The Bihop's Tetn.

& proper light, we have extracted the fillowing rea<ons< from a sl pame-
plilet published a few years ago at Moutreal, and understaod 1o be wiit-
ten b A el leweron Lowery, who at that time was vesiding in Canacda, 1h 1
wasat first a gomd dead of opposition there to concedine this power o the
Bishop: bt after awhile hetter eounsels prevailed. and the resait is that
nutany in the diocese of Mantreal, but in ol the British Xorth Ametiean
dioceses, where Synods have been ostablished, (he power of checking
hasey b saltion hoas been veseseve Lo the Bishop by an alnest e
vote, We commend the following rensons to the ¢ aretitl con=ideranon of
ouraeaders, feeling sure that they must have great weight with thought-
ful wen --

* 1. Tue power the Bishop woald exercise in the Svand eonkd he only of
# negoive, and ot of a postive character. He eonld do nothine in the
Bynodaeainst the witl of the elerey, or aainst the will of the Liity  he
could only withold his conseut 10 2 measnre which he con-cientiously he-
lieves to be not forthe gond of the diove-e.

2 e mnst alwavs be remembered that the Bishop's eare iv aver the
whole dingese , that of 2 clergvnim over only hiz own peoish or niis ion
and a Lavisan’s interest is chivtly confined to his own weighbourhnnd, $low
et we, of the clerey or hite, with simller responatulity, wish to fnee
upin . whole diveese that whieh he who is bound to eure for all cannot
approve ? .

i A Bishop.whose conemrence in the doings of 1 Synod is not thaneht
essential, Will sometimes be placed in the position of ane compelled to act
i his own diocese u1 der vegulations wade contrary to his expressed jumly-
ment.  Inthat ease heis not 1 Bichop, bat the mere instriument of tho-e
orer whom he s pliced, and Sor the oversight of whom he must give
[/eeoung,

4. It isofthe essence of a Bishop's office to yale und to administer the
discipline of the Chwreh, At the wost solcwm mowent of his life—his
con~ceration—he was reminded that he was abont to be * admitted 1o the
goternment of the Chareh ot Cheist, which He punchaced with na loss
price than the effnsion of Hixown blood,” and most solemnly the promi-c
was demzanded of him, boefore he eonld receive the Bishop's office, that he
wonld adiinister the discipline of the Church™” aceording tosuch smthmity
as he hax by God's word. and s to him should be committed.”  How ean
we expeeta Bichopto surrender an anthoriry which God has bestowed npon
hine 2 How could we afteswids respect one who had relinquished a sacred
right. hound upon his office and person by sanction~ so0 awtul 2

5. The clergy were «eled at their ovdination, ** will you reverently obiey
sour ordivary and  other chiel ministers, nnto whom is committed the
charge and government over vou. submitting  vonrelves to their golly
Judziment?”  And they answered © T will s do.”” And yvet if this negative
power i~ withheld from the Bishop.they willtrequentlv find themselvesinthe
position of furcine on a mensure against the ** judgment,”” perhaps to the
grief and vexation of the Bizhop, to the eertain peril of violating their
ordination vows,

6. Ifwe deprive the Bi-hop of this power we reduce our Church to a
Presbvtery 5 one of the main  distinetions between the Presbyteriane and
the Chareh being that the chief” anthoriey lies, with the former in the
Presbytery, with the latter in the Bishop.  Our regrimen is not Presbyter-
ian b Episcopal.

7. If wedeprive the Bichop of this power, a faithful Churchman may
often be plaived in this dilewnna, viz: that he must either abide by a regu-
lation passed cortrary to the judgment and desire of b Bishop, or sywpa-
thive with the Bishop, and reiect a repnlation jwmrosed by the Synod,
Can this beugreeable to the oidinance of God, who isthe author not of
confu-ion but of order ?

8. If we deprive the Bishop of this power, then the regulations of the



