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p k 1Jr9 dee that titu4m
And ,açrdaliwhich have-,een se mar*èd
there of late years.? *'WelI, we suppose Dr;
Liddon will, survive -these fly-bites of partizan
enmityr andj envy. 'We 'are jileasedJ tonôte
that oui '-ngliah &rcharnkes record ,Iè r·etùrn
tq St. PSUVa Cathedrai, whô e, as Cañou' ln

esideùcee svoring the afternoonser-
mens oni :thé 8undays :in July, Doubtless
many colonista nowi visiting' England will. be
glad o avail themlselves of the great prlvilege
o? haring one,,whom we believe Mr.' Spugeon
bas declared, theforest preacher ii Europe.

CORRESPONDENCE.
[The name o!fVprrespondent musthin allaseabeaencloed

wlth latter, but 'wIll niot,bepubljshqdý tinlais dasirased. li
Editor wIii not boid hi1rniè. rasPonsi he, howeverfor any
opinie expresedby C orreasondents.]

*To the Editor o Tai CHURac GUARDIAN:
DEÂR Sia,-A good deal bas been said of late

by correspondents in: your paper about the per-
verslity of the recent Synod of :thé ]Diocese of
Montreal. One thinks it has made itself ridi-
culous by its stupidity; another thinks ithas
desuredited itself by, its intolerance :àligree
11i saying tliat its crowmng nquity. l the ex-
clusion of Rev. Dr. oiman , from its liâto gre-
preseutatives lm Proviucial Synod. Perbaps
jgu il l .l.alow, Me ppace to ;Dresent briefly :thè
othmersidleôofthe question, which may serve to
lift fron the shoulde·s' of brother Churchmern
.mnthe Diocesç the, .hKxges of folly anfanar
tiim w t sogt to f, p he

the bouse ld 'e x usive listt clfe-
gatë;.kp t my puipese now ie4 justfy.,'or

teoldemthi. 'e it right ern g th
sides. are eqully implicated. der t oye.
circumstances It 'wàs inevitablè' tha thL li of
the stronger. sidé should carry, o to e exclu-
sion cf almosàt evory name 'ou- the éther list.
ThuI Pi:. Niripan's non-election is.due te, the
fact thàt his nadie iwas on the 'let of the
wreaker'side,'jüÉst'as Dean iCarmýichaél'e éection
*as due t? to flèt athis iame a il to
list of the, Às'eger aide. Had Dr. , Norman
and his frierids beû elected, DeIICamnichael e
snd his 'friend&would'ihave been rejected. l u
principle,. the ilne is just Ps fair or unfair a 
3h6 ethéran, It seema childish fer thé worsted
party te $l the victonou:óe. oppressors udd
fanatics, when theanie tacticsud' theè sme
weapos have benà use'd on both sidas. 'When
Dr. Noerman's name ceases 'te be.placed on tleé
list that exlcudes every Eyangelical clergyman

the Diocesefrom LhVeý4eanwards, thon
aùid :;tllUi thon wllit #l -t bé é 1 oall' ite
questiqn the Itbcties, of the winning aide.

Pssin 'rm thé qestion of tactics te that'
cf prnigpl, ned the Synod ef Xonteàl fee

nt *
Mbroug 4 I

n ekh e e
presented w lle 4

-Montreal,,Tuly2J, J686
[Their t1 e sen we

sume, the -ec tht r
the aeipp o tê majqy f rP4
and whilstadmiÈiugshisikiudlinebof tosa

eoutspoken'andmissonj theletteitklf a peàx
Il . Peg e a e ete ùr'tô é ýei th6 'cbfté& 'ffl' Et

votçd for, the res . f 1he -o--g 1 U 11
Dean's motion the >previontsaday showed .that
there couldibe non<cèofsty ofVotirf 'exts e
ticket on thé pat 'of Mtle 'mjorty, 'a they
were stre'ug enôugh',td kle'k a eit nain-'

bei e ru . .owa wi4u
totaly excludiçgljthie.hersiil ,wbst the, same
vote, coupled Withith'é oftprevioüsly'repeated
threat'and the apparent nnderstanding ain*st
the ajority, showed tbMt Wúé' é 1&ast
ch1ance,of rgeouone çr Wêropresen-
tatives the minority would be obliged, nolens
volens, te follçp sut'ànd vote only foi thé ex-"J e de, »,e
ponants f theîiiè do-, o béliève,
frein th çult, ' ·É ' 04ïnr

yaibh[ .r0 jv kseem tobe
some justifloationfor, itsag'otion if it acted as
th: writer says; thererseeins to be little for
that .f the' J 'fh thédd th<ei. "déSire
for p4rt ricidr'y' and n 4ij ' t 'oe that

thy 1 eoqld4 Èk 44i& yiega&of theminer-
ity to be advocated1 .hy even oneAinge voice in
the great'couuicilcf the Churh in Canadae That
admi0n seem te atende weakness in

e:au lse itÊ on.t eor ,agrlparty
grunds), an.da afparon the part of itssup-
porters of open free discussion in. thé Qene-
ral Assembly 'f thW Ohluch: sine even this
oan, who aàiiit't4 d3 :*îceujd kust 'siil-

fuiynt oducgnd mout ,qly1qgq ethšg ues-
.tion " at issue.from tbe oppQsitiobstandpoint,
must hé exclùded, sud the Church aL large be
deprivod' b is wiudoni and; àspi'atne i n pther
mattes. This'cdurse so a dû takm
bie'noble, eôîiraeu .dtCh8ti b' mebeoubendgaogua Ch an but some-
how we donçt see : i eartbe aspect tous
of attempted oppression indsuppression ofa
minority, no-clled,lby weight ýof :héré num-
bers; but onr lreaders must decide this .for
themselve.,-En.] 

I

* SaIwaa uprytq sea you comprornising.
commenti in-Lla GUÀDamaNof the 'lith instant
oh" 'tie Bishop 'of 1ip o 's appi'v al ofi'thé a'
tion' e fie 7 1îgy the preseit political ;ceh-
testin glan; n1!cuse, if rEglandti~er

Stanstead, 12th Tuly, 1886.
[We do not share our esteemed correspond.

ent's opinion as te the causes for non-interfer-
ence of the clergy in the Dominion, in political
natters. As a iule, their influence in times f
ellocfin is, we think, eagorly sought for, Nôr

is it a questfon of qùalifiôatbns
tatives even in the local house, as a rule haie
a high opinion of themselvos, and do not fear
comparison, even with the clergy. We eannot
.think that the latter refrain through feaÉ,of
aqditional burdens; it is rathor from a desire
net, to do injury to their ministerial wok by
becoming involved in the party controversices
whieh generally accompany political contesta:
aàd that is why it is difficult to do onough, not
too'i mch, sud to do it in the right way.-E,)

Sie,-On taking up the Causon G_4;DIAN
of Jly 7, 1886, I was particularly struck with
what yon say in your "Editorial Notes," page

,bout "lclergymen taking part in politicé,"
and i cannot well refrain from giving my own
views. in reference te that question. As a gen-
eral rule, I have, always held that th loese a
clergyman had te say about the politios'of tbo
day the botter, and I beg to Bay that withlittle
exception still think it the safer plan. :The
case in England te which yon refer may pos.
siblybe the exception to the rule. I seo' yen
state that the Bishop of Ripon not only defend-
ed the action of clergymen in taking part. in
:the political contest, but contended that it was
their dpty so to do. This il altogether s0 dif-
fqrent from the 'osition generally taiken by
Bishope of .the Church,that it tends to puzzle
,and.confound. We have, ofecourse, te make
afllowance for the very higb stateo party fee-
ing in Egland. just. now, te justly appreciate
the opunsels of an Engli shBishop on tes very
important question.

.Your own admirable conclusion seems to
meet tho;crisis welI,, where you say:-"The
diflfculty consist in doing enough, and not too
much,ïand.in doing it'in the right way. To
tiis I seeno objection, B,

. . 1 ."7

country, Ire -hould-not have -te -deplore the
low standard of political morality.which has so
long existgI.å l

In a ibrmer communication in which this
subjet5WYMipo3v1ëd, I ventured the assertion
that itwas a reasonable assumption that whôre-
ever the clergy intimatQly associated thom-
selves with 'the occupations and daily life of
their congregations, lu their worldly affairs,
thoir influence for good in their spiritualr m'n-
istrations tbuld be the more effectual; and in
givin t thé people the benefit of their àdvice
and experience as to their franchise duties, .tho
clergy' are not necessarily politicians in iho
ordinary sense; and .it ie a poor compliment te
the cloth te assume that the difficulty of doing
enough and. :not too much, and doing it in the
riglit way, would necessitate (as it seems te
have doe) their doing nothing.

Yonsay that differing opinions prevail'on
this subject, and it is. not difficult to sec ·the
source from whence thoy come, for the candi-
dates, to whora for the most part the sessional
payment -is an object, of course hold the opi-
nion that the clorgy should be passive, con-
scios probably that their qualifications are not
up te the clerical standard. The electors con-
cur in the opinion from pure indifference, and
the clergy possibly from the same cause, an
somé apprehension of having additional duties
imposed on them. The truth is that a mawkish
and mischievous pioco of, sontimentality bas
taken possession of the public mind, which
cannot be up heid by common sense, by a sense
of-duty, or by any sound and substantial rea-
soning whatsoever.

Jonw I. CHARNooKc.


