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and promote tha iaterest of religion in the
Church.”

1r. Cook.—Whun I came to look at these
plans, what do I find? The firat plan pro-
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!people in the election of the ministers, is it
i expected that they are to put ali their places
! at the disposal of the peopls with the view of

, their being re.elected ? That is not propos-

poses ¢ that patrons shall possess the right of | ed ; but it is proposed to break up the sys-
nomination or presentation as at present, but | tem on which additions have been made 1o

that the members of the partieular congrega- !

tions shall be invested by law with a co.ordi-
nate right in regard to the presentation, so
that, unless they concur in it, the presen-
tution shall not be effeciual for further pro-
ceedings in the Church Courts.” That iz to
say, if vou take this in its obvious interpreta-
tion. it will he essentislly necessary, whenever
a presentation is issued by a patron, before it
can become velid for bringing the presentee
before the Presbytery, there must be the as-
sent of all membere of the congregation. Tnat
is the plain result of the reading of the plan
as it stands here; and that is a resuit which
T need not say, can never be achieved. But
what do they say?-—* Wkat persons are to
be considered members of the songregation,
what should be regarded as their *concur.
rence, what ought to be the nuture of the
procedure to follow upon t}ze lodging of the
presentation and other similar matters of de-
tail, may be left for after inquiry and arrange-
wment.” 1 should scarcely imagine there are
tnany men in this General Assezbly who will
be prepared to say that this is the plan they
will prefer, when they have yet to find out
who are 10 be considered' “ members of con-
gregation,” what the word  concutrence” thas
is required means, and, * what cught to be
the nature of the procedure to follow upon
the lodging of the presentation.” (Leughter.)
And then, as if all this were not sufficient to
Jeave us in a considerable amount of dark.
ness, they add * other similar matters of de.
ail.” (More laughter.) Then we come 1
the secand point—* It was suggested thar a
direct and unqualified voice migh: he given
to the people.”  Well, Tunderstand 2 ** direct
unqualified voice” in the election of their
minister, when it is given to the people,
mezns that the people are to be entjtled io
cume forwerd anl give their vores fur the
person they believe 10 be most capable and
fit to be their minister. But that is not the
intention of this plany for the report r ads,
* and that for this purpose the plan of election
might be based on a system formerly recog-
nised in {aw so far us suited to the present
time.” It is not; you will observe, to be
based on the * system formerly recognised hy
Jaw.” but that system, like the system of pat-
ronaze, is to be broken up also, tha it may
be v suited to the present times.” !
purpose,” they go on to say, ** it is proposed
to re-eract, with this gnalification, th+ Act of
William ard Mary, 1690, c. 23, giving the
nitiative power in the eiection of ministers to
ueritors and elders.” Tnat is to say, the
kirk-session is to be one of the part s who
are to act in the election of ministers, Ifthe

» Forthis |

the kirk-session, which system has existed
since 1642, It has been proposed to popu-
laris~ all our kirk-sessions, thet they may dis-
charge the duty of expressing the mind of the
people in the election of ministers. Mo sup.
pose for & moment that the kirk-session in
such a case would be left to exercise an inde-
pendent voice iz to make the widest supposi-
tion that cau possibly be conceived. Then
they are to be joined with another party—
Joined with the heritors of the parish; and
the old system also is to be broken up here
—not to make it suited to modern liberality,
but, what I would sey, to make it suited to
modern intolerance. (Hear, hear) It is
gravely proposed that from out the body of
the heritora of Scotland are to be weeded sll
those men who do not bejong to our com-
munion. Now I nm not prepared to deny
that it is to me, as it is to every other mem-
ver of the Church, & matter of regret that so
many of those who hold high and influential
positions in Scotland do not belong to the
Chureh of Scotland ; but I think there are
obvious causes and reasons why that shouid
be, without supposing that it implies hostility
and opposition to the Church of Scotland.
(Hear, hear.) We must remember that, in
consequence of long-continued connection
with qEng]and, we have fallen mucn out of
the place of an independent kingdom, and
that there is an amount of intercourse between
the aristocracy of the two countries which has
led to the education of the gr:at body of the
young aristocracy of Scotland in England. I
say that, under these circumstances, it is per-
fectly nataral that many of these young men
‘ should adhere to the cowmunion of that
Church of which during their education they
have been members; and am I to be told
that & man is to be punished for holding con-
scientious religious opinionr—(hear, hear)—
that fr maintaining the religinus opinions he
! holds to be most consistent with the Ward of
God, thers must be withdrawn from uis in-
herited and patrimonial rizhts . (Appiavse.)
If there is one thing for which I am more
proud of the Church of Scotland than aunother
—if there is one reason why I more steadily
adhere to her communion and desire all men
to coutinue in it—it is because of this, thes 1
! believe the Church of Scotland to be one of
the most tolerant Churches that now exist.
{Heur, hear.) Whether I look to Establish-
ed Churches or to other denomi:nations of
Chriatians, I know none of them that enter-
tain a trusr spirit of Christian moderation and

! liberality than the Church of Scotland: and I

grieve to think that they should have come
forward even with the suggestion of a propos-

kirk-session is to be the represcatative of the ! al which weald not for one moment, as wes



