1852.)

Che Canavian Peesvpterian ,j!an

sine, 3

Iacy as contrary to the word of God, and abjured by the National-Cove-
nants; and-thero was no approval of Preshytery, as aorecablo to Scripe
ture, but only as in accordance with the wishes of the people.  Qaths
vaneceasary and oppressive were also imposed, and the freodom of the
Church Cuurts was greatly eircumseribed.

Oa these accounts, and others, the Revolution settlement wa< unsatis-
factory to many ; although, aficr a iang scason-of oppression and snffer-
ing, it-was felt to-bo a-relief and a puvilege.  Bat, at this period, the
Church wanted strength and courags.nog + . say fidelity and zeal; 1o insist,
as might hava been done with success, on arrangements more advantage-
ous for the interests of Christianity,

These views of_tho-defects of the Revolution settiement,-were_partic-
ularly umlerstood and declared by the Associate Presbytery, when they
engaged in-the solemn work of-renewing the-Covenants ; and by pro-
ceeding to this, they committed themsclves, by their own act. to the re-
joction uf ho Revolution -wettlement as their-standard, and-to the adop-

t-ion 1 the purest timos of their fathers-; amd -they committed themuelves
likewiso, by-the same act, to-the-work of progressive-reformtion.

Koeping these things in_view, we shall bo prepared-te give our-opin-
ion, decidedly, and we hopo satisfactorily, on the merits of the great-con-
treversy, which commcneed in-the Associate-Synod, even at-its first
meeting in 1745,-respecting tho religious- clause of somo -Burgess oaths,

An-Overiure was -introdaced on-this subject by Mr. Moncrief. It
was teserved, howaover, for-subsequent consideration. But afterwards
the subject was-found-so difficult_and-perplexing, and such-different
views were entortained, that-it took two years: to bring about the crisis
in which the controversy ended—a crisis_which was scemingly-disastrous
to the Secession Church, for it-divided it-into two parts, which separated
from each.other, and continued scparate, for moro than seventy-yeafs.

We cannot-cater into all-the_particulars- of this -controversy, nor is-it
-necossary. We must content ourselves-with a general view. Tho fol-
lowing 18 tho tenor of the religious clause of the-Burgess osth, which oc-
casioned the dispute :—~ 7

¢ Here I protest before God, and your Lordships, that I profess and
altow-with my heart, the trus -religion- preseatly-professed within this
realm, and authorised by the laws thereof: I shall abide thereat, and de-
fend the same to- my life’s- end, renouncing the Roman religion ecalled
Papistry”

“ The quastion,” says Dr. M‘Kerrow, “ What is meant by-the-true re-
ligion, presently professed within this realm, &c., gaverise-to-long and
keen discussion. One party in the Synod interpreted thess words to be of
similar-import with the trae religion- as presently- professed and author-
ised; &c., and maintained that swearing this part of the onth was equivalent
to giving a solemn-approbation of those- corruptions that provailed in the
Established Church, and azainst which the Socession had publicly testi-
fied. Anotherparty maintained that this clause of the oath bound the
individual who swore it; to approve of the trie religion itsolf, as that which
was-sottied and-professed in-this realm, but did not bind him 10 ap-
prove of ths manner in which it-might- be scttled -and -professed ; and
that, therefore, it did not require-of him-any approbation of the prevailing
corruptions in either Church or State.”

Variou: . insetings-of Synod-were occupied with this dispute, and vari-
ous proposals-made ; and it-must be-confessed that tho- debates-were
conducted onboth sides with too much-acrimony, and that-the keenncss
with-which each party upheld its views, tended only to alienate and scp-
arate them from each other,

At:the meeting-of Bynod in-April, 1748, the- following-motion-was
carried by & majority. of thirteen'to nine : =

*“‘Tho Synod find that'a swearing the teligious clause of some Burgess
oaths by any under-their inspection, as the-said ‘clause-comes necessarily

in this period-tobe used and applied, does-not agree with the present
state and circumstances of-the-testimony for-religion and_reformation
which this Synod, with those under their-inspection, are maintaining ;
particularly, that-it does not-agree unto, nor consist with, an-entering
into the bond for renewing-our-solemn covenants ; and_ that, therefore,
thoes of-the-Secession cannot-farther, with safety of conscience, and
without sin, swear any Burgess oath with the said religious clause, while
matters with reference to the profession and-settlement of religion, con-

simrae in such- circumstances-as at-present. Moreover, tho Synod find,

that Burgesses of the Secession, who are already cancornad in such cathe
should be required, in nrdee to their admiesi-aanto the Band for renew.
ing nur-solema covenants, 1o attend eonferonce with their respoctiva seac
stans, for sivufeirrsaneastion with tha prosent julgment of the Rynud,
and a sense of the-mistake they have lutherte, through inadvertemey,
been under eoncerning such Burgess oaths ™

Thicdetermination, wo think, was 1 coniastensy with tho chatacter
which the-Recession hal taken o eelf, by standing, not on the Revolu.
tion s«ttlement, but o the earlier-attamnents of the Presbyterian Chutch,
to which. in the No foual € wenant and Rafemn Leawne and Covenant
whizh_they heot lat o ponewed, they expressed - their adherence, and
from which, as a fo lation for fusther refarmtion, they expremed -their
resolution, through- caaes, to advanee Conaistently with this view of
the matter, we . nut soo haw they eauld come to another eonclasion,
For to have-allowed the lawfulness of swearing-these Butgess_oathe, it
Appears to ne, would-have been-a relinquishing-of the eatlier and higher
attainments,and a resting on the Revolution settlement—would “have
been-a virtual renouncing of their covenant engagements, and & giving
of-their-sanction-to-the present-legal Establishment, with-all-the cormp-
tions and defects from-which-they-had-scceded,

But-thera-wore several ministers who thought otherwise, and to-whom
it-appeared-no-way. inconsistent with_their-testimony to tako the oath.—
Forgetting, we.thi. »,.that-every oath muet-be understood in the view- of
its administrator, and-that in this view this-oath-could- only-be taken
by members-of the Establisned -Church, theso ministers reasoned that
theirsccession, as was true, was-not -from-the Standards of the Church
of-8cotland, but only- from-its-Judicatorics, and-that, trae to ihese Stand-
ardy, thoirs was-tho-relizion presently profeseed-and authorised, and-thus
they-considerad-that, in consisteney with theie testimony, against- pree
vailing errors in the Establishment, they could, with a-cleat. conscience,
take-the oath.

A stroag protest being thercfore-taken against the- decision of Symod
by five ministers and-two eldcre, a committes was appointed to prepare
answers 1o the reasons of protest,

This dacision of Synod, though lawful, was scarcely expedient. Even
supposing thoso who comsidered it inconsistent.with_their testimony to
take tho roligious clauss of tho oath-were nght, yot secing that so-res-
pectablo-a-minority were of-a different-opinion, they should -have given
in, at'least for some_timo longer, to-the sentiment of the other pany for
delay : and in the meantime all parties-might -have -united jn- adopting

-means to get this religious clauso altered or erased, which vory probably
might have- been-easily accomphished. But when it was carried by a
fair majority, the other party were wrong-in uot quietly submitting.

The opposcrs of the oath were culpable, likewise, in not having_their
answers:to the reasons of protest ready at- the meeting of Synod in Sep-
tember, for this-might havo prevented the question-which-was then
brought forward, and which at length divided the Church. At this
moeting, after spending some time in conference and prayer, with a
view to better understanding, and when-tho Synod refused to fead-_the
reasons of protest because-the answers were not ready, the-protesting
party pushed-another question, as to whether the taking of the oath

-should ‘be a-term of communion before it was considered by-inferior Ju-
dicatories. This question was surely irregular, since it would have been
a submitting to inferior-Courts what-had been substantially decided by
the Supreme Court, and since a decision in favour of the Protesters
would have been virtually to make the 8ynod stultify itself by reversing,
-in-another form, their own-decision. For-what clse could be meant by
the-deliverance of Synod-than-a prohibitionto their members from tak-
ing-this cath? It would have been wiser and=better for the protesting
party-to have submitted to the decision, and for both-parties, even at
this stage, since they hadnot done it before, to Lave united in steps- to
have the religions-clause of the oath abolished. But the-protesters push-
od this question, and even afterwards, when t': * anewers to their ressons
of protest were ready, they-insisted -too keenly to hrvs it decided, in-
stoad of yielding to what was eonﬁdeted:xiufprop ¥ order of business,
which was, reading the reasons of protest, and the anawersthat had beea
prepated, with a view to_terminate the cause. 7

The urgency of the protesters gave rise (- “wrangling discossion, and -
Jod 10 great disorder, in-which the evil passions of members of -Synod,



