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the V~. P. Chiurah, -,vre not and are flot an appeal ad rniseràor-diam, atnd the~
boli churolies need to give, as %vell ns receive explanations, a union is flot
practicable, and if it were, would not be desirable.

ri romn the little 1 have seen of the country and its necessities, 1 amn convinced
that, indefinitely more could he done by the two bodies united, than in their
soparate ntate. But if this a! pre?ent cannot bc accomplished, by ail meaus Jet
us rather have "lunion>' than " disunioi.>' Let us seek more than ever to
cultivato a feeling of inutual respect, and Jet us ail act as substantially occupy-
ing a position of I>rasbyterian pitrity. So that if we cannot see eye to eye on
ai subjeots, perhaps our suceessors may, or even ou-raelves, at some riot very
distant period. W . 1.

Westminster, Sept. 1857.

UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CIIURCH IIISTORY.

JBY TIIE REV. DR. FERRIER, C.&LEDONIA.

In addition to the memorial of the United Secession Synodl, addressed to,
Lord àMeibourne and uther nemnbars of the Britiblh Oo,ýernment, un the subjeet.
of their opposition to additional endowments for the Churceh of Scotland, they
appointcd a Deputation to, proccad to London to enforce their views on the
subject. The gentlenmen apinted 'rare the Rev. Drs. Beattie, King, H1arper,
and James Peddie Esq. Ïariy in Spring, 1838, this Deputation proeeeded to
the nietropolis to enter on their duties. lera they met with Drs. Ileugh and
Wardlaiv of Glasgow, who had beau appointed with Dr. Harper, by the Cen-
tral Btuard for the saine object, and also the Rev. Dr. Frenchi of Edinburgh,
appointed by the Relief Synod in the sama work. Thesa gentlemen represent-
ing different Bodies, agreed.to aet ini concert. The selection of these individuals
was xnost judicious, as none better qualified could be found ; and by their
talents, urbanity, and persevering zaal, thay wrea instrumental in counteraet-
ing the object of the friends of establishmen.ts. In their energetie movements
they 'rere aided by rnany Dissenting ministers in London, as watt as influen-
tial laymen, and evea seyerai members cf Parliarnent flivourable to, their vie%çs.

Whilst this joint Deputation 'rare in London, a Deputation on the opposite
sida arrived, to use their influence in behiaif of the Church of Scotland in fa-
vour of the additîonal endowments. The Governinent felt as if they mnust do
somethng for the Scotch Establishmient but seerned datarrnined to du as littie
as possible. Their intention wvas s--on knovn ; n-nd the folloiving is an outîtue
of what Lord Melbourne statcd as the design of niinisters iL, regard to, religions
instruction in Scotland.

tg1. Thiat the Bishops' tainds shall be appliad ini providing for the reniigous
destitution existing in certain Jligbland and rural parishes, having no unex-
haust-ed teinds.

"2 That an alteration shail be ruade of the Act, 17 î epan tedivso
of parishas in Scotland, so as to, afford increase of faciiities for the application
of the unexhausted teinds in the bands of privata proprietors, to rel ieve the
destitution of such rural parishes as have unexho.usted tainds balonging to
fihe ni.

".That nothing shall bc done for the Towns ; that no grant shall be mnade
fruni any source to provida additional niaans of instruction for them.>

This proposaI. 'as displeasing to buth parties. The Dissenters cwisidered it
tao much, and objected to it becaîîsa it recouised the principle of the Govern-
ment having powcr to grant endownients to a greater or lasser axtent. Their
opponents. however, thouglit it too littie, and ohjected because it was flot com-
.mansurate .with what they expected, and what they thought necessary.


