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lu1 the cvening a
PULBLIC MEETING

was lield, at wieh Lord Moncrieff pre-
sided. [lis rtemarks, lie thouglît, thouglI)
flot prothuîid, would repre.sent the
thouglits of tise laity regarding what
miglit be called the secular effeet of
l'resbyterian Churcli goveru ment. They
were met in mne spi rit oF brotherhood
and mutluisynipathy and respect. Pres-
byterian comînh'nities, iike ail other com-
munities, lmd their owrs distinctive
sections, their own pronouneed opinions,
their o%, subjects of difference. DWf-
ferences acire were laid aside, and they
wcre met for tbe purpose of union and
co-operation respecting even tise differen-
ces which, tisough they existed, could
Dlot separale tisose wbo were ore in
ot)ject and heurt. This. confereiace was
iveii-tamtd in Ûie present juneture of
religiaous Optinion and belief. Ther'e were
those wlio looked with sorne despondency,
apprehension, and foreboding upon the
state of opinion throughout the world.

Itwa. no doubt un ag,ý of bold inquiry
-an age when man forgotten dogmas
were revived. and many received truttis
were decried or derided. Hre had no
apprehiension of the tendency of the
present age. So far as one could read
i, - fu-.ure, lie thought these si-ns wecî*
not in the last discouraging. WThile lie
wished to extend that freedom of opinion
to others wh ieh hie deîuandvd for hi mself,
lie could îzot help rernarking that titere
were soine wvho seemied to try, belonging
as they did Io the Presbyterian Churcli,
how fair they could stray from the IPres-
byterian faith. without wishing to be de-
serters froru it. He thought those peo-
ple should remember that the freedomn
of conscience, the liberty of opinion, the
toleration, -whiei enabled them to express
thieir own mind, 'vas the fruit, wholly
and solrlv, of tue Reforrnation. The
heresies which were dug up in one age,
refiuted-in the next, and discovered aza
iii tise third. siwply indicated the ten-
dency of the hiumais mimd. He did flot

think there was anytiting iii present
speculatioris to lead msen to despond in
tise slighte-4 degree for tise future
opinions of the world. Tmat spirit
which siot only could maintain it.Qcif, but
which leavtned the whole niind of Europe
when the powers of easrh were against
it, was quite able to hoid itls own, Po-
thussg but its own supineness wus against
il. He, had rather bave ain age of' in-
quiry and disputation like tise present
than an age oU Iethargy «and indifi' rence.
Earnestne@.4 was really the qroundation of
ail success. aud they miglit depend uFon
it that out of thse contact of ensest
minds the spark of truth was 10 be elicit-
ed. Mens must be met with their own
weapous, aud if tse challengers of au-
ciently reeeived opinions were to be met
with success, thcy nmust be met on their
own ground; Iearning must be brought
against Iearnjng,, knowledge #4gainst
knowledge, earnestness against carnesi-
ness. If those were stsrred up who had
tise power, lie thouglit there would be
no necessity in the end to regret the col-
lision of opinion. Preshytersan Church
goverument was cosmopolitan ; it was
not provincial-flot a Church numbering,
only amongst. its adherents those who
spoke on.e language or desccnded from
the saine iace. Presbyterian polity was
a compiete and symmetrical system.
The Preshyterian Chureli was flot a
college of ecclesiastics, but wvas cowposed
of the whole body of the faithful, and it
was impossible to exaggerate the impor-
tance of the Iay element. The only
remark lie should make with reference 10
spiritual independence was that it ap-
pcared to him impossible to bave spiritual
independence ini a Cburch connected
with the State, unless the ]ay element
was introduced. Spiritual independence
could enl]y properly exist, in its Jull force,
in a Churcli where ise governing body
was not purely ecclesiastical, but where
the people were truly and fairly repre-
sented. There m.s eclesiastical pariîy
in the Presbyterian Churcli; for there
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