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receive is from a polluted source, anti is further dcseerated ioy the clannel of its
traniaîsnission. aLi aalredgcfo h itmeac fUccm uiy nd
so front tualit Iwlaici it is, or<uglat to be, thegrandobjectofthe clergy tG, purge lhnin tuie
coloaav, iliat, tlacir state-stipentis are furnisiieti, andi are, if ait ail, to bc atugnalented.
Andti tla goverument mnanif csts no rep)ugnince to a revenue so raiseti. Is it, or is it
flot, coii>ibtent for the precchers of nmoral purity to depenti upon a mode of liveliliood
s0 conuaiected ivitli imanorality ? Ilow c:rn ail thc chiurelies, as suela, set thienaselves
to ait e:arualest 1refoa'mait:onl of' Society, -%vitii the thouglat hauniting tlaem tiat the de.
struction of the vice ivoulti testroy the revenues ou whichi they depend ?

Agitiare are fiur denoniiiations receiving state-pay. Docs flot ecdi of these
deaaoiaations really, sincercly, anti fully believe titat its own system of religicus
tcacling,, comnprises the perfectiona of relieglous truth, anad tiieit to ecdi of the other
thr-e miore or less of errov la attachiet ? or more closely stili-ices flot ocdi of iliese
four clenomninations believe, tliat soine one, or more, of tle rest teaiclies a ttagerous
hieterodoxy ? Is tiere any conmun ground, beyond prilaciples the mnost celeîita-ry,
betweeii Romnan Cithlolie te.aclaiiaa, and tuiat of the Wesleyaans or ]>resbyterans ?_.
Or do eitlicer of tiese latter tieem the Episcopal pretensioiis to apostolical succession,
or regeiera.-tion by baptism, a inatter of sial account? It is notlaing to our argeu
ment wh'li of tiese is riglit or wron-it i8 clear enougi tuat they ciinot. be ail
right, nor eveai xighit enoughi te be equally sale, oi- to bc comnpetent expouniders of
divîa1e truth te tiue eople. Anti it is clear enougli that. every 11au1is ii ot only
respamnbible flor luis convictions, but also for the coièniybetween lais conduet and
tiiose convictions. Our argument, thereflore, applies witu equal force to the four
chur-clies. wviicliever of tlaeu may be rigfit.

N'ow, wlay does the Romin Cathiolie priesteonsent to keep up by lais own practice,
a ystein of pecuniary support, ivinci gîves to a liereticnil cliurcla, dangerous to tlao

truth, £15,000, whlilc Iils own receives but sonie £ 10,000? Anti why does thc Wes-
iyna give, by thc reception of a paltry sum of some £700, luis countenance to tlio

receipt, hy a chiurcli wlaicli lac believes bc ein tieaitly error, of £10,000 or £11,000?
Or wliy docs thae Pre.shyterian, by the receipt cf £3000, .zupport antaigonist systenis
to the amnount of £25,000? If it bc believeti thaut thiese chiurelies couli flot dIo -%vitla-
out thlesc sumis, thait is equivailent to believing tl'ait withiout this aid, error nust in
great iineasure perisi, andît if seo, sucli it is an imperative tiuty to preveut tluit
aid. Anti if it bc helievedt1inat eveî'y systein but our oivn coulti do witliont such
assistance, that. is the saine as bel.leviing, tliat wliait we liolti to be trut is less effica-
cious for its owvn propagation that error. Anti in citier case it amounts ton adirect
support of error for tiue sake of a supposeti pecuniary tiv.gnt-ige to our2selvea. V
Tnaint.-tin, tierefore, that, every clergtymaiin recei-.ing- state-aild compromises %viat 110
deemns truitit, anti is, thierefore, of necessity liimiself tiislaonoured.

Dowc Nvish the religious mionitors of the people to continue in a position so failso
andi so tiegradinn ? W'e dIo not. We maintain thait notiing can be uvorse eithier for
t1acir iaterests or tlueir objeets. Tic Legisiative Council talks of utility, ant in se
talking it itters nonsense. Tliere ean he uio utility ln placing amy profession ln a
false lighit, anti in nullifying ils purpoics. WVhat thoen, it may be asked, shiould ho
donce? Thae answer is not dificult. The people must aw2ike front tiacir siamibers;
they inuust repudiate thue ineanness of sentiing thiose for state-ait i viom it is thcir
duty to sutppor-t thaenis-elves ; tliey muust. lea-rn tej cierisli a just sense of the value cf
the bb-tirs of icir ininistcrs, anti conue forward liaantsoumely for their sustenance.-
It is a clebt tliey owe theiiu, uxot to ho content îvith. now andi tien a Iltestimonial" te
ekie a treastiry-sti pend,. '-ut, to t4ike upon tlaemselves the entire anti generous Charge.
Andt %vu declare our conviction tit, notiing but irreligion cat i ake them negligent

oftlaaît~~~~~~~~ chre eîwul u lrynutgoiy tlicir oivn principles by shioîing
the people Uhc absoluteness of their trust iau themi.

BURNETT PRIZES.
Thiese prizes are the proceetis cf ii surn of money left by «Mr. John Burnett,

.Merclaant, Aberdecen, Scothjud; and directeti by lais will te bý divided, every forty
3'era-, ia the proportion of tlirc andi une, betiveen the autlîorz! cf tic two best
Essnys on Uie folloi1viuag theme:


