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whio desire fricndiy intercourse, and oven union, if practicable on Scriptural
grrounds, to foilow out, as they sec cause, what arc meant as inero suggestions.;Tho wholc difféence -if differenco thero be-is stili, wvc think, coniacctcd
%with the Vowcer of the Civil lNLgstrate in inatters of religion. Now, our
bretlircn disciaim, thcy have told us often, ail coni pulsion by the civil magis-
trate in spiritual niatters as mnucli as we do. Vie shall not imitate a-ny of
tlîeinseivcs ly puttinoe another construction on their words, and dcnying that
this is truc. Vie shOl take thern on their own declarations ; and, therefore, to
eaul ourselves Voluntaries and thern Conipulsories mnust bo incorrect. Vht
thon, is tho differenco ? Vie agroc on the great doctrines of grace ; and in

eccosistial orsipgovcrnnîcnt, an ' discipline, tiioro sconis te bo sufficiont
coincidenco to warrant incorporation. Stili the differenco turns on the ciyil
inagistratc's power in inattors of religion. ',Vlat, thcn, is it? 1,Vo apprchoend
tho entiro differonco is more in -words tlîan in sentiments, and perhaps it rests
a littie on political vicws, sliglitly differont. he differenco appears to, us to
be siînply and solcly that insome things the action of tho niagistrato wouid
by us bo considcred as out-stcpping his prorogeativo (whvichl is logisiation oniy
in civil inatters), and intcrfcring ),ith the rig-lît of conscience; whcrcas, in
these things, our brcthiren concoive tiîat hoe is acting within lus prorogative,
and no way intcrfcring with tho riglhts of conscience. Thus it is not in ab-
ýztr«act principlo that the difféence lies, but in the application cf tho abstract
1principle. Thlis diffcrcnce-wc hýop)etie oniy oniebctwvcn thietwo Churchies-
se sliglît surciy as siîould be a, mattor of entiro forbearance, -%vill ho bcst illus-
trated by a fow exainples.

First of ail, our brcthrcn hold it te bo lawful (they now sny "Iin somoe cir-
cumstanccs ") for tho nuagistrate to cndow the Chtîrch. *Wc hold, that in ne
eireunistances whatever ean this bo iawful. Stili thoe difféent; opinicns are
hield whilst tho abstract principle--that the rnagistrate's duties arc ail civil,
and that lie bas no riglit to, trespfl55 on tho righ ts of conscience, is acknow-
ledged and rnaintaincd by both Chiurches. And how is this madc out? The
roc Church, which has corne a, great len-th tow'Lrds what wc hoid to bo trutx

on the subjeet of Endowmcnts sînco the Ïiisruption, and is now in a great de-
grec opposed te the civil ondowe~vnt of -relig,,ion-still hold that; tho magyis-
trate presidinoe over the nation for its poaco and prospcrity, bias a right te
apply the fun&s, lcvied by taxes, or otherwiso at lus disposaI, to what hoe con-
ceives, te, ho for the general good ; theso funds bcing brouglit into tic exohe-
quer, and having, as it were, becomie his own; and therefore that it is no
compulsion, but tbe voiuntary met of the leisiaturo te, grant what, is thouglht
necessar y te endowi the Chiurch. But %ve, on the other liaud, consider those
fands as the proporty of the nation at largo, and although. at the disposai of
dic inagistrato for civil purposes, even of sonie of which ail znay not approve,
yet te dispose of any of thora for religieus purposes is cverstrctclîing his pro-
vinîce, and iiuterfcring- with tho rights of conscience, becauso tixere uay ho
inany wvlio censeientiousiy disapprove of tho systeni of religion whichl is thus
patronized, by indireotiy compelling aIl the 5ubjeetci te, contributo te, its
support.

Lako anotiier case :-the Froc Churcu tiîink that the niagistrato shouid
provido religieus educatien for the young, and, in order te this, sheuld juidL'o
for lus subjeets betivecn,,vha«t is truc and falso in religion (which, it shouild bo

rcmcubcedlie must do aise, if lie endew the Church). JIcre tiîcy think
tiiero is ne comptiision, ana ne interference witli censcientieus righits. For if
tho cdtucatien, providcd is net; npproved of by certain parties, they are net
obligcd te avail thcomselvcs of the eppertunity cf ohtaining it. But wve objeet
te this arrngement~ n et because we think the young should net ho tauiglit
the principies of religion, but beemuso iL bciongs to parents, and the (lifferent
Chîristian dlene;inmtions, te give thecir ewn children religieus instruction, and
berause the magistrate lias ne right, as a inagistrate, te decido as te whmt, is


