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ters procced to detine to themselves what it
is they desire to accomplish, and how it is
10 be effected.  The second resolution car-
ried at Wednesday’s meeting brings us face
to fuce with what is perhaps the chief diffi-
culty—viz., what plan is to be substituted
for the existing system of patronage ? Itis
easy o show that evils have resulted fiom
the abuscs of patronage, and that by cuiting
off the source of these we may hope for &
beneficent widening of the circle of activity
of the Church, which will enable her to be-
come & greater power for practical good.
But it is not so easy to devise a system of
election which shall be alike free from these
and from the opposite evils that flow from
an unregulated and unlimitea popular elec-
tion. Anything that retains the act of
election in the category of acts which are
convertible with civil rights, therefore,
which deprives the choice of a minister of
the character of being purely *spiritual,’
will be declared by ¥ree Churchmen to con-
tain the clements of Eras:ianiem. Yet we
can hardly think that the Church of Scot-
land woufd be prepared simply to follow
the example of, say, the Free Church, and
introduce popular “election simpliciter as &
substitute for lay patronage. It is here that
would come in the perilous question of
* spiritual independence,” which, thoagh in
no sense likely to hecome a practical, might
very casily be made a very serious theore-
tical difficulty. We must hope that the
present conductors of the movement in
favour of abolition, who have shown them-
selves so wise and prudent hitherto, will be
found capable of meeting and overcoming
the difficulty in question when the proper
time comes for dealing with it. In the
meantime, their course is clear enongh, and
they have not, 50 far as we can see, beer
gailty of any act of imprudence which is
likely to compromise ar perplex their future
chccdings. It is first of all desirable to

ring the question before the country in such
2 way that an intelligent interest in it may
be excited, and that the effort may sttract
as much and as wide a sympathy as pos-
sible, among Dissenters as well as Church-
men. There must afterwards be an appli-
cation to Parliament, and it is only when
that will have the support of the great mass
of the people of Scotland who take aoy
concern in such matters, that we can hope
to receive the sanction and support of
Parliament and the Government. Having
that support, however, there should be no
risk of .refusal to be spprehended in these

uarters. It is hardly to be anticipated,
that even Scottish Dissenters will actively
-opLose the attempt to gain for the congre-
gations of the Established Church & priv-
lege which is already enjoyed by the con.
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gregations of Dissenters. There are not
very many, it may be hoped, who will be
found of the same mind with Mr. Dancan
M’Laren, whose Voluntary zeal withholds
him from approving the granting of a hoon
which he belicves to be the right of all
Christian congregations, simply because it
might incidentally becomc the means of
strengthening the Church as a national
and established institution.

** This, however, is the onc point from
which the danger of external opposition to
the anti-patronage movement is most likely
now to arise. While we cordially concur
with the member for Bute in the belief that
it is no fear of the Church being about to fali
which prompts to the present effort, it is yet
impossible to ignore the fact that there will
be some—we trust not very many—who
will throw obstacles in its way in case the
removel of patronage might strengthen the
State Church. As to such, we fear that no
argument we could address to them would
avail to couvince them of the narrowness
and essential intolerance of their view. The
zeal of Voluntarvism cats them up; and
although they cannot but see that Voluo-
taryism has quite failed to overtake the
spiritual destitution of the country, they
would rather imperil the best interests of
the country than see an Established Church
growing stronger in the possession of popu-
lar support and affection. But there surely
cannot be many of this disposition. We
ought, at least, to be able to appeal to Free
Churchmen against any such narrowness of
feeling and vision. The position of the Free
Church has been, and partially still is, a
protest against the idea that there can be
no altcrnative between Voluntaryism and
Erastianism. They maintain that the
National Church ought to be a ‘free’
Church, and the attempt to realise what was
their own idea should reccive all their sym-
pathies and support. And we are not with-
out hope that it ultimately will. They have
not yet forgotten the practical mischiefs and
evils of Voluntaryism.

*And if there is any testimony to be
borne to the reality of our collective respon-
sibility as 2 community and as a natiop, it
can only be through a National and State
Church. No other substitute has yet been
inveated. Voluntaryism runs naturally and
necessarily intoindividoalism, and therefore
into & practical negation of the ides of any
collective religious consciousness, and hence
of any natioaal or communal respousibility.
Yet nevor more than now did that great
truth require to be reasserted We appeal
to all Free Churchmen who under-
stand afd appreciate the historical teeti-
mony of their owa Church to help her to
reassert this idea, and to- join hands with



