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which used to be thought great; but acting together
it was found that all were as one. There were clders
to be met with wha would say, *weare voluntaries";
but, in discussing tiie guestion, it would be found
that the mass of Christian men throughout the coun-
try thought alike. He scarcely met a voluntary who,
when conversed with, did not admit—*1 cannot de-
ny that” though there were doubtless some who
were led to deny from an idea of consistency. At
the samne time he did not think the division of the
Church was an uamixed evil. It was not necessary
that it should be an unwieldy mass like Rome; but
it was better, perhaps, told off into regiments, with
separate colors, uniforms, and officers, cach rivalling
the other to see who would do most in the cause of
Christ. Wi.hout this, too, it would be impossible to
demonstrate to the world that, in spite of difivrences,
there was still » geaeral principle of unity aud love.
Tle rejoiced indeed in that opportunity to express the
lTove he felt for the brethren of the other Chureh, and
should be sorry if a bitter word passed between them,
He thought the Church to which he belonged was
doing a great work. It was teaching the natious se-
veral things. They thought it was only when aman
said he was a christian that he was under the law of
hrist—the Clhiurch would teach him that he was
bound to obey that law if he were within its reach;
that national sins were to be put down. That word
national sins had led to a question being asked what
they were—whether drunkenness and worldliness
were not national sins? The Church must teach that
there were more truly national sins—sins to which a
nation set its seal, and for which thergfore, it had a
corporate responsibility to God, such as that for
which he feared the people of Canada might some
day have to render 2 very grave account.
Rev. Mr. Saxenniz said that last year when this
subject was taken up, semiments were avowed un
behalf of .the church with which it was proposed to
unite, which had not so far Leen disclaimed, but
which so long as they were held, must prevent any
progress being made in the direction of union. e
incurred great respousibility in assuming this ground;
"but bie had to unburthen his own mind, and starting
from the position that the other church must be held
by the avowals of its own comnmittee, he threw aside
all discussion about the duties of the magistrate, and
decided that union was impossible—that the Church
to which he belonged was notatliberty to enter upon
such an arrangement, even were the United Presby-
terian Church ready to do so. Where there was not
perfect unity there could be no true union, which
was strength, while to bring cncmies together was
but to create an idol of iron and clay. e had been
more than once on platforms with brethren of other
denominations, aud, on one occasion, one of them
had said to him that it was such meetings which
roused discussion of first princiffies, and that he
would ra ber be away than that the public should
think he waved bis own sentiments  There were, in-
deed, principles of separation as well ag principles of
cohesion that followed even from thelanguage of the
Saviour’s inte.¢ 83iry prayer, and there had accord-
ingly been separation from the ecarliest period of the
Church. The Reformation was also a separation;
and it was separation which gave existence to their
own Church. There were principles in the word of
God upon which taey were bound to separate; and
if o separate, then to remain separated. It was a
common argument, that you must give and take; but
there was, in such 2 maxim, no respect to truth, and
no true love to God or man. Give?—such things
were not theirs to give. Take!—no one had a right
to take them. Thero were great principles involved

in this discussion. There was Erastianism, which
practically denied the authority of Christ over the
Churchi; and there was Voluntaryism, which dis-
owned him as King of Nations. He beld that it was
the peculiar glory of that Church to contend that he
was alike King of Nations and King of Suints. For
that principle he had sacrificed the emoluments
of the Church he had left, and that principle he was
not prepared to give up.  Between Brastianism and
Voluntaryism, he saw no reason why they should not
make overtures to one as well as to the other.  Why
uot offer to unite with the Episcopal Church ? Why
not join with Rome? e saw no end to all this.
Rev. Mre. McMunray believed the discussion had
done good by drawing nearer to the standard of that
Church the brethren of the United Church, whose
members he believed were as much divided among
themselves on the points of diflerence, as some of
them were divided from the Church to which he be-
longed. Some members of the other Church held
opinions identical with those of that Church ; and,
so far as they were concerned, the union might be
effected at once; but, as concerned those with con-
trary views, it was not the duty of that church to
destre an uunion. The views he spoke of might be
illustrated in this way. Suppose a missionary en-
tered a heathen land and made the King a Christian,
the question would then come up, whether the King
ought not to take the Bible as the foundation of his
laws, and exercise his authority asa Christinn. Now,
those of whom he spoke hield that the King would bo
bound by his individual responsibility, but not as a
King. Thus, if it were the custom of the country to
sucrifice a certain number of individualson o certain
day to some idol, the missionary should, as he be-
hieved, teach that the King should put forth his au-
thority to prevent it; whereas those of whom he
spuke denied that he should do so. To such persons
e would propose this question: If the King re-
nounced his christianity, say at the end of seven
vears, should he command his subjects, supposing
human saerifices hnd been discontinued, to resume
the practice of murder, and should the missionary
teach that as the King was no longer 2 Christian he
was not bound by the Bible, and ought te tell bis sub-
jets that they might resume their sacrifices without
#sin? For his own part he held that the missionary
should teach the King that, though he did not be-
lieve, hie was still Lound to obey the law of Christ.
A Member of the Court said that the members of
the United Secession Caurch held no such doctrines
as were now imputed to them.  Everybody believed
it to be the duty of all persons to put down murder.
The Court then adjourned.

Af.ernoon Session, June 19.
UNION WITH THE U. P. CHGRCH.

The subject of union with the United Presbyterian
Cburch, was resumed, when various motions were
proposed.

Rev. Mr. McRuar rose to make a few remarks. He
was anxious for 2 union, but hedesired & union based
on scriptural principles.  Union ought to be dear to
all those who loved Cbrist, but never to lead to a
compromise on certain principles Iaid down. A great
question had been made of endowments, the milen-
nium and other minor mutters, which could be com-
promised without injury to the church ; but there
were other things of far greater importance, which
they were not allowed to cownpromise, as < the Head-
ship of Christ over the nations.” Ile supposed thero
was no one prepaved to say that the brethren of tho
United Presbyterian Church agreed with them on

this point; here they were decidedly at varianco.



