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Veiled crucifix, and unveiling it sud bowing,
and doing reverence 10 it, wae deenied objea-
tionable. But fiowers on the boly table were
ftpproved. Tt wau held, for the sake of pro.
testantism and gnod manners, that the priesî
iflust flot turn bis back on hie people, except
duringr proper prayers. Tt only rem aine te
Premark, that placing a figure of tbe infant
Savi(>ur, with two Mies on either 8ide, and a
*tuffed dove, ini a fiying attitude, over the cre-
dence and the holy table, respectively, was
1eprebended. Al this occupies twenty-five
double-columnefi pages of the report. But,
0% appeal, ail the "eucharistie vestments,"
iieluding the innocent Ilbiretta,> were held
unlawful, and the clergy were restricted to
the povertY of cope anid surplce ; the use of
the rnixed chialice and wafer bread ur aiso
'onouneed illegal.

So much for rites and cerernonies. But,
When we corne to the effo)rts of the courts to
keep the ritualists Ptrnight ini doctrinal mat-
tors, we are lost in amaze Take the case of
Sheppard v. Bennett, for instance. 39 L. J.
IR. (N. S.) Ec. Cali. 68. The charge was, that
the defendant inculcated the doctrine of the
Visible presence of our Lord in the ciements,
atnd the adoration of the elements themsclves.
The language used wae: "lWho mypeif adore
and teacli the people te adore Christ, preaent
in the sacrament, under the form of hrersd and
Wine, believing that under their veil is the
sacred body and blood of my Lird and Saviour
Jesus Christ." The language at first une,
" to adore the consecrated elements, believing
Christ to be in them," but this was corrected
8.8 above. The court held that this amended
!anlguage doce not necessarily imply a belief
Ini the actual presence, and an adoration of
the elemets ithemselves. The words by which
It is preceded, however, would seem to render
ibis judgment extremely charitable, to say the
lea9t: I arn one of those who burn lighted
OSndles at the altar in the day-time ; wbo
Usae incense at the holy sacrifice; who use
the euchîarietie veïqtments ; wbo elevate the
blessed sa<rarnent."

If, after believing and doing so mucb, be
dOeP flot believe what lie is aàccused of, he
Ilinet be remar-kable. If a man should tell
115, IlI amn copper-colored ; I go nearly bare
%bId paint my body, and wear rings in my
lips and riose ; I live in a Wigwam ; I saul in
9. birch.bark caioe ; rny weapone are bow and
%rrow, knife and club ; I arn in the habit of
SCealping; MY enemies, and of getting intoxi-
Oated on whisky ; but I amni et ~n Indian,"-

th iatural inquiry would be, What are you,
IlOn ? And if you should believe hirn, for
t11e reason that a great many otlier Indian
4I8clairnants had told you tho same story, you
*Ould use exactly the reaisoning that Dr.
lp115 men uses to arrive at his concluiion, at

teedof fifty-three pages of fine print, in
double columins. Peter, the patron saint of

%il these credulous theologians, persisted in
dellying his Master, although hie "lspeeck be-
~"'ayed him.-" The learned Doctor bopes that
14Otbing that he bas eaid may further tend te

-ci make thie banquet prove
A sacrament of war, and not of love.",

Ie says he does not sit Il'as a eritie of style,
or an arbiter of taste, or a censor of logic,"
and bas "Il ot to try Mr. Bennett for carelegt
langluage, for feeble reasoning, or superficial
knowledge."1 And he concludee that Benneto
is saved from harm by bbe fact, that, in son-
tencing him, he sbnuld be pasing sentence
"UPn a long roll of illustrious divines who

have adorned our universities and fought the
900d fiebt of our church, from Ridley te
Keble ; from tbe divine who8e martyrdoru the
cross at Oxford commemorates, te the divine
ift Wllose honour that nniversity bas just
founded her hast collega." And ho sbowed
hiLq *leniency toward freedom of religions
o>Pl"nîn by anaking no eider as to costa. 1
Ofust du the doctor tb. justice to aay tbat ho
dOes Uet seema te regret bis enforeed decision,
0,d even cite$ the deciuion of the privy.
cOunaci), thw, the words " everlestiag fire"'J
Might bc treated by a clergyman as sot
d*flo)ting the eternity of punishuient.

Baut the humour of the matter oouaiste inl
the viecessiry of having a court to adjudge
wfhaî religious opinions a man may or may not
toach, and what rites and ceremonies be may
or Way flot observe. 0f course, it is the theory
of government that renders this neoeseary.
b0t the humour of ib is noue the bass apparent
on that account. If our clergymen take leave
of their senses, we soon flnd a way te restore
their wits-we eut off their temporal supplies.
If We disagree witb our clergyman, we dont
lot bimn turn us out-we turn hlm out. Our
tbeo0ry is that the clergy and the Sabbatb are
muade for marn, flot man for the clergy and the
Sabbath. Ahl judicial inquiries into one'u
Ireligious opinions3 and ceremonial preference.
strike us oddly. We do flot sce, of course,
,Wby the lord bigh chancellor should not be
"Il,, as uebl invoked at the complaint of the
Royal Geographical Society, te monishi a man
ngIn"Ist sayin., and publishing that the worhd.
is fiat, or, at tîhe instance of Mr. Fronde, to'
ivarri a ri-;aI historian against proeondiug that
IIenry VIII was flot a conjugal saint. ID
short, affaire proceed in this country upon
the principle of the mena gerie-keeper, wbo,
when asked whether a certain animal wae a
mnoukey or a baboon. replied: "6Wbichever
yout ffleasc-you paye vour moneY, and yoiz
taikes Your cho 0ice."y- A!any Law JTourinal.

TLTE ELECTION BILL AND THfE
PROFESSION.

The ballot makes persouation easy and
d.etection difficult; it vastlY facilitatos th.
prOcess of bribery, by removing th1e fenr of
dievery and punishment,

Bribery wiîî net be prevented by merely
moral influences-that is proved by ail exp.-
rierice. No party besitates te resort te it
wben flecessary to succeas. No man, how-
ever virtuons in profession, wau eVer known
te vote against bis party because they w«4'
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