
THE MONTHLY RECOIID OP TUE CHURCH OF sCOTLAND

jýiqtice or injustice of this accusation. No
Church on earth has more cleaily and fully
anide known the truth and princi;les to ahi-h
thev have and must adhere, than the Church
of Scotland has done. And, that our Church
has iever, in any shadow of form, denied the
lIeadship, of Chist, may lie shown hy every
attainable meanîs ofproof. lier standards, to
whîich she hans adhered for centuries, declare
this in the most explicit termn. In no iii-
stance, since our Church lias been so strenu-
OUaly harged wth ithis sin, can it lie shownl
that. in word or deed, His authority has been
denied, or surrendered, in things spiritual, to
tv power beyond the pale of the Church.
'e supremejudges, in things temporal, as we

bave shown in a former paper, declared, iii
the clearest possible manner, that the Chureh
of Scotland was the highest authority in Scot-
land. in tihings spiritual, and thev averred
that they couli not adjudicate in such matter'.
But, let us glance at the position of our ac-
cusers, and at the evidetnce which tlev shall
adduce. The testimonv of witnesses and
juldges can lie more fully appreciated when
their precedents are well utiderstond. It our
la't, it was shown that thev had to suhnit to
the I ehest of the civil authority, and the

innifest reason whv thev did not yield still
inore, wan the fact ihat McMillan was com-
pelled to withdraw, for want of pecuniary
means to carry on his suit any longer. This
à% the op.tinionm. not ut)l of the Church of
%Btlatnd, but also of tIhe dissenting bodies.
And ibis is manifest from the fact that the
Free Chturch exercised ail her skill, and the
best skill of the hest civil council she could
comina d, to prevent iis case coming up to
be fairly ried. on its merits, -their plea lie-
ing that the proper party had not been pur-
sued, Wh ch, of course, must have implied that
elcMillan'a plea vas legitimate. With this

plea, the poor man vas worried for years.
Blt, although the Free Church was compel-
led to stabit to the civil law, against their
wishes, shall we accuse that Church with de-
aîying the H eadship of Christ ? Forbid. We
dare tint assume suh a prerogative. One is
iheir Judge, even God. " Let every man be
(uily persuaded in his own mind." But, with
equal, vea. with greater propriety, might we
rtiort on them. For we hold, ad purpose to
show, hereafter, that thone who left oui
Church were the very parties who brought
Çh urch and State into collision, before 1843.
And they next brought their own Church into
enllisinn with the State. iad the Free
Church, on fgnding that the harsh judgment

p>assed on McMillans brought them into colli
sion with the State, been willing tu own theit
fallibility, and, hal they then retraced their
oleps, atnd proceeded to try McMillan accord.
fng to the constitutilon hy which they were
Ahîke bodnd, they possiY!y might have avoid,

' civil penalties, and submissiont to the arme
»tthe civil courts. ilad they seen and ad-
ïàtie. Uîn they were uut so apiritualised ir

their new order of thingo, but that they, as
well as McMillan, bad civil interests to pro-
tect, they might have discovered that the
State had a right to look after and protect
the ci% il interents of each oune of ber subjects.
And. until that Church, or any Chureb, falli
back or assumes the position of the Apostolio
Church, and hold no vested prnperty, as could
not now be htld in Spain, &c., it munt be
known that each one of the eorporate body
has not only spiritual, but civil interests, to
protect, and therefore hbld a certain relation
to the civil authorities. But, the Free Church
has never shown that McMillan has been
jtustly cnndemnied, in accordance with thé
laws of their Church. Hence, he has a right
to sa% that he has beenti unfairly and illegally
deprived of temporal and spiritual privileges.
because it was dc ne, not in accordance with
any rationai or Scriptural role. Could this
have been dont after the law of Christ's king-
dom ?

It is now a setled opinion that McMillan
would net have been so suinmarily dealit with,
and adjîdged, had it been seen that the harsh
and lawlesn sentence passei upon him would
have led that Chureh into no much trouble
and expense. Had they anticipated this,
there cati be little room for doubt, but they
would have tried him by the law and consti-
tution to which they were severally bound.
And, wlether or not, what is more in accord-
ance with the priseiples of good order and
good goverunent, s:aered or civil. thitt to try
a man by the rules of hsi soeiety? Make re-
fusai the generai rule, and there would sooa
i e at end of ail society, and there would bu
no0 use to forin any compact or association,
over the whole earth.

It requires no lengthened course of argu-
ment to show that, the Chiurch of Sontland
lias recognized the Lcrd Jesus Christ as Su-
preme Head of the Church and Supréme
Arbiter of the Nations. Her practice, as
well as ber standards, and lier entire histoi
since this baseless charge han been urg4

against lier, bear the clearest, the mont trn-
mistakeable and uniform proof to this effect.
The Cburch of Scotland adhered strictly te
ber constitution ani laws, and did not en-
croach on the civil rights of any under her
jurisdiction. Our Church has been vory
careful to observe the-constitution and com-
pact to which she had been pledged, in thinigs
spirituil and civil, and has avoided eneroach-
ing on the province of those constituted te,
rule in civil matters,-and thus our Lod
Jesun Christ has been acknowledged Supres(f
Ruier over both. Consequentlv, there haO
been no infringement on our riglits, and'ihe
collision with the civil authorities, since thi
Secession. 'his is most manifest to ali with-
in the Church who have given the iuhjác

- that attention and eAnsideratiot which' 1
i demands. It s also freely acknowIedged bl
. honest ar.d charitable 'men in other Churobo*A
9 who are mont tompetent to jldge. Itî:uiml


