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" that they have already madd o desperate effort to dispacage Yhe Chureh of their futhers,
"t tow thelr Uisremurd of dts sonnd ediseipline and ordet, Ou the coutrary, we
have énlanvonred to vetain, in its integrity and oprity, tiat code of fuith anl diseipline
whidh wWas dvawn from Seriptuec, amld system aized by England’s great Protestant. Re-
formers, iany of whmn s’:zx{e(l their faith with their Heds, Al by God's blessing we
+ will retain §t, * th vofie of the majority 7 to tie contrary notwithstundise, Whatever
blaire, iy the counsels of God or of may, may attiel 1o the astivas of thoss, wim are-
given 1o chanigy, we at l events will wasli onr hands of all enmpliefty fir the matter,
"and willizghy premit thz responsibility to vest where it has beea. justly meritad.
It hus been further neged BT Vour correspondeit— Lot tie voiee of the majority.
preail,” and then the Synod will'be established.  "This ery Jnv-an ominaus suu‘ni Tt

in thiir ofn way'; but they must not blame us il we express an-o vinioh,.
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‘grrunciates a prinzipie which éntonragedl the ancieat pursecators of the Clwarch and of

“the servants of God to commit their horrid ‘atgocitios ou. the persins of their. herole
viefims, Tt fustigered hostile foclings and avtive prozerditigs against helpless, but
“enpseientions Lotisvers in vvery ago of the Chnlch. And T vers much donbt whether
-even the Youerable Lo of the Romish L™ Dmoseould fuve vevurcd o Kindle
the flames of the mirtyr's fire, 3 they hadl not prevignsly entevtuined. o, etiiinty that
#the voice of “the mujority should prevail.” ot happily for us, the subjects of this
protestims empico, the borrid and indignant ery of +* Let the Yoics of the nwjority pre-
vail ? in 1 izous mutters i+ stifled_ond hush™d foréver by the’ wixdom, justee, and
* Tilierality of British legiskiton. Qut wpon such incipient popery and proseiption] We

will hidve vone of it

Really T must say ﬂﬁz‘t‘xhis is the first fime that T hirve scen g charge of sélikﬁnes.s:'

jmplying ovethearing conduet, with a. desire to “ypress hard on o retrecting fod,”
Drought aguinst the lafiuential party with whenr 1 have the hopour-to aet,  Oar con-

- tribations I believe il Church objwets huve, according to onr means, been unyradg--

fugly givdi § and Lmuch queston, looking dt. the complision aud camposition. of our
Teadinyclinrch committens, and governing bodies, whether our due anid proportionate
shareio such matterg Is, at this preseat juncture, metedl ogt 1o us. Sull I am not
aware that sy pf us have as yot complainel of huving been “left rut in thecold” Aund
. ifany ot us did unfortanately happen Yo feul auy pressure from that muwrter, T for ane.
ain-ver zertds 47 noite the wasmth nor e cominrt of ‘the intoior of the Syned
chanither possesées sufficient ativaction to induce us-to change elther war attitude or
position. ~ Sych qualitivs may suit the views and concvenfence of the -movement party,
- hat T dornot belisve that, heyond ity well defined Hmits, they would exdite any aount
“of wmbittoq; or éawr oar sentiment of rexy L7 Smwa cniqiedranasn s an old and
wholesonie Aphdrist, and we are very willing that it should huve its full effectin the
- preseut ustance. ‘ L Tz L .
~ T will csnclude these absereatians on the conimunieation of S. M. C. by promising
him th i, whenover he may find * time and space™ to favour us with his strictores on
~my oziv a8 shown in thz third-dedacetion I dres-from the deciston of the Pyivy Couuncil,
I will peruse his Tucubrations with.all due strention. . -
© Yourother correspondent, wher did me the honour to reply to my letter appears to
~mig; jadging froq the tone of lis sentiments, fo be just waking op suddenly from some
_previous state of somaolency 0.2 sctise of the real character and present positon of

“our,church, e also suems to luhonr under the stereotyped delusion that *“«Synod is.

“the primitive constitmtian und mode of government-of the Christian Church.”  Proof,
yourg man ¢ by all 1afns <bew us your prouf, laut thiswas so. Asd then parhaps

. - you may command sope notee, - . T
" Thetruth is that the Synodists are heze huildibg thelr arguments on the haseless
fubrie of avielon,  There is wot e 1ittle, in sovtee as I am aware, & the vhole yange
ofancicnt Christhn literatatec—not one tittle, which will support the idea that synodical
- goav@raiment. it the Nova Seutian sense, prevailed in the primitive church.  Antiquity
gives no comitenanes whatever to such o theory: neither do the constitutions and
canons of the Churkly of Eugland.  And yét nnder- pretence of returning to. ancient
customs amd testo-dng Primitive discipline, our friends *Covér the way ™ avindlly appeal
t d phantom thathever uxisted anywhere bevond the limits of their own imsginations.
Call you this just and fair reasoning ? $uch perverse logic might answer very well as




