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THE REV. DR, DONALD FRASER 0N DIS.
ESTABLISHMENT

The following letter from Dr. Donald Fraser, of London,
England, to a friend who had asked for his opinion on the
Dusestablishment  question, sppears in the ‘' Northern
Chronicle " aud other Scotch papers. It will interest many
of our readers who are watching the course of the discus.
sion :—

My DEAR Str,—I am reluctant to enter on the topic you
place bejore me, because I am now out of the curtent of
Scottish ecclesiasticat fife, and do nor pay minute attenion
to your controversies. It is my happiness 1o be connected
with a Chutch which aims at reconaling Presbytenan
differences, not embittenng or prolonging them. As an
Eoplish Presbytenan, 1 have no structures to pass on any of
the three Churches 1n Scotland by which our congregations
are remnforced ; but as you wish to know my upinion as a
Scotchman, and as one who endeavaured to serve the Free
Chvrch for eleven years, I will fiankly say that, in my view,
the cinzade for Disestabhishment 13 unwoichy of the Free
Church of Scotland, and s likely to hurt its highest in-
terests.

The whole prublem of the better arrangement of Scottish
Presbytery is one which requires large consideration, gene-
reus treatment, and @ grand beeal of prejudices.  To ap-
prozch itin a peevish sectanian spirit, coucting communte
cants, and squabbling over statistics, 1s not the way to
make a happy c¢nd. Let it be assured that the present
divisions need not be, and ought not to be, perpetaal. The
basts ot a better adjustment s surely to be found 1na candid
and c:nous recognition cf the essenual oneness of Scoitish
Presbytery. Usage makes it possible *o think of the Church
of dcotland, the Free Lhurch, and (he United Presbytenan
Chuich as thres separate Churches, cach haviog the Lord
Jesus Christ for ats Head, though cach has a contruversy
with the others.  But 1s 1t not dawning on a2 good many
minds that ali this 15 2 mistake? Chnsnan communities
occupytng the same ground, having the same creed and
polity, are really not separate Churches, but compartments
of one 2nd the same Church.  Their separation may do some
good ia stimulating vigilance and cnterprise; but it also
does much harm by provoking jealousy, wasting resources,
and playing wnto the hands of those who are adversanes to
the Presbyterian Church.

All Episcopalians are not adversaries. I know excellent
clergymen and members of the Church of Eagland who, far
from gloryiang over the Presbytenan dissensioas ia the north,
gneve over them, becan ¢ they are anxious about evangehcal
and Protestant truth, and are persvaded that such truth
would find a suwrong fortress in 2 uaited and powerlul Church
of the Presbytenian order.  Others, however, 2te certanly
uofnendly; aud 1 have often noticed what 2 point they
make of the broken condition ot Scotush Presbytery,  They
are very careful to speak of the Church of Scotland as ** The
Kirk," and the Free Charch as the * Free Kurk,” and have
quite a stock of stories—apocryphal or otherwise—in cir-
culation about the unchnusuan feching which still prevails
betwesn these ** Kurks.”  Certain it is that o such un.
frizndly onlonkers as these a reconciliation of the Kirks
w. .11 deal 2 heavy blow and sore discouragement.

I am quite aware that the plea for continued separation is
that of ** disutoctive pranciples.”  But what grieves 1ac is to
see that Church antipathies have been nursed so long and
obstinately that there is no willingness to hail any approxi.
wation to common ground, but rather a disposition to strain
dutinctions to the vtmost. T do a0t refer to the United
Presbytenian Church so much as to the Free, which aas
been for a much shorter time than the former separated fiom
the Church of Scotland.  Has the Free Church so soon be-
come trreconalable 2 Has it come 10 be proud of separa-
tion? Has it acquired the temper of a sext?

It vexes me sorely to write these wosds, because 1 love
and valee the Free Church, and I do oot thiak that those
who have followed its leaders in recent yearsare at all aware
how much the prestige of that Church has been lowered by
the language that was used and the courie that was taken
when the Anu-Patronage Act was under the consideration
of Paruament. That the meavare in question was, to alarge
extent at all events, an adopuion of Free Charch prinaiples,
was obvious to every one ; yet the Free Chorch deputations
to Londoa trizd to defeat it, and, faiiag to induce apy in-
floential Presbyienian member to lead the opposition, tuck
as their champion the hon. membet for Montruse, who 1san
Indcpendest and 2 Voiuntary. They raused a cry that the
Chuich of icotland was influcnced by nothing higher than
a desire to populanse itself, though it was not clearly ex-
planed why 1t was so wicked athing in that Charch, and
not w.cked :n others, to desire popular coafidence and sup-
port. The only result war to spread an impression that the
Free Chuich was rather ncrvous abaut its owa positton, and
betrayed a smzil and shabhy spirit. At a criural moment
1t might have played anoble and memorable pant ; bat 1t
was misled, and got nothing oat of the occasion but dis-
credit.

The present agatation for Disestabliskiment seems to mean
unhappy exhibition of the same sectanan temper; anu 1
have 2 strong imprezs'n that it «s 2 movewnent of ecclesie
sstical policy far more than of popalar desire. 1 am, of
course, « ¥are that thete has lonp been 2 \oluntary party in
Scotland, disapprovingof any union of Church and State, and
working w harmoay wih the Eaghih Liberauon Society
for the overthrow of Lhaorch Estabishments.  Ican pay dae
Tespect to their conscientions and coasistent action.  but a4
cannot cven feel respect for the mousement which has been
witiated withia the Free Chach.

Mach scems to be made of the fact, ot alieged fact, that
the Churca o! Scotland 1s ontnombered by the Free and
United Preshyterian Chorches taken togethes. It is repre-
sented as an njustice to the tatter and to other Dissenters
(1 remember a uime when Free Churchmen were not so
willing to be flang into the heap of miscellancous Dissent),
that xﬁe former should auy looger retain the position and
advantage of an Establishment.  But what has gaven such

sudden urgency to this consideration? 1f the numerical
supetiority now claimed be a fact, it is no new fact. It
was as good for this kind of arrument twenty years ago as
itis now. Why wasit not made use ofthen? 1s it because
the traditions of the Disruption period were even then too
strong? Even at that era of hot excltement, the great men
who led the Free Church movement shrank from the attenpt
to pull down ancicent institutions, and deslted nothing better
than to sec an Establishment in which the Flinclplcs which
they held dear should be secured.  How singular it is that
$0 long as the Church of Scotland made no approximation
to those priaciples, its position was nnt called in question ;
but so soon as it moved towards them, the aditude of
patence was changed for one of impatience on the part of
the Free Chuich, and it was discovered that the more the
Church of Scotland is improved, the less it should be toler.
ateul Wi .0 good Christians in private life approximate in
thetr principles and practice, they turn towards each other,
and, i{ they have been at variance, are so oo longer; but
when the Church of Scotland obtained for the people the
choice of their mtnisters, and secured lg statute a recogaition
of the independent jurisdiction of Church courts in the
settlement of such ministers, lo ! the Free Church took fresh
umbrage, imputed unworthy motives, and now begins to
beat the drum for Disestablishment. How can men bekept
from regrrding such conduct as petty and peevish ?

“* But was it not petty and unfair,” I may be asked, “on
the pait of the Church c© Scotland toadopt, so far as it did,
the very principles which it disowned in 1843, and that, too,
merely from a desire to outvic the Free Church tn popa-
lauty 2 My answer 13, that I do not almtre this'constant
1mpu.ation of motives; and that I know no reason why =
Church, which 1n its Jong history has often changed its policy
ot mautess of adiministration, should not, after due considera-
tion, do so again and sgain.

Sometimes I have secen complaint made against the State.
It has been o ged that if the State now sanctions Free
Church principles, it ovght to replace and compensate Free
Church ministers. 1Is there any serious meaning in this?
Does 2ny sane person hold that if Parliameat should aler
the law of entail, it would be bound to compensate all per-
sons who, thirty or foity years ago, suflered Joss because the
law was not altered thea? Nay, even if a claim in the
present instance weie admitted, who are they that possess it ?
Only the few remaining Disrup*ion ministers.  And so, be-
cause there cannot be general replacement, forsooth, there
nust be universal displacement; parish ministers of the
present day, who had no more to do_with the Disruption
thap the great majonty of the present Free Church ministers
had, must suffer; and the Chuich of Scotland, because it
has dared to populanise itself in a perfectly constitutional
way, must be pulled down,

A strange notion seems to float in the minds of certain
Free Churchmen that a sort of public amende is due to
them. They cannot be satisfied unless the Courts of Law
recall and reverse judgmeats passed long agoin extinct suits,
and Parliament or Government confesses that a former
Pasliament or former Gov-roment was much to blame for
compelling conscicatious men to Jeave the Church of Scot-
land. Whst unpractical folly is this? Not so are the errors
and wrongs of the past repaired. The tide of affairs rolls
on, and cannot be rolled back. Things are done, wisely or
unwisely, by those wh. are in power at the period ; and
they ate done- A later generation sees thiops otherwise,
and makes better arrangements, if it can ; but there always
are conscqacnces of former mistakes which cannot be helped,
and must be endured. Better to think of the present and
fature, and try to make them brighter than the past.

It is proclaimed by some prominent Free Churchmen
that what they ulumately aim at is a general Presbyterian
union 1 Scotland—2a truly national Chuich; but that in
order to briag this about, the Church of Scotland must be
disestablished and disendowed. Out of regard for those
who have spoken in this sense, 1 have tried to take their
view, but cannot. Thcy tell us that there can be no union
with 2 * State Church.” Now, there is some propriety in
calliog the Church of Eng}aud the State Church; but that
epithet as appliad to the Church of Scotland secms to me 2
mere picce of imported controversial slang.  They tell us
that ** State pay " must be abolished ; yet surely every one
is aware that the Charch of Scotland derives its stipends not
from any State subvention, but from funds which have been
devoted to sacted uses from time ivsmemorial. The pro-
posal to deprive the Church of these, in order to reduce
school-rates, looks like the device of some political manager
for catching voters by their pockets, thouph, doubiless, to
some minds it may appear a most calightened and patriotic
sugpestion,

The line of battle isdrawn up, and a heavy fire is cpened ;
and we are told that this is the way, the oaly way, to pcace.
What! Do mea really fancy that the bard coatroversy which
U sy are now pushing, and the ringing blow of Disestablish.
ment which they Lope to inflict, pave the way for a happier
understanding and an all-embracing cnion? To me this
scems the sure way to breed ill-will, and to excite a sense of
wrong which filty years of sweet palaver alienwards will not
be able to soothe.  Better, tn my opinion, 1o attack no ooe,
to pull down nothing, but conaserve all that has bezn devoted
to God's service in Scotland, whether ancient eadowments
ot the contnbutions of modera hiberahity, and try to draw
Churches of the same faith and orde: into closer relations
wmith cach other in 2 way and spirit not anworthy of neigh-
bours and fcllow-Christians.

As I have no idea of continuing in this controversy, lct
me be as explicit as possible.

1 am agaiest the demolition of historical imstitutions,
especiaily when uey arcimproving. I am apainst theaban.
donment of the system of a national Church whick was dear
to Kaox, Henderson, Carstairs, and Chalmers, in order to
parcel ont the people amorng competing sects.

1 do not hesitate to add that 1 am especially indisposed
to see a Presbyterian Establishment pulled dows. 1f you
lived in £opland, some reasaes for this would occur to you
that you may not think of in Scotland. You would per-
ceive that it is peculiarly .mprudent in Presbyterians them.
sclves to remove the ¢k which ths existence of the

notthern Establishment gives to the proud assumption of
Eoglish and Scottish Episcopacy.

The way to bilng about a comprchensive Presbyterian
union is, In my judgment, the very apposite of that wlieh
is at present recommended to the Free Church.  Drop the
awords of controversy: ccase from plotting against cach
other, Instead of pointing the eager finger at one another’s
defects or mishaps, try, for & change, the way of charny
How long, how short a time it might take to draw the suny
of the old Church of Scotland into anc by the road of
charity, no nan may tell; but I am sure that the result 3o
much desired would come far mate quickly, as well as mare
pleasantly, than through the violeat methods which are now
proposed.

Of course, this is at once stigmatised as fanciful and
Quixotic by men who are resolved on their own solutinn of
the edelesiastical problem, and will not fairly face any orher
proposal. But I venture to say—jyou, at least, will believe
that I do not say it unadvisedly—that if only there were an
honest disposition to be reconciled, 20 arrangement coutd
be drawn up in a few hours, and any messure necessary (o
give it full effect could be carried through Patliament in o
few weeks, which would give to Scotland a homogencous
Presbyterian Church, without any disestablishment or en.
dowment, Some cry out, * We can never submit to State
control.” We would answer—There is no control by the
State én sprrstualiizg ; and if further secarity for this were
desired, it would be given. Others think it impcssible for
non-endowed Churches to amalgamate with one that is en.
dowed. But thisis abwurd. Both classes of congregations
are found togcther in the Church of Scotland, and far mnre
largely in the Church of England. Some have endowments
while others depend entirely on the voluntary system
There is 00 reason why this urrangement should not be
tried on a large scale in Scotland. 1t anv hold that hered.
tary endowments are so wicked that it would be wrong to
combine with a Church whi~h held them, I should observe
that no such scruple has peevented general Presbyterun
unions in Canada and Victoria. In those colonics Free
Churchmen and Uaited Presbyterians did not demand thar
the endowments of the Church of Scotland should be aban.
doned or secularised asa preliminary to union,  \Why should
they do so in the mother country?

What a blessing 2 comprehensive union should be to cur
dear old land 1 What a burial of strife and jealousy ! What
a lifting of men's minds out of narrow antipathies! What
an opportunity to ccotomise resources, and tura them to
the best advantage ! What a concentration of evangelical
life and power! What an answer to those who taunt uy
with our disputations and separating propensities! Yet the
word goes forth for more contention ; and few scem to care
for the benediction on *‘the peace-makers.”

I am not disposed to say ruch on the political bearing of
this new crusade. 1t is an ominous thing for the spintual
life of the Free Church that it should be so much occupicd
with political calculations. So far as my individual sy
pathies g%. as you are aware, I support the Liberal Govern-
ment. e policy of the last Administration in Tutkey,
Indiz, and Africa made me more a Liberal than ever.  I1ss
therefore with me an additional reason for disliking the pre-
sent agitation in Scotland, thatit ischarged with sesious pzri
to the Liberal party. It can bring to that party no acces.
sions, for all the Voluntaries in Great Britain are with the
party already, and the pressing forward of Disestablishment
can only have the eficct of annoying and alienating Liberals
who belorg to the Ectablished Churches, 2ad alt those who
for various reasons think that sectarian disintegration b
gone far coough, and do not desire to give it any freas
facilities.

As I have been led on to state my views at such length,
you may make any use of this letter that you may think pro-
per.  Believe me, yours faithlully, D, Fgaser

Lorsdon, gt February, 1882.

FARMING IN SWITZERLAND.

1 have wondered if there are such awkward ways of dowg

things outside of Egypt as arc_practised here. The (aro-
ing lmplements wouid be laughable if they were not moo-
strous, Tubal-Cain certainly made better-formed scythes
than arc used here. The axes are simply long sharo
wedges with a hole near the top, and a short, straight stk
io the hole for ahandle. Hay-forks are big and awkward
and twice as heavy as our stable forks. Grain is ofteger
threshed with the old-fashioned flai! than otherwise. The
ploughs are the climax of agricultural movstosities.  They
are great cumbersome thioge, made almost wholly of wood,
with the beam mounted on two wooden wheels big enougt
for coal-casts. My friend used just such a ploagh yester
day on our farm. I balf deny owaership now, when 1 cbial
of it. It was pulled by six cows. Two men were driving
the cows, and two men were holding the ?lough up T
lowed and looked on. They were half a day plouchiz
half an scre. 1 am glad the whole concern, plooghmss.
cow-drivers, and a1, were hited, and not a part proper o
the farm. I sat on astone wall for half an hous aad v
flected whethet 1t were possible Amcricans could nnt make
small speaial farming profitable, with their soil and co
plete implements fur farming, in the face of the far
these people not only make aliving, but save money, 623

t soil, and with the old-fashioned tools of Egypt to work
it. I amcenain the whale secret Jies in cconomy—in tbe
saving of & hundred little things that shall outbalance ere>

the waste of these awkward implements and theee slov -
mcthods. There will not = blade of grass be scen amanptye

vines here, ot a weed on the farm ; there will not be 3 *wigd
wood left to yot, or a potato undog. A gentleman's prim

rden could not be cleaner o1 better kept than is the wha
arm in Swilzetland, and caltivation, such as is bevordd
only on hot-houses in Amezica, is common here 1o every
farm, Notone oot of ground is left uncared for.  Harp*
Magasine.

MoRMOR missionaries 21 Berng are labouring to proseise
the German Swiss.
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