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dence that it wvas intended to be per-
petual. Moreover, why should the
sixth and seventh and eighth com-
mandments be considered as stili in
force if the fourth be al'olished ?
The same Power that au1.orized
those, authorized this one. The
same code which contains those,
contains this one. Does flot the
some obligation, then, wvhich binds
us to observe those bind us to ob-
serve this one also ? In addition to
this, we maintain that the Sabbath
law bas neyer been repealed. A law
that was solemnly given in Eden,
reaffirmed at Sinai, and observed and
enforced by the holy prophets, must
necessarily be binding still if there be

no evidence of its repeal. Christ and
His disciples took particular care to,
teach that many of the ceremonial
laws, such as those relating to cir-
cumcision, sacrifice, etc., had corne
to an end, but they are sulent regard-
ing the Sabbath. Is it reasonable to
suppose that such would be the case
if the Sabbath were regarded by them
as a teniporary institution ?

The change in the time of obser-
vance, which is often urged as an ob-
jection against the Sabbatl, does flot
affect the question in the least, since
there is nothing in the first appoint-
ment of the day binding its obser-
vance to any particular set of twenty-
four liours.

THE REV. WILLIAM RINTOUL, A.M.

MoRF, than half a century bas passed
since the formation of the Synod of
the Presbyterian Church in Canada
in connection with the Church of
Scotland. The organization of that
body, which took place in Kingston
on the Sth of June, 1831, wvas an im-
portant event in the history of Pres-
byterianisrn: and did much to draw
together and consolidate ministers and
congregations previouslyseparated and
isolated. It had the effect, too, of stir-
ring up the Church of Scotland, and,
it rnay be, indirectly other churches,
to give more attention to the new pro-
vincýs; across the Atlantic, and to
send out more ininisters and mission-
aries to cultivate the wide thoughi
sparsely settled field. In looking at
the list of ministers ivho forrned the
flrst Synod Ii 1831, I find that not
one of them is now living. he
ministers stili living whose narnes go

farthcst back on the roll of the Synod
are: the Rev. Duncan McMillan, of
Kornoka, who has now retircd from
the active duties of the ministry, and
flie Rev. Thonmas Alexander, who is.
stili activelv engaged in pastoral îvork
at Mount Pleasant and Burford ini
the Presbytery of Paris. On the roll
of i1834 there appears the name of
IV. T. Leach, now Archideacon Leach,
LL.D., of Montreal, Vice-Principal of
lUcGill College.

The Rev. XVm. Rintoul, of whom it is
intended to give a brief sketch. was.
present at the first meeting of the
Synod, having been appointed by the
Glasgow Colonial Society to be the
first pastor of «"St. Andrew's Church,
YoT',ýe now Toronto, in July, 1830.
Hie had previously been the rainister
of a Presbyterian Chiurch at Mary-
port, in the northi of England. But
his heart was set on inissionary wvorkl.


