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e-ra of refornation i, we doubt not but that the tra of tcsto0t;aol
will ns far trascend it in importance and fane, thîroug.h die lung
-111 bliesful Millennium, as the New Testament transcends ia simph-
rilv, beauty, excllesey, and majesty, the dogmas and notions-of the
creed ofr Wesmmister nd the cinons of the Asembly's Digest. T.îst
ii so far i.s iIh arcient order of thinîgs, or the riligion of the New 1 es-
lanent, is rest cred, just so far bas the Millennium corrmenced, and sco
far iiv- ils llessings been eujoiyed. For to the end of lue, we salb
h-'te no other revelation of the Spirit, no other Testament, no other Sa-
tiour, anl nootlwrrreligion than we nwu have, wlhen we understand, be-
hiee and practipe the doctriae uf Christ deivereJ to us by his apustles.

A. c.

PRIMITIVE CHRISTIANITY.
PRIMITIVE CnanSTaINZTir, displayied as the only antidote against Na-

tional Establistnents, and Ecclesiastical riuposition. By Jolu<
M'CARTNEY. Glasgow. pp. 46.

TiHERE nre f w subjects upon which it is mole important that Chris-
li ns should have correct views than the nature of Messiah's kngdom,
and the means which he liath appointed for its extension and establish-
ment. The erroneous views which have prevailed among professors
on this subjcet, have been productive of the greatest injury to christianity.
Notwiibstanding the clear and explicit nature of Divino revelauon, and
the vast amount recently vritten on this subject, much ignorance stili
rests upon the pulble mind, both regarding the nature and oriin of the

'xistmng evils, and the scripural remedy. The arguments in defence of
National Establishments of ra ligon, drawn from the example of the
fewish Chureh; the right of cil rulers to interfere vith the red gioa of
t leir subjects, from the example of Jewish andi heathen kings ; the moral
obligation of Christians-to support a National System of religion, from
the example of the lsraclites paying tithes to the Leviiical priesthood,
and Abraham givinig a tithe of the spoils of - ar to Melichisedie, have
heen triumphntlv refuted by a host of talent, d writers, both of this and
former age-. It is not, therefore, to our preseut purpcse to enter upon
the scripture argument in defence ofestablishments. It is assumed that
the Voluniary Principle alone has the sanction of Divine Authority ;
and the obicet of tl-e following remarks is to rescue this principle from
the perversion and misapplication to which it is generally subjected.

It is gencralPy assumed as indisptitable that the interest oi religion,
and the law of Christ, require the maintenance of a class of men, trained
expressly for, and devoted solely to, the performance of pastordl duties.
This fundanental error has given rise to the most unscriptural practices
and unprofitable disputations. From this error, the controversy origi-
nating in principle, hus, in nuîmberless instances, terminated in, a dispute
respecting the best means of obtaining this maintenance. Churchmen,
acting upon this assumption, in the want of Divine statute, resort to an
act of parliamont, to supply this issuned deficiency with a state endow-
ment. In lke mianner, Volîntaries, in similar lack of Divine authoriy,

.b«vo recourbe to "seat rents and collect-ons.'' for u bich the hiich si


