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of the law, which stamps bigamy and porygamy,
as crinninal offences ; or if they should refuse ther
countenanco to an enactment for the protection
of the Sabbath from vpen profanation, or if they
should fuil, in a word, to do** all in their powerto
conform tho Jaws of tho land ta the prinmples of
God's word.” Having gone thus far, hawover,
tho preacher before concluding, tlunks 3t proper
throw in a caveator two, with the view of guard.
ing tho official conscionce of lus hearers from tho
risk of sell deception on the above matiers.—
Aand what is the natare of the waraing he gives|
them? Is tho object ot it smply to admonish
them, that they may really, in cxternal act, con-
form to all the injunctions abovo indicated, and
yet fall far short of coming up 10 tho standard of
obedlence to which Christ requires them, in
common with all other hearers of his word, to
conform? A warning of ilus sort would bo
quito a proper one. But this is not the dnift of
the adinonition which the preacher supposed,
decms it properto givoe. He prefers to tell is
titled auditors, that the exhortations ho has been
giving, apply exclusively to those of their num-
ber who aro converted men; and that if thore be
any of them who have not yet** embraced Christ
for their own salvation” 1hey aro not, 1 their
existing snto, required to take any practical
acvivn on the lessons which bie has been incul-
eating, and that in their presont circumdances,
any attempt on their part to do 8o, would bo an
»nctof gross presumption and hypocrisy.” Ho
thinks it, moreaver, necossary to add, in conclu-
sion, thatas *“civil rulers for tho 1nost part, and
nations always, are mixed companios,” it follows
that thore can beno obhgation resting upon them,
as a colleetive body, to ackuowledge publicly the
authority of God's inspired word, or 1o act upon
the acknowlodgment by framing their acts in
harmony with it. A theory which ie capable of
being practically enforced in Uns way, has sarely
something suspjcious about it,

We have already remarked, that itis erroneous
in principlo, and to sustain this opinion, there
seoms to be no need for going beyond tho admis-
gions made by tha writer lumself.

He tells ug, for cxample, in one place, that
tho obligation to serve Christ in an official capa-
city, is poculiar to the converted ruler, asho alone
is ablo to render acceptable obedieaco ; but in
enother part of tho same communicatiosn, ho jo-
cludes chiistinn professors generally, among the
number of thoso upon whom this species of ob-
ligation rests. And in view of such an inter-
change of terms, somo will be inclined to ask,!
whother all those who make a profession of
christir nity, areto bo marked down as necess-
arily segenerated men.  Tho nnswer to this
query, would require to be very decidedly in the
affirmative, in order to maintain the consiswncg\
of the position laid aown by the writer, in whic
ho makes the duty to serve Christ, dependent
upon tho possession of “* a gracious influence.”

Again, the wrjter admits that the Maglstrate
is bound, in his official capacity, to honour and
serre God, or to submit to the requiremonts of
the divino moral government, oven though he
happened 19 be possossed of no other information
in regard to his duties, than that which is
fornished by the ¢ significations in nature,” and
¢ tho suggestions of his own mind,” or in othor
words, by tho light afford < from the bare
and dulious intimations of natural reason and
conseieno. ¢ By the constitution of nature,” he
says, ** a:1 mon ar~under obligations to abey God,
and all wen hav. the meous of knowing this to
such an extont, as that thoy aro without excuse
for disobadience.” Thus, it would scom, according
to the views of the wiitor, that while tho light o!
patoro is o {1self sufficient to create an oldigation
to servo the Ged of aatore, the light of rovela-
tion is no: ia i'self sufficient to crea.e an obli-
gation to serve Christ, or the God of the Bible.
In *he onr.case there isno requiroment of service,
except upon thy supposition of a capabiluy to

repder scceptadle obedienee, whilo in the other

case, obedience 1s demanded without any respect
whatever to the capatilities of vhe individun. —
The magistrate whoge lot s east  a land of
heathen datkness, 18 hound, whatever be luschar-
acter, to framo liis official acts, bv * the significa-
tans 10 nature,” or tho will of God as revealed
in nature ; whiie on 1he athor hand, the mngis-
tra1o, in a chnstian conntiy, 18 free from tho ree
quirement, 1o act for Chnst, or to shape lus ot
ficial conduct by the light of revelation, ualess
his characrer happens to be moulded by *a gra-
cious influonce.” Statements like theso appear
to confl ¢t with cach other, and seom to require
in order to tha porceptson of thew umty, the md of
some harmonising principlo, which the writer
has omiited to state,

- Another test may be applied, to ascertain the
accuracy of tho theory we are oxaminmng, “ Wo
cannot deny,” says tho writer, * that thero aro
such 1hings as national sina and nationnl daties,
and from the connection 1n which ho introduces
tho divine word, he leaves us to infer, that itis
by that standard, according 10 his view, that
such sins and duuies are to bo detersmned.  If
this be sn, it necessarily follows, that a nation
onjoying the hght of divine truth, is guilty in the
lightof God, in so far as its national acungs con-
t1avenc tie tenor an! expressrequirements of the
divine word. How, then, it may bo asked, can
any cne affirm national guilt, as defined by 1he
Bible, and at the same time dory national ro-
« ponsibiliry to the authority of the Bible? If gwilt
really eaists in any case, responsibility must exist
Jtkewise, and if the divine Yword bo tho rule 1n
aceordance with which wo estimato the former
of thege things, it must alse be the siandard, ac-
cording to which we estimate the nature and ex-
tentof the latter. Guilt and respenaibility, in a
word, are correlates, and if we accept the one,
wo put it out of our poswer 1o reject the other.

Q. The second gronnd on which the writer
thirks it necessary 13 maintain tho iheory, which
makes tho requirement te serve and abev Christ,
dependent upon moral character, we find an-
nouncedn the following words :—* Besides it”
(that is the 1equirement of such service from col-
lecusvo bodies of rulers,) *¢ would be a blending of
Church and Stato mattess, and 1hus 1he very
Establishment principle, which we do not seck
our brethren 10 renounce, but which they must
forhear with us, in meeting with our unqualified
condemnation.”

Thus is another statement which will not, we
fear, bear any very closo examination, even
though we should bring to bear upon it no other
nids to enquire than those furnished by the writer
himself. We do not stop to test the accuraey of
tholanguage which represents the Establishment
principic, as equivalent to a blending of Church
and State matters, or an identifying of the kina-
doms of this werld with the kingdom of our
Lord Jesus Christ. Lot us assumn, for the time
boing, that sho langunge is fauliless, and the
view which it ombodies strictly correct. And
what §o this caso is the inference swhich may
vary justly be drawn, in relation 1o the peculiar
view of this writer, on the right of thestate to
over-ride tho prerogatives of the Church? It will
be somewhat difficuit, we fear, to avoid suspect-
ing him of g leaning 0 Erastianism. Hodefinea
very satisfactonjy the obligations which dovolv=
upon the Christian 1aagistrate, that ie, the magis-
trato which is really o converted man ; and tho
only (ault wo find with him is, that he coniracts
a litle too much the circle of those on whom
thest obligations rest.  He anticipates, howevor,
tho arrival of a peried when his circle will ex-
pand to the dimenaions of our awn ; and ho in-
timntes that. in that happy age or opoch, during
which ““ithe peaplo will bo all rightenus,” our
present viows of national obligation will acquire
iho olemont of verity, and that nations will then
bo bound to confurm their astings 10 the require~
ments of Christ. Mast we suppose theo,
that Erastianism, or a blending of Chureh and
state mgtters will prove iwolf to be ono of the

—

necosenry products of 1tis happy state of things ?
We hepe not, fur wo have eve: been excerdhngly
seepticnl, ag 1o tho passibihny of any teal good
being secured, under any circunsiances. fiom an
wierblrnidne of evil and ecelesinareal funciions,
It how cver the wniter cherishes a diffee- v opinion
from ourselves, m regard 1o the Church-state
during the hlissful poriod referred to, ono would
think, that in this case, ho mght with propriety
uge a littlo less incisiveness 10 his mode of do-
nouncing cstabli-hments, which are really n
themselves, when they approach tho model,
which their hest advocates have plended for,
much ntore 1nnocuons things, as we ghould sup-
pose, than are the evils ‘ncident, upon a blending
of church and siate matters,

But is it ncwually after all, the caso that na-
tional fealty 10 the claims of the divine word,
must necessitate the undesirablo results to which
the wester refers ; or will it even, of necessity,
occaston the consequence of o roturn e the
plan of sate endowments?  Undoubtedly it
will, 1f statesmen be conscientious, and 1f the
Bible lays it dowp ns among the duties of the
magistrate, that ho should supervise and con-
trol the uffaim of the chureh, and jmpirment
her treasury from the recources of the nauonal
exchequer.

It oceurs, however, to ask, whother our United
Presbytenan fricnds, bebieve, that either the ono
or the other of these things, 18 prescribed in
geripture as a civil duty?  We had imagined
thom 10 he decidediy of an opposite opinun 3 nud
wo feel utterly o loss, thorelure, 10 understand,
on what grounds they can bagd'tho allegation,
that an acknowledgment of national fealty to
thoe cleims of the Bible, most necessarily even-
tuate, in causing such things, to assumo tho rank
of national duties. Qur respondent should not
be tho first, 10 aasume the appearanco of a want
of fuith, in the roundness of that mode of biblieal
excgesta, by tho aid of which he professeas 1o havo
reached the conclusion, that it is Jhe dmy of the
state, not only to refrain from meddting with
the scriptoral hibeniies of the Church; but to
absrain likewise, from relieving her, in any de-
aree, from tho necestity of acting as a seif sus-
taining institution,

In reference to the manner in which ho denls
with the third general piinciple announced in
my former letter, T have little to eay, as ho has
not himself done much in the way of discussing
its merits, flo begins his remarks on this pownt,
by characierising the assertion, that tho Bible
imposcs now doties upon nations, as a gratvitous
one, and ho ends as it seems to me, by making
the assertion his own. I will close these ro-
marks. by expressing the hope that ifon any
point, I havo in the shightest degreo mis-stated the
iden which the writer meant to convoy, he wil}
be generous enough to believe that ths misiake
on my part has been unintentional.

I am, Mr. Editor,
Yours rospectfully,

Ronert Usne.
P ——]

VANKLEEKHILL.

At a 2pecial meeting convened at Vankleek-
hill, on Febinary 21st, 1853, for the purpose of
taking into consideration tho scanty and desti-
tote state of many localitics around us, ss re-
gards religiovs books, and racts, &ec., and bo-
lieving i depende sce upon the Divine aud, that
the circuladon of such publications throughout
the country, would grearly 1end to the moral and
spiritual improvement of the communi'y—

1. Resolved unanimously, That we do form
oursolves into a Socicty to propagate christian
knowlodge, through the medium of such religious
publfBations as the Directors of the Society may
approve of.

2, Resslved, That this Society be drnominat-
ed ¢ The Ottawa and St. Lawrence Society, for
Propagating Christian‘Koowledgo.”




