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RELIGION AND POLITICS.

AT the present time political questions are largely engrossing public at-
tention. Not only in our own Province, but thiroughout the whole civilized

- world, tliey are become tixe therne of discussion in all circles. And the agi-
tation whIich they occasion is Iikely to inerease rather than diminisli. Uin-
der these circurnstauces it becomes a question of dee.p interest, thougli it
mnust be admitted one of considerable perplexity, what is the relation of
Christianity to civil polity, or what is tlie dluty of christians in regard to, thxe
public questions of the day. Civil Government is an Institution of God to
secure the social wel being of mxan in the present life, while Christianity
opens to us a future life, and acquaints us with the nicans by whielh its bnap-
piness may be secured. Christianity finds man a member of civil sociely,
having riglîts of wvhich it dloes not deprive 1dm, and oîving duties fri wvhich
it does not release hirn. We may be thierefore assured that, iii poulies, as
sucli, there is not.hiîxg inconsistent Nvitli the strictest profession of religion.

For variious reasoits, however, it is soinetimes considered ext.remcly desi-
rable to separate thc two. W'orldly men and even prof'essing christians aim,
at having them cntirely divorccd. IL is often said that polities ami religion
have nothingr to do ivith one another. The idea of bringing religion to bear
upon public movements is resented as an uncallcd for interference-as bring-
ing religion into a spherc in Nvich suie lias rio business-and this is somie-
times said with an assumed air of respect foi lier sanctity, as if shie w'ould
contract defilement by contaut with any thing so unholy as political agitation.

Taking- this sentiment in th bra nner iii whichi it is sometîînces sta-
tedl we must say that we can scarcely conceive of any thing more absurd,
or in a moral point of view more indefensible. If, is virtually saying that
there is one department of hurnan action, and that too one whicli Iargely iii-
fluences hiunin welf-are, %vith -,vliceh God is to have nothing to do, but that it
is to be left to Satan guiding the corrupt principles of the human hicart.-
Can those wvho tell us that religion lias flot/un1, te, do -vith politics really
mnean this. If they do, wve would ask in what part of God's Word is any
man or set of men exempted from the controlling influence of religious mo-
tive in any sphere of action. On the contrary, does not the Word of God
bringy every transaction of our lives under tixe rule of christian motives.-
"'Whethier ye cnt or drink, or io/uatsoever ye do, do aIl te the glory of Glod."
Or if it be admitted that this is certainly our duty as christians, it may be
still argued that therefore polities, which iL is ,ssumedl nccssarily involves
,conduct inconsistent with suchi obligations, is flot a proper sphere for religri-
ous men. But we would liumbly ask, in what part of Gxod's Word is there
an exemption from the authority of the divine law for politicians ? Are they
indeed not lemade under Uic law ?" The very statement of sncb an idea con-
veys its refutation.

As to the expression-, of mock deference wvitlx whiceh it is proposed to ex-
clude religion from influencing civil affiairs, wve cannot do better than quote
thec language of one of the greatcst of modern thiikers.-

etThxis interdiction cornes îvith its worst appearanfe w'hen it is put forth in terms
affecting a profound reverence of'religion; a reverence whiclî caiinot endure that
$0 holy a thing siould lie dlefiled, by being broughlt in any contact with such a sub-
ject, as the disastrous effeet of bad goveriment on thc intelleétual and moral state of
the people. The advocate of schenies for the inpro v'cment of their rational nature
vaay it týeems take bis ground, his stron gest ground on religion for enforcing on indivi-
duals thic duty of*promotingr suh han object. In the naine and authiority ýof religion
lac may press on their consciences viitb respect te the application of their property
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