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|£«tablittisient fullowetl iip^in Ui« anactni^nt of wh)«t htd bacit

cail«<i thtt Veto Law by ih« goy«tri)ing body of that cliiireh
;

uiid ihoae who ware deairoua of makini; it be believed thei tbe

Free Cburcli party were in the wrong, were eager iii inaitiiig miU

rnpeatiug the- aaaortion, that it was the Veto Act itaelf which v •«

the cauae of all the disunion and itrife ; that it waa illegal, and

did nut mpet the eyil it propoaed to correct ; and thurefore, I lie;

ihe diaruptign waa uncalled for, becaune of the illegality of tha

aoiirce out of which it had ariHHn. But he bagged once fur all lu

•ajr that ihie waa t delusion,—a crafty and cunning mialeading of

I he judgment ; for the Veto Act had nothing whatever to do with

the queationt In what way could it bo aaaumed that the paaaini; of

an Act of the uprerneeccloaiasticBl court of the Kirk of ScoUand
before the diaruptiun, could in any way anawer the accusation thm
that church had beconte Kraslian, and denied the Headship of tha

Redeemer? The t^o thingii had no aort of connexion or refe-

rence. SuDDose that two parties dtfl'tired on tlie doctrine of t'rvtt

grace, and that the minority separated from the majority, atlegini;

that such majority had adopted Arminian doctrines, would it be

thought any answer to auch au accusation that an advocate

should say that the other party were Antinoniians ? If auch

charges were proved, the couroe for an upright man would be, to

leave bath parties, and hold fast by the truth ; but the pin of theono

formed no justification for the other. When the Kirk was

charged with having lapsed into Eraatianism, and proof was ready

to make good the position, what answer waa it to say, that the

party making such accusation bad passed the Veto Act 1 The
thing woe £0 manifest an evasion,—so palpably a shift, a device,

a quibble, to divert attention from the real matter in discussion,

that It never would have been adopted by any but those who were

the advocates or defenders of an unrightoous cause, and felt

themdelvea driven into a dilemma out of which they could not be

rescued, except by throwing dust in the eyes, and diverting the

attention, of those who were anxiously enquiring for the truth.

Bepidee, it was a notorious foot to those who ntudied the history of

this disruption, that it did not take place on the Veto Act at all,

but on much higher grounds, namely, the Spiritual Independence

of tlie Church, and the sole right of the Redeemer to reign over

bis own hcuse ; and under the circumstancee, it must have taken

place even if the Veto Act had nevor been passed, and patronage

itself had been abolished ; for even then, those who bad now

gone forth from her would have felt it their duty to abandon a

Church which submitted to an interference from the State, incooi-

patible with the great truths of the Gospel and her own constitu.

tioQ. 'Jhcue positii>as might be clearly proved in a variety of waysy
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