
42 2'Tlte Jfontly .tdvocate.

ejocted ministers ought to have accepted tlîc, Indulgence, beoauze it was
impossible to do so, ivithout, sacîi1fcing the fundamental and Swential
priîîeiple of the Presbyterian Church, thiit wJîÎCIi con8titute4 its glory
and it,8 lfe, Me 8oles oueregney of C1ris8t.

2wîl. Were those stricter Erebyteriains wvho refusedl the Indulgences,
juhtifiable in declining ecclesinstical fellowslîip witil those who did accept
tliei We enter upon the exainination of' that question with a, deep

o~î~ f the evil of schisni iii die Cliercli of Gocl. It iii a si» of no
ordiua.ry magnitude, te, break the b)ond otf ccl iiastica. fellowshilp on
trilliiîîg grouiids. The Churiich of C{od is onue realiy, and oughit to, le oe
vist ly. Anîd %vlien things sali ho restored to thoir riglît condition, there
wiil 1ho not, oully "-oîe Lord," but a.se "oune ttLitlh" and "onui baptismi."1
I b iý LSO aise un9ýoîîbted fact, that iin the whole Clîurch of Ood, there
"Vcru (ioe 1101 o111e deeply sensible of the evil of schisai, tliiazî these who
iiost rigidly n'fliered te the national Cvitants, onue of thu great prin.

eîisof wii WvaS the recognition of tlie duty of endltavourinig to pro-
ii" union anii uifoîinity auloligst the Clinîrclieýs of Cbrist, iîot oiily in
I bit nia, but thrioughloit ail hilst. Tliet theie wais n soperatioli, and that
tlîci e Nv.w sia nii that sepiriation, are facts tlîat tanniot bu displîted. But
ont Nviie party did the guilt of sehisiii rebt, is the question ait issue.

t b vill serve to dirow soitte liglit 011 tliat subject to Suppose a parallel
CaI.$'. Ail associationi is fuiined On the ba;sis Of a deffiaite constitution,
laitl nai iii liiarnony for at tiitue. At lwngth a party in that association

1 ,arsîws, a Course ini enitiru Opposition te its knlown and recognlised prin-
The.es la faithful niembers of the society, cry out agitinst flie defec-

dion. Tkey say: .'You are pursuing- a divibive course; you have broken
youi' pledge; ive canniot recogîiise yon mntil you ceanie baelk to the ground
N-olt liînu itl1lu(dolel." On whouî (bues the gaoût of the lisruptioni rest

in îht cas? Most asîîel iot on the filitlhtùl party, but on dihoe who
have mîade defection. The Chutrech of Scotianld Nvas preciseiy ant associa-
tuon ,,i* that kiiad. Shue lit a inost deflînite conistitution, the corner Stone

'i viich wvas the explicit and practical assertion of tLe exclusive Head-
vh1  f tho Lord Jeàus Christ, bis exilsie over-eitgntty ini and over Hlis

i Iîui tii. and lier coiitsequieit iindoeiiedencei of ail state control. Tlîat was
th'î gicat îricipie of tho Chtiveli of Scotliiiîd. Now, they who accepted
tliej royal Idulgences, pliiily resiled fi-oiî tlîat principlu. They made
delluction front the very constitutionî of thei Cliurch, and tiierefore it was
uî-01oui /cm tlîat tho gujît of sechisni rested, and flot uiponi the fiithfui few
Whîo titet-riiined to adhiere to, their prirîciples, at aIl hazards. It is true
tht the formier were the naînjoîity ; but inînjorities iiever settie the
uiiorality of questions. T1'le Iîistory of truth i its conflicts witlî errer in
1 îabt iigus,, deinonstrates tliat ont great mioral questions, thîe iajority lias
f i eu-itiy beezi in the wron,-. Aii well zigh-lt a trai cf railway cars,
t1it litt be siviteled loto tlîe %wrong track, cry scliism to a single car
tliabt they could net drag with theiin inte the wvrong direction, as that the
1iî1ajoî-ity in the Clircli o? Scotlaxîd, that had liee» swvitched off the right
path ly royal Indulgences, bhould try to faste» the edieus epitheta,
excliti vu, narrowv-iinded, schismatic, etc., upo» Cameroii, Cargili, Ren-
%vick, anîd thucir followers, who hieîoically resolved te keep) in the track of
thu C'oveniant, aven tliough it should leadl theui tu the dungeon, the rack,
and the scaffold.
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