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*ven those lest obviously connected
witli the clerical prof ession-ip very pro-
minently represented by clergy-men in
America. The heads of the more pro-
minent and influential colleges-Yale.
and Princeton, for example, and, until
the other day, Harvard-are clerymen.
Tliey have ail their chapels uner Llie
charge of some distinguislied clergyman.
The general instruction and government,
inoreover, of the several colieges are
largely in the bands of clergyrnenr--so
mucli so, that it bias become of late a
q uestion, whether clerical influence in
te colleges bas not been carried too far.

President Porter, of «Yale, in facing this
question, bias given it as bis opinion that
tais bas been owing in a large dcgree to
the self-sacrificing labours wbicb clergy-
men have made for the American col-
leges. "4The care, inquiry, invention,
and correspondence, the personal cost
and sacrifice, whicb devolve upon those
wlio act as trustees of an infant, and
often a welI-establislied college, are such
that few persans, exccpt clergymen, are
willing to undertake tliem.Y Not only
so, but clergymen in Anierica, lie re-
marks, as we bave done, take tlie lead in
ail intellectual advance. IlIt is but the
simple trutli te say that there is many.a
country clergyman wbose income is
counted by liundreds, wben tliat of bis
clasimate, lawyer or judige, is counted
by tbousands, wbo knows incalculabiy
more of science, as sucli, and of the way
te learn and teacli it, than the aforesaid
judge or lawyer, wliose reputation is the
very hibest in his profession." The
men Ilbest ualified, by special cutr,
fer many ofE plrofe»sis are oftener
found in the clerical profession tban any
other.»*

A slieht acquaintance, witb Amnenca
is sufficient te conflrmn the trutb of these
statemente. Knowlcdgeofeverv kind-
advancing vicws of science, of historical
criticism, or of intellectual and social
tbeory-cireulatc rapidly in Amcrican
aociety, and are far more rapidly reflect-
ed from theo American pulpit than from
ours. Tlis lias its disadvantages; be-
cause that which is crude and false, as
wdil as that whicli is both truc and new,
is apt tocomne in this way tothe front.

lu Dr. Noah Porter on the IlAmerican Col.
loes."9

StilI it is aise, of great importance that
the Christian pulpit should not plainly
lag behind the best tliought of the age,
but sliould be rcady te wcigli and ap re-
ciate evcry advance of opinion, ani to
adjuet its relation to the old truths of
the Gospel. Tro a larger extent, we
tliink, than at home, this function is dis-
cbarged by tlie pulpit in America; and
the mont able of the clergy are found
cvcrywbere abreast of the men ot science
and of literary culture-aà fact, the
bearing of which upon their social and
public consideration, it is liardly neces-
sary to enforce.

But social position is, alfter aIl, every-
wliere largcly de ndent upon income,
and it mai' be aTked wbat is the average
inceme, et clergymen iiià America ? 1
amn sorry that 1 amn unable to give an>'
precise information on tliis subjcct, nor,
Ifear, could any knowledge of partîcular
facts belp us te a fair general conclusion.
Clerical incomes, frorn ail 1 could Icarn,
vary more widely in America than
even at borne. (1 do not, of course, re-
fer te the Cliureb of England, wliose po-
sition in this respect is se exceptional
ainongst Churclies.) The la estin
corne spoken of is that of Mr. H.Ward
Beeclier's at Brooklyn, wlie is said to
rereive 15,000 dollars, or £3000; but
there arc other incomes ini New «York,
such as those of Dr. Morgan Dix of the
Cliarcli of the Holy Trinity, and Dr.
Potter o! Grace Church, (botli Episco-
pal)% and prebably those, of Dr. Hall,
and latcly of Dr. Adams (both Pres-
byterian) wbicb are net mucli in-
ferior. Botb Dr. Dax and Dr. Mornnare said te reccive 12,000 dollars. h
bigbest salary in the Episcopal Metho-
dist body is said te be 5000 dollar@, and
an average incemne is probably not above
1000 dollars, or £200, something like
our own average.

2. As te the worship and teacliing of
thie Churclies, 1 have already spoken of
the ability of the American pulpit. WVe
are apt te asseciate witb tis pulpit that
more prenounced and sensational phase
of eloquence of which wc bear most in
this country. And it is truc iliat there
is more varicty and freedom o! utter-
auce on the part o! preacliers in Ameri-
ca than here. Tbey break eut into vi-
vacities and brusqueries o! expression
that weuld startie a home audience, as


