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GENERAL ASBSEMBRBLY.
I‘IlESBYTE{HAN CHURCH IN

CANADA.,

¥
MORNING SEDERUNT, Junk 20th.
The Moderator tank tha ohair tlhiis morn-
iy at ten o’olock,  The Asseml'y was con-
ptitute d with prayer.
THE MAUDNANNELL CABE,

The Rev. Dr. Bayne, the Convoner of
the Comnnnttes on ta ease, wished to
make 8 peisonal - volauation.  He was not
preeent at the meet 2 of the Comumttes nt
which the report was sdopted, snd all the
way through the debate on this quoestion he
waas in furer ot My Straight's resolution,
and was shll, Yo espregaed the hope that
they n.ight come to v peaceful and uuani-
mous decision aé onee.

The Rev. Messre. Smith, of Galt, and
MeMillan, saade similar explanations,

COMMITTEr oF THI WHOLLl.

Thoe Rov. Mr. McViear moved that the
Assembly go iuto the Comanittee of the
Whole to counsider this report. They knew
tho dissenticnta had withdrawn from the
Committee which Lad somewhat cmbar.
rassod the Committee, and bo thought that
thoy should go into Committeo in ordor
that thore mizht be the fullest opportunity
for disoussing the report.

Tho motion was carricd, and the Rov.
Mr. Frazar was oallod to the olinir.

The Rev., Mr. Sn.ith, of Galt, thought s
brief sersun of prayer wonllbe vory appro-
priato befere commencing business.

Tho Chuirmaan, therofore, called on Mr.
Smith, whe offered prayer.

‘The Rev. Mr. MeMullen requested that
the roference of the Presbytery of Toronto
bo read, whish Leing douo, ho raid it ap-
peared to him, as it did whon the vote was
taken on Thureday night, that the Assem-
bly, in coming to tho decision to whiech
they had arrived, hed not dealt go much
with the refercuze of the Prosbytery as
with tho statements of Mr. Macdonnell.

It was lield to be cut of order to bring up
that question, as only tho report of the
committae waa undey considoration.

The Rov. Dr. Uro said he thought the
recommendation of tho committee was
one which the Assorably might unanimous-
1y agree to adopt. While the Church should
utter no uncertain sound on the doo-
rine involved, he thought that, as Mr.
Macdonncll’'s position was not that of
clearly defined heresy, the Assembly should
imitate the example of other church courts
in this matter, by dealing with the acoused
a8 leniently as possible. Ho thought that
they should let the matter vittually drop.
He could aecept the roport if the elauco re-
quiring Mr. Macdonnell to report to the
next Assembly wore left out, as he thought
that would hampor Mr, Macdonnell’s con-
science-

The Rev. Professor Bryce, of Winnipeg,
agreod with Dr. Ure o5 to the deletion of
the olause referred to, He folt that
Mr. Macdonnell wonld be in lhonour
bound to report at the next Assembly,
though they should not compel him to do
so. Ho thought Prineipal MoVicar's mo-
tion, which had bosn adopted by the As.
sembly, was as good a ono as they ocounld
have adopted, as it statod very clearly the
Churches views on this mattor, and at the
same time dealt fairly with Mr, Maedon-

nell,

The Rev. Mr.Smith, of Galt, thought My,
Macdonnell's views were shown by his
speech the other night to benearer to those
o‘f’ the shureh than were gonerally suppes-
ed, and he hoped unlimited time would be
given to Mr., Macdonnell to comsider the
matter,

My, Smith (an elder) thought Mr. Mao-
donnell had not contravened any dootrine
of the chureh, but had merefy held a
doubt. Ho said that whon John the Bap.
tist sont word to Jesus asking Him, Ayt
thou He that should come, or do we look
for another?” Jesus did dot tell the mes.
sengers to avoid John the Baptist, as if ho
was a heretic or not sonnd. (Laughter.)
They should imitate Christ in dealing
with this oase of mere doubt, (Applause.}

The Rev. Mr. Donald, of Port Hope,
thought the attitude of Mr. Macdonnell's
mind was one of partial or imverfect be.
lief in this doctrine, YWhen a miaister left
a theological hall his education was not
ooncluded, and it was assumed that in tho
eourse of his study he would meet witix Aif
Boulties. It was a position in which ho
himself was ten years ago, and not only

oung men had such diffieulties. Richard
%axter, than whom perhaps no man in the
Presbyterian Chureh in England had beon
the means of more good, wrete in his auto.
biography that, even inhis old age, ho
was perplexed with doubis on some of the
most fundamental doctrines of Christiani.
ty. He thought Mr. Macdounell’s faco
whas towards tho light, and that he wonld
yeot be in full accord with them., He folt
assured that good would result from their
being brought faco to face with this mo-
mentous truth of the etornity of the perdi-
tion of the wicked, andif it would lead
them to labour with more earnestness to
save men from so awful a fate, he would
not regret it,

The Rev. Dr. MeGregor, of Halifax,
moved that the delivereree of the Commit-
tee be adopted without the limitation of
time, He pointed ont that this would not
preoludoe tho Assembly from taking up the
matter at any timo they saw fit.

The Rov. Professor Bryco scconded Dr.
MeGregor’s motion,

The Rev. Mr, McTavich moved the
adoption of the report asitstood. He said
that ifit had not tio- for the kindly feel-
ing of the A=ser’ y v wards Me, Macdon-
neil, ho (Mr, MJ]:‘aymln would have been
unfavourabie to giving any time st all. He
contended that the allowing of an evil jn
the Chureh— even though an infinitesemal
one—would open the ood-gntes fov ollay.
ing others. If they madoe the time unlim.
ited it would be admittirzan unqualified
subsoription_to the Oonfession of Faith,
Heo confessad that he had consented to g
year being given with groat hesitancy. The
smount of it was that they should allow of
doubts in all oases, or else in no oase.

The Rev. Mr, McQuarry, of Prinostown,
defended the report as it atood, whioh he
thought was very moderate in its demands,
He did not think Mr, Macedonnell's views
were satisfactory, for he could nol possibly
see Low Mr., Macdonnell could maintain

and defend the doclrine of the Churoh. If
thoy made the timo unlimited, the impros-
sjon on tho wholo Church would bo that
they had pruetically dismissed the onse,

Mr, James Croil wished to make a sug-
gostion that would put an end to spenking.
Thoy had spoken for & woek, and thers
waore some geutlemen quito rendy to speak
for another week. Ile suggested that a
conference of the dissentionts should be
liad with the Committeo.

Tho Rev. Prineipal Caven moved (1: that
the report be adopted, oxcept the elauso
ubont the time limited, {2) that no decisicn
san bo satisfactory which contomplates
the state of Mr. Macdonnell’s opinion
as ono which can bo pormanently sllowad
a8 o ministor of this obiroh,” (8) appoint
& somtaittes to consider under what condi-
tiona terae ean properly be grantad to Mr.
Macdounell, go a8 to make it ovidont that
tho Argcubly is particularly careful to pro-
teet tho truth in aquestion, while showing
all consideration for Mr. Macdonaell in hia
prosont etate of tmental perploxity. Ho ob-
jeoted to the comparisen of Mr. Macdon.
noll’s doubts with thoso of such men as
Richard Baxter, who attributed lis to the
temptation of evil.

TEo Committes rose and reported, and
tho Assembly adjournad for rocess,

AFTERNOON SEDERUNT.

The Assombly resumed at threo o'elock,
and went into Comtmittee of the Whole,

The Rev. G, M. Grant submitted a mo-
tion to gond the report of the Committeo
and the various motions to n committoo,
whiolt he named, with a hope that they
might bring in o deliveranco whioh would
be acoeptzblo. Mo axpressed dissatisfnotion
with the finding of the Committee, which
he thought had exaggorated Mr, Macdon.
nell’s diffionitios, and had not sufficiently
regindod his oxplanations of Thursday
night.

%l‘ho Rov. Drs. Proudfoot and Waters,
the Rov. Mr. MacPherson and the Rev.
Principal MacoViear spoke in support of the
Comuittee's report as it stood, and the
Rov. David Mitchell supported Mr. Grant’s
amendmont,

Tho Assombly then adjourned till the
ovening.

EVENING SEDERUNT.

The Assembly metv again at 7:30, and
again went into Committee of the whole.

Rov. Robt. Tatapbell (Montreal) said it
Lad been conceded in the aftornoon that
some of the doctrines in the Confession of
Faith were not of a8 much importance as
others, and that while divorgence might be
allowed with regard to some points of it,
there must be no uncertainty about this
ono. Ho could not accept this position.
He thought that whon they subseribed to
tho Confession of Faith they subscribed to
all alike. Mr. Macdonnell hold that the
Confession of Faith should be binding so
far a8 it was in aocordanceZwith Soripture,
and that was his (Mr. Campbell's) view.
It had boen said that the standards of the
Churoh could be revised on overture. But
how did overtures come before the Assem-
bly? They came from Synods and Pres.
byterios ; but before they came to Preshy.
teries they musl have originated with in.
dividuals, and if an individual proposed an
overture with reference to the revision of
the staudards it would be because he had
doubts as to their wisdom.

Rev. Dr. Patterson, with a view to over-
come the difficulties of those who objected
to the time limit, moved an amendment to
provide * that Mz, Macdonnell should re.
port his state of mind on this dootrine
when called upon by the Supreme Court of
the Church,” and including all the rest of
the resolution proposed by the Committao
except the paragraph fixing the time at
one year.

Rev, Mr, Sinclair geconded the amend.
ment with reforence to the objection to ac.
ceptance of Mr, Maodonnell's statvment on
Thursday night that it would admit a
qualified subseription to the Confession of
Iaith, bo read ; that if that menant that he
(M. Maodounell) would not subseribe to
overy jot and tittle in it, then they all gave
qualified subscription to it, For instance,
gome might have doubts with regard to the
doctrine of tho Confession as to the extent
of territory covered by tho flood, tho time
oceupied in the oreation of the world, and
marrisge with a decoased wife’s sister.

Rev. Dr. Cochrane had no sympathy
with men who snid that the Confession con-
tained small and little things, and they
accopted its teaching with regard to the
great things, but not with reference to the
smaller ones, In subseribing to the Con-
fession of Faith he had subscribed to it as
a whole. Ho agreed in one respeot with
tho statement which had been made that s
man should not be supposed to have fin.
ished his thoologieal training when he left
colloge, Ho admitted that he should con-
tinue to progress, but whon a man left col.
logo he should have made up his mind with
regard to these fundamontal dootrines, He
had dissonted from the adoption of Prof.
MoVicker's motion, because he thought it
ugeless to appoint a Committeo to confor
with Mr. Macdonnell and ascertain his
views when they had Lis views so fully ex-
precsed. A Committes was appointed to
obtain Mr. Macdounell's viows, however,
and not being able to bring into the As-
sombly anything they bad already, that
Committee had exceeded their instructions;
and, therefore, he (Dr, Cochrane) held he
had been justified in dissenting. It had
been said thoy might, by their course in
regard to Mr, Macdonnell, lead other per-
sons to depart from the tfeaching of the
Confession of Faith. To that o replied,
** Sufliciont to the day is the cvil thereof 3
lot each caio bo dealt with as it arose, He
hoped tho resolution proposed by the Com.
mittee would not bo carried, because he
wasg opposed to forciug a man to mako up
his mind withia & yoar, and it would be
quito competent to take the case up again
at the next Assembly,

Rev. Dr, Boll said that in some of the
motions it apPoared to be sassumed that
Mr. Macdonnell had denied a doatrine of
tho Churoh, which was not a fact. The
Assembly theref,re stood befors the world
in the position of men who wore fighting
abont that dootrine; and they onght to
avoid that,

After some further discussion a division
being about to be taken,

Rev. Mr. Grant said that to save time
he would withdraw his motion, beoxuse

one aldo of the Honse refuged to 1aeet with
those of the uther side; and as compromises
1aust bo aoceptad he withdrew in favour of
Dr. MoGregor's motion. .

Rev. Mr. Robb, thonght it searcely fair
fair for Mr, Grant to state that the ropre.
sentatives of one side of the Houso had re-
fused to Laost with thoso on the other side,
Ho hold that the former had bosn macting
with the latter in Committee of the Whole
sl dny ; and for Mr. Grant to say under
those circnmstances that these on one sido
of the Tlcuso had refused fo meot with tho
raprosontatives on the other side, was
sumething like n misstatoment of fact,

The reolions wero then put and disposed
of by the following voles :—

Rev. Principal Cavan’s, 673 Rev. Dr.
Patterson’s, 104 ; Rev. Dr. Patterson’s 81 ;
Reve Mr. MoTavish’s, 122; Rev. Dr. Meo-
Gregor's, 71 ; Rav. Mr. MoTavish's, 127,

The Cammittoe then rose aud reported
My, MeTavish’s motion adopted.

Upon the question for the adoption of
the repott of the Comumitteo of tho Wholo,

Rov. Dr. Paticrson again moved his am-
ondment, .

Mr. James Croil asked if it wers compo-
tent at that stago te move that the ropors
bo considered clause by olauso.

Tho Modorator sard it was not.

The amend:nent was lest by a vote of 77
to 122,

Tho mein motion was then put and car-
ried by 127 yeas agaiust 64 nays.

Rov. D. 3. Macdonnell said he supposed
he hind the liborty to oxpross his regret that
the Aseombly had not granted the roquest
which ho regpoctfully raade the other night
that it wonld ingtruct the Presbylory of To-
ronto to proceed regularly by libel, and let
him know what the charge was that was for-
mulatod against him, so that he might
know how ho was to dofond himself against
it.

This speech was greeted by the galleries
with ringing cheers and loud applause,
which was eontinued for upwarda of a min-
uto, A member of the Pregbytery, as soon
as he could make himsolf hLeard, rose and
said that after that exhibition he was not
ashamed to stand up and ask that the gal-
leries be oleared, Anothor member said
ho soconded the motion. The proposition
was received by the gallories with hisses.

Rov. Mr, Grant remarked that the peo.
plo in the galleries had kept very good or-
der, and ke thought that under the oir-
oumstances a littlo oxpression of feeling
from them was excusablo,

The moderator did not put the motion.

Rev. Principal Snodgrass came forward
and said—in my own name and in the
name of all who shoose to join with me, I
disgent from the finding of the House, for
the following reasons :—

1, That the Committee, in considering
the position of Mr. Medonnuell, do not ap-
pear to tave attached due woight to the
full statoment of his views submitted by
him to the Assembly on Thursday evening

ast,

2. That the report gives an exaggerated
ropresentation of Mr, Maocdonnell's attitude
towards the doctrine in question,

8. That the deliverance of the Assembly
is not fitted, except by undue constraint, to
reault in the removal of Mr. Macdonnell's
dificulties.

The following gentlemen also dissented,
some with reasons, and some without :—
Revs. J. W. Mitchell, A, Campbell, Wil.
kins, W. Merkle, Donald, M.V, MoLean,
Professor Harpe, T. G. Smith, A, H, Cam-
eron, W. W. Rors, Yeomans Sedgwick,
Sinolair, and Dr. Williameon, James Pater.
son, Dr. Ure, D. M. Gordon, Professor
Mowat, Donald McDonald, Professor Mo-
Kerras, J. C. Burgess, W, D, Begg, J. A.
Murray, Kenneth MoLennan, D.J, Mao-
donnell, G. M. Grant, Daniel MoGillivray,
J. G, 8mith, Dr. Bell, G, A. Tanner, W.
Magson, Waites, Alex. Campbell, James
Wataon, Muleolm MoGillivray, I, D, Me-
Laren, Park, Chinrles Oampbell, D.P.Nixon,
David Mitchell, Alex. Dawson, Barton,
Eakins, Smellie, Dr, Bain, and James Hex-
ald, James Croil, H. B. Webstor, James
Wilson, Alex. Duff, Murray (Halifax),
‘Wm. Mitchell, and George Smith—54, in-
oluding Principal Snodgrass.

The dissentients also came in for some
cheers from the galleries.

Rov. Prof. McLaren moved that a com.
mittes be appointed to answer the reasong
of dissent, which was agreed to, and the
Moderator appointed the Rev. Messrs.
Robb, MoTavish, and Professor MoLaren,
for the purpose.

The Assombly then adjourned.

MORNING SEDERUNT, JUNE 21,

The Assembly met again this morning
at ten o'clock,

TIE MACDONNELL CASE,

Rov. Principal Snodgrass ask 1 if it was
competent to give in additional reasons of
dissent now.

The Moderator said reasons of dissent
could either Lo g.ven at the time the vote
was taken, or at the next sederunt; but
reasons had been given in already and it
wonld be for the Aesembly to say whether
they would allow further reasons to be
given in,

Rev. Mr, McTavish remarked that the
Assombl{; bad appointed a Committes to
acswor the reasons already.

Rev, Dr. Ure thought that if veasons
could be given in at a future sederunt, it
followed ns & matier of course that addi.
tional reasons could then ho given in,

The Moderator —Yos, but they ean only
be é:opt n relentis, not put upon the re-
coxd,

Rev. De. Waters thought that in the eir-
cumstances of tho cass every focility should
Le given fo tho gentlemon dissenting to
ngo in additional reasons if they thought

.:Rev.’Prinoipal Oaven 1moved that leave
be granted to give in additional reasons.

Rev, Principal Snodgrass then read sng
banded in the following additional reasons :

1. That the deliverance of the Assembly
in affirming *that the doctrine of the eter.
nify or endless duration of the fature pun.
ishment of the wicked as {aught in the
Confession of Faitx is a dootrine of Serip.
ture, which every minister of this Churo
must hold andteach,” prescribes as {o form
& new term of ministerial communion, and
is to that extent at once an addition to the
Baals of Union, and an unealled for exer-
cise of authority as if the ministers of this

Chnrch genorally wero unfaithful in the
teaching of this dootrine.

2. That while the veport which the Gon.
oral Assembly has adopted, does in one
placo afflvia ““that the dootrine of the etor.
nity or sndless duration of the future pun.
ishment of tho wicked, ss taught in the
Confession of Faith, is a dootrine of Soerip-
ture, whioh every minwster of this Churoh
muat hold and teaoh,” and in aunother
}wlace declares * that Mr. Macdornell'amind
8 in an undecidod stato ag regards the doo-
trine in queation,” and while in the last
clause of the last paragraph of the report
but ong, it is implied that Mr, Macdonnell
does not acoapt tho teaching of the Churech
on the pubjeot, aud the deliverance of the
Assombly does, nevertholess, allow Lim to
continue his public ministry—the effoot of
tho doliverance, ia to reduce Mr. Macdon.
voll’s view to “ one of those minor devias
tions from the truth,” which has stated in
the report of & Committoo of tho Presby-
tory of Toronto, received by that Preshy-
tory in the courre of the proocecdings in
this causo, * tho Presbytery 1s at liberty to
overlook in ono of its ministars.”

Prinoipal Snodgrass remarked with ro-
ferenco to the first reason that he felt ho
did not desire to be told that ho raust Lold
and tench that dootrine.

Rev. Principal Caven said there was a
matter of faot touched upon in the last
reagon which ko suppored he liad liberty to
rvefor to. That part of the ropoxt referred
to therein was not voted npon in tho Pree-
bytery; and he thought therofore that the
last reason loft a wrong improssien,

Prinoipal Snodgrass said he had been
earcfal not to say anything that was not in
accordance wiik faot, The parazraph of
tho roport in question struck him as being
one of the most remarkable things over re-
ceived by & Presbytory. The roport was
received, aud that was all he said ; he did
not say it was voted upon.

Prinoipal Caven submitted that tho effoot
of that reason was n reflection cn tho Pros-
bytery of Toronte, which was not before
this Court in any way; and that it was
therefore incompetent to receive that
rengon,

Rov. Mr. Smellie asgked if additional
reatone could not be answered.

Rov. Dr. Reid said there was no case in
which reasons could not be answered.

Rov. Mr, King folt just as Principal
Caven did in regard {o the reference to the
aotion of the Prosbytery of Toronto. He
(Mr. King) thought the statement in the
reason was techuically acourate, but they
must have regard to the effect that it would
havo on those who were not so intimately
acquainted with the procsedings of the
Presbytery of Toronto as Prineipal Caven
and Dr, Snodgrass, He (Mr. King) thought
it was misleading ; and it seemed to him
that unlees it was meant to reflect upon
the Presbytery of Toronto the reason wonld
be complete without that statement. e
moved that the reasons be referred to the
Committes already appointed to anawer
them, and that the answers be read in the
Court just as the remsons had besn. He
understood that Dr. Snodgrass voted for
the adoption of the report to which refer-
ence was made, with the exception of a
certain olanee in it; and it surprised Lim
(Mr. King) to find the use made of that
report in the first reason, as well as in the
reagons given on the previous night, by
one who endorsed the report by successive
voies in the Assembly.

Principal Snodgrass was rather pleased
Mr. King had reforred to that matter, be-
cause it gave him an opportunity to make
an explanation., Ho certainly had voted
for one motion in preference to another;
but the vote was not an abeolute one—it
was a relative vote. In voting as he had
done he had thought that when the Com.
mittee of the Whole reported fo the As-
sembly it would be & fair thing to move in
amendment to the original motion—which
he had not voted for—that the report be
considered paragraph by paragraph; and
members might recolloct that he had dis-
tinetly asked the Moderator whether such
a thing was competent, The Moderator
ruled that it was incompetent, and he
gPrincipal Snodgrass) had nothing further

0 8RY.

Rev. Dr. Waters seconded Mr, King's
motion,

Rev. Prof. McViear said his diffieulty
with regard to the last reason was that it
seemed to pronounce the judgment that
after their four days’ work in this case, the
result was that they had actually exoner-
ated Mr. Macdonnell altogether.

Mr. King's motion was carried, and the
Modorator added Principal Caven, Prof.
MoVicar, and Mr. King to the Committes
hie appointed on the previous night to an-
swer the reasons of dissent.

HOME MISSIONS,

Rev. Robert Campbell presented.the ro-
port of the Committes to which was ro-
forred the roport of the Home Mission
Committes. The roport acknowledged the
ervices rendered tho Committee by the
Rov. Dr. Cochrane, the Rev. Dr, McGregor,
and the Rev. Mr. Warden, and among
other things recommonded that the thanks
of the Assemblr be tendered to the Froe
Charch of Scotland and the Presbyterian
Church in Ireland for their liberal contri-
butions towards this branch of the work of
the Presbytorian Ohurch in Canada; that
the Assembly express their appreciation of
the im]i)ortant gorvicos rendered to the
Church by the Students’ Missionary Asso-
ciztions ; that while praferring that all mis.
sionary work in DBritish Oolumbia waro
eonducted rminally in ¢>anection with the
Presbyterian Church in Canada, should not
merely oxpress its appreciation of the
liboral provision made by the Church of
Scotland for ecarrying on mission work
there, but also permit the missionaries of
the Presbyterian Churol in Canada, em-
ployed in British Columbia, to work under
the direction of the Church of Scotland.

Considorable discnssion took place on
the 1ast recommondation, the msjority ap-
proving of adopting it on the ground of
expediency, but several strongly opposing
the putting of the work now earried on by
the Church in the haudsof another Church.

The recommendation was finaily adopted.
. It being one o'clock, the Asssmbly ad.
Journed,

AFTERNOON SEDERUNT,
The Awembly resumed at three o'elock.

pe P sy |

—
OBITUARY NOTICKS,

Rev. Mr. Frager (Bond Hoad) Prosentey
tho report of the Committee Appointed ¢y
;l)yopnre obituary notices of ministors who
died during Inst yoar,

DELRGATE FROM SCOTLAND.

Rev. Arebhibald Flenderson, of Crlaf,
Sootland, delegate from the Uaited Prosby:
torian Church of Sootls: 1, and from the
Calonial Committes of che Free Obnrel
belng about to leavo the nity, was fniro.
duced and briely addressed tho Aszombly
in pracofnl and felicitous tcrms. Mo was
warmly applanded,

SUPPLY OF HOME MIERION STATIONS,

Mr. Bruco suggestod that it shonld be
provided that sludents aud licentiateg
should bo required to se.ve for a onriain
Permd at home minsin_ stations bofors
hoing ordained as sottled ministers, Hs
thought that if this wera done thers would
be no difficelty in supplying tho stations,
Ho moved that this matter bo referrad to
the Honie Mission Commilt-e t eonsider
and raport npon at next Assembly.

Rav, Andrew Wilsow engaast- 1that, sach
micister should bo required after ~rding.
tion, nnd bofure boing sefiied in n jastoy.
ate, f0 sorve one or two Juars ab u home
miasion station.

Thoe motion was earried,

ANSWERS T0 REASONS FOR DISSENT,

Rov, J. G. Robb prosented t i roport of
the Comnutteo appointed to PYOPArD an.
ewors to the reasons for dissens against the
fioding in the Macdonnell ouss, which wers
as follows—thie “roasons” preoc:-ding the
answors respeolively, excopt the two last,
which may be reforred to abovo : —

1. That the C mmittoe, in considering
the position ot Mr, Macdonnell, do not ap.
pear to bave a.tached due weight to the
full atatement of his views submitted by
}ﬁntl to the Asgombly on Thursday ovoning
ast.

In answer to thoe first reason, your
Committes reply that a due consideration
of tho atatemont made by M, Macdonuoll,
on Thursday evening las}, shows that the
more favourable ~expressions therein
implied are neutralized by others
indicative of his inability to agsent
to the views of the Chnreh, and
especially by his diveet difinition of ihe
adtitude of his mind towards the doctrine
in question as one of doubt, as distinguish.
ed from belief on the one hand, and denial
on the other; and your Committee ave of
opinion that so long as the Church de.
maids belief of this important Soriptaral
doctrine, and Mr. Macdonnel fails to give
it, his position will deserve all the anim.
adversion which has fallen npon him ; and
your Committee add that they fail to dis.
cover evidence of any substantial change of
opinion from thet held by My, Macdonnsll
when he was befors the Presbytery of To-
ronto, or when he addressed the Assembly
on Monday night, .

2. That the report gives an exaggerated
rapresentation of Mr, Maodonnell's attitude
towards the doctrine in question.

In answer to the second roasonm, yonur
Committes roply that they are wholly at a
loss to discover the foundation on which
it rests. The only statement contained in
the report respeoting Mr, Macdonuell's
atiitude towards the dootrive is that he
‘" has intimated that his mind is at present
in an undecided stato as regards the doc.
trine in quostion,” which surely cannot be
viewed as an exaggerated roprozentation;
and your Commmittee further observe that
inasmuch as all the motions submitted to
the Assembly approved of that portion of
the report which contained the alleged
misropresentation of Mr. Macdonunell’s
attitudo, the dissentionts, voling as they
did for all those motions as they did, oan-
not have had any very deep conviation of
the reality of the exaggeration.

8. That the delivorence of tho Aisembly
is not fitted, oxecopt by undue constraint,
to result in the removal of Mr, Madonnell’s
diflioulties,

If your Committee understand this
renson it is based on the idea that
the fixing of a time limit within which
Mr., Macdonnell is to report, tends to
hinder his mind from acting frooly and fair.
ly, In auswer to this reason your Coms
mittee reply:—(1) That the absecnos of
such & time limit would leave it open for a
wminister to remain permaunently in the
Church whose avowed mental attitude
towards an important dootrine of God's
word is not such as the Church demands
in her acoredited teachors. (2) That God,
who knows what is requisite for tho right
action of the human mingd, deals with men
upon a time limit. Thin is apparent, first,

from the fact that in His Providenco He
constantly calls upon meon to decide im-
portant questions of truth and duty within
very definite timo limits; aud secondly,

from the fact that Ho dealz with those to,

whom the Gospel comes alar upon o time
limit, oalling on them within the torm of
the prosent lifo to nccept His salvation,
under the peualty of everlasting misery.

[Firat additional reason.]

In answor to tho frst of these reasons,
your Conunitles reply :— (1) 'That the de.
liveranco of tho Assembly dissentad from,
prescribes neither as to form nor to sub.
stance & new form of ministerial commu-
nion, but is simply doolarativo of the well-
understood meaning in which the Presby-
terian Churchos from which this Churoh
has aprung have ever held the teaching of
the Confession of Faith respocting future
punishment, and of the relation thereto
which ministers are required o hold. And
further, it implies no imputation on the
minisiorz of this Church, but lays down &
principle in which the Assombly deemed
fteelf bonud to deal with such a case as the
one before it, (2) Whatevor forco this de-
liverauce may boe supposed to have, whether
in deolavring the dootrine of the Qonfession
of Faith or defining the rolation of the
ministers theroto, it is gratifying to record
that in all the four motions submitted to
the court, for several of which the dism,x-
tient voted, that part of the Committes’s
report, on which the reasou of dissent i¢
founded, was explicitly axprovod. Aund
your Committes further add, that to found
& renson of dissent on & part of a raporé
whioh by vota a disaentient had endoraed,
seems to your Commities of questionable

competency.
spooond additionsl reason.
n answer to this sesond sdditional reass




