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Union." To this niy answer uniformly was, 14Although moderate Calvinismn
is the belief of the brethrcn gyencrally, it is not a terni of' communion, eitber
in Canada or Great liritain." "Only indicate clearly jour views to the Union
and you will soon sce wbere you are," was Mr. Clarke's reply. Being appoint-
cd Sabbath rnorning preacher to the Union for that ycar, I concluded, af'ter
much thnught, to preach on one of the principal texts on the subjeet of elec-
tion ; flot to controvert the Calvinistie view, but in a didactie, 'ex posi tory and
practical florni to give what 1, in sou) and conscience, believcd to be the mmid
of the IIoly Spirit in that portion of his own testimony. 1 hknew that this
could not be done in such a presenre as that of the asscmbled Union without
cearly and distinctly indicating my views on the Calvinistie systeni. And
indecd it was my determnination so to do, yet without controversy. at the same
time gi ring due prorninence to the points cointmon to both systems. it was
Mny thougrht that the side I took could be better prencnted than iL liad often
been, bringing out more fa)lly its evangelical and practical aspects, and tlîat
s0 prcsented, few or none of my mnoderate Calvinistic brethren could be
offended, although they might differ frora my theory of election. The event
was according to my expectation. When I told. Mr. Clarke what my subjeet
was to be hie was in ecstasies, and urgcd. me to he very plain, and express my
views fully. He expccted that it would bring mnatters with hini to an issue,
and effeetually clear the way for his entrance into another fold. He was pre-
vented froni being present at the sermon, and was sadly disappointed at the
result of' iLs delivery. Il Had you given a certain sotnti," said bie, Ilthere
would have bcen a commotion, you would bave been called to account." I
infurmied, hixn that I had engaged to attend a public meeting of the Evangeli-
cal Union in Guelph, at whieh hie was also, to be present, and that there I
iiltcnded to repeat rny sermon as a speech. He was present and saw how
waruily it was received, and recognized by the friends of the Evangelical
Union, nnd hie declared tliat it vcrily hnd a certain souni1. At that finie Mr.
Clarke wisbed for strong reason s for leaving the Union, and their toieration
of a non-Calvinistie sermon was anything but agreeablc to hirji. An opposite
course on the. part of the Union W*ould have pluced hitri in the very position
he then coveted, that of a brother conipcllcd to secede bccause Calvinismn was
* terni of nernbership.

Sncb then are the persistent efforts thiat I have made to put the Union in
a false position, and whieh callcd forth iMr. Clarke's champiunship in iLs
def'ence.

Mr. Clark~e goes on to say, Ilhad he accepted the historical truthi as to the
theological whereabouts of Cong-regational isîn." Have 1 not? Did I uiot
prefaice the remarks 1 made on Friday and Saturday in the Union with sueh
words as these : f' No man that knows anythllii of the history of Congrega-
tional Churches will deny that Cahvinism, in one or other of its varions shades,
bas been the prevailing belief among tbem ? Did 1 not distinctly admit the
saine thing in my letter to the Canadian independent of Dccember 18, 1867?

Again hie says, "4Had Mr. Pullar given security by his antecedents that
he would prcach a good gospel sermon," &c. Thbis is just what cvcry huinan
being who knows anything of me would feel secure that I should do. Even
in the sermon on Election the Gospel was fully, clearly, and faithfully
preached.

But to have donc witli these personalities 80 far as they relate te me. I
amn Ilopen to, complaint," as one Ilwhose avowed ani is to misrepresent bis
brethrcn." Mr. Clarkc's exiravagance in making, imputations has here led


