
oxnitted, and tliat in their place ive should.
adopt tise clear, concise and Scriptural
statensents of tise Confession, as accepted by
the Generail.,ssembly of tise Prcsbyterian
Churchi of tise Unitcd States (publislbcd by
tise rresbyterian Board.) Ile read the
passages rcferrcd to and comparcd tsemn.
Our views as a Churcis are expressed in the
Gencral Assenibly's Confession. By niak-
ing this change wve N'onid bc acting in thse
noble spirit of tise Westminster Divines,
who aimned at uniting in one Confession
thse Churehes of ]inglnnd, Scotland nnd
Ireland. We would be laying down a
platform on which the whole 1'resbytcrian-
ism of America could unite.

In course of tise discussion several mcm-
bers spoke approvingiy of tlis motion, but
is was feared tisat the introduction of a ncw
element a: titis stage miglit ernbarrass other
Committees. Professor McKnight, in dcfe-
rence, to tise feeling of tise flouse, withdrew
bis motion. 11ev. G. Christie explained
thse standing of (4neen's Coilege, Iiingston,
and its proposcd relation to tise United
Cisurcis. It did not appear to hua a
serions obstacle in thse way of Union. He
aiso expla.ined tise cxccedingly generous
proposai of tise Chusrch of Scotiand Synod
in Canada with respect to thse Ciergy
Reserves Fund, amounting to about S470,-
000, belonging 10 that Synod. They pro-
pose tisat as vested in)t'rests lapse 6-9tis or
$300,000 shall bo devoted 10, tise aged and
iirmministers' fund of the United Ohnrcis;
2-9ths, or $100,00 t» the Wvidows' Puna,
nd 1-9tis or say $70,000 to, Tiseological

Edneation.
Tise subject of Union was before tise

Synod during tise greater part of four acde-
runts, and a large number of inembers ex-
pressedl tiseir views upon it.

Royv. R. Sedgwiek issoved tihe following
&mendment.

IlTisat thse i3asis of thse proposed Union
&hall be tise floly Scriptures as tise Su-
preme Standard of fair.h and manners, iwith
the Westminster Confession of faitis and
thse Sisorter Catechism as tise Subordinate
Standards, it being undertod that thse use
of thse Shorter Catcchism be enjoined as
an authoritative exposition of doctrine for
Our people."

This snsendment being seconded wsss put
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agninst tise original motion (to adopt tise
Basis sinspliciter) and was rejected by a
vote of sixty.sevei to c-igit. Tise motion to,
adopt tise flasis simpliciter wns then passed
by tise saute majority. Mr. Scdgwick dis-
sentcdl and gave his reasoxîs as £ollowa:

I. That il is a remnoval of one of tise ne-
knowtledged Standards of this Churcli au
agreed upon in tise year 1860, for tise pur-
pose of fîsrtixering this Union.

IL. That thongis it nsserts that the Short-
or Catecissm is stili te bo an aistioritativo
sianunl of instruction ia tise unitcd Cîsurcis,\
yct it virtually denies it its place and de-
nudes it of its autisority as n Standard of tise
cisurei, and redtices iÀ to tise level of an or-
dinitry Catchiism.

To tisese reauons Dr. Murray, Eider, gave
in bis affiherence. Tise ioilowing Commit-
tee was appointcd to, preparo a repiy to
these resisons of dissent. Rev. J. Bennet,
1Rev. Dr. Bayne, %«Yv. A. iRoss. Mr. Beit-
net submnitted tise following repiy, wbicha
adopted:

1. Tise statemnent tisat tise deoision of tise
Syaod in adopting tise basis, 'lis a remnoval
of ose of tise ackaowledged Standards of thse
Cisurcis, as agreed upon in tise year 1860 and
1866,» xnight have soute show of reason if
it were allirimed ins regard to tise Larger
Catecbism wisich 15 flot nsentioned in tise
basis,' but is simply contrary t0 tise fact,
when made in relation to the Shorter Cate-
chism, wviichi is retuined in tise basis for
tise original and .only purpose contempla-
ted by tise Authors of tise Westminster-
Standards, and by tise fransers of tise basià
of tise several Unions by xvhicis Ibis body
bas been constitutcd into its present forni.

Il. Tise furtiser assertion that thse de-
cision of ibis Court in acceptlng tise basis,
virtuaiiy denies tise Sisorter Cateciss its
place> beiag a simple relteration of tise
miscouception, regarding its trie use, 1.8
sssficii y answercd in tise preceding para-

1.Tise affirmation tisat thse said de-
cision, Ildenudes it (thse Sisorter Catecbism)
of ils authority as a Standard of tise
Chus-ch, and reduces ilteo tise evel of au,
ordiaary Catechism,"' au only homet bya
direct and positive denial. tl is retained
in tise basis as an authoriative standard
for tise training of oury~outh, and aS THR
catecissm ALO-m ÂUTHUOIZED by tAiS.
dhurc1s; tisus lifting il above and piacing it
supremne, over ail otiser usannals wiih rnay
be used in thse catecisetical instruction of
yonth.

Thse Union Committce was subsequmntiy
eniarged by tise addition of Reùvs. B~. Sedg-
wick, A. 11cliigst and George-Pattersen
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