THE CHURCH OF S8COTLAND.

-neh are some of the aspects of our eir-
Lamstanees i this part of the world,
what can the ministers d>?  Check-
mated by distrust, by the anarchical
character of their }:_eupiq, by the foree of
long-cherishen] antipathies, by the influ-
ence of voluntary ism ran mad—and that
on the part of’ prersuns who, to make eun-
husion worne confounded, talk of them-
Lelves as belunging to * The Established
Ghureh, —the winisters can only fold
Fiheir fands and devoutly wish that they
dud belosg to an Established Chuveb, in
which event, prechance, the tables woull
e, in sute instatees, amazingly tarned,
and not at all to the liking of thoxe who
prate su lowdly of their fictitious connee-
tion with & Church so organized.

0 all the chiaotic clements composing
the formless et formidable opposition
chenished against Union in this Presby-
tery, the strongest perhaps is, the fixed
impressivn in the minds> of the peuple
that Union means the being subjected to
the yoke of another Church's rule. The
real fact probably i, that they uneasily
anticipate that, if Union shoull be ef-
fected, the same liwles disregard of
rale—of the authurity of Charch Courts
—will not be so easy thea asnow. They
heed not be alarmed. This is a tree
ountry.  They will be the same peaple.
It will not be more diflicult for them, or
any of them, to doubt the veracity of
their ministers in Sy nuid assembled when
bne of the number professes to quote
from the Edinburgh Assembly Papers—
or tu deny the Presbs terianisu of Pros-
biteries when these courts issue vlicts
repugnant to their principles or their
pockets.  The astunislaneut is that su
funcoerceable a people shoukl eatertain
ko mean an opinion of themserves, or
bhiould be so selitigaorant as to imagine
that they could be rendered susceptible
of being cuereed as a resnlt of the argest
Christian union that can by thought of.
No,ne! Union, let them not be afraid,
willleave unaffected that inalienable ten
dency aud right (so to speak) to argue,
to dispute, to vebel against any sort of
authority, save that based .upon their
own voluntary allegiance to some person
vhom they respect, and so to continue
attached to individual ministers and to
ancient nates, while disowning the
avthurity of Church Courts and formal
sstemws, which bas descended to them
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from time immemorial.  Here folke are
fewdal still, and dearly, therefore, do
they love a feud. The writer set out
with the intention simply of answering
the question : What did the Chureh at
hawe say on Union at the late General
Assembly 2 He fears, however, that any
attempt to show this on his part, will be
to no purpose. As with ministers at
Synod, sa with writers in the Rerord,
they will not be believed.  Neverheless,
it in yoor judgment, Mr. Editor, it is
worth while to occupy your columns
with the subject, the following quotations
are taken from what is regarded in Seot-
land as the official report of the General
Assembly proceedings,—that contained
in the E«iinlnwgh Courant, of date Satur-
day, May 24, 1878 :—

“ After addresses by Principal Snodgrass,
and Rev. A. Pollok, Dr. Phin, nse of the
must praminent members of the Assemblv,
rose to sove adoption of the Colonial Com-
mittee’s Report, and said, inter ufia: « They
desired Christinn Union amoug their bre-
thren in the colonies ; and he was sure they
all rejuiced that the Union to be formed in
Cunada was to be formed on sach & basts,
There was nothing that the Church of
Scutland wou'd snure desire to have than
that the Churches wero vuited on the good
old standards ef the Church of Scotland, to
which they were all bound to adhere.”

The Moterator, in addressing the depu-
ties, said :  They (the Church of Scotland)
had been consulted upon the Usion in
former Assembtivs. They had begged not
to give them (iu Canada) direct advice,
Jemving it to themselves, for they conld
judge better what was best to be done than
those who were so remote from the scene.”
{’That s to say, the Church of Scotland has
some confidence in the ministers and elders
of the Synods in these provinces, although
the people in some paris have none.  Nay,
the Church of Scotland, on being consulted
by our Syuods as to the best course to take
with reference to Union, had so much con-
fudence 1 our misisters and elders here, as
to say in coffect—Gentlemen, or Brethiren,
fullow what course seems best to yourselves.
What pleases you, we are sure, will plense
us.} ‘The Moderator continued :—* But
this they felt, that they seemed in Canada
to have reached the basis for an honest and
honourable, substantinl and continued-
league and allinnce. There was no mean
compromise with them—there was no aban-
donment of principle with them—they
were built upon the foundation of the apous-
tles and prophets, Jesus Christ Himsclf
being the chief corner stone,  Although by



