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open, energetic, waited defence of the
Truth asit is Jesus, on the part of those to
whom the ministry of the Word is com-
mitted.

VINDICATION, OR REASONS FOR RE-
TURBNING TO THE CHURCH OF SCOT-
LAXD.

We have been much pleased by perusing a
¢« Yindication, or Reasons for returning to the
Church of Scotland, including a Ceorrespondence
with a Free Church Minister, in a letter to his
friends of the Free Church, by James Lamont.”
Mr. Lamont is a Rothesay student or licentiate,
and is, if we are not mistaken, the same personage
on whom we bad occasion to animadvert about
12 or 18 months ago, when he appeared to us a
jittle over-zealous in deprecating Sabbath schools
as inimical to family training and strict parental
supervision on the Sabbath evenings. If we are
correct in our reminiscence, the circumstance is
not unworthy of note, as showing that the auttor
of the admirable pamphlet now before us was
never wanting in zeal; and indeed we have
reason to believe that he has always been highly
esteemed in his connection with the Free Church,
that he enjoys the reputation of possessing
superior talents, to which, combined wiih bis ac-
knowledged energy and zeal, the Free Church,
Jooked as affording hopetul promise of future dis-
tinction and usefulness, and that he was vegarded,
in short, as one of the most promising and gifted
aspirants to the Ministry in that particelar denom-
ination of dissentients from the Church of Scot-
land.

My. Lamont however, we say it to his credit,
has thought better on the subject; and was one
of the Free Church students received into the
Church of Scotland at the last General Assembly.

We hail Mr. Lamont’s return, and that of his
companion in the same course, to the bozom of the
venerable Church of Scotland as the mere begin-
ning of @ movement which will not terminate here,
and which we believe that the pamphlet before
us, published by Mr. Lamont in his own vindica-
tion, will tend greatly to accelerate,

We strongly recommend this really able pam-
phiet for general perusal. Though written. we
presumne, by a young man, it is one of the most
masterly productions of the kind we have read for
many a day. It hasnothing juvenile, or 3ipunt,
or presumptuous in the style; but is on the con-
trary evidently written hy one who has thonusht
long and maturely on the subject. who utters his
convictions in perfect sincerity, and who, as the
result of his cain and deliberate judirernent. after
the most ample and earnest investicition, has
corpe to the conciusion that the Free Church oc-
capies a false position, that its leaders, nud there-

fore its proceedings, exhibit an iropropor spirit;
and that theretore he had no alternative hut to
return to the Church of Scotland, whih, ax he

shows (and not the Free Cinreh), holids hnviolate
at the present day the principles ofJohu Knox and
the other early Reformers.

Mr. Lamont begius by showine that he did uot
take the important step, of which his prmphictis
a vindication, ** with the prospector pooniise of
any temporal or pecuniary advantage.” This, we
think, he shows In a very satisinclory wasu.r,
without reference to his just rermarl:, ke
present state of affairs the Ministers of the Free
Charch are on the whole about as well puid as
those of the Establishment.” Tndeed it must be
obvious to any intelligent reader ot the *- Vindica-
tion” that Mr. Lumout had notiing to foar with
reference to his future prospects in life, had he
continued in connection with the Fvee Church.
But the whole spirit of the pumphlel is gnite
sufficient to show that he has evidenily uot Den
influenced by such considerations. Even the Rev.
Mr. €raig, his late minister at Rothesay, o
ses that *“ he is quite at-u loss to undersiand what
reasons are which weigl, with him,” awd never
for a moment thinks of imputing wercenary mo-
tives. The actual reasons Mr. Lamont devel-
opped in a_long leiter to Mr. Craig, which pro-
duced thie following reply, a mere evadin of the
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question, and which, moreover, we must charac-

terize as a singularly rigmarole effusion of Free

Church balderdash, spiritual pride, and blarney:—
¢ Rothesay, 26th May, 1833,

“ My prar sig,—[ have read your letter—
which, I have no doubt, it was very painful for
you in some respects to write.—1I say, I have
read your letter with deep pain and grief, as at
once affecting both the character of your head and
your way. I grieve, indeed, as one would grieve
over a son fallen. I must say it to you, that I
cannot otherwise regard you than as a fallen
man ; and your letter of to-day is to me quite
sufficient evidence. It would be most easy for
e to answer and refute all the thrice-repeated
and thrice-refuted statements and arguments you
have so scornfully brought forward as having
determined your judgement; but, as you have
taken your step, having made your choice, I
forbear as useless taking any further notice of
them ; aud must now only mourn over you
What move than this mourning I can and ought
to do will be to pray for you, as one fallen from
the rank of a testimony-bearer for Christ, and
one who has joined the ranks of slanderers and
revilers of many eminent saints and faithful
servants of Christ.—Yours, with something like
anguish of mind, Roprrt CrAIG.

“ Mr. James Lamont,”

This letter is wonderfully characteristic. It
contains not a single word in reply to the resist-
less urgumeuts which Mr. Lamont had adduced.
Ttiz a more confused, incoherent ejaculation of
pitiful whining and maw-wormism, while there
1s 2 sting in the tail to the effect that the Rev. Mr.
Craiz, bouest man, has no resource but to pray
for pue “ who has joined the ranks of slaaderers
and revilers, &c.”” " Is Mr. Craig so obtuse as not
to see that this very expression 1s a picce of reck-
less unmitizated slander, joined to something very
like consuinmate hypocrisy 1 What right has Mr.
Craig 10 use such revolting language, especially
In writing to one, who, as the tollowing letter will
show, is evidently far his superior. The letter
45 long, but itisimportant ; and we think it really
deserves and demands as much publicity as we
e give ite—

7. Indiz Place. Edinburgh, 23th May, 1953,

' ;! . t
“Rrev. pear Si—I am in receipt of your

favour of the 26th inst., which 1 beg most re-
spectfully to acknowledge. I have uodesire to
raise or prolong anything like a contest or contro-
versy with you; but there are two or thres ex-
pressions in your letter which I cannot suffer to
pass without remark. You consider that 1 have
abandoned ¢ the rank of a testimony-bearer for
Christ.”  This T beg most respectfully, and vet
most decidedly, to deny. 1 have abaindoned none
of the principles or views which I'had previonsly
held on the Headship of Christ, or the absotute
indepeadence of the Church in matters purely
tuil. T always held by the principle of an
Establishment, which, to thebest of my knowl-
edye, is speedily dying out of the Free Church.
T am as much a non-intrusionist as ever [ was.
I never could sce my way to the aprroval, at
least to the defence. of absolute popular election
and I never thouglhit the question of patronage
wis one worth contending much for or against.
[ l:ft the Church of Scotland in 1843, because [
thouetit the Free Church party had good and
valid ground to go unon, aud that by lesal enact-
ments the richts and liberties of the Fistallisiment
were infringed. I was led to believe that the
I'ree Clhurch could 1u its leading and distinctive
principles ba identified with the Clurchies of the
first and second Reformation—the Churches of
Kinx and Melville—and that the Establishment
had in 1843 been remodelled and modified into
soinething contemiptible in the extreme, it not
exeerable. More” mirute inquiry, wnd inore
extensive information, huve induced me to change
iy mind on these points ; and, perceiving nothing
in the constitution of the Church of Scotland to
militate azainst my views of non-intrusion and
spirituzl independence, and therefore no ground
for my stancing aloof from her communion while
I hold by the principle of an Israblishment, I

which T could free myse!f fromn the heinous sin
ofschism.  Holding, however, as [ do, that Christ
is the Sole and Supreme Head of the Church, in
the sensa that He is her only Lord, her rightful
Lawuwiver, her supreme and final Judge ; and that
1le alone 1s the tountain of all saving grace and
spiritual blessing, with revard both to their imn-
petration and their application. T cannot consider
myse!f as having abundoned ¢ the rank of a testi-
mony-bearer for Christ.’

“Rev. dear Sir, had such a charize been brought
against me by auy except by such a venerable
fither, I should feel strongly tempted to retovt
it.  Why. 1 think I Lave put myself in the
true position  of a ¢ testimony-bearer for
Christ ;> for, it I understand the spirit and ten-
dencies of the age, the great opposition made to
the cause of Truih is the denial of Christ’s Head-
ship, not over the Church, but over the nations;
and, while T apprehend that the time may not be
far distant when full expression shall be given to
this opposition by the overthiow of Religious
Establishments in this country, I cannot but
regret most deeply that [ shouid have been so
long connected with a section of the Church
which has done more than any other o accelerate
such a crisis.  But I forbear on this point. 1 am
further accused of having ¢ joined the vanks of
slanderers and revilers of muny eminent saints
and faithfu! servants of Christ.” 1t would be
painful for me to read such an assertion from any
one; but itis doubly so from your pen. If the
words be meant - dezeribe the character of the
letter which [ took the I'berty of sending you, I
have only to say that, strony as vou muy think
somne of the expressions used. it is throughout the
language of deep and painfil conviciton, and
comes far shoit of fully expressing iy opinion
of the conduct and character of the Disruption.
If on the other hand the language is meant to
deseribe the party which I have joined, 1 must
just sey that my experience of that paity is
somewhat limited ; but, taking Scripture for my
guide, and recalling my own observation and
experience, { know well to which party slander
and réviliug are as necessary food. 1 am not
il the Patabbs=ton

ar t t, s a body, or any
considerable niaaher of hier members, can be
accused of slanderine or revitinr the Free

Chlurchy aud | presume you do not require to
be inforured how much the Free Churchindulged
in shandering and veviling the winisters and
peopie of the Estabiishment. T have met with
wuch sympathy and Christian kindness at the
hands of the mumbers of tne Cinareh of Seotlan:l
during the | o) bwid very littic upon
that. T attae atvery very little dmpor-
tance to it by iise it sy b the ephemeral
expression of a foeting exeited be the novelty of
circumstanees. aad tieref re I take.it for whst
it Js wotin; but I bave seen noihing that cam
lead me to suppose that I have jolued e Tanas
of slunderers and revilers of Chrisi’s eminent
saints and faitbfd servants. It may be that,
hen 1 becowe as well acquaintad with iny new

‘ tie oid, 1 shail dawover

Wl
rauch exeiust of
others. hypoeri 0
and unseriptural pr‘;(\c and scliishiuessin the one
party ws Linay have done in the otuer. If so, [
sitall taourn over a dizcovery whicl shall eatively
conttadict 3uy pasi expetience, o far as that
gocs.  The only other expression to which T
wean to adverl s, ¢ that you cannot otherwise
W one tan as a laden mans The word
fien, as eomnonly used by thaolozians, is one
of deep and solmma witpoits” A highly respectable
momber of the Free Chureh said vecently, £ It
vout join the Esablisymen', your soul willjbe
danmned 3 but I cannot believe that with your
candour, clurity. aud Chrisitan Losrality yeu
could have used’tlLe wowrd in any such sease, If
you tean that I have falien froa the esteerm and
tavour of my former friends. I mast adiait that
this consideration was fully before wmy mind
when ¢ counting the cost 3* asd, hewever much 1
may reeret the fuct, T have vorichtnow to com-
plain of it.  We must follow the path of duty

have sought her membership, as the only way in | through bad us well as tarotzh goud report; and



