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draw fromn her conmuonion; the Church ot Canada
in connex:on with the Charch of Scotlaad has
lutherto stood on terms of the cosest nunty and
friendship with iat Chureh, tenns obviously ex-
pressise of the fullest appruliiion i her docsnines,
goveroment, and discipline ; by contamaing that
connexwon a9 1t has hitherto stood, the Synod of the
Presbyienan Chasch of Canada have virtually de-
clared that they gse tier sanction o the mas of
the Estabhished Chutch ef Scotlnad, or ai feastthat
they regard thican a3 shght aud venml, they nave
wiatuessed, w4 word, not agaast her but tor her—
aud, theretore, we huve been compelied 1o wathe
draw lroin conmumon wath that Syanod, we bave

felt 1t an wnpertine duty to free oursclves irom the |

gy respunsitniity fur the errors anl defectonr o
the Estabushed Charch of Scotiand which they
have thus assumed, and 1o orgamize, as a rathful
watacss for Chinstan tins mauer, the Presby tenaa
Church of Canada.

Brethren, 13 not thus simple statement of the facts
of the case, of mtself a vindication of our procee.
dure?—\Were we notin the circumstances called by
our duty to Chrnist to do as we have done ?

But we are apxtous, Daasly Beloved, to mive to
every one of you the tallest satisfrction in thismat-
ter, and soliciting yvour paitent attention, we shall
proceed to atlustrate the positons whieh we have
above lud down :

1. Fist we say that the Established Church of
Scotland has sinned in matters vatal and fundamen-
tal—that she has, in a word, practieally repudiated
the doctnne of Chnst's sole Headslup over lus
Church.

Thiais a gri~vous charge to bring agninst any
Church of Christ, ard one not 1i -“vly to bz prefer-
red ; but we are pained to say that in the present
instance it is true, and supported by cvidence
which cannot he gamsayed.

of the decirions to which we have qust referred,
there would be fewer attempts made to gloss over
the a1ns with wluch that Church is chargeable.

‘T'he courts of law, then, it will be obscrved, have
amdvanced a claun generlly, to review the pruceed-
1ags of the Ecclermnsucal Courts, in all casesan
which tlicy concerve that aean st iterestas aflcted,
and in consequence, should they sce caunse, tunter-
dict the procedure or to suspend the sentences of
these courts Aad this claun they have put forth in
such a way, as to prove beyomd all questivn, that it
wuuld enable them, of catned out, to drg under
thers gunsdiction the whole ceclesiasucal affrs of
the Charh, Thns 1o diusirate by a few leading
1nstances «—On the ground that some civil 1nterest
was alficted, they have merfered to prevent a
‘ Presby tery frum carryig out the law of tiie Church
|

with regiud 1o calls, and giving etlect o the dissent
of the Chustian people in regard to the settdenen:
of a Pustor over them, as in the case of Mr. Young,
Presentee to Auchterarder, . they have waterdicted
a Presbytery from ordaming a 1€ .entee to the Pas-
toral oftice, as i the case of Lethendy ; they have
iwued a decree reqmnng a Preshytery to take a
Preseatee on trials, and to onlain lam to the oflice
of the Holy Munistry, as in the case of Marnoch ;
f they have deewded that the refusal of a Presbytery
to confer ordination renders them hable to an action
of damages, as for an ordinary civil wrong, as in
the case of the Presbytery of Auchterarder, they
have suspended the sentence of deposition passed
by the General Assembly itself, in the name of the
Lonl Jesus Chnst, upon Ministers guilty of the
most ngxravated lorm of contumacy, and nterdici-
jed the Chureh from carrying her sentencc into
cffeet,.as in the ease of the majoruy of the Preshy-
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iem in its most degmding form, wa know not to
what these terms are applicable. .

Such, Brethren, are the claims to cxerciae con-
troul over the Ecelesiasticnl Conrts, which have
been made by the Courts of Law in Scotland, and
sanctioned by the Imperial Legielnture, and made
the ground of legislation in Lord Aberdeen’s Bill ;
aud the Established Chureh of Scotland, we would
unext observe, has subnutted to these claimes, nay,
has huimalogated them, and made them a ground of
acton, in her own decisions. By her giving up
not only the form but the principle of the Veto ™
Law, or in other words the great principle of our
Chush, thas no Pastor shall be intruded on a re-
cunmog congregativn . by har decisions and her
action an the cases of Lethiendy, and Marnoch, and
Anchterarder, by whicl she has cairied into effect
all that the Civil Courts deminnded in these cnses;
by hier finding that the seven ministers of the Pres-
bytery of Stiathbogie, who had_been soleninly de-
posed from the office of the ministry by the Gene-
ral Assembly, had never been deposed nt all, and
conscquently that all the ordinances they had dis-
pensed in defiance of that deposition, were valid or-
dinances of the Lord Jegus Christ : by her allow-
ing the right of the comvicted and deposed thief of
Cambusnethan, still to discharge the spiritual du-
tics of his office, as if his deposition, because
declared by the Courts of Law to have been passed
by an incompetent court, had been no better thana
nullity and a faree ; and by ber exclusion of quoad
sacre” ministers from Church Courts, and even
from the right of Moderating in Kirk Scssions;
by these decisions and these actings, decisions and
actings in which she has made the law asdeclared by
! the civil power—not the law asdeclared by Christ

i tery of Strithbogie ; they lave interdicted and | and wterpreted by the Church—the rule and ground
, suspended the gentence of a Presbytery, as incom- § of her action, she has, we mmintain, conceded
petent (rom the presence in it of certaia Minsters, « bevond all question, the Emstian clams of the
althonah that sentence wasasentence of deposition ¢ Civil Courts, and bartered away her own and her

We ds not intend to recapitulate the history of  on a Minister convicted of theft, as m the case of, people’s blood-bought prisaleges, for the sake of the
the struggle so long maintamed within_the Es- j Camtusuethan; and they have profuhited the ; countenance and support of the state,
tablished Church of Scotland by the fiends of | Church fromn extending her gparual overaghting  Direthren, has this Church been puilty of no sin
Free Church priuciples, which at Iength sssued | adaptation to the waats of an increasing population, , 1n matters vital and fundnnental ? —Is this the
in the disruption of that Chanl, and the formativa (b the formanon of parishes, guvad sucra, as i, Church of Knox aad Mehille and Henderson 71—
of the Free Protesting Charch of Scotland—rgeither | the case of Stewarton, Ils this a Church acting on the principles for the
do we intend to proavuuce an uaqualified culogium | Now the unrighieous nature, the Erastianism of , mamntenance of wlich, o many of the worthies of
on all that the supporters of these prnciples hase | the claims e:nbodied w these and samnlar decistons, | Sceiland have laid down their lives 2—Or, is this
donc, duting the progress of that eventful struggle. | consists in this—that the courts of law do not a Church with which a_pure and faithful witness
Such is nut ncccasary to the confinmaiion of vur | merely assert theu fight 2o g+ or wathhold cavil | for Christ and for the rights of his Crown, as King
charge agawmst the Estublished Church of Scotland, | effectivom the decisious of the EcclesiasucalCourts, , of Saints and King of Kings, can lawfully remain
The commencement and the vanous steps of that | —that was perfectly within their province, and no | in fuendly intercourse?  We mistake as to the in-
struggle, muy have beea well, or nmy havebeeall | one has disputed their nght to review and to haut | telhigence and gpint of the Presbyterians of Cana.
adviscd—in vihier words,th: Free Clurch party may | the decisions of Ecclesiastical Courts thus far— . da, if you are not prepared 10 answer indix:nantly,
have acted pradenily or unpradently i passing the , but they have assened their nght to aterdict and , No ¢ she has practically denicd the sole Headship
Veto Law, and in the varous measures by which , to suspund purely spinital and Ecclesiastucal acts. | of the Lord Jesns Christ over lus Churcli—she has
they asszited thear night o aphold, 1 defiance of the , They have asserted their nght, not merely to e« allowed the Civil Power to &at, where he only
cil powas, the prnciple of that Law—into these , veat the cajoyment of the fruus of a benefice from  should sit whose nght it s to rule—she is unwor-
questions (alithongh we have no doubt oursslves of . being dependant on the call of the people, but to ! thy of support.
the trinmphant vindication which sughtbe wmade of | present o Prezbytery from giving coclesiastical ef- ;. But we have said that the Church of Canada in
all the leading steps of the policy which taey pur- | fect 0 the call=aot werely 1o prevent a munister y conuexion with the Charch of Scotland, has hither-
suaed), into these guestions, we eay, we do not -, orduned to a Pastoral charge, from deriving civil | to stood on ternas of the closcst amity and friendship
tend to enter.  T'ie question to be decaded 1y what - banefit fiom that chiarge, but to_prevent the Pres- ( with the Esiablished Church of Scotlaud, terms ob-

18 the preseat poaion of the Established Church of |, bytery from periormung the spinitual act of ordi-
Scotland?  Aad the graud charge wlich we prefer | nation 0a s behalfl—not mcrely to withhold the
agaiust thos: who now consutate that Church , fruits of the beacfice if a Presbytery do not ordain
rests, not oa the Justory of thar mugnitons though | a_certun Presentee, but to require them 20 ordain
too successlul opposition to the strugsle niatained |, hity, nay wnore, to punish them by fine orimprison-
by the advocates of the nghts of the Caristian pro- ¢ nent if they refusc—not m2rely to prevent deposi-
ple, aad of the exclasive supremacy of Catist over ¢ twa from bang lollowed by civil coasequences, ot
his owa hous:, but o a ground which caa be tra- , 1o prevent both suspension _aad deposition from
velled over n sach fewer words, and which can j beng followed by disqualification for the spi-
lcave no rov.n for doabit oa the paitof any vne who , nitual duties of the oifice of the ministry —not
will ealy attentsely examme st—we mma the ; marely o pr :¢ the decisions of an Ecclesias-
clame to contrmul over th: ailurs of the Church, | tical Coust, whea constitated in a certain way, to
which have been cinrohed @ vanoas decisions o) be insalid as to civil effects, bat to declere Giem
the Crul Courts, and saactioncd by the Imperial jamalid also as to effects which are purely and un-
Legislaiare, and the assent to these uanghtrous, deniably ecclesiastical—and not merely to refuse
claims gwven by the Churcl, and embodied in the | civil saaction to the procecdings of a Church Court
decisions of her General Assembly.  We balieve | contuming certain membere, but to interdict such
that it individuals, instead of involving themselves mcmbcm.{;pm taking their scats in that court, and
in the discussion of the ments of the Veto Law, | to refuse themn the night of exercising even proper
aod oth:r branch:s of the now fimshzed coatroversy { parochial superintendence ovar the flocks entrusted
within the Chureh, cxamined the presaat position | to their care.  If this be not an encroachment into

of the Established Church of Scotland by thelight | the Ecclesiastical province~if $hisbe not Erustian-

viously expressive of th: fullest approbation, in all
matiers vital and fundamental, of her doctrines,
government and disciplinc: and ou this poiat
lengthened argument or illustration will not be
necessary.

The cxact nature of the relation in which the
Synod in connexion with the Church of Scotland
has hitherto stood to that Church, and the terms
on which she has held her endowments from the
State, are still matters about which conflicting’
sviews are entertained.  The whole subject of the
relation in ‘which, on Presbyterian principles, a
Coloaal Church should Ye held to stand to the
parent Church in Britain, has never yet received
that consideration, or derived the advantage of that
thorough elucidation, to whichits greatimportance
entitles it; and each party is apt to make their
own crude and undigested views of what they think
to be proper and desirable in this matter, the rule
as to what actually is. And hence the conflicti
views to which we have referred. .Colonﬁ
Committee of the Eswblished Church, in the re.



