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Free Church Jubilee.

By Fraven Jluwran \Wanuace, M.A, B.D.,

Profossor 1n Victorla Unlversity.
11.

Tho Muderates wore the wurcessors of thoso worldly-minded
winisters who, it thy edAnres and clisnges of Church affairs in the
seventeenth century, woro rumly to sccopt Prolacy or Presbytery, as
the tido turned, oara)uun of the vital primclples of tho Gospel, inditTer-
ont to the interssets of thalr people, nolther radical nor consorvative
tn thought, nother hint ant m‘ll fu thelr voligion,  Throughout
tho eighteenth contury this lmrl¥ L?mdlll"y roso to sscendansy in
}hodChunch of Heatland, aw dit 8 slntlar schiool in the Church of Eng
and. *

Under this tunrlunuy {hn Krastian viow of the rolation of Church
and Stato provailed,  T'hs Miatn was practically regarded as supromo
w every sphere,  Tha spisitus! (ndopendenco of the Church was no
longer & prinoiply W atir man's bluod. A deadly chill fell upon all
roligions sntorests.  Tha ei) of vital religion seemed at hands  Bat,
31 :(leo good pravidenea ub thyl, thero cato & chango —lifo from the
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What tha converainn of Jofin Wesley meant for tho religioas life
of England, that the conversion of Thonias Chalmers meaut for Seot-
land.” With him labourad & hand of abile, plous energotic men whoso
influonco was felt throughout the gmrishes of Scotland in gracious
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In 1838 Chalmers thus cloquontly prozlaimed these principles toa
lailliant audience in Loudon: . .

It should never bo forgotton, that in thinga ccclesiastical, the
highest power of our Church is amenable to no higher powor on carth
for its dccisions. [t can exclude, it can doprivo, it can depdso st
;)loaauro. External forco might make an obunoxious individual the
1older of & bonefice, but there is no oxternal force in thess roalms
that could make him a minister of the Church of Scotland, Thors is
nothing which the State can do to our independant and indestructiblo
Church but strip her of he' temporalities, nec tamen consumebatur,
Sho would remain a Church notwithstanding, as strong as ever in the
props of her own mosal and inherent greatness. . . \What Lord
Chatham said of tho poor man's house is true in all its parts of tho
Church to which 1 have the honour to belong. *In En‘;hnd ovory
wan’s houso is his castle, Not thatit is surrounded with walls and
battlements ; it may bo a straw-built shed, Evory wind of heaven
may whistle round it, cvery olemont of heaven may onter it, but the
king cannot — tho king daro not.'"”

‘The Evaugelicals wero now in the wajority in the Church aud
prepared to givo effect to these viows. They were not prepared to
abolish patronaﬁo altogether, evon if thoy had had the pover. But
they sought to bring 1t into harmony with thoe spiritnal independence
of thoe Church, By the Voto Act of tho Genoral Assanbly of 1834, it
was provided that a Presbytory should not oniain any wmsn presented
by the patron to a living, if a majority of tho inalo heads of familics,
communicants in tho parish concerned, disapproved of the nomination.
This act worked well. producod little friction, vesulted iu & great
decrease in tho number of uncounverted candidates for the ministry,
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revivals, amd in the Clinreh eotrts in o developing sensitiveness
touching the relations of Church and State. Not that this Evan-
welical parly deairmd ta sover Clureh and State, or dreamed of lollaw.
g the Frekinies and ather rentageons men who had abandoned tho
emoluments of s sjnritually dead extabilishment, choosing the obscurity
and poverty of dinsent  No, Thoman Chalmers was not onlf a loyal
but an enthustsatte uplindder of the Estabhishment, valaing it as
alfording at anea the centro fir the unifyln{; of the wholo lifo of Scot-
land and the Lasis for united and suecesstul effort to teach and evaun-
gelize the Iapssd imassew of the sommunity. But Chalmers and the
Evangelieals tn t(ar-'\ul tlirrishind this fascinatine ideal of a State
Church, in strict autustilination to tho fundamental occlesiastical
principle of the aphitual fndepetideuce of the Church.  This was no
afterthunght of vantravetay, lut a principle fully stated long beforo
the canflict came,

Mors aud nute, linwever, .o hreach between the Moderates and
Evaugclicala bocams inavitahle, brtween those whe were willing that
the Chursl should Da the creation and 1nstrument of tho State, and
thoss who deprwated thin e of the Choreh for pelitical purposes
denounced the bestomal of i14 divings for the rewatd of unconverted
sycaphants of the mistes tary, and songht to fill the pulpits of the
land with men whinin Gl lnf calind to that hely office and rministry
These Evavcencals viatusl thst the sampact between Church and
State w Ntland, from thn Wsfarioation down, bad left the Church
sutonenrna® 18 e r »piritus) affapre, supported indeed by the Stato
hut ueither treatssd nr rontrolled by it, ard ospecially that tho
futrusion of nnacs ~pable mintsters upen unwilling congregations by
force of vatrouage wAw'A grons bmss i of this compart,

who relied upon the favour of landed families for positions in the
Chiurch, and in a great iucroass 1n the sottlement of devoted evangeli.
cal pastors.

Rat such Evangelical success naturally intensified tho hostility of
the opposing Moderato party Such assertion of ccclesisstioal inde.
pendence was obnoxious to the Scotch landed aristocracy, and aiso to
the English politicians, whose concaption of tho true relation of
Church and State was that of the complete dependence of tho former
upon thelatter, as in Eogland. From this potnt on we may date the
so-called Ten Yoars' Conflict between the sturdy, gadiy, Evangelical
majority of the Church of Scotland on the one side, fired with the
hereditary sontiiacnts and Yrinciples of long heroic ceaturiea, and on
the other sido the formidablo and determinod forces of the Modorates,
the landed proprictors and the naliticians.  All cama to & crisis in the
;-ug.s of tho parish of Auchterarder and the Presbytery of Strath.
hogie.

In tho fall of 1834 Lord Kinnonl presented a Mr. Robert Yonng
to the lwing of Auchterander.  The congregation alinost unanimously
disapproved. Out of a parish population” of 3,000 only two men
mgnad the csll.  The Presbytery accordingly declived to ordain
Mr. Young pastor over a reluctant people. Lonl Kinnonl and Mr,
Young applied to tho civil courts.  After tho usaal delays of tho law,
tho decasion was rendered in March, 1888, that the Church had no
night to defer to the withos of the congregatiou, and that the presentee
must bo treated by the Presbytery just as if tho peoplo had not
expressod their disapproval of him.

(To be continusd.)



