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tons, no step was taken without consulting the fegal
and political ml:’iscrs of the crown in Scotland; and,
independently of’ being supported by other legul ad-
vice of very high authority, the measure ulumately
adopted by the church was introduced and capried
through the assembly, with the full concurrence aud
sunction of these public functionsries.

“ ‘The matter having fmed the subject of deliber-
ation aad discussion in the gencral assembiv during
the two previous years, and havingbeen, u tive: meau-
time fully canvassed throughout the country, the As-
sembly did at lengtii, in the year 1834, puss . enncet-
ment, by which it ¢ declares that it is o fundamental
law of this church, that no pastor shall be intruded
on any congregution contrary to the will of the peo-
ple; and in order to carry this principle into full e
fect, the presbyteries of the church shall be instructed
that, if, at the moderating in a call to o veeant pas-
toral charge, the major part of the male heads of fa-
milics, members ofthe vacant congregution, and in
full commuaion with the church, siall disapprove of
the person in whose favour the call is proposed to be
moderated in, such disapproval shall be deemed sut-
ficient ground for the preshytery rejecting such per-
son, und he shall be rejected accordingly.” 7

The well-known case of Auchterarder-scon
occurred. Mr. RobertYoung bemg presented by
Lord Kinnoul to that parish, was vetoed by the
people ; the congregation, we believe, consists
of about 1300 communicants, and out of these
only about two, wio were connected with s
own relatives voted in his favor. ‘L'he Presby-
tery accordingly, in cunformity with the veto
law, rejected Mr. Young. This sentence ot the
Presbytery was brought under the review of the
Court of Session, by Mr. Young and Lord Kin-
noul, as aftecting their civil rights; and ihis
court appointed the Presbytery to proceed with
his ordination, and on appeal to the House of
Lords, their decision was confirmed on the 3rd
of May last. The whole matter now came be-
fure the iast General Asserably, when the fol-
lowing re.olution was submitted to theuwr con-
sideration by Dr. Chalmers, aud carricd by a
large majority :—

¢ The General Assembly having hieard the report of
the Yrocurator on the Auchterarder case, and conaid-
ered the judgment of the House of Lords, afiivining
the decision of the Court of Session, and being satis-
fied that. by the said judgment, all questions of civil
right, so far as the Presbytery of Auchterarder is con-
cerned, arve substantially decided, do now, in sccord-
ance with the uniform practice of this Church. and
with the resolution of last General Assembly, ever to
give and inculcate implicit obedience to the decisions
of civil courts in vegard to the civil rights und emolu-
ments secured by law to the Church, iastruct the said
Presbytery to ofier no farther resistance to the claims
of M. Young, or the patron, to the cmoluments of the
benetice of Auchterarder, and to refraia from claiming
the jus devolutum, orany other civil right or privilege
connected with the said beaefice.

“ And whereas the principle of non-intrusion is one
coeval with the Reformed Kirk of Scotland, and torms
an integral part of its constitution, embodied in its
standards, and declired in various Acts of Assembly,
the Geaeral Assembly resolve that this principle can-
not b2 abandoned, and that no presentee shall be for-

ced upon any parish contrary to the will of the con-
gregation.

““And whereas, by the decisinn above referred to, it
appears that when this principle is carried into eflect
in any parish, the legal provision for the sustentation
of the ministry in that pavish may be thereby suspen-
ded, the General Assembly being deeply impressed
with the unbiappy consequences which must arise from
any collision between the civil and ecclesiastical au-
thorities, aud holding it to be their duty to use every
means in their power, not invalving any dereliction of
the principles und fundamental laws of their constitu-
tion, 1o prevent any stch unfortenate resuhts, do there-
fore appoin a committee for the purpose of consider-
ing in what way the privileges of the National Estab-
hishment, and e banmoay hetween Chuich and State
may remuin unimpaired, with instructions to confer
with tha Goverament of the counury, if they shall seo
cause.”

A clamor has been raised that the church is
in rebellion agrinst the law of the jand, and this
is often spoken by persons who give themselves
lictle trouble as to its truth, and with the view
of prejudicing the charch in the estimation of
the community. In the tract now betore us
we have 2 full and solid vindication of the church
from this charge; but ourlimits prevent us from
entering largely int the subject. It will be
observed that Dr. Chalner’s motion gives up
tothecivil courts the things over which they
take cognizance, we mean the temporalities of
the benefice, and provides for that to which the
power of the civil court dees not extend, “the
re-adjusiment of the harmony between church
and state,” by a conference % with the govern-
ment of the country.”  In strictlanguage there
can be no coliision between the ecclesiastical
and civil courts, inasmuch as the civil court
takes cognizance of tewmporalities, and the ec-
clesiastical courts of the doctrinc and discipline
of the church, while the legislature stands in a
common relation to them Loth. When the
state entered into o union with the church, she
took Ler, not as a mere corporation, but in her
characteras a sceiety, whose soleand only head
is Christ, and by whose laws, in cvery thing ec-
clesiastical, she would be ruled. Has the
church, giving effect to Lier own testimony and
articles, adopted a measurc which seems as if
it would separate the union. To whom is the
church amenable ? Is it to the civil courts %—
She never stipulated with them on this matter,
and they may not infringe upon matters of a
parely spiritual kind~which ordination is.—
Shic is amenable directly to the legislature of
the country, between whom and the church the
stipulations of the union were made. And if;
consistently with her duty to Christ her only
head, she can bring about “the re-adjustment
of the harmony” between herself and the state
—allis well, If not—then a mutual divorce
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