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fers, who ý%,ould regrard such a elaim on our part as utterly untenable, whethcer on
legisiative or i nr~ical grrounds. For mny own.part, 1 cherish and respect the Free
Churcll as a pure. evangelical, zealous, and elieient communion, holding ini ai their
fulness an2d intcgrity the doctrines and discipline prornulgyatcd and acted on by our
reforrningy ancestors in 1560. Btit I concede the saine title the United Secession
and Reformed Prefbyterians, and con.ýider that they stand on a lhoting. of perfect
equaity Nvith uq, and that, in any iiegzotiations for uniion, -%ve are rather to be re-
-arded as the voiinger ilfan as H1ie niother of these venerated comnio
vhich are, .ust as truly as ourselves. the representatives aîîd successors of our com-
mon anrstors; in thegnclgia trec of Presbyterian piety and poiîy. 1 venture
to indlulge iiu a c~onfidient hiope that both (or, at all events, the larger) of these re-
speýctabl1e denoniinations wouild gladily co-operate witl us in forining a Free United
Ch)iurch -,but 1 dIo not think (a ili seemns to me unr-ea-onabie to (D so) ilhat they
(eau - fiaùriy be expccted to return" to us, or te regard us as the body froui which,
their predeeessors depa rtcd.

1 believe that if' my rcspccted and excellent friend's definitions and principies
are homologatedl by tle entire body of the Frec Cliurch, we rnay adjourn sine (lie
eivery hope ofany èecclesiasticai amial-amation between ourseives and auy otherbody
ofl 'r(eshterians.. 'Il ire is, 1 amn aivire, a parti' witl:in our pale whiclibas a strong
leaningy towards a junctior ivith the Establishment; and it seems te mie f0 be the
duty of ail such to corne nîanfully forward, and not offiy te avow this opinion, but
to enurnerate the par~i*,ar points which, if conceded 1by that Charch, and embodi-
cd in an Act of the Legis1-avre, vould, in their view, justify the Free Clnreh in re-
surniln' tlîat connection with the State which it is understood that a very consider-
able proportion of our ministers consider to be expedient and desirabie. My rev.
f'riend, liowcvcr, bas, 1 think, addcd greatly to the length, breadth, and ihick-
ness of the Nvali of partition whieh separates the two churches, hi' exhibitiîîg the
Establishment to the Nvorld as a Ilpure novcity," and layingr it down as a prelimina-
ry axiom, that Ilwe cannot be parties to any pro,-eedingI ilhat shall acknowledge
the Establislied Chui'ch as datin« from any period before 18S43." So huiiiqing,
and I must rcspectftillv but franfly adil, uncalled for and unwarrantable a conces-
Sion would o11l) degra"de and weaken that communion in the eyes of its adherents
and of the world. -It would. 1 thir.k, be very satisfactory to mnany of his other ad-
mirers and well-wishers, as welI as te vourseif, if our reV friend, 'Who, I believe,
s.til1 adheres with unahated, or 1 believe even increasing, tenacity to the State,
Cliureh principle, ivozild informn us-(I) Under what circuinstancesZ, and throu ehi
what channel. lie antiripates thiat the Frc Church can ever be reinstated in its
pristine position. and recover its temnporalities ? (2.) Wheîhcer he contemplates a
re-union withi the present Establishmenît? (3.) In the event of neither of these
alternati-ves beingr prartioabie, would lic prcfýr the uontinuanîce of the present foot-

inor dei it preferable that there shou!d b., no State Churchi at al? Were these
questions pro-;cundedl te myscîf. " should rel-1)That any Farliamcntary or
national recoýnIition of' our communion, as the StteEtablishmient, would be scout-
cd ini al] quartiers as preposterous and iinjust. (2?.) 'rliat if the îuinisters and mem-
bens of the present Establishment were te acjuiesce in ail the changes in its con-
stitution or polity wvhieli we iiiigli deem indispensable, anîd whieh wvould render
ilhe church more independent aî1d less Erastian, I think these arrangemwents would
be repudated by aIl thîe reprcscntatives of the Englishi Est-,bliqhmnet, wlîo Would
regard thein as altogether at vairianc with the principles. in virtuo, of whicb alone
a chuirch can be exîîitled ta the temporal advantages derived from State connection,
and they would be apprehensive that such: innovations, if carried out in Seouland,
niiglhî afterwards bc insisted on ini referenc to the Chiurch of Engla:îd. The Dis-
senters on both sides of the tweed would bo not less hostile te anÏ su 'h changes as
would tend to emancipate eiher State Church f romn trammels or thraldom, becausfi
thecy would deein it unjust and unreasonable that the same communion should mon-
opolise ail the benefits of a, national provision, and at the sanie timie be allowed to
cnjoy the saine extent of *f'rcedom. and independence as other bodies possess, who
iîurChaise the liberty whichi they regard as essentiai te their comfort and respecta-
tiiîy, by renouneing ail dlaim to support froin the public purse. and shrink from
the degradation of subsisting upon taxes extortcd by violence and oppression from
p)arties by r.homn their doctrhîeLs are disbelieved, t1ieir entire systLei rcpudiated arnd
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