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promac made (Matt. zvi. 14 of the power| of tle apostolical succession 1*  With un.
of the keye,' Hishop Androws finds “thelfoirned respect for many of these names,
accompuntanent” i another achptere the must reply that, cn thie one puint i dis.
= Tren saed Jesun o them apain” (1o hm yute, they offirno valid argument ; and oven
asaembiod dmcipieey * Poace be unto ¥oU. gpep wtesumony,” unsustaned by Serip.
an my tathor hath sent me, even ro seid l!luro or other conclusne evidence, cannut
you. Aad when he had #ruaed thes, He breathe Lanttio the g neutons question. 11 Bahop
od on them, and raith untn thew, Recene1ygan finds the anthority of the Aposties
yu the Holy Ghost o Whoee roevQr 108 Y0, at40f o iving 1n therr suceession,” we ace tions. Fliey reter to the various encroach.
reut, they are remitted unto them s and gponiedpre it rather as g™ m ther, enemies,—and peehaps it 18 for tus vers ments made on the sparstual provinee by the
whomo suever wins Ve retain, they are reo) ritnge. W e hue never mantamed thaty end that Satan s perintted uccasonally te1Civil Courty, 1 reterence tu the adimss,ea
tamed.”  In foonrof s view, the Bishop e gunestny s deraed frome any but the g an adsantage, that Le may thereby cu-‘..r minsters,—ilt reference tothe desos,.
anserta, 4 the pant cansen? of the Fathers "t 1ead of the chureh 5 and we are, therefore,; courage thuee who wouhl combinie against f1on of munsterd—in reference to the g'cne.
Pasning by uther writers whose testimomies, gugcathed by the appeals of Huooher, thaugh the Church,—but whether it be 8o or oty jral eaercise of discipune , and, in particuiar,
argnmal or s dected, wppear n the srriend il and p'n\'crlui as bghtmung.  Nor are[sume tings dud pass at the Convecation o the preciee beaning of the recent jucs.
we add oniy the words of Archbishop Laud Do pideneal by the assertions of Bishop Au.{ which our enennes, 1w their ignorance, ment 1w the Auchterarder case. | may,
w( bt l,[..)m-u-:] the keys to S Peoter, “drewe, respectigr the S rrace™ which the jimight take advantage of to persevere i lgowesver, say a amgle word on thus blllj"\.‘;.
Matt. xu ) T'rue; but po ded f1e to ull lhl.';,,,d,m,.ng chutch 8 ~ael to gine: especil. .1hmr sufatuated course, and 1o preswne on (1 understand that a grreat change has ueen
rost of thee Apestles, (Matt xvnie, JURBX%0) 1y qs we belinve, wath bt that * the sas-wur anteraal divsaons—= the wash bemg produced in the position of the Church by
awl to ther successors, as much as to hux, e grace the chureh cannot gae,” audliather to the thoughyt”—w hule, vn the other fthe recent decision of the House of Lords),
St Auguetine s olam, ¢ 1 this were s34 gyt “pone g ether the holer or the learn- | hand, our tricuds will be greatly cheered jand ot 1s tUng,—that it seems o gve the
only of St. Peter, then the church hn!l.l‘"" eder by iy orkoztion”  Bishop  $eber aud encouraged when they are made tojsanction of the supreme Civil Court o tho
ower to do t, which God forbult The ' qi00ta to place prelucy on a footing with know that, otten when we sectaed m dan-{principle, by which the iterior Court, the
oys therefore were grven to St Peter and) s he Ghaeriane s of e Lord's day, aud sur ger of deagreemng, waminnty i a marvels [Court of Se-swms, haw been all along ac-

the ront, in a figure of the churen, to \\'lmsc‘]uru«..p.mun i the Lord's supper:” butyions maiacr was brought about, and thelwated ; to the principle by which all the
encroaclments un the spiritual provinco

brethren, that I believe the misrepresenta.
tions which niay goabroad frum ramours ot
various kinds respetting the Convecation
may greatly muricad our encumes, while the
truy reports uf U wall cheer and encourage
our friende.  ‘T'liings did pasa at the Cone
vocation which were capable of nustepre-
remtation  and perverown,—tlungs windh
will unquestionably reach tie cars of our

upon lier conscionce i matlers sp.ritua}
—au laying her under any ublgaton to
act contrary to her own comictons of
daty—.theae convictions  beng  tuunded
on the Word ! Gud alone.  ‘The vart cuiar
matters referred to, in which th Chiuren
velieves that her spintaal provance has been
wnvaded, are set torith in these tirst resola.

oner and for whose use t'hl‘}’ were et gl any wie contend that for these there brethren enabled to dw el together imunity §
Wt there's nt one key in all the bunch, i ot eaphoat diection,” ol diaoe autho.” or st hs the eilect of hotesty ot purpys(‘.fhavc been dictated. It sanctions the prin.
that can let i St Peter’s guecessor 1 a“eyy g the Biehop concedes thit there s, —such s the etfect of corduality and uuion, jeinle of the subjection ot the Church tothe

*mure ponerful l!“'“”'l‘f'm.‘" universal "'f',“ “nene *or the torm ol our church-govern- it re Zand tothe great esentials of the guse Civil Courts i thngs spiritual,—it sanctions
the succersors of the uther Apostles hal Jeat, and the unwuer of appuintayg wur pel ot Canety that where brethren seem it prinesple ; and of onee that principle
Such wituesses will surely be regretied vorpintual gudes U lu fine, the “whters wot Wace eye o eye all at ance, yet by . be sunctioned and aduntted by the Courts of

and those ot vur cetsors who are least wary' one jater Brgleb church,” ealubited o prayer and miatual explanativis, by patience jaw, it inpossible to deny that all the pro-
and most volent, and who unhestatmgly 110 celebrated © Careas,” tulto comance  aud tutbearancg the Lord sheds Light upon ceedings ot the Court of Sessions,—the .
assert thear vwn descent from feter, Must ' yy outier that the exceileavies amd usetul- them, aud they all cume to be of one mnd, terdits, the actions fur damages, the fines,
show caure why none of us may humbly " e Jor the Bisiiops depend on their preia. as trom the beginnug they were of oneiall flow furiy vut of this principle.  Betoro
claim kindred, though remote, with James, o 5or th o Crecopal ordiation 1 denticali heart. . How we are 1o mterpret such ythe recent Auchterarder decision there way
ar John, or Paul. ?“ spirt, an labour, ‘":\uth the diate cail. ‘e Oatord Tractists | scencs as thuse to wheh 1 have referred, only one judgment of the supreme Civi
snccers, Jet un veck to fullow these €¥erfieyf g that nio tan hus a nght to mauster, What We are to augur frum them, 1 cannol, Court aganst the Church; aud its finding
honoured men , whide we cannot aspire W0, why 45 pot cadded of Gud. ve adunt thesay. It swere not surprsing, that mstead was, that st dd not recognise what the
be, 1 auy other respect, (hy.r SUECESSOTH Ly Glomn truth, and cumimend & 1o thear (locp.“l layiug to heart the solemu views addres- Charch had done m rejecung an unaccep-

IV. ‘Thiere 13 vo public effort toextablish] coyydiration wud to our own.  They add,;sed 10 them by so many servants of the table presentee as a lawful act. To a
the theory by s and intelligible argument Ly e are not ordaued by Bishops s we ) Lord, watl one consent, aud without U’l'-‘cermm extent the Church acknowledged
—On the authonty of the Oxford Tracte, “l:m'scnt ; but wait to hiear buw these prens.  mately any dference of opaion,—it may the competency of such a finding ; m the
has been urged with entertanung reterd- oy qpe connected, betore we can ailow the be that those why are set agamst the sense that u did not allow the decision of
tion, that * the fact of the apostolieal £t~ copijusion, winch has been a thousand; Church may stl be wfatuated, and Ylinded, \the Church to be foliowed by civil conse-
cossion™ 13 100 noturious 10 require ey prociaimed, as 1f the regularty of, and encouraged by ancudents, disturted and quences ; or i other words, that st would

proof.”y T'us s a very comement asser-lypg whole argument were uuqucslwnabic.i]'_C!'\Crlf-‘d' tu persevere their nad course. uot gno the fruits of the benefice to the
tion for a wrter who evidently disdains to i sv, Satan's eud, so far as outward wr-

be “wmvolved m an argument:” and we
cannot say whether s lruun'p‘hant plea
was in the thonghts of a latter “ractaran,
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accompiished. 11 this was lus design, he
tiay seun tohave triamphod, as tar as the

man whom the Church might set over that

CANDLISH AT THE, Clinslaees are cuacerned, way seem to b(."pansh. But the recent decision, it the

Judgment of the brethiren, goes much far-
jther, and wakes out that the rejection of a

witen the kindred statement was penned,— outward pusitwn of the Church is concern-presentee, 1n respect of the dissent of the
41 ghall not prove thisat length, for it hag|  The Rev. Dr. Candlish then rose am]'cd. Buat the goud Spunit of e Lord has peaple, 13 not only an act wikch the Ciil
been done by others, and, mdeed, the enid,—If my tathers and brethren have Qx.ib.gnall, disappuated hum g all that really [ Courts will refuse to give efiect to, but
cointuon acnee and understanding of men, ' yre ced the honeut which they teit at beng  cuncerts the unteresis of the Church of that 1t 15 a civil wrong,—an offence which
if lett to themselves, would be quite sufii-y upy leaed to address tus weeting, and the Christ. The good Sprit of the Lurd has jthey will visit wath the powers and penal-
cient in thw case'¥  ‘These authors are gayipaction with which they lovked back ,enabled the urethrea, metin solemn Con- juey of the Courts of Law.  Orto state this
mindful of the innt which is given by thcu’l upun having sat i the Coavocation, how | Yucaton, 10 Litup a calm, clear, and con- otherwise. While all along we were ready,
Yeader, that the object 8 *not to Prove, yueh dues it becume me o be humble,Stent testununy i behall of the truth of .—however we unght protest agamst pa-
but to remmd and impresa.***  Their style, when, by their appomtment, 1 have been,Gud as it regards the crown of our Re- tronage,—to yicld obedience to the law,of
of mamntainmg the claun of ¢ apostohical d‘-",callcd upen to offer some eaplanations ,.c_‘dccmcr! and they were ot one mind and,patrouage as long as it remamed the law,
ecent” 18 mdeed simgular. ¢ We have:.wrging the proceedings. Like wy fathers(»n¢ Learty—iot 1o anticipate Providence, on the understanding that we were bound
been born,'” they write, * not of blood, or iud brethren, 1 do booh back upon the pro-, ot tv make haste; butto stand still, and 1o receive and adunt a presentee, solely on
of the will of the fesh, nor of the w.xll "f.cccdm,';s of theweeh whicn s now drawinr | 10 avait the salvauon of the Lord, whether the ground of a moral aund rehigious obl'xga-
man, but of God."{t DBut this 18 an inex- 19 3 close, as a scene whick, assuredly, a,our delaerance s to cume from the tem- oy, to be enforced m the ordmary way by
cusable perversion of a text which xhc'm“. short years age, I never expected to,Poral puner, or whether it is to cone, as ciul pains and penalties.  Yet this 1s the
beaut:ful connexion shows 1o belong 10 ally wiiness, and the like of wiich, 1 venture (it has ulten coe an days past, in the midst precise principie which has been brought
who recewe Chrwt, and who share the, 1o gay, the church of Uhnist srom the bc.‘uf persecution by the temporal power, from jout by the receat decision—the principle
“power,” or privilege, “to become “l(‘,gmmutr has scarcely ever seen. 1 cannot, the hand of the Lord giving us unexpected that ‘the Cival Courts may compel the
sons of God ;" cven to all ¢ that.bcheve on yTesIst ﬂ,c temptation, at the vuatset, v pee 2 Tholdan my haud the two sets of re- Church by pains and pena]uog to acs con-
His name,”}} Of “the dissenting tcach-‘pcmmg my own humble sense v the wan. it ens to which my respected father, Dr. jtrary 1o lier own conscience, and to her
ars,” 1t 1s oracularly pronounced that they  fest suterpusition of Aluuglity God s the, Coaminn dnas Tuderred. But I shall a0t now sense of duty founded on the Word of God,
“have not" the vunisteral cotmssion & proceedings of 1 Convueatiuine It as nut, Wabic U Convocation, or the meeting | —the prnciple that the Civil Courts are
of the Romsh Clergy, that “ they are mere my business 10 detad aaything which 1.k assemb'od 1o sypatiuse With us—1 shall enutled to interfere with the proceedings of
mtruders an this country -** of the Mora- place in that Comvocation, Tue consuitsssot euble the meetng by reading these Church Courts—not merely 1o detenmine
vians, that * they lay clan also to anapos-  ons of the mecuny were fricndiv and cotie  $6 wetsy==they are sumewhat long, aud  whether they shall gne civil effect to what
tolic or episcopal nunstry, thoogh it s be- | pndential, and 1t 13 only with the resuls op, taty vl e more calmly considered Ly our!xhe Church ‘does of no, but 10 excrciss a
lieved that they are unable to substantate ihese consuliations that Lam about to troubie , bt us ard biethren when reading thei «t direct control over the Church Courts in
the successon.™ ] Cousistently do the;you. Suli, without betraying confidence., tue -+ sisure , bat Lmay take leave tostate, ;the exeraise of her spiritual tunctions. I3
authors of these suimmnary notices decry hud without saying anything that canat ali, “but 1 undersiand to be the substance of \necessanly followed irom thi view being
“the cold epirst demanding nigul demion- reflect upon any mewmber of the Lonvoca., ivat two seis of resolutions, which, tahen taken by the brethren of the beariug of the
atrations,” 2nd repel mquirers as “llard-'uou, but a the way of switably ac!:nm\‘.;lvgclhcr. brang wut, clearly and consistent- recent decision, and of the position 1 which
headed and subtie reasoners,” and « proud- | jodang the good Providence of Gud, ana; s our testiuneny to a great senplural truth !u. places the Church,—it necessanly tol-
hearted intcllectualists.”  “They knuw they the'mamtest mterposition of hue Hely Spirst, ot Telation to the conneclion, or allance, Jowed, that they should direet their atten-
weakness of their own cause; and ifi ihjon more than une occasion, I may be per. , between the Church and the State. If 1 tion to the single pumt of the junsdiction
any stratagem of disputation, “"35_‘?"‘“-'0‘nuned 10 remark, that at several tunes, as,Wete to charactense these two sets of re- of the Church, and the freedom which the
to refer to the cxistence of proofs, it is sule | \wasto be expected i a mectier zonsisting ysvlulions shortly, 1 would say that, 10 the,Church ought to have in the cxercue of
ficient to bieg that they inay be ﬂddm‘c"-"!m men cumpasscd about with intirmities, , irst et of resolutions, testimony s burue her spintual functwns from all civil and

If these ave taught at college, let them atyit did seewn as of the clements of discord , by the brethren to the duty of the Church, secular control, beyond that contro} which
leugth escape the academic balls.  Surely, were abuut to be Eown amongst us,—as it

they ave not like Popish muracles, which

are wrought only in the presence of the
faithful.

More than fifty vears ago a venerable
Presbyter of the Churchof Eugland declar.
ed— The umnterrupted succession f
know to be a fable, which no wan cver dud
or could provei™ ‘This 1s a bold state.

1Satan had got an advantage,—as 1f we
were ot the very brink of something un-
seemy ;s and vet, I will be borne out in
what I say by my fathers and brethren,
1when I bear my record,—* Not unto us, O
Lord, not unto us, but unto Thy name be
the glory,"—that never, never oa any oc-
casion was the spirt of brotharly love—

ment; but, for its ample jusufication, ict;the epiritof Christian umity, more signally

the careful mmquirer refer to the Oxfond
Tracts. \What does he findin the « Carr-
wa PaTrUN,” * the testunony of writers in
the Iater English Church to the doctrines

® Jeha 33.21—23. { Ozford Traets, No, 74
oapecially Osferd Treete No.
14 { Oxtwd Trects
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manitested than just anmediately after such
scencs of tewnptation and trial ; and in these
scenes | canunot but recognise the good
hand of God uponue, encouraging us to go
forward in his good and holy work, when-
ever trials and persecutions may vet await
us. There is one general remark which J
cannot belp waking to my fathers am
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as Chrst’s_house, to acknowledge the au. the state properly exercises over the tem-

thority of Christ, aud of Chnst alone, aud
that, 1 the second sct of resvlutions, tests-
mony i3 borne to the duty of the civil ma-
gistrate as bound to acknowledge Christ,
and to protect Christ's servants. The first
set of resolutions, then, testifies to the duty
of the Church as subject to the authority
of Christ alone, and, therefore, as neces-
sarily free from all other subjection,—to
the duty of the Church as called to serve
the Lord Jesus Christ, and, therelore
bound to resist the servitude of every other
master. Thisduty s clearly setiorthinthe
declaration that the Church cannot recog-

uise the authority of the Civil Courts, or
evenof the supreme power of the state,—
ielature o(.tho.mna ; Ut the

\

church. canset: ,recegnise-.
t’d}?ﬁ W“-

1

poraliics of the Establishment. In tlas
view, the question which the Convocation
had to take up was the best kind of remedy
wlich they thought would mect the griev.
ance. I believe that the great majonty
thought the best remedy was the abolition
of patronage. But that was not the point.
‘Iic precise pont was to bring out the
kind of remedy by which the State would
recure the Church from the interference of
the civil courts in the cxercise of those
spintual functions for which ehe was re-
sponsible to her Great Head, and to Him
J:ne. This brought out clearly the testi-
mony of the Church in the great and glo-
vious truth of the Hecdship of the lord
Jesus Chriet,~of his Mediatorial Crown a9

Riag over Hie.own houve,—as.ihs Re.
doetat of his - ;
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