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inquirer. Every sect cries out, ive arce the pcopt'e, and the Lata
oJ thec Lor-d is ilih its ; evcry partisan enforces the pretentions
ot"his sect. But this, thoussh frequently urgred, is the weakiest
of* ail rensons for keceping aloof from investî_aation. TIhe amotint
iq, "T'he danger of going astray is gr eat, the consequences l'a-
tal therefore 1 will shut iny eyes.* Good seiise ivould say,
"The danger of' error is grreat, tic consequences fatal ; there-

fore 1 ivili use all my diligence that 1 miay not be miisled :"1
For certainly, if"I strait Le the gate and narrow the way which
leadeth unto lilè," wu have thc strongest induce ment possible
to searcli out and embrace the II fewv wbo find it." We are,
therefore, reduced to this alernative, either that *there is no
trulli nt ail, or that wve are botind to seck it îlîrough every peril,
to distingruisli ils voie- arnid ail claniours, and to îossess it at any
price. If this condition seem biard, ]et il be remembered,

3.Tlîat it is not left to our discretion wlîether we shiah
choose or not.

The determnination to choose nolhin.g, is a determination
not te cluose ihe li-ith ; and this draws after it tle condeinnation
oftbosc who 'I love darkîîess raiher than Iight." The most high
God having given us bis word as the rui!e of our faitb and duty,
a negylect ho sceki ils couîîsel because men wrangle about ils
mc-arling, is to nialie tic liazard of goiîîg wrong a reason for
never bcing anxious to go rigbt. It would be like the excuse of
-a servant, m~lio liavingy, in comnmon iv iîl others, rec.cived i s
master's orders to repair to a certain place, should resolve flot
tb stir, because bis fellow servants quarrelled about the road.
Their disobedience could neyer justify bis. Nor is there a man
1)1)01 eaîhh who would not progouince it 10 be the plea of a fool,
that out of biqî pure love of peace, he liad never bean at the
trouble ho asertain the impoit of bis master's instructions ! The
fact is, that no mnedium can be assigned between receiving and
rejecting the hruth. If rejecteil, wue seal our owa perdition-If
received, wve inust reject iviatever is hostile te it ; that is, we
umust institute a comparison between confiicting cIaims ; îvhich
is precisely the object of controversy.

Pursuing the argument a little further, we shall perceive
in the

3d place, That in disclaiming ail controversy, wc set eut
iv'ilb et pririciple wilicil it Is impossible to carry tbrough.

In what department of society, or on %vliat subject of dis-
crbdo the tlioughts of men accord ? TJhe law lias long been

celebrated for its fertility in litigation. Wledicine is hardly ia-
ferior te the bar : agriculture lieeps up a sharp) debate with cora-
inerce : and the l)olitician bas always 10 navigate a Il temp)es-
tous sea." Not a prpJect, a chararter, nor an incident, can be
iîitioduced int coinnmon conversation witbout calling forth differ-
cnit strictures, according ho flic views, hiabits, rulations, and
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