300 Meeting of the Commission at Edt'n.burgh,

cited to compearand answer—namely, whether
ur not there Gid not exist goud reasons for
servng them with a hibel previous to deposi-
ton {rom the office of the holy mmistry. The
procurater introduced the subject with 2 very
wdietsue sneech, Tt i well known that the
e gentlaan, o wel! as divers merabers
of Lio faily, occupy a Ligh place at the Scot-
izh bar.—And yet, though m dudy mtercourse,
m his professional capacity, with the judges of
the Covrt of Session, we find Inm in lus place
in the Commission of the Asscbly, bearing a
testimony fully s decided es any of his clerical
friends eguinst the duings of the civil court.
After stating the case, and shewing that no
otheralternative was left than to hbel thes even
smnisters—we find the following remarks ilus-
trative of the duty of the church to proceed in
ber own path without regarding thecirvite. - ts.
—And who can gainsay the truth of them ?
If the church 1s a church of Chnst, she must
huve freedom to follow out the end of her ex-
1stence, the maintenance of truth and rightcous-
ness in the land—il she is not a church of
Christ, let her by «ll mcans be rejected—but
10 acknowludge her ia this capauty, and to
fetter her m the doing of those thungs which
her great head has committed to her care, is
both inconsisient and wicked- The more free
she is to obey the pure precents of Chriet, the
greater the good that mugt £.11ow.  The Pro-
curator preceeds :

Sir,—It has always appezred to me that,
when two couris of co-oid:nate jurisdiction
come, or are supposed to cuineg, into collision,
then, unless when the subject of conflict hap-
pens to be one which may be remedied by a
conference between them, as is supposed to
kave been the case with the Court of Session
and the Barons of Exchequer about thirtv years
ago, the truly dignified course of preceeding 1s,
that cach court should hold on its own way,
witheut appearimg to be conscious of the ex-
1stence of the other court, excepting when 1t
cannot by any posstbibity avoid it. ~ Tiie act
which 1t may be the duty of either court to do,
should be done sclely and simply because 1t is
its duy, and shouid neither be dune when it is
not sg, nor withheld when 1t 1s, because some
othier court, having no power of review, cither
ordains it on the cne hand, or prohibits it on
ihe other. I awn not saying that we should not,
in another shape aud for another purpose, de-
“claro what we picase us to our own jndepen-
Jence of aay other court, or of all courts on
canth. ‘Tiat, sin we may do in our delibera-
tive eapacity 3 We Bive done so on more occa-
sions than onc, and I have cordially concurred
in such declarations.  But in our judicial capa-
zcity, where we fave ngthing else to do than to

determine the case befure us, I can cunccive
nothing more unjudicial, nothing mure undig-
nificd, and nothing more urwise, than to make
any mention of any other court whose supre-
muey over us we do not acknowledge. Itis
unwise, because the mention of any other court,
in our judgment, gives that court o pretence fur
interfering whicli it could not otheswise by any
possibility have,

After arguing the case at some length on the
principles stated above, the learned gentlemar
moved to the following effect :—Thatthe Com-
mission find the said William Cowie, William
Allurdyce, James Allardyce, James Walker,
William Mason, Jawes Thomson, Juhn Cruick-
shiank, and James A. Cruickshank, still con-
tinue.contumacious, they nuw, in obedience to
the injunction of the General Assembly, atits
meeting on the 1st of June last, resolve to serve
them with a hbel, as therein directed, and ap-
pointMr. Candlish, Dr. Pairick Macfarlan, Mr.
AMoncrtefl; Mr. Banneiman, Mr. Dunlop, and
the Procuratur, to prepare the draft of a libel,
and tosreport to this or some future diet of the
Connnission.

Dr Cook, of St. Andrews, in a speech of
great length opposed the motion, arguing that
obed:ence to the civil courts could not be defined
as crumnazl in a hbel, and concluded, with mo-
ving to the effect that in all the circumstances
of the case, they saw no reason to serve the
ceven ministers with a libel, and report the mat-
ter to next assemnbly. He was answered by
Dr. Macfarlan, Dr. Simpson, and others.—
After the debate had been protracted for some
ume, Dr. Chaliners rose and addressed the
house, but for some time his voice was inaud:-
ble. He said, on whatever principle the Estab-
lished Church may be based in other lands, no-
tlnng can be clearer than the principle on which
the Church of Scotlend is founded. It isnota
fiction called up from the viewless depths of
anuquity ; weread it in the broad dayhght of
history.  We find it in the articles of her
leagues, in the watchwords of her persecuted
congregations, and in the testimonies and the
iyng confessions, which, if they had been re-
calied, would have drawn from the stake or from
ihe scaffold her szinied martyrs. And if ever
wcts f Parlinment could be illurmeed orinterpre-
ted by the cvents which gave them birth, then
1 say that our spiritual independence—the full
recognition of our spiritual independence—is as
clear asaf vritten with a sunbeam. Butwe do
not stand in necd of this light from without,
seeing that weare in possession of a light irom
witlen, in having our Confession cngrossed
amony the acts of the legislature, :m(? made
part and parcel of the statute law. It is there
recognized by the law of theland, that Christis
the only King and Head ot his Church, and
that he hath appointed in 1t a government dis-
tct from the civil magistrate. Now, this is
not a peculiar privilege, which I contend for
as a novolty belonging to our own churchalone,
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