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proper inatter for investigation by the
civil court; the otiior properly helongs
ta the ecclesiasticftl. The difflculty in
lcgislating for church property lies
chieflyi hde latter. Yot itisecspuecially
necessary to thecends of justice tiat tbis
bo amply sccured.

In order ta thisý cvcry act af' Incorpo-
ration ouglit ta, provide for tlie integrity
of' tho trus* zes in tie faithful use of the
propcrty af wvlicli they arc thti guar-
dians; and at the same tirne it ought ta
secure tlîo proper jurisdiction of the
spiritual courts over thoma. This may
bcst hc illustrated by an example. Lot
it bce suppased that the mir.ister of a
congregation bas been suspended or
dcposcd by bis Prcsbytery on a charge
of beresy or immoral conduet; that the
trustees and the congregation, or a
r.rjority of tbem, bave ncverthelcss
rcsolved thatthis deposeid ninister shall
bo kept in possession af the pulpit; it
is manifest tliat in cucli a derelictian of
duty the Prcshytery could bave no pow-
er ta prevent, thecevil unloss through
the intervention of the civil courts-
for tho question bias nowv heconie anc
of civil right, narnely, whether, in such
circumnstnnces, the parties in possession
arcecntitled ta keep possession oi the
praperty. It is manif'est that they would
not ha sa in equ ity, for the niinieter du -
]y deposed by his Prcsbytcry is no long-
er a ininister, andi the property is divert-
ed, contrary ta riglit, from its original
intention; and besides, nil parties hav-
ing solemnnly cngagcd ta subrmit ta the
decision ai tlieir spiritual judicatures,
their conternpt ai discipline is a positive
breach of faith. Provided these t'acta
were admiàtted, these cantuniacinusper-
sons wvould be dispossessed on any de-
cision in equity. But ]et it be sup-
posed that the contumaciaus party raise
a question as ta the forniality ao' justice
ai the Presbytery'3 proccedings, then it

%vould romain ta ho considered wlirther
the civil court Ivas conipetent ta revie%'
the procecdings ai the spiritual court,
or wbother they sbauld sinmpliciter re-
ceive the certified sentenceofa the spir-
itual court as decisive. We pr,?sunie
that tlîis last should bc the case-for
all parties bad previously agrced ta the
principle essentiel ta Preshytorianiani>
that the decision. of tbe highest eccle-
siasticai judicature ini a question ai dis-
cipline is final. If this wave ndmitted
thse civil court would feel itself haund
ta reclaini the property from those %bo,
refused ta comaply ivith the conditions
on wvhieh it wvas ho]ld ini trust, and ta de«
liver it over ta its rightful guardians,
anid for its specified uses.

This we presune is all that is meant
by an expression found inthe resolutions
passed in thme convention ai delogatee
frons the Preshyterian cangregatiori.
ivbichrnet Ut Cobourg in Apri!, against
wluch sorne captiaus obijections have
heen made; Ilthat ail Scmsions, Preby~-
1ciis, and Synods, shovid bce cou.stitutid
bodies corpcbra!cand Ihai effect sitould bc
givcn to iheir judgmettts andproccedings,
in matters spiritual, in lte sanwe manner
as û. donc in Scotland." WVe are flot
aNvare tuat even in Scotland wbere,
Presbyterianism is the form af religion
estahlished hy law, that the civil courts
are ever calledl upou to enforce an cc-
clesiastical sentence, except in cases
îvhere some civil rigbt is ccncerned--as
in the instance above, sup'o-sed; and
their interposition isucli cases is mari-
ifestly essential. ta, the ends oi justice,
and diflbrs in no respect from thoir iter-
ference in the maunagement of the ai-
fairs ai any other trust or corpora-
tion.
.But that the rigbts connected witil

spiritual jurisdiction miay hoe properly
maintained, without any danger ai' dis.
pute %vith those ta %vbioin ia entrustcd


