
The Catholie.

lv, changed bis opinions1 nbout the beau- ail statutes interfering with the riglht of
ty and olidity of this fabric, and took re- patronage were set aside and made void,
fuge from its crumbling walls by joining and tieso riglhts were recognised in

e ttheir full plontuade and integiity, and it
eOxford Tractarians. was required Ilitat presbyteries should re.

Ilie great 'ruffian of tIe refornation,'the cive the presecees as according ta the
imeek aund amiable JohnKnox,was the first laws of 1567 and 1592.
fuînderofthis institution inî1560.-Under The reviewer liaving presented an out.

ls leaddrslipi, various self-appointed min- line of the constitution or the Kirk, and
. oshown the provisions made by law for the

isters of the Lord, took enorgetie and suc' privileges of thn clergy and the rights of
cessful measures, ta place this part of the patrons, ilien explains whilat is ieant' by
" Lord's vineyard" under the protection what in Kirk language is denominated a
and patronage of government, and by tLe CALL.
sovereign authority of acts of parliament, lAr pimreto reac in Ie ir a i parcu.
made tleir own opinions-reduced into tho isi whiclh. lie claims by presentation,
form of a confession of faitl,-a part and vlat are called his 1 trial sermons;" wien
parcel of the municipal law he lias done so, a day is named for "muîod.

By one of ithese acts or satutes, (1567 eratiig" his l" cali" atter duo notice of

c. 7,) the spiritualities wvero settled in the ton days lias been given. On tiis ap-
pointed day, a iiiiuister, et the prcsbytery

clergy while the rights of advowson and enbrac ing the Kirk t bo providoed for,
presetntation, thon oxisting, were secured preaches a sermon and invites the parish.
and preserved ta their respectivo patrons. ioners ta subscribe a written "call" te
Anioog other points, it was declared in the presentee ta become tlicir minister,
the vernacular language Of the day , that which proccdiag is termed " the mode-
examination and admission of ministers ration of the call,"which when signed. how-
vithia this realm, be only in the power of ever foîv ter s.gnatures, is sustainied by

aad ublclylîrîcsth lePresb.vtery. Thon camtes the "& ex.the Kirk, now openly and publicly proesst"trials" te prsentee,
withlin the samin ;'tle presentation of lawit and if appointed, there follows " an inpo-
(lay) patronagois alwayis reservit te the silion of hands," and the Presentee lias
just and ancient patronis." The system been legally "called" ta the pulpit of his
thoen did nt embrace presbyteries, and Kirk.

bya sort o psou adythe ito rcvicwer iiext prescrits a Clance at
"by a as f Episcopal parody, these hel condition of the Kirk during the past

were suiperintendents appointed ta wvatclh century, showing how for a while after
over fite cnnduct ofrtl parochial clergy, the piomulgation of the statute ai Queen
andgenerally ta attend to 'he affairs ofthe Arne, ta viiclh we have referred,tho min.
Kirk." in lte vent of patros eglect, s beliaved quite decently and or-
ing their riglt of patronage, proision vas derly, ui by degrecs aversion ta pavy

ronage, wlîich mny considered a lieavv
made, in tle act, for appointing ministers, grievance, and aise aversion of gond ordcr
and il nas decreed tlat should the super. led tu various outbreaks of the old leaven
intendent refuse ta receive into orders of rebellion, that lad froni the begiinng
a properly vell qualified presentee, "it continued ta fernint loncatli the surface.
sali be lesum (lawful) ta the patron ta ap- aboutthe divine ighto he people toelea
peill ta the superintendent and ministenis their pastors, althougli from time ta time,
of that province quhair the benefyce lyc, some complained of various abuses grov-
and desire the persan iresentit ta be ad. ing out oflle riglt of presentation. 1t ma-,
mittit. Quilk gif they refuse, ta appeill'to be admited, tlat dowt ta t e year ]72û,
the general assemblio of this haill realme, tde asse ies o f i clo rgy, lia spite ofdiversities of religionts amud 1oliu:loi~
be quliolme the cause beand decydit, sali ions, evidenced a wish ta preserve order
tak end as they docerne and declair." and tranquility in the country, and, in

Thus thon the statute defîacd the riglts thoir respective parishes, the ministers en-
of Clrgy and Laity. To pover te ad. deavourod ta teach he people their moral
mait aiisters was left with tlie Kirk, and duties. 'l'lie dispute about presentIsions
nutee t alfcatons it the pirksndwere settled according ta the statute of
where the qualifications of a presentee 1690.
were in dispute, a final decision was to be But shortly after 1725 there appeared
had from the general assembly. Onlie ia the Kirk two parties; one contended
other hain the riglts of patronage were for the riglct of ile people, by leads ai
ta be hield inviolate. The statute is alto- families t ele t tf*r tainisters, and op

goîler slea, abut he rghtcf te ~ posed the riglîl of ,u'tranage ; Ile ailiergether sient, about the right of the peo. party did not go se far, but desired that
pie or of congregations to.choose their own "calls" should come exclusively fron"lier-
pastors. Thisstatute was furtlier confirm- itors" (that is land proprietors) -land el-
ci by another in 1592. dors" (or vestrymen) subject ta the appro-

Aftrl'iosyteianerdliaul recover- bation of tlie-oongregation. Conteading
After" Presbyternim " hadrec that this shluld lhe uniform rule for

ed fruin its temporary snbjugation by providing ministers wheiever the pat-
"Prelacy" in the first part of the seven% ra neglcted to-present
teenth century, in 1049, the general as- It was then a frequent occurrence for
sembly passed an act prescribing the th3 people to refuse to reccive presentees,
mode in which ministers were o be elected, a their Tf usai was countenanced by
repoeing the right ta choose,,in the Kirk t s uisters who disliked the syutem
session, and vitually setting aside the presnf ota hi on.
right cf patronage. But even this net Tiî.removo slîis. stone af affence, upon

which the Kirk had alnost been' split ta
made no provision for giving authcrity ta pieces,the general assembly departed from
the people in regard ta the choice of m.in the constitutional course of procedure, ana
isters, it left the wlole power in the der in place of rr.quiring presbyteries. ta obey,

uer resort, in the Kirk.--This act, how-I" its sentences," it appointed either nem,
ner, reris. a tin t f Nirk hiset. s -nce1 bers of ils own body, or ofsynods or pres-

ever, is. Dow but a point of history, since| hyteries, contiguous ti the disturbed par-
like others, passed during the revolution, ish, ta execute its orders, and induet
it was repeaed at the restoration. the presentee in the usual forms compe-

in 1690, Presbyterianism was again tent, in ordinary casesto the presbyteries,
conErmed in Scotland by ct of parlia. leaving it open ta iach members of the
ment; but in 1711 under Queea Anna, presbyteries as choose ta unite with themi

in sa doing." Tihis breacl Of Ile con-
stitution of the Kirk failed ta effect
hie end vhicl was looked ta, in per'
mitting it, and a still more flagrant
one was made in 1732, by the party which
desired ta put down the pretended-divine
riglht of flue people to elect their own min-
isters. This was, un act passed by the
genoral assembly, of their own authority,
and toithout transmission to tlopresbytc.
ries vhich in substance adopted the par-
liamentary enactment of 1690.

the Assemblies of 1832 and 1833, commit-
tees were appointed ta report concerning
te admission of the ministers of he par-
liamentary chapels, anl aise in 1834, a
committea was appointed for considering
the admission of the ministers of a the
chapels of ease," and thus, by decrec, a
large number of misisters vere aggregated
& placed in the precise statusof parochial
incumbents. And both theso enactments

The reviewer exhibaits the iUgahity of Vero made without transmission ta Pres.
such a step, by explaining the nature of a byterios, as required by «'the Barrier act,"
process, iviich in KirA parlance, is called but were immedia'tely adopted and put in-
an overture, vhich implies, that for any to operation as nuthorised iules of tha
legislative act of tlie general asseubly, a Kirk, ia compilete defiance of the require-
consent of a majority of presbyteries must monts for pro eming liasty and crude lu.
bo haid. Coisequently, whon it is propos- gislation.
cd ta pass or repeal an act, an overture of Thon came ile fatmous statute, at tht
the measuire must first be preposed te the instance of Lord Moncrieff, "declarng i!
general assembly, and thon sent round for ta be a fatnJametial law of the Kirk, tlhat
lie approbation of the presbyteries. For no pastor shall bo in:ruded on any congre-
it was provided by an act of the genere.i gation contrary to the wi'll of the people,*'
assembly in 1697, Icommironly known asifor carrying nLuit which it vas provided,
the Barrier act," that to make a measure that "in moderating a call," if a majority
binding as a ruile of te Kirk,it must first be of male lcads of fainilies, in the vacant
proposed as an overture ta the assetrbly, paish, disapprove of the person applying,
and sent roun 1 ta be considered by the such disapproval shall be sutli'cient grounds
presbyteries, and after a return of the opi- te the Presbytery for rejecting such lier.
nions of the presbyteries, enacted by the son. This vas carri't, after a vigorous
assembly. But the general assembly, in opposition, by a majorty of 46, and with
the instance above, lad departed from its a view ta carry out the sanie in full, a set
own laný,which hald boen recognizel by the of regulations--wenvty-two in number--
State, and consequently hiad acted illegally a ere draîrn up) and appended te the over-

Ofnecessity Ile conduict of the assems ture ta be transmitted with it. This no-
blv on this score met opposition; from tion is saidl by the reviewer, to be in al%
some as a violation of constitutional rights; r "spects, 6 similar to one brought forwvard
from others, because their '.'divine tiglit" by the celebrated Dr. Chalmers (the cary-
opinions were nt respected. Besides, itl pheus of ail ilhese disturbances.) in 1833,
called from the "vasty dep" 'of a restless vliercin the learned The ban maintained
ocean of thouglt, an ultra deuimoc:atic spi- the novel doctrine, tit it was '' a fixed
rit, vhich,' fosered by onc Ebener.ar principle in the l.w o the Kirk," th-à. ne
Erskine, soon producod the firbt great minister should - be intruded intoany pas-
schisi in the Kirk ofScotland, caled the torai charge conrary te the wyill of the
"secession," and at a later date, in 1751, congregation,"anud vhich was then lo t by
the second large class of dissenters, knotvn a-majority of twelve.''
by the designation of,the Presbyte.,es ai It is furtier to bc nîoted, that alithougi

R .Lord MItbncrietT's law was subnitted bv he
From 1752 ta 1763 the niacts.nery ut rule or ov:rtures, to thic Presbyueries, ut

the Kirk worked pretty snootîty, bu' it %vas however pissed, ad interim and car-
the latter year the "noderate" party or- ried into instant efl'ect baing, therefore,
ganized by Dr. Robertson, the historia, îke the wholesale introduction of.minis,
was dominant. This p'irty deferred ta the ters,a violation of the legal courso of proce-
laws provided for the Kmrk "y the Sate. Idure. la 1835, tte interin tact was ap-
Dr. Robertson retired fromai publ airs proved, and by a majority of forty or fifty,
in 1781. During ls leadership, and for declared a standing law of the Kirk. Tiiis
nearly half a century after, the inîtisters was the renowned veto act, the fruitful
conducted themselves like good orderly occasion of su nany disturbances, and the
citizens. rock of destruction ta the Kirk. Rev.

la 1832,.the increased ponr w% hici was Hîenry Mloncried, son of Lord bloncrieff,
given to the-people by the reforn bi!, in- was rite first rejection, his ministry having
troduced the ministers of the Kirk te de' been refused by the weavers of Kilbride.
sire an increase of their privileges, and The people snon began ta exorcise thetaking advantage of popular exc:tement, power entrusted to them by this act, andthey caused overtures ta Le introduced .a ier etrusc ta itey act, ati
"ino the Kirk courus for procuring the s iustnously too did uty act, that un
abolition oflay patronage, and the institu- le tatreys, -t lid fnearlyne
tion of the popular vill or vero as a new hune vacancies, they a lled niar-
element in tlhe appointment of the Kirk ne half according ta their own
ministers. But a motion. to appoiat a Tie legality of such proccedings was
committee to deliberate on the suibject was finaily put to the test 1»y Lord Kinncutl,
negattived by. a. majornty of Cortv-two, .
which the popular party was abe to re- wlo had the right of prescntation tu Auc-
duce ta twelve, by the year follow.ng. terarder, but whose presentec was rejected.

Afterwards in the Assembly. the popu- Tiiis case is famous. A- detailed sic-
lar party acquired astill stranger majority, count of it riise and progress is furnisiedby tuhe aggregation, a "lthe coadjutroal i
tenemcnts." viz: " the parhamientary la the aPticlo vhich we bave al prescri
churches, and chape's of case," whose utnder consideration. ".The suit com-
ministers, by law,could not sil in the Kirk menced in October,1835, was orgued for
Courts, either as minmaers or eiders. lai ten days before the whole thirtaa
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