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tisthecuot or atoiieinent lor ail. It ac-
coniplishies on behaif of all the grand and
tsheiitiai OIbjt!ts cu auiîcf&î. Dr.
irowîi iin kîg his saiestieut expres-

sed lus concurientie ini w'hat a bei i
advanced by lus olîgt TIse Syniod
exp*essed ilieir saiuslactîon wvîîli Uic ex-
plaitations.. Aiioîuei overture fluain the
1resbytery of 1>aîi:ey auîd Greenock
%vas theut considered, viz , Il That the
83yiod exanmine an ]-"sa-% 1)y 1>olilil, oui
the exîcuir of the dcealh of Chiîîibt, late1%
republisaed, w'ith a reconiuneunatory
preflîce by Dr. Bahuier, and dcclare %whc-
ther the svtnwuîmetsconitaiiid iii tue said
E'ssay anti Pretàce are ili aecordance
ivitlî tlîê tioctrii of uhe iuord of God, as
i'.\Iibitedi ntitie staiidar-ds ot* fis Clurcb."
The 'vote beiag takeu it was carried

That coliside -n that the min i subject
of this overture- ba1s, at jIre%-ionis bvderunts,
becai very fully diseussed, and the nîind
ci tue Synod expressed in regard to it;
coiisidrii-g that 'Dr. B3almer C xplicitly
states iii lis Preface, thiat tht.Essav of
Poihill is b not free froin faulis and uin.
pc'rtbe~tiois-that souie cf its expressions
anti siateinents are certainly uuiguardetl,
and sonie of its reasonings incouiclusive ;'
and considerin- fartber, the explaîîations
already given %y Dr. Balmer, in regard
ro tAie I>reilce, the Synod agrce to de-
clare, that it was itot necessary to enter-
tain the overture " WVieîi the Synod met
iiext year, MNr. Alexander Balfour, Minis-
terat Letheuidv, ivlio.se infiriu ltes froin ad-
vanccd years lîad prcvcnted Mîin froni bu-
uigi lîresent iien this overture wvas dis,.
cussed, requested iliat the <1eciýioîî should
bu reviewed. The Synotd dxd Dot agrce
to tlîis, but allowed iMr. Balfour to conter
]lis dlissent froan tlîat Iarcv-ius decision :
and, inasmucli as thetre -%vas ground to
fear "6that the nxeaiîî of thue decision
liad been niisappreliendetl, tme -Synod
thought proper to declare, tlîat it was flot
intended as an alteraiom ofthe :Standards
of our Church, but raimer as a declararti-
on of the existence of harioasy in rugard
te the system of divine truth, wliieh tîîese
Standards contajii." Dr. Balnmer bias
been quoted as %vriting, in 1812,-"' A
prudent use of thxe -words, ' universat a-
tonement' may the imore reasonably lie
required fromn those whio prefir it, when
it is considered that, in ail probabiiity,
the titne le not distant when the emploi-
ment of them will give no offence -what-
ever. Twelve years ago, the suprenie
court of the United Secession Church
passed an act condemning the doctrine of
a rniversal atonement, anmd forbiddiDg

tAie use of the phlrase. But Iioivy' a g t. ic o
changye eflècd( iritlii die Lost lîro cr~
The tioctrine of a universai atonentent
lia., heen qyu(:ia!/ rt-cogniised ; an(] tlinîig
tue eýxpression is flot % et -taniped witii
tùe seai oljudicial approbationi, the chit.f
lets to the use of it arc taken out of th(!
way ; aîad ailready it is .«inciimned by suwh
autlîoriQ/y as will speediiy, emisure its ail
but universal adoption." The predicti-
on1 of the Protèessor was fully aeu:oinplisa-
ed, aîîd the se.- ot'judicial approbation
wvas griven to tbe use of the phrase uni-
versai atuixenient, or sàtisfaction, by tue
delive-îce of the Synod iii 1843, further
ratified by the refusai of te Synod, ini
1844, te re-open the discussion. Dr. Ball-
nier died a fow weeks after tbe rising ot'
the Synod.

But althougbfl the deliverances of the
SY iîod delared that tlîey liad corne to axa
agreement in tlîcir views on tue ulociri-
nal subjects wbich Iîad been under ilheir
col sideration, tAie Clîurch ai large iva.,
s0 tàr frorn &-eliiig this to be the case,
that no fewer than forty seven nîtnorials
amxd petitions froni Presbyteries and Ses-
sionîs were laid before tbe Svmiod in 'May
184.5, caliing for a review of tbeir ]ate
doctrinal decisions ; xvbilebere wvere up-
wards of thirty agaiîtst ie-opening te
question. The Synod, by 2.13 votes in
supuport of a mnotionm of Dr. Ileughî's, a-
gaiuast 118 in supp1ort of a motion by )r.
1IIay, declared that it was not expedient
to enter furtixer iute these doctrinal dis-
cussions. There ivas a :argre list of dis-
sentients fromn this findingn aîad, in con-
secquence cf it, Air. Scott, nînister at Les-
lie, wilirew troni the United Sccession
Church.

It Ivas in circumstances sucli as thiesc,
thar the case ivas taken up by D)r. 'Mar-
shahl against D)r. Brownî; and, iwhatecr
nia>' have becux the persoral relai ions lie-
twixt ihiese two individuais, il is cicar thiat
the chiaracter of tAxe Synod itself for
soundness in the ftith was now involveil,
and that she wvas called upon te gîve ut-
terance to nu uncertain sound. Without
dwvelling upon tAie preliminary nuatters, il
may- be eîîough to statu that a Libel, at
the inîstance of Drs. Marshaall and HiJa
against Dr. Brown, was laid before the,
Synod in JuIy 184.5.

For the information of some, it may bc
useful te mention that the document
whieh in judicial proceedings is calied a
Libel, consîsts of tiree propositions-tle
major, the miner, and the conclusion. lu
a Libel for allcg.ed bere-sy, the major pro-
position contains a statemnut of what, un


