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encroach thercon P J>id thcy invde the Il. is quito truc that the Churclà did wltlîin
Churcbs p rosi mcc P and (lid the Establishnpd those years depose no many minister8 in
Churclà submiî tu suchà iliterfcrcnce P Singu- IStraîlîbogie ; itle quite truc that the Court or
ladIy enough, unowithstanding wiîat I have Session did iss-ue intcrdicts nt that time, iii
quoted ahove frai» one part of Dr. lIanna's ithe Cases of 'Mr. Eadwards of M2%arnocti, and
sermon, ln atiother. lie asserts, (page 8) the M r. Yottsi oif Auchiterardeîi ; it is ail truc
State did the one, anîd the Clîurch the other. Unit, the sai-1 ('furîiti interpose betwecn tke
He says, Il The Court of Session biad uit't on- deposed îiniisters andi the execution orf the
ly asumcd the direction of titi thc civil àflfiîirs Chiurch'ls SenceîWîCs, deposiîîg f hem ; <nid kt i8
of the Es;t-.tlisbed Churcli, tlînt is, of -ail known, that iiiiîîisters deputed by te Clîuirch
luestions alkecting the civil and pccuîiiar). in. to prea&ch, &c. ini Stratiîbgie, were itîterdict.

terestfs of itq îîîiniisters anid inembers; kt lîn cd h)y the autiîoit of the Court of Sossioti.
'.eî into ils baînds the direction of its spi-. W'bat theta P W1imlt grenter evidence nccet.

1ual affitiri; it lîd rcviewed anid reverscd ; sary. t prove the invasion of the Chutrelî's
it had declared sîuil anîd void suspensions.1, Speciai pîrovinîce hy the civil coutrts Pu Inai.
orditîstions, depusitiatîs, whichi the Churcli ini -atvei :-the faci. was, it %vas the Chitrchi ittelf
the Most isolemîî nanner bnci proîîouîîced anid whiclî travclled out. uf its own sp here, 1111(l
ratified ; kt lad pîro1ibited iîîiisters wlioîn flot tie Court of Session. Who but kîîows
the Church had dcputcd bu pýcttct ini certainî tlîat the ceiehrztetl Veto Act opened the door
districts, froin exercisitig wvitlin those districts t alul the -~onfùsions andc evcry evil %work b.
any fnctio i of the holy minister." At page Itiveeî 1839 anid 1843 P The Churcli passed
14, ho adds, Il WeT of thaý Free Chutrcli bel love ithîls Act upoti lier own responsibility, wkthout
that, nt the lime of the Disruption, the FBstab 1coîîsîltîîîg the Suite, the otiier party tu the
lishment suffered the sacred doinain of the 1 commeut ; and wlîon the casc came before the
Church tu be sacrilegiouiy învadcd, anid its 1 courts of Jaw, the Act wisa found illegal, or,
spiritual independence troddeîî under foot; as the phrase is, ultra vireg of thte (fl.îrcls.

bat in submitting ta sucli civil control, the It ivas fousid that the Churchl hy ber contract
Etab'i,'.,ment did a tlîing dishonouring Christ or terms of lier union wiîlî the State, liad no
ad iinjurious to his couse." rib eintroduce (lioplel 'Ministers into lier
Markail this ! anid yet the Church is aliow- rsytries nil'! uti h r courts, vithout the

[1by him t e have donc no ucli inus rous consent of the Sta r. And w o n a ques.
b ing as to"I pluck the crown froas the Savi- lion the riglit of tie 'Stite bo interpret its
ur's brow."1 It did not do this ; yet, accord- own iaws ? The Suite, in other words, the
unug to %). Ifanna, it Il suffered its spiritual courts uf law, as the organs of the State,

ndiependemoe te be trodden under foot." niay indred err, as nu doubt they have, in
ith ail deference, 1 would venture ho thiîik common with every human inistitntion; but,

bat the one ai>p cars net very far frein bcing tiien, what on earl is above the State ? flot
dentical witb the otiier ; that subbh *icking sureiy the Churcli. as a visible, voluntary as.
f the crown is pretty like suffering bis "lsa- sociatien. If so, as Dr. Ilanna truiy hints,
red domain to be t.rampled under foot." Dr. the Churcb of Rtome is justifled in ail ber imt.
andlish, says, (page 18) 4-The courts of iaw pious anîd extravagant dlaims. Now, wbat

raimed a rigbî ho, settie ail civil questions, occasioned ail the uiseemly and painful col.
1 questions cf propertyr t which our spirit- lisions of~ the four years betweeuî 1839 and

ai preceedi might give rise,-that wc al- '43, was Ibis foreigîî cleinent introducud inb
, ay' concedf or reonizcd ; but these p!ro- the courts cf the Churcli, viz.-the chapel
eedîngs thiemves they subjected to review ministers, aniousiting to saine biidreds.
nd affected ho reverse and cancel ait their Wbat was the lîarm. say you, of introducing
icasure."1 ordained miaîisters, as good, learned, anîd use-
Kow, upon the showing of these Reverend fui muen as yourseif, ile the Cliurch courts?
octors, kt would appear that the State and I doiî't say there was any harii; on tie con-
e Cburch both acted a most unconscionable trary, the act met my approbation ; but, tiien

iart, the former in assuminq aulhority, (cail- hhe State lias juat as good a riglit to judigc
d in the Confession of Faith, the power of for itseif as I nad. The harrm wag, îîot lie

'e keys), the latter in submitling to suc b addition of these goo! nc and t u c u the

srpation. If either is fairly chargeabe Eccesiasticai Courus, but the inanner of do-
ith such, grave imputation, it is obvicus ing it,-the Cburcbi doing this witiout consult-
erc can be no defence for them; and 1 arn ing the State. IVe say, a hargain is a bargaini;

ertainly not here ta offer ouch defence, being and, if ini the terme cf union wiîb tue State,
iyseif as staunchl an uphoider of the Cburcb's sucli action on the part cf the Cliurch was
pirituai indepetîdence in ils legitimate senne, flot one of its rights or privileges, then the
s any- in ail broad Scotiand. But tbe fact Church, ini assuining it, encreaehed on lte
;, thiat the hiistory of the painful proceedings domain of the Stat.e,-it took a step on its
uriiig the four years proceeding the '43, cîva authoritwhh the State iîad flot bar-
to'ws that neither the Suite nor the Churcla gaiîîed for. Bu, hn, you repent the ques.
truly cbargeabie with the lieavy accusations htion, Wbat ha» a - th ere in the Cburcb's
he our Revereîîd flrethren and Doctors yassing thc Veto Act, anid thereby in troduc.r h ee Cburcb. îîîg ue chapel ministers ito ber courts-


