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DEAR Bin,— 1 was purporing to transmit
for lusextion in your paper, the repart,
which basjust come to hand, of n comamit
teo appointed by the Geneeud Assembly of
tao Australinn Chareh, to “tho paront
churches,” tho object of which is to scouve
Iabourers for that extensive and noedy
field. Said Comnmittoe declures thot “atus
happy fo say, thut tho Australtan Church
yeprosents net one bianeh o1 tho Mother
Churel, but of all ths churehes "—all theo
Prosbyterinn Chucchies in Sevtlaud, and
the Presbytexinn Church m Lieland.  And
thereforo they appeal to all tho churches
for help. Sull it appoars that notwith-
gtanding their united efiort, and readiness
1o recvivo nuwistors frow ' all the pareut
ohurches,  they aro iu presung aced of
Tabourers to supply vur capu Duated cvuniry-
mon theio with Gospel ordinances.

My attention was however, arrested by
the following quotation, winch ocenes 1
tho last eduonal v your paper. * When,
howover, as Mr. McTavish has shown the
United Church Is bound by ils articles of
Union toreceive the mumsters of the Stote
Church, though avowodly erastian in senti-
ment or very broad in their theology, it
may not Lo amizs to insist upon an article
on tho Headship. It may bo said that this
jndicates suspicion. Nothing of the kind
it indicates [mowledge ;iknowlege of the
fact that thore mie Liastians and broad
ehurchmon nmong the clorgy of the Church
of Seotland; and a {}erception of this re.
sult as flowing from Union on the proposed
Basis, that the United Church would be
bound to recoivo such mer as Drs. Tullogh,
Caird, Wallaco and MecKnight, without
queation or romonstrance.” The italies aro
yours, and shotld be noted. Now, Sir, had
the above sentimenis boen allowed to rest
over tho signature of Mr. MoTavish, we
should not condescond totake any notics of
them. Any one who has had opportunity
of hearing adnanseam, his oral effision,
indulged in for many years, cannot bo the
lonst surprised at what ho hag written, Oune
hialf doos not yct appear on rocord. But
we woro somewhat surprised and much
griovcd to seo those sontimeuts eudorsed by
your paper, avowedly puliished in the in-
torests of Union. Wo had beon entortain-
ing the belief that his efforts to blacken the
Church of Scotland, and especially his last
lstter, should have pravented evory sonsible
Christinn man, who had any respect for
himself, from endorsing his sentiments. Tt
is utterly ineonceivable how any one who
hins proper regard for truth, or any thought
of God's solemn warnings in :his word
against slandorers, could cooly concoct and
gubscribo such a lotter. To us it appeara
an insult o Christian inlelligence to find
one that manifests cuch & spirit and so
opposed to the Spirit of the Divine Master,
sotting himeelf forward, as the Champion
for tho Headship of Christ over his Church.
1t would certainly be wiser for him first to
learn to acquire the mastery over his own
gpirit. What could be more reckless or
moro opposito to truth than to say that if
tho state required it, the Scoitish Ghurch
must worship the Virgin Mary? Ts thore
anything in the entiro history that can
justify such a statement? The Scottich
Church always maintained tho mest con-
sistont opposition {o Popery, and noyer had
any complicity with that church. For this
wo love her daarly. Another Presbyterian
Cliurch has beon nssociated with Popery in
Parlinmentary efforts to weaken the in-
fluonce of the Church of Scotland, but the
Scottish Church never used hor influence in
concert iith Papists, to encroach on 2
sister Presbyterion Chureli, er for other

PUrposes.

hile, Mr. Editor, we would not offer
one shadow of o defenee for unzound tesch-
jng in tho Scottish Chureh, I trust you will
permit us to offersome remarke on unsound
enching 1n self-defonce sud 1n the inter-
ests of justico. If ws have to record what
wizy not bo plonsing to some, it must bo
censidered that we bLave not bsen tke

AGFTCRSOTE,
As rogards Dr. Tulluch, who is by
oneral consent, one of the most Yex}med
heologinng and enlightened Christian
Philosophers in Britain, whoso work on
Theism about twenty yoars ago, obtained
the second prize out of nearly three hundred
compotitors of the most learned Then-
logians from all paxts of the world,—it is
readily admitted that he advocated more
liberal shbseription to the Weat minister
Standards; but wo cowld neve. aseertnin
tha ho hies over advanecd one word in his
many writings, that sould bo found cen-
surablo by his Church. Had he done so,
whore are doubtless eagle-oyed  hekesy
seokers in his own Church, who would have
called him to account. As regards Drs.
Wallace? and Caird, they are ealled ta an
<count before their respective Churel Courts
TWhet then conld any faithful Charch do?
It would surely be unfair to pass judgment
on them before being tried before their
-geveral Church Courts, as was done in
another Chureh in tho caso of My, Me
Midlan of Cardross. Is it not premeturo
{0 condemn any-churoh for heresy, for the
utterances ofindividuals while thoy aresum-
moned to answer for theso utterances, Aud
as regards Mr. Euight, ho cannot as yet be
a minister of {ho Chureh of Seotland. Wo
Inow very little of him, beyond-what we
have read of him on trinl hefore his own
Church, Possibly he may bave applied for
admission to the Chureh of Scotland. On
hie trial ho appeaved to be a man of con-
siderable abjlity, butho may yet be ra.
qaired to attend the Thee'ogisal Hnll.of the
Scottish Chureh beforo ho can boreceived as
one of her rinisterr Cther upnhcnutg
from: tlio sawe Chureh, after heing licenes
and preaching for years, lind to attond our
Theolagigal Hall bofore they could be ad
mitted.  Ono pf these gt beside mo n one
of onr Scottish Thevlogienl Halls, whep
pursilog my stidles thefe. I¢ .nudl bo
Yory manifest that Mr. McTavisl must be
#orcly at s loss o prove unsoundnoss,
viast the. Qhursh-of Sdotland, whenhe
angt tidval beyond Hdiekargh Jier with. the
snppoved xin:of sthors, snd somparing Mt
an'uxm pust snd present utberances, ilio
“Clinareh of Seotland mudd bp in & vory liops-
‘fal.condition. 'Nob:lowg -ugo; secording: to:
his xopented. declarations, :the Churelr of

Sosiland . was enly a:mads of xusoundneés:
il govraptisn. . Néw he.jaush fexrel oot

t side of our Chuvch exw ke oun find-a fonrth

tinoturcp with boregs even jby intinuation,
but we should like {0 nsk Low the Churel
of Scotland con ko rogarded ungonnd on
wcoonnt of Mr, nght, although ko was
astually one of hor ministers, o find, as
reported in your paper some time ago, that
aftor trinl by his own Presbytory, the Clerk
of enildl Preshytery said ia reply to & ques
tion put by an clder of My, Knight's con.
pregation, anent tho deliverance, ** that the
finding of the Prosbytery did uot convey
the elightest degroo of censure upon Mr,
Knight, znd did notanauy way compromise
his postion m the Chureh.'
Rnight bo scehrag aduuttance sute one
Church, what odwum zan 1edect on the
Chureh of Scotland therefrom? If Mr,
Kvight is the dangerous teacher that this
aconwer of the Lrothron insiwuales, surely
the odinm 1eflects un thioss who gave bLun
the eacualpatury eertificate. Sv much for
the unputativus of uasvund teaching ia the
Church of Scoutland, ard tho evuzeguout
dunges of recelving ministors tralnod thero.

Let us now mgquire in  self-defenes
whethior augihing of the Liud wmny uut be
found olsewiiore, whothicr om Cliwiehe i
Canada has not greater renson to fear uu-
sound tonchors from other Piesbylerian
Churches. Tho old adage will bg found
trac here: *“Thoso who live in glass
houses should be caveful nat to cast stones
at their neighbours,

Only last year Dy, Marshall, a loading
minister in tho United Preshytorian Church
in Scotland, publishied a book ecriticising
the Westminister Confession of I'nith. In
this work ho not only criticises the chaptors
in our Confession roferred to in tho pro-
posed Basis fur tho Union of the Canada
Cliurches, but also represents the teachings
of “ the larger Catechism™ as containing
dangerous lessons. And this Cateclism, be
it obscrved, Las Leen unanimonely adopted
as o Basis for Union by all the Canada
Presbytorian Clinvehes. Does any one
supposo that Dr. Marshall shall bo ealled
to accuunnt by his Church 2 Hoe knows well
ko need 1ot fear this. IIe knows that
similar sentiments lave been ropeatedly
oxpressed Ly ofice bearors of his Church
against the confession of Faith, and no
Churel Court took any notice of their
sayicgs. And what Presbyterian doos no$
know that an eminent Thenlogical Pro-
fesgor in the same Chureh was arraigned
bofore hor Church Courts under the charge
of erroneous teachings, and although he
was nover cleared of theso imputations, he
was eontiuued teacher of Theology to the
ond of his dayx. This was the grand charge
of the Fres Church against her sister
Church in their OFposition to Union ; nor
can wo discern why the minority sueceed
in prevonting Union in Scotland, except on
the oft ropeated plea of unsoundness in the
Sistor Chuichi. (Letus oxpress the hope
that thoso in this country who regavd said
Church their parent Church, will pardon us
for adducing theso things. It would never
been dono had we nod been constrained by
one that sits in your Church Courts. We
are ready to allow that szid Church has
takon the lead of all tho Seottish Churches
and Colonial slso, in Missionary opera-
tions). Again isit not well known that the
inte Dr. Candlish has sot forth erroneous
teachingy 1n his work entitled tho “Father-
hood of God.” Vet he was continved Prinar-

al of the new Collego to tho closo of his
Efo, and his Church never suimnmoned him
before her tribunal. Wore it to promoto
edafication or advanco miorality—wo might
advanco nesrer home, to specify cireum-
wtances of past years connacted with Theo-
logical institutions not less discredi-
toble, and which should lead the
adlierents of the Church of Scotland te be
aareful as to whom they would recoive as
Ministers of the Gospol. But slthough in-
dividual instanees oceur in a Chuzeh who
aro charged w:th unsound teaching, is it
nut unchantable -to represent tho entire
Church as = daugeorous institution, Al
though Dr. Candlish has in one powt
transgressed the recognized limits of sound
orthodoxy, it would be very unfair to h:ing
2 general chargo of unsounduess against
him or his Church., Aud can it be loss un-
fair to eondémn the Church of Scotland
becauso Dr. Caird has expressed sontiments
on & vory sbstruse sulject ~by somie ve
garded ns dangarous, while ho declares that
his words wers misconsirued, and especially
when Ins Church is sitting in judgment on
him. Itis manfestly impossiblo for any
Church—tlie pursst on sorth, to prevent
instanees of this kind srising. What ean
suy Church do, in ,usties to all, but sum.
mon such befors hox, and expel them whon
found.guilty, This the Cirareh of Scotland
has dono ropantedly, and this sho will de
agzain when civoumstanees require it. And
wo may safely challange .eoraparvison with
any otiter Ghurcli on earth in this respect.
The Theolozical Institubions of no othsr
chureh—&o faras we kuow—has excrqised
greater viglipee over fthe "Theological
toachurs, aud 1o other churely has go uni-
formly demanded so high a standard of
Thuological training of all her students.

Row, sir, wo should like to ssk when, or
if thore is any prospéct of there being fn
ond of thia abuse and vibfying of the Ckureh
of Scetland, and what possible good éan
result from it ? It is wore Jhan question.
ablo if any Bneh parmstent treatment of o
Sigtar Church enn-be found in Christsndom,
Accerding to the hdraission of thus sscuser,
the proposal for Union did nof originate
with uss It came from the C. . Church.
This proposition was recoived in o kindly
spirit, sud, it rood: faith, wo veceived tho
assurance from smd Oharcix, that ** bysgones
thionld be byegones.' And now when tho
majority in both Churches have de ared
faveurnbla to Union, wo aro sl weex after
vwack pursued with the wmost.virulent .aceu-
sations. Did not the C. P. Chureh kuow
the ralations of our Church and har teach.
ings befors Union was proposed 2 1f not
aatisfied with these, why propoes or counu-
tenance Uuion with us at &ll? Why did
et the Sister Chureh rather 1y to ucite
srith ihe Mothodists cr Baptirls, nxd Joave
qs flona? Csn it ¥e -supposed that any
Chireh, havihg any vespect for hersolf,
could be dniveu into Union by ‘stich jnsult.
jing taeane?  Che,adhersnis of {hiq Church
of. Sootland have-been- 400 fong agenstomed
i4o beax il zeporis * fo feras s from-our
aenvictiantby aneh mepnr, . Unidn ex no
Uniod, such a-courap_osw anly- be produs-
tive efaweh harnl W liek beananxionely
 Joping- tliste s wmld :be- an 98 o ine
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Suoald Me. |

onslaxghts in your paper, {hat wo ralght
have i\ eiroalated among our peopie. Wo
should much prefer to bave & Presbytorian
weckly than™ any other; but whils the
vituperative effusions of My, McTavish ob

taiu pleea and are oendorsad, we shauld
have ae mucl. eredit from thogo who Lnow
his presedonts, In cirenlating these gonti

1nents, as if wo eirculated pareels of poison,
wruly lebolled,  And wlhicthor there is unjon
or not, onn 4 bo ssuring or comioriabla fus
tho minsiers of vur Church to some Lefure
thn congrogations of the C, I, Churck, 28
wo aia somatimes required tu do, with the
img rumatcar of your paper, of bewng dan-
gor us ansirwotors. Lt eannot serve to in-
dues the adhcronts of aithior te joiulicartily
with the Sister Clrsh in dutricts wrhere
he eannot possibly have $he minisirations
of the Cliuccls of Jus enrly attashnzont, Can
sucli & oouise gorve in auy suiceivable way
te prumouie truth or righteonsness, ur the
interestsof Uni.n,  'What possible guudcan
Ls accoruplished by .onbinxing to aligma

tise us &3 Eiustian and 60 focth, without une
shadow of proof ? It cannot hurt us. I
must ‘njni e thase who indulge in itit. If
vour paper rhould securo the laudable aund
rightful elaim of helping forward the wniox
of Presbyterians, allew wao to assuro you
that it is not by adopiing tho unguarded
atatemonts of Mr. Mo lavish and his claes,
There can be no more effective ¥aethod of
{.utling n speody end to all negstiations.
\Wo know not that any speeial bonefit ean
accrue to ourselves as ivdividuals from this
proposed Union ; and cerlainly nothing but
what must be most unpleasant in prespect
and worse in its accomplishmont, iF we are
to be pursued with this overlasting perse-
cution, besauso of our association with eur
baloved Zion. o desio union if 1t can be
sttammed on honourable terms—that the
principles of our Westminister Confession
may be more extonsively taught, and that
every Presbytorsan withun the bounds of
this vast and growing Domunion may have
the moans ot sound Gospel mstruction
within Jus reach., But for myseif I am
constrained to deciare—and I supposo that
1 cxpross the sontunents of tho ontire
Chureh—ithat if the scauments of Mr. Me-
Tavish are to sway the onoral Assembly
of the C. P. Church, thoro must bo & specdy
ond of this correspomienco on Unien, We
shail wait with some ntoress to seo whethor
the G, I'. Church shall ondorse in any way
Jus uttorances, and asl now terms 1n ac-
cordance therowith. If so, more than
enough tuane has been spont discussing the
torms of this proposed Union. Woe should
dread becomung part of any Churcl, who
vwould endorso lus spirit or suvmit tv lus
dictation. JIudeod we might regard that
Church as mahing hopeful progress to have
done with Ivs cffusiuns, whether by Union
or otherwse.

1 am, yours sincorely,
ALexanpen McKavy.
The Manse, Eldon, 81st March, 1874.
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The Basis of Union.

Ldétor BRITISE AMERICAN PRESUITBRIAN

Str,—Might I request of you the favor of
an inseriion in tho PresnyYTeriav of the
following deocision como to by our Session
aud Cengrogation, rospectively, on the
Basis of UTnion, now before the Chureh.

On the eight of Dec., Iast, tho Session,
according to agrecmeont at a provious mest
ing, resumed the considoration of the Basis
of Union, nnd after a careful examination
of its differont articles, ag also of tho Reso-
lutions accompanying it, the following de-
cision was come to, viz:i—* That this
Session disapproves of said Basis of Union,
as also of certnin of tho Resolutions Lerein
reforred to.

1. Because. in the second Article, tho
lavger and shotter Cactclusms are not, as
herctofore, included with the Westminster
Confession of Fauth, as Standards of the
Church , but have assigned to them, in that
Artislo & position of inferior importancoe,
which deprives thom honceforth of the
weight which hitherto they possessed in the
oyes of tho Church as Symbols of her faith.
Tho Session ecannot but regard the funda.:

mental change thus contempiated as most

nasracranted, and as dangerous to the Jue
trinal purity and spiritual prosperity of the
Cuarch.

2, Because, that whilo the third Article,
if taken alone, and unconuectod with any
Deliverance or 1«#,8 on wiuch might
ofect it, is unobjoctionable, yot tho utility
and force of said Articio 1s takon away by
the adoption of tho Fourth of the series of
Resolutions that accompanies tho Basis,
which states—**that with ragard to modes
of worship, the practico presoatly followed
by congregations iu thoe master of worslup
shall be allowed ; aud thet farther action
m conneation therowith be left to the 1egis-
lation of the United Church.” Dy this:
lesolution, thugs practices which have
alveady erept mto tho Chacch, as to muloes
of worship, and which are not in accord-
ance with her Standards, aud which givo
seont offonse to o large munber, if not
indoed, to & majority of har members, but
winch have not ss yet boen sanctioned by
the supreme judica‘ory of tho Chursh,
will, at tho moment Uaton is consimmated
upon tlis Bass, not only be sanctioned
avd become law of the Charch, but will
sven begome & part of her Cuivn covenaut,
aud oconsequently of ker constitution; and
will thersby be, for ali tune conmug.
shielded from any intcrforences on the part
of tbo chiurel oven if she wishied 1t.  More-
ovar, the Session has beon led to under-
stahd from cucrent xcport, and this report
lins net Leen contradicted, that into.con-
grogati.us withwu the Budy in connccticns
with the Chureh of Scotland, practices in
worship havo been introduced oven more
objectionnble in their character than those
that are nearcr home, and better krown
‘10 tho Seenion. The Sesdion bolioves that
this eircumstancs ought of 1itself bo o sufl-
eiens reason-why the Chureh should pinse
‘before assonting to the Basis as 1t now
atahds; it at.onco sasgesis tho propniely
#nd cxpedioney of making enquirios into
this matter, and »f obtaining full infoima-
fion. aa.ta what ‘““praetices are prosently
followad,” a5 to modes of worslup, m the
shuroheq with which she is negotinting, for
Ugion, befors she would give'her consont
"o any Dasis whatever. The Bessiop, more-
over, belisves that thero oughivuot to bo

any: weecsslly for suck a Deedivtion: &5 b

»

ora in question,

3. In tho judgment of the Session thers
oxisls 200 roason for the fovrth Arnola of
thoe Basis, bolieving that the Unitad Ohureh
ought te be left frae to defipe and declars
bor relation to other churches ps ocsanton
ar080; And ouyly, in the igeantune, to
aveid all entangling eonditous and en-
gagomeonts 1 this respect, Bosidus, the
Sezsions hine the most decided objertion to
the fourth Artiets, inaswawtelr 2« 1t wtrodu-
ces au element into tho Chuyoliim regarid
of eoclesiustical relations lhatherto un-
known, By this Article the Church w ayamn
brought baok into ocolesiastical relations
with the Church of Ssotiand, whichshe hias
ranclaced, and which 1nvolvee consequen-
ces whish, of plainly stated in the Article,
the Church wounld, without & moments
hesitation emphat cally objeet to. By 1t
wo are requured viriuatly to unde and con-
doomn all that we, 12 common with others
with whom we neted, has donoe and tostt
fied for, since the disruption, both 1 Seot-
lnnd and in Canada. T'ho Session cannot
but view with deep sorrow the assent given
Ly tlo Gonoral Assemubuy tu tho Dasw of
Cuivn in its present furw, anvolviug, as it
does, in each of its threo mam Articles, o
Eotrograde action of a most serious charae-
[18)

4. Tho Session furthor, considers the
snid Basis as highly objeotionablo and an-
satisfnctory inasmuch asit does not contain
a distinot and full recognition of tho Head-
shl%, of Chrigt, both as regards the Chureh
and tho notions of the world. Such a re-
cognition tho Session rogards as essontinl
in any Basis of Union which may be adop-
ted in tho existing circumstances of he
Cliurch. But so far s the presons Bass
from containing sach a recogmtion that
nof even in tho name of the Lord Jesus
Ghrist, nor tho moost distant allusion to
Him, found init from boginming to ond.
Bosides tho grave unproprioty of completely
1iznoring, in such & place ns a Basis of
Unpion, tho Head and Lord, the Founda-
tion and Saviour of the Church, thero are
speaal circumstances whach 1n tho presont
caselvondor the omussion roferred Lo the more
mwro roprohensivle, viz.,—l.) 1618 a depar-
turo from our presentd Union Oonvenant, of
which the racognition of Christ's ¥eadship
over the Church and tho nations torms an
essential portion--a portion, indeed, so
essontial that bat for it that Union would
not have taken place. (2.) Tho poculiar
posthon in \v)u(‘}x we stand towards the
Prosbyterian Chureh of Cansda in connec-
tion with the Church of Scotland, impera-
tivoly {demands shat tho clearest enuncia-
tion should be given of tho Headehip of
Clirist in any Basis apon which this Cliurch
might propose to umte with that Boly.

2.) Inasmuch as tho Headship of Chuistis,
}not by mero oversight or inadvertence;
but intentionally and professedly, left out
of the Basis, now before tho Church, as o
concession to the Church above refered to
and as o condition demanded by her, and
without which she refuses to conzent o the
Union proposed. By consenting to this
condition, tho Church would be oponly dis-
honouring Chirist in an aggravated form,
in order to secure for horsolf the supposod
advantage of Union with the Body in ques-
tion, she consents to have recourso to theo
unworthy expediout of keeping her King
and Head out of vimw in the transaction,
and of suppressing} her lestunony hitherto
borne for Hum. This, in effect, would be,
to soll for a consideration that wiuch she
ought over tu regard as sacred and infini-
tely precious, and which she is not atliberty
to part with."

TFrom®*the above decision one membeor of
Session dissented.

At a public meeting of tho congregation
held a fow days later than the dato of the
the sbove, tho Basis of Union was laid
befaro the people, and, iaftor the cousider-
ation was dizapproved of, tho congregation
adopting the decision of the Session, above
given, as thie expression of their mind upon
tho subject.

Yours truly,
L. McDPnersox,

Bast Williams, March 16th, 1674,

LWhile giving the alovu, Leeause the
first dbessional Bhndiug scul us, we cannot
jusert any more beyond indicating the
mere character of tho decision.—Ep. B.
A. D,

Canon Kingsley,

We liavo seen sevoral attompt at deserib-
ing the personal appearanco and oratorical
gitts of this gontleman who recently visited
our Amoriean eousing, but none is more ri-
quant than this from tho Golden Age —

As to his delivery it washko that of most
t-of our Buglish cousius, sutoply abuininabie.
Mis gestures were muractvs of awhward-
NOSS.

Iake Frowde, lio is tall, thin,and ungrace-
ful faporson. He rtandsin one spot, his
Lialy moving backward and forward in the
ost awkward fasinon ; smmetimnes ho holds
his hands as if in prayer. thene he inter
twines his fingors, and then ho varvies tins
geatare by that which Hond deceribes in
Sir Jacob Kilmansegz as *‘washmg his
hauds m inwvisible§isoap, in inporcoptible
water,” and sometimes o puts his hand
under his cont-tails, lifting them ag if he
wero standing before a conl five.

Occasionnily ho thrusts both thumbe in-
to Lus wa.scoat pockets, and with arms
akimbo, stands wiiggling backwnrd and
forward in an attitade which is the perfee
tion of awkwardnoss.

During all the leotnro bhis faco wears o
porturbed and cavraworn expression. Hig
I-torchead is furrowed with aniious lines,
aud hismouth sympathizes with thoe trouble
‘of his other features.

As ant ovator Charles Kingsley is not a
waccess, .

But wo believe that it s not eonsidered
m England “the shing * to be n, goad spoak-
cr. Themore blundering and awkward an
orator ie, tho wore gontiymanly he 3s re-
garded-—eo wo have beea informed from
what purperts to bo good anthonty.

Judgod by this standard, Canon Kingsley
e & perteet gentlonise.

~- e - RS
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Forme of Procodurs.
]
Editor BRssisn Aurnsean FAssovinnian.

Dian Stx,—~Whow it is resolvad to vevise
and purge & Koll of morabers, shonld there
be & new Koll written, or simply add
names omutted and eraso names of thosa
why had ceacad to bo members, stating vea-
son thorefors ?

Ts it o gecordanss with tha rales of aur
Chursh to hold jolut meotin s of Secosions.
aud Trueteen ¢ " If guch mesling it hold
should the minutes ba v corded m Session
Boole or Trustoc’s Book ?  Shounld minutes
of Sossion be vem! and spproved bofore
boing recorded in Minute Book, or should
thay bo submittad for approval nf Sucsion
after belug recorded ?

When there has beon an orror in a
Minuate Book, vitlior from mistuke of Session
.Clurk or from Lusiness being dono jrrogn-
lacly, shoald tlie wiwuwe bu oxpunged (by
outtmﬁ out the leaf if necessary) vy rhould
thero bo a resclution setting forth and eor-
rooting the s1ror?

Py ansporing these yunsstions through
tho col~mns of your puper you will much
oblige, ,

Yours truly,
A Sesgion Clerk,

(We shall ho glad if some one of our
corrospondonts gives the desidorated infor-
matien.—~Ep. B, A, P.)

Church Paalmody.
g
Editer. BRITISIE AMERICAN PRESDYTERIAN.

sz-I have oftenbeen grieved, 2t {he man.
ner in which the singing is comducted in
souo of our Churcher. X see in an articlo
in yowr valaablo paper, entitled songrega~
!.Lonal singing, that & good deal of blamoe
is attaclicl to the pastor but I think
the eengregation is io blamo, and why
Is thera a leader wanted, thon he must
have & good voice, and if Lo can
sing @ fow {unes in & good high key
that will do, altlough tlere may not be
Lc.u of the eongregstiun uble o sing with

im,

Now, 8ir, I think there are some qualifi-
cat:ous required in o Leader, which are
often overlooked. First, he should huve
a good knowledge of music, he can thus
toach the congregation to sing socond,
ho should hevesn good voice,s0 that it
conid be dustinguicked from all other
vuices, thus tho whole Church would know
how to sing, and not depond on each other
so much, and somotimes loose themselves
50, that theymustistop to find where theyare.
Third, he must bave a knowledgo of the
powers of the human voice. I think the
want of this is ono of tho greatest hind-
rances o good Congregational singing
i our Churches

It 1s an understood rule “in musio,
that all tunes are set 1n tho key most suit-
ablo, for the majority or voices, although
soae tunes may be cung & note higher
orlowor, but some leadors having &' kigh
strung voico, pitch somo tunestwo or three
notes higher than the key in whiok it is
rot, and asa natural oonsequence in the
high) parts of tho tune nearly the wholo of
the Cougregation break down, and becom-
ing disgusted with overything in connee-
tion with the singing they sit in silence,
and tho smging iz loft to & [few,
and thew we are pained with
the seeming carelessness and  indiffoxr-
ence of tho majority of the people. when
tho fact is they never have an opportunity
to join in tho praies of our Gos.

Befora I conclude, I wouldifsay a word
about choirs. We must ha'{!e ’;ho bes$
voices in the Church, for the choir. They
meet once or twico  weok to practice somo
new funcg, and out they come with n
flourish. Before the peoplo have timé to
learn them, out come some more. Atlnst
the people come to the conclution that this

is got up for their amusoment, and they
all sit dumb. Hoping that you will ox-
euso this iberty,

I Remain,

A Congregational Singor

DIED.

On the 17th «* March, at Metis, Que., Ma
I&;;;nks, widow o1t tho late Mr. Poter Loggat, ngﬁ
cars.

Officind Snuanncenvents.
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WEETIMGS OF SYNODS.

MONTREAL—Within Emox Churcl, Moutreat
on 1irst Tucsday of May, at ©:30 p.m.

LONXDON.—At Loudoyn, on tlxwt Tresday ol May,
&t 730 pont.

S3sup oF Hastinion wieta in Firsy Prosbyteria
g:gsuuh, Gaelyh, on the first Tuesday of lﬁy. a%
30 .. .

MEETINGS OF PRESEYTHRIES.

Loxpox.—At London, Ly edfoxrnmen

in lat
Yresbrterian Chureh, on 1st Tuesday in

ey, atll
ein.  Next ‘oidinary meeting in Saruis, o’;« -3nad
Auosday in July, &t 7:30 pam.

LrOuRVILLE.—At Piscott, (when Synodessemb
io8) on sbe 1st Tuesday of ilay, at 2 p.m.

TonroNToO—At Torente, on 1st Tuesday of May,
atllam

ONTaR10.—At Yory Forry, on 18t% ot dgy, at 11
aae,

B ,
Hunox.—AtGoderich, on the Ist Tuesay of July
2t 1l a m.

! Guzrrn— Next ordinary moating at Cuol?h. in
| Chndnioss Churchs, on 2od Twesdry of- Awil, utll
e )

MaxrTors~At hiidenan, an i5th o May,at 10
LAY

6TRATPORD.~AL Hiratford, om lat Twesday In
July. at i1 a.m, B

OWEN BoUMU.~—At Owent Sound, on Menday aftar
".:nd‘Sal:llimth m )Jn‘ . &40 :0 a‘m..pby (d]o&t:&xa_cant;
noxs ordinary mecting at amivo place, OB -
day of July, at 10aum. * 36

Boren.—AtKincarding, the las
ol 2 paa, .

Dosniw.—it Durham, on last Tuesday of July
ab 2l oan. !

S1Naon —28 Banls, ex Teesday ik of Juiy &t
Nom : {

¢ Tudcday of June,

[
axes.~In Duwmfries stoeet Chuved, Parls; e Mot~
doy 24th April, at 21 e o
MonTREAL At Montrenl,{a Presoytarfan Oollige,
€n the firad Wednoaday of April, 49 tom o'clook tor'e-

oo, [
Hawur xo¥--At Noopitien, $n seo Contrzl Cliwrah,
on SheSodTwesday of: Apall, o6 {1000 .

-~




