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Dnring iny visit, I had a few words with Mr. Pardee, who hadl hadl a very
successful Sunday School tour in the South, where he wns warily received
everywhere, and was off again to Kentucky that day; a pleasant interview
with J.iv. J. H. Vincent, Secretary of the M1ethodist Epiecopal Sunday Schaol
Ulnion; and another with Ilev. iDr. Duryea, pastor of a new Prcsbyterian
churci in B3rooklyn; one objeet, in the two latter cases, being to secure the
attendance of these gentlemen at our Provincial Convention this full. But
as tirne and place, and, indeed any meeting at ail, were thert doubtfal, I could
flot make positive engagements. C

And here, I will ",pull up short," out of respect to your space. Cordially
congratulating yoil on your editorial delnjt, and confidently anticipating for
you as successful a career in this as in ail your other oiEcial positions, I am,
yours faithfiilly, .

F. Il. 31ARLING.
Toronto, Augtist l.3th, 1868.

THIE IlATTACIC'> UPON REV. T. PUJLLAII.
PEaR I3RoTHâE.-It WOUhd ho unpardonnble in me not to notice the item

and editorial comment in last mionth's 14News of the (Jhurches " on the above
subjeet. I amn singled out s0 plainiy as the offending party, that silence on
my part would be tantamount to a confession of judgment. So flar frorn
doing that, I put in as My plea "NOT GrsILTY," and appelil ta theC fiootS i
evidence.

Instead of Ilattack upon " read Ildefence against" Rev. T. Pullar, and
you will corne mueh nearer the truth.

Let it bo remiembered that what passed at the late Union meeting resulted
fron 31r. Pullar's throwing down the gauntiet, by bis avowal of imisolf as
an .&rminian. Comrnenting on the passage in 11ev. K. M. Fenwick's adi-
rable paper, which stated in reference to the liberty we have in Christ, that
while brethren had run the entire Galvinistie garnut, no one s0 far as ho
knew had crossed the lino above to Antinornianism, or crossed the line below
to Arniinianism, Mr. Pullar distinctly stated, IlI have crossed the lower lino
to Arrninianisrn." In the discussion that followed this announcement,
Messrs. Puilar and Manly niaintained, that Congreg,,ationalisrn bas no doc-
trinal character as between Calvinisrn and Arminianisai, and the latter
gentleman told us the Union had no rig7tt to, Anow which of the two systeins
a minister applying for mernbership espoused, clinehing the declaration by
citing the confession on which lie was personally admitted, and froin which,
as lbe very correctly stated, no mnan could tell whether he was a Calvinist or
an Arminian.

With ail this in view, added to the recollection that when appointed not long
since Union preacher in Montreal, IMr. Pullar prenehed on election for the
express purpose of showing that the Union could swallow a dose of Arini-
ianism, without gulping, it was a defensive and not an offensive aet on Mny
part to demur to Mr. Pallar being selected as the ?Montreal preacher. As
you truly observe, "the motion to arnend the report of the Nomination
Committee was carried, not on account of the theological sentiments o? the
party first norninated, but on entirely different grounds.', Those grounds .90
far as I arn concerncd, were MXr. PulIar's persistent efforts ta put the Union
in a false position. RIad ho courted a representative appointuient on broadly
catholic grounds, had he accepted the historical trnth as to the theological
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