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REV. J. LAINC ON THE “FOURTH
ARTIOLE” OF THE BASIS.

Faitor BLETIRE AMPRICAN PRESDYTERIAYN
Siny~It s w  proverb-—ono must
go from home o got mows” It
was f8 groat mnows to the othor
members  of the Presbylecian Chuvch
of Canada, in connecction with the Church
of Scotland, probably, as it was to me,
which My. Laing vouchsafod through your
columna on the 17th inst., to tho offect that
the Church of Scotland is the owner of the
property which we enjoy in this country,
sud that Imperial legislation must be sought
before our prasent designation can be
altered. ‘Those comolusions only afford
amusoment to those who are most imme-

diately concerned, and who, it may be
assumed, are as likoly to know the real
stato of the caso s Mr., Laing; but, as many
of your readers mey not have tho means of
informing theimnselves on the question, and
yob are deeply interested in ovorything that
relates fo union, I ask your indulgence
while I offer a few remarks on this formid-
ablo {hesis on tho “ Fourth Article in the
Basis,” to correct tho misleading impres-
sion ‘which it is fittad to produce. I donot
doubt Mr, Laing's desire to throw trmo
light npon the quostion ; but it scems to me
tkat the prowmises he lnys down, oven though
they were grauted, do not warrant tho con-
alnsions ho arrived at., To take the last of
{hem first : docs Mr. Laing moan to say that
the moro offoring of resolutions in a Syncd,
whon theso resolutions svere net carried,
detormines anything? Or that tho use of
tho term * our rights in a report presentod
to tho Genoral Assombly establishes that
the Church of Scotland claimed tho posses-
sion of “legal” or “constitutional”
rights in Canada ? If hio takes pains to -
quire, he will discover that tho Church of
Scotland, s then and now constituted, can-
not be out of Scotland, aud can have no
corporate or legal rights but in that coun-
iry, Any rights sho Las or over had ia the
Canadian Church, called by ier namo, avo
moral only—of the same kind as those
which the # Free Church " of Scotland has
in any of the Colonial Churchoes which havo
sprung from her,

Mr, Laing thisks he finds in tho absenco
of any mention of tho *legal " or * consti-
tational " rights of the Church of Scotland
in those resolutions offored in our Synod in
1844, when the spiritual supremacy of that
Church was donied, proof tYmt thero legal
, rights weve,conosded,- Bus I read the- liis-
tory of thesa 1esolutions quite differently.
I take it that those who framed theso
regolutions wero men who woro thoroughly
sequainted with the facts oftho caso. ‘Thoy
were not called upon to say anything as to
rights of property, becau e those rights
wore not matters of dispute, The mattors
about which there was a difforence of opin-
ion in the Synod wero wholly of a spiritual
kind, arising out of the rclation subsisting
bolween tho Church in Canada and the
parent Church. There were, indeed, refor-
ences to {foubles that might arise, provided
tho name of the Church was changed; Lnt
as I undorstand the question, tho obstacles
apprehended were to arise, not from any
action taken by tho Church of Scotland, but
from the members of tho Church in Canada
who might resist such legislation as should
be sought to legalize the change, and who
might give great trouble by bringing quos-
tions of Church property before the civil
courls.

Alr. Leing endoavors to make a meal
doal out of the fact that Dr. Urquhart's non-
committal motion was earvied, and thinks
that the Church should rather have conrted
difficulty, and havo testod the questions
raised ; but I beliove ho wil! bo singular in
his opinion of what was the wiso courso in
the circumstances. No Church that can
avoid it is over anxious to plead for her
rights bofore the civil cowrts. Ho alsu

uotes & passage from a report of the
Colonial Committee prosented to the Gen-
eral Assembly  beforo the Disrup-
tion, in which the phrase *our rights"
ocours; and from this ho infers that legal
rights aro implied. But the meaning ofthe
passago is obvious enough. 'Thoe Chureh of
Jeotland, had rights in the Canadian
Church, It was her money for the mo:t
part that had built our first churches—it
waa her licontintes that first filled our pul

}!its, sont to this country many of them at
ier oxpense, and, to a considerable extent,
maintained by her ;' was throtigh hor good
offices in large measuvoe that our olaim to
shinte in the benefits of tho Clergy Reserves
was conceded, and surely in thvse circum.
stances she was warranted in saying that she
had rights in our Ghurch, But theso rights
werd not legal, didt not extend to proprietor-
ship, sy more than I have a legal right in
Any gift I bestow upon o publie chenty. In
o senso, they were of a stronger charncter.
She had moral claims upon us, a3 a paront
hag upon a child whom she has fondly
nursed aud protectod. She knew that the
Chureh here was being tampered with to
soduce us from our allegiance to ber at a
eritical period in her history, when a with-
deawal of qooparation and sympathy wounld
. bo a Brutug-like stab ; and, having also full
information of the fact thatmany of the
wnisters and people in this country were
averse to any chango in the relations then
sxisting, siie was justified in resolving to
use all her jnfluence to pravout the parpe-
. leation of ihe talked ofl ** ipvasion of her

. A8 tho means alie was to smpla
iug the propgsed- legislation i ﬂ‘;ig conulry
: Z;re ouly moral meati¥, Iu.fhe vary pts.
s quoled by Mr. Tiaing, she specks
gt be ':}o ':Il (;g "1:1!}%05' m‘i\i §.13
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rights,” But her rights we.e only moral,”
in defoat-

" ke, ]

That is to eay, all the title-decds of pro-
erty were mado out in favour of the ad.
?xorfmta of tho Church of Scotland in Can.
adn; and so long as the proplo desired to
retain numinal councetion with the parent
chureli, fhe deolaved horzelf dete mined to
stand by them. Dul, supposing that the
propased legislation hwd been earrvied into
effect, tho Church of e tland could, in her
cwn name, do nothing towards vecovoring
proparty. Any actious taken in the civil
courts would lave to be cntered in the
name of persons living in Canada and
claimivg to have proviously had vights
such property.  And if they wonld tako no
steps to resist lozislation to claim the pro-
perty, sho at homo would be powerless,

Auad the same thing may be said now,
If the Church of Scotland disapproved of
the proposed Union, and if sho thought any
oonsiderablo portion of the people in our
Churceh were opposed to it, she could un-
questionably throw great obstacles in the
way of Union by giving them her moral
support ; but tho samo might be said, I pre-
sumo, of the *“Freo Church'' of Scotland
and the United Presbyterian Church. But
the Church of Scotland, while presorving a
position of dignificd neutrality, as betwoon
her childron in the Colomos who diffor
among themselves in opiniong, has shown
unmiatalkkablv that the propossed Union, if
consummated in such amannor as to satisfly
us, will be abundantly agreeable o her.

As to obtaining Imperial legislation on
the question of tho property of our Charch,
I fancy we shall have no more need to doso
than the “Presbyterian Church of Cauada”
had on entering the United Clmrch in 1861,
There was & period when all tho legislation
of the Colonies was done in Westmimster,
but that period is long sinco past, and I
apprehend our Hsuso of Commons is quito
competent to grant us all the legislation
that is requisito to enable us to take our
property with us into the Union. On {his
point our Synod entertains no feors, I
wo go to our own Parliament with anythivg
like unanimity, we do not anticipate any
sorious dimcufty in seeuring a bill that w.*
quiet all titles. It will bo as casy to bri
our property into the United Church, ns 1t
will bo for the Canada Presbyterian Chuxch
to bring theirs. I have never known moro
than ono person in our Church express the
qnizotic views which Mr. Laing hasrecord-
¢d on this subjoct, nlthough it has now been
beforo the Chureh for nigh fourteon years.
Principal Camnbell’s resolution, offored in
1844, gnoted by Mr. Laing, scoms to deny
to the Church the right to alter her desig-
nation, If it means that she cannot of hor
own motion change the titles to her
property, then the position is quite right—
Parliamont alons can do that—but there 1
.10 moxg limit to the right of the Church to
ulter hor constitution than thoro is to that
of tho Stato, provided it is done constita-
tionally—that is, all tho steps, prescribed by
the laws of tho Church reldting to changes,
are taken.

Butag Il ve already writton at greater
length than I intended when I began, I
must roservo what I have to say on other

arts of Mr. Lamgsa article for another
ettor.

Yours vory truly,
Rosert CAMPBBLL,
Ministor St. Gabriel Church, Montreal,
Montreal, April 21, 1874,

THE REVIVAL AT MITCHELL.

Rditor BRITISC AMERICAN PROSBYTRRIAN,

I havo thoaght for somo time ba:k of
giving your readers gome account of the
wonderful outpouring of God's Dblessing
which has been going on in Milchell for
over two months. I was forestalled by an-
othor correspondent, but there arc interest-
ing facts of still later dato of which all who
toaly love the Lord will delight to hear.

Mectings have been held for the most
parh simnltancously in the Presbyterian, tho
Wesleyan and the Biblo Christian Churches,
and in all with the most graufying rosults.
Ttis now ten weeks since thoy begau. The
number of anxious inquirers has been very
wonderful It has all alung seemed as if
au epilemic of cenviction was among the
people, the most unlikely porsons were
finding w«noir way into the meetings, then
hoginning to manifest deep porsonal
anxiety, and then readily and willingly
waiting to recoive direction. Ono very
pleasing circumstance is the fact that no
controversy has ever arison to lead away
tho interest into o wrong channel, Contro-
vorsy on such occasions seems to bo ono of
the dovil s best artifices to check tho Spinv's
work.

Lvangehstic meadings have been held in
tho Prosbyterian Church every evening
from tho Leginning. At theso meetings the
singing of Gospol hymns and short pointed
prayers by the people present ave promin-
ent foatures. Short addresses by such min-
isters as may be present, are delivered.
Then, at the close, an enquirers’ meeting 18
Leld, whon the immediate acceptanco of
‘Jegus ia pressediaupon sinners by persenal
dealing. Mauy prayor-meetings are liold at
difforent times in the day, and by differont
sections of the people.

One inferesting’ feature at all these
prayer-meelings is the sending inof réquests
for prayer for certain persops. It is quite
| imposaible to estimate-the nupaber of such
‘prayers-which have been andwerdd, but
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Imany wart nianifosily snywered:withln iy |
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dregsing the boy’s prayoer-meeting onco or
twico, A more interesting meecting counld
could rearcely bo conceivéd.  Very many of
the childven ave rajoicing in & Saviour
clebaly found. Their meotings wore of their
own organizing and conducted by thom-
solves,

I shall give sonte quotations from a lettor
from tho Rov. My, Mitohell, * Tho work,"
ho says, ' has beon eharnoterized by much
belicving prayor., We have a morning
prayor mesling, o union ncon meuting, &
mother's meeting, & boy’s moeting, and a
gitl's m eting, The work has also been
charactorized by quictness and power,
There has beon vory ittlo physical demon-
stration—teara ofter, but ne wvoice, and
little eurfaco excitement. ‘The power with
which God has secompanied sho pronching
of tho word has been such 0g to break down
all opposition, Vory few have been brought
under conviction who have not beon con-
vorted. I do not know of one who has at-
tsnded tho mectings with any raeasure of
regularity, who has not beon compelled to
yield. A considerablo zumber of strangers
or visitors making a passing stay hero ave
smong the irophies of divine grace. Infi-
dels, drunkards, aud degraded persons have
beon renched, and rescued. Sowmo of those
singled out at first as tho most hopelessare
new rejoicing in Christ, Soveral of our
professional men and o fow of the most pro-
minent business men havo received tho
maessage of peace. It has reachedhighand
low, rich and poor, tha best and the worst.
I estimato that thero are now upwards of
five hundred persons who have como to lay
hold of Christ more or less firmly as their
Saviour; or, for the first time, to see thoir
-ecurily in him, since the present year
begsn., Another characteristic of lato is,
the completeness of the work in many of
thoso who bavo been brought to Christ,
3fany Lavé cast themselvos on Christ fully
and uow rejoice in #he possession of the
peace which passeth all understanding.”

I should not omit to say that, when in
Mitchel), an employer of labour told mo
that there was tho most mnnifest improva-
ment 1n the fidelity and {rustworthiness of
of thoso of his employers wao had made a
profsseion of faith, What = grsad testi.
meny!

" hore must be mavy in Canada who are
wondering if this work will not spread. I
think a wisit to Matchell would convinco any
one that all that 1 required to bring an
outpouring of the Spint in any place 18
faith on tho part of the people. We pray
but we do not expect an answer—whicl
shows that our praymg ic not of faith. The
work has already begun in some neighbour
ing Jocalities for which special prayer was
offered at tho meetings in Mutehell, It will
begin in other places, too, just as soon as
tho peoplo really ask for it.

W. H. RENNELSON.
Hamilton, April 21st, 1874.

Forms of Procequre,

Editor BRITISIT AMERICAN PRUSBITLRIAN,

Drar Sir,—A Session Clork asks for in-
formation on soveral points; aund the
answers I take to bo as follows :—

1. A now Rollof members is not neces-
sary at every purging of the Roll.  Four
new Rolls would be mado up every year in
somo congregations. The names of com.
munieants who liave left or have died are
removed from the list, Ly noiing opposite
them leff or died as the case may be, and
the new names are added. At least a year
should clapse before removing from the
Roll the name of a communmicant wlo lias
loft without a cextificate.

2, When a joint meeting of Session and
of the Bonrd of Trustees is held clearly the
minute of such meeting should not be en-
tered 1n the Session DBook, beenuse such
dectstons as are adopted i guch jount meet-
ing avo not strictly the deorsions of the
Sesgion,  Such nmieeting is a mooting of
Eldors and Trusteos, and not u meeting of
tho Session and of the Board; for in tlus
Iattor caso there would be two courts in
session presided ovor at tho satue tune the
one by & moderator, and the other by a
ohairman.  Such a maeting is impossible.
Tho preforable coutse is to record the pro-
ceodings of such Jont meetings in o sopar-
ate Book or in nuother part of the minute
Bor k of the Board of Trustees for subse-
quent roferenco. Where thero is a Deacon's
Court, Elders may sit and vote as Deacons,
the higher spiritual offics, wneluding the
lower, but the offico of Eldor does not in-
cludo that of Trustes.

8. A Session is liable to consure for cut.
ting ont r part of its miL.ute Book, and for
vory obvious roasons. It might thus do-
stroy the ovidenco of its own consurable
proceedings towards some member of the
Churels  'When an error is fonnd to have
Leon committed & formal recousidoration
of tho subject shonld be moved, and the
formor decision changed or modified, and
% new minutes to that effoct entered ; but of
course tho old minate remains unless the
Jagve of Presbytery be obtained to have the
record ddutrdysd for specinl rensons_ in the
ssce, :

Youvs, &,

REMARKS ON CORRESPONDENGCE.

Elditor BRITINE AMPRICAN PRYSRYTERIAN,

Dear Sir,~—A ghort timae sinea I vead
with tomo surprise “A Reader's™ remarks
on correspondence, a lotter in which he
takes yourself, “Canndensis,” and ryscif
to task. On reflaction, however, surprizo
gave way to satisfaction ae I thought you
wight consult him in future in referonco to
what shounld or should not appear in your
paper, and 8o eavo any farthor mistakes ?
But whilo such a thought was filling my
mind with satisfaction, judgo of my aston-
ishment to find thet some ons was beld
enough to take exceptions to A Reader’s”
Istioxr ! “Another Reador” ovon charging
him with mcunsistency, whilo Mr. D. An-
derson goes so far as to say “A Reader”
“hag missed tho vory gist” of a passage of
Seripture he tefors to.  Of conrse “A Rend-
er” may in his own pecu'iar language say
that thoso correspondents havo “assuranco
o flaunt” such statements in liis face, and
that they would bo better suited to tho
Westminisler Review or fome other jour-
nal, (although, by tho way, he does not
doign to notice cither letter) but this does

feel as if yon had lost your compass.  Still
there is o Iesson to bo learned from the cir-
cumstance I have noticod, anditis worthy
of onr attention. It is this, thal if your
columns wore only opon to “A Reador” &
Company, your paper would not merit the
support it is entitled to, as he bospatters his
arlicles too frecly with terms which are
not very complimentary, nor true either,
according to the viows of others. I refor to
such words as th.- following ‘‘misanthrop-
io,” “stupid,” “stale,” ‘“illogical drivel”
smankish mied,” “reckless statoment,”
“falge reasoning” “assuranco” *‘free think.
ing,” “menlying,” “satanic talont” “jllogi.
cal inferonces' “rambling lettor,” &e., all
of which are ealeulated to wound without ]
gerving any good end whatever. If there |
is to bo any limit to discussion, Mr. Editor, |
I trust it will begin hore, 1 throwing out
any letier or articlo that contain ungentle-
manly and unchristian language,which can
only wound tho feehings and sow seeds thay
will yield a harvest that neither you nor I

desive to reap.
Yours very truly,
Purtos.

April 20th 1774,

[Philos has soxme ground for complaint.
Wo rcject o good deal of “strong’ sovere
innguage, but what is Jeft is sometimes
not altogother what it ought to bo be. Will
our correspondents, both lay and clerical,
take the hint P—Ep. B. A. P.]

QOase of Mrs, Malcom,
Editor BriT1sn AMERICAN PRESBYTIIRIAN,

Dean Sie,—In common with Ministerial
Drethren, I lntely received o civeular from
Mr. Boyd, Bankor, London, of wlich the
following is an extract :

1 hava great pleasure in soliviting yeur
sympathy and co-oporation in a schemo
which desorves the attention of the whole
C. P. Church. In February, 1873, the Rov.

not reassure mo. and I am afraid you must |

James Maleolm, becamo unfit for lus
ministerial work, and lis mental conditrown
now 18 not such as to warrant tho hopo that
he will evor resumo it (It 18 well koown
that, ever smee the nbove date hie has been
au 1omate of the Luuatic Asylum m
Toronto.) **He was married to o lady who
camo out from Crai, mm Iifesinre, to
becomo his wile, and sne.(nn orphian wath
no relatives 1 dus country but o sister)
Las now tu bear the buden of hor own sup-
port and that of tlues cluldren, all guls,
trom 2 to 9 yonrs of ago. It is surely not
asking much to sohait a contnbution from
every congregativie in tho Church to create
a foud for the purciase of a Livwestead or
other permanen. banufit for such » famnly.
e« o « s+ + . So soon ns Ny
Boyd's circular came to hand, I made an
appeal tc tho congregations of Nowton and
Noweastle, aud speodily succeedod m rais-
ing, among & willing and sympathising
people, a little ovor fifty dollars, whick
have been transmitted to Mr. Boyd. Now
Sir, 1 montion tlns fact not Ly way of
boatting; but rather m order to proveke
othier ;ministors and eongregations to ** go
and do likewise.” If ench congregation in
the Chureh wero to act in this mutter ac
cording to its ability, as theso two havo
done, n sufficient provision would at once
be mwade fur this deserving, but unfortunate
family. 'Thie surely ia & case that power-
fully appeals to the ective sympathy of all
who call themnselves the disciples of Him
who has said, *it 18 moro blessed to give
than to roceive " Whother one mombor
suffer, all the members suffor with it.”
“ Boar yo one anotber's burdens, aud so
fulfil the Iaw of Christ.”

Hoping that you will find aniche for this

notice in this weck's PRESBYTRRIAN,
I am, yours &e.,
Axcr. Cross.

The annual statement of Knox Chuareh,
Woodstock, shows that for all purposes
there hias been contributed the sum of Five
thowsnnd fyur hundred and eighty-six dol.
lars and eightcen eonts, inclndivg. three
handred aud forty-thiree dollars seventy
‘tents for the sehetes of tha Chinech,  The
mambership ls Tvo handred nad sizty-six,

Unlon.
Edoter BRYY It AMFRICAN PRESBSTERIAN,

DEAR Sir,—] gco in somo of tho articles
¢anent Union” lately published in your
intoresting paper, thsre i3 tome unxicty
manifested respucting property et presont
belonging to the Dresbytorian Chureh in
connoction with the Church of Seotland.
I would just romark that for many years
past Acts of the Outanio Larliamoent and
the old Provinee of Canada, have beon pase
sed nuthorising congragations to sell their
glebes, &e., and T never nuderstood that
they required to consult the Seoteh Estube
hishment on the subject, I feel contident
that tho Domimon Porlisment, by dcsire
of the several churches, eonld in hko man-
ner travsfer their property to the one Body
it is to bo hoped speedily to bo framed une
des the nawe and titlo of tho Presbytorian
Charch of Canada. I dont think erther the
Enghsh or Scotch Estabhshments are -
cognised as corporations in any part of the
Domunion, but evon if thoy ave should the
body connected with it so wish, there will
bie no opposition by tho Scotch Estnblish-
ment to tho formation vf a great national
Presbyterian Chureh in Canada, aud if ne-
cergary, (which I dont boliove it 15) a short
act would very zcon bo passed by the
British Parliament sanctioning both change
of namo and transfor of property, and as
Parliament generally sit tilt August I dare-
say such an Act eould bo passed beforo that
time.

Yours truly,
A Friexp 1o Uniox,

20th April, 1874,

I.8.~As the Canada Fresbyterian
Church is a different body botls 1 name
and sctual composition from the Presby-
terian Church of Canada formed in 1844.
Now I can sce no good whatever 1n goin
back to the debates and contontions o
those days which ought to bo loft at rost
for over.

e ——
“D" To Mr, Herald.

Editor BRITISNJAMENICAN PRESATVETERIAN,

The Rev. Mr. Horald, in his attempt to
escapo from his own net, has hopelossly en-
tangled himself thoroin. Ho asserts that
my syllogism violates the rule in logie
¢ that tho Major promise must include the
Minor.” For the proposilion, *“whoover

denios Ohrist is not & Christian, " ho substi-
tates ¢ whoever denies Christ and doos nof
afterwards repont his denial is not a Chris-
tian.” Whilo I do not accopt his omenda-
tion, yol to plesso him, I may grant,
though from no nocessity in the case, tho
rule reforred to is violated. If it is, Mr.
Herald must mean, either that Peter was
not & Christian until ho reponted hig
deninl of Christ, or, that ho ceased to bo a
Christian at the time he donied Him. Ho
may chooso either alternative, though the
Iattor is not quito consistent with Seripture,
and tho former not altogothor agrceable to
tho teacling of tho Westnnunistor Confossion
of Tuith whicl I fancy ho professes to ho
tho confession of Lis faith. I think any of
your readers may now sce that my syllo-
gism violates no rale.

Inmy former communication, in order
to mako it plain that Mr. Horald attemp-
ted to wonken tho forco of Mr. MoTavish's
statomonts by an “ad captandum vulgus.”
I found a similar eyllogism whrein tho
same fallnoy is moro transparent, and so,
moro onsily detected, that of Mr. Herald's
ig. ** All, whethor individuals ar churches,
who deny the Headship of Christ over his
Chureh are not Christian. The Church of
Scotland donies the Headship of OChrist
over s Charch. Thorefore the Church of
Seutland is not Chrnistian, ' this I wmitated
by saying, *“ whoever dentes Christ is not o
Christian, the Apostle Poter denied Christ.
Thorefore the Aposties Feter was not 2
Christian,’  Since I did not oxpressly limit
tho minor prenuse and conclusion to the
period in Poter's lifo between Ius call and
ropontance whero he went out of the hall
of the Chief Priest, and wopt bitterly for
his sin, yonr correspondont took advantago
of the umission, and landed himsolf whero
T oxpeoted ha would, by virtualiy denying
that Poter was & Christian till that time, or
elze admitting that ho foll from grace, I do
not moan to say that he intonded oither,
but this is the position that he now accu-
pics.

Mr. Herald is pexfectly correct in saying
that T am ** afiaid to avew the fearful con-
clusion that the Church of Sevtland is no?
p Chrictian Church, ' beeause I beliovo that
sho is, notwithstanding that sho has not
yet answered the protost of 1813 ** for good
and suflicient reasons,” and thatl, instead
of lLeing guided by tho law of Christ, she
consentod to bo guided by a atatute enacted
by the British Legislatuve (Lord Aberdeen's
Act,) m tho matter of tha settlement of
ministera in congregations. At the xisk
being charged with * Broad School ” senti-
ments I distinetly assert that Christian
individuals and Chriatian churches have
ofton, and 1n various forms of opinion and
practico denicd Chnst. If your correspond-
ont thinks otherwise, I fear ho cannot find
a Christian on oarth, not aven himself, I
vonture io say. Porhaps he suppores as 1t
apponrs others do, that ngone verbally pro-
fosses tho Hondship.of Chiist over the
Church shonld bo charged with denying
that truth however inconsistont therewith
their practice and their opinions rught be.
The Church of Rome professes the sarie
dotctrine as olearly as tho Church of Scot-
Jand, or Auny other Church, or oven M.
Herald doos, but she denies it hy Ler ¥nb-
witsion to the Popn as hev aarthly head.
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