86

THE ECCLESIASTICAL AND MISSIONARY RECORD.

oy

most unsoloously  proclaimed their utter deapair

of obtaining the sanction of parlianent or of the

nation to euch a pinn of a Chuseh Establishueent,

unih ot least the =pint both of antions and of ¢ 1

era ¢hall have undergone an essential tansformn.

tion 1
But even admbtting that the State dill conernt

to extend all the adzantages of an Leeleanstienl

Estublishment to the Chuarcl, wiihont requiring i

returit nny sacrfice of soiritual libenty, or even of

the most absolute mdependence, is thete  not
cause to demur and to deliberute upon the wful.
ness of eatenny into alliance or contracting any
fonna! connection with any bedy or community,
which has not been first nscertained to be wuly
and thoroughty chnstian i its epint and max-
ing, in s principues and practtee U Bven vhould

the State be disposed, 1 the moat liberal epirit, 1o

extend the advantages of v Fanbh-hinent jn the

fullest weasnre, to n Climstian body uuder ite go.
vemntnent, 1s ot possible, at least would it not be
infinitely perslous for the Church, an such a case,

o avail Rxedf of this sapport and patronage 1—

Few, we presune, will be co holl as 1o afiirm,

that the enfowment of a Church by the State did

nat infer dependen: ¢ or a subordination, more or

1 2y, of the Beclemsueal to the Cal power, and

a conscquent inflaence thence cxerted by the

State and w4 tulers on the Clueehiand its munieters

and wemb: 13, wineh, i the present state of hae

man nature, sad of S.ates, Churches, Clergy, and

Chastian people, mast be powerfully and perma-

neatly active in ats operation, sueatly but surely

prozcessive in us secu'arizing and deteriorating
tendeney, and o ats wbunate issae, it may be
fearcd, umversally and futally corruping  Bue,
waiving this, 13 it not incongevons, anumalous,
to cail 1t no wope, for * the Kmgdom not of this
world” to entrr ito alhance or formal or legalized
congectan wath the powers and hingdoms—con-
fessedly unregenerate—of this world—a world
which, nccording 10 the express declaration of
seniprare, > heth in wickedneas?” T there no
color of trath m the snputar’ + thrown upon us
by ear volwatary fieal, tha ae course which we
ailvoante 1avalves, 1 the preseat circumstances of
i veorld, nothune beas than the gailt of courting,
or ot Leust uecepung the fuend Jup of the world,
vhich Gol, witv cennot be, hath declared in hia
wo i to be “enmuy wih God*? 1 humbiy con-
eerie that theie 1s here ot only remin 1o doubt
nad demur, but 3 solemn eall to talte hee L leat we
betmay anto the lunds of mammon the interests of
the Chinrch of the hiving God—lest we rampromise
the caaee of Christ and the parity of the faith once
delivered to tie Saita, by an unweer, unseripti-
!, and st may be feand, tnercenary and carnal
eockang after the thengs whieh are of men, and
saesuizing to tae attament of them, the things
thature of Gol! For, are not courts and pariia-
wents the seats and centrea of the mnst exteeme,

mvetelate, contigious 1 1eneea of the spiit of
thus world, of i Ged whe bimd. the minds of
tarm it believe not? When we read such
panases of senpture aa that salemn and indeed
Awful ap eal and warmmneg of th= Apostle, ad-
dressed to the Corinthians, we cannot but fuel
that the ground which the advocates of State con-
nection accepy 1 tine wstance, would need to be
serupulously and t-embhiyly explored in order to
assure oursclves of its tenabilty,

31 B» ye not unequally yoked together with un.
belicvara+ for what fellowship hath righteous-
nase with unnghteousaess? and what commu-
mon hath hight with datkness?

35. And what coneord hath Chriet with Belial?
or what part hata he who heheveth with an
infidel 1

16 And what agrecment hath the temple of God
with *dols? for ye are the temple of the hiving
God, s God hiath sanl, I willdwell in them, and
walk in them; and T will be their God, and
they shall bie my peopley

57 Wherefore come out from amang them, aud

© beye eeparate, eaith the Lord, and touch not
she unclean thing snd I will receive you,

18. And will be n Father unto you, and ye shall
he iy sona and daughters, srith the Lotd Al-
mighty.= Cor. vi. 14, to the end I
Reawnmg not from what men—from what |

Suutes and Kingdoma ought to be,—but fiom whn

n faet, and without exceptiog, they all are, though

it may be m very ditlerent degreea, who will '

be so bold asunfultersugly o aflinn, without quali-
fication or teserve, that a formal legalized con-

nection with o body, s known and sdintted 10 1

L2, in spint and wn character, essenually unchns-

tan, can be reeonciled wath the seznpnral view of

the Chusch and of the world 1 1low much more |
will this hesitn, ¥ and euspense be cohanced,

i the mind of every eandid and enbghtened

Judge, who refleers that such conneetion neces-

sanly wvolie« not only depemtence of the Chugch

on the State for temporal provison, but in reme
degiee alro=l fiar it must he allowed—renders
inevitable an intesfezence, de facta,if not de jure -
on the part of the lutter, wath the Eeclesiastical

admmstintion,  ‘T'o eny nothing of the influence, |
and asceirdancy which the Stae, as the constie
tuted pay -muster, and pune-holder for the Church |
and for the clergy, must unavoidably wicld over

them 5 we demand what are all the govern- '
ments, even of the frecst and most enlightened

nationg of our day, but the temporary and often !
precasjous elevarion of one political fnction en- ]
goged with its nivale, in an intensely eager and !
all-obsotbu g competition, for the most tempting -
of all prizes to which hunan ambition can aspire !

Whe dors not know that all individunle, and o1-

ders, aud pagties—all instintions, organs and w-

terests, are regarded by them, first and chiefly, in

the hight of political cngines, for their own ad- 1

vanerment and aggrandizement, and are eagerly

and cuntlously tahen hold of by one orother of these |

confl.cung parties, whose fiest and often only con-
sideration is, how they may be enlisted in ther
service, and attached to their interest? How st
poscibie that such an influence as this should not
be extzemely desceratiug, dewmoralizing, and de-
basing? We may boldly affirm, that until a
warvellous and nughty change shall have passed
over the tpirit of the woild, and evpecially of i
ruling povers, it iz the height of ignorant credulity,
ar the simplicity of childish incxperienes, to expect
that such connection cver will, or can come to
goad, in the actual circmustances of the kingdom-
and gevernments of this world,  Ask what i
point of fact has been the result—ag it may be col-
lected fiom umver al history and experience——of
all connections subsisting between Church and
Stase, fzom the days of Constantine, down to the
Reformation 1 Let the History since the Reforma-
tion of the Ludieran Chwchier of Germany and the
North of Europe, as well az of the originally Cal-
vinistic Chuzches of England, Holland and Ge-
neva, aud above all, the boasted Establishment of
Scotland, be closely seanned and explored, and we
doubit net their actual condition at the present day,
will he acknowledged to afford a verification—from |
the teatimony of history and experience, in favor
of the speculation, principle or truth, for which we
have been contending—than which none wasever
more complete.  And whoever will listen to the
testimony of time, of experience, of fucts, will ece, |
as it were, the seal of God nnd of truth set upon |
the great principle, that as there is no warrant can
be produced from Scripture, to eanction any for-
ms] conncction between the Church and the king-
doms of this world, so the voice of past history,
and the view of the present aspect and condition
of those churches which have entered into such
connection, fumish conclusive evidence of the
disastrons consequences which sooner or later
must thence result.

The secend question which T propoced to dise
cuss, 7 ¢, what are the nature and limite of civil
and palitical anthority —what is it competent for
the State to do for the Church, and within what
bounds is its action, in the nature of things, neces- !
sarily circumscribed 1 I must reserve to be the
subjcet of another Jetter. i

H. Essox.
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You argur further againet ** distinguishing
grace” from the command to believe, impiving, aa
you vay, the power to believe, which mus: be the
«aine, you think, vs having the power to obtnin
safvanon, whieh power, you add, can only be be.
stowed through the ments of Christ's eaciifice

Rut how ddoes it appear that this power i« given
o alll  Noat surely from at= berngg a fact that alf
exert such n power—for all do not believe, You
sk that it appears from s that unbelief is
1eckoned o capital crune, which could not be the
case unless power to believe were piven ulong
with the command 1o beleve ™ The same con-
clue-on, yon sy, follows from the natute of
of that faith required by the gospel, which you
atlitm to be ““a personal trust in the docrine of
Clirist's sactificial death ag eur atonement, * which
none, you say, « could he requited by a God of
tuth 1o exercie, of that atencinent dic not eme
brace them=~nor conld they be guilty of refusing
to trust 1 that which was never anended 1o he
the objeet of their trust,” &e &e.

Fhe fallacy of this argument orices from a
wrong definition of the nature of fiuth, otherwiee
the premices inight be regarded as sufficient to
sustain the conelusion 3 hut 1 deny in toto that fith
and tust fin the sepse of nssurance) are the same
tang ; and when frith in Christ 1s understood in
disunetion from a mere geneeal and speculative
behief they mav be ueed asinterchangeable terme
T'hey are doubiless most intimately velated, and
the one ag naturally fluws from the other as does
on eflect from its canse 3 yet owe they #nll differ-
ent and distmet operations of the mind.  Our
hust w the prommse of a friend is founded on a
Yelief of Ius veracnty, and a Anotcledge of his alnl-
ity to perform hug promce ; hut tust in this case
w po mase mere bebief than it 38 hnowledge.—
Kuowledge must in all enges precede fanth—tmag
or assurance follows it, where hnowledge and
faith have reference to an abjects of 1rust

Thiz might be abundamly llusteated  from
seriptire ¢ Believe m the Lotd Jesus Chnst and
thon shalt hie saved,” may be regarded asbhoth a
coppmand and a promise A comphance with the
commiund i then indispensably necessary beforo
rny can be wananted to trust in Chast for ealva-
tion, for it f2 only to those who belicve in him
that the promase of salvation is made.  Jt would
be prezumption—not fath—for any who did not
helieve 10 trust in him  But 1, in contradiction to
the plain, ebwvions senee of thiz passage, trust and
faith are 1o be convdered as the same thing, then
thic abeurdity would follow, that sinners are re-
quired to trnst - Choat for eatvation, bofore they
cculd have any warsant 1o trust in him, or could

) trust in lum to save them.

‘T'he senptural order 1= hnowledge, fuath, trust.
When Jesus asked the bhad man to whom he
haud given sight—**dost thou helieve on the Son
of God 1" he rephed i the first place, by » most
pertinent question—* whoia the Lord that I might
bebieve on him 1 And when informed. that
“ thou hast both seen hum, and at is he that talk.
eth with thee,” he then sad, “ Lord 1 believe,
and he worstupped hin”  He required, in the
first place, to be Instructed, then fusth followed,
and tiust was the result of both—expreseed in the
strongest manner a creature conld express his
trust, namely, by an act of worship, The same
process of knowledge, fanth, and trust, is observa-
ble in the case of thie Plnhippian lor, in that of
the Ethioman cunuch and many others ; and in #o
far as 1 have a right sense of the meaning of
woids, and know anything of the operations of
my own mind, it canuot he otherwise. The
practical, as well as doctrinal error, which results
from your defimuion of fouhy, i3, that you exhon
the unregenerate sinner to believe, 1 the first
placc, that Christ died for him as certamly as of
his name had been mserted n the command to
behieve, and nvolves the fearful altemnative that,
poseibly, for anyihing he can know, you may be
requiring him to believe a lie; or, that, in a vast



