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live in, and this without any interference
from Presbyteries, so long as they keep
themselves within the limits of their legal
powers,—and these powers are much more
extensive than most people suppose. We
look on the decisions recently come to by
the General Assembly, as hostile to the
powers of thelkirk sessions, and as havinga
tendency to throw more of the power ofthe
Church into the hands of ministers than the
constitution of the Church of Scotland
warrants. We greatly err if in the next
General Assembly those decisions will be
maintained. Qur opinion is that the feeling
of the country in preserving intact the
powers of the kirk sessions, will be unmis-
takebly shewn, and that the people will
resist, and that successfully, every attempt
to cartail, or in any way to interfere with,
the powers of what has always been one of the
most useful courts in the Church. Itis the
court in whi-h the pecple take most inter-
est and have most power, and 1t will bea
step in the wrong direction if the Church
adopts, permanently, any measures that
tread upon the liberties and rights of the
people in matters ecclesiastical. It will be
going back to the dark days of popish in-
tolerance. But we bave no such fear. It
i< not at this time of day that any party in
the Presbyterian Church can curtail the
liberty which has always been the boast of
its adkerents, 2nd all such attempts wiil be
sare to end in defeat. The following ex-
tracts are from an Edioburgh newspaper,
the Scotsman, and our object in publishing
them is, to let our readers see the interest
taken in Church matters in the old country
by the public press, and the able way in
which these subjects are handled.

1 Though petty tepics and persenal spites took
up some of the =ble and interesting debate which
bes occupied the Gerera! Assembly of tbe
Church of Scotland these two days, at least
one very great and snother very considerable
question underlaid and animated the whole. It
wss & great question whether or not the Church
of Scotland w=s to put or keep herself in such
a position as 10 cpable ber to be, in Dr. Nor-
men AMLeod’s words, ¢ he Church of = Nation,”
103t of & sect—cspable of expsading and compre-
hending, or only of remaining fixed 2nd frozen,
exclusive and repellant. It was not an incon-
siderable question whether, withic & Church
claiming to be Natioael, and having nationzl
sapport, the iiberties ieft by the Church's lews
were to be absorbed by the Presoyieries or to
remain with the people. The decision given 02
Wednesdey answers this latier question expli-
citly, the otber inferentially, and both 2nswers
sre, 10 the extent they go, unwise, and perilons

for the Church)—bad for this time, and pro-
mising worse for times to come.
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The day has been, and not very long ago,.
when a great many people who now feel an in-
terest in what the Church of Scotland i3 to be
and do, regarded that subject as not worth
much attention. Some thirty years ago, people
theoght rather more of how loag the Established
Church was likely t0 exist than how she wonld
direct her internal policy—nobody whatever
specelated upon her adapting berself to exterpal
circumstances, moving with the spirit of the age,
or suviting herself to the wants and feelings of
thenation. At that time, “the reins descended,
and the floeds came, and the winds blew, and
beat upon that honse;” and many of us thought
that the day of its fall could pot be far off. But
those who raised that great storm either blew
themselves ont, or have been hlowing at once
so very hot and so very cold tkat their efforts
are pow ieit littie more than £3 the idle wind
which few men respect. At a later dste, at
leest belf the strepgth of the Church went out
of her, and it was thought that now =at last her
end was near, Bat it kas proved otherwise—
whr, might be dificult, and how, would be need-
less, to explzin. The Church is standing yet,
and standing apperently secore, and actually
unasseiled; and no men of common sense now
doubis, or rather no man doubted till this week
that she will last at least our time. Thke fact
is one to which even thoss who least like it
tnost be content to reconcile themselves to as
= fact; and when a thing becoming or contic-
uing a fact caonot be helped, what remainsis
to meke the best of it. At 2li events, it cannot
be otker than s matter of interest to the countzy
2t lerge whether the affairs of a Church main-
tained by the corntry—wkich, whether rightly
or wrongly, is bere, and likely to remsin hers
—aremanaged with wisdom or folly, liberalityor
nerrowness. As the Nation caunot getrid of the
Church, it must be interesting to know whethar
the Chaorchisdisposed to * consider the Nation,”
as Dr. X°'Leod well expresses it—especislly 10-
consider wk=t the neton i3, rather than what
it was, and the things that are, if not that are
before, rather than the things that are behind.
Nations change, aod National Chuorches must
more or less change with them—else it i3 a
matter of odrion:r impossibility tket they can
remain nationzl. A century or two make a
great difference on s peion’s knowledge,
thonghts, tastes, and tendencics; and s Church
which, in its laws and customs, takes ro ncte
of these changes in the people for whom 2ad by
whom it exists, may or may not be #sound,”
but cannot be pational—may maiatzein = good
testimony, but is apt 2o become only = testify-
ing remnaat.  Jofellible snd unchangesbdle
Churches are aot recommended by history, and
are repudiated by the principle of Protestan-
tism, whatever may be the case =5 to practice.
The Church of Scotlund's own history iss warn-
ing. Compared with the Church of England, or
indeed with 2lmost a5 otber Chureh on earth,
ber creed has beca precise, her policy infexible,
herlawsstringent—the power of the body grest,
the freadom of individaals smali ; but, or rather
therefore, she hes been rent snd distapled over
and over sgwin, whils mcighbour Churches,
with less power and fewer #safegaards,” have
remained wotzct, 2nd bave mightily grown and
prevailed.



