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Fromi 1830, to nt Ieast, 1840, this Voluntitry Question agitated the wvhoe
cotintry. The Soecssion and Relief Churches xnost harmioniously co-operatcd,
on the side of freedonm, aud Nvere by these menus brouglit into acquaintane
aud friendship %vith cad, cther, and iute the exorcise of mutual confidence aud
love. Voluttry Societies wcre fornied in every part of tho land. These, aud
other movenients ini defence of christian liberty, wvere fbllowed on the side of
the Establishiment by agitation about the J'eto law, tho ChapelB of EaSe, and
Quaud Sacra Churches, the Chureli Extension sohenie, and the Petitions fur
Additional Endowvments. Ail these schernes wvere condueted on the side of
the E stablishment witI a view to counteraet Dissent, and if possible, to, anni-
hilate it. The*y had even the effroutery te seek such arf inecase of churches
to be bouit sud eudowed at the expense of the nation, ns wvould acconmodate
the whole populjation, and thus su persede the use of Dissenting Churches. It
ivas wouderful that se, little knowl edge of humian nature ceuld be exhibited.
B3ut the Church of Scotland, ensciouns of its imperfections, sud disliking to,
have theni expesed, seemied fer a titue te, be inf-tuated, sud te give an inveutary
impulse te thc Voluntary niovemeut by their own injudicious opposition. Iuto
Ril the nioveinents os the enlighitened side of this great, question, the Relief
Ohurch eutered %vith an activity which did theni boueur. It is a good tliing
to be zcalously affcctcd ini a good cause ; sud couscious that this cause was
gôed, sud muost presper, they overcame ail their denominational diffidence and
reserve, sud went forward witil stout hearts te tho hielp of the Lord against
tbc mlighty.

Comiug thus s0 rnuch into contact with the United Secession, tbc two
churches iucreased in resc.u;nblauce, sud were graduslly prepared fer union.
Th'le stops leadiug te this wvill be given iwben we briug up the Sec-3sion histery
froin 1820 te 1847, whien their union teok place -with the Relief.

' I the meantime it is only necessary, before clesiug this part ef our historie
s. eteh, te take notice of a serions litigation into whichi this Syned were drawn,
1)y whieh their civil riglbts ivere afl'ccted, and ivhich eccupied their attention
for four or five years. We shall best present this inatter, by queting frein a
werk eutitled, Il"Memiorials ef the Union b6twveen. the Secession sud Relief
Cliur-cles'> This case îtrose eut of an attempt on the part of~ Mr. Sinith,
Relief minister in Canipbelton, te get ever his cougregation, sud the property
belongiug te it, te the Estabiied Church. Taking advantage of the remit
sent down by the Relief Syued te, its Congregatiens, te censider the proposai,
of union ivitil the Secession Church, he forced on the alternative, whether they
would unite Nvitlvthe Scession, or join the Church of Scotland. Hie o.vowcd
bis ewn deteriniuatien te be in faveur of joiniug the Establishmnent, snd by
bis observations, reudered it evident that lie was about te take that stop.
Other circumstauces in connexion wvitli this, reudered it nccessary for bis
P.rcsbytery te interfere. Mr. Smith refused te accede te their decisiou, whiehi
rcquired of liini, simply te declare ex aniîie, that lie would abide by thc pris-
ciples of the Relief Synod as at present constituted. After long dealiugs -%ith
Min, they ivero necessitatcd te, declare him. ne longer in connexion w1th the
Relier Body. This decision wvas confirmed by the Synod, te wvhich the case
ivas a ppealcd.

"Mýr. Smith obtained an interdiet frem, the Sheriff, te, prevent the Churcli
froni beiug prcached vacant, until his civil riglits were ascertained in the
Suprerne Court. This case came in due time befere the Court of Session. Tie
question maialy at issue was, Is the sentence of a Dissentiug Church Court te,
bc considered by the Civil Courts, resjudicata? or have the civ'il courts a rigbt
te eKamine, if it lias becu regularly and fairly pronounced, sud, if any flaw is
discovered, set it aside as te, its civil con sequences,-nianse sud stipend? Mr.
Siiîitlh and bis frieuds held the latter, the Synod the former, in this
question. After a leugthiened litîgation, the question was decided in faveur ef

b T Rlief Syod, nd aginst Mr. S.-ith sud his supporters.
c~ Th procedius in this case were wvatchied with auxions intercst, beth by


