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Gospel af salvation, do not love Thee well enough ta
make Thy Gospel known. They feel the burdcn of
maintaining Thy Church and sprending Thy truth too
heavy for themi ta bear. They arc afraid that the
world cannot corne ta knowv Thee unless the unwalling
are campclled to take their share of the cost, unless the
State cdmes in to exact a tributs on Thy behaîf. If
tbis is flot done, Th) ervants wvall ùe left ta starve and
Thy Church left ta die." Nov, itw~ill appear ta mnny,
wve hope, that this is not an argument that can be stated
ta Christ. Those wvho are possessed with this con% ic-
tion must regard eccle-ihistical establishments not as
mere incoflvenienceç, nOt as institutions good for ane
period and riot good for another, blit as always and
everywhere injurious to Christianity, and in contradic-
tion ta its very first principles, and they mt'st nt ail
ccists and ait ail hazards steadfastly maintain that tlaey
should be ended.

We are quite willing ta admit that there are large
numbers af Noncanformists whoic have declined fram
this ground, if they ever accupied it, and ta whomn Dr.
Mair's appeal may very reasonably be addressed.
There are thase, for example, wvho advocate the accep-
tance af miney from the State for the tea,.hing af
religion in schaols. Fifty )-cars agii John B3right,
speaking as the autborised expontent cf English NJon-
conformîty, said, IINonconformists themselves, in
accordance with the principles by which they are so,
cannot receive public money for the teacbing af religion
in their schools." He wcnt on ta, say that if they did
they could neyer afterwards, wvith any show of consis-
tency and good faith, say one syllable against the
domination and usurpation af the Established Church.
Until recently the ancient Dissenters of England were
firm in this position. They have swervcd fram it af
late, partly under Methodist influence, and with lament-
able results. Many of their leaders aow argue that
some sort of religion commun ta aIl should be taught
in scbools at the public exp ense, but what that religion
is tbey are nnable ta agree. They are ini hopeless
discord even on the question whether it sbould include
the deity of Christ or flot. Their argument when
stated ta Christ runs thus: "We wha have been
brought ta know and love Tbee, we who have been
brought inta Thy fold, desire that aur little unes should
be there tua. Thou hast said, 'Suifer the little children
ta corne unta Me, and forbid them not,' and wc would
obey this gracious cati. But we cannat charge aur-
selves with thet burden ai teaching them the story ai
Thy love. Our ministers are tao busy tai instruct thern
on the wveek days, our churches can do nothing, and
thereforc we have ta ask the State ta provide somne
teaching about Thyseli. We have ta ask the State ta
find teachers who may flot know Thy trutb spiritually,
but who can teach the letter oi Thy Word, ta instruct
aur children lest they grow up in ignorance ai Thy
salvation. Our children wili be last ta Thee unless
Thou can do this for us " Is it tu be supposed that such
an argument necds answering?

There are other signs af the times wbicb deserve a
word. As Liberalism has taken a Socialistic drift, the
ardour for religiaus equality bas abated in certain
quarters. It is argued that aiter ail the Establishcil
Churches belong ta the nation ; tliat is, their buildings
and their funds are public property. They are at
present daing good work in restraining crame, in
preserving arder, and the like. Therefore, say rnany
who prafess ta be Christians, let us maintain them
meanwhile at least. Some usa may be found ai thern
by-and-by which will re-uaiite ail the people. These
persans have reccived reinfarcernent from an nnexpected
quarter. In a very unsensational volume, Il The
Ancient Faith iu Modern Light," ta which some leading
Baptists and Cangregationatists contribute, Dr. Parker
has a sensational essay entitled' "The New Citizensbip."
Dr. Parker is aiten mare instructive when hie is wrong
than other people whcn they are right. H1e has Ilthe
presentiment af the eve."' In this essay, wvhile dis-
ciaiming the defence of Establishments, he urges that
the State naay do samietbing for the church because the
Church is the most reliable and beneficent supporter of
the State. He thinks thzt the State might facilitate
the acquisition of building sites, rnight exempt pastoral
salaries from income-tax, might increase every legacy

and endowvment by a certain scale o! increment, might
facilitate clerical assurance and other forms of clerical
thrift, and might appoint ministers ta places in the
House of CanlmQns. Ile insists that this sbould not
be donc by the prelercaice of anc Church ta another,
but by equal treatment ai ail the churches.

It as obviaus that if Nonconfarmists take up these
lines they will be unable ta resist the endownient of
Roman Cathalicism. It is a sign ai the timies that
svhen in the Free Church Assemibly titis yeur a protest
wvas made against establishment oi n Roman Cathalic
University for Ircland from publac funds, one of the
ablest ai the younger ministers tauk the opposite side.
Il Ie was as strongly opposed ta sacerdotalasm and

sacramentarianistn ab any one, but lit could not over-
look the fact that the Roman Catholic Church in
Ireland wvas a iiebpread organieation, %vhicli had in
many ways a beneficial influence an the moral well-
being if the people af Ireiand, and the Government ot
the county niust take accaunit of that." 0f course, aur
Nonconformist friends who support religious education
at the public expense have hiad nothiaig effectuai ta say
against the great nev andowvment that bas been gaven
ta saccrdotaiism in England. They cannet have any.
thing ta say that is wo.rth hearang against the further
endowment of Ronian Cathoiic educatioa in Ireland.
IVe have paid already tan immence price for the
maintenance ai State religiaus education in aur Bloard
schools, but we have only paid an inbtalmer.t of what
will yet be exacted. The tiare is not very fair distant
wvhen, if Nonconformfistb do flot comprchiend their own
principles better and advocate thcm with more enthu-
siasm, we shall be face ta face wath the question af an
endowved Roman Catholac Church in lreiand. J3y a
very large section ai the Englîsh Church such an
endowment and establiblhmrent would be viewed ith
th'e utrnast approval, and men wvho are in a stupor of
bewi!derment on the wlole subject, and have not a
principle ta faîl back upon, cannot stand up against
the inevitable development ai policy. Dr. Parker dues
not tell us why, if the State ib ta increase the legacies
and endowments ai 'NonLonformist churches, it sbould
nat take upon it ta provide the salaries ot their minis-
ters. H-e draws no distinction between the various
churchts. 0f course lie must mean that svhat the State
dues for Protestants it will aiso do for Roman Catholics.

Nor is this the end. Before another century closes
it niay be that Socialism %vill gain great victories. In
bis new novel, "A Rose ai Y*esterday," Mr. Marion
Crawford bas saine exceedingly, suggestive remarks on
tite religiaus meaning ai the Socialist propaganda 0f
course Socialism is a very wide veord, and we do flot
forget for one moment tbat many truc Christians call
thernselvcs Socialists. But, as Mr. Crawford says, the
Socialists as a -vbole cannnt accept an its integrity the
law oi Chrast, and in particular they cannot accept the
niarriage law. The divorce iaw itself is flot yet borty
years old in England nor twcnty-seven years in France
In Italy there is no divorce what ever at the present
day, and only a fewv years aga in America divorce was
regarded with disapprobation. XVe aIl know how
tbings bave changed and are cbanging. Marriage as
a foc ta a tboroughgoing Socialisan, because it perpet-
uates families anad keeps propcrty together by anherit.
ence. Therefare this fuli-blown Socialism favors divorce
as a means ai ultimately destroying marriage. We do
not deny that a certain ktnd (if Cbistianity is in favor
with rnany Socialists. They admire Christ as the
champion ai the poor. the touch ai communasm in
Christianity recomends itself ta tem. But thishbarage
ta Christ, if st goeb no fartbe:r, :s hollow, and it as easy
ta pass from tbe sham worship that says, "Hail
'NIster,- and mocks aur Lord ta the smiting and buffet.
ing cf apen insuit. New and fearful fanms of religion
may usurp the Chrastian niame and may clamour angnily
for a share in the church support and patronage wbich
is asked for the presently recorgnised forms of Christ.
iani'y. People stho meet in cburcb and chape] have
very littie conception oI the creed that lies in the minds
ai the innumerabie outsiders. We shauld hîke ta know
how Dr. Parker and those wbio tbink wjth him are pre-
pared ta deal with dlaims like these. In the end ai the
day their State will bc compelied ta draw the boundaries
ai the church. And let those wha welcome Socialist


