
scorn and contempt against the commuui.
cations or causes to which they areapplied.
Nor has their use been most commonly in-
dulged fn by thoso who have the right on
their sidesor the proper advocates and ex-
emplars of christinn vrmeiples. We aro
familiar with them rather from the lips and
pens of scoffors agninst the best of causes,
argumentations and men, sud we know by
very common and large oxporience that
they are usunlly the resort of the uncrup-
ulous Trom conciousness of the lack of
pood argument for their own positions.
Trom stch considerations and sons® oihors
it seems to me the termreferred to, with all
ite kind, should be excluded from the *Pres-
bytor's” and Christian's eategory. Thoy
impress one wi the feeling of the user of
then that his spirit, if not his cause, hing too
much affinity to that largo section of lu-
manity of whom “haughtyscornor is thew
name.” For one thing they prove nothing
against the parties or canso assailed by them
so ean well bo dispensed with in the causo
of enliyhtenment in the truth while, as to
their lustury, they ave very often equivalent
to odious siander,aronnscemly in thelips of
o Christinn and awaken feelings on both
sileswhich every lover of the canso of trath
and amity should carefully avoid.

My regret has been renewed and in-
creased by ubserving in Mr. McKay's Crit-
1e1m (3rd Uetay) o Mr. Middlemis-'s com
munication, o coutinuation on an extens-
ive seale, of this abusive style and inexcus-
able misrepresentation. I propose therefore,
s1r, with your permission, and to aid in the
promotion of profitable and honourable dis-

cussion for my ownsake and othets, to point
out some specimens from that cribiaism  of

what I complain.  Inlis introduction
Mr. McKay vipresses desive to say anything
unpleasent to Mr. M.or lis sympathisors*‘ns
{nofiensively as possible” T liked that
the pleasuie, of course, arising from tho ox~
peetation of fulfiluent. Inuncdwately n.ﬂor
this promiso, however, ho nsks* to differ
from your views of his (Mr. M's) letter as
expressed in your last editorial, " mu’l‘ adds
wJ'o my mind the letter is void of liberal
«Church spirit’ and truo“manliness’.”  He
therenpon heaps on Mr. M. tho cpithels of
« jnisinuating, ” ¢ arrogating the right of
judging the picty, &e.,of others, “lording his
views,” and concludes, “XHo cuwidently
thinks that a0 onr valuds sound principle
who does not in all things coneur with
Jon® This is strong ot any rate, apart
from its muerits otherwise, and ought at
least to be very wellfounded. T.et us see.
Comparo tho abovo with t.ho fu]lo.w-
jug, which M M. had said and ‘wnth
which lis wholo  letter harmonizes.
«J kow that many porsons of the mont‘ :Ia-.
cided pioty aro atrongly in favor of Union.
Suvely that shows from his own peu rthat
ho eridently thinks thoto a~e masy who

ads sonud punaple whio dvni convia
with him 1 seorcol things winoh he es.
teems of ypermanent impmtance. M,
Mol. hiad  that scntence, &c., before his
eyes, Mashio then at all shewon o desive
a4 tho very ontset to oxpress Inmself “as
inoffensively as possible?”  Reverse the
phrase, “ag offensively—unfustly so—as
poasible,” and it will suit betwer,  Mi. AL
oleasly indienied the very oppostte of what
bis reviewer aseribes to him. .

2. Another speemaen., My, M. hadsaid:
My conviction (of the impropriety of
Umion in the meantime} is strengthened by
the fact that it is shared by o large propor-
tion of the veligious peoplo that T am in
the way of associnting with. I have no
doubt that the experience of others may be
different, and I know that many persons of
the most decided pioty ave strongly in favor
of Union. Butsuch is my experience,
So far as my own personal religious asso-
cintions are concerned, I find that aver-
sion to the proposed Union is most decided
on tho part of those whoso piety is most
unquestionable.”  To a reader with any
dogree of judgment and candor, the above
amounts simply to this, that while many
decidedly pious are to his knowledge much
in favor of Union, there aro also many to
his knowledge like himself opposed to it
and on tlus ground he proceeds to appeal
to the brethren in Ins own @Chureh favor-
able to Union to give that fact due con-
sideration, and to endeavor to gain an

amendment  to  the bagig, which he
suggests, so as to eed the con-
scientious  daffienlties  of ,the latter,

Ho ovidently does not say ngr mean that
the Union proposed has had the effect of
bringing the unquestionably pious on one
side 1 opposition and bringing them out to
view, thereby separating them ss whent
from chaff, and enabling him now to asso-
cinto with them. Yet that is what M.
MoK. represents him as doipg! He first
guves twa-thurds of the last gentenco of the
sbove quotation. From that he exhilits
Mr. M. as iatimating “that the proposed
Unton has enabled him to associate and
combine with thosc of most wnquestionable
prety.”  Of this ho next makes o prenmise,
coupled wila another, and {hence proceeds
to dedust sc no odions comelusions—that
Mz, M. *“becoming the arbiter” as to who
aro and are not pious, ko wowd r¢joice in
embracing tho opportunity of separating
the wheat from the supposed chaff,” &e.!
—all which his statement above, aud the
gist and tone of his letter throughout, con-
tradict, while he oxpressly asserted, “I
shunk from the very thought of disrup-
tion.”

1t would appear, moreever, itis from
those references of My, M. to persons of
picty that My, McIK. thinks fit to charge
him with the arrogance of “arrogating tho
right of judging the piety and prineiplo of
others.” Surely Mr. M., & Christian min-
ister, whoso gifts, amiability, and pioty
many, like “Preshyter,” admire—suroly it
will bo admitted that e may bo able to
discern  among his aequaintance thuse of
them who give good evidence of piety. It
may, I think, without making him justly
liable to the vile epithot of arrogance. On
that he simply made o statement of ob-
served fact, winle, as said before, he avows
Ins convickon that many of that estimable
charactor ave on each side of the questiou
at 1ssue,

8. My. McK., after expressing “o high
estimate of the tender, kind, prudent, and
<kilful manuer in which those favorable to
Tnion treated those opposed,” saye: “In
thewr pationt offuits to satisty them, Tnion
has been retarded these pasf years” Now
this last sentence is as plainly contrary to
{lic facts as it would bo to say that but fo)
Mr. MeK. it would have been consununated
in 1871, The Union (whatever may ber
has ot been retardsd one year or one
how s yet by them, mnch less “thrse past
years.” It isonly o fraction over threc
years since the negotintions were initinted
i the church courts. The progress towards
tlie prosent stage hins heen unprecedentedly
speedy. There arase somc sextons difficulty
n\mut the Colleges after the Assembly of
1871, which waa mninly sharved in, and dis-
cuesed earnestly, however, l?' thore fuvor-
ablo to Union.  But even that did not rvo
tard the progress, which could not have
been more speedy.

If those favorable to Union shewed pa-
tionce, &e , to those who opposed it, it must
ho admitted that the Iatter did not tax it
much. They did present their difficuities
from tittie to tune during that short peviud,
but not mere or as much as they might,
and thev always dil so quictlv and verpret.
fully. Accarding to Mr. MeK. even that
was, in kis estimation, o great winl ot pa-
#ience to the other side,  Judging from his
stvlo and manner of treatment of M M,
for his respectful and tempeorate I tter—
whicly, Ly the way, o evidontly addresred
to hrothten e Jus own church, not to Mr.
MeK. or his chuech—it i to be expected his
impertuonse and vituperation wonld have
boen ineited were he among them, for their
venturiug to  oxpress any diftienlties, and
lowover rospeotfully.  That thoke opposed
wera treated with kil mny bo admitted,
for instance, the meanor in which the
Unton Conmittes  did nof carry aut the
inatruction to them of the Asscmbly of
1872, I ondeavor (o secare ist some way,

g deliverauce in recogtution of the Head-
ghip of Christ, sueh  as should meet the
views of all parties in the Chureh.”  But 1
know that even among those who iauk as
having beep all along  favoxable to Uniom,
there axe  many who did not adinive that
skill and othier exnmples ; and there are
wany of the favorablo to Union whose fa-
vor for Umon 13 1ery smndl and consider-
ably mngled with o different feelmg.  In
private intercoitss  flus s fiequently net
with, while »omne have not been able to
keep it in in Assemlly and Presbytery, al-
though they me.n to go into the Union if
the Church go.

4, And lastly. Mr McK. obsorves,
“Now, sir, I entortmn the confident belief
that I hold this anportant truth ithe Iead-
ghip of Christ over his Church) as fully and
broadly us Mr. M. and I friends can do,
although I do rot land myself go lughly for
domng o as he docs.”

To laud one’s self highly 15 understood to
bo an odious thing, os%)ecinlly in such acon-
nection and, in n minister of Christ, is ra.
dienlly opposed to the Word of Ged and
the Christian character.  Of course Mr.
MecK. knows that, and that he was in those
words holding up M. M. to the public gaze
as such o one. Yot there is not a word of
solf-lnudation ab all by My, M. on tho sub-
jeet or any other—uuless a puld temporate
expression of his mind on what he humbly
and enrnestly believes to be right and im.
portant on publie questions~ unless that be
self-lnudation, which it is not. I am foreibly
reminded, by the incongruousaccusation, of
the known disposition of “mttcrs in tho
scorner’s chair” to eall undoubtedly humble,
swise,and godly men “straightlaced,” “bigot-
ed,” “solfrighteous DPharisees,” and the
like. Nor does the other specimens of
Mr. McK, advaited to diminish the aptness
of the similitude, but they confirm.

My object, My, Edito, in ocenpying your
space ut thus time, is not to reply to Mr.
MeKay, but, as indieated at the outtet,
rathor ns o protest inmy own name, and
many others, I should think, andin the
name of fairness, txuth, and amity, against
that style of vituperation and misrepresen-
tation. 1lLope it may be of service, and
am,

Yours respectfully,
PRESBYTER JUNIOR,
18th Oct., 1878,

The Proposed Basis of Union,

Ldito r Brimisit AMERICANY PRESBYTERIAN

Drar Sin,~I wish to call the attention
of the ministers, elders, and members of the
C. P. Chmreh to the propused basis for
Unton and its accompanying dohverances.

The 4th dcliverance veads, “'Lhat with rg-
gard to the modes of worship the practice
presently followed by congregations in the
matter of worship shall be allowed,and that
further action m connection therewith be
left to the legislation of the United Church.”
1, and those with whom I act feel that this,
if adopted, renders penmanent somo things
of which we disapprove, and bids the whole
church to sanctiont it knows not what. Is
1t a proper answer to tlus objection, “that
the articlo does not sanetion anything in
the mode of worship which, so far as wo
are pware,contravenes the constitutionallaw
of the Church 2 Is ono entitled co sanc-
ton what ho does not know? All weaskis
that the wholo power which the separate
churches have now be handed over to the
United Chiareh.  The last elause of this de-
liverance leaves the United Chureh, (on this
head), only the power to allow or prevent
parties from divergiyg farther from' the re-
cognized practice. It is too much to ask
that the piety and good sense of the Church
of the future be left freo to deal with the
whole subject according to the drd arti:lo
of the Basis.

But there ae graver matters still. In
the Asseiubly which et at 'Torouto, the
4th article of the Basis read, “That this
Cliureh, while chorishing Christian affection
towards the whole Church of God, and do-
ang to hold faternul intercourse with its
soveral branclies, as opportunity otfers, shall
at tho same tune, regard itself as being on
such ccclesastical relations te churches
holdwig the same ductring, govornment, and
diseiphine with itselfy as that winisters and
probitioners from those churches shall he
recerved into this Church, subject to such
regulations s ~hall from tune to time bo
adopted.”  In this shape it was sent down
to D1esbytorivs and Sessions, aud reportod
on. Iithewinutes of lnst .~\ssemb}y the
latter purt of 1t reads *that this Chuxch
slinll at the same time  regard itself as be-
mg in eeclesiastical relation to the churches
hoiding the same doctrine, government and
diseipline with itsclf, and that ministors,
&e.” As the article stood in 1871 the ex-
tent of the proposed relations was defined
and limted t as wo have it now, it is un-
hmited. In the Basis all evangelieal bodies
arc divided into tvo classes, the one cluss
wo are to tieat in a Lrotherly wmnanner
though we can huve no church relations
with them ; with the other we nre to have
anhtutted church relations, and if the ea.
pressin *‘ecclesinstical relations” means
auything, then thoso whe_npprove of tivis
article deelare their readinges to become
office-hearers or members in any of the
churches that hold, that iz profess to hold,
owt staudards ond our practice. I nsk the
sons of the Exskmesand Gillespie. of Chnl-
mersand Bam,if they avoe now ready to take
their places in the present Established
Chwich of Scotland ? 1€ s0, why not at
once say so and retain the phrase *‘in con-
neetivn with the Chureh of Seotla (12"
Such & procedure would bo manly and* tho
only proper onwe if the work of “the ditrup-
tion” 1= necomplished; or the protest of the
Free Church auswered. X know that in
May, 1878, n Cotmitice was appointed for
that puepoase. Two drafts of an anawer
wete laid on tho table  of the Established
Assorubly. The Committes was directed
1o o better, and repoxt to the Commirsion

- a—

inA..u b August cus, Lat the Connais.
sion met not, and I eould nover learn
whather the Committee yeported, or was
dihnrged, Xas tho anawer came at last?
1t nst, what means the proposal ? I cannob
bediove that any of one offiee-bearers are pro-
pared deliborataly to adopt this article, and
in so doing, confess thay we were cither
kneves,or martyrs by misfahe, If any ono
can adopt it without o feoling of lmmilin.
tivny T ash, of lu is puopared to Lamiliato
us who cannoat do su, ur drive us out of the
Chureh, if only Union with others can bo
nccomplished on  his chosen basis? We
do not wish to o any violence to the con-
sciences of our brothren; is it oo much to
ask them not to do so to ours, or violato
the compact so recently entered into, but
ratler to delay and let a new committeo
try to get what the old seemes not to have
attempted, even thongh enjoined by the
Assembly of 1872, “te ondeavor to socure,
in some way such o deliveranco ns shall
meet  the views of nll parties in this
Church 2" TItis to me strange, that the
committeo so mstructed returned to thelnst
Assembly without ‘implementing its in-
structions, and atill moxe so, thatit handed
in asits mam ground of justification, the
Act of Independence passed by ¢*the Fresby-
terinn Chureh of Canada itx connection with
the Church of Scotland,” in 1844,an Aef,the
very presentation of which in such circum-
stanees, was aninsult to tho fathers of the
disruption m Canada, and thorefore to the
whole Church. These fathars knew of the
oxistence of that Act, thev studied it, and
rogarded it not only as not justifying the
conduct of those that passed it, but ag not
evon an honest document, and designed to
mislead tho people. Noris this all; our
committee, instead of seoking o deliverance
which we could accopt, have given us a
Basis far more offensive than that of 1871,
and yet tho last General Assembly, undec
tho leadership of the very person who had
drawn up the instructions which the com-
mittee set at nought, commended and
thanked it, and approved of the Basis and
deliverances ag returned by it.

1 vogret exceedingly having to pen these
lineg, and wound brethren whom I love and
lonour, n_nd I have been anxious to dis-
charge this painful duty without giving un-
necessary offonce. T commend their motives
and ana satisfied they would not choose to
treat mie unkindly, but I am brought to bay
and must no longer romain silent. I plead
with them not {o press mo further. e do
not wish to be separated from them but wo
cannot do what we know fo be vrong. One
of your correspondonts wurns us that tho
Freo Church may treat us as it did those
who would not join the Union in Australia.
My answer to nll such ig, it will so much
thie worse for the Free Church. We are
not bound to take it ourselves, or fulfil its
wisfies. If weam driven t take that step,
we knodw there is one to whom wo can ap-
peal; for His honour and cnuse wo wit-
ness, and He will not forsake us.

Yours truly, .
Joux MacTavisi.
Woodstock, 8th October, 1878.

Thanksgiving.

Edilor BRiTisut AMiRICAN PRESBRTLRIAN.

Sin,—Can you explain how it has come
to pass that the loeal Government of On-
tario has so suddenly ard so decidedly
taken astand on the subjectof a "Thanks-
giving Day for the abundant harvest? Al
tho lending denominations of the Provinco
had, through their supreme courts or chief
officexs agrced upon the 16th Oct. as upon
tho wholo most convenient and every way
suitable. Neither Government nor Gover-
nor said anything on the subject for months
when suddenly o week or ten days before
the time fixed upon, there was an intima-
tion given {hat the day fixed upon was not
swtable, and that another altogether must
bo chosen. To say the least of it, thiz seems
an abrupt, cavalier and uncalled for  pro-
ceeding nnd scarcely compatible with ordi-
nary civility and somowhat travelling out
of the magistrate’s proper sphere.  When
nmeteen-twentieths of those wio were at
all hikely to take any interest in the matter
had agreed upon a day, suvely if the Govern-
ment could not conseientiously approve of
the tane fixed, 1t ought to have let the mat-
tor slide and taken no notice of it. Coia-
mon cvihty even would have dictated ths
conrse. ‘The result will be that there will
be $wo Thanksgiviug Days, and uneither of
them very particularly obsezved. Why all
this unwented zeal? I have heard a reason
given which surely is 0 ludicrous to be
true. Do you know anythingabout it? It
15, to bu suve, possible that there may be o
gronnd for Thanksgiving on the Gth of
November wineh would not be availuble on,
the 16th of October, Ifso whatisit?

A, M. S,

14th Oct., 1878.

{Notr.—We aro not in the confidence of
the Licutenant-Governor. It does seem
rather brusque and abrupt to set aside the
amrangements of the Assvmblies, Synods,
aud Coniorences in a purely religious mat-
ter, by tho stroke of a pen and amere sir
volo sic jubeo. No donbt, however, there
wero reasons, though we caunot thiutt what
they were. Wo have head what our cor-
respondent scems to vefer to but we ngree
with him that it is “too ludisrous to be
true,  'Tho west plan would be {o havo u
fized day of the year as Thaunkegivinye day
5o that all conld know and make their ar.
yangements of business ox pleasure nocovd-
ingly. Surcly theve need be no fear Hhat
ang yenr would come ronud in which the
geueral feeling would bo thab there had
Yoen aothing in the oecurronces of the sea-
pont fur which to thank God wt alle—En,
B. AT :



