FOR THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF CANADA.
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rt recentiy sustained by the General Assembly, Yor ay necessarily l‘)ound tohe in connexion with
mvc expressed the following views on thus gbject, | her, hutas oceupying the place nad doing the du-
and in these they are supported by many Presiyte- | ties of that Church in Canudn.  And we are satis-
risns in_this Province, and eepecinlly by many fied the more the subject is examined, and examn-
among those who now remntn in the Synod incon- [ ed with a reference to the pnnciples of l’rcsb{lc-
pection with the Chuteh of Scatland ¢ rianist applicable to the case of Colon.al churches,

¢ An effort it is underatood is to bir imade or ra. | that this representation will be found to be correct,
ther i now being made in the Colonial Lrgislature | But whatever the views held upon this gubject,
of Canadn, to procure the incorporation of the Pres. | therecan be no question that the conuexion sub.
hyterian  amnisters there,  heretofore connceted  sisting betweea the Synod aad the Lstablished
~¢ith the Scottish estubhishment, us a separate | Church of Seotland, whether counsttational or dis.
Presbyterian Church, adhering simply to the West- cretionary, wad fromn the first of the closest and

minster standards, and to the Presbyterian foun of | most intimate kind. ‘That connexion was expressed

worship, and the vesting in them of the proprrry in the designation of the Synod—in order to enpoy
and endowments, and interest in the Clergy Re- | the recognition of it by the Estabiishment, the in-
serves Fund, now secured by law to the recosnized | herent powers of the Synod to coafer ordination,
branch of the Church of Scotla: ¥ there.  Such a |, and tv grant liceage to preach ths Gospel, wese beth
measure the Committee will, w..0 the approbation H of them for atime suspended—on the ground of it,
of the General Assembly, steadily resist as a grows | the aswsistauce of the stalilishment was sought for
invasion of our church's rights, and of those of | and ohtained in secursing for the Synod the recognis
her faithful and adhering Srethren and children in | tion of hr right to the Regerves—in virtuc ofit, the
thst colony ; and if such un act ghould pass the lo- | ordination by the Synodofthe Licentintesol the Es-
cal legislature, they contemplate using every means | tablishineat was allowed to bz equivalent to ordina-
in their power te have it disallowed by the Govern- | tion by the Presby teriesof the Church at home—

ance of that connexion, after the Churcht of Scot-
land had muned, and sinned 1 matters vatal and
fundamcntal, 83 we have proved w0 you she har
done, after, tn a word, she had pmctically de-
nied the sole Headshitp of Clhinst over lus Church,
hasvolved the sanctioming ot these e, ot &t the
very least ts tantamount toa declamtion, that theae
s are held 1 Le shght and vemal and not vual
aud fundamental 1 theie pature,  When the Es-
tablished Church perpetmted acts and pnt nn in-
| terpretution on her standards nud constitution, ut-
{ terly Eirasuan sn ther character, and subversive of
the anthonty of Chinist over her,—acts and mterpre-
tatwng, which the Syuod could not luefully ap-
prove or sanction, thea it v obvions, 3t became
the duty of the Synml to termunate n connexion by
which such approbation or sauction was expressod.
1 And when, qu contemptof tlus obvious duty, the
1 Synad refused to termunate that cannexion, thew
1018 as plun, they gave by that refusal—virtually
and really if not formally—thetr approbation and
sanction to these acts and to that waterpretation ;
or, 1f they nught stul be supposed to allow, that
sttt hud been done, they at ull events pmctically

ment at home. At the same time, the Comunittec
cantiot reccommend to the Assembly to comply
with the request of some of their transatlantic
brethren, by nssuming n direct app-llate junsdic-
tion over the Colonial Churchrs,  The Assembly

has form-ily distinetly declined this, and the Com- | one of the

mittee arc satisfied that they have done go on good
and sufficient grounds. And thouglh the relation
between the Purentand Colonial Churchies, as re-

rds those memb-rs of the latter especially who
ﬁ:vc not received either ordination or license from
the parent Church, may be somewhat anomalous,
they concrive that the marke of a Colontal Church,
in dona fi Lo communion with the Scottish Eatab-
lishment, admit of being delined witiv sufficient
precision, and would nat be exhibited by a church
constituted as itis proposed the new Presbyterian
Chnurch of Canada should be.”

By this quotation it appears, that it is held by
the General Asscinbly of the Established Church,
that _if the Synod of Canuda in ronnexion with
the Church of Scotland has the right of final and
independent jurisdiction in some matters, she has
no such right in regard to the regulation of her
intercourse with the Established Church of Scot-
land, that she is bound by her very constitution asa
branch of that’ Church to be in friendly commu-
nion with her, and that she holds her endowments
from the State on the ground of continuing in such
communion. And were this interpretation of the
relation in which the Synod bas hitberto stood to
the Established Church of Scotland allowed to be
correct, there would, we apprehend, be no possi-
bility of avoiding the conclusion that the terms
of that relation, involved the fullest approbation
on the part of the Synod, of the doctrines and
government of the Establishment, and identified
the responsibility of the former with the latter,
in the closest and most inseparable form.

YWe admit that our views of the relution which
has hitherto subsisted between the two Churches
differ widcly from the above.®* We hold that the
Pxeslgtcrim Church of Canada in connexion with
the Church of Scotland was thoroughly and
truly an independent branch of the Church of
Scotland, and entitled as such to determine her
relations with that Church as well as with any
other Church—that the connexion expressed in

er designation was entirely a vcluntary onc—
aud that the ground on which she held her
endowments from the State, was her recognized
position, not asapo . of the Church of Scotland,

* It isdue to some of our brethren to state, that
their views of the relation between the Synod and
the Church of Scotland, coincide with those con-
tained in the quotation above given, from the re-
port of the Colonisl Committee, and that the

unds on which they felt called 10 secede wer>
ug, if_possible, etronger even than those, on
which the decision of the msjority among us rested.
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throngh the interpretation put upon it, Presbyteries| avowed, that they held the sins mvolved i them,
in Canada have beenin the practice of admntting Liae | to be of such a nataze, so shghtand vema), and
centiates, Ministers and Elders of the leabhshmcm. 80 little deserving ol reprobation, as to be not m-
in Scotland, ou the same fuoting nsif they had been | compatible with friendstup, not inconsistent with
licensed or ordaned by the Synod in Canada—ay that approbaten and support, which the tnendship
nvileges tesulting from ity the clusest; of churchics 13 justly understood to unply.
intercourae in the way of friendly correspondence, ’ And wnrat accordingly 1s the legititnate inference
and of asking and receiving advice in aatters ofy which _the Establiehed Churclt ot Scotlund, the
iinportance, has a'l along been maintained—andas, Free Protesting Church, the other Churches of
if 10 lcave no doubt that the connexion was asreal, Chnsiendom, and the world at large, will deduce
and as close as it was possible to be, the Synod has fiom the reiusat of the Synod o ternunate that
in various ways, and especially in ber correspon- | counexion—plunly  thie, “that they, that s the
dence with other churches, all but idenufied her- | Synod, do not think that she has practcally de-
sclf with the Establishied Church of Scotland rued the doctrine of the sole Headstup ot Chinst over
And what, Brethren, we agk, is thesunpleand s Church; and that, af they do not actually ap.
ohvious inference to be drawn fron: tlus statement  prove of all that she hasdone i the matters connec-
of the connexionbetween the Synod of Canada, ted wich her disruption, they at all events donot
in connexion with the Church of Scotland, hold aercirors or defcctions 10 b2 such as to warrant
and the Established Church of Scotland, but  her affice bearers, or even the prople of Scotland, to
this, that the terms of that connexion juvolved, on - witadraw from her commuuion. It will be looked
the part of the Synod, the fullest approbation of upon, and justly, as & virtual defence of the Estab.
the doctrines and goverament and discipine—at hshment, and a virtual condemnation of the
least in all matters vital and fundamental—of the Free Protesung Church. It will be regarded, and
Established Church.  Did not the formation and, felt ag well as regarded, as the casting in of the
continnance of* that connexion virtually imply be- influence of the Synod to the support of that cause,
fore Gon and the world, that we looked upon that by the evil sucecess of which, the fightaof the peo-
Church as a pure Church of Christ, as a faithful ple of Scotland have bren tramplew under foot—
witness for his truth, as frec from sin in all matters  the constitution of the Church and of the Kingdom
vital and fundamental ?  If that Church was not of Scotland mvaded and set at nought—the Govern-
in our conscicatious belief, thus pure and faithful ment of Chust’s house delivered over into the
and frec from sin, then we had no right to be in hands of the civil power,—and the hononrs that
such connexion with her; and the formation and are due to the Crown of the Redecmer deciared to
continuance of that connecxion, thercfore, veas the | belong to the Crown of Cxsar.
giving as deliberate and distinct n_sanction to the}  And now, Brethren, ate we not warranted toadd :
doctrines and government and discipline of that —therefore we have been cotnpelied to withdraw
Church, as it was possible to give.  While it 1s from communion with the Synod ; we have felt it
true our first object in the connexion, was to gmn an imperative duty to free oursclves from the guil-
support and strength for oursclves, at the same ty responsihility for the errors and defections of the
tine our whole influence as a Charch was there- | Established Church of Scotland, whch she has
by cmployed to support and to strenghbten her. voluntanly assumed, and to otganize, as a farthful
The Christian world snterpreted our connexton in watness for Christ iy this matter, the Presbyterian
this view, and there can be no doubt that the Great , Chutch of Canada.
Head of the Church put upon that connexion the At the recent meeting of Synod, at which the
very same interpretation.  1f the Church of Scot- , distuption occurred, the proposals wih which we
land has boen a faithful witness for Christ, then by | came before our brethren in that body, were, we
that connexion have we been witnessing for Him-- | conceive, simple and re ble. We submtted
if on the contrary she has been unfauthful, then by, that it was the duty of the Synod to tenminate her
its maintcnance have we been watnessing against | peculiar conuexion with the Established Church,
Him. and proposed with this view, that the connexion
But again we have said, that by continuing that , should s¢ declared atan end: that the clause in
conuexion, the SynoJ have given th-ir saaction to | her designation expressing connexion should be
the ging of the Established Charch, or at least have jdropped ; and that a resolution should be passed,
declared that they regard ther as slight and vemal  expressive of the determination to enforce and carry
~that they have witacssed, in & word, not against ; out the principles on the subjects at issue between
her but for her. the Establishment and the Frec Proteating Church,
If the connexion between the Synod and the Es- | to which, in various forms and at various times,
tablished Church implied approval of the doctriue | the Synod had pledged hersell  These proposals,
and government and discipline of the latter ia time | with the particular reasons on which they were
past, as we apprehend you must now be stisfied | severally based, you will find embodicd in the fol-
was the case, then you will see at once, thatit|lowing resolutions, moved in amendment to

follows as & necessary inference, that the continu- | resolutions which were carried :



