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tracty from the Journal of the inspector in
reference to these facts. ~ Speaking of the
school at Culpacnoe, he observes—¢ I was
highly pleasal with the appearance which
the children made in this school, both with
the correctness with which they read and
wpelt, and also with the amount of Scriptural
knowledge which they have acquired since
your teacher came among them. You will
he happy to hear that your teacher (a8 this
has been his Girst station) has given, not only
walisfaction to me, but also to the people
among whom he Jabours. Some of his scho-
lars have heen awakened to know and under-
stand that they have immortal souls.  About
300 adults attended to vee and bear the chil-
dren examined.” When addressing them,
there were some, bathed in tears, rejoicing 5
others erying out, beirg distressed in mind,
having not as yet attained to that liberty that
iy in Christ Jesus, so thata person would be
reminded of the noise of the shout of joy,
amnd the noise of the shout of weeping which
was among the children of Israel when the
temple was rebuilt,”
{To be continued.]

FREE CHHURCH OF SCOTLAND. .
FORECH OF THE REV. DR, BURKS—CONCLUDED,

Far.twenty years after the revolution every
thing went on pleasantly and edifyiogly. By
thg Act-of Union ol 1707 that setllement was
consolidated and conficmed. Scolchmen have
been -accused of heiw'g more caraful of their reli-
rious than of their civil liherties ; and so jealous-
1y careful were our ancestors of that day of their
Church, that before @ Commitlee for treating
for 3 act of Union war appointed, before a
single step was taken even for mecting to discass
its terms, they insisted on the English Parlinment
Paxsing an Acl by which its rights and privileges
aj wettled at the Revelution, were guaranteed for
ail time, ahd it was énacted that no condition of
Union should ever affect i, “This was culled the
Act o Security, and it was ratified by the Par-
waneat of Scotiand in )706, and by that of
Engiand in 1707. - This incident in their history
was of the greatest impoitance to the under-
standing the merits of this strugle. The pro-
vi3 ons for the liberties of the Church were en-
zrossod in the Act of Union, by which they re-
eeived a third sanetion, and, finally, the Queen
was required to take an oath to preserve inviolable
tihe wiv 16, That was their Magna Charta, and the
Ghereh of Scotland pleased hersell with the
hane that ber troubles were over, and her liberties
for svér secured.  Bat human hopes  are; evan-
eszzat, and within fonr years of the passing ofithe
Attof ‘Union, a ronspiracy was formed avainst
ker iw the Parliament of Great Britainin the in=
woduction-of an Act of Patrenage, by “which 'no
matter what were the condition or position of the
mateops, with only the single qualilication of the
possession of certain langs, and without any. con-
dizing or seservation, they weve restored to what
g v owere deprived of at the Revolation. zud, by
- Aking restored; the prople of Scatland were depris,
vesi af the hizh pivilege ofelecting theif own pas-
tare, guarantead to themby the Act of Union.
Tuie hud always bean lvlt az a anbst* severe blow
al the religions liberties of the country. The
sssembly of Scoiland was never.at all consnlted
o the natter, wnd when its representalives in
Tandan were wbout feavans the place towatds the
c*ane uf the session, they only incidentally heard
e itspuss ne. They were too lale 1o be heard
iv the Honse of Commans, but they were heard
hefore a compittee of the Lords, and the cele-
prated Dairvoepie, one of the orizinators of the
A of Unioa. appeared as counsel.for them, and
¢ avunced its Gl ngement. On the division
Srich took piuce, five of the Laxlish Bishops
vited for the Cla et of S:oland, but they
v.re ontvoted, & tossomimakable coineidence
thet the majority o2 st them was precisely the
zeare a8 that in e 10 o0 hawse §n the division on
tun Free Churel gn wian Lst year—92.  In
goasequence of (b1 s G nelianage was aga n.
indicted on the Cb *u chain hane round
neek. The € © every effort ot a-
thine when sendic. o 12 1o Lundon was
very ¢iffieall anl: cxecwsive, sut never could

prevail on the Government o repeal the obnox-
1ous act.” But, that though unsuccessful, she
never gave up the struggle, and tenewed it year
after year, until finally, opposition was put to
test by the ascendancy in the General Assembly
of the ¢ moderate interest.”” Though yielded
practically, it was not until after half'a century’s
agitation, and even then a zealous minorily,
led by Wolherspoon & Erskine, recorded their
dissent from the conclusion. And though the
patronage law had passed, none imagined thatit
was not the right and duty of the Assembly to
defend the people’s rights, and protect them in
the refusal of an ohjectionable presentee; far
less did it enter any man’s mind that the Church
by exercising her unquestioned jurisdiction would
expose herself lo fines and inprisonment, and to
reboke from the rivil courls. Al that was ex-
pected by the highest legal authorities was that
a particular minister might expose himself to
deprivation of his temporalities. It a presentlee
was opposed by hjs parish, the assembly drew
the eonclusion that it was not for the edification
of those whotn he was to instruct to praceed witn
his appointment. The law then J)rovided that
the emoluments of the living should acerue to the
patron, and that the expense of maintaining a
minister appointed as. acceptable to the people
shonld fall upon them. Three such cases had
actually occurred, and in all the Courts of Law
saidl they wonld not interfere in the malter of or-
dination, as that was one peculiarly ecclesiasti-
cal. Such was the doctrine held untii the late
decision of 1839. He had shown that until that
time, though patronage was introduced, the
Church was still considered the possessor of a
lurze share of power, and the people looked up to
it for protection. But now that it had no power
to exert, now that it was ulterly helpless, they
felt it their duty to secede ; as, had it still pos-
sessed power, and.exetted it as formerly, they
would have feltit their duty to remain and strug-
gle on.  When an absolute majority of twa to
one is obtained, and put forth in defence of the
peaple’s rights, the Courts of Law declare that
the assembly has no power to protect these
rights, and that that of the .patron is absolute.
Therefore it was that they seceded. Two
things had always characterised the. position of
the Church of Scatland. The first, that it had
always clatined to be the judge exclusively of
all matters appertaining to the ordination to the
ministry. The second, that the constitution of
the Church was essentially republican, and
that the people at lasge had a share of power, and
were entitled to be consulted in the choice of a
pastor, The first was a power which every
Bishop of the Church of England claimed, and
though that Church was called an Erastian one,
he belicved it -ta-be much less Erastian than
the Chureh of Scotiand was now., In this re-
spect the Bishop. had ample power—no power on
earth could . compel him to ordain. a minister
against his copscience. In the case of the Bishop
of London the other day, it was'decided that he
could not he con.pelled to ordain or 1o assign any
reason for ordaining, and that the appeal from his
deeision Tay ‘notto any temporal court. but to the
convocation, which is 2 court’ purely spiritual.
That right.of ordination, the Church of Scotland
said,-was a spiritual rigbt, of which :the Church
was as purely the judge as of the fitness of asy
individual to'be admitted fo the Lord’s Table.
They had "always' adinilted the right of the
temporal powers to-dispose of ‘the temporaliiies,
but they denied their ‘right fo fine them, and
proseente them for defamation-in the exercise ‘of
theit spiritual jurisdietion.  There was a clear
distinctiop hetween the right. to. dispose of the
temporalities if they -did not ordain, and that of
interfering with (he ordination, and compelling
it under penalties. The veluntary alliance oe-
tween the Church and the state did not impose
any dependence hétween the one and the other.
In that respect:the Churchi of Scotland always
took wp a-podition midway between: the claims
of Papacv. and. Erastianism—dgistinct from the
other. - The papacy went to the extreme of tul-
ing the Jaw on the temporalities ; Erastianism
made the church subject to the State in spiritu-
alitiass.  The TFree Church held the medium
position. [t asked for no control in civil maters,
but it claimed exemption in matters pifrely spiri-
tnal,  Aund was anything more purely spiritual
than the ordination ofa minister 2—The Reverend
speaker her eularged eloquently, op_ the (spiritual

responsibitities it involved.. Coufdl lbu‘_e be a

on thejr hands and dedicating a minie

serviée of Chriat ?,—Ordihalitgm was notte r;}:,:h:
connected with a benefice, nor did the chureh
say that the temporalities could not be taken awy
by the same power that gave them. But the
said 1o the State, if our views do not coalerce, ang
we cannot serve you without sactificing’ out
squls, we leave you your benefices—we :amm
lay our hands on any mani t6 ordain him o office
for which we think him unfit to be ordained. [t
was impossible for them to do so in common
gense, o in conscience, or in knowledge of scrip-
tural duty, Their resistance did not come un-
il the Court of Session had reviewed the
acts of their Presbyteries, removed their sus.
pensions, destroyed the independence of their
spiritual jurisdiclions, and bound the chain of
Erastianism about their neck. Erastus was a
German physicizn, who being tired or incapable
of his own prolession, took lo writing bad the-
ology. Hie dactrine was that, while a Church
was not established, it might do as it pleased, byt
the moment it was established, it bad no jurig-
diction at all, but must bend in all cases to the
law of the magistrate. That they maintained
the Courts and the Legislature hadinvolved them
in, and in this the Residuary Church, as it was
called, and he thought it a most appropriate
name, had acquiesced, and laid her npck unde
the feet of Csar. The Bible was their guide a
a Church; and that the Acts of Parliament
should interpret the Bible, was at the very léast,
Unitarianism, for it made human reason the
guide to the interpretation of the bible. Obe-
dience to the law, as thas Jaid down, involved algp
a breach of the vow to go and delibejate accord-
ing to the word of God, and (o be responsible to
the brethren for their decision. For this involved
a mental reservation, another vow on the parf of
a Minister, to do nothing in his official charac.
ter as judwe, but what the Court of session found
to be his duty to do. What 'reciprocily wa
there between the two sets of vows 2—How
covld the former vow be taken sincerely, with ¢
reservation thut whatever be their mind in Chis,
if the Court of Session say 'differently, thy
should give up the mind of Christ and cling
the mind of the Court’ of Session? The ciril
courts did not pretenil to be guided by the word
of God at all, but mevely by the statutes of the
realm. They rclied on esxpediency, not on -
gard for the glory of the Head of ‘the Churc:
not on his will, but ‘on human expediency, Th
church was cramped ‘and re~trained in its whol
course, and told to evade the duty of Goly
church, and the rights of Christ, as the head o
all. The evils of Erastianism were manifest in
every church, and the same contest waged o
fiercely in the “days of the covenanters, when
their fathers, because they ‘would ot acknow-
ledge James or Charles as head of the churcb of
Christ, were compelled, not merely to abando
their temporalities,'but to lay down their lives
as withesses of ‘the “truth. Jt has been saif,
might not the church have saved the peace of the
country by not passing the Veto Act, or by giv-
ing it up when they fonnd it illegal 7 “That acl
was one recommendéd by the highest authorities
in the Jand  Shortly after the first accession.of
a liberal government o power, 2 commiltee of
the assembly was appointed, and the great crown
officers were advised with as to the most fitling
mode to secure their rights. Lord ' Mon-
crieff drew the bill.  Lord Brougham, thes
Chancellor, said it was one of "the .noblest
things ever “dévised, was the safest course
to pursue,’ and fraugit with' gl © blessings.
It was carried by large majérities, nor did a sin-
gle Preshytery or patron récord dissent, - For six
years not a word was hedrd to disturb the har-
mony which succeeded it. Then a patron, the
Earl of Kinnoul (we believe) lent his name, not
that be conttibuted 'one penny to the expense—
lent hisnaie to"d suit raised to disturh it They
would remember that the Court of Session wa
not nnanimous, that the majori!y against it wa
not a large one, and' that the minarity included
almost ali the respectability and learning it pos
sessed, numbeting’ the names of Lords Glenler
[ Jeflery, Cockburny- Fullarton, and Moncrieff.—
And, but that a doubt was’ raised on a-guestion
nurely. of form, the decision would have been ot
the other side. - It was the opinion.of Lotd Mea-
.dowbank that if the question had.been raised n
the form of a call and ot of .the veto, he mast
have voted with them, But if it bad been #

more sacréd and spiritual duty than that of layiy




