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the existence of ‘ union and communion’ be-
tween the Chuarch of England and the Pres-
byterian Charch of Scotland. They imply
that the Charch of Engiand, in the person of
her Primate, repudiates fellowship with the
ground of the Scottish nation solely on the
ground of a difference in Church government, |
and gives all her sympathy, for no better
reason, to the Church of a small minority.
¢ The Episcupal Church,’ says the Archbishop,
isthie uniy trae represeatative of the Church
of Englaad in Scotland’ In the first place,
what basiaess has the Church of Englanl in
Scotland at 211?27  Can the Archbishop be in-
fected with the delusion of the Stuarts, and
imagine that it is the mission of the Church of
Eagland to redace all the parts of the Un.ted
Kingdom toa religious uniformity ? But, more-
oser, we cannot but protest against the as-
sertion that the oaly true represeatative of the
Charch of Eagland in Scotland is a swall dis-
senting sect. The true representative of tac
Eaglish Establishment is the Scottish Estab-
lishment, and the truc representative of
the Caarch of the English nation is the
Charch of the Scottish nation  They are
onein the great protest out of which they
aruse . one in theit object and in the main pria-
ciples upun which they are foanded, and theic
sole difeceace relates to the furm of Church
government.  We are well aware, indeed, that
& ceslain class of theulugians deny the name
of a Charch to any cummanity not cnjuying
Episcopal government. Such anextravagaace
will never receise much respect from the
Engtish people: and, even among disines, so
staunch an advocate for Episcopacy as Hooker
never scems to have drcamt of this narrow
fancy of ecclesiastical bigotrs. But, at all
cvents, so far as the Arclibishop is concerned,
it 15 sufficient to observe that Eaglish law
hnows no such refinciment.  The Presbyterian
Church of Scotlaad receives precisels the same
recugaition as the Archibishop of Cantesbury
himself, and whatlever may be his private
opinion, it is certainly improper that in his
pablic capacity he shouid set himsclf flatly
againat the jadgment of the very law to wlich
hic owes his own position. His next remark is
not more fortunate:—* 1 think it well that it
shuuld be undersiood that the prelates of the
Eaglish Charch pretend teexercise av junisdic-
tion over cicrgymeninScotland.  ltis entirely
contrary 1o the diocesan system that such
course snould be pursued” Undoubicdly.
This s the very principle we have been urg-
ing. bul it applics cqually o Presbsenian as
to Episcupal dioceses, and the Presbyicrian
Charch shuald have been treated by the Arch-
bLishop with ns much respect as the diocese of
tire Rishop of Moray =nd Ross. Bat the climax
in this extraondinary scene was teached by the
Bishop of Argrll and the Isles. It may, per-
haps, have occurred to our readers that the
Archbishop is not wholly without precedent !
ia emploping his kigh ofice in the task of |
{
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spreading the principles of the Church of
England in Scotland. Archbishop Laad gined
20 aanenviabie nolotizty for similarly injudi.
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cious proceedings, bat we should hardly have
thought thut any one would have had the
aundacity to quote the precedent. The Bishop
of Argyll, however, rejoiced at the presence of
vne who was the representative, amung others,
of ‘a Backet, who cuntended fur the principles
of ccclesiastical freedom, and of Laud, who
saw in Monarchy,” and, we may add, in Epis-
copacy, ¢ a divine right. After this ¢ballitior,
nothing further, we think, can br needed to
conder.n the course taken by the Archbishop.
Tell me thase you consort with, and 1 will tell
you what you arc. Thumas & Becket is not
exactly a model for a modern archbishop , but
if there is one ecclesiastic whom it would have
heen desirable to forget on such an oceasion it
waald hasv been the man who, above all others
is identified with a policy of the inost deadly
antagonism to the Scotch Presbyterian system.
To have 1aid the foundation of a cathedral at
Inverness, and, after repudiating fellowship
with the Scotch National Church, to have been
greeted 2s the representative of Laud iz a
position in which we should have tnought no
archbishup of the present day could possibly
have piaced himself. Could not the Arch-
bishop find suificient to occupy himin the state
of the Clarch at hume, that he mast nceds in-
dulge ia this grataiteus interference in the
ccclesiastical affairs of the sister kingdom ? The
occurrence, it was said at the banquet, was a
thing unprecedented in the history of Scot-
land. We have no doubt of it, and we trust
it will remzirn so”

Just as> we are going to press, we ob-
serve a pamagraph in the Witness an-
nouncing that the Rev. Mr. Smith, of
Meclbourne, has accepted a call to Fand du
Lac, in Wisconsin. Should this be cor
rect, the Church here will lose one of her
most cnergetic ministers, who has done
muca good in the Eastern Townships, and
who. it was heped, would for years have
laboured here successfully and acceptably.

There will be found in this number,
among * Articles Communicated,” an ad.
dress by the Rev. Robert Dobie, which we
commend to our readers, as it discusses
some questions which arc now exciting
lively discussion throughout the Church.
Of coursc we must by no means be con-
stdered as respensible for the opinions cx-
pressed on all the points taken up by the
author of the communication.

The Presbyters of Toronto will meet
in the Church at Cimnguacousy on Tues-
day, the 10th Decem?: -1, at 10 o'clock 2. m.,
for the induction of a wminister, and the

; transaction of general business.



