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genious and shifty in areumentation from
its beginning It has accomplished feats
of tortuous logie which have made it atten
a laughing-stock to broad and candid re-
ligious mind<. But in trying to make
out the position of the Church of Scot-
land to be a cause of irvitation to Dissen-
ters, it bas almost  exeelled itself; and
that Radical politicians should have
taken up this line, shows to what dire
necessities they are driver.  How they
must kwgi in their sleeves while taking
ap the lowery of a jealous bizoury,
which has brcome insensate in its hatred
of an institution which lives and thri:es
notwithstanding all their dislike of it.

Let it be remembered that all the op-
position to a religious census in Scotland
in 1861 and 1871 came from the Dis-
senters; that while the Dissenters have
had the making up of their own numn-
bers, and the amount of their liberality,
the statistics which represent the Church
of Scotland are Government returns;
and that the Church has not evea now
thought it necessary to bring forth in
tabulated results the full strength cither
of its member:hip or its liberality.  'the
latent strength of the Church in both
directions is far more than that of any
other ecclesiastical body in Scotland.
Not only so, but—even taking wumbers
as an ‘ab:olinte test—an institution like
the Church of Scotland is to be judeed
by the number, not merely of its own
members, but of all who approve of the
principle of a State Church, which it
represents.  All we make bold to ~ay is
that nct even tho wildest Radical imagi-
nation in the llouse of Commons will
venture to affirm that there is a major-
ity of the: prople of Scotland opposed to
this principle—nay, that there ix not a
large majority in  furour of i1, So con-
fident are we of this, that nothing *vould
pleasc us better than to see the question
put to the popular vote. Let those who
prate so much about Disestablishment
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But it is now time to present the let
ter and stati~tics, with the notice o
which this article began. The letter
was written to the ¢ Times’ in London in
the end of June, but  did not appear till
July 6, under the title of-—

THOE SCOTCH CHURCHES.

Sir,—Your readers. I am afraid, will
be tred of the question of the Scotch
Churches; and I have been reluctant to
trouble you further after the notice you
have already taken of my address at the
close of the late General Assembly, and
what I then said of the impolicy of the
Liberal Party raising the question of
disestablishment. It is very important,
however, that mistakes should not pre-
vail in England 3s to the relative num-
bers of the Church of  Scotlund and the
twa Pre-hyterian Noneonformist Charch-
e~ which exiaoalonzeide of i, Noiwith-
<tanding the repeatd assertions made in
the course of the recent debute in ithe
Hause of Commons that the Establlhed
Cirel s the = Chureh of minority”—
assertions for which, as your correspond-
ent of last Wednesday, “ A Scottish
Peer,” truly says, there was “in no case
any aut ority given.”—1] belicve that
the Church of Scotland at this da-e real-
Iy repre<ents a considerable majority of
the Scottish people. It may be true
that the number of itz places of worship
is not quite =0 large as those of the Free
and United Presbyterian Church:s com-
bined; but the following statement,
which has been carefully prepared. and
which is self-authenticating, is snfficient
to prove the statement which I have
made as to its relative membecship.

I do not add a word on the general
question; but as there is nd politician
who can desire to be otherwize than cor-
reetly informed <n such a poiut, and as
the influence of your journal is justly so
wide, I venture to hope that you will
find reom to submit the statement to
your readers.—JI am your obedient ser-

venture to do this, They know as well vant.

as we do what the result would be.
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