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del of “ the divine origin nf episcopacy,'' and shoot­
ing from its ram parts against their (i.l!ow-«Jh ristians 
and m. listers arrows of" apostolical succession."

“ Q. What do you mean by the Church of England ?
“ A. Ev the Church of England 1 mean die Church 

of Christ, ns it is established by the laws of England.”
fn this answer dota the Compiler mean there is no 

other Christian Church in England than the one 
which is established by law : If ao, to the correct- 
no- i ol" the assumption we demur in loto. Eut if lie 
only mean that the Church of England is that part of 
the Church of Christ which is established by the laws 
of the laud ; then all the difference between it and 
other true churches is,—the Church of England is that 
part of ihe Chri-I'au Church established by laic,— 
other true churches arc that par: of the Church of 
Christ freely and fully tolerated and sanctioned by 
law !

* U. I, the Char.-li of England a true Clmr-h 
A. Ye< : because the i cord rf Cod is pro a died in | 

it, and the Sacrament.- are duly administered by per­
sons lightly onLiued.”

Suppo •; all this to bo true : yet other churches are 
true cherches, for lire same ren-on, because the word 
of Cod is preached iu then and the sacraments arc 
duly administered by persons rirhlly ordained.

“ (.». I : it also a Ir-arnl Church ?
•• A. Yes : because it is established by I tw.”
This has been already shown to have no weight in 

the argument. A legal church may not be a true 
church : a true church may not be a legal church. 
The Laws of England, whilst they established nm par­
ticular church as the State-Church, extends the shield 
of its protection to r:II others.

'• Q. Is it not our duty to conform to the laws of one 
country ?

“ A. Yes. St. Paul says, ‘ Lot every soul be sub­
ject unto the hi'her powers (Horn. xiii. 1 ) and St. 
Peter bids us to submit to every ordinance of man lor 
the ‘ Lord’s sake.’ ” (1 Pet. ii. Id.)

Having already shown that the Church of England, 
as to its claims of being a “ true” church, stands pre­
cisely on the same footing as other true churches, the 

* only argument to he disposed of in favour of absolute | 
<• infirmity to it, is the one derived from its legal es­
tablishment. On this topic some remarks have been 
made : but as this is a “ strong hold,” a few more 
may be add- d. To prove then that all British sub­
jects are obliged to conform to the Establishment, the 
endeavour is made to show, that, as the Scriptures ro- 
ijuire obedience to civil Governors, and as the 
Chmvh of England is established by law, su therefore 
it becomes the bounder. July of all of whatever profes­
sion to become members of the Establishment, no al­
lowance being made for partialities or preferences, or 
dictates of con science to the contrary. Now although 
vu du dunk it not repugnant to the spirit of the Bible 
lor kings and governments, but the positive duty of 
such, to make provision for the supply of the spiritual 
wants of tli- ir people—and in this- view we arc not 
''■’stile but friendly to the Church ol England as an 
Established Church—yet this is to be done with due

regard to the judgments, consciences, and religions 
rights and privileges of all other Christian Societies 
whose tenets are not subversive of the civil govern­
ment,—otherwise the Civil Power is entrenching upon 
the prerogatives of Deity. A religious establishment, 
without full toleration—we dislike the word “ tole­
ration," but use it for want of a better—for all sincere, 
genuine Christians to worship God in the way agree­
able to conscience, has no sanction from Sacred 
Writ—is based on narrow, unchristian principles— 
and calculated to alienate respect and affection. No 
“Power” is scripturally authorized to tyranize over the 
consciences of its subjects and dictate to them in mat­
ters of religion. These arc affairs between them and 
their Maker. But Dr. Burgess claims for the Church 
of England an unqualified conformity, because it is es­
tablished l>y law—this claim being confirmed, as he 
supposes, by the Scriptures previously quoted. To 
show that we do not mistake or misrepresent his views, 
v,o quote the two next questions with their answers.

1 ( j. Is it not thrn your duty to conform to the Es­
tablished Church

“ A. Yes.
“ Q. \\ hy ?
“ A. Because it is a true Church established by law ; 

and 'oceans : “ the powers that be,” by whom it is <i- 
lablishcd, “ arc ordained of God.” (Rom. xiii. 1.)

This is plausible but not sound. To sustain the in­
ference the premises must be unquestionably true. 
The argument is this—“ The powers that be,” being 
ordained of God, must be obeyed.—But the “ powers 
that be” in England have established the English 
Church—Therefore it is the duly of all British sub­
jects to conform to the Church of England.

“ The powers that be” mu.-t he obeyed. Obeyed 
in what ? Here the question rests. They cannot 
s -ripturally bind our r< useicncc or the conscience of 
any other man. “ The powers that were" in the days 
of the Apostles were as much “ ordained of God,” as 
are those of the present time. Whilst therefore the 
Apostles commanded Christians as well as others to 
*• l/o subject unto the higher power,” it was, from the 
very nature if the case, in tilings pertaining to their 
civil office, a ; the Rulers were Pagan and not Chris­
tian. Hence St. Paul exhorts,—“ Render therefore 
to all their /lues : tribute to whom tribute is due ; 
custom to v horn custom ; fear to whom fear ; honour 
to whom honour (Rom. xiii. 7.) and St. Peter,— 
“ Submit yourselves to every ordinance of man for 
the Lord’s sake : whether it be to the king as su­
preme ; or unto governors as unto them that are sent 
by him for the punishment of evil doers, and for the 
praise of them that do well. For so is the will of God, 
that with well doing ye may put to silence the igno­
rance of foolish men,” Sic. (1 Pet. ii. IS—15.) 
And yet shall we be told that had the “ powers that 
then were" established that Christians should con* 
form to the religion of the State, that is, to Idolatry, 
the passages in question would have sanctioned or en­
forced obedience ns a “ duty ?” No. In a case like 
this, had their advice been solicited, the Apostles, 
doubtless, would have said,—In all matters civil, 
tending to the support and well-being of the State, you


