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\ Eppqapaey (Sl more: deeply j'the.ﬁ r1t.uall'1em

., and-sacer dgtahgm whwh have; been 80 merked.
there of late years :Well,.we ‘suppose Drs|

Liddon will survive these fly-bites of: par txzan
enmltyv and] envy.: “We are pledsed to. note |

< that our Enjlith exchanges- record his retiirn |

te St Penl’e Cathedra] whele as Canon 1n

‘mone en the Sundays in July.  Doubtless
many' colonists mow visiting’ England wilt be’
glad to’ avail' themselves of the great puvllege
" of hearmg one, ‘whom we beheve Mr. Spurgeon
has dechned the foremost preeehm in, Europe

[The namas or correspondent mus; m a.Ilcn.ses be enclosed

i, with lstter, but will not,be, pubiishad. unless deslred. .The

‘ Editor will not hold himself, responsible, howover, for eny
opinions expressed by Ccm'eepondents )

To the Edf.tor of Toe Cruron G-UARDIAN :

" Dear SIR —A good deal hes been said of Iate

by correspondents in.your paper about the per-
. versity of the recent Synod of the Diocese of
Montreal, One thinks it has made itself’ ridi-
“culous by its stupldlLy, another thinks it has
demedtted iteelf by its intolerance:. all ugree
in saying that its crowning. qumty is the ex-:
clusion of Rev. Dr, Norman. from ifs list. of re-
preseutatives in Provineial ‘Synod. Pe1hnps
youwill atlow. mespace to present briefly ;the|.
other side of the question, which may serve to:
lift from the shouldets’ of brother Churchmen:
_.in,the Diocese the charges of folly, . and fana.-
s ticism ‘which it is sought to’ fa.ste upon hem
1t i well known thiat many"an ?x)
_the’ 'house vofed fOF an excluslve llet of dele-
gatee Iq I8 not my par pose now to’ Justxfy or.
to. pondem this. “Bo it ¥ight~ ‘or. wrong, both,
eules are equally 1mphcated 'Under ’ those-
“‘cirénmstances, it was inevitable' that ths list of
. the stronger. side should carry, tothe exclu-
. sion of almost every name ‘on’ the’ other list
Thus, Di., Nor man’s non-election is.due to_the
fact’ thet his' name was .on_the, list of the
weuker mde, 'just g8 Dean Carmxehael 8 election
wag due o the faet that'his .name was on. the{
“list of ‘the, etlongm side. Had Dr. Norman
.and his frigids, been elected, ‘Dean ‘Carmichasl.
“and his friends' would have been rejected. In
,principle, the one is just 23 fair or unfa:r a8
.'the other, and,it seems clnldxeh for the worsted
pa.rty to; ol the Vigtorious ona’ oppleeeere and
"fanatics, when the‘tame_tactics and' the same
- weapons have ‘Beon used ‘on both sides. When
g\'orman ’s name ¢eases to.be placed on the
hst that excludes every Eva.ngeheel cletgyman
in the ]};eceee ‘from the‘Dean Ao wards, then .
" and nof till then will it be’ 1;1me to”call into
- question the tactics of the winning side,
Passing from the question of, factics to that
of principlé, nesd. the Synod of Montreal feel
; either shame or cottrition oyer, the exclusion
of Dr, Norman? 'The isgue fought ont. by the’
‘Synod wag the claim of the Montreal Diocéisn
Theologwel pollege to degree eonferrxng pow-
oI'B, a.nd the Synod by ‘majorities. of nearly -
three to" one, suppo:-ted the claim.. The per.;
exetenee disp gayed in opposmg "the meastre at
‘overy step of ifs progreee X }l:ersona.l mﬂuenee,
by tee{hmqn‘l objec: ions as well as by {srgiment,
. Jed many to lbeheve hat. the. queetlon would he
earvied  before ' Proyincial | Synod. " Woald it
Bave' been an et of Judgmenﬁ on;the pprt. of |di
the Synod;{o send agits Lepresentatlve the very
man of ail others Who could ‘most ekﬂfnlly in-
troduce and most ably argue _the queation, ‘and
eorry. most, weight -with him in opposition to
- the ea,;-neet wish of, the Djocese 7 The ‘Gues-
' Hon" s, ‘Gongidered a8’ of vital importance by,

“hoth ‘sides, snd D, N’orman ls opposed - to_the

feehng of the vast magonty of the Dloeese rev1

gex;dmg 1t ,,Why, then, shou Id. . Digcsae
\empower i’ to,defeat Or ..try  defeat its.
chetished ¢ obJect? At xs, the qnestlon may

th sides of |

BERNCEER ;G;nr “l“{&%{nﬁlﬂ. IA 7(‘! ,;'Bm

be. hmuﬁ‘h 5x‘§'¥m

not bqe?eek n eeﬂﬂ
resented wi e :a, «., M

mneml Synpp.and th% mo °d dant “ !

Lxur. |
[The wnter Jof t“he bove fl‘eeente, we: pre
sume, the’ best eas Jthﬁp e?aﬁ Q\r‘nﬁic?ﬁ ar
tho action of 1 the > majority of Sym regerreé tb
and whilstiadmiring his,kindliness:of tone. apd
ontspoken admissions; the'letter ithélf appeh
to ud to ‘éen‘de‘mn ‘the couﬁse ‘nrﬂu‘e& i L
adnuttmg ﬂhat t.wo } 1"'tegch exe‘lnewe) weﬂe

[ voted . for, .the . reeult ; of ,the ,.votmg [ ﬂxe

‘Dean’s  motion. the ,prevxous day’:showed..that
there conld beno ne’cesmty ‘of volisiy ah’ emclésu}e
ticket ‘on the patt ‘of\ithe majority, ‘sl theSv
were strong enough 8 é'Ieef,"a eu‘lﬂc;bnf Durm-
ber of represe&tatwes of heu v:ews w;thoﬂt
totally excludmg,.;he otbere,, mh:lst the .BamMe
vote, coupled with:the oft. .previoiisly! repeated
throat‘and the apparent understandi mg emongst
the majority, showed that to' ‘have' the Ténst
chance of secpung even _oue or two Tapresen-
tatives the minor xt.y would be obhged nalens
volens, to follow smt and: voto. only for he ex-
ponents -of ‘thefi views, ’We do " riot beheve
from the resalt, ‘tgmt this was‘&one b tfzé minor.
ity as a8 bod_:h0 thele yvoqlgl seem. to :be
some justifigation. for: its.csotion..if itacted as
the :writer-says ;- there seems to- be little for
that of the. Tejor}ty ‘othér than: the éii "desire
for piirty vie ry and, the now Admitied one  that
tbey would; not ﬁ?wwti;e ivieya, of the mmm-
ity tobe advoeeted, by even: onuungle woice;in
the great Councilofthe Churéh in Canada: That|
adm:esron eeems_J m,diedte at; onee weaknees in
the’ cause 1teelf fon pt"ﬁer than pnrely pm ty
glonnds), and aleo;a fear on the part of its sup-.
porters of open.free: dxeeueexon in- the ‘Gene-

ral’ Assembly of ‘the! OHnreh since even this¢

one man, who aﬁmxttedly e cenld most skll-
fully mtxoduce end most, ,qely( gjqe ‘the, ques-
tion” a.t {ssue.from- the Qppoexhon standpoint,
must b excldded, and the: .Charch at lerge be
deprived-of his wxsdom and dsplet.ance in' pther
matters. | This course eg adm: ttedly teken nmay
be noble, cbdra,geene and Cbrlstmn? but 8ome-

-----

how wo do net §69, 1t 1t  bosrs. the aepeet eo s

cwatd

of ettempted oppneselon and .suppression .of a
minority, Bocalled,. by. wexght ‘of : thére ' num-
bers;.ibut oun. readers: muet deexde tlue fer
themselvee ~Ep. ] S .

.'_AS —I wae sorry tq, eee your..comprommmg
‘comments in- THE GUARDIAK of :the 7th instant
oh the Bishop'of Rlpone approval of ihe‘ae-
{tion’ 6f tHe vléfgy if the present political Gob- | da.
test in Mpgland; because, if in, England, their
,good vice, deemed . proper, where . ag e‘rule
‘the cirdidates'are men of ' prohity and, position,
end where itho, proportion of the more intetl;-
gent of the. eleetm;q exerpleeeuheel Ay jcontrol,:
Eow Jnch, more is, it depirable., emqngst UB,,
where the very reveree ‘of these favonng COn-;

ditiony, .ueﬁ&pm
t was ta od f‘orfune for, ﬁﬂ:y, ,years of
my, ,hfe to be ge

chial qlergy in - I.can, bear per-

an

Bmted ,Nith, many ‘of the paro-
g

s0nal, tegtim ony. 10, ewboleeome effects.w jch |
oy all: poeeemns eu- cenneel exex;clﬁedz aeb
nly on their pa: eqe, opghont the
gekgﬂbo;:}i {’nrg‘hggﬁ they wed e a,ndf.t ink| .
it gafg’ ecclergx 40, |
vince of obod b n(i .u:L yep.x'sd;:zjz beeni ghk:

) emingting; sound: advice inmat:|
ﬁ:h]‘ 1:3 tg&;ﬂ &F P‘g : government’ of{n;;he

t | conntry, wa - ftiould not have to- deplore -the
low standard of pohtlcal momht.y which has so
long existéd.” -

In 8 former communication in which this
subjest Wa#" involved, I ventured the assertion
that it-was & reasoniabla assumption that whare-
ever the clergy intimataly associated. them-
selves with ‘the: occupations and ‘daily- lite of
their conglegntlons, 1n- their worldly affiirs,
thoir inflaence for. good in their spiritual m'n-
istrations would be the moro: effectual; and in
giving to the people the benofit of their advice
and experience 88 to their franchise duties, tho
clergy are not necessarily politiciana in the
ordinary sens¢; and it is a poor compliment to
the cloth to assume that the difficulty of doing
enough and :not too much, and doing it in the
right way, _would neeesattete (as it seoms to
hava done) their doing nothing.

You:say that differing opinions prevail on
this subject, -and it is. not difficult to sce the
source from whenco thoy come, for the candi-
dates, to whom for ths most pmt the sossionnl
payment is -an object, of course hold the -opi-
nion that the clorgy should be passive, con-
scious probably that their qualifications are not
up to the clerical siandard, Tho electors aon-
cur in tho opinion from pure indifference, and
the clergy Eosmbly from the samo cause, and
somo apprehension of having additional duties
imposed on them. The trnth is that & mawkish
and mischievous piece of: sontimentality has
taken possession of the public mind, which
cennot% held by common sense, by o 8onse
of duty, or It])y any sound and substantial rea-
soning whatsoever.

Joun . CrARNOCK,

' Stanstead, 12th July, 1886,

[We do not share our esteemed corrospond-
ent' epmlon as to the causes for non-interfer-
ence of the clergy in the Dominion in pohtlcnl
mnttere As a tule, their influence in times of
eleehon is, wo thmk eagorly eought for Nor

118 it & question of quahﬁeaﬁlons oilf ‘ropresen-

tatives even in the loeal house, as a rulo, have
a high opinion of themselvos, and do no,t fear -
compaiison, even with the clergy. ‘Wo'cannot

thibk that the latter refrain through feai-of

addmonal burdens; it is rather from a desire
not to do injury to thoir ministerial work by
beeommg involved in the party controversios
which generally accompany political contests:

and that is why it ia difficult to do.onough, not
mo " touch, and to do i in the right way—Fn,]

.Sm,—O0n taking up the Cavnon Gu,mmm
of July 7, 1886, 1 was particularly struck with
what you say in your “Editorial Notes,” page

19, nbout “ olergymen taking pert in pohtlee "
i and 1' cannot well refrain from giving my own

views.in referenco to that question. As a gen-

-eral rule, I have always held that the.less g

olergyman had {0 say about the politios of :the
day the better, and 1 beg to say that withlittle
exeeptlon I still think it the safor plan, The

‘cage in England to which you refer may pos-

sibly.be the exception to the rule. T seo you
state that the Bishop of Rlpon not only de['end-
ed the action of. clergymen in taking part in

the political contest, but contended that it was

their dnty 8o to do This is ultogetben 80" dif-
| ferent from the position generally taken by
‘Bishops of .the Church, that it tends to puzale
.and confound. We hu.ve of course; to make
allowance for the very. hlgh state of | party feol-
ing in England. just now, to justly approciate
the cpunsels of an English Bishop on this very
important question,

'gonr :own admirable coneIusmn seems to
‘meet, the;crisis wel), where you say :—“The
difficalty consists in domg enough, and. not too

muchyand in: doing it in the right way? To
this I see no objection, ‘ B



