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Legislature.  Another thing was that the

Charch of Scotland was full of prosperous
work. Those who advocated this change
were not there on the part of an effete and
decrepit institution. It was an institution
at once venerable and full of vigorous
ife, and was asking for the reconstructiv
life, and asking for the recounstructivn
of a liberty which it cunsidered necessary
for the restoration of® its national powers.
e contended that the change wizht the
were {avorably take place now, when hoth
private and Crown patronage had been
exercised in a way that deserved thankful
ackn swledement.

Mr. MecLaren objeeted to the resolution
because of its extreme vagueness, and also
because it would place the other religious
bodies in Scotland at a disadvantage.

Mr. Gladstone admitted that the subject
was one of great and vital interest to Scot-
land, and thought that the opiuions of the
people of Scotland ought to be carefully
consicered befure any action was taken by
the House.

He wishied to ubserve, Lowever, that the dis-
cussion, interesting as it had been, and the
speech of the hun. gentleman who moved the
1o ion had in reulity ouly passed over the sur-
fuce of the question. s hon. friend commenced
Lis motion with & vague declaration, and con-
cluded by saying that the system of appoint-
went of ministers ought to be greatly altered.
Tlat proposition was a very important ong, but
was a very small portion of the whole subject.
Tt was tiue there had always been a strong
feeling againzt the existence of church patron-
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age.  But, on the other hand, there had been a
most reunwkable diversity of proceeding in
Scoiland, and the widest difference of opinion
had existed in regard to the law of patronage
So far back as 1560 it had been declared in tle
broadest terms that every congregation had .
right to appoint its mimsters. In 1834 the ques.
tion was handled by elders of the Scotcl
Churcli, who were men of ewinence, and wh.,
would be an ornmment to any cumwmunion i,
Christendom, and a eomplete new method ot
prucedure was awlopted.  H.s hon, fiiend pro-
puscd. not that thiey shonld adupt the plan o
the General Assewmbly, but that they shoul.
revert to the et of 1590, He did not point tu
these almost numberless methods of procedure
with any invidious purpose, but only to suppuit
his position. If the time had come to take steje
in the matter, the time had not come for th
House to bind itself by the adoption of abstraci
resolutions which contained no guide and nv
assistance as to the nature of the measure they
intended to adept. His hon. friend must agre
that it was a matter which required furthu
investigation. What he would propose to -
hon. friend would be to propose, nut this sessiul.
but early next session, the appointment of .
Committee to continue its enguiry into the sul»-
ject of the law of patronage. The disruption v
1843, though in sume senses to be deplored, wa-
not an evil without compensation, for it had led
to religious activity. In conclusion, hc would
say that, viewing the inherent difficultics of thi-
case, and the importance that, before takin.
definite steps, they should well understand wha.
they were guing to do.  He proposed that Par-
liament should be invited at the earliest fittirg
opportunity to resume these investigations v
1344, su as that they might have the apportumiy
of gathermg material and satisfying the Hou~
as to the real c.nvictions and wishes of th
people of Scotland in rezard to the law o
patronage.

Our Sanctum.

It we have gone a litle out of our beaten
with in wilading tosthe activa of the Imperial
}’urli;uncnt on the Law or PaTroNaGE, it is not
1.t we care to dabble in politics but because
we furesee the beginning of great issues that,
for weal or woe, will certainly affect all the
Cliurciies of the Realm. That the expressed
Qesire for abolition of Patronage by members of
the Established Church should call forth stren-
uutis opposition from the Church who ostensibly
ot the establishment because patronage was
tulerated, is a significant factyand it is well that
it Lias not been attempted tu conceal what lies
at the root of the opposition—that to acyuiesee
in legislation in this directiun would be to en-
trench the Nativnal Churches in their present
position and give the coup de grace to the cry
for +disestablishment.” The following reso-
lation of the United Presbyterian Church, sub-
mitted for the consideration of the Government,
renders this clear:

¢ That ti ¢ Church whick they represent as &
Committee has loag and carnestly opposed tla
statutory cndowment of religious bodies, an.
from its origin has been opposed, on grounds v.
principle, to Patronage in all its forms ; regaid-
ing the statutory control of the choice of minis-
ters as an interference with the just and scr-
tural rights of the Christian people. Wl
thercfore, they would rejoice to see all moanb.
of the Established Church appreciating ar:
exercising the rights and privileges of Churc.
members in the matter of the choice of the
ministers, and likewise performing the dutics .
| Church members in the matter of their suppor.
they know no reason why legislation should
invoked to deal solely with the evil of patru:-
n%c, and not alsv, and at the same time, with tb
, related evil of cndowment; and they belict
the strongest reasons exist why both the Ieg.:
[ lative control of appointments to benefices, an'
I the legislative provision for incumbents, shoud




