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HARVEST HOME.
[Music— Becthoven's * Trink Lted.”)

RMEx of sinew ! halo aud hearty,
""Bmvo at scytho und sickle, come,
Come and swell our gleesome party,
Reapers! sturdy veapers, como!
Time for all things, this for lcisure;
Time for alf tlungs, this for pleasure.
Bing our merry Harvest-Home.

Mothers meck ! home-troubles leaviog,
Join your husbnnds’ joy, and comeo,
Honvur, love, respect receiving,
Trom tho honest-ncarted, comet
Nought unmeet for woman's bearing,
. Nought unmeet for woman’s hearing.
Blots our merry Harvest-Home.

Maidens modest ! fear no roughness,
Fathers, brothers are wo; come!?
XKind and truc, despite our bluffness ;
Maidens modest ! come, then, come !
Far away bo thoughts of lightaess,
With your own unsullicd brightness,
Maidens! bless our Hurvest-lome!

%

A;Bd folks § our hamlet’s glory,
aracs and grardsires t—all must come ;
Come and tcll again the story °
Of the days long bygone, come?
. Yo whe with life’s ills have striven,
Apd to whom now rest is given,
Welcomo to our Uarvest-Home !

Langhing children ! lend your rattle
To our merry-making ; come!
Good to hear, is clildhood’s prattlo :
Children! merry children), come !
Yo bave worked us hard as others,
Gleaning proud beside your mothers,
Ye msust sham ot iHarvest-Home.

Iligh and low ! with one another,
%’oung and old ! come, jout us, como?
Each to cach, in God, = brother;
To our village High-Day come ¢
Well it is that harvest lubours,
Richly crowneq, should hind all neighbours
Ia a thankful Ilarvest-llome.

—Tondon Guardian.”
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TUE DIVORCE BILL.

Perpars the most important matter of detail
which remains for discussion in the Divorce Bill is
the Tiability of the clergs to celebrato the mairiages
of divorced persons. The czse stands thus :—
Thousands of the clergy are convinced, first, that
tho present law of the land does not require, but
forbids them to celelirate such marriages ; and est,
that they are directly probibited by our Saviour ;
_and this latter conriction, strictly theological in its
“grounds, is supported by such high theological au-
thority that, whether just or not, it cannot possibly
bo dismissed as trifling. Tt is also in uccordance
with the existing law of the Eoglish Church.

No boliever in Cbristianity can possibly deny that
if tho Legislature pass a law requiring these clergy-
men to celebrate marriages which in their opinion
Christ has forbidden, it will be their duty to ohey
God rather than man, and to take the consequences
whatever these may be. Every clergymon who
announces that the roarriages of divorced persons
arp, in bisjudgment, contrary to the express com
mand of Christ, pledgzes bimself beforeband, not
knowingly himself to celebrate them, and therefore
to take thess consequences.  Under these circum
_&aoces, half the clergy of England very naturally
pray that, whatever fadilities may ‘be given for

marriages of this class, ‘dey at least may not be re-

quired under penalties (compelled they cannot be)
% affix 3 roligious sanction to them.

. What answer js given to this? A Dissenting
—yp:ber of Parliament bas, wo think, said that the

olergy are paid scrvants of the State, and, if they
cannot find it in their conscicnces to do the State’s
work, thoy bavo only to quit their places. A doo-
tiino virtually similar is now lnid duwn by tho At.
tornoy General—with less vulgarity, perhaps, but
oven greater contempt of religious vbligation 1 =—

o hoped that tho House of Commons would never
Listen fur one mument W ths desire of the clergy of the
Church of Englund to bo relioved from the obligation of
obeying tho luw of tho Jaund. Ho could not concoive
anyiipg more dungerous, or auything that would bo
fn\*ht with mure unhappiness to the dergy and to tho
Chilrch, than for the House to listen to thoss statements
which aro called conscientious scruples «nd ditlicultics
about the obligation of the clergy to obey the luw of the
land.  Let thun discuss the Law, if thoy would, but when
they had arrived st tho conclusion that it ought to bo
tho law of the Lod, letthem require, without 4 moment’s
hesitation on the purt of tho clergy, obedienco to that
law. That was the true notion ol tne supremacy ofthe
Crown.

These wor’ should be written in letters of irop,
and posted up .u every parsonage, church, nad cus
racy in the kingdom, to show those who are labour-
ing for the good of the Church aad nation what is
the ** true notion of the suprumacy of the *Crown’,
according to the solemu declaration of the principal
law adviser of ber Majesty. Lhere is, indeed, a
certain disingenuity about Sir R. Betbell’s state~
ment. ‘The petition of the clergy is not that they
may be relieved from the Jegal obligation to obey
the law—which would bo simply a contradiction in
terms~—but that 2 law may not be passed which it
will be necessary for them to disobey—that their
personal services may not be required for giving
effect to an Act which they believe contrary to the
law of God, and to which complete effect may be
given without their aid. The question which the
Attorney General is argping is not the Iixecutive
question whether the clergy thall be practically al-
lowed (a3 wo imagine Roman Catholic Bishops are)
to disobey, with impunity, a iaw standing on tho
statute book ; but the Legislative question whetber
a Bill, imposing on them certain obnosiius and
unnceessary duties, shall become law. It s at this
stuge of tho proceedings, and to the Legislature,
that tho Attorney General urges that those so-called
conscicntious opiniuns have vothing whatever to do
with tho matter—tbat the House of Comwmons
should ** never for one moment listen’ to them,
but should simply enact its own opinions (on a the
ological question be it remembered), and rejuire
the clergy to give effcct to twem ** without 2 mo-
ments besitation.” ¢ That,” be adds, with a
kind of triwinphant satisfaction, ‘is the true notion
of the zupremacy of the Crown.”

If itis, it will uvoquestionably eficet in England
more than all+that an instalment of the ** true no-
ton” hbas cffected in Scotlavd. It will call into
existence, uud that rapidly, on¢ or more ** free
Churclics,”” which wil) abserb all that is strong and
healthy, cither in the Cathohie or Puritan clements
of the existing Church, and will leave the Estab.
lishment a mere mass of cerdowment occupied by a
fuw theoriste calling themselves the Broad Church,
and by a tame mass of indifferenti:m, equally neg-
lected ordisliked by Catbolic, Puritan, and Liberal.
How long such 2o tert block is likely to remain
unplundered is bardly worth asking.—~—ZLondon
Guardian. .
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BISHOP BLOMFIELD.

When in the summer of last year the abie and
distin guished Prelate whom wo have named at the
head of this paper retired from the active duties of
the Metropolitan See, we availed ourselves of the
oceasion briclly o refer to his many and undoulted
services to the Chureh, and to record our sense of
the loss which she had sustained in being thence-
forth deprived of them. Dr. Blomfield’s lamented
death, which took place on Wednesday last at Ful-

i, coables us now to dwell more freely on the
merite, aod iovites us to review in greater detail the
incidents and tho results of hislopg and eventful
Episcupate in the chicf diocese of tbe Knglish
Churck. o7

His caveer was eminently a practical one.  With

tho cxception of his Chargea, a volume or two of

Lectures aud Sermons, and a Manaal of Family
Prayers, containing notbing remarkable by way of
xerit or demerit, Dr. Blomfield published nothing

m——sny
whatever in the department of theology. Aud his
scholarship, which Eud earned for him a reputation
second only to that of the lato Dean of Cbrist
Church, Dr. Qaisford, and which, in his earlier life
bad displayed iteelf in his well knowa editions of
some of tho Plays of Bsobylus, and in some other
less important Iabors in tho same line, becarne, after’
his clovation to tho Bench, entircly subordinate to
tho real and important business of bis life—the
conduct of which might be not inaptly called, when
in his hands, the Churoh business of the country.—
It way, in short, his eminent capacity for what is
usually called ** business,” which originally raised
him, under the clearssighted patronage, first, of
Archbishop Howley, and then of tho Duke of Wel-
lington, from an obscure country parsonage to the
adwsinistration of the Seo of London. And it was

+ tho same qualificution, as it seems to g, which both

constituted tha principal werits, and led te the prio-
cipal defeets, obsorvable in his Kpiscopate.

Dr. Blomfield’s first stepin life was, however,
entirely bis own. Going up to Cambridge, iu 1804,
from the grammav-school at Bury, his native place,
he became, in 1808, Third Wrung'er, aod Firse
Chancellor’s Medallise, and ultimately obtained a
‘Leinity Fel'owship, on which ho took orders, und
was for some few years engaged in parish duty in
the country.  But shortly afterwards becoming
chapizin to Dr. Howley, then Bishop of London,
Dr. Blomfield’s great abilitiesand wonderful encrgy
and skill in the conduct of affairs became speedily
apparent to that Prelate, and be was at once promo-
ted to the important and lucrative living of Bishops-
gate, London, which led, in the year 1825, to his
elevatior. to the Seo of Chester, and in 1828 (at the
age of forty-two) to that of Londoa®

Wae have suid that the merits, as well as tho de-
feets, of Bishop Blomfiedd’s carcer are such as
might bave been expected from u wan who was pre-
cmincotly a man of businees, and who took anal.”
most exclusively practical view of all the dutiesand;,

*difficulties of his high and arduous positign. Ang"

a detailed review of his Episcopate will, we think,
completely bear out this remark. He achieved
some few really great derds.  Bus they were all of
an eminently practical character.  Xis failures, on
the other hand, were such as may, without unfair-
ness, be traced 1o that excess of caution and absence
of venture and enthusiasim which so pre-emivently
distingaish what is called the practical wman.

The two great deeds of Bishop Blombeld's Epis-
copate—aud they deserve to be wriiten on his tomb
in letters of goid—are unquestionably the erection
of the Bethual-green churches, and ths creation of
the Colonial Episcofate.

We say the Bethnal-green churches ; but the
mevement, originating in the Bishop's sense of the
great church destitution observable priscipally in
that Qistrict, became even at the outset metropolitan,
It has resulted up to the preseut time in the erec-
tion and more or less complete enlowment, of no
less thau 78 new churches in and near London, at
a_cost of more_than hal{ a million ; independently
of seven new churches, the entire erection and
cndowment of which by seven separate individuals
—ong being the Bishop himself—is wholly attribu-
table to the impulse derived from the appeal wade
to the public on the first formation of the Metropo-
litan Churches Fund. 'This is a great achid¢vement,
and it will go down in bistory a Jasting bonor to
Bishop J3lomtield’s name, .

The Bishop's other great work, the creation, as
it way aimost be called, of the Culomal Episcopate,
dul not take place until the year 1540. At that
tunc there were just five bishoprics of the English
Church throughuut the sast colonial empire subject
to the English Crown. At the present time there
are, we believe, no less thau twents five, independ-
cotly of sis more now in course of fuuudation. And
this result is dac, ander God's buessing, entirely to
the energy and activity of Bisaop Blumfield, oxerted
a3 it was, just at the opportune tin, whea people’s
minds had become prepared for this great and much
needed reform, and.when the principles (o which
the Bishop appealed wero being unisersally discuss-
cd and develoyed, in cousequence. of .tho great
Church movement then in progress, to which we,
have already roferred. .

These two are andoubtedly the works by which



