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in that sense, it was no departure from
Secession principle to refrain from asking

ot their oflice-bearers an approval of

¢+ compulsory measures in relimon :” bat
it has been also seen that, ia thar scise,

tue preamble did not cease to require of

them an approval of the whole doctiine
of the Contession of Fath vespectieg the
power of the civil wagistrate, and, conse-
quently made no opeming for the a biuissi
on of Voluntaries.  That they thems ives
understood that the repudiaiing of con-
pulsory measures In reigion was son-

thing very different from the 2dmiss:on of

Anu-establish aent principles, is evident
irom the language of the Rev. George
Lawsoy, in a pamphlet winieh he ablish-
cd ar an early stage in the controversy.—
As quoted in Mr Willis" pamphlet, (page
48), he says, *The truth of the matier
seeins to be this: the greater part of us
detest compulsion in matters of veligion s
and have been extremely unwilling to be-
lieve, that there is auy thing in our vene-
rable standards which gives the least
countenance to it.  Perhaps, we have too
obstinately shut or eyes te the light, from
an excess of veneration for our fathers, or
an nawillingness to cut ouvselves ofl from
that body with which we are conneccted,
aud from every body of Presbyierians in
the kingdom. Many paragraphs in books,
and cvea a whole book has been publish-
ed, to shew that the articles in question
contain nothing inconsisteat with the un-
alienable rights of men to judge for them-
selves in matters of conscience ; but the
attempt is frizitless.  This, at least, is cer-
tain ; that the result of consideration in
many of the brethren has been a fixed
conviction, that compulsory priuciples
are contained in them, and that it wouid
be inconsisient with integrity in them-
sclves any more to require that unlimited
profession af adberence to them which
has been hitherto given for the most part,
without scruple.” ~ Now, it is evident that
those who concurred with Mr. Lawson in
the view which he here gives of the prin-
ciples contained in these standards, the
unlimited profession of adherence to which
had been hitherto given for the ost part
withont scruple, did ask for what they re-
garded as a change from the profession
which had been lutherto made ; although
those whe, with the ficst Scceders, took a
xare coxrect view ot what were the prin-
ciples of these standards, knew :bat, in
poiat of fact, they were not conscating to
any change of profession,when they acqui-
esoud in the proamble as not requinng
{rom their ofice-benarers an approval of
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« compulsory measurcs in religion.”” Yt
in as tar as the enactient of the pream-
ble met the views of Mr. Lawson and
those who agreed with him, in giving the
relief which they soucht from that proti s
sion which they concened had Leen Ju-
therio made, £y had no vight, upon their
own showinz, to pratend tolead evidene.:
that no cliange: had Leen effceted i the
joodtession ob the body. I they worerine
core in thinking that, befoce reliet was
obtamed Ly the preamlle, persceuting
principles weve professed by the body.
thzy must have believed that a ch:méc
La | taken plwe when, under the operai.
on of the preamble, no such proicssion
was requied. M Lawson, however, in
pleadiny fur reliet from the profession of
principles which he considered © incon-
sistent with the inalicnable vights of men
to judize for themsehes in maiters ol re-
ligron,” was very farfrom timating that
the refief which he desired meant, that
the Syuod should cease 10 hold what be
knew the Sceession had always maintain-
cd—establi-hient prineiples.  In a se-
rics of valuable articles on this subject in
the Church of Scotland Magazine (vol 2.
P 347,) he is still further quoed as say-
mg, “ All the power in religion which
can well be allowed to him (the magis-
trate) Ly the encwmies of compulsory mnea-
sures, is a power to proteet the church in
her administrations, and to make a com-
fortable provision for ber minisiers, 1
Sec no reuson any man has to deny such
power Lo the civ:l magistrate, and I sup-
pose it will not be denied to him by those
who say he has no power at all in religi-
on.”  With ail his detestation therefore
of compulsion in matters of religion, he
did not say that any man had reason to
deny the magistrate’s right both to pro-
tect and to endow the church, nor did he
adnnt that, in allowing that the magis-
trate bad such power, he was conceding
to him any power in religion—any juris-
diction, or right to dictate to his subjects
m matters of 1eligion.  Aware of this es-
scntial difference” betwixt ostablishment
principles and what are properly calied
compulsory principles, the leaders of the
movement desired to get the overture for
forbearance passcd, in order that ke whole
sulject of the magistrate’s power concern-
ing religious madters might be left an open
question.  They were dissatisfied with
the decision of the Synod adopting the
preamble as a fusal settlcment of the yues-
tion; and seme of them, apparently tore-
sering the use that would be made of it,
in thesr reasons of dissent frow the deci-




