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should he effectual if they interfered with
the rights and privileges of the Church,
of which interference, and of  which
spiritual considerations the Chureh itself
was to be the exclusive judge. Earl,
then Lord John Russell, concurred in
fhis vicw, as did other statesmen on
both sides of politics.  Sir Robers Peel
said emphatically :—

«This House and the country never
could lay it down, that if a dispute should
arise in respect of the statute law of the
land, such dispute should be referred toa
tribunal not subject to an appeal to the
Housc of Lords.  If peace could be secur-
ed, if the rights of the subject could be
maintained consistently with the demands
of the Church, then, indeed, such is my
apinion of the pressing evils of this pro-
tracted dispatation, that I should almost
be induced to make any concession to
obtain tranquillity. DBut my belief is
that such claims, were yon to concede
them, would be unlimited in their ex-
tent. . . . 1f the House of Com-
mons is prepared to depart from those
principles on which the Reformation was
tounded, and which principles are essent-
ial to the maintenance of the civil religi-
ous liberties of the country. nothing but
evil would result, the greatest el of
which would be the establishment of
religious domination, which would alike
endanger the religion ot the country and
the civil rights of man.” )

That patronage was the mere staihicg
horse used by the leaders of the party
which ultimately beeame the Free Church
and that ceclesiastical supremacy under
the name of Spiritual Independence. wits
the real object aimed at, is abundantly
evident from the course tollowed since
the abolition of patronage in Scotland,
where an attempt has been made  to
draw together two ecclesiasticul  bodies
holding the most opposite views, with
the object of disendowing and disestab-
lishing the Church of Scotland. That
the members of the branch of the Church
ot Scotland in this country refuse to
join with those whose sympathies and,
before long, whose active efforts, wili be
added to those of their fricnds in the
Mother Country, is <imply a duty they
owe to themselves and to the Church by
which they have been fostered.  As re-
presented ceverywhere their cbjections
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are childish, arising from stupid obstin-
acv.  But they are more than  that,
They are founded on reason and on jus-
tice, on the love of coustitutional liberty,
respect tor the laws and deteruination
to preserve the rights ot conscir aee.

Lest £ should b2 suspected of using
the words of those who were opposed to
the Free Chui-a 1 quv:  the
following from one of the leading author-
ities of that bu:ly, the Rev. Dr. Kennedy,
of Dingwall, in a lecture delivered last
January. His claim to speak on behalt
of that Church and his ability to do so
must be fully recocgnised by all who have
followed her history. The word Erast-
ianism placed in antithesis to Papaey,
did good service in its day, but sensible
men now laugh at the long pole, white
shees, sconped out turnip and candle end
which trightened the ignorant. In the
present case it moaas simply Constition-
aiism.  Dr. Kennedy says:

¢ As to spiritual independence T will
only say that there curbe no  difficulty
in proving the Free Church docetrine re-
garding it to be Scriptural.  Christ is
f(ing of Zion. .A\ssuch itis ilis to ap-
puvint the province, the organization,
and the work of the Church. Tt is Ilis,
too, to issue laws for her guidance in
the performance of her waork, and as e
has done so, it is not ailowable that the
Church should conform her action to any
other rule, or subject her will to any
other authovity. ller King is alive and
YMe hath the se ven spirits  of God.
Lie can, therefore, effectually regulate
the action of the Church. The Church
shculd not submit to any authority but
Christ’s in doing her proper work, and
she requires no other guidance than that
of Hiz word and spirit in order that her
work chouid be rightly done. She has
to please “hrist, and Christ alone: and
she is to be guided by Christ, and Chrisg
alone.

¢ Within the Establishment (the
Chureh of Scotland) in Disruption times,
and to a great extent still, the idea on
this subject was that either ot the powers
—Church and State—must be superior if
not supreme ; that they cannot be co-or-
dinate, and that in order to a settling of
arising differences, cither must be en-
titled to decide, as being superior in
authority to the other. So says popery



