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THE HARBINGER.

that an Established Church is indispensable to § pliance with their wishes. They want to hold

the maintenance, to the very existence for any
length of tinn, of true religion in the land—thay
without it, religion would be wmore thanin danger
of u rapid decline and eessation, aud that infideli-
ty, irreligion, and vice, would speedily overspread
the comntry with moral and spiritual desolation
and death, In all this, we think them very
strungely auwd very miserably mistaken.  But,
still, sich have beeu their avowed convictions. —
Ought we not, then, to form our estimate accord-
ing to them, of the course they have pursued?
Tor my own part, I frankly declare that, had I
held such principles, I do not see that 1 could
consistently have acted very differently from what
they have been dving.,  Certainly, ift I held the
sentiment that an Establishment was necessary
to the maintenance and existence of religion in
the land, while at the same time I conecived that,
in order to its efficiency, it was necessary to in-
troduce some change in the principles of its union
with the State, and in the conduct of the State
towards it—it does appear to me that I should
feel it incumbent upon me to stick by the Church
to the very last moment of my retaining even
the remotest hope of any efforts of mine, or of
others, proving successful in bringing about those
changes, and placing the Church and the State
in what T coneeived their proper relative position,
If 1 thought the vessel of a State Church the
only vessel in which the cargo of Divine truth
could be permanently secured for the spiritual
curiching of the country, I should think it my
duty to hold by the vessel so long as there was
any chance rumaining of her tinbers holding
togrether,  On this ground, I have never been
able tu censure so unspavingly their course of
procedure as many have done. I have wonder-
¢d—T have been astonished with a great astonish-
ment—at their not seeing sooner that they were
labouring after what never, in the nature of the
thing, could be obtained; bat, still, they have
thuught otherwise; and with their convictions,
have they been doing anything else than consist-
ency required of them? T must here, however,
make one exception. There are some among

them by whom the sentiment has been avowed |

that patrouage is a violation of Christ’s law for
his Church, and that it is, therefore, essentially
sinful.  ¥ere my charity is at a stand. Ihave
no charity for those who can retain situations
which they have obtained by sinful means; nor
for those who can remain in fellowship with a
Church where that which is sinful is constitution-
ally established and systematically practised.—
There is a sccond peint om which I demand
charity for these brethren -namely, their de-
clared and often and publicly-repeated deter-
mination to stand to their principles, and, at
whatever cost, to lenve the Churcel;, with all its
cemoluments and advantages, when these prin-
ciples are finally and hopelessly disowned, and
their demands decidedly refused.  There has,
on_this snbject, been prevalent a large amount
of incredulity.  Many have treated all their pro-
fessed determinations with a sneer, and have
laughed at the very idea of such athing. Itis
all very fine, it has been said—all very fine—it
sounds well; but it is mere fudge. et us see
them out, and then we shall believe them in
carnest. It is no better than a feint to intimidate
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out something formidable as the eonsequence of
their demands being refused. But they will
realise the threat. There may be a few of them
possibly who are in earnest, and who will have
resolution’ enough to follow out their avowed
determination.  But they will be rari aves—
extraordinury cases—exceptions to the general
practice—which will be thut of finding some salvo
to their consciences, and sticking tast to the
manses and the glebes. T have very rarely found
a charity that could go so far as to fifty. It has
much more frequently been limited to twenty, or
cven to en? ‘This has ever appenred to me hard-
Iy fair play. What right huve we to doubt or
question their sincerity 2 Do we like our own to
be questioned? If not, can we, in consistency
with the claimns of the royal law, question theirs ?
For my own part, I do entertain, and, although
oceasional misgivings may have come over me, I
have ever entertained the ‘most assured confi-
dence that a large majority of those who have
avowed the principles of Non-intrusion—that is,
the principles of the Church’s exclusive indzpend-
ent authority in her own department, in every-
thing that relates to her own government and
diseipline—will hold them fast—will act them ont
—will submit to whatever difficultics, privations,
and trials the consistent maintenance of them may
cost. Should I prove wrong in this confidence—
should auy large proportion of them show by their
conduct that it has been misplaced—1shall deeply
bewnilit; and, in such circumstances, my sorrow
will be,not for the failnre of own anticipations, and
the belying of my own sagucity, but for the ter-
giversation and disgrace of those whose steady ad-
herence to conscientious principle I shall find my-
self tohave placed a confidence too implicit. Ti)ne
reasons of my regret may appear by and by, In
the meantime, iu suying what I have said, I am
far from being callously-insensible to the trying
nature of the position in which they stand. It
is a trying one—a testing one—though, of course,
in various degrees, to the reality and power of
principle and of conscience. And, on this ac-
count, there is a third thing which I claim on
their behalf, on the part of their fellow-servants
and fellow-Christians, namely, sympatury,

cannot but think there has been a sad lack of
this, and the cause is evident. Itis the want of
charity that has given rise to the want of sym-
pathy. ad there been such charity as to induce
a belicf that they really would be so constant and
firm as to expose themselves to the trial in ques-
tivn, there would, no doubt, have been an hwecom-
panying fellow-feclling and condolence with them
in the prospects thus before them. Dut the in-
credulity a5 to this has defrauded them of the
sympathy. Another thing, teo, has contributed
to the same result—the light in which their con-
duct has by many been viewed. They have been
looked upon, in o manner, as rebels aguinst the
law of the land, as having taken up unreasonable
and illegal ground, and as having thus brought
all upon themselves. On points of this Xind
neither time nor inclination admit of my entering.
X think it can *hardly admit a question that, to a
certain extent, if not entirely, the change has
been in them—not in the constitution of the
Lstablishment or in the law of the country.—
Circumstances have forced upon them a fecling

the Government and frighten them into com- { of the control of that law, such as had not before



