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can arrest that discipline for one moment,
they can do it for cver. Ifthey can wmirest
discipline on the pretence that civil rigats
are invoived, they will never want such a
pretext. 1 they can do it in one Kirk-Ses-
sion, they ean do it in all. Bur perhaps
this sinful subinission, so unlike the con-
ducet of Lanicl, of the Apostles, and ¢ven of
our own reviled 1ainisters, ia similar civ-
cumstaaces, was aictated by world!y poliey.
“ Weshall behave better,” said they w them-
selves, “ than the rebedlious Establishnent.
We shall affect to reverence and respect
these civil Judges, even when they iutrude
into our province. We shall thereby con-
ciliate the favour of Ciesar, and he will let
us go free  Accordingly, they oheyed Co-
sar mstead of God in the seantime, came np
to Edinburgh and argued the question be-
fore the civil Judge; and they have receiv-
ed their vewwed. Zhe interdict has been
confirmed ; and we are all now in breathiess
expeetation to know what they will donext.”

“Weare glad to discover frum a recent
article in the Scotsman, that our Seceding
fricnds are beginning to healive to the dan-
ger to which they are exposed from the u-
surping spirit of the Civil Courts. They
admit that the recent interdict iu the case of
Falkirk, “involves the question  whether
Voluntary Churches, in the excreise or dis-
cipline, ure liableto be controiled or inter-
fered with by the CivilCourt.”  Aundin pro.
ceeding to describe that interdict itself, they
represent it as having been* atterly incom-
petent, inconsistent with frcedom of con-
science and with religious liberty, injurions’
to morality, and contrary to public policy.”
We are precisely of the same opinion; hut
‘we as clearly helieve that the coutrary view
is merely a following out, and nothing more,
of the principle of the recent interdicts in
regard to the  Established  Church; and,
morever, it is important v our frictds to
counsider, that although such is their opinion
and ours, yet, in contormity with the prin-
ciple announced in Siv James  Grahiua's
letter, such questions, as being questions of
Jwrisdiction, must, in the opinion of our pre-
sentrulers, he finally decided, not by them,
nor by tlie Word of God, but by the mere
will of the civil Comits. 1{ the Court of
Session should thercfore finally decide, and
the House of Lords confirm the decision,
that such interdicts are not * utterly incom-
petent,” but highly necessary, the question
remains, what would the Sceeders do 7—
What could they do exeept what we have
done amidst their opposition. They would
be foreed cither to relinguish their claim to
the charncter of & Churenr ruled by Christ's
Word, or todisobcy what is improperly
called the #law oftheland.”  "This questi-
on is all the more urgent, beeause, in so far
as the matter has yet goue, the Civil Court
has unhcsitatingly asserted its claim to ju-
risdiction and authority in all such cases—
The Scotsman, no doubt, says that the Se-
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ceders have manifested “aflrm determina-
tion to support their rights.  They have ap-
peared in Cou}'l, met their aceusers, and
pled their religions rights before the Judg-

oS appointel o proteet themn”  True, bue
he focugets to add that tie Judges, atter heay-

g their pleadings confivaed the interdict—
We are now, Lowever, informed that this
interdict is withirawn; but the question
still is, who withdrew it?  Not the Judge,
in cons quence of discovering thar he had
overstepped his provinee.  The very opy.o-
site of this. It was withdrawn, itscems, by
consent of parties, and in  circumstances
which would be none the worse of being ex-
plained. This withdrawal does not ufiect
the claim of the Judges. Andinwhatstate
does this leave the Secession Church ¢ It
Ieaves them wigha & recorded judgment of
the civil Courts against them, to the effect
that any of their members, upon whom they
are abuut to exercise discipliune, has only to
go to Edinburgh, and say that his civil in-
terests are about to be injured (which can
always be done), and he will at once -ob-
tain an iuterdict to arrest the progress of
disvipline.  We grant, and are quite aware,
that, in the language of our contemporary,
this is * inconsistent with ficedom of consci-
ence and with religions liberty, injurious to
morality, anedl contrary to sound policy ;"
but stil! what wemaintain is, that at present
this is thie actual state of the fuct.
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LETTER FROM THE REV ALEX-
ANDER SUTHERLAND.
2o the Editor of the Missionary Record.
. Prcrou, Deer. 1851,
Ay Dear Siny—
Since your last publication, I have
returned from Prince Edward’s Island,
after a very interesting visit; being my
fourth and last for this scason. My stay
on any of these occasions did not exceed
ten days, and was chiefly confined to
Scotch Settlement and New Lendon—
“The people of that congregation have pe-
culiar clains upon wmy attention. The
Brethren seitled to the eastward render
within these large and populous districts
(with which De Sable and Long Creek
arc conjoined at present), what services
they can; but the distance isso great,
and their services are so much required
in their more immediate spheres of la-
bour that the proportion given to this
congregation must come far shortof what
such asare acquainted with that field
woald expeet.  The elders conduct read-
ings in the churches on the Sabbath ; and,
at least in one distant locality, another
deveted individual conducts a similar ser-
vice for-those in Lis neighbourhood.
They have made mavy applications for




