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trincs which are held by the 1wn bodies ate thees of the Weatmineter
Confegsion of Faith, and the polity of both ie, with unimpatiant ditfer.
cnces, the same; #o that whether yon Jock to their doctrinal viewe or 10
their eingch gavernment. thete seeme to be no gond tenson why they
might not form one ewiy.  ‘I'lioy ate vastly nearer to ane annther than
different seetions of the same chureh have ofien been  DBut il there
ate great, perhaps unsarmauntable, olmtacles to a nnion. At all events,
there mast be sery great changes befure such consuinmation can be
bronght about.

I'he first hifficulty lica with the vosed questinn of the mazisirate's
anthority In religion ; nat that we unuuw(ﬁilfnvurn of opittan on this
subject to be A auilicient reneon for separation, tmt beeause qlie Free
Church attaches, ns we think, undue smpartance tot. Tn ong Chureh
the voluntary principle ie nnt wade a tetin of compmnion 3 bat the
eatablishment prnciple 1w wade a 4 i of eommonion an the Ftee Chineelr.
Fhin doetrine of the Confession of Fanhion thie subjeet 18 expressed in
the following wanls :=*"I'he civil tnagastrate hath anthority, aml it is his
duty, 1o take opder that unity and peace be proserved i the chareh, the
truth of God be hapt pure and entige, that all blasphcines and lierosics
be supprosscd, all cormptions and almeea in worehip and diseipline pree
vented or reformed, and all the ardinnnees of God duly settled, adminis.
tered, and oleorved  For the better effeeting whrmvl% he hath power to
call aynods, 1o be present nt themn, and to provide that whatenover is
tranmacted in them be accotding 10 the mind of Gad” (Chap. xxiii. sec.
§ii.)  Now thie claase, which appeare o give to the magististe all the
powet he could desire in chuech courts, imust Lo signed by evety mimster
and elder of the I'ree Chureh “I'he acknowledzment of the mngistrate's
tight 10 the things describied i the wonls guated e mnde n tenn of com.
munion.  Here, then, lies the prent olstncle to a ynion ; and it is
altogether in the Free Clinteh.  Tn ong ehnesh, the question of the magis.
teate’s authetity i rehigious matters is Ief} an open questie n. We neither
tequiro the denial nor the acknowledinent of it as cazential 1o com.
munion with us. “Fhe daetrine of the Confession on tho subject 18 eimply
dropped out of the Confeasion, asmigned amongst us: and there i liberty
10 entertain any view of the sulyect that recommends iteelf to the judg.
ment of individusls, It 1a obviona, that not entit the Free Churels
beging to deal with the anbjeet i the same manner, will a union botween
the two bodies bo possible.  We do not ask the Free Chureh to renonnee
their viewa on the sutyect of cunnection betsween the Church and Siato
as preliminary to o union with us, we only ask them not to foree their
vigwsupon na.  Only let the Free Chureh inake the sulyect of the mags.
teate’s authority n matter of forbeatance, as we do, and then a union may
bo cffected withont a mingle individual, either 1n the Free Church of in
tho Urited Preshyterian, being required to chango hie views in the
smalleat,  What an amount of mischicf and divimon, differences about
the magustrate’s authorty have coused in the chured of Christ! Al onr
separations in Scotland’ have been more or leas connccted with this
topic.

I’l‘lww are other abstacles to 3 union between the Unie.t Presbytenan
Church and the Free Chureh, which, though not so formidablo asthe one
already mentioned, would yet bo found in practice, perhaps, ns diffienlt
to deal with. Ono is suggeated by the tnanner in which the Original
Seeeders were united to the Freo Church at the last Assembly,  The
idle notion of tho I'reo Church being the true Chureh of Scotland, in a
way no other body can clain tobe, was promunently put forth, with many
a flourish of trumpeta, at every stago of the proceedings, and it was most
durifully cchoed back by the pany applying for union, ‘The Original
Seceders appeared at the bar of the Free Church Assembly inoro than a
century ago ; and the Free Assembly, acting as the descendants and re-
presentatives of that old erring Assembly, recognieed the validity of the
protest, arsoilzed the parties from all blame, and received them back
into communton. Notv, these proceedings stultify the Free Churely, and
are only fitted to exeite dension.  For if the parties who retired from
the Establishment in 1843 camo out as the true Chureh of Scotland, not-
withstanding they were a minonity, sunply beeanso they had truth on
their side 5 then, for the very same reason, the Onginal Scceders, who
left the Eatabliehinent moro than n century ago, on substantially the
eamo grounds, and who aro now acknowledged by the Free Church to
havoe been right on their viewa, muet have been all along, though a min.
ority, the true Church of Scotland.  Since the seceesion of the Erskines,
tho Estabhishinent eannot have heen the Chureh of Scotland at all.  Yet
we wero told beforo the Free Church came into existence, by those who
are now leaders in the Iree Church, that the Erskines and their descen-
dants wero nothing but gectarics, and that the Establishment slone was
the Church of Scottand. If this really waa the case, if the Establishe
ment, duning the many long years between the sccestion of the Frskines
and 13417, for great past of which ume she wasmuch worse than sheis at
the present moment, yet stll remained the Church of Scotland, afier a
seceasion on gound and true prnciples had taken place, what is it that
hinders her from being the Church of Scatland now, though another seces-
mon—eflected also, let ft be allowed, on true and sound principles—has
occurred 7 By no arzument will you prave the Free Chuteh to be now
pre-eminently the Church of Scotland, that will not equally denionstrate
the first sccession to have been the Church of Scotland from the time it
took place. The Original Seceders go to the Free Church Assembly
with their protest to be disposed of. What an absurd enachroniem!
The Free Chutch should have gone with their protest of 1843 to be dis.
poeed of by the body that had held, as they acknowledged, the true prin-
ciples of the Chutch of Scotland for mote than a century before that time.
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Bot the whole affair is unworthy of eerfous consideration.  The question
as 1o who is best entitled 1o be ealied the Chaich of Scotland, is a mere
dispute shoug wouds,  If nninbers are 1o scttle this foolish question, then a
censne would pequire to be made of the different compeiing bodies,  If
actual connection with the State is 1o Le taken as she test, then the
ISstablishinent is the Chuteh of Scotland, Il close and eentinuons adhes.
ence 10 the apsgings pranciples of cus Vierbytetinn fnefethern ie 10 made
the 1ale, then, nccotding to the ackpowledgment of the F'ree Chorch, the
Onginal Sceeders weee the true Chureh of Scothand, I the voice of
Seripture itea e heaed in the care, then thie Church of Seotland consiats of
all the genvine folluwers of Clrist in the land. Bt by no imaginable
test whatever, cacepting the atbarary will of the 'iee Clineels leadets,
!\\'ill, you prove the Pree Chntch 1o be prescminently the Chutch of Scote
and,

‘The clame put forth by the Free Church to be remething nete than
other disscntera or srcctﬁ);u friom the Eatablishmeat, something mate
than any other lealy in the Iand, will be a complere bateice to union, en far
na the United Vieshyteeian Church is concerned. “The maxim we sct
upon may be cxpiessed in our Lard's words: # One is your marter, even
Christeand all ye are bretheen,”  We claim no preerdence over the Free
Church, though, if we weie dispoeed 10 do s, Tenger stonding wonld
afford a gronnd of no linde plaugibility 3 still we claim no precedence
it cqually we concede uo preeedence 1o her,  And il ihic nnion that
tecently tonk place be the anly kind of union she is prepated to enter
inte, there yever will be p union between her anmd ahe Uniteid Preshy.
terian Chatel, I we meet at all, it must he on equal terine and on n
cotnmon plaifarm.  When the Relicfand Scecselon Ghuicher wete united,
thongh the disprapartion between their sizes was geeatee than between us
and the Freo Chureli, yet the idea of making cither of them appeat to
enter the other was niost studionsly avoided 5 and eancily the sainc things
were done by the one that wete dunc by the otier. “They nict ns separe
ate aad indepeadent bodiee, and each malde over all i s rightsto the
other, and they beeame one. We confese that the procecdings of the
lazt Assembly of the Free Chnrch have extinguished, for a tine, nny idea
we inny ever have entertamed of a umon between them and vs,

Bemdrs the general couese of the proceedings, there were paoticular 1o+
marks made whah quite confism us in the opinion we have given, One
gpenker expreased the linpe, and the eentiment was applaaded, ¢ That
rome of the mote madesare of that large and Influential body, known by the
name of the United Preshyterian Chnich, inight yet eee it to be theis duty
to unite with the Free Church.”  We dwell not upon the contemptuous
phinscolegy here employed,* knawa by the ontae” aa §f the United Prea.
bytenian Church weic aint as well known in Scotland ag the Free Chuich,
and as if she had not na good atight to the name ¢he beare.  How would
out fnends like that we should speak of them ac that large and influential
body known by the name of the Free Churchil But that isa trifle. a
mere straw showing how the wiad Wowe,  The thing 10 be reprobated in
the words aliove quoted is the wish they imply, that the United Preshy-
tetian Church may be disnembiered.  Yes, let her be broken invo fiag-
mente, if, peschance, some of the fragments may be brought to ns for our
aggeandisement ! But what galn would it be to the caure of union, that
the United Presbyterian Clinrch should be split fnto picees, even thungh
some of them should g0 to the Free Chureh 1 Or how can our friends
auppose we will be pleased or flattered with the filea, that itis for the ad-
vantage of rehgtion that the bonds of our union should be hroken, in order
to augment their numbers T What arrogance nnd self-conceit does not
the expreasion of such an idea on their past imply 1 Reverse the enee,
an { what would the adherents of the Free Chuech think if the hope were
publicly expreased in our Synod, and ihe sentiment loudly applavded, that
mmbets of them might yet feel it to be their duty 10 leave the Fice
Chiurch and 10 yjun us 1 \WVould they not feel that we were ncting an un-
brotlierly part towards them 7 Would they not fecl that all kdendly teia-
tions mnst hencelorth be at an end between uel  ‘The anly proper reason
we ean imagine for deriring a unton between different bodies ie, that the
number of separate sects may he diminished, and that the unity of the
church may thus be more openly exhibited ; but we canceive it better that
bodies remmn as they are, than that a union shoull be attempted whose
eflects nust be to praduce other divisiona,  When the union between the
Relief and Secession Churches was under consideration, the universal
fecling was that we muast earry all the members of both budies along with
us s that it would serve no good purpose to amalgamate as one body, if
such numbera refused concursence as would lead to the formation of one,
or perhaps two, other bodies.  And, in fact, the union was delnyed for a
consuderable time after decided majorities were favourable to it, that it
might be accomplished wizhout leaving a single fragment to exist separ-
arely from the umited body : and this end has been gained, Where ia
there now a Relief Cliurch—where is there now n Seceasion Church 1 I,
therefore, there should ever be a union between the Free Church and the
United Presbytenan Church, we could reckon such an event desimble,
only it accomplished in the same manner. Of what benefit would it be
1o the general interests of religion, that there shonld be a change consist-
wng sunply 1n the transference of a number of churches from the United
Presbytenan Church to the Free Chuch, or from the Free Church to the
United Preshyterian Church? Such changes might gratify individual
pride and ambition, but it is difficult to see how they wouid advance the
cause of christian union. We know not whether our correspandeat may
agree with us or not ; but we assure him, that the late proceediogs of the
Free Church hare made us feel that great changes tust take place be-
fore & union between thein and us can beco:ne practicable.  In the private



