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That deed not only hornologates the Confession, twenty-third chapter andi
ail, but deelares that the Synod "ldo flot understand the pas-sages relating
to the duty of the civil niagistrate as teaching an IErastiancontrol of the
church by the civil inagistrate." Now the Synod has inost certainiy a
riglit to entertain and promulgate its oivn ideas of Erastianisnîi, and to,
pronounce the third section of said chapter uncontaminated witli that foui
heresy, accord-ing to the Frc flurch, concept on~ and dcefititiolb thercof;
but 1 cannot imagine how it will bc possible, I do. not say for any Volun-
tary, but for any ]Iorbearanee-xnan, te unite vith the Frec Chureli, w'hile
that, deed stands unrepealed. It is often said that thero are Voluntaries in
the Free Churcli alrcady. 1 rejoice to hear of the abundance of Voluni-
taries, but amn grieved to think that any of them sliould be in sucli a
position ; for higlily as I appreciate voluntaryism, there is soniething, cise
for which 1 have a stili more sacred regard.

B3ut the obnoxious deed, I inay be told, is not like the laws of the
Modes and Persians. 0f course flot; but what probability is there of its,
beingr specdily cancelled or modified? let two things be recollected,
First, it is flot yet a year old. Public bodies, at least such as respect
themselves, do not ereet, standards of this-okind, and presently L-noekç them
down like nine-pins. Secondly, the deed was gene into at the very
meeting of Synod at which the subjeet of union was under consideratiou,
Far be it froin mie to say that the deed was, deduaâ olicrc2, constructed as a
barrier te union ; but neither ara I prepared to gîive the Synod credit for
se mueli inconsideration and stupidity as to, suppose that they did not
pprceive, that whilc the enactnient stands on their statute-book, îio union-
w'ith us can takie place ; and I shall think it rnuch if a decade of years bringr
about the in *dispensable. alteration.

It would be out of place, especially holding these views, te, offer any
suggrestion as to sucli a deed respecting the Confession, as ivould seern
neeessary in order te a union. It may be mentioned, however, that there
are two examples already in existence. The lirst is that of our oVf Churech 7,
which receives the Confession, -with a clause exceptive of whatever teaehes,
or rnay be supposed to, teaeh, persecuting or intolerant prineipies in religion;
the oÈher, and perhaps the better, is that of the Old Sehool Presbyterian.
Churoli in the States, wvhich has expunged the afoïesaid ilI-savoured thirâ
section bodily, and substituted for it one, to -which in the main, I believe,
we should net, object.* Inideed, if without presumption I might, I would
throw out the hint that a proposai for union might be mnade on the basisc
of the Confession as thus Amcricanised.

We soinetirnes hear, to the eredit of the Feole, and the disparagement
of the Ministers, that when the former rneet on the subjeet of union, as

at 3rokli, twyfind ne 'diffeultics in their way. Now, without stopping,
te weg in a 'very exact balance, the comparative inerits of tbese twoe
classes cf persons, ineit.her of whiorn are altogrether what they should En, it
iH easy to account for the absence of sturnibling blocks in the path cf the-
"people.-" They just priactieally make matter of forbearance the whole

question cf ecclesiastical establishments and all its collaterail topies. Our

* The above stateinent is rather sfrong. The section, liowever, is mostly changea,,
and in flic direction cf Non-Erastianuism and Voluntaryism.-E .


