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and not to every other Protestant church in
christendum.  achi of these Churchies will cun-
fess that they have a distiuct guvernment in
things sacred; and though there are vaiious
modes of fixing the line of demarcation, yet
cich will affirm that there is a line of demarca-
tion between the civil and ccclesiastical powers
—a department which oue claims as its vwn, and
with which the other cannot interfere.  But the
war-cry of our adversaries—the law of the land
~—which has been resoundedin our cars from
all quarters, and has been lately repeated—1I am
sorry, but not surprized, to observe—by Sir
Robert Peel—would swallow up and confound
all these distinctions—would effice the line of
demarcation by trampling it under foot, and
would not leave one inch of that peculiar territo-
sy un which the government of the church alone
cun stand.  This appears to me to be the puint
of the misconception and misunderstanding
which existsbetween the two parties.  The law
of the land carries all before it. We suy so
t00; but thea we add the qualification, that
it is so only in wmaiters of ciul efiect, this is
cither not listened to, or regarded as a mere quib-
ble and cobweb ergument. The distinct go-
vernment of the church is an idle fancy under
such a regulation as this ; and dwugh it lLus
had a place on the stutute book for the lust
150 years, yet just because of cne decisien in
the Auchterarder case, it is now to beheld as
an airy nothing and a dream. Yet these legal-
ists, or law-men, if prossed with the possible
case of an admission, by the Civil Courts to the
communion table, would recoil and escapcfion
the suppusition—not however, by denying the
power or the right of thesecular authority, but
by denying that such a case could happen, or
by telling us that that would never do (hezr).
At this rate the liberties of the church depend
upon a mere volition—upon an undestarding,
raistaken though it be—or, in other words, up-
on a contingency in which all practical securi-
ties for our independence are taken away. I
do not sympathise in the faith of those people
who tellus that one contingency or another
will never Lappen. It is astonishing when
once acourse of deviation from right conduct
has beean entered upon, to find how soon both
actors and spectators get recouciled to the
boldest and farthest stretches of” power—how
much farther than either at first had imagined
it possible. At the beginning of this cor.tro-
versy, for example, the interdict in the Lethen-
dy case was regarded as an ast unprezedented
since the days of William and Mary—it excited
universal surprise, and a unanimous Commniszion
testified against it.  But now we find that two
hundred aud sixty declarationists can Le found
0 hold up their faces for it (hear). ‘Then
came the interdict not against the actings of a
Presbytery, but against the actings of the peo-
ple; and thongh ull hands were raised in as-
tonishinent on account of it at first, yet men
Jearned to swallowit. Then cemec the inter-

dict against preachung, in which the charch ac-
quiesced at first withuut a wurmur, because
when we came to examine iuto its terms, we
found that it only til us down frum the use of”
the church, and the churchyard, and tho
school, and finally the bell, all of which being
of the genius civil, and conscquently within the
cuinpuss of the civil jurisdietion, we at unce
deferred to the decizion.  But then after every
une thuught the Court of Sessiun Lad doue its
uttermost, there came forth what is culled the
extended interdict, under which we are furbid-
den to preach in the district of Strathbogie =zt
all, and the ministers of the church of Scotlund
a budy acting under the authurity of the Gene-
rul Assciubly, are debarred from preaching in
a whole country side, where Sceeders, Unitari-
ans, Sucialists, and the apostles of infidelity and
sedition may in this land—(loud cheers)—in
which all people of the classes T have enumera-
ted, wmay, i this land of unboanded toleration
tihe ther full swing.  When this lact inter-
dict caine furthy I bolivve that the strictest
legalist in the Parlament House was struck
und thrown aback, as by a momentary glare of
conviction, that the matter had now gone too
far, and it was said that the instigators of this
\iolent outrage meant it as an experiment, and
that they did ot intend to follow it out or to act
upon it. Iowever this may be, the sensation
has gone off; the interdict hus been renewed ;
and whetler or not they mean to act upon it,
we, thie church and the ministers of the church,
have no chuice but 1o act againstit (applanse).
We must stand out against this series of ag-
aressions, thus rising 1n magnitude one above
the other, else the wmeriost recesses of the
sanctuary will be opened to the invader and
trampled under foot. I know the cbloquy
which will be heaped upon us. I have heard
the odious names which will be given to us for
this resistance ; and I amn prepered for tiem.
If not an impartial public, ut least an impertial
posterity, will tell whether we are rebels or
they are persecutors (loud applause). Here X
may say one word to those who express the
hope, and ! observe that Sir Robert Peel is
among the number (laughter), thut we will yet
aive up our person:l feelings and do otherwise
than this. ‘T'o what personal feelings he re-
fers, he does not specity—-whether it be the
feeling of irritation or of falsc honor—the pride
of men who lkave committed themselves, and
gone too far to reiract without shame and deg-
radation. If so, never was an appeal made
wider of its object. These personal icclings
have no existence with us, or il they have, it Is
in such a slight degree that they arcaltogether
overborne by principles of a depth, and height,
and breadtl, und length, sufiicient to cngress
and occupy the whole man. “The principles—
whether our adversaties comprehend them or
not—which are the only moving forces that
have told, and still tell, upon the Assembly, are
the full sccurity of our spiritual independence



