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Iand ought to imprese on uy, it is this, that thz]| to the Established Church of Scotland altogsthier
purity and the liberty of & Church catablished orj doubtful, equivocal and incompatible with the idea
endowed by the State cannct he puarded with toe of their perfect freedom of action in_some most
jealous care—and when you think of these things, | important branches of spiritval jurisdiction, may
we do not doubt you will fecl, that the conduct of ; it not he said that it really amounts to nothing at
ths Synod in lcaving an open door for the Minis-l all, and atall events not to that which the circum-
ters and office-bearers of the Established Church stances in which they stood made so urgemly de-
of Scotland, has furnished an additional justifica- | sirable.
tion of our conduct in withdrawing ftom her comn~{  Nor, inconnection with what we have nuw sta-
munion. tc;!. lls it an objection to ll;(ci:; x\cluon lin (hlis matter
. which ought to be overlooked, that they have per-
5. The ﬁﬁ,h reason 18— . { petuated therchy the national and exclusive cha-
_ “Frrru—That they have rendered the relation | racter of the Synod. laa country like Canada,
in which they stand towards the Established | 50 Prosbyterian population of which is composed
Church of Scotland so doubtful and equivocal, that " of jnmigrasits from all quarters of the world, the
even their declaration of spintual independence is jdea of the dependence of the Syuod on the Church
necessanly deprived of all sgmficanceand weight, ! of Seotland hias operated a8 a hinderance to the
that the terms i which their endowmentsnte lield, | entrance watlun her pate of Presbyterians from other
have been iu effect declared to be such asare - Churches, and prevented that Catholic and com-
compatible with the proper regulation of their in- ! prohensive growth and developement to which she
tercourse with other Churches,—wmd even with might otherwise have attained,and amidst a popula-
frez action in 1eany other snatters of greater impor-1 yion wlhiich should hav. furnished her with mem-
tance, and that worcover, they have cast away the Lers from oll Presbyterian Churchzs, she has been
opportumty of placing this Church on a busis [ }gele batter than a Church for the Scotch, or ra-
which mught have gathered around her all the” hor e might say, the Scotch of the Establish-
sound-ficarted Presbytenianism of the Province.” pone” A splendid opportunity was presented in
A Church without smiritualindependence is, itis ' the providence of Clod for putting an end to this
manifest, direetly responsible for the pric and national and exclusive character, by satisfying all
procedure of the Church to which she is subject, ' Preshyterians that she was really and thoroughly a
aad of which she virtually forms a part.  Oa this ' Free, Independent and Catholic Church—a Church
account it became plainly a matter of the utmost around whichall Presbyterians mizht rally, becanse
importaace, afier the disruption of the Esmblished adapted and intended forall. By their defective
Church of Scotland, that the spiritual independence ' declaration of independence, this ‘opportunity has
of the Synod should be rendered clear, complete ' been cast away, and the Synod rendered a just
and free from any clogs or conditions, which could object of suspicion to all Presbyterians of enlarged
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imake 3t atall a subject of question or suspicion. ' and Catholic pirit.

We have always held that the Svnaod in connexion
with the Charch of Scotland was possessed of
complete spiritual independence, but as her pecu.
Tiar relation to the Estahblished Church of Scotland,
led some to doubt the reality or at least the comne
pleteness of that mdependence, we felt that there
was a call for a full, unamtaguous and deaided de-
claration of such mndependence, and with this view
we proposed, in the resolutions submitied to the
Synod, a declaration of ts kind. The Synod, you
arc aware, have professed to make a sinufar decla-
ration, and so far inay scenu, at first sight, 10 have
donc in this imtter what was tequired ; but we
would bag you to remark, that there are circum-
stances coanected with their recentdecision which
deprive even this declaration of spiritual indepens ;
dence, of all signiticance and weight. !

Firsy, theirdeclamtion does not include the as-
scrtion of their vight 10 determine the relation in
which they shall stand to the Established Church’
of Scotland.  And, secondly, it docs unt repudi-!
ate, bint virtually homologates the opinion avowed
by mazny, aad held as von have scen by the Eeta. |
hlished Church, that they hold their endowm-nts !
on the ground of their continuing in connevion |
with that Charch.

WWe hold that a Chorch, which is bound by hcr'
cnnstitution to be in friendly connexton with ano-
ther Church, s deprived of powerto act in onc!
great matter, by which her spnritual saterests must
necessanly be very vitally affected—and eo fur she
18 destitute of spintual independence.  Aud we
hold that a Church enjoying endowmisnts, on con-
dition of continmng in friendiy commuaton with
anhothier, is placed under temiptations, which of
themselves would render the theoretical poascseion
o spiritual indeprudence a uullity and a fiction.—
She is thereby placed :n circnmstances——a position
in which no Church is cntuled 10 pluce herself—
8o fitted 10 clog and hinder her fithfulness in_the
assertion of her spiritaal independence. e<pecially
in her relations with that Church (as for instance
in the admission of her Ministers), that it is
acarcely possible 10 expect, that the assertion of
sach independcace can be fully and faithfully main-
tained. )

And with the above most material defecisat-

2ching to their declaration of spiritoal indepens:
dsace, aad feaving the relation in which they stand

Synod in this watter, furnish us with an additional

A
clusive argument for the extension of national
christianity—now it is referted to for arguments
against even the recognition by the State of Christ,
asKing of Kings, and King of Natione. -

And yet, Bretliren, the Synod by their recent
decision, Lave resolved to fraternize withand en-
courage the author of 1his scandal and disgrace to
the cavse of Establishinents. They might atil}
have lifted up a banner for the cause of Establish-
ments, they might have proved to the world, that
thiere was still & Churchi endowed by the State,
and yet uncorrupted aud untrannncled by her en-
dowments. A more eplendid opportunity of show=
ing, that a Church snight be allied to the State,
and yet fearlessly determined to resist any attempt
by the State to encroach upon her freedom, has
seldom been aflorded to any Church~—but this op-
portunity she has despised and thrown away, and
now she stands side by side with the degraded and
Ermstian Fstablishmeut of Scotland, a” source of
weakness to the cause of Estabhishments, an oc-
casion of ridicule and of trinmph to its focs,

Brethren, liave we not done well in separatiog
from such a Church?

7. Theseventh and last reason is—

s« Spventin—That ina matter in which the con-
sciencesof many of their Brethren wereaggricved,
and for refusing rehef in regard to which no moral
necessity could be pleaded on their part, such re-
liel" has nevertheless Leen refused.”

In submitting our sesolutions to the Synad, w.
carnestly iinpressed upon our Brethren, that our
consciences were so agerieved by the relation in
which the Synod stood 1o the Established Church
of Scotland, that unless that relation were changed,
unless the connexion between thein were termi-

And did not, we amain ask, the action of the

rcason for the secession which we made from her?
6. The sixth rcason t&—

i nated, we could not with a clear conscience conti-
inne any longer in communion with the Synod ;
and we solemaly urged it upon our Breihren whe-
ther their consciences would be so aggrieved by

¢ Sixni—That they have given additional . the adoption of our propasals, that in the event of

weight to the practical arguments agaiust Estab.

lishments, furnished by the present position of the

Established Cliurel of Scotland—strengthened the

handsof those who, in this Province, are denying

the lawfulneas and_expedicncy of all national en-

freedom of action, and a jealous determination to
guand agaimst the cucr 13 of the Civil Pow-
er, were perdectly compatible with the enjoyment
of the countenance and support of the State

The Free Protesting Chiurch came out from the
Establishinent in Scotland on the Establishment
principle, and on the same principle have we sece-
ded from the Synod.  We kave given wp none of
the principles which we formerly held, stillless the
principle, that it is the duty of the State, while
respecting the independence of the Church, to
encourage and supporther.  Neither ate we insen-
sible to the advantages which the Synod derived
from the countenance and support which the State
has hitherto vonchsafed to her.  We have therefore
no quarce) with those from whom we have acpara-
ted, with respect to the abstract principle of Ecta-
Uliskmients, bul we have a quarrel of another kind
—holding the principle of Establishments in com-
mon with them, we have 10 charge them with
having done by their recent decision, amost griev
ous injury to the cause of pure and free Establish-
ments.

Qac of the sin3 chargeable aminst the Esta-
blished Church of Scotland is that by her recent
procedore she has fumished one ef the strongest
practical arguinentsagainst Establishments, which
has cver been furnished to their encmics, since
first they were koown in the world.  Once when
men doubted whethera Church could be establish-

" their being carried, they would be compelled to
| withdraw. We think the character of our confer-
! ences and discussioas in the Synod, wamants us in
saying, that our Brethiren who now remsia in that
body~—at least 2 large proportion of them—could

dowments for religious purposes, and rejected the ! N - . . S
opportunity which God in his providence had af- not say, that their consciences would be uggrieved
forded them of proving to the world that entire

10 the extent we have stated, by thie adoption of our
Resolutions.  Yet they refused to concede what
" was neeessary 1o the relief of our_ consciencer.—
+ They wilfully and deliberately preferred io let mat-
ters come toa distuption, rather than coacede what
they could have conceded 1o our consci with-
out doing violence to theirown.

How far they acted in a chiistian spirit and gave

us reason 10 regret our scpaiaton fiom them, by
this treatment, we will allow you to decide.
! Such, Dearly Beloved Brethiren, are the numer-
! ous and powcd{xl reasons which have weighed with
us in sepamating from the Synod of Canads in con-
nexion with the Church of} Scotland, and viewing
them together, we feel that we can rest upox
them with all confidence, for eecuring your verdict
in our favour. We shall not further enlarge vpon
their exposition, but leave you to pronoance upon
“Lem ay your conscicnces shall direct.

Before concluding, we would only briefly an-
nounce to you, the present position and prospects
of the Preshyterian Chorch of Canada, snd point
out the dutics to which, in the present emergencey’,
and more cepecially by the formation of that Charch,
we conceive you to be called. .

The name which we have given 10 the Church
formed by us—the Presbyterian Church of Canada.
—has been aclected for its appropriaicness to the
independence whick we intend to maintain,
especially from its Catholic character as fitted to
conciliate and atiract sl Presbyterians coming ine
to the Prevince, '

standarda by which we hold are the

¢d and vet retain her purity and her ind Jence,
it was deemed 3. zafficient answer to point to the
Establiched Chwurch of Scotland—now the enemics
of Establishments point to that Church as a-coa.
firmation of all that they have ever.alleged-agrinat
them. Once her case was appealed toas s con-

The
old standards by which.we have hitherto held: We
have #0t changed any o{qur.standards, and . we are
determined,, throogh grace, to preserve themia all
their-purity. _The only.thing in reference to our
standards wortly of further explanation is, that we




