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HarriLy our gencration i not one of distuption but of reunion,
Centrifagal forces in Christianity scem to have spent themxolves,
and centripetal forcos nro reassorting themselves.  And wo are
thankiul. Novertheless, divikion is not always au ovil, or, if an
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ovi), not always tho greater, but sometimes the less. Acquiescenco
in wroug may bo a grestoc sin thun scparation. Every division
must ho judged on its own merits.

What wore the motives which led to the disruption of the
Hardly, tor the moxt

Church of Scotlund in 18437  Ambition?

promunent wen  of tho

O T P S e

The Presbyterian Review.

“Tho magisttate noither ought to preach, minfster tho sacra-
ments, nor executo tho censures of tho Churceh, nor yot preserlbo any
rule bow it should be dooe ™ .

Tho authority of civil governmont in_things secular is fmo‘f
geanted, but in’ things spiritnal is atoutly denled. The Scoteh
Church courted the allisuce of tho State In the way of endowment
and support, but dvmanded untrammelled freedow In tho exorelso
of hor own spiritual prerogatives.

When it was proposad to make the holding of gonom‘ nssomblics
depe dent upon the royal permission, Johu Xuex oxcleimed:
“‘I'ake from us tho liberty of assomblies, and take from us the
Gospel ! In various ways and at varlous stirring cpochs in hor
history, tho Church vindivated theae ylotlous principles. When
assemblics wore biddon, under pain or befng connted rebels, to
desist from tha ceclesiastical trial of certaln of their mombers, the
assamblies resonted the interference, completed the trinls and paxsod

sentonee,  In O3S, for

Church camo ovt of it,
thoso who had nothing to
gain and much to loso by
any change. Thoe rush ob.
stinney of laders who
would risk all rathier than
yicld a point? Nay verily.
For it was only after a
long struggle, alter hopes
often deferred and griov-
ously dimsappointed, that
with reluctance and with
heartacho both leaders and
followers camo to the mo-
mentous decision to aban.
don their beloved homes
and churches and trust
thomsolves upon tho un.
certain sca of soparation.
Obedicuce to conecienco,
lovaity to what they
deomed, and what tho is.
nuu has atply proved to
bo. tho cause of Christ —
this was tho s*ar which
thoy followed, this was
the motive which impelled
them.

He who would under
stand the Scotch disrup
tion, must understand the
Scotch character and tho
Scoteh history. Scotchmen
have & characteristis upt-
itude  for speculative
thought, a raro fondneas
for ** mctapheesics,” a
stubborn adheronce to

rinciples, They aro no
overs of oxpediont com-
prom secs, but arc ready to
follow principles to their
logical consequences. ‘They
may somctines be obati-
nate, impracticable, una-
wiable, but they sro capa-
blo of a heroism which 13
sublimely carcless of all
selfish considerations. And
Scoteh history is full of
mentorics that thrilled and
principles that inspired the
wen of tho disruption.
That

s Land of bdrowa heath and
shagey wood,
Land of the mountala and the
food,”

has been no more jealoux
of interference with its

fustance, tho Moderator
Wolsh said boldly to the
Royal Commissioner:

* Whatsncver 3 ours wo
shall render to his Mojesty
—oven our lives, lands,
1ibertios, and all . but for
that which is God's and
the ltbortios of His house
wa do think nelther will
his Majesty's plety wutfer
him to ¢ravo, neither may
wo grant team though he
should crave it."

And thexo men did more.
When tho worst came to
tho worst 2hicy died for
thele priuciples sud ** Tho
Crown Riglts o1 the Ro
deomer,” with their latest
breath proclaiming Jesns
Christ tho only Hcad of
tho Church.

1t canuot be hold that
4o Church was always
and abaolutely consistent
with {ts own principles,
Somctiwes it bent slightly
boforo the storm.  The in
heront difficulty of tho sit
uatlon was great.  Iow
can tho Church on the one
hand eutor into a close
allianco with the State,
theroby sccuring tho finan
clal and scecial benelit of
catablishment, and on the
other perfectly maintain
her autonomy in tho spirit.
ual sphero? This difticul-
ty appears in its most
acute form in tho his-
tory of patronage. As
complementary to  tho
State duty o! supporling
the Church, appears the
Stato claim of patronage,
i.r., the right of directly
or indirectly nominating
pastors.  In tho seventh
century tho recognition
began  in  tho Christian
Church of tho right of
founders, thoss who had
bustowed endowments up-
on churches, to present

stors to theso churches.

mler varlous forms this
right has been very widely
recognized alnco  Those

national rights than the
Church of Knox and the
Reformation has been jealous of encraachment upon its spiritual
independence.

From the first that Church hax asserted tho grand principlo of
the spirituol independenee of the Chuceh of Christ.  This fact is thoe
key of todern Scoteh hintory.

Tho Scvond Book of Discipline (1578) declaces:

**Tho power ccclesiaatical is an authority granted by God tho
Father, through tho Mediater Jdesus Christ. unto His Church, and
haviug its ground in the Wond of God ; to put *nte ovecution by
thew unto whom tho <piritual gavernment of tho Church in by law-
ful calling commntted.  The prwer eoclesiatical flows immediately
from God and tho Mediator Jesas Christ, and is spiritual, not hav-
ing a temporal head upon carth, but only Christ, the only apiritual
King and Governor of His Church.” *

Now, how shall thia spiritual nothority be practically exvreised ¥
Thruugh the channel of the frecly appointed otlicers of the Church,
whuse call to their otfice comea from God, and whose rule of action
iv n the Word of God, free from tho interference of any seculsr
magistrate, parliament, or king.  The Rook of Discipline proceeds

nobles or other landed pro-
prietors, whose ancestors
have endowed churches, or whose atates support them, not unnatur-
ally porhaps, claim tho right of presentation to the livings.

In Scotland, immediately after the Reformation, this guestion of
patronage had to bo faced. The claim of the First Book of Disci-
pline (1360} is, that **it appertainoth to the people, and to overy
scveral congregation, to eleet their miniater.” — Patronace could
not bo altogether avoided. But, when the opportunity pre-
sented itself in 1610, patronago was nbolished as & *‘yriev.
ance,” With the Restoration came hack patronage aud many
another evil. At the Rovolution of 1480 it was provided that the
heritors and clders should * propase " a pastor to the people,  If
the people objected the Presbytery determiued tho issue,  This
plan worked fairly well, and was guaranteed by the JAct of Union
in 1507, Butin 1711 this guarantce wa~ {guored 3 patronaye in foll
was restored, as Bishop Burict saye, * on desixn to weaken and
underiomne the Presbyterian ostabllaiment.”  The Reotch Church
continued for years to utter ita proteat aguinst this Lreach of faith.
Bat the voice of this protest gradually becamo fuinter aod fainter,
until atlast it dicd away in the growthand ascendiney of Moderatiom

(To be vontinued.)



