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of establishments in the eyes of the community ; and
Dr. Ferrier left the Church, and joined the United
Presbyterian Church, becanse he entertained views
opposed to those of his brethren upon this point.
The deed of Synod also made this doctrine a term
of communion in the Church, virtually at least, and
it was n scrious thing to do away with any article of
the constitution. Another important consideration
was as to how fur both parties agree on the point on
which they differed.—Both believed that God had ap-
pointed Christ king of nations us weil as of the Church;
and never dispute the assertion that vherever the
word of Christ was made known every conscience was
responsible to him. The United Church held, like
them, that there was no moment in a man’s life when
this responsibility ceased, and indeed if any man
should say so, be would decline any Christian fellow-
ship with such man. All men were responsible at all
times—in the family—in the Church—in Parlinment—
on the Bench. It was as difficult to vemove from under
the canopy of heaven, as from the responsibility which
bound all creatures to the throne of God.  The refusal
to give credit to the United Church for these opinions
was their ground of compluint against the Church to
which he belonged though perbaps the complaint was
not well founded, inasmuch as expressions ought to
be understood in the scnse in which they were em-
ployed. Practically, again, there was no difference
of opinion between the parties, that a man might stand
up in Parliament and say, I oppose this measure,
because it is opposed to whe word of God.  All were
agreed that he might employ every resource of his
knowledge and draw arguments from political econ-
omy, history, or the bible to strike the individual con-
science. Where then did they suffer?  Justasto the
words *‘ formal” and “national” recognition of religion;
for while an individual might bring forward these
arguments and present them to influence others, it
was held by some members of the other church that
he ought not to insist on the bible Leing recognized
as the standard of law. They said that the civil
magistrate wiclded the sword, and that if the bible
was put into his hands he must wield the sword in its
behalf, secing that from the moment the bible was the
statute Look, he was bound to employ the sword to
cnforce it. Another argument was that in the dis-
chavge of bis duties the magistrate acted not for God
but for man. That his duties look God-ward; but
in the open discharge of them, his responsibility was
to men.—lie (Mr. R.) on the contrary, held that the
civil province was part of God's cmpire; and that
even civil liberty depended upon the recognition of
that fact. The main thing for which Government
was established, was the protection of human lite;
but what made human life and buman blood sacred,
if it were not the conviction that man was an immortal
being, made in the image of God. The security of
life, therefore, was involved in this matter. Again,
take religious liberty, and the foundation of the belict
of the United Prestiyterian Church, was, that the civil
magictrate had notbing to do with religion.—But
what was the foundation of their Church ?  Why, that
the conscience of each man belonged to God, and that
no law but his law ought to be obtruded on the con-
acience. Thus religious liberty was placed on firm
foundations. The question of the Sabbath was in-
volved in this question; avd thero was no difference
between the two bodics as to the opinion that the
magistrate ought to prohibit Sabbath Lreaking, nor
as tothe belief that he had nothing to do with forcing
his subjects to worship God, or not to worship him
in a particular way, and had only to put down any
open scandel within his province. The other church
rested the security of the Sabbath on the allegation

that it was a civil right. is Church bascd it on the
great truth that God bad claimed one day for himself.
Aguin, as to fasting there was less difference than at
first appeared. Some of we voluntaries in England
uad objected to fasting at the command of the Gov-
ecrnment on the same grounds on which he would
object: he meant that the command came forth ac-
companied by anathema and that it iguered all other
chiristians, but the established churches. e would
fust ; but would protest against the edict. While the
differences were small, the motives for union were
strong. One of the three petitions of the Saviour
was that the church might be one, and there was a
strong Teason for agreement to be found in the com-
mon Presbyterianism of the two churches; in the
gospel which both taught; and in the worship which
both practised, withh the exception tha¢ the United
church bad introduced a hymn book. Wasitnotalso
i motive for union that all lived in a country where
Presbyterianism was not understood. Geograpbically
they were fragments, and yet they differed between
themselves on pnints the world did not appreciate.
Again the two Celleges languished and were quite
ineflicient, while one would be prosperous; and spirit-
ual destitution could not be overtaken, whereas if
union were to take placegon sntisfactory principles, o
less number of miristers would be required, and many
hands might be spared for uncultivated localities.
The evangelization of the world was joined with the
idex of the Church being one—*That they all might
be one,” &c. In the old country, the rivalry of the
different denominations was sp great that they had
not time to go forth to save the world which perished
for lack of knowledge. Was there, after all, any
ground of union on scriptural principles 2—1If so, they
must go to the scriptures to find it out—and there i8
appeared that it consisted of having one body; onc
spirit; one hope of our calling; onc God and Father
of all: above all, in you all, and through vog all. If
perfection were insisted on, there could be no unity.
All stood on one vast, solid, eternal continent, and to
unite, all must draw towards the cenire, and not try
to push another off. Did not all hold in common the
Lord’s Supper, and the truth of the Word of Christ,
and did they not present him to the world as the only
hope of the lost.—Just as gravitation bound by co-
hesion, so Christ was the bond of spiritual union—of
the union between angels and the redeemed family—
between every individual Christian and the universal
Church. He concluded by moving for a Committee.

Rev. Mr. Roger said in this matter there were two
things to contemplate—what had already been done,
and what remained to be done. Much thankfulness
was duc that s0 much bad been accomplished, and
the more he contemplated the question, the wmore the
principles he stood to represent became important in
bis eyes. The question on that side, however, was
presented under gréat disadvantages. Patronageand
establishments had-got so confounded togetherin tho
jnblic mind, that the world could not separate them.
The establishment principlel What had that to do
with the question? It was the supremacy of Christ
which he conteuded for—1et establisbments go to tho
‘our winds. Oan the other hand, the term voluntary
principle gave no idea of what was intended. In
Canada at any rate, the church was free from esta-
blishments on one hand and voluntaryism on the
other, in connexion with the welfare and support of
the ministry ; but the veluntasy principle, or the es~
tablishment principle, made it alike imperative on the
church to maintiin and promute the ministry in its
high and holy mission. What had already taken
place should afford encouragement. The two church-
es had long acted together, in spito of differcnces
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