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8in,~In reading the pumorous artivles
on Union which cecently appeared in the
PRESBYTERIAN, & perdon fecls as if the Can-
ada Presbyterian Chureh wera approaching
5-yory sorious crisie. This unpression deop-
as by an vsamination of those articles
obich show ihat brethren on both sides of
the controvaray seemn to be somewhat san-
ouine that their own side will 9vcnmal!v
friumph ; and that xio progress is made in
the disoussion towad oneness of mind res-
ooting the basis of union, but that the pro-
gress ia rathor in the opposile directiom,
The muncxity seom to bo pretty confident
that the next Assombly will yield to their
ressure, and put forth snother offort to so-
Bure a basis more in harmony with their
yiews, On the other haud, tomo of the
majority ery out for Union on the present
basis, and hope ihat though the minority
may not heartily enter the Union, yet that,
sfter recording their dissent and protest,
thoy may follow their brethren ; or, if not,
thet their number will be so0 ainu.)l, and in-
fuence 8o weak, that no denomination of
Christiane will recognize them, and that as
anotural cousoquence, they will soon die
" oy humblo jadgmont, the minonty
umble g y W1

h;?; ?clnyno groundg to hops that the next
Agsembly will not proceed fo consummate
thie Union on the prosent basis. It is true,
ihelast Assombly declnreditself in iis favor,
pub it is equally truo that the Assembly of
73 did the opposite. On that oceasion the
Assembly gave out po uncertain sonnd. Xt
said, by a large majon‘ty, aftor n long dis-
eussion, that somo deliverance recognizing
the doctrine of Christ’s Headship should be
snreried mnto the basis. Of course, this act
of the Assembly was not pleasing to some
of the membexs of the Union Committos,
aud henzo their resignation and dissent,with

" yengons, were soon tabled, an aol which to

ny was & clear token that no such deliv-
:::ngo a8 roquested would be secured by
thoso brethren. Yet, strango {o say, the
Assembly re-appointed them as membora of
the Umon Committee, and entrasted thera
with the securing of a deliverance which
thoy (tho brethren) declared tn then rarsons
of dissent was unnecessary ; nay, ore,
that such r deliverance would imply ‘a
want of confidonca in the sincerity of the
represontatives of the negotiating Chur'ches.
The brethren accepted the Assembly's ap-
pointment, They undertook to endeavor to
gaonro o deliversnce.to be inserted in the
Dasie of the future Church, which, nccording
1o their own declaration, was not required,
and which would imply a want of confi-
dence in the sincerity of the representa.
tives” of other Churches. Hore, in my
humble judgment, the Assombly orred. In
.deference to the faslings of those esteemed

. brethren whoso inflnence. in the Church,

and labors connectod with the Union ques.
tion, are most highly appreciated, the As-
serably re-appointed thom, I presume, very
much against tho desires of those brethren.
Nor do I feel that the brethron themselves
aoted wisely in allowing tho Assembly to
place them in such an awkward position.
Their views respecting tho basis, openly and
eandidly expressed, deprived thom of a very
mpertant qualification to sceuro n deliver-
ance 8o essential to harmonious Union,

And what, Mr. Editor, was the result of
the appoiniment alladed to? Just what
avery discerning mind might anticipate, a
re.deslaration of entire unanimity of the ne-
goliating bodies regarding the docirine of
the Headship of Christ; but no deliverance
1o relievo the minds of the minority, and
form a part of the basis of a future Church.
This deliverance our Committeo felt was a
dolicato point. Unquestionably it might
appear to be go, but to propose it mgd secure
it was the very object of their appoiniment,
aud to return to tho Assambly with such a
doliverance would be t. carry the Canada
Presbytorian Chureh into the Union without
» dissenting voico.

But, though » deliverance was not secured
y our Gnion Committoe, yet somothing
was done which I venture to say fow ex-
pected. Ecclesiastical documents, the his-

"‘ ‘tory of which was well known to the fathers

of the late Presbyterian Church of Canada,

b 'hoing framed amid the excitement of the

| the brethren, so urgeat for
" present basis really convinced of the danger

disruption controversy, were laid on the
table, Than this act of the Committes I
carnot very well sce another cource which
they could pursne more adapted fo wound
the feelinga of the highly-esteeraed fathers
who bore * the burden and heat” of that
ay of conflict; nnd yet we have it on re-
cord, that the laat Assembly recoived their
report with thanks for their valuablo ser-
vice !

T must say, My, Bditor, that whatever tho
Groat Hoad of Zion may have in storo for
he Cannda Presbyterian Chureh, theso
things have & voryugly apposrance, and are
ne good omen of her futuro poace. Wore
nion on the

that is aliead, they would pause before tak-
ing another stép. Liet a raan feel the pulsc
; of a vast number of the mombers and ad-

8 liorents of tho Cunads Presbyterian Church

al the present moment, and bo will soon be

B ‘convincod that recent acts of the Assembly

Are, saying the loast of them, very unpopu-
ar. In faot, tho prosent basis no ono.

. praises. Tt is nof a favorite of any. unless

& fow who helped to frame it. Tt hag
her objections besides the wanl of a spe-
«cial recognilion of the dootrine of Chr'al's
Hardship. Besider, it is anTindisputablo
faol, that & largo portion of the Cannda
iErosbylerian Chureh is vory dissatisfied with
the reeognition lately given by tho Assem-
Py io tho introduction of instramental mu-
i0 in tho worship of God, and regard that
Baelf o of sufficient importance to couse n
Ristaplion. To press upon & peopla in suck

b‘aqiﬁ upon the hoel of unpopular net,
810w3 o wunt of wisdom. From the pouple
o¢protedtatorny “ Tho Fre o tof in Chtrel
of Briti-h Novth Amorier - C jugeh to
b built upon the prosent napopulm basis,
and agreods £ Lo recoguize nstrumaental mu.
sic in the public worship of God, 1 would
not, I submit, be very diffteuls to gather a
geople uezrly w6 numerous as vne of the
odies now negotiating for Cnion.

But, Mr. Eitor, 18 it really so. that the
Union Committees me anable ta frame g
basis on which bodies of Cucistins, 1 pio-
fession, in teachings, and i suthoritative
documeonts, sro declared tv bo ono? Igit
su, that to meet conseiontious viows, clearly
and ably stated by men of high standae
and of long experience, those Comuuttees
are unablo fo aeenre o sentence or twoe ro-
garding o doctrine which all Presbyterians
profess tu believo? Ts 1t »u that all means
are now exhausted, that no furthor effurt is
to bo made, and that no remudy now ro-
mains, but for the Churok to acoept no
Union or a disruption ? T am not one who
believesso. True, wo are 1o nearer o, hoarty
Union now than we weroe at the Assewmbly
of 72, hut I hope no farther fromit. A
deliverance is sought which may scem to
itaply & want of confilvnce i the sincorty
of one of the negotiating Churches, but I
submit that it does not necessarily imply
anything of the kind, for the Canadn Pros
byterian Church is driven to ask it, so as to
meet the views of a large number of Lot
membears. Nor can T get mysc1f to beliov.
but that the other negstiating Cliurch
would, in th- eircumstaace, agroc o grant
it, secing that they h-ll the very doetrine,
the recognitinn of which is sought into the
basis. 'T'n mr mind there wou' ¥ he no more
delicacy in n=king for ruch n Jloliverance
than it was to carry to the € ala Presby
teria= % ° 14 -nents, ths laying of
whic' __ 1 _.:...y's ta¥] moust have
reached the quick of thousands of Lier peo

le. And if such a deliverange wore re

uged—which I believe, and h_ps, woull

not—then would not the Church have an

ovidenée that the Great Mastor’s timo for

Uniot is nnt yot come ? and that to wait
for His time would be her w'slom ?
Yours truly,

J. AXDERSON.
Tiverton, 17th Dec,, 1878,

Union, and the Act of Irdependonce,

Editer BRITISH AMERICAX I'RESBYTERIAY,

Drar S1n,—TI desire to take this earliest
opportunily of implementing my promise
of commenting on tho * Act of Indepen-
dencoe,” and the position of the Churoh of
Sentland.

At tho outset allow me to vefor to recent
.eorrespondents.

“ Obsorver "’ has not made good use of
his percoptive powers when he clasges me

it as.wonld.dutroduce the-sore.quex-
tions of past years. He might have seon
that I depreeated the vory thing, and that
my fond gopo, when Union was initiated,
wasy, that ¢ bye-gones should bo hye-gones."
Ay grand object, in all my lettors published
in your paper, during the las* twenty
months, was to obviate diffienltics, allay
asperities, aud pare off the rough odges of
the past. I was anxious ¢+ avoid writing
one word calenlated to give offenco. If any
thing of this kind has appenred from me, it
wag written in dofencs. T would not be
classed with those who are dispised to in
criminate in anr Chareh any of the Pres.
byterian families with old issues. I would
rathor hold np fo view the brighter side of
the respeetive Churches. I believe neithor
of us have boon faultless or infal'ible, that
wo and all have sometling to learn and un-
learn. And in nothing. dves it appear to
us, do we requaire to learn more than in
charity towards one another. If wo must
now discuss disagreeables, it is by con-
straint, not willingly. They are forced upon
us. I have no foudaess, but the utmost
aversion to such discussions. To e, nad,
T suppose, to many more, these dicputations
have baen the sourco of unutierablo veoza-
tion and sadnesssinco 48, I should rejoice
oxceodingly had no oceasion been given to
diseuss them again. But when questions
that have grown hoary with the yoars of
morc han half o century arc revived and
prosented; when old accusniions are reitor-
ated week after week in double and triple
force, with wonted keenness and acumen ;
when wo are represented with la-ing dis-
carded scund conseience, judgmont, anl
principles, ag if we had deliberately and
practically dirowned o7ir adorahle Rodeo’mer
as our Soveroign Lord—ta allow all thia ¢2
pasa wmoticed, would surely plead ruilty,
and%vould not be creditable fo ourselves.
nor to thow who aroe disposed fo enter into
Union with us. It is the glory of the Brit-
ish Constitution, thet overy subject has the
right of dofonce and the privilage of securing
tho best counsel to plead his cause. Suroly
this ought to be the acknowledged right
of every oro bearing tho Presbyterian name
Those frien s of Union in the C P, Church
hava eartainiy vindicated their roadiness to
unite with us, prudently and well  Shou'd
wa not claira the priviloze of saying some-
thing for onrselves? As, however, I sm
only & Iate importation to the Svnod in this
part of the Dominion, I frankly eonfess it
would be mare seomly for anothar, and es-
pecially for » member of the Uninn Coxa-
mittee, to vindicato our positton in the pres.
ont and past. This, 8 far as T can soo, is
not being done. I desiro, thorefora, regard
lers of the opinion_of those who desiro ta
seo us condemued with no vindieation, to
offer some consrdorations in dofcgc'a. I wish
to do so ns woffennively ©s possible. th:
iwo or thres oxceptions, I admire the sprit
of your eorrospondont. In guch cases, Greok
must face Groek.

Austher mild aud moederate writor, in
last paper (we havo 2 fondness for modor-

B-sixie of mind, then, i very wnpopulst

tion," and not loss ao in ecolasinatios), con-
:l:x?l:’n tliat, while we are esreful net to
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“humble ” oucgelves, wa have not such a
toudes regard 8¢ thoir honor. We would
a3urs one tetond thiat wa have ne wish to
bamble suy of the Proshyterian brethren.
We should rather ses every Preshytorian
within the Dorjnion, and many mare. ox-
sltad, in due time, boyend tho skics Wo
ean pareatve no humiliation to ask sunserip-
tion, puie and simple, to an old and meh-
triod atandord,  Wo rogard the basians vory
Litttr more cr lews than this. To tako the
standar. * precisely a4 transuntted for many
.44, 18 penrs to nio, would meet with loss
Gpposition and greator uuanmimity from both
Charches. Todo this wourld promote the
hioner of the framers of our standards—to
adopt their wisdwm, pothaps, continning the
protiss 3 togurds the Civil Magistrate., Wo
would tuus follow in the tramn of all the
Prosbyterians outsuls of Scotland. We
would Lelp to eunuble Presbyterianism
down tc the present time. Wa would on.
n bl sursolves,  Would it not give cvidunce
of high stature of Christian manhood to
blot out the record of all past offencos, and
leave nothing, visible or invisivla, to prove
an eyoxore or lieartsors to any—toaccept of
what the groat fathers of Briush Presby.
terians, English, Irish aud Scotch, have
donc £ as, an sufficient bass of Sexipture
truth, far us and ours, in all time coming.

But now with regard to tho famous ** Act
of Independence,” Tins name sourds vory
attrastive.  'Who doss not erave for inde-
pundence ¢ But it <0 hiappens in tius falien
world that 1t s dufficuls for the mdividual
and fox the collective body to assert com-
plote sndepondence.  To aitempt tus may
only soeve to enctose ourseives within un-
comfortable resirietions,  To press our in-
depeadence too far may mvolve n logal
boadspe.  Wa suspact it 1s so with tins act ;
herofor- we 1 ad wo fwvor ror 1t since we dis.
esvered ats sugience. We know thatits
elwshord wre datestefut €5 many adher-
ens o . ud Caarca, bug, of course,
magorius s wi i earry, aud majorities are fal-
L o less certamly than sanorites, Bt
WO (Bd.awy 820 Wiy thoss wao f.amed this
Act slould by rmpugned with dishonourable
moti 1t aiy be seenin the Records of
the 9y Wl of 44, tua. thods wito remainsd
o, ' se b shuir best akidl to provent the dis-
rapti~a of the §,nod. And having failed
in Jiis, why shieald they not pass this Act,
so hevrmless in itsolf, if it could be supposed
to have (he remotest tendency to maintain
aud promote their strongth. It wero well
fo1 the Cliurch of Christ, if more dishonest
moans had never beon adopteu to advance
Hise u. Halthis beon 8o, less waounds
would liava been inflicted, and divisions

roull be more easily healed. It is insinu-
avod that those who framed this Act regard-
ed the Church of Scotland in bondage to the
State, and that this Act was o rolease them-
selves and entrap others. Thisis surely ar-
rogating too much n judgment., Is it not
settg aside all charity ?  Is it not assum-
tng the prorogative of Him who alono
knowoeth the heart, and ig-the rightful-Lord

.afsthe-conscionco 2 At ilwame tume, we

do thmk that Ir any passed this Act under
the unpression that the Church of Scotland
was in the allogad bondage, their propor
enurse should have been to have gone with
thods whe sympathized aud umted with the
Froe Church, It has been wisely said by
an apolngetic writer some weeks ago, that
tins Act should be viewed in the light of the
stormy times in which it was pasged. And
most cortamly thia Aet, aud mnch wmore of
the iterature of these days, must be treated
with forbearance, or be tto moro called mto
remambrauce, otherwise Union ear: neithor
prova comfortable uo- useful ; aud the Pres-
byterians must bear muach reproach for our
potty strifes and divisions,

But the Aot may have been framed to
satisfy thiose wlu were not Scotelimen, and
did not feal much laterest in and had no de
sire to econsuler the merits or demorits of
the questions in disputs Lefore the Seottish
Churcli. This very plausible view has been
taken Ly the proposed Union, in which the
wr.ber iudicates that this Union is desigued
to mect the wants and wishes of Americans,
Canadians, Euglish and Irish, as wsll as
Scotch Prosbyterians,

Our objections to this Act are not those

80 veliomoatly pressod on oar abtention.

‘Wa dislike tlio Act, becauso it excludes au
appeal to aay Cuurt whatever hoyond our
own, as il we possessed all ths wisdom i
thie world on matters spiatual and secular.
And, fist, becaise it bas an appeal to the
Chueeh of Scotland. Wehave not so much
coufidence in all the decisions of tho inferior
Churel Courts ag to suppose that reference
to the Lighust Chureh Curts may not be
dosirable.  And ta have the freodom of re.
f-rence to the SupremCourt of the Soettish
Church, might at least lead to the exercise
of greater caution in com:ug to a decision
in the inferior Courts. W could specify a
case that was beforo the Syauod in the Mari-
times Provinces, whors no such Ast irin ox.
istence, nad whore the alleged purpose of
snct reforenco had the deared effect of re-
vorsing tio decision of the lower Court.
But wo object to the Act beeanso it ox-
cludes appeal to ancther Court. Westrongly
suspoct that it bars an appeal or application,
in any caso, to the Civil Comrt, 28 regards
ecclesiagtieal property, or on any plea what-
over. Wo are sorry if we diffor from an-
other consderate correspondent, who as-
sumes that both Churches are sound on the
Headshup of Chirict, aud seoing that both
Churches have now a declarntion of the
spiritual independonoco such as we ask,” ho
aske, * why should not the Umted Church
have n similar act ?”  Weare au anxious ug
many that tho Chiarch_should be preparod,
as farag possible, to ** defond horaolf against
Stato mtrusion w spiritual vights and privi-
legos.” I3ut here ariscs the grand difficulty :
to cuact practicable laws to restraw each
witinn their respuctive and lugitimaia Pro-
vinces. We suggosted, in your paper, after
tho Comruitoer on Union sat Arat, that the
gpecinl aubject for thoir conewloration was
not so much to demds that forbearance
should bo allowed as to the manner of re.
oeiving the articles in tlie Standards roapest-

g

iny the Civil Magistrato, a3 to define or lay
down preiplos indieating the respootive
prouinens uf Eoolesiastical and Civil Courts.
Chuldren might have suggestod the former,
whareas the latter required the Lighest aud
mont_judieions exoreise of Christisn ecasuist-
1?', Tor oucsslves, we are nut of opition
that there shonld in nu cass be an appual
from the Chwmuch to the eivil tribunsl.. We
know that worthy brothren in the Canada
Progbyterian Church are of tho same mind.
To attempt to prevent such appeal, in any
caso. would, wo aro persnaded, im inconarct-
out with the principles of equity and the
counsgols of God's Word, No Church ean
poss bly provent such appeal, and no State
can safely sanction such an Act, with due
1ogard t  the protection of her subjects.
Wao regard tlns Aot as requiring foo mueh
Had thoso m tha C. P, Church, who propose
to spply to tho Ottawa Governmont, sub-
seribed this Aet, it is our opinion, that when
1t would come up before the Civil Court to
be discussed on tho merits of the applicn-
tion, their subsor:iption to the Act woulld ex-
clude their casa barrg heard, And seriously,
according to our views, 1if their Chureh pro-

erty 18 in danger of veing diverted from its
egitimato object, they hava n right to seek
zgdrcss witorovor thiey may hopo to get Jus-
tice. Sume years ngo, when an excollont
ainister in Busten, who 18 m the voluntary
achool, aud & worthy descondant of the
Erskines, applied to the Cival Court to re-
claim Presbyterian property thut had fsllen
into tho hands of Uadariaus, I cheerfully
raised subseriptions to aid hun in the pros-
ecution. If the vested Chuich property of
thoso revorond brethren opposed to Uzion
woro in danger of being transferred to any
other objeot than the dissemination of souni
Progbyterian dootrines—as we are sure it
was degigned and i8 now used—we should
cheerfully ronder our aid to provent auy
such mis-appropriation. But pormit us te
present this Act ontive. It may be o nov-
olty to many of yonr roaders. Whero 1s
shown its full face, it may not appear suoh
a terrific barrier to Union, as some would
represent it.

“Whorous this Synod has always frop
its firat establishment, possessod a free and
supremo jurisdiction over all the congrega.-
tions and ministers in connection thero-
with, and although tho independoenco and
freedom of this Synod, in rogard to all
things spiritual, cannot be catled 1n ques.
tion, but has boen repeatedly, and in most
explicit terms affirmed, not only by 1itself,
but by the General Assembly of the Church
of Seovtland, yot as in our present oircum-
stances it is oxpediont that this indepon-
do':'nce be assorted aud deolared by a specinl
act;

It is thorefors heroby declavad, “That
this Synod has always claimed and possos-
aed, does now possoss, and ought always,
inall time coming, fo have and exor.
cise a perfoctly free, full, final, supreine,
and uncontrolled power of jurisdiction, dig-
cipline and goverumont, in regard to all
mattors, ccolesiastioal and spiritual, over all
the muisters, elders, Chnreh members,aund-
congragations under its care, without the
right of review, appesl, complamnt, or ref-
erence by or to any other Court or Courts
whatever, in any form or under any pre-
tence ; and that in all cases that may come
before it for judgmont, the decisions nnd
deliverances of tns Synod shall be final.
Aud this Synod further declares, that f any
eucroachments on tlus suprome powor and
authority shall bo attemptoed or threatened,
by any pergon or persons, Court or Courts
whatever, then this Synod, and each and
overy membor thereof, shall, to the wutmost
of their powor resist and oppose the samue.
And whereas the words in the designation
of tne Synod, ‘in conneotion with the
Churck of Scotland,’ havo been misunder-
stood or misrepresented by many poersons.
1t 18 horoby declared that the said words
unply no right of jurisdiction or control. in
any form whatever, by the Church of Seot-
Inud over thns Synod, but donote merely
tho connection of orign, indentity of stand-
ards, snd wmmstorial and Church com-
munion

Surely tho homest judgment of ovory
eritic must be, that too much noise hag
been made about this not. Howaver dig-
tasteful 1t may bo to thoso who believe in
the righteousness of appealing to the civil
tribuual, we should think that the most
tastidious 1 their oxclusiveness could noi
desire a moro expliott aet of spiriteal inde-
pendendence. Besidos 1t appears that tho
act n substance, if not entiroly had ** boen
repoatedly and 1 most oxpliit terms
aflirmed " auterior to the disruption of the
Canada Synod. Indeed wo think the Act
might be gathered from propositions thaf
had passed almost unammously m the
Synod of 1844, befora tho raptuce in that
Synod-—save the part that allows minister-
13l cominunion with the Church of Seot.
land. Tho Aot wounld appesr thus
to have been prepared in tho ene
united school.

So far as we know, the Canada Presby.
torian Church hasno Act that goes 80 farin
oxcluding an appeal to the civil oourt, and
to every court under the sun. Indeed it
geos farther, it appoars, as o bar to seoking
redress in the ewil court, than some of
thoas who make anch a clamour ngainst it,
would do m practios. They would placo a
yoke on others, while they assert libarty for
themselves, To make 50 much of this Act
appears dishonourable, It s very illiboral.
It is makiug a mountain of & very suall
matter. Itis straining st & gnat.

But the chief ground of offence against
this Act, nppeara fo be that whilo it nasorts
that our Canada Church oxists quite inde.
pendeut of, and in no way under the con-
trol of the Church of Scotland, 1t does not
exproasly toatify dgainst seid church. What
socms Lo e dosired i3, & declaration clearly
implying, if not exprossly asserting, thas
tha Church of Seotland was in grisvious
error iu 1848, and shat thoese who continued
oonnection with het wore involved in bor
&illl, Should the edherenis of the okl

R et )

! vhurch acesde to this, there would bo ap
it to direvasion, Now we are 10ndy 19
admit that the majority n the Churel. of
Snotland were chargonble raore than ones
with wrong judgments. We eannotzivo

1 ear auqualified assont to all the dreisions of
the old Churoh or I'ree Church either. Tho
majority 1u the Church of Scotland, doubé-
less, passed an unrightoous judgmont om
the Lrskines and thor woithy compesra
But the Church of Scotland confossed her
error in the most practical way., ‘They re-
ealle 1 their judgment, althougl too lafe to
secure the'r roturn and their rve instalment
in the Seottish Church. The supreme
government only requires a practicnl re-
poutence of churchos a3 of individuala,

We would not not encroach further on
your space. Wo shall dofor to a fulure
number the furthor consideration of this
matter.

1 am, sinceraly yours,
Avrexanorr McEay,
The Mansa, Eldon, 11th Dee. 1878.

Union on the Australian Basis,

p—
K 1itor BaiTish AMERIGAN PRUSBYTHRIAN,

My Dgan Sir,~1I desire to apologize to
Meusrs. Campbell, of Montreal, for the
Llunder committed i my last, and te
thank you for the fimely correction. Tho
errvr arose entirely from the fact of my
not being sufliciently familiar with Chris-
tian names. The value, however, of the
communication itself, be that mmueh or
little, 18 in uo way affocted by tho mistake
on wmy port.

In reply to the question, * How hag theo
unton on such a basis stood the test?” we
must, of course, agamn quote from pub-
lished testimony. In o lotter of the
Rev. Alox, Campboll (I hopo I am right
this tune), dated Geelong, Sapt. 16th, ad-
dressed to tho convenor of the I, C.
Colonial Commuttes, and published in the
Record of January, 1860, wo find the fol-
lowing paragraph :—

* So far as the Union has gone, it has
been most satisfactory. Wo have now not
two hostile Churches—a Free Church and
an Esfablished Church party—but we
have yne Churoh, holdieg openly aud un-
deninbly TFreo Church principles. The
dissenients, of cowrso, deny that we hold
theso principles; but they never succeed
in getting any other proof than the: fact
that we have joined the Union.”

Baxactly two months lator we find a no-
tice of tﬁo mooting of the Genernl Assem-
bly of the Victorin Church from the samo
writor, published in the February number
of the Record

i Although you will probably reocivo
full intelligence regarding our Fivst Gon-
oral Assambly from othor quarters, you
must allow me to tell you my impressions
of it.  Like many others, I felt somo ap-
prehension that the diverse elements of
“whichi'it was composed might still ratain
their divorsity, and that an_atiempt te
bring them into close working contast
would have led to an explosion. Such
fears were groundless. Our Assembly was
characterized by o spirit of unpretending
but genuine brotherly kindvess. There
was not one note of discord—not one harsh
or unseemly word., There wero two or
turee votes, but on matters of no wmoment,
and two or three dissents were entered on
our records. Butthe brethren who ton-
dered them felt that, in doing that, they
had done all that good men noeded to  de,
in order to exonerate their own conscionces.
For axample, when certain applications for
State aid were made, our United Presby.
terian brothren maintained thew consis-
tenoy by onteniug their dissent, and mani-
fested their  good sense by doing nothung
more. And thus this notable difficulty
was disposed of without wasting either tho
time or the temper of the house. Thero
was not the smallest 1ndication of sides or
parties m the house. Thore was notlung
that would have told a stranger that these
sixty clergymen had over belongod to dif-
forent or antagenistic Churchos. I should
not, however, say that there were no par-
ties. There wore twu—those who were
tinetured with onthusiasm, and those who
weore inclined to be slow. But these aro
precisely the parties tliat we need—the quick
and the cauticus, the ardent disciples of pro-
gress, whose motto is ¢ Advance,” and the
cool-headed mon, who add to it “circum-
specily.”

In roferonco vv the second mooeting of the
Assewbly, the Melbourne Davly Age says

* The meetings wore felt to e most te-
freshing, the intorest continued unabvated to
their close, and unmterrupted harmony
charactenzed all the proceedings.”

I am, yours traly,
W, BRNNETT.
Springville, Deo. 17th, 1873.

A —————

A Reminder.

Hditer BRITISK AMERIOAN PRUSRYTARIAN,
81x,—TI am afraid that soms of your cosr-
respondants on Union ontiroly overlook tho
fact that the Canads Presbytorian Church
is not that Church which botors '61 was
kuown a8 the “¥ros Churoh,” and that 1t
has not served itsolf heir to all the contro-
versics, and all tho traditions of the latter
Church. I am anold U. P., and have al-
ways been, and am stidl, an  adinacod voi-
untary, and while I cordully accepted, anid
accept still the basis ~¢ 1861, T mever
though,, and do nol aow think that in so

aceepting it I becamo o * Tico Claurchman”
m the conventional seuso of the term,
though I claa sometlung botter, for I wag
“fres borm.”. It i3 80 years sinco 1844, and
that makes a considerable differance both
in jndividuals and churches. 7 -
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