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0f the succesqs of the congregational
election of ministers, so far as has hitlîer-
to bcen tried, thiere can hardly bc any
doubt, save in the most prejudiced înindZ,
Not a few elections have already takcn
place both in country and town parislies,
and alinost inyariabiy they have been
conductcd ivith decorumn and good 1iýel-
ing, and, moreover, in most cases wvah a
conspiceus deference to the self-respect
of those who have been spoken of as
candidates. Congregations have been
satisfied, and appointments made which,
ivhether or not ideally tire best in al
cases, wvili certainly contrast favorably
with the appointments made under the
01(1 Patronage law. Any slight distUr-
bances ivhich have arisein have been in
ca ses where the elements of disturbance
ivere rife, and wouldl have broken out
under ainy systemn of election whatever.
Under no otiier systent would these dis-
turbing elenients have been lesq opera-
tive than they have been. Event those
who may have been lcast arxious for
tire abolition of the law of Patronagey
ean hardly deny that there seeins to bc
a prospect of more harînonjous settie-
monts under tire new than under the
old order of things. At so far as the
intellectuai standing and character of
the clergy -ire concerned, the Church
bas this in ber owvn power-as she lias
always liad-andl is not entitied to biame
any systemn for settling rninisters whoni
site herseif lbas Iicensed and sent forth
for the parpose of qupplying ber
parishes. if congregations insisc upon
some measure of pop;uLar gifts, as weil as
,gen,,ral in-elleetuah character, who cani
blàLie them. -for .thie.? Why shouid any)
man be chosen for the office of a preacher
whbom neither -nature nor art bas quali-
fied to speak with interest or efflect?
The indictmtent of tbe popular taste in
this respect has aiways appeared to us
soniewhat- shailow. No doubt cong-rega-
tions ilh make- iistakes, and sometinies
eboose fltiency in preference to solidity,
and accept §1xoi.y deciarnatîon for %velh-
inforined eloquence.; but patrons surely
were not above suci -mi8takes any more
than congregatbons, wbile they wvere
subjeet to inistakes al) their own, and
sometimes far more injurious in their in-
fluence upon parishes.

Nothing is more strange ini confection
with the recent abolition of J'atw'nage

than tue sudden olevation into whichi the
deceased Patron lias risen in the eyos of
certain people who profess extrc:neiy
liberal views respecting the Church. A
wvritcr in the 1 Pl'al Mail Gazette' lias
returneil once more to titis view of the
subject. The Il lay patron," it is said,
Ilauted as the representative of the
State ;" Ilthe body now invested with
the patronage is not any legal represen-

:tve-not the ratepaycrs, nor those
ivho inighit conceivably act as dciegates
of the State-but the communicants and
a(ihortents of cad congreg-ationi. Not1i-ng
eouid more denaltinalbse the Churcli
and formn it into a State-paid sect."
There is soinethaing, ainazing in such
stateinents o.i the part of any fair and
ivelh-inforiiiect porson. No iay patron,
s0 far as ive k.,ov, represented anybody
but hinself. Take any sr'icial, illustra-
tion-the Duke of l3ucclt.ugh, or tho
Duke of Argyll, or the Banl of Zetland ;
it is surely an) abuse of language to sa)-
that they ivere tire ropresentatives of the
State in the exercise of their Cliurch
patronage. These and inany other
patronsdid their bost, and no biaine is
iniputed, to thein. But if they were re-
presentative at eil in the exorcise of their
undoubted rigit, they represented the
panish and congregzt ions -those very
communicants and adherents who, are
spoken of with so much contempt by the
wiriter in the ' Pahi Mail Gazette.' And
liow the transference of a righit Iroin a
single patron to those on wh!ose bebaif
the righit ivas alonte iegally eiititled to bo
exercised, should, have any denationalis-
ing effect passes compreliension. lit wihat
sense are Ilcommunicants and adher-
ents," or in other words the cong rga-
tions, of tire National Churelh, less na-
tionai than "-lay patrons "? Is their
position less national, or their interests
Iess national ? It is said that the Patron
was of no definite ecclesiastical colour;
the ",congregations " must ail beiongy to
tire Churci. The "1 ratepayers " as suùehi,
or others ivbo inight Ilconceivably act as
delegates of thc State," have no voice in
tic election. But the faict that the lay
patron did not necessarily beiong to tire
National '2burcli surciy made im less

ratier than more national tian those
who belong to it. Ai who know Scot-
land know this very well; and that if
tiere is any elass in the county lOe-


