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sin.,, 1s unbelief- no sin ? Is ii not our greatest sin ? Yet, according to Mr-
Murison, this fundamnental obstacle to ouir salvation, tic atonement does not
rcîvoi-)e, for we eu reineve it ourselves. It is so snîîll a matter, in bis es-
tinîation, that every man cari reuîoi-e it frorn hirnself. To %vhat conclusion
-ould this lead, but that if we cau reinove uîîbelief, we cari reiove every sin,
ani that thiere is no ncod for a Saviouir at all?

3. Whiat the Presbytcry, iii this charge oheted to, Nvas that Mr. Morisen'S
doctrine would prevent an anxious sinnor, w-ho may have real faith in God as
the hoarer of prayor, from ai-ailing lîiznself of tie privilege of prajor, that bis
hecart iiighlt be brouiglit to, a full aînd cordial belief of the Gospel, and that it
-ould preî-ent, a ptrson freont praying for any th)ing, or giving any glory to the

hearer of prayor, uintil he feit liînsoW possessed of the fuli assurance of salva-
tien.

The seripturos deciare that withiour. fiîith it is iimposs.zible to please God, and
that the prayers of faith will be answered. But surely this does not warrant
the insinuation that sinners are net te pray, or thiat no person is to be directed
te pzay for grace to hcelp ini to beliove, even thotugh lie be an auxicus sinner.
WVhat does Mr. Morison make of thiat prayer te Christ.-' Lord 1 believe, help
tlîou mine unbelif'" What of Christ's declaration,-that mien ought alwûys
te pr.ay, an-d not to faint? To tell us that no person's prayers cari bo of any
avail tili lie helieve unto salvation, is arasli assertion, not warranted by scrip-
ttrc. We would radher say,-Let ail pray. Wherever there is a necessity,
(anid whero is thero not a noe-ssity ?) %lîerevcr thcre is the inclination, let theri
pr.ay. Children should be tauight te pray. The groatest sinner bas the groatest
noed tu, pray. If carinost prayer is expressed by any, it is surely a token for
geod, aînd an ovidence tiiet the Lord lias begun te doal with that soul.

Z4. Mr. iMorison's definition of repentance seeis to ho an attenipt to riake-
îiee distinctions %vlere there is nlo need for themn. The definition ir the
Shiorior Catechisîn, whiclh sie held to, ho agrecable te, the scitures, rnakes
god ly sorrow an accompaninient of genuiro repentance. Mtr. Morison says
the wvord " repentance" sinxply signifies a change of mmnd, and neyer.godiy sor-
rowv. Now the Presbytery neyer denied that such wzas tic nieaning of the

ogial word, and tlîey neyer asserted that it mn.ant godly sorrow ithout a
Change of mind. The only question to Mr. .Morison was, If he thought repen-
tance couid be conipîcte writhout godly sorrow ? Hie ailowed that this change-
of mind necessarily involvcd, as a consequenco, change of feeling and con-
duet, but lie consiulered dhat this change of feeling aLnd corduet did, Dot belon-b
te, any word ini scripture translated 'Ilrepentance?'

The P-rcsbytcry w-ere qurpý-ised that Mr. Merison should show se much
anxicty te separate boeteeni tliis change of nuind, and godly sorrow, as te con-
sider it cf s0 inuech iimportance te, persuade bis hearers that the laxiguago of
ahl iheiians s well as oif our standardls, mnuqt ho cindeiined on this; poin..'11<l that iveleneî-er lus hearers nicot with the word l'repenti' or "&repentance" in
scrilit<îre, they iinust roeinher thit it signifies a ch ange of views, or opinion,

ndhat they iiiust not w-ait for aîiy godly surrow before concluding that they
have obtained repentanrce tno life. 1m)w different is this front the language-
of scri It ure, 7-111 abhor myself, and repent ini du-st and :îshes 1"

.'he saine rcomairk, made at theo eîtset ini i-cfèence te th 1ast statement,
may bc miade rcspecting Mr. Morison's defliiein of Justiication. lIt is an at-
te.înipt to carry the anialîgýy bct.ween a humîait a:;d the divine court toe far.-
'1hat Goci justifies as a jiitdge i truc, but. wo are îlot, to suppose that ie justifies,

heathm-oughl Clirizt's a Dtîneilient it iq foiund that ien -,'ero innocent, and
acqîuttcdl, assmtme us iiino courts, in their civn righit. T1'î ana-
logy does net iIl hîcre zanid -e shoil think thiat w-hil,,t justifica.tion cf sin-
tiers by Giod, în:uv certminly le consideroîl the net cf God as the Jud-C, yet,
as it is an act of* fi-ce grace liaving se nuch (if the paternal miercy and love in
it, for Christ's sake, i. îo:îy Nvel ho considered as aise the nct cf a fathor.

Fardher, the Presl>ytcry did flot wish ?dýr. Morison te sny tlîat justification vas


