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es~illy whien it w-as likely to, gain in publie estimation, or to expose the
dfcaof othor Churches. he stablislied Church would flot be silent wlîen

it saw multitudes in various places, withidr.twing, front its commuitnion in coni-
sequence of the vigorous exoercise of Patronage, ag.ainst which this new deno-
inin:ttion raised its testinmony. Dissenting deneminations weja of the
Roliof inovemnent as a rival to theniselvcs, not perceivin- or allowving- that
thera wvas a mcediutii between the E stablisliment and theinselves whicÏ7 this
tiew denernination iiniglit supply. Tl~ho peculiar principles of sonie o)f thiese
dissenting dononminations, as hinted before, were too stringent for ilany in the
Establislied Church, w-ho notivitlîstanding vrere opposed to the corrup tions ini
that Chtirch, an , who, under any new burst of oppression, cspccially by the
violent settiemnento et ninisters, w'ero ready te embrace the niew openisig wvhicli
w-as prcsented. The bindin I obligition of the National covenant on posterity,
was, at this period, especially by thc Ileformed Presbytery and thieAihurtlglh.
er Synod, considered as an essential termi of' communion. This sîiiýect, in-
dleed, -ývas then a very comnion topie both of public and privato discussion, and
probably too miuch importance. was attachied to it. T'he anecdote bas been
told cf a minister w-ho, in esamining a candidate for sealing ordinances, asked,
ara ng o ther questions, llow niany covenants are there? To this lie rcceived
the answer, tlmt there w'e threo. Tlie minister reproved the supposed igne-
rance of the ni, informing him there were but two-tlie covenant of %vorks,
and the covenant of'grace. 0'flic Churchinan said ho knew that, but that hoe
ret'errcd, in addition, te the covenant that bis minister 8o often preachied about
-the evenant ot' or ancestors, bindinc, on th eir posterity. The 1R elief
(Jhurch wvent to the otiier cxtreme, and dîd net trouble themselves about sucli
toeculiarities-.tttendingm, w-e trust, ns tbey prefcsscd, te " the Mighticr niatters4
o>f the Th. ''ey entirely rcjected the binding obligation o? the N'Iational
covenant aid solemun leag(ue. This se directly aroused the prejudices of innny
Godly people, thiat it w-ould searcely hc thouglbt they would meen Nith ne op-
position. T1his question ean now be discussed witbout an gry words, and the
truc nature of these covenants determined. Tie United gecessîen camne, -v
think, te na correct vicwv, by ensidcring thcmselves undcr high obligations te
God for sustaining our ref'orming ancestors in their honorable, faithful, and
efficient struggiýlcsrfor Chîristian liberty and Gospel trutlb. The covenants of
our ancestors they considered as binding, se ffar as the doctrines and duties
they centain are Scriptural; bat binding net frem theocaths cf our ancestors,
which, w-o think, could only bind tbemsclves, but by the direct zuthority eof
God. Porhaps the Relief Cliurch made rather light ot' the veovs and oxertiens
of the Reforniers, and in senie instances of which vre have heard, w-ere ready
te) expose them te ridicule. StilI, we believe, they were net insensible cf the
vast benefîts te evangelical religion resulting frem botli w-bat are callcd the
first and the second reformation ia Scotland.

But it w-ns chiicfly the principle cf Froc Communion, avowed by the Relief
Church, that alarmed senie other denominations. This w-as censidered a lati-
tudianrian prineiple, the practice cf which w-ould destroy the lineocf demarca-
tien between the Church aad the w-orld: and would set aside the pure and sal-
iitary discipline of the Christian Church. The decision cf the Synod on this
su.bjeet gave risc te niueh specuintien, and te much ill-feuinded censure and
niisrepresentation. "This decisien,> says Dr. Struthers, I'unaniminsly and
deliberately comne to, and soecntirely different frein the modemn priniciples cf
the Churcb cf Scetland, the two branches cf the Secession, and the Cin eroni-
ins, w-as kindlinn. the torch cf w-ar among aIl the religieus prefessers cf the
land. By niany et' the adherents cf the Relief it w-as gloried in as the daw-n-
ing cf a botter day for the tora and bleeding Church cf Christ; but by othiers,
and.pnrticularly by other religieus dencininations, it w-as eonsidercd as sub>-
versive et' all Cliurch eider, and ns impiously relieving mon frein those sacred
national vow-s and covena-ýls w-hidli were binding upen thoni. Illd commun-.
ion witb Episcopals aud Independents I These v arc the very parties against.
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